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Abstract We study the dynamics of a spin-flip model with a mean field interaction. The
system is non reversible, spacially inhomogeneous, and it is designed to model social inter-
actions. We obtain the limiting behavior of the empirical averages in the limit of infinitely
many interacting individuals, and show that phase transition occurs. Then, after having ob-
tained the dynamics of normal fluctuations around this limit, we analyze long time fluctua-
tions for critical values of the parameters. We show that random inhomogeneities produce
critical fluctuations at a shorter time scale compared to the homogeneous system.
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1 Introduction

The mathematical description of complex social systems has been largely inspired by mod-
eling of physical systems, in particular by Statistical Physics (see e.g. [21, 25]). Social in-
teractions have, however, their own peculiar features.

e In many applications, the same information is potentially available to all individuals; thus
geometrical constraints in the interaction are not justified. Unlike in physical systems,
interactions of mean field type may provide accurate descriptions of real behaviors.
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o In physical systems, interactions are often coded in an energy function, the Hamiltonian;
the associated Gibbs distributions describe the equilibrium behavior of the system in the
thermodynamic limit. When a stochastic dynamic model is desirable, for instance for
particles in a heat bath, “natural” dynamics are obtained by adding stochastic perturba-
tions to the Hamiltonian dynamics, preserving the reversibility with respect to the Gibbs
distribution. In social systems, interactions may be more naturally given in a dynamic
framework. For instance, at each time step an agent in a market changes his own “state”
(e.g. the amount of money invested in a specific item) to maximize his own utility, that
depends on the global state of the business network he belongs to, and on some random-
ness. The associated stochastic evolutions are not necessarily reversible with respect to
their equilibrium distribution.

The mean field assumption could be inappropriate in many context, where individuals tend
to conform their choices to those of a small number of appropriately defined neighbors.
These situations are better described by models with local interactions, such as the Voter
Model (see [20]); for applications of this model to social science see e.g. [16, 17], where
the graph of the interactions is regular, and [24, 26] for the case of interactions in an het-
erogeneous graph. There are however many situations where the mean field assumption is
reasonable. This is the case, for example, when one models the economic behavior of agents
sharing the same information (see e.g. [3-5]). More recent developments along these lines
are found in [2, 10, 11, 15]. In these models each agent aims at optimizing an utility func-
tion, whose dependence on the states of other agents is invariant under permutation (i.e.
mean field). Moreover, agents update their state sequentially; in other words, simultaneous
updating is not allowed. As observed in [8], the purpose in this approach “is not to model
strategic interactions but collective behavior of non-strategic nature”. When simultaneous
updating is allowed, non-cooperative behavior of agents needs to be considered; a dynamic
game-theoretic framework in the context of mean field interaction has been recently devel-
oped in [19], while applications to economics are considered in [18].

A typical feature of dynamic mean field models is that they exhibit phase transition: in
the limit of infinitely many individuals, different initial conditions may be attracted to dif-
ferent equilibria. In a social setting, different equilibria may correspond to different degrees
of polarization of opinions, better or worse financial state in a network of interacting agents
and so on. The model we study in this paper, that generalizes the one introduced in [10],
should be seen as a prototype model for social systems having the following features.

1. The dynamics concern the states of a large number, N, of interacting individuals.

2. Let w; be the state of the i-th individual. Other individuals perceive this state subject to
a random perturbation. We denote by o; the perceived state.

3. Each individual changes his state by “adapting” to the perceived state of all the others.
In other words, also considering the mean field assumption, the rate at which w; changes
depends on the empirical mean of the o;’s, i.e. m%, =1/N Z;V:I oj, the mean of the
perceived states of all individuals.

In [10] we consider a system comprised by N identical individuals. The evolution is char-
acterized by two parameters 8 and y, where 8 determines the randomness in the perception
process, while y determines the randomness in the process of adaptation to the mean of other
individuals. It is a parameter that expresses a measure of the disutility of non-conformance.
When y > 0 individuals tend to conform their behavior to the mean behavior of all the oth-
ers; conversely, when y < 0, there is an incentive to non-conformity. We take into account
only positive y, since, as shown in [4] and in [5], the results are more interesting both from
the social and technical point of view than in the other case.

@ Springer



822 F. Collet et al.

For simplicity, we consider a binary decision problem for individual agents, so both w;
and o; are assumed to take values +1, and we call them spins. The main results in [10]
concern the limiting dynamics as N — 400, and normal fluctuations about this limit. In
particular we show that the parameter space is divided into two main regions, the subcritical
and the supercritical ones, corresponding respectively to a minor or a major incentive to con-
form. For all values of the parameters, a “neutral” equilibrium solution exists, and, roughly
speaking, it corresponds to equal proportion of individuals with state 4+1 and —1. In the
supercritical region, however, other equilibria appear, with a strict majority of individuals in
one of the two states, as effect of a stronger attitude to conformism.

In this paper we weaken the homogeneity assumption of identical individuals; here in-
dividuals are divided into reference groups. The belonging to a given group is coded in a
parameter, that we assume random but constant in time. By adopting the terminology used
in Statistical Mechanics of disordered systems, we will refer to the set of these parameters as
random field. Depending on the particular application, the random field may describe affil-
iation of individuals to different social classes, ethnic or religious groups, geographic areas
and so on. In a financial setting, one can model firms of different dimension, or acting in
different markets.

Our aim is twofold. On one hand, following the same approach used in [10] to study
the limiting dynamics as N — +o00, we show that the phase diagram of the model is more
complex than the one of the homogeneous case.

On the other we obtain a scaling limit of the dynamics of fluctuations for critical values
of the parameters, i.e. in the boundary between the subcritical and the supercritical region.

We consider the case of two groups, i.e. a £1-valued random field. This greatly simplifies
the analysis of critical fluctuations, since it allows the reduction to a low dimensional order
parameter. General random fields would require the spectral analysis of operators that, by
the non reversibility of the system, are not self-adjoint. This difficulty is innocuous when
reduction to low dimension is possible.

To illustrate our main results, we need to introduce some notations. For times ¢ > 0, let
0;(t), w;(t) € {—1, +1} be the values of the spins at time ¢, which evolve as a continuous-
time Markov chain. Moreover, let ; € {—1, +1} be the group of the i-th individual. Denote
by

N
1
pn () = v E 803 (1), 1),m)
i=1

the empirical measure at time ¢. In the model we introduce in Sect. 2, py (t) evolves itself as
a Markov process (this fact could be indeed taken as definition of mean field dynamics). py
is a probability on {—1, +1}?, so it lives on a linear manifold of dimension 7. As we shall
see, many explicit computations are made possible by this low dimensionality, that would
be lost in more general cases, for instance when 7; could take infinitely many values. As
N — 400, py(t) converges in probability to a deterministic flow p(#), which is a solution
of an ordinary differential equation (ODE). This result corresponds to a law of large numbers
and it allows us to describe the macroscopic evolution of the system, which is deterministic.
We provide the full phase diagram of the stationary solutions of this ODE, in terms of the
parameters of the model.

Since in real systems N is large but finite, it is relevant to obtain first order (Normal)
corrections to the N — +oo limiting dynamics. So, we show that the fluctuation process

VNlpn () — p(1)]
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converges in law to a Gaussian process (Central Limit Theorem), whose covariance is de-
termined explicitly. Gaussian approximations of empirical mean are widely used in applica-
tions. For example, in the financial context of credit risk analysis (see e.g. [10, 11, 16, 17]),
states are indicators of the financial health of a firm; Gaussian approximations allow to com-
pute quantiles of the excess losses suffered by a financial institution holding a large portfo-
lio with positions issued by the firms. Moreover, whenever parameters have to be estimated
from data, the Central Limit Theorem yields asymptotic normality of estimators, which is
in practice a very desirable property.

In the subcritical region, where only a “neutral” equilibrium exists, it can be shown that
the estimates of Normal fluctuations are uniform in time. When the parameters approach
the critical values, these estimates loose their accuracy and we need a different scaling to
describe better their behavior. In fact, for critical values of the parameters, it is expected that
long time fluctuations are such that a space-time scaling of the form

N [pn(N“t) — P, (€]

where p :=1lim,_, 1 p(?), has a nontrivial limit in law. Although many homogeneous and
reversible models are well understood in this respect, this paper provides, to our knowledge,
the first example of study of critical fluctuations for a non reversible, inhomogeneous model.
We show that, in the homogeneous case (n; = 0), the “standard” o = 1/2 scaling holds
true, and (1) converges to a cubic diffusion. When instead the »;’s are i.i.d. and nonzero,
the space fluctuations of the field destroy the above picture: critical fluctuations appear at
a much shorter time o = 1/4, and are driven by the normal fluctuations of the field. In
some sense, this is a dynamic analog of the result in [1] for the fluctuation of the Curie-
Weiss model at critical temperature. We remark that the dynamics of critical fluctuations
are known to exhibit universality features (see [12]). Our result shows that the presence
of inhomogeneities may lead to a new universality class (see [6] for more results on this
subject).

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we define the class of models we study;
Sect. 3 contains the results concerning the limiting dynamics, phase diagram and normal
fluctuations; Sect. 4 is devoted to critical fluctuations; conclusions, proofs of all results are
finally given in Sect. 6.

2 The Model
2.1 Description of the Model

Let § ={-1,+1} and n = (’7./')?/:1 € 8" be a sequence of independent, identically distrib-
uted, symmetric, Bernoulli random variables defined on some probability space (2, F, P),
thatis P(n; =—1) = P(n; =+1) =1/2, for any j. We indicate by p their common law.

Given a configuration (o, w) = (0j,® j)?’: L €4 2N and a realization of the random
medium 7, we construct a 2N -spin system evolving as a continuous-time Markov chain
on 42V, with infinitesimal generator Ly acting on functions f : 42" — R as follows:

N N
Lyfl@.o) =Y e v fla,w)+ Y e 7 mHIve f(o, w), ©)

j=1 j=1
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where V7 (g, @) = f(o/, @) — f(g,w) and V f (g, ®) = f(a,w’) — f(g, ®). The k-th
component of g/, which has the meaning of a o -spin flip at site j, is

ol O for k # j
% = —O% fork:j

and the w-spin flip at site j is defined similarly. The parameters 8, y and h are positive.

The quantities e#77%i and e~/ ™N+1)) represent the jump rates of the spins, the rates
at which the transitions 0; —> —o; and @; —> —w; occur respectively for some j. The
rates e ~#?i®/ describe how states are perceived: for 8 = 0 perceived states are completely
random, while alignment to the real states improves as 8 grows. The rates e 7%/ ™y +47)) are
comprised by two factors: e 7/ my incentivizes alignment with the average perceived state
of the community (conformisn), while the factor e~"®i"i models different attitudes within
different reference groups.

