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Abstract. We consider conservative cross-diffusion systems for two species where individual mo-
tion rates depend linearly on the local density of the other species. We develop duality estimates and
obtain stability and approximation results. We first control the time evolution of the gap between two
bounded solutions by means of its initial value. As a by-product, we obtain a uniqueness result for
bounded solutions valid for any space dimension, under a non-perturbative smallness assumption.
Using a discrete counterpart of our duality estimates, we prove the convergence of random walks
with local repulsion in one-dimensional discrete space to cross-diffusion systems. More precisely,
we prove quantitative estimates for the gap between the stochastic process and the cross-diffusion
system. We first give rough but general estimates; then we use the duality approach to obtain fine
estimates under less general conditions.

Keywords: cross-diffusion, duality, stability, scaling limits, repulsive random walks.

1. Introduction and notation

Approximations of interacting large populations is motivated by physics, chemistry, biol-
ogy and ecology. A famous macroscopic model was introduced by Shigesada, Kawasaki
and Teramoto in [34] to describe competing species which diffuse with local repulsion.
In the case of two species, it can be written as

deu — A(diu + ariu® + apuv) = u(ry — s11u — s12v),
;v — A(dv + anv? + az1uv) = v(ry — sa1U — Sp20),
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where u and v are the densities of the two species and d;, r;, a;; and s;; are non-
negative real numbers. Completed by initial and boundary conditions, this system (that
we simply refer to as the SKT system) offers a model for the spreading of two interacting
species which mutually influence their propensity to diffuse through the cross-diffusion
terms a;;. The other coefficients represent either natural diffusion (d; coefficients), repro-
duction (r; coefficients) or competition (s;; coefficients). The main motivation of [34]
was to propose a population dynamics model able to detect segregation, that is the exis-
tence of non-constant steady states # and v having disjoint superlevel sets of low thresh-
old value. As a consequence of this motivation, the first mathematical results dealing
with this system focused on sufficient conditions for the coefficients to ensure the exis-
tence of non-constant steady states, with a careful study of the stability of the latter.
This study of possible segregation states is still active and we refer to the introduc-
tion of [6] for a nice state of the art. It is a striking fact that during its first years of
existence within the mathematical community, the SKT system has not been studied
through the prism of its Cauchy problem. As a matter of fact, the existence of solu-
tions has been tackled only a few years later: the first paper dealing with this issue
is [26] and it explores the system under very restrictive conditions. Several attempts fol-
lowed, but only with partial results. A substantial progress was achieved by Amann [3,4],
who proposed a rather abstract approach to study generic quasilinear parabolic systems.
The scope of this technology goes far beyond the sole case of cross-diffusion systems.
In the specific case of the SKT system, it offers the existence of local (regular) solu-
tions, together with a criteria of explosion to decide if the existence is global or not.
This fundamental result of Amann has been then used by several authors to establish
existence of global solutions for particular forms of the SKT system. This is done, in
general, under a strong constraint on the coefficients. For instance, [28] treats the case
of equal diffusion rates in low dimension and [21] settles the one of triangular sys-
tems (that is, for two species, when aj,a7 = 0). However, the general question of the
existence of global solution for the complete system remains open, even in low dimen-
sion.

Another way to produce a global solution is to sacrifice the regularity of the solutions,
and deal with only weak ones. This strategy relies on the so-called entropic structure of
the system: SKT systems, as the one previously introduced, admit Lyapunov functionals
which decay along time and whose dissipation allows us to control the gradient of the
solution. This method has been used successfully in [10] to prove, for the first time, exis-
tence of global weak solutions for the SKT system, without restrictive assumptions on
its coefficients. After its first discovery in [19], this entropic structure has been explored
and generalized to several systems, allowing for the construction of global weak solutions
for variants of the original SKT system (see [15,24] and the references therein). With
this low level of regularity for the solutions, uniqueness becomes an issue in itself. It has
been studied either under simplifying assumptions on the system like in [11,31] or in the
weak-strong setting thanks to the use of a relative entropy (see [12]).
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1.1. Objectives and state of the art

This work is initially motivated by yet another mathematical challenge offered by the SKT
system: its rigorous derivation. The diffusion operator used in the SKT system is specific.
We focus in this paper on the main difficulty raised by this operator, which is the non-
linearity of diffusion term. The initial goal of the work is to approximate the conservative
SKT system, without self-diffusion, that is, the following one:

{8tu — A(dyu + ajpuv) =0,

(1.1)
;v — A(dav + az1uv) = 0,

where all the coefficients d; and a;; are assumed to be positive. Whereas (possibly hetero-
geneous) diffusion of lifeless matter (e.g., ink or any type of chemical substance) uses the
Fick diffusion operator —div(uV-) to express the spread, SKT systems rely on the (more
singular) operator —A(u -). As it was already explained in [34], this choice of diffusion
operator is at the core of the repulsive mechanism allowing the segregation to appear.
However, the justification proposed in [34] was rather formal, leaving open the question
of the rigorous justification of SKT systems. As far as our knowledge goes, there exist
mainly three approaches for the derivation of SKT systems:

(1) The first path was proposed in [22], where an SKT model is obtained as an asymp-
totic limit of a family of reaction-diffusion systems. In this approach, the idea is that one
of the two species exists in two states (stressed or not), and switches from one to the
other with a reaction rate which diverges. This was used in [22] to obtain formally a tri-
angular cross-diffusion system. This strategy has been followed with a rigorous analysis,
mainly to produce triangular systems (see [36] and references therein) and more recently
for a family of “full” systems in [14] which, however, do not include the SKT one.

(i) Another strategy was proposed by Fontbona and Méléard in [18]. The idea is
to start from a stochastic population model in continuous space where the individuals’
displacements depend on the presence of concurrents. Then, the large population limit
(under adequate scaling) leads to a non-local cross-diffusion model. In comparison with
system (1.1), the limit model rigorously derived in [18] is a lot less singular, because of
several convolution kernels. It was explicitly asked in [18], whether letting the convolu-
tion kernels vanish to the Dirac mass was handleable limit or not. A first partial answer
was given in [30], but applied for only specific triangular systems. More recently, it was
discovered in [17] that even for the non-local systems, it is possible to ensure the persis-
tence of the entropy structure, allowing to answer fully to the question of Fontbona and
Meéléard, at least for the standard SKT system. A little bit before [17] appeared, Chen et al.
proposed another strategy in [8] (see also [9] which deals with a slightly different family
of systems). It also starts from a stochastic model and makes use of an intermediate non-
local one. The main difference with [17,18,30] is that in [8] the two asymptotics are done
simultaneously (the size of population goes to infinity and the parameter of regularization
goes to 0). This direct approach amounts to “commute” the asymptotic diagram from the
stochastic model to the final PDE; this is a common feature with the current work that we
will comment later on.
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(iii) The third path was proposed in [13] and justifies the SKT model through a semi-
discrete one. The latter is itself derived from a stochastic population model in discrete
space where individuals are assumed to move by pair, in order to ensure reversibility of the
process and the existence of an entropy for the limit model. In [13], the link to the stochas-
tic was done formally whereas the asymptotic analysis linking the semi-discrete model
to the SKT system was proved rigorously, relying on a compactness argument which is
allowed thanks to the existence of the Lyapunov functional for the semi-discrete system.

In this paper, we are interested in connections between microscopic random indi-
vidual-based models (or particle system) and such macroscopic deterministic dynamics,
in the spirit of strategies (ii) and (iii) described above. We do not use any non-local approx-
imated system as in [8, 18], being inspired instead by the semi-discrete approach proposed
in [13]. We also consider a discrete space and that each species moves randomly and is
only sensitive to the local size of the other species. Let us comment on the main dif-
ferences and novelties of this work compared to [13]. First, we prove rigorously that
the suitably scaled stochastic process converges in law in Skorokhod space to SKT sys-
tem (1.1) and we perform this space and time scaling limit at once. Besides, individuals of
each species move independently with a rate proportional to the number of individuals of
the other species, on the same site. We do not need to make them move by pair, which may
be hard to justify regarding phenomenon at stake. Indeed, we do not need a reversibility
property and do not use the entropic structure. The main difficulty in proving convergence
of the stochastic process at once lies in the control of the cumulative quadratic rates due
to local interactions when the number of sites becomes large. As far as we have seen,
the entropy structure does not provide the suitable control of these non-linear terms and
a way to get tightness and identification in general. We use a different approach based
on generalized duality. This provides quantitative estimates in terms of space discretiza-
tion and size of population. Moreover, at the level of the PDE system, it implies a local
uniqueness result for bounded solutions of the SKT system. The duality approach allows
us to compare locally the stochastic process with its semi-discrete deterministic approxi-
mation. It is optimal in the sense that it provides the good time-space scaling for such an
approximation.

Let us describe now the stochastic individual-based model. The population is spatially
distributed among M sites. The process under consideration is a continuous time Markov
chain (U (¢), V (t)),s0 taking values in N¥ x N™_ The two coordinates count the number
of individuals of each species at each site, for each time # > 0. Each individual of each
species follows a random walk, and its jumps rate increases linearly with respect to the
number of individuals of the other species. The dynamic is defined by the jump rates as
follows. For any vector of configurations (u, v) € NM » NM _the transitions are

ut>u-+ (e19—e;) atrate 2u;(dy + aizvi),

vi> v+ (e;19 —e;) atrate 2v;(dy + aziu;),

where (e;)1<;<m is the canonical basis of RM eq =ep, ey+1 =epand 0 € {—1,1} with
both values equally likely. Let us mention that hydrodynamic limits of other stochastic
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models with repulsive species have been considered, in particular in the context of exclu-
sion processes, see, €.g., [33]. In that case, local densities are bounded, so difficulties and
limits are different. In an other direction, stochastic versions of the limiting SKT systems
have been considered, see, e.g., [16]. We also mention [20] for hydrodynamic limit to fast
diffusion, where the non-linearity is also in the motion component. The model is differ-
ent, and we are interested here in the interaction of two species, without self-diffusion.
Besides, our techniques are different since we do not rely on and do not need an entropic
structure, and the control of the approximation involves a different distance.

