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ABSTRACT. We review in this article central limit theorems for a tagged parti-
cle in the simple exclusion process. In the first two sections we present a gen-
eral method to prove central limit theorems for additive functional of Markov
processes. These results are then applied to the case of a tagged particle in
the exclusion process. Related questions, such as smoothness of the diffusion
coefficient and finite dimensional approximations, are considered in the last
section.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the early 80’s Kipnis and Varadhan [6] proved an invariance principle for the
position of a tagged particle in a symmetric simple exclusion process in equilibrium.
Their proof relies on a general central limit theorem for additive functionals of
reversible Markov processes. Time reversibility and translation invariance of the
system are the basic ingredients of this method, which in principle can be applied to
any system with these two symmetries. Later it has been extended to non-reversible
processes that satisfy a sector condition, [21], or a graded sector condition, [19].

The effective diffusion matrix of the limiting Brownian Motion is a function D(«)
of the density a of the particles. These diffusion coefficients are usually expressed in
terms of integrals of time correlation functions (Green-Kubo formulas), or as infinite
dimensional variational formulas. They also appear in the diffusive equations that
govern the non-equilibrium evolution of the conserved quantities of the system. In
order to have regular strong solution to these diffusive equations it is important to
establish the regularity of these diffusion coefficients as functions of the conserved
quantities.

In this article we review some recent results on the central limit theorem for
a tagged particle in the simple exclusion process and on the smoothness of the
diffusion coefficient.

In the next section, we present a general method to prove a central limit theorem
for an additive functional of Markov ergodic processes and show that the proof is
reduced to the verification of a bound in H_; for the solution of the resolvent
equation. In the third section we show that this estimate can be deduced if the
generator of the Markov process has some properties, called the sector and the
graded sector condition. In the fourth section, we apply these results to prove a
central limit theorem for the tagged particle for mean zero exclusion processes and
for asymmetric exclusion processes in dimension d > 3. In the last section we show
that the covariance matrix depends smoothly on the density of particles and we
present some extensions.
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2. CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR MARKOV PROCESSES

The purpose of this section is to find conditions which guarantee a central limit
theorem for an additive functional of a Markov process. The idea is to represent
the additive functional as the sum of a martingale with a small term, that vanishes
in the limit, and to use the well known central limit theorem for martingales that
we now recall.

On a probability space (2, P, F), consider a square-integrable martingale {M; :
t > 0} which vanishes at time 0 and denote by < M, M >, its quadratic variation.
Lemma 2.1. Assume that the increments of the martingale My are stationary and
that its quadratic variation converges in L'(P) to some positive constant o?: for
everyt>0,n>1and 0 <sp < -+ < Sp,

(Msl - 809ttt Msn - Msnfl) = (Mt+81 - Mt+so’ ERE Mt+sn - Mt"'sn—l)
in distribution and
lim F

t—oo

H<M,M>t _UQH 0.
t

Then, M/ Vi converges in distribution to a mean zero Gaussian law with variance

o2.

In this statement E stands for the expectation with respect to P. The proof of
this result is a simple consequence of the well known central limit theorem for sums
of stationary and ergodic square integrable martingale differences.

It follows from the stationarity assumption that o2 = E[M}] because

E[<M,M>,] = Y E[<MM > —<MM >
0<j<n

= > E[(Mj11— M;)’] = nE[M]].
0<j<n

Consider now a Markov process X; taking values in a complete separable metric
space E endowed with its Borel o-algebra £. Assume that there exists a stationary
ergodic state m. Denote by L the generator of the Markov process in L?(7) and
by D(L) its domain. Let L* be the adjoint of L in L?(r). Since 7 is stationary,
L* is itself the generator of a Markov process. Assume that there exists a core
C C D(L)ND(L*) for both generators L and L*. We denote by P, the measure on
the path space D(R4, E) induced by the Markov process X, starting from 7 and
by E, expectation with respect to P.

Fix a function V: E — R in L?(rwr). The object of this section is to find conditions
on V which guarantee a central limit theorem for

1 /t
— V(Xs)ds.
Vit Jo
Assume first that there exists a solution f in D(L) of the Poisson equation
(2.1) —Lf =V.

In this case a central limit theorem follows from the central limit theorem for
martingales stated in Lemma 2.1. Indeed, since f belongs to the domain of the
generator,

M, = f(X)) — f(Xo) — / (LF)(X.)ds
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is a martingale with quadratic variation given by

<M, M >; = /O ds {(Lf*(Xs) — 2f (Xs)(LF)(Xs)} -

Since f is the solution of the Poisson equation (2.1), we may write the additive
functional in terms of the martingale M;:

L[ Vit = My [0S0
Vit Jo Vi Vi
Since f belongs to L2(7) and the measure is stationary, [f(Xo)— f(X;)]/V/t vanishes
in L?(P;) as t T oo. It remains to check that the martingale M, satisfies the
assumptions of Lemma 2.1.
The increments of the martingale M; are stationary because X; under P is itself
a stationary Markov process. On the other hand, since 7 is ergodic, in view of the
formula for the quadratic variation of the martingale in terms of f, =1 < M, M >,
converges in L}(P;), as t T oo, to Ex[Lf? —2f(Lf)] =2 < f,(=L)f >, where
< -, >, stands for the inner product in L?(r). Since the martingale M; vanishes
at time 0, by Lemma 2.1, t='/2M,, and therefore t—1/2 fot V(Xs)ds, converges in
distribution to a Gaussian law with mean zero and variance 02 = 2 < f, (=L)f >x.
Of course the existence of a solution f in L?(7) of the Poisson equation (2.1) is
too strong and should be weakened. To state the main result of this section, we
need to introduce the Sobolev spaces H1, H_; associated to the generator L.

2.1. The Sobolev spaces H;, H_1. Consider the semi-norm || - ||; defined in the
domain of the generator D(L) by

(2.2) I£I7 =< f.(=L)f >= .

Let ~7 be the equivalence relation in D(L) defined by f ~1 g if ||f — g|l1 = 0 and
denote by G; the normed space (D(L)’N17 - 111). It is easy to see from definition
(2.2) that the norm || - ||; satisfies the parallelogram law so that H;, the completion

of Gy with respect to the norm | - ||1, is a Hilbert space with inner product < -, - >
given by polarization:

1
<fig>i=7{Ir+oli-1f-gl3}.

Notice that in this definition only the symmetric part of the generator, S =
(1/2)(L + L*), plays a role because

||f||% =< f7(_L)f >p =< f’(_S)f >
It is also easy to check that for any f, ¢g in the domain of L,
<f,g>1=<f(=8)g>x

and that ||c||y = 0 for any constant c.
Associated to the Hilbert space Hi, is the dual space H_; defined as follows.
For f in L?(m), let

918 = s {2<fg>0 - lolt}.
ge

Denote by GY; the subspace of L?(m) of all functions with finite || - ||_; norm.
Introduce in G°, the equivalence relation ~_; by stating that f ~_; gif || f—g|-1 =
0 and denote by G_1 the normed space (gO,l\Nfl, Il - lI=1). The completion of G_q
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with respect to the norm || - ||=1, denoted by H_;, is again a Hilbert space with
inner product defined through polarization.