The expression (2) describes a system of mean field coupled pairs of spins, each with
its own random environment. It is subject to an inhomogeneous interaction (of intensity /)
parametrized by the components ;. With the expression mean field we mean that the sites
interact all each other in the same way and this assumption allows us to suppose that the
interaction depends on the value of the magnetization

1 N
my(0) =~ > o).
j=1

The initial condition (o (0), @(0)) is assumed to have product distribution A®Y, where A is
a probability measure on 2.

The quantity (o;(t), w;(t)) represents the time evolution on [0, T'], T fixed, of the j-th
pair of spin values; it is the trajectory of the single j-th pair of spin values in time. The
space of all these paths is (D[0, T1)?, where D[0, T] is the space of the right-continuous,
piecewise-constant functions from [0, 7] to 4§, endowed with the Skorohod topology, which
provides a metric and a Borel o -field (as we can see in [14]).

3 Approach and Main Results
3.1 Deterministic Limit: Law of Large Numbers

The operator Ly given in (2) defines an irreducible, finite-state Markov chain. It follows
that the process admits a unique stationary distribution vy, but it can be proved that our
model is non reversible (see the analogous proof for the homogeneous model in [10]). This
fact implies that an explicit formula for the stationary distribution vy and its N — +oo
asymptotics is not available. So, we follow a dynamic approach. This means that first, we
derive the dynamics of the process (2), in the limit as N —> +o00, in a fixed time interval
[0, T and later, we study the large time behavior of the limiting dynamics.

So, let (o;[0, T1, w,[O0, T])?’:l € (D[0, TN denote a path of the system in the time
interval [0, T'], with T positive and fixed. If f(o;[0, T, w;[0, T]) is a function of the tra-
jectory of a single pair of spins, we are interested in the asymptotic behavior of empirical
averages of the form

N
Z f(0;10,T1, @;[0, T]) =: /fde,
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where {py}n>1 1s the sequence of empirical measures

N

1
PN = ZS(Uj[o,T].wj[o,T],nj)-
=1

We may think of py as a random element of M, ((D[0, T])> x 8), the space of probability
measures on (D[0, T])?> x 8 endowed with the weak convergence topology.

First, we want to determine the weak limit of py in M, ((D[0, T1)?> x ), when N
grows to infinity, i.e. for f € C, we look for limy_, ;o f fdpn. It corresponds to a
law of large numbers, where the limit is a deterministic measure. Being an element of
M ((D[O, T])? x 8), such a limit can be viewed as a stochastic process, which represents
the dynamics of the system in the infinite volume limit.

The result we actually present is a large deviation principle, which is much stronger than
a law of large numbers. We start with some preliminary notions letting, in what follows,
W € M, ((D[0, T1)?) denote the law of the 42-valued process (o (¢), @ (t));cjo,7}, Such that
the initial condition (o (0), @ (0)) has distribution A and both o (-) and w(-) change sign with
constant rate equal to 1. By W® we mean the product of N copies of W, which repre-
sents the law of the 2N-spin system in absence of interaction. Moreover, we shall denote
by P,% the law of the process (o ([0, T']), @([0, T'])) = (o (?), @(t))ef0, 7], With infinitesimal
generator (2) and initial distribution A®V, for a given 7.

For Q € M, ((D[0, T1)? x 4), let

[dQlog d(;{ém if Q « W ® u and log d(fv%m eLY(0),

H(QIW ® ) ;:{

+00 otherwise,

denote the relative entropy between Q and W ® p. Moreover, IT,Q denotes the marginal
law of Q at time ¢, and

m{'-ItQ = /53 oll,Q(do,dw, dn).

For a given path (o ([0, T]), w([0, T])) € (P[0, T])?, let N7 (resp. N) be the process
counting the jumps of o (+) (resp. w(+)). Define

T T
F(Q) ;=/[/ (1—e*ﬂ”<f>w<f))dt+5/ oo )dN]
0 0

T T
+/ (1— e—yw(:)(m"n,Q+hn>)dt + y/ w(t)(m‘}[,Q + hn)d/\/;’]dQ, 3)
0 0
whenever
/(N}’ +N7P)dQ < +o0,
and F(Q) = 0 otherwise. Finally, let
1(Q):=H(QIW®u) — F(Q).

We remark that, if (N + NP)dQ = +oo, then H(Q|W ® ) = +00 (see Lemma 5.4 in
[10]) and thus also 1 (Q) = +o0.
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826 F. Collet et al.

Proposition 3.1 The distributions of py obey a large deviation principle (LDP) with rate
function 1 (-) (see e.g. [13] for the definition and fundamental facts on LDP).

The key step to derive a law of large numbers from Proposition 3.1 is given in the fol-
lowing result.

Proposition 3.2 The equation 1(Q) =0 has a unique solution Q,, € M((D[0, T])> x §)
which admits the decomposition 0.(do[0,T],dwl0,T],dn) =
Q1(do[0, T],dw[0, TDu(dn). Moreover, the marginals q; =T1,Q} € M,(8%) are weak
solutions of the nonlinear McKean-Vlasov equation

W= f1g! (1€[0,T1, ned)

; , “
qp = A
where, for all the triples (o, w, n) € 83, the operator L acts as follows:
L7/ (0, @) = V°[e 77/ (0, )] + V[ 7" g] (o, w)], ®)

and q, is defined by

q:(o, w)=/qt"(a, w)u(dn).
P

From Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, it is easy to derive the following strong law of large
numbers.

Theorem 3.3 Let O, € M ((D[0, T1)?> x 8) be the probability given in Proposition 3.2.
Then

pN —> Q. almost surely

in the weak topology.

Remark 3.4 The result in Theorem 3.3 shows the convergence of the sequence of the
empirical measures. The qualitative and quantitative analysis of its limit will be treated
in the next section. It is worth to point out here a consequence of Theorem 3.3. Let
i1,i2,...,i, be fixed indexes in {1, 2, ..., N}. Then, the joint law of the random variables
(03,10, T], w;; [0, TT, n,-j);f‘:l converges weakly to Q®". This can be shown along the same
lines of Theorem 3 in [7], and it is known as propagation of chaos property: in the limit as
N — 400, the joint law of the state evolutions of given individuals is a product measure;
moreover, single individuals evolve their state according to the law Q..

The proofs of Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 and of Theorem 3.3 are based on large deviations
techniques applied to mean field models, first introduced in [9] and then generalized in
[10] for non reversible mean field models. They present various technical difficulties due
to the unboundedness and non continuity of F, which are related to the non reversibility of
the model. They are not given here, because they are analogous to the same results in the
homogeneous case (see Proposition 3.1, Proposition 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 in [10]).
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3.2 Equilibria of the Limiting Dynamics: Phase Transition

Equation (4) describes the behavior of the system governed by generator (2) in the infinite
volume limit, i.e. of infinitely many individuals. We are interested in the detection of the
t-stationary solution(s) of this equation and in the study of its (their) stability properties. We
recall that, to be ¢-stationary solution(s) for (4) it has to be satisfied the equation £7¢g"” =0,
for every 1.

First of all, we proceed to reformulate the “original” McKean-Vlasov equation (4) in

wn mgt“’” defined as follows:

terms of mg,, m? ., m®, m°®, m°", mg,

qe’ g T qr qr

m] :=% > n4l(o.w), ©)

o,wes ned

m? ::% Z Zoq,”(o,a)) m7" ::% Z Zonq,"(o,a)), @)

o,wes nes o,wes nes
. 1 on 1
myi=2 3 Y oql @) m"=2 3% wng.0), ®)
o,wes ned o,wed nes
ow 1 ow 1
mi® =23 Y owql(@.w) m{" =233 cwng o), ©
o,wes nes o,wed nes

where g has the meaning explained in Proposition 3.2 and we have written m; instead
of m,, . We introduce these expectations, because the probability measure g, on § 3 is com-
pletely determined by them.

The quantities defined above, or simple functions of them, have natural interpretations in

the social setting. For a given time ¢, m{ (resp. m{’) clearly represents the averaged perceived
(resp. real) state. Then, H’;’ is the probability that the perceived state (o) of an individual
is equal to its real state (w). Also, m? & m;”" is the average state within the reference group

associated to n = %1. Similar interpretations can be given for the other quantities in (6)—(9).

Lemma 3.5 Equations (4) can be rewritten in the following form:
m; =0
m; = —2m; cosh(B) + 2m{ sinh(B)
my = —2my cosh(yh) cosh(ym]) — 2m;" sinh(y h) sinh(ymy)
+ 2 cosh(yh) sinh(ym])
m{® = 2m{ cosh(yh) sinh(ym{) — 2m7* [cosh(B) + cosh(y h) cosh(ym{)]
+2m; " sinh(yh) cosh(ym?) — 2m;“" sinh(y h) sinh(ym?) + 2sinh(B) (10)
my" = —2m]" cosh(B) +2m;" sinh(B)
" = —2m? sinh(y h) sinh(ym?) — 2m;”" cosh(y h) cosh(ym?)
+ 2 sinh(y k) cosh(ymy)

@ Springer



828 F. Collet et al.

iy “" = 2m? sinh(yh) cosh(ym?) — 2m?® sinh(y h) sinh(ym?)
+ 2m7" cosh(yh) sinh(ym{) —2m;“" [cosh(B) + cosh(y h) cosh(ym{)],

ith initi Tt n_ N _ o _ 0 O _ 0 ow on on on _
wzth initial condition my =m; =0, mJ =m], m§ =m$, m{® =mi®, my" =m, ", my =
dm awn m(TCl)T]
mx and my F
Proof See Sect. 6. O

The variable m; is static, thus any equilibrium solution of the system in Lemma 3.5 is of
the form

sinh(ymJ) cosh(ym?)
coshz(ymg) + sinhz(yh)

m{ = tanh(B)

_ sinh(ym?) cosh(ym?)
~ cosh?(ym?) + sinh(yh)

11
1 + sinh?(y h) (1h

cosh?(ym?) + sinh?(y )
1 + sinh®(y h)
cosh?(ym?) + sinh?(y )

m{" = tanh(B) tanh(y h)

m¢" = tanh(y h)

own — ..

m,

To discover the presence of phase transition(s) (multiple equilibria) and the stability of
equilibria, it is sufficient studying the first equation of (11):

sinh(ymJ) cosh(ym)
cosh?(ym?) + sinh’(yh)’

m? = tanh(B)

because all the remaining are m, =m,(m]), hence lim,, m,=m,, when
lim,_, oo m{ = mJ. The stationary system we are dealing with is essentially one-dimensional.
For a fixed value of 8, the phase diagram is qualitatively drawn in Fig. 1. There are three
phases, corresponding to 0, 1 and 2 solutions having m? > 0, respectively. By symmetry, we
have the same number of solutions with mZ < 0.
The continuous separation curve is

1 1
h=hB,y)= ;arccosh(\/ytanh(ﬂ)), y € [m +oo>, (12)

while the dotted one is obtained numerically and it is due to the fact that the function

sinh(ym¢) cosh(ymy)

mé —T m?) := tanh
* By.n(m3) ('B)coshz(ymg) + Sinhz()/h)

13)

is not always concave.