This work contains two main results, which at first sight can appear unrelated in
their formulation. The first result is a quantitative stability estimate on the SKT system
which bounds the distance between two solutions in terms of their initial distance. This
result is based on a new duality lemma and applies for bounded solutions, only if one of
them is small enough. As a by-product of this stability estimate, we prove the unique-
ness of bounded solutions of the conservative SKT system under a smallness condition
which does not imply ellipticity for the system (later on, we will comment on this non-
perturbative smallness condition). This result is valid in arbitrary dimension and is, as far
as our knowledge goes, new. Uniqueness theorems for (only) bounded solutions of the
full SKT system are missing in the current literature [11,12,31].

The second main result is the convergence of the properly scaled sequence of pro-
cesses (UM Y MN) M,NeN to the SKT system. We obtain quantitative estimates of the
gap between the trajectories of this process extended to the continuous space and the solu-
tion of SKT system, in a large population and diffusive regime. This analysis is performed
in a one-dimensional setting for the space variable. The strategy is to insert the semi-
discrete model proposed in [13] and estimate separately the gap between our stochastic
process and this semi-discrete system and then, estimate (with enough uniformity) the
distance between the semi-discrete system and the continuous SKT limit. Following this
plan, we first propose a general estimate, which relies on naive bounds of the quadratic
diffusion term. Roughly, we first locally bound the size of the population by the (constant)
total number of individuals. These bounds allow for convergence with a fixed number of
sites but lead to an unreasonable assumption of a superexponential number of individuals
per site when the number of sites increases. When we faced this difficulty, we tried to
obtain an estimate as sharp as possible to capture the good scales and compare on each
site the different objects. It is during this step that we discovered the stability estimate
described above, which is interesting for its own sake. A nice feature of this stability esti-
mate is that we can transfer it onto the semi-discrete and stochastic setting. We obtain
then the convergence of the stochastic model towards the SKT system, with sharp esti-
mates and relevant size scales. This asymptotic study shares a similar limitation as the
previous paragraph: it holds only under the assumption of small regular solution of the
SKT system, which is ensured by Amann’s theorem [3,4].

The paper is organized as follows. In the end of this section, we collect several nota-
tions which will be used throughout the paper. In Section 2, we define the sequence of
stochastic processes we consider and we recover the semi-discrete system introduced
in [13]. We also state our two main results and comment on some potential extensions.
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In Section 3, we show the convergence in law of the stochastic process in path space
towards the semi-discrete system when the number of individuals goes to infinity but the
number of sites remains fixed. We provide a quantification of this convergence. It implies
the general (no restriction on the limiting SKT system) but naive (in terms of scales)
convergence discussed above. Then, Section 4 is dedicated to the duality estimates with
source terms and their consequences. These duality estimates account for the interacting
system when one of the population is seen as an exogenous environment, which amounts
to decouple the two species. In the first short paragraph (Section 4.1), we state and prove
the generalized duality lemma and its application to the stability estimate of the SKT sys-
tem in the continuous setting. This paragraph is the only one of the study in which we
work in arbitrary dimension for the space variable. Then, the rest of Section 4 focuses on
the translation of these estimates in the semi-discrete setting. This includes the definition
of reconstruction operators, the study of the discrete Laplacian matrix and the translation
of classical function spaces into the discrete setting. Eventually in Section 5, we apply
the previous machinery to the difference between the stochastic process and the approxi-
mated system that solutions of (1.1) solve when looked at a semi-discrete level. We then
deduce our main asymptotic theorem by controlling the martingales and approximation
terms. In a short appendix, we also give a dictionary which gives the correspondence of
different objects in the discrete and continuous settings.

1.2. Notation

Finite-dimensional vectors. Throughout the article, vectors will always be written in bold
letters. The canonical basis of RM will be denoted by (e;);<;<a. Due to the periodic
boundary condition that we will use, we will frequently use the convention ey = ejs and

epmM+1 = €q.
Given M € N and p € [, 00), we introduce a rescaled norm || - ||,,as defined for
x € RM by ||x|pm = M’I/P||x||p, where || - ||, denotes the usual £7-norm on RM.

Similarly, we define the rescaled Euclidean inner product (-|-)3s of RM for x,y € RM by
(x|y)m = M~ (x|y), where (-|-) is the usual inner product of R such that | x ||§M =
(x]x)p-

The symbol © is the internal Hadamard product on RM | that is, (x © y); = x; y;.
We will also often use (when it makes sense) the operator x @ y defined by (x @ y); =
xi/yi and the “vectorial” square root x '/2

The arithmetic average of all the components of a vector x will be denoted [x]ys =
MY i

The vector of RM for which every component equals 1 is denoted by 1,7. The orthog-
onal projection onto Spang (137) is denoted with a tilde, that is, ¥ = x — [x]pr15s.

Finally, for x, y € RM we write x > y whenever x —y € Rf .

whose components are (/X;)1<i<M-

Functions. We will manipulate random and deterministic functions which may depend on
the time variable # € R4 and the space variable x € T¢, where T := R/Z is the flat peri-
odic torus. We will rely on the following convention for functions: uppercase letters will
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be reserved for random elements whereas lowercase letters will represent deterministic
functions. Accordingly to the previous paragraph, vector-valued functions will be denoted
in bold whereas scalar-valued functions will be denoted in the normal font.

Quite often results will be stated on a fixed time interval [0, T']. For this reason,
we introduce the periodic cylinder Q7 := [0, T] x T¢. For any function space E defined
on T or Q7, the corresponding norm will be denoted by || - ||, e.g., || - 22 (Tay- In the
case of a Hilbert structure, the inner product will be denoted by (-|-)g, e.g., (") 2(a)-
We will frequently use the H*(T?) Sobolev space and their homogeneous subspace
H*(T?) constituted of those elements having a vanishing average on T¥.

For random functions Z: Q2 x Q1 — R, we will frequently use the norm

IZI7 = ( sup ENZOZ-1pay) + ENZI2209,) " (1.2)

tel0,T

Note that in the case of a deterministic function z, the previous norm becomes simply

|||Z|||T = (”Z”ioo([o,T];H—l(Td)) + ”Z”]ZdZ(QT))l/Z' (13)

Finally, for any metric space X, D([0, T'], X) denotes the space of cadlag functions
from [0, T'] to X endowed with the Skorokhod topology.

2. Main objects and results

Before stating our main results, we need to define precisely the objects that we aim to
consider.

2.1. Repulsive random walks and scaling

Let us define the stochastic process by means of a trajectorial representation using Pois-
son random measures. We consider a probability space (2, ¥, P) and introduce a family
of independent Poisson random measures (N/);en on Ry x Ry x {—1, 1} with com-
mon intensity ds ® dp ® B(df), where B is the law of a Bernoulli (1/2) random variable.
We refer to [23, Chapter 1, Definition 8.1] for the definition of Poisson random mea-
sure. Moreover, the initial data (U (0), V (0)) almost surely belongs to N x NM_ The
corresponding process (U (), V(¢))r>o is then defined as the unique strong solution in
D([0, 00), N2M) of the following system of stochastic differential equations (SDEs)
driven by the aforementioned measures:

vo=vo+ [ /R . }Zl,m (s bans¥; 6 (€40 — €)M I(ds, dp, d6),
+X 11

V(l)—V(0)+//R . }le<zv (=) da-+an Uy () (€ +0 — €7) N /(ds, dp, dF),
+X 11
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where the jump rates dy, d», a1, and a,; are the one of (1.1). Let us first explain roughly
the terms of these SDEs. The measures N produce the sources of randomness for the
jumps; the indicator functions 1 select the jumps which actually occur depending on the
number of individuals of each species; the jump of one individual from j to its neighbor
j + 0 induces the variation e; ¢ — e; on the vector counting the population size of site
(resp. U and V). The existence and uniqueness of this system of SDEs can be proved
by induction using the fact that the process is constant between two jumps and the total
jump rate is bounded. Indeed, the total population size of each species is constant along
time: ||U(®)|1,p = |UO)||1,p, |V (&)l1,4 = ||V (0)]|1,p- Therefore, conditionally on
the initial value (U (0), V (0)), the process (U (¢), V ()) >0 is a pure jump Markov process
on a finite state space with bounded rates. The strong uniqueness and existence of this
system of SDEs are actually also a consequence of more general statements for SDEs
with jumps, see in particular [23, Chapter 4, Theorem 9.1].

We are interested in the approximation (hydrodynamic limit) when the population size
and the number of sites tend to infinity. Informally, we consider

WMN @), VN (1))0 = (U(le) V(Mzt))t>0

N ' N

but now interaction occurs through the local density of individuals. The scaling parameter
N € N* yields the normalization of the population per site and provides a limiting density
when N goes to infinity. The initial population per site has the order of magnitude N and
each species’ motion rate is an affine function of the density of the other species on the
same site. The motion of each individual is centered and we consider the diffusive regime,
which leads the time acceleration term by a factor M 2. This time acceleration is equivalent
to multiply the jump rates by the same factor.

More precisely, fori, j = 1,2 and t > 0, we set

My () = 2M>NUMY 0)(dr + ann VY (@),
ny N (6) = 2M2N VMY (1)(da + ann UMY (1))

For an initial data (U M-V (0), V ™:N (0)), the normalized process (UMY (1), VMV (1)),
is defined as the unique strong solution in D ([0, 00), RiM ) of the following system
of SDEs:

UMM (@) = UM (0)

; M
e>+9—ej .
+// 1 _ v, 2L N7 (ds,dp,db),
0 R+x{—1,1}j2=; PENLTGT) N

VN (@) = vMN(0)

¢ M
0'+9—ej .
+/ / 1 _ un, 2L N7 (ds,dp,db).
0 R+x{—1,l}; p=my i GT) N

2.1)
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2.2. The intermediate (semi-discrete) system

To estimate the gap between the discrete stochastic process (2.1) and the SKT system
(1.1), we are going to use a third system on which our asymptotic analysis will pivot

d

—uM (1) — Ay (du™ (1) + arpu™ (1) © M (1) = 0,

dr

d 2.2)
30O = A (™ (1) + axu () © M (1)) =0,
where the unknowns are the vector-valued curves u™,vM: Ry — RM and the matrix A M

is the periodic Laplacian matrix, that is,

2 1 0 - 1
1 -2 1 - 0

Ay =M - - - |eMy®). (2.3)
o -~ 1 =21
1 - 0 I -2

This semi-discrete system corresponds to a large population approximation but fixed
number of sites M. The existence and uniqueness of solution for system (2.2) can be
proven using the standard Picard-Lindelof theorem, as this is done in [13] where this
semi-discrete system has been introduced.