Before we state the main result of this section, we summarize some properties
of the spaces Hy, H_1 that will be repeatedly used. It is easy to check from the
variational formula for the H_; norm that for every function f in D(L) and every
functions g in L?(m) N H_1

(2.3) | < fig>x| < Iflhlgll-1-

The same variational formula permits to show that a function in D(L) belongs to
‘H_, if and only if there exists a finite constant Cy such that

(2.4) < f.9>x < Collglh

for every g in D(L). In this case, ||f||-1 < Cp. Finally, it is not difficult to show
(cf. [15], Lemma 2.5) that a function f belongs to H_; if and only if there exists
h in the domain of /=S such that v/—Sh = f. In this case ||f||_1 = ||h]lo, which
means that

112 = <hh>r=<(=8)"V2f (=) V2 f > =< (=) f, f >»

because S is symmetric.
We may now state the main result of this section. Fix a function V in L?(r) N
H_1, A > 0 and consider the resolvent equation

(2.5) Afx — Lfx = V.
Theorem 2.2. Suppose that

(2.6) sup ||[Lfall-1 < oo.
0<A<1

Then, t=1/2 fot V(X,) ds converges in law to a mean zero Gaussian distribution with
variance

o = lim || 3
Notice that

(2.7) sup [|[Lfall-1 < oo ifand only if  sup [|Afallo1 < oo
0<A<1 0<A<1

because V' belongs to H_;.

The proof of this theorem is divided into two parts. We first compute in the next
subsection the limiting variance of ¢t=1/2 fot V(Xs)ds and show that it is bounded
by a multiple of the H_; norm of V. If the generator is symmetric, i.e., if 7 is a
reversible measure for the Markov process, the limiting variance is equal to 2[|V[|%;.
In subsection 2.3, we prove that a central limit theorem holds for ¢ ~1/2 fot V(Xs)ds,
V satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 2.2, provided the following two conditions
are satisfied:

lim A 2 =0 d 1 — =0
lim 1Al an A{%fo [l

for some f in H;. Finally, in subsection 2.4, we show that the bound (2.6) implies
the previous two conditions.



TAGGED PARTICLE IN EXCLUSION 5

2.2. The Limiting Variance. We estimate in this subsection the limiting variance
of the integral fot W (X;)ds for a mean zero function W in L?(r). Let

o(W)? = limsupEw[(% /OtW(XS)ds)2] .

t—o0

Denote by P; the semi-group of the Markov process X;. Since « is invariant, a
change of variables shows that for each fixed ¢ the expectation on the right hand
side of the previous formula is equal to

1t t 1t t
—/ ds / dr E-[W(Xs—, )W (X0)] = —/ ds / dr < Pe_y/W,W >,
t Jo 0 t Jo 0
t
= 2/ ds[l —(s/t)] < PSW, W >, .
0
Denote by a™ the positive part of a: a™ = max{0, a}, so that
(2.8) a(W)? = 211msup/ ds[1— (s/t)]T < PW,W >, .
0

t—o0

In the general case, it is not clear whether this limsup is in fact a limit or wheter
it is finite without some restrictions on W. However, in the reversible case, the
sequence is increasing in ¢ because < PsW, W >,=< P, oW, Py )sW > is a positive
function. Hence, in the reversible case, by the monotone convergence theorem,

oo

o(W)? = 2 lim ds[1— (s/t)]T < PsW,W >, = 2/ ds < P,W,W >, .
0

t—o0 0

In the general case, one can show that o(WW)? defined in (2.8) is finite provided
the function W belongs to the Sobolev space H_;: there exists a universal constant
Cy such that

(2.9) c(W)2 < Co WP,

for all functions W in H_; N L?(w). The main difference between o(W)? and
[[W||%, is that while in the second term only the symmetric part of the generator
is involved, in the first term the full generator appears. Formally,

o(W)? = 2/ < PW,W >, = 2<W,(-L)"'W >,
0
= 2<W,[(=L) ' *W >, ,
and |[W|%; =< W,(=9)"'W >, .

In this formula and below, M?® represents the symmetric part of the operator M
and A = (1/2)(L — L*) is the asymmetric part of the generator L. Since,

e 1) = s+ a4 > -5,

we have that [(—L)71]* < (=S)7!, from what it follows that o(W)? < 2||W|%,.
We now present a rigorous proof of this informal argument.

Lemma 2.3. Fiz T > 0 and a function f:[0,T] x E — R. Assume that f(t,")
belongs to L?(t) for each 0 <t < T and that f(-,z) is smooth for each x in E.
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There exists a finite universal constant Cy such that,

we o ([ 6. x005)] < o [ aststs it

0<t<T

The proof of this lemma relies on a representation formula for an additive func-

tional of a Markov process by forward and backward martingales. The proof can
be found in [3], Lemma 4.3 or in [19], Theorem 2.2. This lemma applied to the
function f(s,-) = W(-) proves (2.9).
Remark 2.4. We just proved the existence of a universal finite constant Cy such
that c(W)? < Co||W||%,. It has been proved ([18], Theorem 1.1) that for the asym-
metric simple exclusion process in dimensions 1 and 2, there are local functions W
not in H_1 and for which o(W)? < oo We suspect that a central limit theorem
holds for these functions with the usual scaling t=1/2.

2.3. The Resolvent Equation. We assume from now on that V' belongs to H_1N
L?(r). Taking inner product with respect to fy on both sides of the resolvent
equation (2.5), we get that

(2.10) A<fuh>e AT =<V A> .

Since f) belongs to D(L) and V belongs to L?(7)NH_1, by Schwarz inequality (2.3),
the right hand side is bounded above by ||V'||—1|| fx|l1- In particular, ||fx]lx < ||V ||-1
so that [V[[—1]lfxll < V]2, and

(2.11) A< fubo>e F AR < IVIE, -

Therefore,

(2.12) lim Afy =0 in L3(7r) and  sup |fal1 < oo.
A—0 0<A<1

The purpose of this subsection is to show that a central limit theorem for
t=1/2 fot V(X5)ds holds provided we can prove the following stronger statements:

. 2 . B _
(2.13) lim AA3 = 0 and lim £~ £l = 0

for some f in H;.
Proposition 2.5. Fiz a function V in L*(7t) N'H_1 and assume (2.13). Then,

t=1/2 fg V(Xs)ds converges in law to a mean zero Gaussian distribution with vari-
ance

o(V = 2lim |/
It follows from (2.13) and (2.10) that
2 _ o 2 o
(2.14) o(V): = 2;12%)||f)\||1 = 2)1\12}) <Vifa>n .
The idea of the proof of Proposition 2.5 is again to express fot V(Xs)ds as the
sum of a martingale and a term which vanishes in the limit. This is proved in (2.16)
and Lemma 2.7 below. We start taking advantage of the resolvent equation (2.5)

to build up a martingale closely related to fot V(Xs)ds.
For each fixed A > 0, let M} be the martingale defined by

M} = fi(Xp) — fa(Xo) — /O(Lf)\)(Xs)ds
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so that
t t
(2.15) / V(X.)ds = M} + fr(Xo) — fr(Xe) + )\/ F(X) ds .
0 0

Lemma 2.6. The martingale M} converges in L?(r), as A | 0, to a martingale
M, and )\fot r(Xs) ds vanishes.