The two curves coincide for y € [—— )] and separate at the “tricritical” point

tanh(ﬁ) 2tanh(ﬁ
7 h (B 7)) = (e MB: 500
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A Simple Mean Field Model for Social Interactions: Dynamics 829

(a)

Fig. 1 Phase diagram for a fixed value of 8 (a) and zoom of the area where the bifurcation occurs (b)

Theorem 3.6 Consider (11) and fix a value for B. The point

mO = <0 0 th(B8)th(y h)sh(yh) + sh(B)
=TT oh(B) +chiyh)

- th(B)th(y h), th(y h), 0)

is a solution for all values of the parameters.
1. Ify < %E;)h) (Phases 0 and 2 in Fig. 1), then m® is linearly stable for (10).

~och2
2. Ify < “t’;:hEE;’) , and h is above the dotted line in Fig. 1, which has been obtained numer-

ically (Phase 0), then m? is the unique solution of (11).

3.Ify > CT;E;E;;’), i.e. (y,h) is below the curve (12), the continuous curve in Fig. 1

(Phase 1), then (11) has three solutions: mg, (M, m®(m,), m2°(my), ms" (my), my" (m,),
m7”"(my)) and (—m,, —m?(m.), m*(—m,), m3" (m,), ms" (m,), m”" (—m,)), where
m, is the unique positive solution of the first equation of (11).

4. If we choose the parameters above the curve (12) and h is small enough, in other words
if (¥, h) belongs to the Phase 2 of Fig. 1, then two further solutions arise.

Proof See Sect. 6. O

Interpretations of Theorem 3.6 and of the phase diagram in Fig. 1 are most easily given in
terms of opinion dynamics, where the states of individuals are (binary) opinions on a given
subject. Phase 0 in Fig. 1 can be seen as a small perturbation of the case where individuals
choose their opinion randomly, and independently of the others.

For small inhomogeneity (h small), as y crosses the curve h = h(B, y) (Phase 1), i.e. as
links between individuals become strong enough, the “neutral” solution m° becomes unsta-
ble (although it possesses a stable manifold), and one of the two opinions eventually prevails
(polarization of opinions). This means that the two solutions in part 3 of Theorem 3.6, differ-
ent from m?, are stable; the state space, besides the stable manifold for m?, gets partitioned
into two parts, each attracted by one of the two stable solutions. This picture has been proved
rigorously for the homogeneous case in [10], but it is well supported by numerical evidence
also in the inhomogeneous case.

Phase 2 is absent for 4 = 0, thus it is a genuine effect of the inhomogeneity. If, from
Phase 1, we increase the link between individuals and their reference groups (specifically,
as h crosses the value 2 (8, y)), then stability of the “neutral” solution is recovered. However,
at least for moderate £, stability of one solution with mJ > 0 is maintained: in other words,
polarization of opinions may occur or not, depending on the initial condition.
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830 F. Collet et al.

3.3 Analysis of Fluctuations: Central Limit Theorem

Thanks to Theorem 3.3 we established a law of large numbers for the empirical measure py,
that is py —> Q.. We are going to analyze the Normal fluctuations around the limit Q..
We are also interested in the N-asymptotic distribution of py — Q..

Using a weak convergence-type approach based on uniform convergence of the infinites-
imal generators, deeply explained in [14], it is possible to provide a dynamical interpretation
of the recalled law of large numbers.

Let f : 42 —> R be a function and define py (¢), the marginal distribution of py at time ¢,
by

1 N
/ f@ @) dpy () =33 [(0;(0), ;).
j=1

We have m%(t) = m%Nm. For each fixed ¢, py(f) is a probability on 42 and so, by the
considerations which led as to introduce the expectations (6), (7), (8) and (9), we can proceed

similarly saying that py (t) is completely determined by the vector (m, . m%N Py mfN Y
mZe  omL  mL ) and seeing it as a seven-dimensional object.
v Mg Mo Mo g )
Thus (on (t)):ef0,77 1s a seven-dimensional flow.
A simple consequence of Theorem 3.3 is the following convergence of flows:
(on ())ret0,71 — (qi)rero, 715 (14)

where the convergence is meant in probability, with respect to the weak topology for
measure-valued processes. Since the flow of marginals contains less information than the
full measure of paths, the law of large numbers in (14) is weaker than the one in Theo-
rem 3.3.

However, the corresponding fluctuation flow

(NI/Z(PN(f) —q1))ief0,7]

is also a finite-dimensional flow, whose limiting distribution can be explicitly determined.

Theorem 3.7 In the limit N —> 400, the seven-dimensional fluctuation process
(ry (), xn (), yn (@), Zn (1), un (1), vy (1), wy (1)), defined by

. 12 KA
rn (@) = NP

xn() = NS —m) un (@) =N —m]")
(O = N2 —m®) oy () = N2 — m)

. l 2 agw . l 2 own
v(@) =N / (mﬂN(f) m;m)) wy(t) =N / (mpN(t) - m?wn)

converges (in the sense of weak convergence of stochastic processes) to a limiting seven-
dimensional Gaussian process (r(t), x(t), y(t), z(¢), u(t), v(t), w(t)), which is the unique
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solution of the linear stochastic differential equation

dr(t) =0
dx(t)
dy(1)
dz(t)
du(t)
dvu(t)
dw(t)

=2H A (t)dt +2A,(t)

x(t) dB (1)
y(@) dBs(1)
oo 258
v(t) dBs(t)
w(t) dBe(1)

where By, By, B3, By, Bs, B are independent Standard Brownian motions, and J¢ is a Stan-

dard Gaussian random variable,

Ax(1) =

—ch(B)

—ym@ch(yh)sh(ym)
—ymy"'sh(yh)ch(ym{)
+ych(yh)ch(ym)

ch(yh)sh(ym?)
+ym ch(yh)ch(ym?)
—ym7“ch(yh)sh(ym{)
+ym{"sh(yh)sh(ym?)
—ym; " sh(yh)sh(ym{)

0

ysh(yh)sh(ym{)
—ym{sh(yh)ch(ym{ )

)

—ym{" ch(yh)sh(ym)
sh(yh)ch(ym?)
+ym sh(yh)sh(ym?)
—ym{“sh(yh)sh(ym])
+ym{"ch(yh)ch(ymy)
—ym{“"ch(yh)sh(ym{)

D(1)

0
3 o
sinh(y h) cosh(ym{)
0
A(t)=
0] o
1 o
cosh(yh) sinh(ym{)
sinh(8)
sh(B) 0 0
—ch(yh)ch(ym{) 0 0
—eh() .
0 —ch(yhych(ym?) sh(yh)ch(ym{])
0 0 —ch(B)
—sh(yh)sh(ymZ) 0 0
0 —sh(yh)sh(ym?) ch(yh)sh(ym?)

Gaussian distribution with covariance matrix

1 0

a2
0 1= md)
0 mg"’fmgm()‘h’

® 0,00
0 my) —m3 my

0,01

0 my my
o, @n

0 —my m,
o, oW

L0 LD

0 0 0
mI® _ 0 @ m® — % mo@ 7mamU’I
A ATA A AT AT
1- (mf)2 m‘{ - m;‘jmi“’ 7mi’m;']

o
m‘; —m[)‘\)miw 1— (mg“’)2 —m‘zwmki7
o o o
7m()‘t’m)\n 7mme)‘n 1 7(mln)2
w, ©N ow,, O on, on
—mym, —my Cmy —my sy
—m‘i’m;wn —mg“’m;m” —m:nm(.mm

—m

—sh(yh)sh(ym?)

sh(B)

—ch(yh)ch(ym)

0

o, 01
I,

w, @1
I,

ow,, O
—my Cmy
_on on
my iy

w2
1—(m)L )

wn own
A M

—sh(yh)sh(ym{)

—ch(g)
—ch(yh)ch(ym{)

is a suitable 6 x 6 matrix and (r(0), x(0), y(0), z(0), u(0), v(0), w(0)) has a centered

0 -

o, o0l
—m, m
AT

w, T01
—mymy

ow, 00N
—m{%m
AT

__on ooy
my my

wn own
—my my

ocwn.2
I—(mA ) a
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Proof We only sketch the main tools useful to prove the theorem; we avoid the complete
computations, since they are straightforward and very similar to those of the homogeneous
case, which can be found in [10].

First, we have to prove that (m" e m el

12} ow n gon | .
on @ Mo Moy 0> Moy Moy Moy Moy () 18 a0
order parameter for the model, i.e. its evolution is Markovian. So, let denote by Ky the
infinitesimal generator of this process. We apply the operator (2) to a function ¢, which is a
composition of functions of the type:

n @n own o
¢ (mpy,my  my  mpe, mpN,mpN,mpN )87 — R,
where we are considering (o, ) as a variable. The goal is we obtain the same applying
another infinitesimal generator (which is exactly the operator Ky ) to a function
an wn

n 7
¢(mpN,m%N,m%N ‘;Nf mpN,mpN,mpN ) [-1,+1] — R,

cw on N .
where mpN,mpN,mpN,mpN,mpN,mpN,mpN are seen as variables now.

In other words, it can be shown that

n wn ogwn
LN(d)(mENam;N m;N m;}\f mpNampNampN ))
wn gwn

= (Kn@)(mpy.m O Moy s My © My Mgy Mgy ).