2.3. Statements

Our first main result is a stability estimate for the conservative SKT system (1.1). As far
as our knowledge goes, this result is new in the context of weak solutions for the SKT
system. To measure the distance between two solutions on a time interval [0, 7], we use
the norm defined in (1.3) in the deterministic setting, see Section 1.2. We define also the
affine functions p;: R — R fori = 1,2, by u; (x) := d; + a;;x with {i, j} = {1,2}.

Theorem 2.1. Let T > 0 and consider a couple (u,v)€ L®(Q71)? and (i1,v) € L®(071)?
of non-negative bounded weak solutions of the SKT system (1.1), initialized by (ug, vo) €
Lo°(T94)? and (ig, Vo) € L®(T%)2, respectively. If the following condition
did>
aizdzi

[ullLee o lIvllLoo(or) < (2.4)

is satisfied, then we have the stability estimate
Il = @llI7 + lllv = BI7
< =2 =2
~ ”uO uOHHfl(Td) + “vO UOHHfl(Td)
+ T ([uo — ol L1 (@)l 1 ray + [Vo — Tolga L2 o) | L1 ray)-

where the constant behind < depends only on a;j, d;, ||ul|L0s) lIVLooos), and
Il - Il 7 is defined by (1.3). In particular, if a bounded non-negative solution satisfies (2.4),
then there is no other bounded non-negative solution sharing the same initial data.
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Remark 2.2. In the case of equality in the smallness condition (2.4), uniqueness remains
but the stability estimate controls only the H ! part of the ||| - ||| 7-norm.

The proof of Theorem 2.1 relies on a generalized duality lemma presented in Sec-
tion 4.1 and on the concept of dual solutions developed in [30], for the Kolmogorov
equation. The uniqueness result contained in Theorem 2.1 is conditional: if there exists
a bounded (non-negative) solution (iz, v) satisfying (2.4), then it is unique in the class of
bounded weak solutions. The existence of global bounded solutions for the SKT system
is a long-standing challenge in the context of cross-diffusion systems. Partial results are
known, in the wake of the quest for even more regular solutions (which are in particu-
lar bounded), like [21] or [28] that we already cited. In the weak solutions setting, the
paper [25] gives sufficient — yet restrictive — conditions on the coefficients of the SKT
system to ensure boundedness. Since the previous results are rather constraining on the
coefficients, we prefer to rely on Amann’s theory [3, 4] and understand Theorem 2.1 as
a local result which holds for initial data satisfying (2.4). However, we emphasize that
condition (2.4) is considerably less restrictive than the standard perturbative assumptions
considered for cross-diffusion systems and we call it for this reason a non-perturbative
smallness condition. This condition does not apply to both species but only to the product
of the densities: one of the two functions u and v can be huge. Besides, the stability and
uniqueness result contained in Theorem 2.1 is not of a “weak-strong” type: both solu-
tions are weak (only bounded, no a priori assumptions on the spatial derivatives) which
is, as far as our knowledge goes, a substantial step in the analysis of cross-diffusion sys-
tems. Indeed, because of the stiffness of those systems, a common strategy to recover
a well-posedness result is to impose on the coefficients or the solution itself a constraint
ensuring that the total system is uniformly elliptic in the sense that it can be written as
d;U — div(A(U)VU) = 0 with a diffusion matrix A(U) uniformly positive, that is, sat-
isfying (A(U)X, X) 2 || X||3 pointwisely for X € R2. In our case, a direct computation
shows that the matrix A(U) = A(u, v) is

A, v) = (dl + av azu ) .

av dy 4+ azu

For non-negative densities u# and v, the trace of the previous matrix field is positive, so
its positiveness (as a quadratic form) is equivalent to det(4(U) + A(U)T) > 0, that is,
4(dy + ai2v)(dy + azyu) > (azu + ay2v)?. Since this inequality is trivially true for
(u, v) = 0, the previous computation paves the way to well-posedness results for small
enough densities or strong enough self-diffusion with respect to the cross-diffusion coef-
ficients (see, e.g., [5,12,31]). In all these results, the setting in which the solutions are
built is in fact strongly elliptic, and in the best case, a weak-strong uniqueness result
is obtained (see, e.g., [5]). In our case, condition (2.4) does not ensure strong elliptic-
ity for the system: v could be very small and u could be very large and still we could
have 4(dy + a12v)(dy + az1u) < (azu + aiv)?. In particular, our stability result is of
“weak-weak” type. As the proof of Theorem 2.1 (which is done in Section 4.1) is totally
insensitive to the dimension d, it is here stated in full generality. However, the remaining



Stability of a cross-diffusion system and approximation by repulsive random walks 3899

part of the paper is sensitive to the dimension and will focus on the case d = 1. It deals
with the approximation of the SKT system by stochastic processes.

Before stating our second main result, let us comment briefly Section 3 in which we
propose a first estimates of the gap between the stochastic process defined by (2.1) and
the semi-discrete system (2.2) on a fixed interval [0, T']. The methodology at stake in this
paragraph, which is quite rough, allows for asymptotic quadratic closeness between these
two objects, provided that, as N, M — +o00, we have the following:

N > M*exp(cM*T), (2.5)

where ¢ is some constant which will become more explicit in the next section. Combining
this fact with the compactness result [13, Theorem 8], we obtain convergence (up to a sub-
sequence) of our stochastic process towards a weak solution of the SKT system. These
estimates and convergence yield first results which are general in terms of parameters
and form of the solution. However, the limitations of this approach are twofold. First, the
scaling condition (2.5) involves a superexponential and time-dependent number of indi-
viduals per site in order to be able to sum local estimates. As we will see and as we can
guess from the form of quadratic variations, this scaling is too restrictive for convergence.
Second, this approach necessitates a self-diffusion term in the limiting system in order
to use the compactness result of [13]. Indeed, self-diffusion term tends to regularize the
solution.

Then we develop a different approach, based on the discrete translation of Theo-
rem 2.1. This alternative method does not rely on [13], so that self-diffusion is not needed
in the system. The convergence result is obtained by means of a quantitative estimate
which bounds the expectation of the ||| - |||7-norm of the gap between the stochastic pro-
cesses and the solution of the SKT system. In particular, there are no compactness tools
used and the entropy of the system is not needed. Convergence is then guaranteed only
with a quadratic number of individuals per site. This corresponds to the expected scal-
ing for having local control of the stochastic process by its semi-discrete approximation,
since beyond this scaling quadratic variations do not vanish. The main disadvantage of
this new method is that, like for Theorem 2.1, it needs the existence of a bounded solution
satisfying condition (2.4).

In order to state the following result, we need to introduce, for any integer M > 1, the
discretization of the flat (one-dimensional) torus T

k
Ta = {x1,x2,..., XM} withxk:ﬁforlfka. (2.6)

Given a vector # € RM | classically there exists exactly one continuous piecewise lin-
ear function defined on T for which its value on each point x; of Ty is given by uy;
we denote this function by mps (u). We adapt the same notation if instead of # one consid-
ers a vector-valued map U (which could depend on the event w or the time ¢ for instance),
so that 7y (U) becomes a real-valued map.

This time, to measure the distance between those random functions, we use the prob-
abilistic version of the distance introduced in Section 1.2, that is, (1.2).
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Theorem 2.3. Let T > 0. In the one-dimensional case d = 1, assume the existence of
a non-negative solution (u, v) belonging to L>°(Qr) N L2(0,T; H3(T)) of system (1.1),
initialized by ug, vo in L™ N H3(T) and satisfying assumption (2.4). Consider the
stochastic processes (UMN VMNY) defined by (2.1) and assume the existence of Cq
such that for all M, N € N,

1M )l + IV O, < Co  almost surely. (2.7)

Then, there exist a sequence (Spr)p € ]leo converging to 0 and a constant D > 0 such
that for any (M, N) € N2 satisfying N > M?D, there holds

2 2
llras MYy =l + fllzra (V) = vl
2
S Elllmn (UMM (0) = uollzy -1 opy + 7 (VN (0) = vollFp—1 )] + 8ma + N
where ||| - ||| is defined by (1.2) and the symbol < and the constant D depend (only) on
Co, T, d;, ajj, |ullLoo(oz) lIVllLoo (), While the sequence (3pr)m depends only on the
solution u, v.

Remark 2.4. If the solution u, v is assumed to be more regular, the convergence
of (8ar)m can be estimated more accurately. See Remark 5.4 for more details. Also,
L?(0, T; H3(T)) is not optimal and could be replaced by L2(0, T; H*>*5(T)) for any
s> 1/2.

This immediately implies the following convergence for the ||| - ||| -norm.

Corollary 2.5. Let T > 0. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, consider an extraction
function ¢: N — N such that M? = o(¢(M)). If the initial positions of the individuals
are well prepared in the sense that

Efl}ra (UM P00) = gl opy + lne (VD O0) vl )], — 0.

then we have

. 2 2
Jim g (UM 0) — g+ g (VD) — vl = 0,

where ||| - ||| is defined by (1.2).

Let us end up with other perspectives and extensions we have in mind.

In this work, we considered periodic boundary conditions since the domain of study
is the flat torus (be it in dimension 1 or more). For Theorem 2.1, our method of proof
relies on fine energy estimates involving negative Sobolev and quadratic norms. There
is no doubt that the method of proof we introduce can be adapted without much diffi-
culty to boundary conditions that are more frequently used in the population dynamics
(as homogeneous Dirichlet or Neumann, for instance). For the description of the stochas-
tic individual-based model and Theorem 2.3, it amounts to killing the individuals hitting
the boundary (for homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition) or reflecting the motion by
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authorizing only jumps that remain inside the domain (in the case of Neumann boundary
condition). This would be an interesting extension of our work. It would lead to additional
technical difficulties, but we do not see any major issues in the application of our method.