Proof: We prove first that M} is a Cauchy sequence in L?(w). Indeed, for A,
X > 0, since 7 is an invariant state, the expectation of the quadratic variation of
the martingale M} — M} is

E. [/Ot ds {Lf,\,x(Xs)2 —2fxn (Xs)Lf,\,x(Xs)H

= 2t < fa— far, (L) [A(Xs) — fv > =2t ix— I -
In this formula, fy x = fn — fy. By assumption (2.13), f converges in H;. In
particular, M} is a Cauchy sequence in L?(7) and converges to a martingale M;.
This proves the first statement. The second assertion of the lemma follows from
(2.12) and Schwarz inequality. O

It follows from this result and from identity (2.15) that fx(X:) — fx(Xo) also
converges in L?(m) as A | 0. Denote this limit by R; so that

t
0

Lemma 2.7. t~'/?R; vanishes in L*(rr) as t ] oo.

Proof: Putting together equation (2.15) with (2.16), we get that

t
(2.17) % = %{Mt)\_Mt + fi(Xo) = A(Xe) + )\/0 f)\(Xs)dS} :
We consider separately each term on the right hand side of this expression.
Since M} converges in L?(7) to M,

1EWKMtA . Mtﬂ — Y im EF[(M{\ — Mﬁ/)z} .

t t M—0
In the previous Lemma, we computed the expectation of the quadratic variation of
the martingale M} — M. This calculation shows that the previous expression is
equal to

Al,iglOHfA*f,\'H% = [Ifx—fI-

In the last step we used assumption (2.13) which states that f) converges in H; to
some f.

We now turn to the second term in (2.17). Since 7 is invariant, the expectation
of its square is bounded by

2B [A\(X0)] + 267 Ex [1(X0)?] = 4t

On the other hand, by Schwarz inequality, the expectation of the square of the
third term in (2.17) is bounded by tA\?| fi||3.
Putting together all previous estimates, we obtain that

1 -
T B[R] < BIA = fIE + 30471+ A IS
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for all A > 0. Set A = t~! to conclude the proof of the lemma in view of hypotheses
(2.13). O

We may now prove Proposition 2.5. Recall equation (2.16). By the previous
lemma the second term on the right hand side divided by v/t vanishes in L?(7)
(and therefore in probability) as ¢ 1T co. On the other hand, by the martingale
convergence theorem, M;/ V/t converges in law to a mean zero Gaussian distribution
with variance

0* = Bo[MI] = lm B [(M})?] = lim o< MM >) = 2 lim || £33

The last identity follows from the computation of the expectation of the quadratic
variation of the martingale M;* performed in the proof of Lemma 2.6.

2.4. An H_; estimate. In the previous subsection we showed that the central
limit theorem for the additive functional ¢t~'/2 fg V(X,)ds follows from conditions
(2.13) if V belongs to L?(m) N'H_1. In the present section we prove that (2.13)
follows from the bound (2.6) on the solution of the resolvent equation (2.5).

Lemma 2.8. Fiz a function V in H_1 N L?(7) and denote by {fx, A\ > 0} the
solution of the resolvent equation (2.5). Assume that supys || Lfarll-1 < Co for
some finite constant Cy. Then, there exists f in Hy such that

;E%A<f,\7f}>: 0 and ;ILI})fA =7f

strongly in H.
Proof: We already proved in (2.11) that

sup [|All < [[VI-r and  sup A< fa, fa>< V2.
0<A<1 0<A<1

In particular, Afx converges to 0 in L?(r), as A | 0.

Since supysg ||Lfall-1 is bounded, for any sequence A,, | 0, there exists a sub-
sequence, still denoted by A,, such that Lfy, converges weakly in H_; to some
function U. We claim that the weak limit is unique and equal to —V. Indeed, fix
a function g in L?(7) NH;. Since g belongs to H; and Lfy, converges weakly to
U, < U,g >=lim, < Lfy,,g >=. On the other hand, since f) is the solution
of the resolvent equation, lim, < Lfy, ,g >= — < V,g > +1lim, < A\, fr,,9 >.
This latter expression is equal to — < V, g > because g belongs to L?(r) and \fy
converges strongly to 0 in L?(r), as A | 0. Thus, < U,g >= — < V,g > for all
functions ¢ in L2(7) N H;. Since this set is dense in Hy, U = —V, proving the
claim.

In the same way, since supyg || fal[1 is bounded, each sequence A, | 0 has a
subsequence still denoted by A,, for which f), converges weakly in H; to some
function, denoted by W. We claim that any such limit W satisfies the relation
W3 =< W,V >. To check this identity, through convex combinations of the
sequences fx,, Lfy,, we obtain sequences v,, Lv, which converge strongly to W,
—V, respectively. On the one hand, since v, (resp. Lwv,) converges strongly in
Hi (resp. H-_1) to W (resp. —V), < v, Lv, > converges to — < W,V >. On
the other hand, since — < vy, Lv, >= |v,]|3, it converges to ||[W|3. Therefore,
W =<W,V >.

We have now all elements to prove the first part of the lemma. Suppose by
contradiction that A < fy, f, > does not converge to 0 as A | 0. In this case there
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exists € > 0 and a subsequence A,, | 0 such that A\, < fi,, fr, > > ¢ for all n. We
have just shown the existence of a sub-subsequence A, for which f) , converges
weakly in H; to some W satisfying the relation < W,V >= ||[W||3. Since f is
solution of the resolvent equation,

limsup||f)\n/|\% < limsup{)\n/HfAn,H2 + ||f,\n,||§}

n’—oo n’—oo

= limsup < fy ,,V>=<W,V>= [W|; < limsuprAn,H% .
n’—oo n’—oo

This contradicts the fact that A, < fa,,fr, > > ¢ for all n, so that limy_o A
< fx, fr>=0.

It follows also from the previous argument that f , converges to W strongly in
Hy. In particular, all sequences A, have subsequences A,/ for which f , converges
strongly in H;. To show that f) converges strongly, it remains to check uniqueness
of the limit.

Consider two decreasing sequences A, [, vanishing as n T co. Denote by W7,
Wy the strong limit in H; of fi,, fu,, respectively. Since fy is the solution of the
resolvent equation,

< Mafrn = bnfuns Pan = Fun >+ 1w = fualli = 0

for all n. Since fy,, fu, converges strongly to Wi, Wy in Hy,
I (£, — fu = W2 = W2

On the other hand, since || f,||* vanishes as A | 0,

HILH;O < Anfr, = tnfpns frx, = fun >n

= — 1im { <Mfan fun >r + <t frn > |
Each of these terms vanish as n T co. Indeed,
An < s frn a0 = M < fans fuw = Wa >z + An < fr,, Wa >z

By Schwarz inequality (2.3), the first term on the right hand side is bounded above
by [|Anfx, =1l fu,, — Wall1, which vanishes because Afy is bounded in H_; and f,,
converges to W5 in Hy. The second term of the previous formula also vanishes in
the limit because W5 belongs to H; and Afy converges weakly to 0 in H_;. This
concludes the proof of the lemma. O

Theorem 2.2 follows from this lemma and Proposition 2.5.