The seven-dimensional fluctuation process (ry (¢), xy (), yn (t), zn (@), un(t), vy (t), Wy (2))
. . oy s o e e . . . n a 2]
is a Markov process too since it is a deterministic and invertible function of (m,,, myy, , My,
my, mZA’,] , m;),:,), mp, pN ?). With the same reasoning as before, we can find the explicit expres-
sion of the infinitesimal generator Hy, driving the dynamics of this fluctuation process.
Now, it can be found the limiting generator H of Hy and, using the results about the
convergence of stochastic processes developed in [14] (Chap. 4, Corollary 8.7), we can con-
clude our fluctuation process converges weakly to a Gaussian one, whose dynamics is driven

by H and which solves the diffusion equation given in the statement of the Theorem. |

4 Critical Dynamics (y = cosh? (yh)/tanh(B))

We are going to consider the “critical dynamics” of the system, in other words the long-
time behavior of the fluctuations in the threshold case, when y = % In the previous
section we have seen that in a time interval [0, T'], where T is fixed, and in the infinite
volume limit, we have Normal fluctuations for the system. Indeed, the infinitesimal gener-
ator of the rescaled process converges to the infinitesimal generator of a diffusion and the
rescaled process itself converges weakly to that diffusion. It means we can provide a Cen-
tral Limit Theorem for all the values of 8 and y. This Central Limit Theorem continues to
be valid in the critical case, but there is an eigenvalue of the covariance matrix ¥, which
grows polynomially in ¢ and identifies the critical direction. This fact implies that the size
of the Normal fluctuations must be further rescaled (in space and in time), because their
size around the deterministic limit increases in time. The presence of the constant drift in
the dynamics of the Normal fluctuations influences the construction and the behavior of the
critical fluctuation process; in fact, it forces us to rescale the time by a smaller power of N
than it would be done in the homogeneous model. The limiting process of these fluctuations
is still Gaussian, since solution of a deterministic equation with constant (but random) drift
given by a Gaussian random variable.
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First of all, we need to locate the critical direction in the seven-dimensional space where
cosh? (yh)
tanh(B)

the order parameter takes values. In the rest of the section, we will consider y =
and let us assume that the initial condition A is a product measure such that

» +» tanh(B)tanh(yh) sinh(yh) 4+ sinh(B)
=0, my=0, m“=
cosh(B) + cosh(y h)

m;" =tanh(B) tanh(yh), m;" =tanh(yh), m;"" =0,

for every value of + > 0. Observe that if it holds at initial time, it will be true for all subse-

quent times by stationarity.
coshz(yh)
tanh(B) *

nomially in ¢. The critical direction is determined by the right eigenvector corresponding to
the eigenvalue increasing to infinity of X,, which is also the right eigenvector corresponding
to the null eigenvalue of A,, the drift matrix of Theorem 3.7 (independent of ¢ under our as-
sumptions). This matrix can not be completely diagonalized, but it is possible to find a basis
of generalized right eigenvectors {a,, ..., a¢}, allowing us to reduce it in Jordan canonical
form. Let A be the matrix whose rows are a, ..., a,. It is convenient to consider the fol-
lowing change of variables (it will be used to construct the critical fluctuation process in
Theorem 4.3):

In the critical case, when y = the matrix ¥, has an eigenvalue growing poly-

() =ry()

xy (1) N4 0 0 0 0 0 xy (1)
() 0 N0 0 0 0 (1)
zn () _ 0 0 N4 0 0 0 A zn (1)
ay(@) | 0 0 0 N4 0 0 uy(t)
oy (1) 0 0 0 0 N4 0 vy (1)
Wy (1) 0 0 0 0 0 N4 | wy)

If we set a, to be the eigenvector corresponding to the null eigenvalue, by this analysis we
obtain the following critical direction:

i@ =N""a, - en @), yn @), zn (@), un (), vy (), wy (1))

o (1)

= N1/4[cosh(yh)m%N(,) + sinh(B)m* ]

Remark 4.1 Notice that the critical direction X does not depend on the random environment
and it is one-dimensional.

Definition 4.2 We say that the sequence of stochastic processes {X,(¢)},, for t € [0, T],
collapses to zero if for every € > 0,

lim P( sup | X,(®)| > s) =0.
n—>+00  \(e[0,7]
Theorem 4.3 Fort € [0, T, let consider the seven-dimensional critical fluctuation process
ry(t) = Nl/zm%N(r)
Xy (@) = N"*[cosh(yhym . + sinh(B)m )]

PN (1)
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Jn (1) = N'*[(cosh(y h) — cosh(B))m" " )+ sinh(B)ym”

PN (t PN (r)

— (cosh(yh) — cosh(B)) tanh(B) tanh(y h) — sinh(B) tanh(y h)]

() = N m®"  — tanh(yh)]

PN ()

an(@)=NY4 |:m;*(t) tanh(yh)mp ot tanh(8) tanh(yh)m

ﬂN(f)

15)

__ tanh(B) tanh(y h) sinh(y h) + sinh(ﬂ)]
cosh(B) 4 cosh(yh)

Uy (1) = N'*[2 cosh(B) sinh(y h) (cosh(B) + 2 cosh(y h))m®

PN (1)

— 2sinh(B) sinh(y h)(cosh(B) + ZCosh(yh))mpN(t)]
wy () = N4 = tanh(B) sinh(y 1) (cosh(B) + 2 cosh(y h))m*

PN (1)

own

+ (cosh(B) + cosh(yh))*m Myl

Then, as N —> +o00, ry(t) converges to #, a Standard Gaussian random variable, the
processes 3y (N'4t), Zy (NY*), iy (NY41), oy (NY*), wy (NY*t) collapse to zero and
In(NY4t) converges, in the sense of weak convergence of stochastic processes, to a limiting
Gaussian process

F(NY*r) =2 3¢ sinh(8) sinh(y h) t.
Proof See Sect. 6. O

Remark 4.4 In view of Theorem 4.3 is now clear why it is convenient the change of variables
we introduced. In the new system of coordinates only one process survives the critical space-
time scaling.

The previous theorem is valid even in the homogeneous model, when & = 0, but the result
is trivial: the limiting process X(N'/#t) = 0. In that case, the absence of the constant drift,
due to the random environment, allows us to amplify the time by a factor N'/? in order to
have an appreciable and different result: the limiting critical fluctuation process is no more
trivial and, besides, it is non-Gaussian. We state here this result, for the complete proof we
refer to [22].

Theorem 4.5 Assume h =0. Fort € [0, T, if we consider the critical fluctuation process

En() =N 1/4[”” v (N1/2) tanh(ﬂ)m (N1/2,)]

Oy (1) = 1/4[mpN(Nl/2[) + s1nh(,3)m (NI/Z[)] (16)
Y sinh(8)

v =N [mpwvl/%) cosh(B) + 1

then,as N — 400, Ex (1), En(t) collapse to zero and ¥y (t) converges, in the sense of weak
convergence of stochastic processes, to a limiting non-Gaussian process v (t), which is the
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unique solution of the following stochastic differential equation:

— 2cosh’ (8) 3
dl?(t) = —m 1% (l)dt +2COSh(ﬂ) dB(t)

1(0)=0

where B is a standard Brownian motion.

5 Conclusions

We have proposed a model for social interactions having the following main features:

o Interaction is of mean field type: the same information is available to all individuals.
e Individuals are not identical (inhomogeneity): they are divided into reference groups.
o Equilibrium dynamics are not time reversible.

We have shown various asymptotic results in the limit as the number N of individuals goes
to infinity. First we have shown a law of large numbers, that describes the dynamics of a spe-
cific individual in the limit of an infinite community (N — +00). The large time behavior
of this dynamics exhibits phase transitions: depending on the parameters of the model, and
possibly on the initial condition, states of individuals may either polarize—due to strong ten-
dency to conformism—or tend to a “neutral” configuration, where states are mainly dictated
by the reference group individuals belong to, and only weakly influenced by interactions
within the community. We have then proved a Central Limit Theorem, which provides ex-
plicit normal corrections to the N — +o00 limiting dynamics. Finally, fluctuations around
the limiting dynamics have been studied in more details in the critical region of parameters,
separating the phases of polarization and non-polarization. In this region, large-time fluctua-
tions exhibit peculiar scaling properties, which are strongly influenced by the inhomogeneity
of the community.

6 Proofs

6.1 Proof of Lemma 3.5

By definition (7), Proposition 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 we deduce that

W= Y odto=1 3 Yodlem=3 Y Yoo

o,weS o,we8 nesd o,wed nes

1 o
=5 2 2oVl g (0, )]+ VOl T g (o, )]}

o,wes nes

1 o
=2 Y ol g (—0.w) — e P0q) (0. ) + V[T (0, w)])

o,we8 nes
l o
_ —Bow N - wr,—yo(m{+hn) n
= Z Zae q; (o, w) + 2 Z ZUV [e ¢ q, (o, w)]
o,wed nes o,wed nes

=0
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=—)_ ) _olcosh(p) —owsinh(h)lg/ (0, )

o,wes nes

=—cosh(B) Y Y 0g/(0.0) +sinh(B) Y Y wq/ (0, w)

o,wes nes o,wed nes

= —2m;] cosh(B) + 2m{ sinh(B),

where the last equality holds thanks to (7) and (8). So the first equation of Lemma 3.5 is
proved. Similarly, we can obtain all the others.

6.2 Proof of Theorem 3.6

The fact that mg is an equilibrium point for all values of the parameters is easily shown
by (11). Now we are going to study the linear stability of this equilibrium. Denoting by

V: [—1, 1]6 —> R®
X = (x1, X2, X3, X4, X5, Xg) —> (V1(x), V2(x), V3(x), Va(x), V5s(x), Vs(x)),

with

Vi(x) := —2x; cosh(B) + 2 x; sinh(8)
Va(x) := —2 x, cosh(y h) cosh(yxy) — 2 xs sinh(y h) sinh(yx;)
+ 2 cosh(yh) sinh(y x;)
V3(x) := 2 x; cosh(yh) sinh(yx;) — 2 x3 [cosh(,B) + cosh(y h) cosh(yxl)]
+ 2 x4 sinh(y h) cosh(y x;) — 2 xg sinh(y h) sinh(y x;) + 2 sinh(B)
Va(x) := —2 x4 cosh(B) + 2 x5 sinh(B)
V5(x) := —2 x; sinh(y h) sinh(y x;) — 2 x5 cosh(yh) cosh(y x;)
+ 2 sinh(y h) cosh(y x;)
Vs(x) :=2x; sinh(yh) cosh(yx;) — 2 x5 sinh(y h) sinh(yx)
+ 2 x4 cosh(y h) sinh(yx;) — 2 x¢ [cosh(ﬂ) + cosh(yh) cosh(yxl)] ,

the vector field of the system in Lemma 3.5, we obtain the linearized matrix evaluated in the
stationary solution is DV (m?):

—ch(B) sh(8) 0 0 0 0

ch(yyh) —ch(yh) 0 0 0 0

0 0 —[ch(B) +ch(yh)]  sh(yh) 0 0

DV (mf) =2 0 0 0 —ch(B)  sh(B) 0
0 0 0 0 —ch(yh) 0

sh(yh) +y guflirh 0 0 0 0 —[ch(B) + ch(yh)].
Its eigenvalues are given by
sinh(f8)
A1 = — cosh(B) — cosh(yh) + . [[cosh(B) — cosh(yh)]? + 4y ————
cosh(yh)
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\/ sinh(B)

Ay = — cosh(B) — cosh(yh) — [[cosh(B) — cosh(yh)]> + 4y ————
cosh(yh)

A3 =Aq4 = —2[cosh(B) + cosh(y h)]

As = —2cosh(yh)

Ae = — 2cosh(B).

They are all real and it is easy to see that A,, Az, A4, As, A < O, for every value of 8, vy, h;
instead, the value of A depends on the parameters:

. coch2 ..

o ify < “‘:z:hﬁgf‘), then A; < 0 and thus m? is linearly stable;
. 2 L

o ify= %, then A; = 0 and thus DV(mg) has a neutral direction;

o ify > C(:::hgg'), then A; > 0 and thus the linearized system admits a direction which is
unstable.