The approach we have developed in this work differs from more classical techniques
relying on reversibility property or the existence of suitable Lyapunov functional. This
point of view allows to get convergence in a strong sense. This ensures that the number of
individuals of the stochastic process on a given site is well approximated by the limiting
SKT system. Moreover, we expect that this approach can be extended in several directions
and could be use for more sophisticated models. An extension for which we are rather
confident is the generalization of our asymptotic analysis to higher dimension. An upper
limit is fixed by the avatar of the Bramble—Hilbert lemma, which is Lemma 4.6. This latter
demands a Sobolev embedding H2(T?) — €°(T%), which holds only for d = 1,2, 3.
On the other hand, keeping in mind that solutions of the system of PDEs represent a pop-
ulation density in an environment, the exploration of such system in dimensions greater
than 4 loses some interest. We thus believe that the analysis that we develop is adaptable
to dimensions 2 and 3. However, this seems to imply a technical cost.

Besides, we believe that birth or death of individuals can be included in our frame-
work. This is relevant for modeling purposes and would add a reaction term in the limiting
system. Originally the SKT system was introduced because of its ability to produce
segregated states. But these particular equilibria result from the interaction of the cross-
diffusion rates and the reaction rates (that we have chosen to neglect here) terms.

Finally, we expect that our proofs can be also extended to more general cross-diffusion
terms or self-diffusion. In a nutshell, we believe that the main lines of our approach should
work for various extensions and could lead to interesting future works.

3. A first approach

The trajectorial representation (2.1) yields for each coordinate of UM~V

1 ! .
M\N .\ _ 7 MN
v =m0 = N/o ~/]R+><{—l 1 lpsnﬁ'N(s*)Nl(ds’dp’ do)
L i—1
* ﬁ/o /];§+X{—l 1} 1’)5”%‘1\/1 - lo=1N""(ds.dp.dB)

L i+1
+ N /() /]1;+X{—1,1} lpSn%Afl (57)19=_1 N (ds, dp, d6).
By compensating the Poisson random measure, we obtain the following semimartin-
gale decomposition (see [23, Chapter 2, Definition 4.1]):
UMN (1) = AMN (1) + MMV (1), (3.1)

where AM:N = (A,M’N)lgis M 18 a continuous process defined by

t

t
AMN 1y =UMN(0) + [ di Ay UMV (s5)ds + / an Ay (UM (5) 0 VMV (5)) ds,
0 0
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with Ajs defined as in (2.3), and MMN = (MiM’N)ls,-SM is a martingale. More pre-
cisely, forany 1 <i < M, MZM Nisa square integrable martingale whose predictable
quadratic variation is given, for ¢t > 0, by

M? [
(M) 0 = = /0 A UM () + UL @ + UL () ds

M2 t
w2 [ QUM OV 6+ U 6V o

+ UMN () VMV (5)) ds. 32)

Then, there exists a constant C, which only depends on the diffusion coefficients, such
that
M M2 t
M@0 = /0 UMY @)1+ 1T 13 + VN (9)]3) ds. (3.3)
i=1
We refer to [23, Chapter 1.6] for the definitions of martingales and to [23, Chapter 2.2]
for the more specific form of martingales appearing here. The analogous decomposition
holds for the coordinates of (V¥ (¢)),>0, the second species.

Let us give first estimates of the gap between the stochastic process and its approxi-
mation in large population for a fixed number of sites. Let

UMV @) =UMN @) —uM @), vV = VN @) — oM (@)

Proposition 3.1. We assume that there exists Cy > 0 such that almost surely, for any
M,N > 1,

NN )10 + 1V )10z + 6™ O) 180 + [0 )10 < Co.
Then, for any T > 0, there exist ¢y, c > 0 such that for any M, N > 1,

E( sup [[UMN @34 + sup VN3 4)
tef0,T] t€l0,T]
2

M M3 4
= (BAUN OB + 1YY Ol ) + (T + T ) e,

where c1 and ¢, only depend on the diffusion parameters and the initial bounds.

In particular, this estimate guarantees that the normalized stochastic process converges
to the semi-discrete SKT system when the population size becomes large and the number
of sites is fixed. This constitutes an alternative approach for the rigorous derivation of the
SKT system of [8], starting from discrete space. Both results seem to involve the same
scales, with a number of individuals exponentially large compared to the inverse of the
spatial scaling parameter. Our approach, in where the interaction is restricted to the same
site, seems to relax the condition of small cross-diffusion parameters in [8]. Nevertheless,
our main motivation in the rest of the paper is to go beyond this exponential scale and
provide sharper estimates.
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Proof of Proposition 3.1. First, using the fact that the total number of individuals is con-
stant over time, we observe that under our assumptions

max(JUMN @) [l1,01, VMV (0)]]1,00)
= max(| UMY 0) 1,20, [ VMY (0)[l1,m) < Co (3.4)
almost surely for any M, N > 1, and
max(||u™ @)[|1,ar. 0™ @) [l1,0) = max(|a™ ) 1,0, [v™ (O)|l1,0) <Co  (3.5)

for any M > 1. Combining (3.1) and (2.2), we can notice that the process UM-N (t) =
UMV (t) — uM (¢) has finite variations and satisfies

t
UMN (1) = UMM (0) + [ di Apr UMY (5) ds
0
t
+ / a2 Ay (UMY (5) © VM () —uM (5) © vM (5)) ds + MMV (1).
0
Consider now the square of its coordinates
t
UM (1) = UM (0)? + / 2UMN sy dUMN (5) + RMN (1)
0

fori =1,..., M, where

RIPM @) = 30U )2 w607 = 20 ) ) - w s

O<s<t

Putting the two last expressions together yields

U (02 = u©0)* + 24 /0 CUM () (A UM (5)), ds
+2a12 /Ot U () (A UM (5) © VN (5) — uM (5) © vM (5))); ds
+ 2/(: UMY (57 dMM N (5) + RN (1).

Given u € RM | introduce the discrete gradient vector VA';u = (MWUit1 — Ui))1<i<M

(recalling the periodic convention). Summing over all the sites i € {1,..., M} and using
discrete integration by parts in the second and third terms of the right-hand side yields

t
[N O = U O)1F -2, [ 175U ) s

: M
—2a / (Vi UM (5)),
0 i
x (Vi (UM (5) © VMN (5) —uM (5) © v™ (5))); ds

M
+ 22/ UMY (57 dMM N () + | RMN (1)1
i=170
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Dropping the second term which is negative, taking absolute value in the third term and

using 2|ab| < |a|? + |b|? ensures that

t
UMY 0))3 < UMY (0)]3 + a2 /0 [V, UM (5)]13 ds

t
+an / IV WMN (5) © VM (5) — M (5) © oM (5))3 ds

+22/ UMY (57) 4N 5) + RN 1))

i=1

Moreover,

RN @ = 3 ) - w7

i
0<s<t

1.\2
(ﬁ) Z lUiM'N(SﬁéUiM'N(S—)’

0<s<t

since the jumps of uf.”’N and UiM’N coincide and are of size 1/N. Then ||[RM-N (¢)||; is
given by the number of jumps before time ¢

E(IRM™N @)[1) = 2N ZE@#{(t = 0: UMV (5) # UMV (s7))).

Moreover, the total jump rate in the scaled process UM-N | when the number of individuals
of each species in site i is equal to (u;, v;), is

vl P
S >§C0M N( + M),

M
v
2M? E Mi(dl +a12N1) < 2Mz||ll||1(011 +a
i=1

where Cj = 2(d; + a12)Co, by (3.4). Then we get
M3
E(IRYMN (1)) = 2G5 =1 + M),
Lets us now deal with the third and fourth terms. We notice that

(Vi UM ()2 = M2UMY (5) — UMY ()% < 2M2(USY ()2 + UMY (9)2).

Similarly, using also |ab — cd| < |a — ¢|b + c|b — d| to deal with the difference of prod-
ucts of positive terms and recalling (3.4) and (3.5), we get
(Vi UMM () © VN (5) —uM (5) © oM (5)))7
< 4M>(Ju™ O3V (07 + 1™ O 13V (5)?
+ V™Y IR 07 + IVEN O IR UY (5)%)

<4C2MA VY ()2 + VMY ()2 + UL (907 + UMV (5)?).
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Gathering these bounds, taking supremum and then expectation gives us

E( sup UM (5)]I3)

s€[0,z]

t
< E(JUMN (0)[2) + dar,M? / E(UMN (5)[2) ds
0

t t
+8€%auM“( [Eav e opaes+ [ Baut o ds)

M

K} M3
+2Z]E( sup / ‘ulM’N(r_)dM?LN(r))+2C6TT(1+M),
1

i= s€[0,t] /0

for some constant C|. For the martingale part, we use Cauchy—Schwarz and Burkholder—
Davis—Gundy inequalities, which together with (3.2) and (3.4) yield

s 2
]E( sup / uf”’N(r‘)de”’N(r))

s€[0,t] /O

)

/0 UMN =) dM MY ()

< IE( sup
s€[0,¢]

- E( /0 t uW(r)Zdw%N)(n)
M2 M,N M,N ! M.N 2
527E(||U N Ol +an VOl [ ul e ds)
0
3 t
< Cé’MT(l +M)/0 E(UMN (5)2) ds

for some constant CJ/. Using that /x < 1 + x for all x > 0, we obtain

N 2 t
UMN (=) dMN ) oy M ( YMN ()2 )
]E(s:E)l,)z]/o R R vy /OE( e

Putting everything together and using again (3.4) yields
E( sup UM (s)]13)
s€[0,¢]
4

M3
<E(UMNO)13) +2/265 = + 26T 5

2 t
+(8C0a12M4+2 C”M )/ E( sup [|UMN ()|2)ds
VN refo,s]

4+ 8CoaraM* / sup [ VMM (1)[2) d.

relo,s]

In a similar way, we can obtain analogous bounds for VM-~ _ Adding the two inequalities
and then applying Gronwall’s lemma leads us to the desired conclusion. ]
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To go beyond the previous estimates, we will rely on a stability property for the SKT
system that we will prove in the next section. This will allow us to compare the terms
involved in the stochastic process to those of the targeted SKT system so that the former
will appear as a stable perturbation of the latter.

4. Duality estimates

4.1. The continuous setting

The duality lemma is a tool first introduced by Martin, Pierre and Schmitt [29, 32], in
the context of reaction-diffusion systems. We propose below a small generalization of
the duality lemma, which was suggested in [30, Remark 7]. As a matter of fact, we will
not directly use the duality lemma presented in this paragraph, but rather translate it in
a discrete setting (see Section 4.4 below).