3. SOME EXAMPLES

Fix a function V in L?(m) N'H_;1. In this section we present three conditions
which guarantee that the solution fy of the resolvent equation (2.5) satisfies the
bound (2.6).
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3.1. Reversibility. Assume that the generator L is self-adjoint in L?(r). In this
case, by Schwarz inequality,

| <Lfig>x| < Iflllgll -

Therefore, in view of the variational formula (2.4) for the H_; norm, for any f in
L?(7) N'H1, Lf belongs to H_; and

ILA-1 < A1l

In particular, in the reversible case (2.6) follows from the elementary estimate
(2.12).

3.2. Sector Condition. Assume now that the generator L satisfies the sector
condition

for some finite constant Cjy and every functions f, g in the domain of the generator.
In view of (2.4), for any function g in D(L),

ILgll-1 < Collglly

and condition (2.6) follows from estimate (2.12).

The previous inequality states that the generator L is a bounded operator from
‘H1 to H_1. Since S, the symmetric part of the generator, has certainly this prop-
erty, L is bounded if and only if A, the asymmetric part of the generator, is a
bounded operator from H; to H_1, i.e., if

<g, AN (=8) " Ag >x = [Agl2, < Gollgl} = Co<g.(=9)g >«
for all functions g in D(L). Hence, the sector condition requires that
A*(=S8)7'A < Co(=S)

for some finite constant Cy. This inequality states that the asymmetric part of the
generator can be estimated by the symmetric part. Furthermore, in this case, in
view of the computations performed just after (2.9),

(=5) < (=8) + A" (=9)7'A < (1+Co)(=9)
so that
Cilo(V)? < V|2, < Cio(V)?

for some finite constant C;. This means that under the sector condition, the limiting
variance is finite if and only if the function belongs to H_;.

3.3. Graded Sector Condition. Now, instead of assuming that the generator
satisfies a sector condition on the all space, we decompose L?(r) as a direct sum of
orthogonal spaces A,, and assume that on each subspace A,,, the generator satisfies
a sector condition with a constant which may be different on each A,,.

Assume that L?(7) can be decomposed as a direct sum &,>04,, of orthogonal
spaces. Functions in A,, are said to have degree n. For n > 0, denote by 7, the
orthogonal projection on 4,, so that

= Zﬂ'nf and w,f €A,

n>0

for all n > 0, f in L?(n).
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Suppose that that the generator L keeps the degree of a function or changes it
by one: L: D(L)N A, — A,-1 UA, UA,11. Denote by L_ (resp. Ly and Lg)
the piece of the generator that decreases (resp. increases and keeps) the degree of a
function. Assume that Ly can be decomposed as Ry + By, where — Ry is a positive
operator bounded by —CyL for some positive constant Cy:

(3.2) 0 < <f,(—Ro)f > < Co< f,(—L)f >x

for all functions f in D(L).

Since —Ry is a positive operator, repeating the steps of Subsection 2.1 with Ry
in place of L, we define the Sobolev spaces Ho 1, Ho,—1 and the norms | - ||o,1,
I - llo,—1 associated to Ry. Since Ry keeps the degree of a function,

I£I8: = <Ff (-Ro)f >r =< 7uf,(~Ro) Y 7nf >r
n>0 n>0

Y <Tufs(Ro)mf >z =Y [maflf: -

n>0 n>0

for all functions f in the domain of the generator. By the same reasons, for a
function f in L2(7),

I£5,=r = suwp 2< f,9>x —lgll5.} = D Imaf 51 -
g€D(L) n>0

In terms of the new norm || - ||o.1, (3.2) translates to

I£lloxr < VCollflh

for all function f in the domain of the generator and some finite constant Cy. It
follows from this inequality and from the variational formula for the H_1, Ho,—1
norms that

(3.3) Ifll=1 < VCollfllo—1

for all function f in L?(7) and the same finite constant Cp.
Suppose now that a sector condition holds on each subspace A,, with a constant
which depends on n: there exists § < 1 and a finite constant Cy such that

(3.4) < fi(=Ly)g >2 < Con* < f,(—Ro)f >= < g,(—Ro)g >r ,
< g (—L)f >2 < Con®® < f,(=Ro)f >x < g,(—Ro)g >=

for all g in D(L)NA,, and f in D(L)NA,+1. It follows from the previous assumptions
and from the variational formula for the || - ||—1,0 norm that
(35)  lLsgllo— < VConllglos, IL-fllo—1 < VCon” | fllos
for all g in D(L)N A, and f in D(L) N Ap4+1. The proof of Lemma 3.1 below, due
to [14], [19], shows that the restriction § < 1 is crucial.
Lemma 3.1. Let V be a function in L*(m) such that

Zn%Hﬂ'nVHa,l < 0.

n>0
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Denote by fx the solution of the resolvent equation (2.5). There exists a finite
constant Cy depending only on B, k and Cy such that

> o lmafalgn < Y VG -y
n>0 n>0

Proof: Consider an increasing sequence {t,, : n > 0}, to be fixed later, and denote
by T: L*(r) — L?*(m) the operator which is a multiple of the identity on each
subspace A,,:
Tf =Y tamaf .
n>0
Apply T to both sides of the resolvent equation and take the inner product with
respect to T'fy on both sides of the identity to obtain that

)‘<Tf)\an)\ >p = <TfkaLTfA >7r:<Tf)\aTV> - <Tf)\a[L7T]fk >r .

In this formula, [L, T] stands for the comutator of L and T and is given by LT —T L.
By assumption (3.2), the left hand side is bounded below by

Col <Tfr (—Ro)Tfr>x = CoHITAIG: = Co' D2 llmafalld s -
n>0

Let 6 > 0. We now estimate the scalar product < T fx,[L,T]|fx > in terms
of [T fxll§.1- Since T' commutes with any operator that keeps the degree, [L,T] =
[Ly++L_,T]. To fix ideas, consider the operator [L,T], the other expression being
estimated in a similar way. Since L, increases the degree by one, by definition of
the comutator,

7Tn[L+,T]f = L+T7Tn_1f — TL+7Tn_1f = (tn—l _tn)L+7Tn_1f
for all functions f in D(L). Therefore,

<Th[Le, Tl >n = > <mT o[l Tlfx >x
n>0
= Z(tnfl - tn>tn < ﬂ-anaL+ﬂ-n71fA >r .
n>0

By (3.4) and since the sequence t,, is increasing, the previous expression is bounded
below by

Z(tn - tn—l)tnconﬁ Hﬂnf/\'

n>0

0,1lmn—1fxll01

1
< 5 Z(tn - tnfl)tnconﬁ”ﬁnf)\”?),l

n>0
1
+ 5 ;)(tn - tn—l)tnCOnﬁHﬂn—lf)\H(%J .
nz

Since 8 < 1, there exists n; = n1(Cy, 3, 9, k) such that

con?{1- DT < 5. cnd

n2k

2k n2k
-1} <3
(n—1)% (n—1)% —
for all n > ny. Fix ny > ny and set t, = n2*1{n < n1} +n*1{n; < n <
na} +n?*1{n > ny}. With this definition, we obtain that the previous expression
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is bounded by
0y talmafallg = SITAG, -
n>0