Having established linear stability of m°, we now look for further equilibria. To this
purpose, it is sufficient to study the behavior of the self-consistency relation satisfied by m? .
Looking at the first expression in (11), we can write

mg =Tg, n(m7), 17

where I'g ,, ,(m?) is defined by (13). It follows from (17) that
o m? —> I'g,, 5 (m?) is a continuous function for all the values of 8, y and h;
L4 limmgﬁioo Fﬁ,y,h (m:) = itanh(ﬁ);

, o [1+2$inh2(yh)1coshz(ym;’)—sinh2(}/h)
° I‘ﬂ'yﬁh(m*) = y tanh(f) ot (ym? ) Fsink2 (7 P > 0, for every B, y and h.

Since I'g,, 4 (m7) is an odd function with respect to mg, we have I'g,, ;,(0) = 0 for all 8,
y and h, so that (17) has the paramagnetic solution m? = 0 always. Now, we investigate
under what conditions ferromagnetic solutions m? > 0 may occur. We restrict to work in the
positive half-plane.

If

tanh(B)
cosh?(yh)

then there is at least one ferromagnetic solution. However, since I'g ,, , () is not always
concave, there may be a ferromagnetic solution even when (18) fails. In this case, there must
be at least two ferromagnetic solutions (corresponding to the curve mJ —— I'g,, 4 (mJ),
crossing the diagonal first from below and then from above).

The regime defined by (18) lies under the curve (12). An idea of when two ferromagnetic
solutions arise may be obtained from the Taylor expansion of I'g ,, ; (mg) for small mJ; in
fact,

IV OESY 1, (18)

tanh(8) s tanh(B)[2 cosh?(yh) — 3]
cosh®*(yh) * 4 3cosh*(yh)

Cpyn(ml) =y m7)’ + 0((m?)*)

and, on the curve defined by (12), it reduces to

oy __ .0 z o3 o\5
Lpyn(my) =m+y| v (m3)” + O0((m3)*),

37 tanh(8)
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from which we can see that y = #h(ﬂ) is a critical value. Indeed, if y > 7, then as h

increases through A (8, y) (i.e. F}’g,% ;4 (0) decreases through 1), at least two positive ferro-
magnetic solutions occur, because mJ — I'g ,, ,(m7) is convex for small m?.

6.3 Proof of Theorem 4.3
STEP 1. Let us denote by {t}}y>; a family of stopping times, defined as
oy =inf{[Ex (0] = Mor |5y (0)] = Mor |2y ()] = M
or |uy (@) =M or [oy(t)| = M or |[wy ()| = M},

where M is a positive constant. We are interested in introducing such a sequence of stopping
times, because in this way the processes Xy (t), yn(t), Zn, un (), vy (t), wy (¢) result to be
bounded in the time interval [0, T A r]{‘,” ]; thanks to the Central Limit Theorem ry(¢) is
still bounded, in fact for every € > 0O there exists M > 0 such that P{|ry(t)| > M} < ¢ for
te[0,T].

STEP 2. Now we prove that, forz € [0, T A r,’\‘f ], the non-critical directions converge to zero
in probability and this implies that yy (¢), Zy(?), un(t), Uy (1), Wy () —> 0, as N —> o0.
We show it only for the process zy (), because the calculations are analogous in the other
cases. First we need the following technical results.

Proposition 6.1 Fort €[0,T A 7:,{‘,4], the process (ry(t), xy(t), yn (), Zn (@), un(t), vy (1),
wy (1)), defined in (15), is a Markov process.

To prove that (ry(¢), Xy (), yn (t), Zn (@), un(t), Uy (2), wy(2)) is a Markov process, one
must write down the expression of the infinitesimal generator Gy, whose dynamics are
driven by. To do it, we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 6.2 Let (X,),>0 be a continuous-time Markov chain on a finite state space S, admit-
ting an infinitesimal generator L. Let g : S —> S’ be a given function, where S’ is a finite set.
Assume that for every f: S —> R, L(f o g) is a function of g(x),i.e. L(fog)=(Kf)og.
Then this last identity defines a linear operator K; moreover, g(X;) is a Markov process
with infinitesimal generator K .

Proof Obviously K is linear. Observing that
et(fog)=("fog, 19
we can conclude. In fact, X, is a Markov process with generator L, then we have
E[(f o )(X)|Xo=x]=¢€"(f 0 g)(x)

2 (e gk
= E[f(g(X)]g(Xo) = g(x)]

and the last inequality holds since ¢'X is a Markov semigroup and L(f o g) = (Kf) o g.
Hence, g(X;) is a Markov process with infinitesimal generator K . O
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Proof of Proposition 6.1 We apply Lemma 6.2. The process {(o(¢),®(t))}i>0 is a
continuous-time Markov chain on the finite state space 42V, with infinitesimal generator
Ly, defined by (2). Let consider the function

ST CARIN [—1,+17 L R’
(0, @) F—> (Mg, MGy, o M) > (P (1), (1), ..., Wy (D));

it plays the role of g in Lemma 6.2. Then, for every v : 82Y — R, we have

Ly(o8)=(Gnb)od

and ¢ (o, w) is a Markov process with generator Gy given by

2
Z |AN G, j,k)le™P [¢<r,x_ iach(rh), § = (ch(yh) — ch(B)),

i,j,kes N3/4

_ - 2 2 4

Lt —ij sy N3/ +1 kN3/4th(Vh) N —7sh(yh)ch(B)(ch(B) + 2ch(yh)),
w N3/4 —=72 (¢h(B) + ch(yh)) ) V%, ¥,%, 0, 0, w)]

+ E Ay G, j,k)le [N1/4(Ch(ﬁ)+uh(yh))( Z*h(vlw(ch(ﬁwzch(yh))Hkh]
9 9
i.jkes

_ .2 2 2
X[W(r,x—]N3/4,y N3/4sh(,3)z N3/4,u—lJW

2 4
— Jkaath(y ), v+ jzg sh(y i)sh(B)(ch(B) + 2ch(y b)),

2
-+ j <573 Sh(y (B eh(B) + 2eh(y 1) — Nw -z (ch(B) +ch(yh)) )

-y, x,y,z,u,v, 12))] (20)

where Ay (i, j, k) is the set of all triples (o4, w4, n4), d € {1, ..., N}, such that o, =i,
wg = j and ng =k, with i, j, k € §; hence

-th(B)th(y h)sh(yh) 4 sh(B)

AN G, j k)] = %[ + jkth(yh) + ikth(B)th(yh) +ij

ch(B) + ch(yh)
; 7  ch(B)
TNt N ch(B) + ch(r) (’ )

Fijk sh(yh)(ch(B) +2ch(yh)) )

(ch(B) + ch(yh))?

y .. .
NG m — gy T

R (ijsh(yh)th(ﬂ)+iksh(ﬁ) +.k>
N\ (ch(yh) —ch(B) 7
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.. u v i
TN T AN (eh(B) + ch(rh)) (Sh(yh)(ch(ﬂ) T 2ch(yh)

B j i ch(yh) )
th(/h)sh(B)(ch(B) + 2ch(yh)) " ch(B)(ch(B) 1 ch(y )2
) i

KN ch(B) + ch(yh))? ] @D

a

Corollary 6.3 In the setting of Proposition 6.1 let consider a function ¢(ry(t), Xy (), yn (1),
N (@), iy (@), Uy (1), Wy (1) = (N (1)), with ¢ € C'. Then the infinitesimal generator Gy of
the Markov process (ry(t),xy (), yn(t),Zn (), un(t),0n(t), wy(t)) applied to that partic-
ular function satisfies:

One(2)
y cosh(yh)
N1/4(cosh(B) + cosh(y h))

=2¢; { —cosh(yh)z +

X r[)f + — v i|
2 sinh(y h) (cosh(B) + 2 cosh(yh))

_ 14 . ,
N4 sinh(B) (cosh(8) + cosh(y 1)) [COSh(ﬂ ) sinh(yh)x
_ v? (cosh(B) — cosh(y h)) )Eﬁ] }
4tanh(yh) (cosh(B) + 2cosh(yh))>  2(cosh(B) + 2cosh(yh))
1
+ ”(W) 22)

Proof Let consider the function @(ry(t),xy(t), yn(t),Zn (), un(t), vn(t), Wy (t)) =
@(Zn (1)), then (20) becomes

. 1 - 5
Gnve(2) = AN, j k)|€_yj[N1/4(Ch<ﬁ)+ch(}/h))(X+ZSh(Vh)(Ch(;?)Jchh(yh)))+kh]
E 5 Js
i,j,kes

2
X I:(/)(Z —]kw) _(/)(Z)]v

where |Ay (i, j, k)| is given by (21).
Now we develop ¢ around z with the Taylor expansion stopped at the second order. So,

. § 3
Z |[AnG, j, k)le Ve w<Nl/A(Ch‘ﬁ”“‘h(W'))+2N1/4sh(Vh>(ch(ﬁ)+ch(yh))(ch(ﬁ)+20h(vh)))
= v, J, :

i,j.ked

2 2 1
- [_‘DZ N Sk e 0<N3/2)]
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and if we replace the exponential functions with the expression e = ch(«a) — sh(«), by
simple computations we obtain that

1/4 14 _ v
= 20N {Sh(yh)Ch[N”“(ch(ﬂ) +eh(yh) <x * 2sh(y ) (ch(B) + 2eh(yh)) ﬂ

14 _ v
ehri) N1/2 [Nl/“(ch(ﬂ) +ch(yh)) (x * 2sh(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h)) )]

1 X v
s [N'/“(Ch(ﬁ) +ch(yh)) (th(ﬁ) ~ 2sh(B)th(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(y 1)) )]

14 _ v
Sh[ N74(ch(B) + ch(yh)) (x * 2sh(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(yh)) )]

Y
N'/4(ch(B) + ch(yh))

—ch(yh) [W + th(yh)]chl:

- v
) (x T 2sh(yh)(eh(B) + 2<:h(J/h)))“
2¢z:

Y _ v
TN {Ch(yh)Ch[N‘“(ch(ﬁ) +ch(yh)) (x T 2shG ) ch(B) + 2ch(yh)>>}

Y _ v
Ty [Nl/“(ch(ﬂ) T eh(rh) (x T 2shG M ch(B) + 20h(7h))>]

1 X v
—chrh) [N'/“(ch(ﬁ) Feh(rh) (thw) ~ 2sh(B)th(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(J/h)))]

Y _ v
* Sh[Nl/‘*(ch(ﬂ) T eh(rh) (x T kG (Ch(B) + 2eh(y ) >]

14
N4(ch(B) + ch(yh))

- sh(yh)[ +th(yh)]ch|:

N4

_ v
<+ swgmad ramem) )| = @3)

In what follows we will also consider the Taylor expansions stopped at the second order of
the following terms

4 - v
Sh[ N'4(ch(B) + ch(yh)) (x - 2sh(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h)) )]

o - ﬁ al
= N1 (ch(B) + ch(/) (" T 2shG M ch(B) + 2ch()/h))) * "(NW)’ @9

)4 _ v
Ch[NI/‘*(ch(ﬂ) Feh(yh)) (" T 2shG M ch(B) + 2ch(J/h))>]

B »? . 5 2 B
= N Ch(B) 1 ch(r)? (x T 2sh(yhy(eh(B) + 2ch<yh>)) +0(N1/2>'
(25)
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Then, if we consider the previous expansions and we reorder the terms, we find that

ych(yh) r[x 4 v ]
N/4(ch(B) + ch(yh)) 2sh(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(yh))

(¥) = 2¢: { —ch(yh)z +

Y
~ NVAsh(B)(ch(B) + ch(yh))?