Lemma 4.1. Consider p € L°°(Qr) such that o :=infg, ;1 > 0, zg € H=Y(T?) and
f € L2(Qr). Then there exists a unique z € L?>(Qr) that weakly solves the Kolmogorov
equation
0;z — A(uz) = Af,
{ : (nz) = Af. @1

Z(O, ) = Zyp.

Furthermore, this solution z belongs to C([0, T]; H~Y(T%)) and satisfies the duality esti-
mate

2 eray + [ 12 = Weolysgray + Bl [ wby [ 72 @)
or or @ Jor

Remark 4.2. This duality estimate is stronger than the one stated in [30]: it contains
a (singular) source term and allows a uniform-in-time control of the H~'(T¢)-norm.
The proof that we follow via negative Sobolev energy estimate was used in [27, Lem-
ma 22] in a different context, but only at the formal level (in a smooth setting). Here
we include a singular right-hand side and give a well-posedness result in this rather non-
smooth setting to justify all the computations.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. The proof of existence and uniqueness is exactly the same as [30,
Theorem 3]: following the naming of this article, z is the unique dual solution of (4.1).
For this z, the regularity ([0, T']; H~'(T%)) is obtained classically. We can thus focus
here on the duality estimate which needs to be proven only in the case when every func-
tion involved in (4.2) is smooth, in the sense that they are C*°. For any ¢ € [0, T], there
exists a unique ¢ (¢) of vanishing mean such that —A¢(¢) = z(t) — [z(¢)]« . Besides, by
integrating the Kolmogorov equation we get

d
E[Z(f)]ﬂrd =0,

so that [z (¢)]r« = [zo]p« and —0;A¢ = 0;z.
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In particular, we have by integration by parts
1d

2
T MLLOR

f $(1)9,2(1) =
Td

Therefore, multiplying equation (4.1) by ¢ and using integration by parts given us

1d

2 Jpa VOOF /T nz(z = [olpa) = - /T E=lzalea) f

Integrating in time and using Young’s inequality for the right-hand side, we get

1 2 2
I ACOTEY
f2

1 2 1 2 1
= /QT wzlzolra + 2 /11":1 VeI + 2 /QT(Z ~ lolpayn 2 /QT 77

and thus, using 4 > o > 0,

2 2 _ 2 2 1 2
[vemr s [ uzts [ wsor sk [ nr o f s

@ Jor

Noticing that
12Ol g1 pay = 120) = olyalg-1(ray = VSO,

once we add [zo]r« to each side of the inequality to get the full H ~1(T4)-norms, the
proof is over. u

In Section 4.4, we will give (in the discrete setting) variants of the previous duality
lemma which include in the right-hand side some error term, which is possibly singular
in the time variable. Being able to take into account those error terms will be crucial in
the final asymptotic limit studied in Section 5. However, already in its current form, the
previous duality lemma is a valuable piece of information. We highlight this with an appli-
cation of this lemma: the proof of Theorem 2.1, which applies to the conservative SKT
system (1.1) that we consider here with (u¢, vg) as initial data. We recall the definition of
the affine functions w; (x) := d; + a;;x fori, j = 1,2, so that (1.1) rewrites as

deu — A(pr(v)u) =0,
;v — A(uzx()v) = 0.

In particular, we recover the framework of Lemma 4.1, as soon as v and u are bounded
and non-negative.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Letus introduce z := # — u and w := v — v, so that, by subtraction,

3z — A1 (v)z) = Af,
drw — A(u2()w) = Ag,
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where f := ajpu(v —v) and g := az1v(u — u). Since u and v are bounded and non-
negative, we recover the structure of Lemma 4.1 and we get

12TV ppay + i /Q 2

T

2

_ a
< 2ol 31 pay + [20l7a /Q @) + 2o, /Q w?
T T

W0 (D)2 gy + d2 /Q w?

T
2 2 — a%l 2 2
< lwolZ s gy + ol /Q pal@ + 2ol /Q 2,
T T

since infg jti > di, | 1 < ao|w| | oe(oy) and |g] < az1|z][|T] oe(o;)- By combin-
ing the two inequalities, we infer

12T+ ey + /Q 22

T

< 20l gpay + 2ol /Q (@)
T

2
412 2 2 2 =
+ ety (I0olyos o + ool | a)

apdi\?%, ., 2 2
+d (—) u|? oo V1% 0o / z2.
(22 Wi lecon |

In particular, if we want to absorb the last term of the right-hand side in the left-hand
side, the inequality that we need is exactly the smallness condition (2.4). If the latter is
satisfied, and if we allow the symbol < to depend on d;, a;;, ||u||Leo (o) and ||v]| oo (0 1)
we have established

12T gy + /Q =

T
< Nzl + [lwoll; + [20]3 (@) + [wol7 (1)
~ H—1(T49) 0 H—1(T4) O0la 431 O0la 2%} .
or or
Since the previous computation is still valid replacing 7' by any ¢ € [0, T'], we have in fact
215 5 W20+ pay + ol sgpay + Eola [ i@+ [wol [ puati
or or
Exchanging the roles (z, %, v,u,v) <> (w, v, u, v, u), the previous right-hand side remains

unchanged: we have exactly the same estimate for ||| w|||% on the left-hand side. The proof
is over once we notice that

/;QT pr(v) = T/Td p1(vo) and /Qr (i) = T/W 11(To).

since the space integrals of u and v are conserved through time. ]



Stability of a cross-diffusion system and approximation by repulsive random walks 3909

4.2. Reconstruction operators

We now transfer the previous estimates into a discrete setting. We will have to manipulate
several norms on RM | reminiscent of classical function spaces of the continuous variable.
As the number of points M of the discretization will be sent to infinity, it will be crucial to
have estimates which do not depend on this parameter. In particular, the following notion
of uniform equivalence will be relevant.

Definition 4.3. Given norms P s and P s on RM we say that Py p and P p are
uniformly equivalent if there exist &, 8 > 0 such that

VM eN, VYueRM, Py y(u) < Pypy(u) < BPiy(u).
If this is satisfied, we write Py pr ~ P2 um.

Given a discretization like (2.6), we will use two interpolation methods to build a func-
tion defined on the whole torus T.

Definition 4.4. For u € R | the function defined for x € T by

M
om (w)(xX) == Ap_y,0)(M(x — xp))ug

k=1
is a step function, and the function
M
iy (u)(x) = Z O(M(x — xg))ug, wheref(z) :=(1—|z|)",
k=1

is a piecewise linear function. The corresponding vector space of functions (step and
continuous piecewise linear functions, respectively) are denoted by

sy ={oym):uecRM) and py = {my@):uecRMY

If t — u(t) is amap from [0, 7] to RM | we simply denote by o7 () and 77 () the maps
from [0, T'] to 537 and pyys, respectively.

Proposition 4.5. Foru € RM, we have ||uoo = ||op () || Loo(Ty = |7t (@) || oo () and
forl < p < oo, we have |ullp,m = llos (@) || Lr(ry = |7was ()| Lo (1) Furthermore, the
equivalence ||op (-)||Lr (1) ~ |71 ()|l L2 (1) holds on the positive cone RY.

Proof. The equalities are obvious. For the inequality and the uniform equivalence, we re-
fer to [13, Lemma 11]. [

We end this paragraph with an estimate that belongs to the folklore of the finite ele-
ment method and omit the proof. It is usually proved using the Bramble—Hilbert lemma,
but since here we focus on the one-dimensional case, it is also possible to give a direct,
elementary proof (see, for instance, [2, Lemma 6.2.10]).
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Lemma 4.6. For ¢ € H?(T) and M € N*, there exists a unique 1y (¢) € pyr matching
the values of ¢ on the grid (Xi)1<k<Mm- It satisfies

le =@l -1y < M_2||¢||H2(T)’
lo = @2y S M7 lel gaery.-
llo =@y < M el g2ty

where the symbol < means that the inequality holds up to a constant independent of ¢
and M.

4.3. A discrete negative Sobolev norm

In this paragraph, we introduce a norm on R™ analogous to the H~'(T%)-norm for
functions. First, we summarize the main (standard) properties of the Laplacian matrix Ay
introduced in (2.3) in the following proposition (for a proof see, for instance, [35]).

Proposition 4.7. Recalling definition (2.3), the spectrum of the matrix — Ay is given by
k
{4M2sin2<”—) 0<k<M-— 1} CR,.
M
We have thus
_AM € Sx—l (R)’

and this matrix admits therefore a unique symmetric non-negative square root. One has
Sfurthermore

Ker(AM) = SpaIlR(lM),

and — Ay satisfies a uniform (in M ) spectral gap: all non-zero eigenvalues of —Apy are
lower bounded by 16, independently of the dimension M.

Using this, we fix the following notations.

Definition 4.8. For u € Ran(A)y), the unique ® € Ran(Ajpy) such that u = Ay D is
denoted (with a small abuse of notation) by ® = A;ll u. The square root of the non-
negative matrix —A s is denoted by /—Apy.

The uniform spectral gap for the discrete Laplacian (see Proposition 4.7) implies in
particular the following estimate for any ® € R™:

@ —[®]mll2,m < [ AM®Pll2,m- (4.3)
On the torus, the Poincaré—Wirtinger inequality implies the estimate

le —lelrliz2ry < 1A@lL2er)

from which the previous inequality is somehow reminiscent.
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A standard computation when dealing with the Lagrange finite element methods in di-
mension 1 shows that, up to a factor 1/ M, the stiffness matrix is precisely given by —A s
whereas the mass matrix is given by (see [2, Section 6.2.1 and Exercise 7.4.1])

2 1 1
Z 2 0 Z
36 6
12 1
- 0
6 3 6
Bu=\|: -~ . - | (4.4)
12 1
0 -z
6 3 6
1 12
Z o - =
6 6 3

More precisely, recalling that @k ar(x) = @(M(x — xg)), where ¢(x) == (1 — |[x)*,
we have

1
(=Am)k,; = M/ Vorum - Voim., (Bumk,j = —/ Ok, MPj,M
T M JT

forany 1 <k, j < M. As py is the vector space spanned by the functions (g, ar)1<k<nm
by expanding elements of this space on that basis, we recover the following standard
result.