It remains to estimate < T fx, TV >,. By (2.3), and since 2ab < A=1a? + Ab?
for every A > 0,

<THTV >n = > 2 <mnfamV > < > 2 mnfillon |7V o1
n>0 n>0
< 5 thlmahillss + 67 Yt ImaVIIG -
n>0 n>0

= OITAHIG, + 6 ITVIE -y -
Putting together the previous three estimates, we obtain that

Co ' ITAAG, < 3ITAEL + 67 HITVIE

so that
ITfll5, < 16C5 [TV]E 4

if we choose § = 1/4Cy. Recall the definition of the sequence ¢,. This estimate
holds uniformly in ns. Let no | oo and definite 7" as the operator associated to the
sequence t/,, where t/, = n?*1{n > n;} + n?*1{n < n;}, to deduce that

Yonlmfalss < D) Imafille . < 1665 () llmaVIE -

n>0 n>0 n>0
< 16C2n3* Z 712’€||71',,V||3171 .

n>0

To conclude the proof of the lemma, it remains to recall that we fixed § = 1/4C)y
and that niy :nl(Co,k,ﬁ,(S). O

Assume now that Lo = Ry + By satisfies a sector condition on each subset A,:
(36) < 9, (—Lo)f >72r S COn2’y < f’ (_RO)f >p < 9, (_RO)g >

for some vy > 0 and all functions f, g in D(L) N A,,. Notice that we do not impose

any condition on «y. By the variational formula for the norm || - [Jo,—1,
(3.7) [Lofllo.~1 < vV Con[|fllo

for all functions f in D(L) N A,.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that the generator L satisfies (3.2), (3.4) and (3.6). Fiz a
function V' such that

> o mVE o < oo
n>0

for some k > (BV ). Let fx be the solution of the resolvent equation (2.5). Then,

sup || Lfxllo,-1 < oo
0<A<1
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Proof: It follows from (3.3) that

(3.8) ILAIZ < IEAIG -0 = Y ImaLfallg -1 -
n>0

Fix n > 0. Since m, Lfx = L_mnq1fx + Lomnfx + Lymn_1fx, by (3.5), (3.7),

lmnLfallo,~1 < |L—mnt1fallo—1 + lLomnfallo,—1 + [|L+Tn=1 rllo,—1

< Conﬁ|\7Tn+1fA|0,1 + Con” |7 fallog + Conﬁ||77n—1f/\|

0,1 -

In particular, by Schwarz inequality, by Lemma 3.1 and since k > (8V ), the right
hand side of (3.8) is bounded above by

Ci Y nmafillsy < O n** maVi5 s

n>0 n>0

for some finite constant C5 depending only on Cy, 3 and «y. This proves the lemma.
O

Therefore, to prove a central limit theorem for an additive functional of a Markov
process, it is enough to check whether its generator satisfies the graded sector
conditions (3.2), (3.4) and (3.6).

4. TAGGED PARTICLE IN SIMPLE EXCLUSION PROCESS

We prove in this section a central limit theorem for the position of a tagged
particle in the simple exclusion process with the method presented in the previous
section.

Among the simplest and most widely studied interacting particle systems is
the simple exclusion process. It represents the evolution of random walks on the
lattice Z? with a hard-core interaction that prevents more than one particle per
site and may be described as follows. Fix a probability measure p(-) on Z? and
distribute particles on the lattice in such a way that each site is occupied by at most
one particle. Particles evolve on Z¢ as random walks with translation-invariant
transition probability p(x,y) = p(y — x). Each time a particle tries to jump over a
site already occupied, the jump is suppressed to respect the exclusion rule.

This informal description corresponds to a Markov process on Xy = {0, 1}Zd
whose generator L is given by

(4.1) (LHM) = D 0@ —nl@+2)]p() [F 0™ n) — f@n)] .

T,2€79

Here, 7 stands for a configuration of X4 so that n(z) is equal to 1 (resp. 0) if the site
x is occupied (resp. unoccupied) for the configuration n. f is a cylinder function,
which means that it depends on 7 only through a finite number of coordinates,
and ¢™¥n is the configuration obtained from 7 by interchanging the occupation
variables n(z), n(y):

n(z) ifz# .y,
(@“¥n)(z) = § nly) ifz=x,
n(z) ifz=y.
The simple exclusion process is said to be symmetric if the transition probability
is symmetric (p(z) = p(—z)) and to be mean zero if the transition probability is
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not symmetric but has zero average: > zp(z) = 0. All other cases are said to be
asymmetric

To avoid degeneracies, we assume that the transition probability p(-) is irre-
ducible in the sense that the set {z : p(&z) > 0} generates Z%, i.e., that for any
pair of sites z, y in Z%, there exists M > 1 and a sequence = = z, ...,z = y such
that p(zi41 — @) + p(a; — 241) > 0 for 0 < i < M — 1. We also suppose that the
transition probability is of finite range: there exists Ag in N such that p(z) = 0 for
all sites z outside the cube [—Ag, Ao]?.

Notice that the total number of particles is conserved by the dynamics. This
conservation is reflected in the existence of a one parameter family of invariant
measures. For 0 < a < 1, denote by v, the Bernoulli product measure of parameter
«. This means that under v, the variables {n(z), z € Z?} are independent with
marginals given by

vofn(@) =1} = a = 1-va{n(z) =0} .

An elementary computation shows that the Bernoulli measures {v, ,0 < a < 1}
are invariant for simple exclusion processes. Denote by L* the generator defined
by (4.1) associated to the transition probability p*(z) = p(—z). L* is the adjoint
of L in L?(v,). In particular, symmetric simple exclusion processes are self-adjoint
with respect to each v,.

For t > 0, denote by 7, the state at time ¢ of the Markov process. Among all
particles, tag one of them and denote by X; its position at time t. X; by itself is
not a Markov process because its evolution depends on the position of the other
particles. However, (1;, X;) is a Markov process on X; x Z.

Denote by {7, © € Z?} the group of translations on X;. For x, y in Z¢ and a
configuration n in Xy, (721)(y) = n(z + y). The action of the translation group is
naturally extended to functions and measures.

Denote by &; the state of the process at time ¢ as seen form the tagged particle:
& = 7x,m:. Notice that the origin is always occupied because &(0) = (7x,n:)(0) =
n:(X:) = 1. In particular, we can consider either £ as a configuration of Xy with a
particle at the origin or £ as a configuration of X; = {0, I}Zf, where Z¢ = 74 — {0}.
We adopt here the latter convention. It is also not difficult to show that &; is a
Markov process on X; with generator £ given by

(4.2) LHE = D ply— 2@ —EWIf(e™vE) — £(©)]

z,y€LY

+ Y ()= EE)IF(0:6) — f(O)] -

z€Z4

The first part of the generator takes into account the jumps of the environment,
while the second one corresponds to jumps of the tagged particle. In the above
formula, 0, stands for the configuration where the tagged particle, sitting at the
origin, is first transferred to site z and then all the configuration is translated by
—z: for all y in Z¢

Ely+z) fory# —z

For 0 < o < 1, denote by v} the Bernoulli product measure on &7, by L£* the
generator defined by (4.2) with the transition probability p*(y) = p(—y) in place

wxxm:{f@> ify=—z,
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of p and by < -,- >, the inner product in L?(u), for a probability measure u.
An elementary computation shows that v is an invariant state for the Markov
process & and that its adjoint in L2(v}) is £*. In particular, £ is self-adjoint in
the symmetric case.