[Ch(ﬂ)sh(yh)l?2

2 ch(B) —ch(yh) _ } } ( )
_ XV +o| —= ),
4th(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(yh))?  2(ch(B) + 2ch(yh)) N1/4
which is just (22). O
We define

(rn @), Xy (@), yn (1) Zn (1), un (1), Uy (1), Wy (7))

= (rn (@), In (N0, 2y (N ), iy (N, Ty (N YA, oy (N4)

and we consider the infinitesimal generator, 7y = N /4Gy, subject to the time-rescaling and
applied to the particular function

Py (), iy (1), In () Zn (1), iy (1), Dy (), Wy (1)) = (T (1)

We choose this kind of function, since (Zy(¢))? is a sequence of positive semimartingales
on a suitable probability space (€2, A, P) and then the following decomposition holds:

En ()’ = @n(0)* = / In (@ () ds + My . (26)
0
In (26):

InEn@)> =N 3" AG, j,k, NV

i,jkes

: 1 < v .
—vil (F+ 53 3 ; )+Hkhl=() (=
X e N4 ch(p)+ch(yhy) ~  2h(yh)(ch(B)+2ch(yh) VI GEn( S))z]’

o= f > Vw60 R G k. ds),
0

i,j.kes

which is a local martingale, where

e 2. - o2\ ’
V7l @n ()= ZN(S)_]kW — (Zn(s) 27)
and
Kw .o A s 1/4 .o 1/4 —yjm° (N1/4z)+kh)
NG, J ok dr) = ARG, j,k,dt) — NU|AG, j, k, NP le oy dr. (28)
=, ],k t)dt
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The counter |A(i, j, k, N'/*t)| is given in analogy with (21), replacing the variables r, x,
y, Z, U, v, w with the stochastic processes ry(t), Xy (1), yn(t), Zn (1), un(t), vy(¢) and
wy (1). As we can evidently see, X"A’, (i, j, k,dt) is the difference between the point process
AG(, j, k,dt), defined on 83 x R*, and its intensity A(i, j, k, t) dt.

Remark 6.4 1f we call (A,),>¢ a filtration generated by A% on (€2, A, P), then the processes
InGn(@)? and VY [(Zy (1))?] are A, -adapted processes.

As a consequence of the considerations just explained, we are in the proper situation to
use a result about collapsing processes appeared in [7] and then slightly generalized in [22].
Here we recall it in Proposition 6.5 and then we adapt it to our specific case in Lemma 6.6,
that is what we have to prove.

Proposition 6.5 Let {X,(¢)},>1 be a sequence of positive semimartingales on a probability
space (2, A, P), with

dX, (1) =S, (t)dt +/ Ju@™ WA (de, dy) — Ay (1, dy)dt].
Rt xY

Here, A, is a point-process of intensity A,(t,dy)dt on Rt x Y, where Y is a measurable
space, and S, (t) and f,(t) are A,-adapted processes, if we consider (A;),>o a filtration on
(2, A, P) generated by A,,.

Let d > 1 and C; constants independent of n and t. Suppose there exist {a,},>1 and
{Bn}us1, increasing sequences with

I’ll/d()l;l n—+00 0, I’lil()ln n—+00 O, nilﬂn n——+o00 0
and
E[(X,(0)?] < Cia;?  forall n.

Furthermore, let {1,},>1 be stopping times such that, fort € [0, v,] andn > 1,

S, (1) <—néX,(t)+ B,Ca+C5 withs >0,

sup | fult, )| < Cae '

we,yeY t<1,
Hence:

1. if it holds

/(fn(t,y))zAn(l,dy) <Gs, (x%)
Y
then, for any € > 0, there exist C¢ > 0 and ny such that
sup {P{ sup X, (1) >C6(nl/doz;l va,,nf')} <eg; (% *)
n=ng 0<t<T At

2. if instead of (xx) we have

f alt. ) An (b dy) < Cs(Xn (D) + 1),
Y
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844 F. Collet et al.

then, instead of (x x x), we get

sup{P{ sup X, (1) > Cs(n'?a;' v Bn~ )}

nzng 0<t<T Aty

Lemma 6.6 Consider d > 2, § > 0 and k := «(N), such that k Nodes +o0. For t €

[0, ‘51’\‘,4 1 and N > 1, there exist constants C.’s independent of N and t and two increasing
sequences {oy}n=1 and {Bn}n=1, Which satisfy the following conditions:

Vg VX248 0 e lay 220, gy 2% 0, (29)
E[GZn0)*] < Cray*™ forall N, (30)

Inv@En (1) < —k8En(1))* 4+ ByCa+ Cs, (1)
P IV 1En )] < Caay, (32)

3 VG OPIP MG ok 1) < Cs(Gn () +571) (33)

i,j.ked

and such that, for every € > 0, the following estimate holds

sup P{ sup Gn(0)2 2 Co (May! Vi ﬁN)}ss. (34)

N=>Ny 0<t<T At

Proof We aim to prove the existence of these sequences {ay}n>1, {By}ny>1 and constants
C.’s and to give a characterization of them. We show that the hypotheses required by Lemma
6.6 hold true.

(30): From (15) we get

zn(0) = l/4(m — tanh(y h)).

o (0)

The random variables (w;(0), n;) are independent, so a Central Limit Theorem applies: in
the limit as N — +o00,

NY4Zy(0) = N2 | — tanh(yh))

PN (0)

converges to a Gaussian random variable and, since m%(o) € [—1, +11], there is convergence
of all the moments. Thus,

E[N‘(m}", — tanh(yh))*] < C,
and we obtain the following estimate for the 2d-th moments of zZy (0):
E[Gn(0)*] = E[N“?(m, ", — tanh(y h))*]
= N2 E[N(m o — tanh(yh))*] < C; N~/*,

Thus (30) holds.
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A Simple Mean Field Model for Social Interactions: Dynamics 845

(31): For ¢ € [0, 7] we consider the Taylor expansions of the hyperbolic sine and cosine
stopped at the second order (see (24) and (25)) with the Lagrangian expressions of their
remainders estimated as follows:

14
" N'/4(ch(B) + ch(yh))

|R;| < sup{|ch(6)| = [0

x (xN(t) + on (1) )”
2sh(yh)(ch(B) + 2ch(yh))

y? < 4 n (1) )3
X6N3/4(Ch(,3)+ch()/h))3 v 2sh(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))

o (e —)
N1/4(ch(B) + ch(yh)) 2sh(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))

ya M3 1 3
x 6N3/4(ch(B) + ch(yh))? <1 * 2sh(yh)(ch(B) + 2ch(yh))) ’ 39

14
" N'4(ch(B) + ch(yh))

IR| < sup{lsh(@)l 10 e [0

x (iN(z) + on (1) )”
2sh(yh)(ch(B) + 2ch(yh))

x i (x (t) + on (©) )2
6N3/4(ch(B) + ch(yh))? N 2sh(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))

)
N'/4(ch(B) + ch(yh)) 2sh(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))

,)/3M3 1 3
8 6N3/4(ch(B) + ch(yh))? (1 * 2sh(yh)(ch(B) + 2ch()/h))> ' G0

Now we derive the particular characterization of Jy(Zy(t))?, adapting the explicit ex-
pression of Gy (Zy (¢)) found in Corollary 6.3 (in other words, setting ¢ (Zy (t)) = (Zn (1))2,
and taking into account the time-rescaling). Then, we proceed to find an upper bound for
this quantity. Thus, by (23), (24) and (25), if we reorder the terms, we get

4ysh(yh)
th(B)(ch(B) + ch(yh))?
B 2y (ch(B) — ch(yh))
sh(B)(ch(B) + ch(yh))?(ch(B) + 2ch(yh))
4y
* sh(B)th(yh)(ch(B) + ch(yh))?(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))?
dych(yh)  ry()zZn(t) vy (1) ]
ch(B) +-ch(yh) N4 sh(yh)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))
@n(0)? [ 2y?
N1/4 | (ch(B) + ch(yh))?

In(@n(0)* = 4N eh(yh) (En (1) — (En ()2 (1)

Xy (D) oy () zn (1)

(v (1))*Zn (1)

|:)EN(I) +

—ch(yh) (En(1))?
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2y?
T G (h(B) + ch(y 1)) (ch(B) + 2ch(y )

y2

" 2sh*(y h) (ch(B) + ch(y h))*(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))?

LR [‘”h(yh) Fu (D7 (1) — 4NV shyh) v () 2w (1)
() (Ch(B) + ch(y )

Xy (1) v (1)

(l_)N(t))z]

1/4 ch(yh)
sh(B)(ch(B) + ch(yh))(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))

4ch(yh)]

+2N

Uy (7) ZN(f)i|

N1/4
4ysh(yh)
th(B)(ch(B) + ch(yh))?

+ Rc[ —4Nieh(yh) @y (1))? +

< —4NYieh(yh) @n (1)) + (En () 1Zn ()]

2y
- sh(B)(ch(p) + ch(yh))(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))
+ v
sh(B)th(yh)(ch(B) + ch(yh))*(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))?
4ych(yh)
ch(B) +ch(yh)

IxXn O] [on (O] Zn (@)

(O ())*1Zy ()]

|rN(t)||ZN(t)||:|)EN([)|+ [un (2)] ]

sh(yh)(ch(B) + 2ch(yh))

2)/2

(ch(B) + ch(yh))?
+ 2
sh(y h)(ch(B) + ch(yh))*(ch(B) + 2ch(yh))

]/2

T 2SR () (©h(B) + chiy 1) (ch(B) + 2eh ()

+ ch(yh) (ZN(I))Z[ (Fn(1))?

Xy (O] [on ()]

(v (f))z]

+ Rl [40h(yh) lrn @] zy ()]

1/4 sh(yh)
th(8)(ch(B) + ch(yh))
14 ch(yh)
sh(B)(ch(B) + ch(yh))(ch(B) + 2ch(y 1))

+4N

Xy (O] [zn (]

+2N

IEN(I)IIEN(I)I]

+ IR, | |:4N|/4Ch(yh)(ZN(f))2 + 4ch()/h)]

ysh(yh)
th(B)(ch(B) + ch(y h))?

IA

—4N"4ch(yh) @y (1))* +4M°

14
sh(B)(ch(B) + ch(yh))(ch(B) + 2ch(yh))
4
sh(B)th(y h)(ch(B) + ch(y h))*(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))*

+2M3

+4M3
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Lap YO [1 n ! ]
ch(B) + ch(yh) 2sh(yh)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))
+ M*ch( h)[z—y2
Y1 (eh(B) + ch(yh))?
2y?