Proposition 4.9. For w € RM  we have
~lAwwin = [ [V @) dr.
T

where we recall that (-|-)y denotes the rescaled inner product on RM (see Section 1.2).
Furthermore, for any u € RM we have

Byu=—-Apyw & VY € py, / Y (x)mp () (x)dx = / Vi (x) - Vap (w)(x) dx.
T T
Recalling # = u — [u]pr 1) and Definition 4.8, we infer from Proposition 4.7 that
—(@| Ay W) = 0.

This enables us to introduce the following norm || - ||—1,as, which is a discrete counterpart
of the H~1(T)-norm.

Definition 4.10. For u € RM | we define

ltll—vas =\~ @Ay s+ [l

This is a Hilbertian norm on R™ , whose associated inner product is given by the following
formula, for u,v € RM:

(w|v)—1,p := (@| Ay D)pr + [ulps[0]n-
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Proposition 4.11. We have the uniform equivalence

Ml Ollr=1(ry + s Ollizery ~ M- l-1m + i Ollzery. 4-5)

Moreover, for any u € RM,

leell—1,00 < llael2,p- (4.6)

Proof. We first observe the uniform equivalences

s @ L2cry ~ Nl @)l z2ery + |[]al.
l7ep @) =1y ~ llmar @[ gg=1.¢ry + [[@larl
lull—1.0z ~ ll@ll-1,00 + [[w]p].
Without loss of generality, we can therefore establish the uniform equivalence (4.5) under
the assumption [u]y = 0.
We have ||u||31,M = —u|Ay u)y = —(Ap @, ®)pr, where @ := — A} u. Thanks
to Proposition 4.9, we have therefore

”u“zl,M = ”VT[M((I’)”ZZ(T)- 4.7
The matrix By defined by (4.4) satisfies 6By = M “2Ap + 6y, so it commutes
with Ajps. In particular, the equation # = —A s ® is strictly equivalent to
BMu = —AMw,

where w := Bjs ®. We obtain from Proposition 4.9 that this last equation is equivalent to

VY € par. [T V() g () (x) dx = /T VP (x) - Vg (w) () dox,

Since we assumed [u]ps = 0, we have also [y (u)]T = 0 and we can therefore solve
—Ag@y = mp(u), for a unique @y € H2(T). We have then, by integration by parts,

Vi [ pm@Ear= [ V- Vou o d,
T T
In particular, we have established
VY € ur, /T VY (x) - (Vw () () — Vg () dx = 0,

and this equality holds in particular for ¥ = mps(w). We deduce that for each ¥ € pyy,

[ 19 0)) = Vi )

= [ (T w)0) = Tins () + V4 (5) = Vo () )
X (Vrp (w)(x) — Vour (x)) dx

- [T (V9 () — Vot () - (Vrag () (x) — Vegar () dlx.
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and we get by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality

[Vra (w) — Vou 2y < VY —Vou | r2cr)-

inf
vepm
Taking ¥ = tp () and using successively |V f |21y = 2”||f||H1(T) for f =y (p) —
oy € H'(T) and the third estimate of Lemma 4.6, we get

Vs (w) = Voumlipzery S 1V (9) = Vomllzzery < (@) —omll gaer
< 1
= M”‘/’M”pﬂ(qr)-
Recalling that —Ag@ys = mps (u), we have

lar @) g1 my = [ Vonrlloery and lloarll ey = 1 A0nrl2ery = lmar @) 2cr)-

All in all, using the reversed triangular inequality, we have established

1
Vs Wllzzery = 172 @ -1yl S 57 17 @22 cry.-
To conclude, due to (4.7), it is thus sufficient to prove that

Vs (w2 ery ~ V78 (@) 2Ty

where we recall w = Bjs ®. This last equality implies in particular

2 1 1
wy (w) = §JTM(CD) + ETI/M”M(q)) + gf—uMﬂM(‘D),

where we recall the translation operator 7, defined by 7, f(x) = f(x + a). We have
therefore

2 1 1
Vry (w) = §V7TM(<D) + gﬁ/MVﬂM(‘D) + ng/MVJTM(‘D)- (4.8)

Both Vs (w) and Virys (@) belong to 7 (T), i.e., are respectively equal to some func-
tions o7 (A) and opr (), for some A,y € RM.

A classical computation shows (see [2, Exercise 7.4.1], for instance) that the spectrum
of By lies within [1/3, 1]. In particular, the spectral radiuses of both By and Bj,;' are
bounded independently of M . Identity (4.8) shows that A = Bjsy, and we have just con-
trolled the Euclidean subordinate norms of By and Bj,': we have ||y [2,m ~ | Buy 2,1
and therefore ||Vrp (w)| z2¢r) ~ V7 (P) | L2(T), thanks to Proposition 4.5, conclud-
ing the proof of (4.5).

Let us turn to the proof of (4.6). Using (4.3), || A3} #||2,» < ||@||2,s and the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality entails that —(%| A,/ #)ar < ||@|3 5, By Pythagore’s identity, we ob-
tain (4.6), since u = @ + [u]pr 1y and ||[u]ar 1|13, = [ul};- n

Proposition 4.12. For w € C'([0, T];Ran(Ayy)), we have

1d
—(ApwOW O = 5 wOI2, -
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Proof. I v(t) :== —Aj} w(t), we have Apv(r) = —w(t) and hence Apv' (1) = —w' (1),
with still [v'(t)]ar = 0. Then we have v/(r) = —Aj}w/(r). We infer, by symmetry

of «/—AM,

—(Apfw®)|w' ) = — ()| Apv (€)M
= (V=Amv@®)|vV—AmV' )M

li(\/—AMU([N\/—AM"(I))M

2dr
1d 1d
= 3 OOIAM O = 5 WO 4y u

4.4. The discrete duality lemma

We are now all set to state and prove two discrete duality lemmas. They are counterparts
of Lemma 4.1 in a semi-discrete setting and they are to be applied to an ODE. At the same
time, they generalize Lemma 4.1 since they include an additional source term. We first
considering the case when this source term is regular (Lemma 4.13) and then the case
when it is not (Lemma 4.14). The second case amounts to consider an ODE with sev-
eral Dirac masses in the right-hand side. Being able to handle this singular setting will
be of crucial importance in order to use these results for stochastic jump processes (see
Proposition 5.3 below).

Lemma 4.13. Consider p € C([0, T]; Ri”o) so that each component is uniformly (with
respect to time and index) lower bounded by a positive constant > 0. Consider f,r €
C([0, T]; RM). There exists a unique function z € C1([0, T]; RM) solving, for some fixed
Zg € RM,

Z(t) = Amlz(t) O (@) + £ (O] +r (1),
z(0) = zy.

This function satisfies furthermore

sup ||z(t)||ile +/ UM(ZG;Ll/z)(s,x)zdsdx
]

tef0,T T

T
<lzol s+ [ EORROrds + - [ our)s.02asax

or

T
+2/0 (z(s)|r(s))=1,m ds, 4.9)

where the Hadamard product © and the square root p'/* are defined in Section 1.2.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of z are straightforward, the ODE is linear with
continuous coefficients. To get the estimate, we first notice

O]y = [r(O]m. (4.10)
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and therefore, recalling the notation Z(¢) := z(¢) — [z(¢)]m,
7)) =70+ [rOln.

Now, taking the inner product of the ODE with the vector A;}'z’(l), we get, using the
symmetry of Ajs and the fact that A;,}E(t) € Spang (137)* (see Section 4.3),

—(AMZOIZ O)m + EO)|z(1) © p(O))m = —EO|f O)m — E(O)| A F(O)m-

We use Proposition 4.12 to identify the first term of the left-hand side and get

1d
Eallf(t)llil,M + GOz O vy =—EOLf O)m — GO Ay F(1))m. (4.11)

Using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and that the entries of u (¢) are all lower bounded
by a > 0, we have the following inequality, for any vector g € RM (using the inequality
2ab < a? + b?):
~ ~ | R 1 >
(EOIml = 1Z0l2mligllz.me = SEOED © p@O)s + 5 N8 120
Using this estimate in (4.11) with g := f (¢) and the definition Z(¢) := z(¢) — [z(¢)]p>

we get

%%Hg(,)“gw + ((0)]2(0) © (O)ur

< O [=0) © RO + 5 EOFED © wi) + 517 Ol u
— GOIAF O,

Using once more the definition Z(¢) := z(t) — [z(¢)]p, We get eventually
d,
EHZ(Z)HEI,M + (z(®)|z(1) © p())m

1
= ZIf O3 + EOL ROl = 2EO1 Ay F@O)u-

Now, note on the one hand that Z(¢) L 15, for the (:|-)—1,a inner product and on the other
hand, because of (4.10),

%%[z(t)]?u = [2(O)]mlr ()]

Adding this last quantity to both sides of the estimate and integrating in time, we re-
cover (4.9), since for any vector u € RM  |u|ly p = lloa @)l 2¢1y- |

For the next lemma, we introduce 0 < tp < t; < .-+ <t < T some (fixed) jump
times and the intervals I := ]tx, tx 41 [. We fix also a function x: [0, T] — RM which is
cadlag (continuous right and limited left) and @! inside each of the intervals I; and has
jump discontinuities ax := x (fx) — x(#;7) at each #;. Note that such a function x can be
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decomposed as x = xg + x, where xg € C!([0, T]; RM) is the regular part and x ; is
the jump part, explicitly given by

m
x7(0) =Y arlizy.

k=1

Lemma 4.14. Consider p € C([0, T]; Ri”o) so that each component is uniformly (with
respect to time and index) lower bounded by a positive constant « > 0. Consider f €
C([0, T];: RM) and x a cadlag piecewise ! function just as above, vanishing at 0. There
exists a unique piecewise C' function z with values in RM solving, for some fixed
Zo € RM,

t
z(t) = zo + /0 Aplz(s) © p(s) + f(s)]ds + x(2).

This function satisfies furthermore, for any t € [0, T],

1212, 0 + /Q oar (2 © g V/2) (s, x)? ds dx

t

<ol + 5 [ om0 asdet [0 ol s

t
3 Nkl +2 3 G a1 +2 /0 (z() xR (5))-1.0r ds.  (4.12)

=<t tx <t

Remark 4.15. Note that the two last terms of the right-hand side in (4.12) are of the same
“nature” in the sense that replacing x g by x s in the integral, one formally recovers the
corresponding discrete summation.