We have seen that the H; plays an important role in the investigation of the
central limit theorem. For the simple exclusion process as seen from a tagged
particle, a simple computation shows that for any function f in the domain of the
generator,

< HEDf > = 12 S ply—a) / £@)1— £W)] [f(0™YE) — () dv,

z,y€Ly

(4.3 s /) 3 p) [- €000 - SR dv;

€Ly

The first question on the asymptotic behavior of the tagged particle concerns
the law of large numbers. For 0 < o < 1, denote by P, the measure on the path
space D(R,, A7) induced by the Markov process with generator £ starting from
v¥. Saada proved in [17] the following result.

Theorem 4.1. For every 0 < a <1

in P, probability, where v =3 __,q4 2p(2).

To investigate the central limit theorem, denote by Z; the re-scaled position of
the tagged particle:

Xt—t'y(l—oz)

For each z such that p(z) > 0 and for s < t, denote by N[Z " the total number
of jumps of the tagged particle from the origin to z in the time interval [s,t]. Let

Ni = Ng y- It is not difficult to check that that

Zy =

t

M = Nj - / P — &) ds and  (MF)? — / p()[1 — £,(2)] ds

are martingales vanishing at ¢+ = 0. In the same way, for y, z in Z? such that
p(z —y) >0, s < t, denote by N[if] the number of jumps of a particle from y to z

in the interval [s,?]. Let N/"* = Ny7,. As before

MPF = NPF - / Pz — e[ — £(2)) ds

and  (MP*)? — / p(z — )& ()1 — Eu(2)) ds

are martingales.

Since { M7, p(z) > 0}, {MYV"* y € Z4,p(z) > 0} are pure jumps martingales
and do not have common jumps, they are orthogonal in the sense that the product
of two such martingales is still a martingale.
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To obtain the position at time ¢ of the tagged particle, we just need to sum the
number of jumps multiplied by the size of the jumps: X; =) 2N/ so that

t
X = Z zN} = Z zME + Z / dszp(z)[1 — & (2)] -
z€24 z€24 zezd”0

In particular, for any vector a in R?,
M¢ I

+ P

Vi Vit
where M} is the one-dimensional martingale defined by

Mg = Y (a-2)M;

2€Z4

(a : Zt) = Va(és)ds s

and V is the mean-zero cylinder function
(4.4) Va(€) = Y (a-2)p(z)[a—&(2)] .
z€Z4

In these formulas and below (a - b) stands for the inner product in R
To prove a central limit theorem for the tagged particle, we need to represent
fot Va(&s) ds as a martingale M; plus a small term and to compute the limiting

variance of M + M;. We have seen in Theorem 2.2 that such a representation is
possible provide the solution fy of the resolvent equation

(4.5) AMa — Lfx =V,
satisfies (2.6). In this case M, is the limit, as A | 0 of the martingale M} given by

M} = fa(&) — fr(&o) — /O(EfA)(Es)ds.

This martingale can be expressed in terms of the elementary martingales M7, M,"Y
introduced above. Since

) = he) = X [Inemen) - peoang

z,y€LY
t

+ % 1060 - e an;
Zz€Z4 0

an elementary computation shows that

o= 5 [ineren) - oo

z,y€Ld

t
+ Y [ 1) - e an:
2€Z3 0
By Theorem 2.2, if (2.6) holds for the solution of the resolvent equation,
1

1
(a-2) = M+ %Mﬁ + R,
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where lim;_, oo limy_,q R;\ = 0in L?(v?). Since the martingale Mﬂ—i—]\;[t satisfies the
assumptions of Lemma 2.1 for every a in R¢, under assumption (2.6), Z; converges
in law to a mean zero Gaussian distribution with co-variance D(«) given by

a-D(a)a = E,[(M} +M)?) = %IE%EV;[(M{I‘FM?)Q]
= i {ma[( T [ neonae)
@,y€LY
+E[( L [ {o+ e - e }

= i { X st 28 [0l - e - ner]

A—0
z,y€Zd
+ T B - sl o)+ 16.0 - nen} ]}
z€Z4

Here we used extensively the fact that the martingales M7, M;”? are orthogonal
and the explicit form of their quadratic variation. Developing the square, we get
that for each fixed A the previous expectation is equal to

(1=0a) Y p(=)a-2)? + 23 (a-2)p(2)Eug [[1 = ()] [1(6:6) = F(©)]]

+ Y ply— 0B (€@ - EWIAE) — AP
+ 3 P B |11 - ERIAN0:6) - (2]

In view of (4.3), the last two terms are equal to 2|[fA[|3. A change of variables
¢ = 0. in the the expectation F,: [[1 — £(2)]fx(0.£)] permits to write the second
term as 2 < Wy, fx >,», where

(4.6) W = Y (a-2)p(2){€(z) = &(=2)} -

Z€ZLS

In conclusion,

(A7) a-Diaa = (1=a) Y. pz)(a-2)* + lim {2 < W, fr >0z +20112)12}

z€Z4

for every a in R%. Recall from (2.14) that limy_o ||fa]|? = limx_o < Vi, fr >.
Since, on the other hand, V, + W, =" (a- 2)p(2)[a — {(—2)],

(4.8) a-D(a)a = (1—a) Z p(2) (a-2)* + 2)1\1310 < Wa, fa >

Z€ZLS

where W, =3 (a- 2)p(2)[a — £(—2)].

Up to this point we have shown that a central limit theorem for the tagged
particle in the simple exclusion process holds provided that (2.6) is in force for the
solution of the resolvent equation (4.5). In this case the limiting variance is given by
(4.8). In the next three subsections, we prove condition (2.6) in different contexts.
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4.1. Symmetric case. Assume that p is symmetric. In this case the generator £
is self-adjoint. To apply the method presented in sections 2 and 3 and the results
proved in subsection 3.1, we first need to examine whether V, belongs to the Sobolev
space H_; associated to the generator L.

Fix a function f in L*(v). Since V, has mean zero, if < f >,- stands for the
expectation of f with respect to v},

BalVaf] = Y (a-2)p(e) [la= €@l < 1 vz

= Y@ D) - €I < ol

Write this last expression as the sum of two halfs. In one of the sums, perform the
change of variables ¢ = 6,&, which is possible because the indicator [1 — £(z)] =
1{¢(z) = 0} guarantees that there are no particles at z. After these operations the
last term becomes

1/2) Y (a- ) p(2) / 1= e e < f ol

2€Z3
F W2 Y (@ 2)p(e) [ €D 0= < f vz
z€Z4
Change variables z’ = —z in the second sum, recall that p is symmetric and add

the two terms to obtain that the previous sum is equal to

(1/2) 3 (@ 2)p(a) [ (1= €O ~ FO-H) v

2€Z4

It remains to apply Schwarz inequality to bound the square of this expression by

1)1 - ) ( 3 @ 2Pp()) Yonle) [ @I A©) - F60.2 v,

z€Z4

In view of formula (4.3) for the Dirichlet form of f, we have just proved that
2
{<Varf >} < (1/2)(1=a) Y (a-2)°p(z) < f,(=L)f >0z -
z€Z4
This proves not only that V,, belongs to H_; but gives also the bound
(4.9) IVall2y < (1/2)(1 = a) D (a-2)*p(2)
z€Z4

for the H_1 norm of V.