- sh(yh)(ch(B) + ch(y h))*(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))

J/2
i 2sh?(yh)(ch(B) + ch(yh))2(ch(B) + 2ch(J/h))2}

+ e (1 o))

(ch(B) + ch(yh)) 2sh(yh)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))
')/3M3

* 6(ch(B) + ch(yh))?

1 3
1 4M*ch
X( +2sh<yh><ch(ﬂ)+2ch<yh>>> [ chiyh)
2 sh(yh)
th(B)(ch(B) + ch(y k)

ch(yh) ]
sh(B)(ch(B) + ch(yh))(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))

+4M

+2M?

+ sh|: yM (1 n ! )}
(ch(B) + ch(yh)) 2sh(y h)(ch(B) + 2ch(y h))
8 y3M3
6(ch(B) + ch(yh))?

1 o
) (1 * 2sh(yh)(ch(ﬂ)+2ch(yh))> [4M~ch(yh) + 4ch(yh)]

= —4N"*ch(yh)(Zn (1))’ + C2 + Cs.
Hence, we have obtained the desired inequality if we choose: k := N4, § :=4ch(yh)

(which is a positive constant), Sy =1 and C, 4+ C; equal to the rest of the expression,
which is constant with respect to N and ¢, as required.

(32): Now, we evaluate the supremum of the modulus of V(j)[(ZN(s))z], defined as
in (27). It easily yields

=), = 4 . 4zn ()
sup IV G (0)*] = sup AN EE
e, j.kes.1e[0,73] e, j.kes.1e[0,73]
4 _ _
< W(l +MYNB<C, N3,

where we set C4 =4(1 + M) and ay = N /8.
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848 F. Collet et al.

(33): Recalling the definition of v(j)[(ZN (s))?] and of A(i, j, k, 1), which we can find in
(27) and in (28), we have

s 1 - oN (1)
N4 E |AG, j,k, N'*t)|e W[Nl/“(chw>+ch<yh»(XN([H25h<yh)<°h<ﬁ>+2ch<yh)>Hkh]
9 b 9

i,j.kes

2 2 2
<[ (v -tz ) = o]

. 1 - vy (1)
_ )+ - +kh
=N 3" JAG. j.k. N e il sy O O+ s 4]

i,j.kes

4 4 7
X N3/2_JkN3/4ZN(t)

1/4 . 1/4 —vikh " N8y eI 2 ()EN(IH'27sh(yh)(cbt¥(vﬁ()rjrkh(yh)))
= N ST JAG, ok, Ny | ek M)

i,jkes
16 32 _ 16 _ 2
X [ﬁ - WZN(t) + W(ZN(Z)) j|

To find an upper bound for this last quantity, we replace the exponential functions with
the expression e~ = ch(«) — sh(x) and then we proceed in the same way we previously
proved (31). We consider the Taylor expansions of the hyperbolic sine and cosine stopped
at the second order (see (24), (25)) and we estimate their remainders as in (35), (36). So, we
can show that for 7 € [0, 7] it holds

3 VN OPIP G, jo k) < cs[@N(t))Z +

: ]
/4 |
i,jked N

where Cs is a positive constant depending on M.
(29): It remains to show that the sequences we have found satisfy the conditions about
the convergence to zero. But,

lim (NYHY4NYH = |im NVOD-18 -0 — d>2
N——+o00

N—+o00

lim NNV = 1lim N~ =0

N—>+o00 N—+00
lim N~Y*=0
N—+o00
and hence we know that (34) hold true by Proposition 6.5. ]

Corollary 6.7 We consider the same setting as in Lemma 6.6. For every ¢ > O there exist
constants C7 and Ny such that

sup P{ sup |zy(@®)] > C7 (/cl/(z‘l)oz;,l/2 VK71/2,311\/2)} <e. 37

N=N 0=<t<TAtH!
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Proof We set C; = (Cg)'/? and we extract the square root of the inequality (x) in the pre-
vious lemma to obtain an equivalent set, described in (37), for which the same property
holds. -

Remark 6.8 Notice that if we insert the quantities we chose during the proof of Lemma 6.6
into (37), we have shown that the following inequality holds

sup P: sup |zy(@®)] > C7 (NY@D=1/16 N_l/s)} <e. (38)

N=Ny 0=t<T At

STEP 3. In order to conclude the first part of the proof of Theorem 4.3 we have to show
that, for every ¢ > 0 and N > 1, there exists a constant M > 0 such that

Plty <T}<e.

This fact implies that the processes yu (t), zn (t), un(t), Uy (t), Wy (¢) converge to zero in
probability, as N — +o0o, for all ¢ € [0, T]. But, before proving this fact we need the fol-
lowing technical lemma.

Lemma 6.9 Fort € [0, T A til], if we consider y € C', a function of the pair of processes

n

rn(t) = Nl/zmmv(t)

(39)
Xy () = N4 [cosh(yhym$,  + sinh(B)m, ]

only rescaled in space, then (20) reduces to

sinh(B) sinh(yh)  y°%° cosh(B) cosh(y h)
N4 2 N'2(cosh(B) + cosh(yh))?

gN.(/f(rvi) = 2|:I"

y35%3 sinh(B)(cosh(y h) — sinh(y h) tanh(y h))
6 NV2(cosh(B) + cosh(yh))3

y’r¥*  sinh(B)sinh(yh) (L
T N3/4(cosh(ﬂ)+cosh(yh))2]‘/”‘+0(N”“>’ o

where the remainder is a continuous function of ¥ and it is of order o(1/N'*) pointwise,
but not uniformly in x.

Proof By (20), considering a function v : R? — R, ¥ € C3, we deduce
- . . 7ﬂ1] - . 2 -
Gnp(r )= Y |AxG, j. DI e |y r % —i—ch(yh) ) =¥ (r, %)

N3/4
i,j.ked

+ o i ) [1// (r,)? - j%sh(ﬂ)) — v ;2)] }
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where

-th(B)th(y h)sh(yh) 4 sh(B)

AN G, j k)] = %[ + jkth(yh) + ikth(B)th(yh) +ij

ch(B) + ch(yh)
r F chp)
RN T NTCh(B) + b)) (’ 5hp)

- sh(yh)(ch(B) +2ch(yh)) )] (41)

(ch(B) + ch(yh))?

The procedure we applied to prove Corollary 6.3 leads us to the conclusion, once we leave
all the terms coming from those processes we know collapsing in the infinite volume limit. []

Now let consider the infinitesimal generator, Jy = N 1AGy, subject to the time-rescaling

and apply it to the particular function v (ry (t), Xy (¢)) :== ¥ (ry (t), Xy (N'/41)) = |xn (1) ].
The following decomposition holds

i ()] = 15y 0)] + /0 Tn(Fn())ds + Mg o
<1Ev )] + /0 (T (En ) DIds + My
with

Miy —/ 3 (VO UEN IR, ok, ds) + V' [UEn 9IRS G, . k. ds)),

i,j.ked

where we have defined

T ey (0] =

- .2 -
v —igsn Cosh(yh)‘ — lxn (@)

(42)
<y = -
VI llEN @] = i (1) — I N smh(ﬂ)‘ |Xn (0]
and
A%, jok,dt) == A% G, j, k, dt) — N4 AG, j, k, N'4t)|e P dt
=A% (i, j,k,t)dt
(43)
~ 1/4 1/4 v tkh)
A, jok dr) == ARG, j k. dt) — NV AG, j.k, N'*r)le ™ N eom@eostnt = dy

=AD(i, j,k,t)dt

As we can clearly see, the quantities IN\'N(i , J, k,dt) are the differences between the point
processes Ay (i, j, k, dt), defined on 43 x R, and their intensities A (i, J.k,t)dt.

The counter |A(i, j, k, N'/*t)| is given in analogy with (41), replacing the variables r
and x with the stochastic processes ry (¢) and xy (7).

We recall that the expression of Gy is given by (40).
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For ¢ € [0, tj] we can estimate | 7y (|Xy ()| )|. We get

o e [re@ _YENOP  ch(B)eh(yh)
|JN<|xN(t)|>|—‘2N sgn(xN(z)){—NWsh(ﬁ)sh(yh) AN GhE) £ by

Y 1En @ sh(B)(ch(yh) — sh(y h)th(y h))
6N!/2 (ch(B) + ch(yh))?

y2ry(0)|xy()]*  sh(B)sh(yh)
2N3/4 (ch(B) + ch(y h))?

+

+ N R [sh(B)ch(yh) — sh(B)sh(y h)th(yh)]

ry(0) v ()] ch(B)ch(yh)
172 SEShR) = 0 ) +ch<yh)>]”

+N1/4R(,[

and, by using the Taylor expansions of the hyperbolic sine and cosine stopped at the second
order (see (24), (25)) and the estimates of their remainders (see (35), (36)), it results to be
bounded from above by a positive constant Cg, which is independent of N. Moreover,

{t <T) < { sup  {lxn @1, [Yyv (O 12 O], lun @1, 1oy (O], [on ()]} = M}

M
0<t<T ATy

E{ sup I)?N(I)IZM}U{ sup I?N(I)IEM}

M M
0=<t<TArty 0=<t=TAty

U{ sup IZN(t)IzM}U{ sup IﬁN(t)IZM}

M M
OSIST/\TN OgtsT/\rN

U{ sup |7_)N(t)|ZM}U: sup IIDN(I)IZM}

M M
0<t<TAty 0<t<TAty

S{ sup |)_’N(t)|ZM}U{ sup IZN(t)IZM}

0<t<T Al 0<t<TATY!

U sup |ﬁN(f)|ZM}U{ sup |1_)N(t)|ZM}

M M
0<t<TAty 0<t<TAty

Uy sup |u_)N(t)|2M}U{|)EN(O)|2C9}U|:{|)EN(0)|§C9}

M
0=<t=<T Aty

N sup |)EN([)|ZC9+TC8+CIO}i|

M
0<t<TAty

E{ sup |)_’N(t)|ZM}U{ sup IZN(t)IzM}

M M
0=<t<T Aty 0=<t=TAty
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U{ sup IﬁN(t)IZM}U{ sup Il_)N(Z)IZM}

M M
0<t<TAty 0<t<TAty

U{ sup |wN<r>|zM}U{|xN<0>|zc9}u{ sup MN,mzcm},

M M
0=<t=T Aty 0=<t=TAty

then we obtain the following inequality for the probability of the interested set

P{r%sT}sP{ sup |yN(r)|zM}+P{ sup |zN(r)|zM}

M M
OSTST/\IN OStSTArN

+P{ sup IIZN(I)|ZM}+P{ sup IEN(I)|ZM}

M M
0<t<T AT} 0<t<TATH

+ P{ sup  wy ()| = M}

0<t<TAtdl

+P{|JEN(O)|ZC9}+P{ sup M?v,miclo}.