Remark 4.16. Note also that [z(1)]3, < [1z0/13 4 + €013 4

Proof of Lemma 4.14. Given zg, x and f, the uniqueness of such a function z is straight-
forward because taking the difference of two hypothetical solutions, one gets a linear
homogeneous differential equation with continuous coefficients and 0 as initial data. For
the existence, we first note that if x; = 0, the equations rewrites (after differentiation)
as a simple linear ODE with continuous coefficients. Then, since the equation is linear,
we only need to treat the case when zo = f = xg = 0 and m = 1 for which a solution
is given explicitly by z(¢) = z11;»;,, where z; is the (unique) solution in the case when
x = f =0 and z9 = a;. Using Lemma 4.13, we claim, for 0 < k < m — 1, that the
function z satisfies

Vie L 20174 + / t / ont(z @ w'/2) (5. x)? ds dx
ty JT
t
< 21 4 + / (=) ()] ds

Ix

+ é/tk/TGM(f)(s,x)2 ds dx +2/tk(2(s)|x/R(s))_l’M ds.
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In particular, if kK > 1, we have at t = 7,

35
120210 + / /T ont (2 © /)5, x)? ds dx
Tg—1

73

< llz(-0)121 p +/

tg—1

(25 B e () s + / /T oa (f)(s.%)% ds dx

175
+ 2/ (z(8)]xR(s))=1,pm ds.

k—1

Adding all these estimates down to k = 1, we recover

t
Vi € I, ||z(t)||2_1’M+/ /UM(ZQMI/Z)(S,X)zdex
o Jr

k

< lzol2yar + D (UzE)IZ 1 ar = 1@ 4) +f [2(5)T3s [ (9)]nr ds

j=1 0

1 [t , . /
+Ef0 /Trw(f)(s,x) dsdx+2/0 (2(5)|x o (5))—1.1 ds.

At this point, it is important to note that the jumps of z are exactly the ones of x, so that

2(t) = aj + 2(t7). Thus, 2112, 5 — 122, 4 = 2 a)—1a + las 12,
and the proof is over. ]

5. Quantitative estimates and proof of Theorem 2.3

For a function f defined on [0, T] x T, recalling definition (2.6) of the discretized
torus Tyz, we denote by f:[0, T] — RM the function whose value at time ¢ is the list of
values of f at the points x; € Ty, for 1 < k < M. We have then the following proposi-
tion.

Proposition 5.1. Let u, v be two elements of L>(0, T; H3(T)), solution of system (1.1).
We have

daM™ (1) = Ap[dia™ (t) + anpa™ (1) © P ()] + rM (1),
3 0M(t) = Ap[di o™ (1) + azn 9™ () © aM (1)) + sM (1),
where the error terms ¥  sM: 0,7) - RM satisfy

Ulr™llso)ar and (Is™ o)y —> 0 in L'(0,T). (5.1)
M—4o0

Proof. For a smooth function f defined on T, we have, by Taylor expansion, for any

h 0,

wf +tnf—2f

= = f"+0(h* ash—O0.
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A short computation shows that the operator h™2 (t, + t—p — 21Id) coincides with D_; Dy,
where Dy, is the difference quotient operator defined in Appendix A.2. In particular, using
Proposition A.4, we infer the following weakened equality if f is only assumed to belong
to H3(T):

wf +Tnf -2f
h2
where the topology is still uniform but the rate of convergence is not a priori controlled.
Still thanks to Proposition A.4, in the previous equality f can be replaced by the product
of any pair of H3(T) functions. In particular here, using this remark on u, v and uv,
we infer

= f"+0(l) ash—0,

0u = M2(T1/M + _yym —2Id)[d1u + apuv] + M
;v = MZ(II/M + 7_1ym — 21d)[drv + az1uv] + sM,
where the error terms satisfy
(rar)pr and (sp)p | — 0 in L'(0.T: L>(T)),
from which one deduces directly (5.1). ]

On the other hand, we recall (see (3.1)) that our stochastic process satisfies
UMY ) = UV o)+ [ C A (UMY () +anUMY (5) © VI () ds
+ MMV (1),
VMN 1y = vMN (o) + /0 t Ap (dyVMEN () + an, UMY (5) © VMV (5)) ds
+ NN (@),

where MMV s square integrable martingale whose quadratic variation is given by (3.2)
and N MV satisfies similar properties. By symmetry, we can focus on the first species
UM-N_ For compactness of notation, we introduce a new Poisson random measure N
and its associated Poisson point process {(7%, Yz) : k > 1} on R4 x Ejy. It consists in
collecting the Poisson random measures A/ on the different sites, and the intensity of the
new Poisson point process is ds ® vy (dy), where Epy = Ry x {—1,1} x{1,..., M},
vy (dp,dO, di) = dp ® B(dF) ® npr(di), and nys(di) = lejsM d; is the counting
measure on the sites {1, ..., M }. The martingale MM can now be written as

t
MMN@) =" HOMN (1) VN (T, Yo lis, — [ UMM (5), VN (5)) ds,
k>1 0
where H yields the jumps and ¢ the compensation
€i+o — €
N 9
¢(u,v) = Apy(diu + ajpu O v). 5.2)

H(uv v, p, 0, l) = 1p§2M2Nu,'(d1+a12Ui)
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Denoting

Z"N@y =aM @) - UuMN@), XxMN@) = /Z rM(s)ds — MMV (1),
0

we have yet another system satisfied by these quantities

zZMN @) = ZMN(0) + / CAM(ZMN (5) 0 AMN (5) 4 FM () ds + XMV (1),
0

where
AMN (1) = dily + an VN (1), (5.3)
WMN @y = M (1) — vMN (1), (5.4)
FMN @)y = apa™ o wHN(1). (5.5)

Let us provide a useful estimate, which allows us to control the martingale terms.

Lemma 5.2. Forany T > 0,

E( sup ||J“MN(1)||21M+ SUP ||e/VMN(f)||21M)
t€[0,T] [
2

M? 2 2 M
< M7 S MN M=y MmN T2
Sy Il l7,m + N ||| ll7.a + N

Proof. Without loss of generality we can focus on M M.N' The Doob inequality for square
integrable martingales (see [23, Chapter 1.6, Corollary 6.2]) ensures

E( sup 2 MY D13 47) S EUMYNYNT)]a).

t€lo,

Owing to (4.6), it is sufficient to bound the right-hand side of the previous inequality. For
this purpose, we use (3.3) and get

E(({MMN)(T)]n) = ZE( )2(T))
< LM_Z E UM,N UM’N 2 VM’N 2)4
< (ll O+ Gz + 1 ($)12) ds.
M N J
Moreover, ||[UM-N (s)||; = UMY (0)||; almost surely, and we recall that

UMN @y =aM@)—ZMN (@) and VMN@)=M@) - WMV ()

for any s > 0. Adding that boundedness assumption on the solution of the SKT system
and (2.7) (which guarantees (3.4)) ensure that
M? N M? M2 M2 M?
1IN Ol + - | o @) + o @) = TO().
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Finally, we obtain

T 2
EQA)N D) 5 57 [ BAZY 01 + DN 0 ds + T2

2

M
S~ | Em(ZMN)(s.x)? + o (WHN)(s.0)) ds dx
N Jor
M2
T_»
+ N
where we recall that ||u]|3 = M ||u||§ = M| opm(u) ||L2([0 o . It ends the proof recalling
definition (5.6). [

We can now apply the discrete duality lemma obtained in the previous section to
control the gap Z ™V This is the core of the next result and yields Theorem 2.3. Given
a process Z:Q x [0, T] — RM defined on a probability space (Q, ¥, P), we consider

the discrete analog of the norm ||| - ||| introduced in (1.2), that is,
2 1/2
1Zllrae = ( 36 EAZOI, p0) + Elow () l2co,) (5.6)
tel0,T

Proposition 5.3. Let u, v be a bounded L*(0, T; H3(T)) non-negative solution of sys-
tem (1.1) satisfying (2.4). There exist constants C,D > 0 depending only on the diffu-
sion parameters and ||[u|Loo(0 ) ||V|Loo(0,) such that for any (M, N) € N? satisfying
N > M?2D, there holds

2 2 M?
1Z N 117,00 + WX 11700 < C(E(AT.MN () + T2 + 81 ).

where ||| - ||| a7 is defined by (5.6), (5p)m — 0 and

Armn (0) = | ZMN )2,y + TIZMY 013 [AM Y (0)]n
+ WMV )12, 4 + TN O TN Ol (57

M and sM intro-

Remark 5.4. The sequence §ys is directly linked to the error terms r
duced in Proposition 5.1. From the proof of this very proposition, it is therefore clear that
assuming more regularity for u, v, one can give an explicit rate of convergence for §ys.

For instance, if u, v is assumed to be L2(0, T; C*(T)), one could take 83y = O(1/M?).
Proof of Proposition 5.3. We apply Lemma 4.14 with z :== ZM-N and x = xg + x; :=
XMN and f := FM-N and p := AM-Y recalling definitions (5.3)—(5.5). More explicitly,
recalling (5.2), we have here

xg(t) = /0 t ™M (s)ds + /0 t p(UMN (5), VM (5)) ds,

xy(t) ==Y HUY"NT). V™V (). Y)lisr, .
k>1
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where we recall that {(Tk, Y) : kK > 0} is a Poisson point process on R4 x Eps with
intensity ds ® vas(dy). Besides, using that 1 > [AM-Y (1)]3r and t — [ZM-N (1)]py are
constant functions, we observe

t
J el s = TIZYY O (A O
We obtain from Lemma 4.14 that forany ¢t < T,

1ZM (012, 00 + [ on (ZMN & (AMNYY2) (s, x)? ds d

oy

1
<12V Oy + /Q ont (FMN ) (s, ) ds dx +T[Z N ()2, [AMY (0)]r
t

t
12 / (ZMN ()1 M (5)_1ag ds + RMN (1), 5.8
0

where RMN (1) is given by
RMN (@) = 3 N HOMN (1) VN0 Y2
Ty <t
=2 Y @ZMNTOIHOMN (T, VN T, ) -1m

Ty <t

12 / (ZMN ()| UM (5), VI (5)))_1 ag ds. (5.9)
0

Some cancellations will happen for the error term RV (¢) when taking the expecta-
tion, thanks to the martingale structure. For the moment, we keep it as it is and focus on
the other terms. Besides, recalling (4.6), we have |[u||—1,3 < ||z, < ||u|lco and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality entails for any s > 0,