We have just proved that V, belongs to H_;. Since, on the other hand, the
generator is self-adjoint, in view of subsection 3.1, the assumptions of Theorem
2.2 are in force. This proves a central limit theorem for the tagged particle in the
reversible context, originally proved by Kipnis and Varadhan [6]:

Theorem 4.2. Assume that the transition probability p(-) is symmetric. Then,
Z; converges in distribution, as t T oo, to a mean zero Gaussian law with matriz
co-variance D(a) characterized by (4.8).
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4.2. Mean zero case. Consider now the mean zero case. Varadhan in [21], The-
orem 5.1, proved a sector condition for this model. He showed the existence of a
finite constant Cy such that

{ < f7 (7‘6)9 >V:; }2 < CO < fa (7£)f >V:;< 9, (71:)9 >Uc*v

for all functions in the domain of the generator. He proved furthermore that the
local function V, given by (4.4) belongs to H_1. In view of the results presented in
subsection 3.2, (2.6) holds for the solution of the resolvent equation (4.5). We have
therefore the following theorem due to Varadhan [21]:

Theorem 4.3. Assume that the transition probability p(-) has mean zero. Then, Z;
converges in distribution, as t T oo, to a mean zero Gaussian law with co-variance
matriz D(a) given by (4.8).

4.3. Asymmetric exclusion process. Assume now that p(-) is asymmetric. For
each n > 0, denote by .., the subsets of Z¢ with n points and let £, = U,>0E n
be the class of finite subsets of ZZ. For each A in &,, let U4 be the local function

§(z) —a
v = I

! zl;[, Vx(a)
where x(a) = a(1l — «). By convention, Uy = 1. It is easy to check that {¥4, A €
&} is an orthonormal basis of L?(v}). For each n > 1, denote by G,, the subspace
of L?(v}) generated by {¥4, A € &, ,}, so that L?(v}) = ®,>0G,. Functions of

G, are said to have degree n.

Consider a local function f. Since {¥4 : A € £,} is a basis of L?(v*

write :
F=300 f(ATa=> mf.

n>0A€&, n n>0

), we may

Here we have denoted by m, the orthogonal projection on G,. Notice that the
coefficients f(A) depend not only on f but also on the density a: f(A) = f(«, A).
Since f is a local function, f: £, — R is a function of finite support.

For a subset A of Z¢ and z, y in Z¢, denote by A, ,, Sy A the sets defined by

(A\{z})U{y} ifreA ygA,

Aey = A\yhudla} ifyecd zgA,
(4.10) A otherwise ;
Sd = { (A—y)o_, ifycA.

In this formula, B + z is the set {x + z; € B}. Therefore, to obtain SyA from
A in the case where y belongs to A, we first translate A by —y (getting a new set
that contains the origin) and we then remove the origin and add site —y.

Denote by s(-) (resp. a(-)) the symmetric (resp. asymmetric) part of the transi-
tion probability p:

s(x) = (1/2{p(x) +p(=2)}, a(z) = (1/2){p(z) - p(-2)}.

A simple computation shows that

(£f) = 3 {(Coah(A) + (Srah(A) 0,

A€,
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Where SO o is an operator that can be decomposed as £, = £ + (1 — 2a) L3 +

24/x EO — , with
(4.11) (LoD(A) = (1/2) > s(y— 2)[f(Azy) — f(A)]

z,y€Ze

(EHA) = D aly—2)[f(Asy) — F(A)],
r€AYyZA
z#0,y#0

(€ HA) = 3 aly-2)f(AU{a)),
sEAvEd

N = > aly—2)HA-{y});
gy

and £, , is an operator which can be decomposed as a.£l +(1—a)£2+/x(a) (L] +
£7), where

= ) p)[H(SyA4) — f(A)]
yeA
(4.12) = > p®)[(S,4) - {(A)]
ygA
(A = > pw)F(A—{y}) — 1Sy A = {-y})],
yeA

= > pW)IAU{y}) —§(SyAU{=y})].
ygA

We may therefore decompose the generator £ as
L=L_ 4+ Ro+ By + L,

where

= Vx(@) D {285 + €7} (A)¥a,

A€,

Lif = Vx(@) Y {285 + £} (A)Ta,
Aeé.
Bof = Y {(1-2a)83 + aLl + (1—a)e2}f (A)T,,
Acé.

Rof = > Lif (A)T4

A€&,

The space L?(v}) and the generator £ have therefore exactly the structure pre-
sented in subsection 3.3. Denote by Ho 1, Ho,—1 the Sobolev spaces induced by the
local functions and the symmetric positive operator Ry.

To conclude the proof of the central limit theorem for the tagged particle, we
need only to check that the local function V,, given by (4.4) satisfies the assumption
of Lemma 3.2 and that the generator satisfies hypotheses (3.2), (3.4), (3.6).
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Sethuraman, Varadhan and Yau [19] proved that in dimension d > 3 all mean
zero local functions belong to H_;. In particular, since V,, has mean zero,

< Gollflh

for some finite constant Cp and all functions f in the domain of the generator.
Notice that we only need to consider functions f having degree one because V, has
degree one. In this case, by Lemma 4.4 in [8], ||f]l1 < Co|fllo,1 for some finite

} < Vaaf >u(’;

constant Cy so that Vg belongs to H,—1 and the first assumption is fulfilled.

We now turn to the second set of hypotheses of Lemma 3.2. We need to check
assumptions (3.2), (3.4) and (3.6). In view of formula (3.5) in [8], (3.2) holds for the
asymmetric simple exclusion process. On the other hand, putting together Lemma
4.1 and formula (3.1) in [19] with Lemma 5.1 of [7], we show that (3.4) holds with
8 = 1/2 for the asymmetric exclusion process in dimension d > 3. Finally, in
respect to (3.6), observe that By has two pieces. The first one, corresponding to
all + (1 —a)L2, satisfies (3.6) with v = 1 in view of [8], Lemma 4.2. However, the
piece which corresponds to (1 — 2a)£3 does not satisfy (3.6). What we can prove
instead, [9], is that
Lemma 4.4. Let ® be a function such that |1, ®@|o,—1 < oo for each n > 1. Let
hy be the solution of the resolvent equation

Ahy —Lhy=.

There exists a finite constant Cy, independent of A and «, such that

C() n Con3/2 A
Ve @lo 1+ L5 3 bl

L3R nllo,—1 <
j=n—1
foralln>1,0<a<1and X >0.