0<t<T At
We estimate the seven terms of the right-hand side of the inequality.
e For any ¢ > 0, thanks to the fact that the process zy(¢) collapses we have

P{ sup |zZn()] = M} <e,

M
0<t<T Aty

where we set M := C;(N/@D-1/16 , N~1/8) (see (37)) and analogous relations hold for
all the other processes yy(t), uy(t), vy (t), wy (), with proper constants;
e from (39) we get

E[xy(0)] = N'*E[cosh(yh)m  + sinh(B)m? ],

which is a linear combination of sample averages. Since at time ¢ = 0 the spins are dis-
tributed according to a product measure and such that m§ = m{ = 0, thanks to the Central
Limit Theorem we can conclude that

Ellxy(O)]] = [cosh(yh)v Var(a(0)) + sinh(B)+/ Var(w; (0))] N7

and so, in the limit as N — +0c0, we have convergence to zero in L' and then in proba-
bility. Therefore

P{lxn(0)] = Co} <,

for any ¢ > 0, for every N and for a sufficiently large Co;
e we reduce to deal with E[(Mg,‘ i|)2]; in fact, Doob’s “maximal inequality in L?” (case
p = 2) for martingales (we refer to Chap. VII, Sect. 3 of [23]) tells us that

P { sup MtN.m > Cyg

M
0=<t<T Aty

} E[(M, )]
< O -
T (Cyp)?
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Hence, remembering (42) and (43), we are able to compute

E[(Mz)’] U S AV UV ONPA G, jok, 1

i,j,kes

+ IV 1R OIPAC G ok, r)dt}]

T 4
=E f 3 cosh’ (N sup |AG. j. k, N'Vn)|ePdr
o NV i,j.kes

+

sinh?>(B)N'/* sup |A(i,j,k,N1/4t)|ey“+”)dt]

N3/2 i,jkes

T
4 2
B ) (14-h)
< E|:/0 WN(cosh (yh)e” + sinh”(B)e” )dti|
< 4T (cosh’(yh)e? + sinh®(B)e? ') =: Cy4,

with Cy; positive constant independent of N and M.
We have established that, if we choose Cg > 4/C11/¢, then

P{ sup Mﬂ\,m > Clo} <e.

0<t<Trtl
In summary, we proved the inequality we were looking for; in fact
P{r,(y <T}<Te:=e.

This completes the first part of the proof.
Now, we are going to show that in the limit of infinite volume, when ¢ € [0, T], the
process Xy (¢) admits a limiting process and we are going to compute it.

STEP 4. First, we need to prove the tightness of the sequence {Xy(¢)}y>1. This property
implies the existence of convergent subsequences. Secondly, in the last step, we will ver-
ify that all the convergent subsequences have the same limit and hence also the sequence
{Xn(t)}n>1 must converge to that limit.

Lemma 6.10 The sequence {xy(t)}n>1 is tight.

Proof In the case we are working with processes with laws on D[0, T], we can give a
characterization of the tightness in terms of those processes (through their distributions).
In fact, as we can read in [7], we have:

“A sequence of processes {Xy (¢)}y>1 with laws {Py}y>1 on D[0, T] is tight if:

1. for every € > 0 there exists M > 0 such that

supP{ sup |xy (1) > M} <e, (44)

N te[0,T]
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2. forevery ¢ > 0 and « > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

sup sup Pllxy(r) —xn(t)| > a} <e, 45)
N 0<t1<0p<(t; +8)AT

where 7, and 1, are stopping times adapted to the filtration generated by the process Xy .”

We must verify the conditions (44) and (45) hold. Since we have already shown that,
for every € > 0 the inequality P{t} < T} < € holds for M sufficiently large and uniformly
in N, it is enough to show tightness for the stopped process

{xn@ A r%)}Nzl-

We showed before the validity of the following inclusion

{ sup |iN([)|ZM} g{ﬁN(O)lZC‘)}U{ sup Mﬁvqm ZCIO}s

0=<t<T AT 0=<t<T At
therefore

supP: sup |XN(t)|zM}§28
N

M
0<t<TAty

and so we obtain (44).
Now let us deal with (45). We notice that

Xy (2) — XN (T)] =

)

)
/ TG ())du + M2
7]

where we have denoted

MP2 = 2 (" i cosh(yh) A% G, j, k,d i sinh(B)A% G, j, k,d
NIE = T N Z (i cosh(yh) AL (G, j, k, du) + jsinh(B)AR G, J, k, du))
T jked

as in definition (43). Thus,

{lxnv () =Xy (t)| za} S {

15}
f Tl ) ldu
7

+|M§\}\%| = 05] - {lM;}‘?M = E10}

=Cg(r—11)

and then, applying Chebyshev Inequality to the last right-hand side of the previous inclu-
sions, we get

sup P{IMy 21 = Cio} < (Cr0) sup E[(My2)°].

0=<11 = =(11+&)AT 0<t1 =0 =<(r1+H)AT

Observing that My ;, is a zero mean martingale, by Doob’s Optional Sampling Theorem,
we obtain

(Ci)~? sup E[(My )]
0<t1=02=(r1+H)AT
= (6I0)72 sup E[(MRIZJH)Z - (M;}Jﬂ)z]

0<11 < <(11 +§)AT
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<(Ci)? sup 4(y — t)[cosh®(yh)e” + sinh*(B)e? 1]

0=<11 < <(11 +)AT

< (C10)"24[cosh?(yh)ef + sinh?(B)e” 't s.

=Cy
Finally, we can conclude that
sup sup P{|xy(12) — Xn(11)| >} < sup sup P{My 3= Co}
N 0<t <ny<(r|+8)AT N 0=t <0 <(rj+§)AT
<(Ci0)?C116=0(9)
and the proof is complete. D

STEP 5. We prove now that all the convergent subsequences have the same limit and so the
sequence itself converges to that limit and this concludes the proof of the theorem.

With abuse of notation, let {x,(¢)},>; denote one of such a subsequence and let ¢ € C,f
be a function of the type ¥ (r,,(¢), X, (t)) = ¥ (X, (¢)). The following decomposition holds

Y1) — P (5 (0) = f T Gu)du + M, (46)

where
Y& (1)*  cosh(B)cosh(yh)

2 n'/4[cosh(B) + cosh(yh)]?
y?(%,(1))* sinh(B)[cosh(yh) — sinh(yh) tanh(y h)]

TIn¥ (xXa (1)) = 29z [rn (1) sinh(B) sinh(y i) —

+ 6 n'/4[cosh(B) + cosh(yh)]?
Y2ra (1) (%, (1))? sinh(g) sinh(y k)
+ 2 hn?/[cosh(B) + Cosh(yh)]z] +om (D),

which, as usual, is Gy (see (40)) rescaled by a power N'/* and applied to the particular

function ¥ (r,,(¢), X, (t)) = ¥ (x,(¢)). The remainder o), (1) goes to zero as n —> 400, uni-
formly in M.

If we compute the limit as n —> 400, remembering that a Central Limit Theorem ap-
plies to r,, (), we have

Tuh (5 (1) 2= T (E@)),
with
TV (E(1)) =2 3 sinh(B) sinh(yh) ¥

and J# is a Standard Gaussian random variable. Then, because of (46), we obtain

M, MY =g (3 (1) — Y(E0) — f TU(Ew)du.

We must prove the following lemma
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Lemma 6.11 pr is a martingale (with respect to t); in other words, for all s,t € [0, T],
s <t and for all measurable and bounded functions g(x ([0, s])) the following identity holds:

E[M,g(x([0, s1)] = E[My,g(x([0, sD)]. (47)

Proof 1t is sufficient to show that {./\/l;’v,}nzl is a uniformly integrable sequence of random
variables. Let us suppose we have already proved this property holds and see that (47) is
satisfied.

Since Mf“// is a martingale (with respect to ¢) for every n, we have that, for all 5,7 €
[0, T'], s <t and for all measurable and bounded functions g(x ([0, s])),

E[M, , g ([0, s)] = E[M,, ,g(xX([0,s])]
and then
limE[M; ,g(R((0.s])] = Tim E[M; ,g(R([0, sD)).

But {M;’w}nz 1 is a sequence of uniformly integrable random variables, hence it converges
in L' (for instance, see [23]). Moreover, we know the distribution of its L!-limit, since we
already know its weak-limit. Thus,

LM g(R(10.5])] = E[ lim M ,g(Z(0,5])] = tim ELM;,g(&(0,s1)]
n—+00 n—+00
= lim_E[M; ,g(R((0,s))] = E[ lim M; ,g(Z(0.5])]
= E[M,g(x([0. 5])]
and the conclusion follows.
It remains to check that {M,, , },>1 is a uniformly integrable family. A sufficient condi-
tion for the uniform integrability is the existence of p > 1 such that sup, E[| M, ,[P] < +o0

(see again [23]).
If we define

VI )] = w(xn (- i% coshwh)) ~VE®)
Ty G ()] = 1/,(;,, 0 - jn% sinh(ﬁ)> — &),
it yields
E[(M,, )]

=E [ / SV W GO G, ok, s)ds + [V [ G DIPAY G . K, s)ds}]

0 jkes

< nmE[/ TGN + TG, (S))”Zeyw}ds] -
0

i,jesd
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we expand the function ¥ around X, (#) with the Taylor expansion stopped at the first order
and with remainder R, R such that

1 2 4
IRl < 3 sup{ V(@) 2 € [xn(r),xn(r) —i—m cosh(yh)“;—/2 cosh’(yh)
— 1 . _ _ .2 4 2
IRliisup [Yiz(2)] 1z € xn(t),xn(t)—JWsmh(ﬁ) }3—/2smh (8)

and, moreover, we recall that ¢ € C;’ and so |Yz| < ky and |Yz5| < ky; therefore,

t 2
x)=n"*E / Z[—i% cosh(yh)w,z+R] P
0

icd

2
+Z|: I = 1374 sinh(B) Yz +Ei| eVt L ds

jesd

! 4 4
<n’* E|:e’3 / sup (3—/2 coshz(yh)l//2 —i ey cosh(yh)yz R + R2>ds
0 ied
y(1+h) [ 4 h2 2 4 h R EZ d
+e sup Py sinh*(B)ys — —33 Sin B)YzR + s
0 jes n
t 4 8
<n*E|ef / 3—kf cosh?(yh) + ——kyky cosh®(yh) + —k2 cosh*(yh) )d
o \n32 n9/4

'
+ ey / (Tﬂkz sinh?(8) + 9/4k 1k sinh®(B) + —k2 smh4(,3)>ds]
0
< AT [e cosh?(y h) (ky + cosh(y h)kz)* + """ sinh?(B) (k; + sinh(B)k»)?],

since t < T; then Miw is uniformly integrable. ]

Now, the proof is easy to complete. M, , solves the martingale problem with infini-
tesimal generator 7, admitting a unique solution, and hence we have shown that all the
convergent subsequences have the same limit and so the sequence itself converges to that
limit.
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