2" )M )1 = 122V )=l (5) oo

AMN

We plug this estimate in (5.8). We also use that > d; and that

los (FMN) (s, x)| < arzllullpoocorylom (WMN) (s, x)|,

as #M takes the values of u in the grid. We obtain

1ZMN )] 0y + d / ont (Z MV ) (s, )2 ds d

t

< |ZMN ()12 5 + TIZMN (O)]3, AN (0)]m

2
+(6112||”||dL ©n) / o (WMN) (s, x)* ds dx
1 Qs

t
42 / 1ZMN ()1 [ (5) oo ds + RN (1),
0
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As the roles of ZM-N and WMV are symmetric in the previous inequality, we have
a similar estimate for W M-V Thus, by setting

TMN () = dy + an UMV (1),
and defining M-V (¢) as RM-V (¢) (exchanging UMY and VM-V and replacing Z -V

by WM-N in (5.9)), we get

IWMN @2, 0+ do / ont (WM ) (5, x)2 ds dx

1

< WX )2,y + TV O3 [T )]

2
+(a21||v||L ©n) / oa (ZMN) (s, x)2 ds dx
d» (o}

t
2 [N ) 5w s+ 52V 1)
0
Plugging now this inequality in the estimate for Z M-V gives us

1ZMN O o + / on (ZMN ) (s, x)? ds dx

t

(arzllullLeoo))?
A 0
i ) AT (©)

1 o0 oo 2
+ _<a12a21”u”L (QT)”UHL (QT)) / UM(ZM’N)(S,X)Z ds dx
dq d> ,

5(1+

a U||lLoo 2 !
+( 12tz (0 1)) (2/ ||WMsN(s)||_1,M||sM(S)||oods+SM’N(t))
dldz 0

t
+ 2/ 1ZMN @) -1 M () oo ds + RMN (1),
0

By using our bound (2.4) on ||u||Lco(0,)l|v]lLoo(0), We can absorb the term of the third
line in the left-hand side of the inequality. Thus, letting < to depend on these (determin-
istic and fixed) parameters, this yields

1ZMN @2, 4y + dy / on (ZMN ) (s, x)? ds dx

Q¢

S Arun () + RN (1) + SMN ()
12 O ) s
+ [0 W 1 5 5) oo . (5.10)
where A7 ap,n,(0) is defined in (5.7). As before, the right-hand side of (5.10) is invariant

under exchanging Z N and W M-N 5o that the same estimate holds for W M- in the left-
hand side (with d; instead of d;). We will now sum both inequalities and take expectation.
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For the sake of clarity, we therefore introduce
Y (@) = E(ZMN )12, 40) + EAW N @)1 40
0(r) == E(/ oM(ZM’N)Z) +IE([ oM(WM’N)2>,
oy

t

and we thus infer
Y (1) + 0() S E(A7m N (0) + ERMY (1) + MV (1))

t
4 / E(IZMN () 1.00) 17 (5) oo
0

+ /0 CEQWMY ()-1.a0) [ ($)]oo 05 (5.11)
Now, on the one hand, thanks to the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we have
E(IZYN$)l-1.m) = EBUZMN ($)121 000",
and a similar majoration replacing Z ¥ by WMV 5o that
E(IZYMN (5) | -1.00) + EQW M () |100) < 9 ()!2,

On the other hand, going back to definition (5.9) of RMN one checks that the two last
terms on the right-hand side form a martingale starting from 0. Then taking expectation
in (5.9), the two last terms disappear and we recover

BN () = B( 3 IHEMN 00, VN T 0P )

Ty <t

= E(lM™N @)]12 40).

where the last identity can be directly obtained from the semimartingale decomposition
of || MMV (1) ||21 e (as for the classical proof with canonical Euclidean inner product).
The same bound applying for SM™-¥ (¢) only replacing the martingale M M.N by N M.N
All in all, we infer from (5.11) the following estimate for any ¢ < T:

Y (1) +0(t) < Co+ /0 () 2™ ($)lloo + Is™ (5)]loo) ds,
where

Co = E(A7,m,n(0)) + sup ]E(IleMMN(l)Ilzl M)+ S[up E(INMND12 4p)- (5.12)

tel0,T

Using the non-linear Gronwall Lemma A.1, we infer

T 2
sup (w>+e<r)>sco+( [0 (||rM(s>||oo+||sM(s>||oo>ds) LGy

t€[0,T]



V. Bansaye, A. Moussa, F. Muifioz-Hernandez 3924

Since (||r™||00)ar and (||s™ || oo)as both converge to 0in L1 (0, T') (see (5.1)), the squared
integral in the third line is a sequence (§p7)pr — 0. We are left with controlling the two
martingale terms that appear in definition (5.12) of Cy. This is achieved by Lemma 5.2
and (5.13) finally yields

M,N |2 M,N 2
WZ™ e + W e
2

M M? 2 2
S E(Armn(0) + TT +dm + TH”ZM’NMT,M + |||WM’N|||T,M]-

The previous inequality can be rewritten replacing < by < D/2 for some D > 2. If indeed
N > M?D, then 1 — (DM?)/(2N) > 1/2 and the terms in the last line can be absorbed
in the left-hand side. u

Now we can prove the remaining main result.
Proof of Theorem 2.3. We have
¢MN = g (UMN) —u = g UM —aM) g @) —u
= wm (ZMN) + i () —u,

where the interpolation operator tjs is the one used in Lemma 4.6. Using the triangular
inequality, we infer

sup E(IEMN (01321 ) + EAE Y 122,,)

t€[0,T]
< sup E(lmm (Z"N)ON3-1¢py) + B (ZN)1220,)
t€l0,T]
+ sup ) =l qy + @) = ullfs g,y (5.14)
t€[0,T]

Now, using Proposition 4.5 we have that || (ZM’N)||L2(QT) < |lom (ZM’N)||L2(QT),
and using equivalence (4.5) of Proposition 4.11, we get for all ¢ € [0, T']

||7TM(ZM’N)(f)||H—1(T) SNZMN (@) |—1m + M_1||ﬂM(ZM’N(f))||L2(T)
SIZM™N @) c1m + Mo (ZMN @)l 2 ry.-

Then the expectation terms in the right-hand side of (5.14) satisfy the following bound for
M >1

2
s[upT]E(||nM(ZM’N)(t)||i,_1(T)) +E(lma (ZMM) 720, ST NZY N7 a0,
telo,

where ||| - [l| 7,5 is defined in (5.6). Using Proposition 5.3, we infer

S[upT] E(””M (ZM’N)(t)Hil—l(T)) + E(””M(ZM’N)”iz(QT))
t€lo,

M2
S E(Ar,m,n(0) + TW +dum,
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where (8p7)yr — 0. Recalling definition (5.7) of A7 a5 (0), we use [ZM’N(O)]%M <
| ZM-N (0)||%, 5, and that [AMN (0)]pr = di + ar2[VMN (0)]a is uniformly bounded
almost surely thanks to (2.7) (with similar estimates for the second species) to infer

sup ]E(unM(ZM’”)(rnﬁﬂ ) T EUmm (ZMM)12 4,
tel0,T

M2
S E(llmm (ZM ) O -1 ) + Emas (WO 7 ) + 5 + 8-

Of course, we can replace Z N (0) by ¢V (0) but with an extra cost of ||tar (o) —
Uo ||§{,1 T) that we somehow already had looking at the right-hand side of (5.14). For this,
we invoke Lemma 4.6 which allows us to write

(Sobyy 1 0 = ul-r ey + Near ) =1lz2g,y = Ml oon 20, r12m:

what can be added to the sequence (§37)pr going to 0. Proceeding similarly to get the
control on WM-N and gathering all the terms leads to the conclusion. ]

Appendix A. Functional spaces, norms and estimates

A.l. Non-linear Gronwall lemma

Lemma A.1. Assume 0 < v, 0 € CO(R ) satisfy, for some constant Cy > 0and 0 < ¢ €
Lige(R+),

W(t) +6(t) < Co + 2 /0 c(5)9 ()12 ds.

Then there holds

t 2
v(t) +6@) < (C(}/2+f c(s)ds) )
0

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume Cy > 0 (or replace it by Co + ¢ and let
& — 0). In that case, the function

a(t) := Co + 2/l c(s)y(s)/?ds
0

satisfies
d'(t) = 2c()y ()2 < 2¢(t)a(r)/?

which integrates as

t
a(l)l/z—Col/sz c(s)ds,
0

since a(t) > a(0) = Cy > 0. The conclusion follows using ¥ () + 6(¢) < a(t). |
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A.2. Difference quotient and Sobolev spaces

For a real number & # 0, we consider the difference quotient operator
Dj: LN(T) > LX(T), [ #

We recall the following standard result for Sobolev spaces.

Proposition A.2. For f € H'(T), one has forany h # 0, |Dy fll2 < || f'|l2. In partic-
ular, Dy f)p — f'in L*(T), as h — 0.

The estimate is (for instance) proven in [7, Proposition 9.3] and the convergence is
obtained by a straightforward density argument. From the previous result, we recover the
following one.

Proposition A.3. For f € H*(T), we have (D_;Dy, )i, — f” in L>(T) as h — 0.

Proof. We use Proposition A.2 for both functions f and f”, writing D_;Dy, f — f” =
D_;,(Dyf — f') + (D_p f' — f"), and the conclusion follows since the family of oper-
ators (Dp) -0 is uniformly bounded from H!(T) to L?(T). n

With the previous, one gets eventually the following result.

Proposition A.4. For f.g € H3(T), we have (D_;,Dy, f), — f" in L>(T) as well as
(D_4Dy f2)n — (fg)" in L=(T), as h — 0.

Proof. For the first convergence, one just note that differentiation commutes with dif-
ference quotients, so that from Proposition A.3 one directly infers (D_;Dy, f)p — f”
in H(T) < C°(T) and the uniform limit follows. For the product, we simply use that
H?3(T) is an algebra (see, e.g., [1, Theorem 4.39] for a proof). [

A.3. Discrete—continuous dictionary

Discrete Continuous
Ap A

- llp.ne I L em
Cl)m C1)r2emy

I ll-1,00 I~ la-1(m)
I-Wzae M-z

[1n [T
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