It very easy to check that this estimate may replace condition (3.6) in the proof
of Lemma 3.2. In view of the previous estimates, we have the following result due
to Sethuraman, Varadhan and Yau [19]:

Theorem 4.5. Assume that the transition probability p(-) is asymmetric. Then, in
dimension d > 3, Z; converges in distribution, as t T 0o, to a mean zero Gaussian
law with co-variance matriz D(«) characterized by (4.8).

5. COMMENTS AND EXTENSIONS

We list in this section some results related to the problem of the central limit
theorem for the tagged particle.

5.1. Invariance Principle. With a little more effort, one can prove in fact that
the tagged particle converges to a d-dimensional Brownian motion with diffusion
coefficient characterized by (4.8).

Remark 5.1. In the conditions of Theorem 4.2, Theorem 4.3 or Theorem 4.5,
ZN = Zny converges, as N T oo, to a Brownian motion with diffusion coefficient
given by (4.8)

We never excluded the possibility that the variance vanishes. In fact one can
prove that D(«) is strictly positive in all cases but one. In the nearest-neighbor
one-dimensional symmetric simple exclusion process D(a) = 0. In fact, in this
case, V't is not the correct renormalization and this is easy to understand. Since
particles cannot jump over the others, if we want the tagged particle to move from
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the origin up to N, we need also to move all particles which were originally between
the origin and N to the right of N. The displacement of the tagged particle is thus
much more rigid. Relating the exclusion process to the symmetric nearest-neighbor
one-dimensional zero-range process, Arratia [1] and Rost and Vares [16] proved that
X;n/N'* converges in distribution to a fractionary Brownian motion.

In a similar spirit, Landim, Olla and Volchan [10] and Landim and Volchan [13]
considered the evolution of an asymmetric tagged particle in Z, jumping to the
right with intensity p > 1/2 and to the left with intensity 1 — p, evolving as a
random walk with exclusion in a medium of symmetric particles. They proved a
law of large numbers and an equilibrium central limit theorem for the position of a
tagged particle.

5.2. Smoothness of the Diffusion Coefficient. Recall from (4.8) the charac-
terization of the self-diffusion coefficient D(-) and notice that it depends on a, the
density of particles in the environment. Based on the duality introduced in Sub-
section 4.3, Landim, Olla and Varadhan [8] proved that this dependence is smooth:
Theorem 5.2. In the symmetric case the self-diffusion coefficient D(-) is of class
C™ on [0,1] and in the asymmetric case, in dimension d > 3, it is of class C™ on
(0,1].

It is not yet clear whether the lack of smoothness at the origin comes from the
method (essentially the factor a~! appearing in the statement of Lemma 4.4) or
whether it is intrinsic to the problem.

Here is the idea of the proof. Recall equation (4.8) for the self-diffusion matrix.
Let R, = x(a)~Y/2V, be the cylinder function given by

Ra(6) = —— 3" p)(y - a)la— @) -

1 —
ol —a)
With the notation introduced in the previous section, we may write R, as

Ra(&) = =) (y-a)p)¥,,

yezd
where W, = Wy for z in Z¢. For A > 0, denote by gy the solution of the resolvent
equation:
Ag/\ - Eg/\ = Ra .
Of course, gy = x(a)~ 2 fy. In view of (4.8),

(51)  a-D(a)a = (1-a) ZZW) (a-2)° + 2x(a) lim < Sa, 9x >0y,
z€Z¢

where S, = = (a- 2)p(2)¥_..

Denote by gx(«a, A) the coefficients of gy on the basis {¥4, A € £,}. Writing
both gy and R, on the basis {¥ 4, A € £,}, we obtain an equation for the coefficients

g,\(a, A):
(52) /\g,\ — ,Q(Oé)g)\ = fRa .
Here, £(a) is the operator £0 o+ £, defined in (4.11), (4.12) and, for each a in R9,

R, = R, is the real function defined on &, by Re({y}) = —(v - a)p(y), Ra(4) =0
for |[A] > 1 and A = ¢.
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In view of (5.1), to prove that D is smooth, we just need to show that

lim < Su,gx >u; = = lim 3 - p(z)(a- 2)ax(e, {2})
Z€ZS
is a smooth function in the density . We need thus to show that there exists
a subsequence A\; | 0 such that {gx, (o, {y}) : k& > 1} converges uniformly to a
smooth function for all y with p(y) > 0.

To prove that gx(a, {y}) is a sequence of smooth functions, observe from equation
(5.2) and from the explicit form of the operator £(«) given in (4.11), (4.12) that
gx(c, ) is the solution of a elliptic equation for each fixed . The density « is
now a parameter of the equation and we want to prove that the solutions depend
smoothly on this parameter.

In the case where the operator £(a) doesn’t change the degree of a function, we
would have a one-parameter family of finite dimensional elliptic equation. To show
that the solutions depend smoothly on the parameter o, we would first deduce the
equations satisfied by the derivatives of g, and then obtain estimates, uniform in
A, on the L° norm of these derivatives to conclude the existence of a subsequence
A for which gy, converges to a smooth function.

In our case, the operator £(«) changes the degree of a function by at most one.
To apply the previous ideas, one need first to show that the solution is such that
the high degrees are small in some sense. This is exactly the content of Lemma 3.1.
Details of the proof can be found in [8], [9].

Remark 5.3. The approach just presented to prove smoothness of the self-diffusion
coefficient provides Taylor expansions at any order of the co-variance matrix through
the inversion of finite-dimensional parabolic operators (cf. [8]).

5.3. Bulk diffusion. The method presented above is quite general and can be used
to prove that the Bulk diffusion coefficient of nongradient [20] interacting particle
systems are smooth (cf. [2]).

These results have an important application. There are essentially two general
methods to prove the hydrodynamic behavior of an interacting particle system. The
first one, introduced by Guo, Papanicolau and Varadhan, [5], requires uniqueness of
weak solutions of the partial differential equation which describes the macroscopic
behavior of the system. The second one, called the relative entropy method and
due to Yau, [22], requires the existence of smooth solutions.

For some nongradient systems, the differential equation is of parabolic type and
the diffusion matrix is given by a variational formula, similar to the ones derived
in this article. In order to apply the relative entropy method, one needs to check
that this diffusion matrix is regular in order to guarantee the existence of smooth
solutions. The approach presented here may therefore validate the relative entropy
method for nongradient systems. For instance, in the case of the Navier-Stokes
correction [4], [11], [12] for the asymmetric simple exclusion process, the same
method permits to prove that the bulk diffusion coefficient in dimension d > 3 is
smooth in the interval [0,1/2) U (1/2,1] (cf. [9]).

5.4. Finite dimensional approximations. Fix N > 1 and consider a finite di-
mensional version of the symmetric exclusion process on the torus {—N, ..., N}¢
(i.e. with periodic boundary conditions, preserving in this manner the translation
symmetry). Since we want to work with an ergodic process, we also fix the total
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number K of particles. Consider now a tagged particle in this finite system. If IV is
much larger than the size of a single jump, the motion of the tagged particle has a
unique canonical lifting to Z¢. We get in this manner a process Xy () with values
in Z¢. Let us denote by Dy, i the variance of the Brownian motion which is the
limit of the scaled process e Xy (e72t) as ¢ — 0. It is proved in [7] that

K/(2N)%—a
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