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Abstract. We show that the symmetric simple exclusion process (SSEP)
on an countable set is well defined by the stirring graphical construction as
soon as the dynamics of a single particle is. The resulting process is Feller,
its Markov generator is derived on local functions, duality at the level of the
empirical density field holds. We then move to the simple exclusion process
(SEP) and show that the graphical construction leads to a well defined Feller
process under a percolation-type assumption corresponding to subcriticality
in a percolation with random inhomogeneous parameters. We derive its
Markov generator on local functions. We discuss applications of the above
results to SSEPs and SEPs in random environments, where the standard
assumptions to construct the process and investigate its basic properties (by
the analytic approach or by graphical constructions) are typically violated.
As detailed in [14], our results for SSEP also allow to extend the quenched
hydrodynamic limit in path space obtained in [11] by removing Assumption
(SEP) used in there.
Keywords: Feller process, Markov generator, exclusion process, graphical
construction, duality, empirical density field, random environment.
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1. Introduction

Given a countable set S and given non-negative numbers cx,y associated to
(x, y) ∈ S×S with x ̸= y, the simple exclusion process (SEP) with rates cx,y is
the interacting particle system on S roughly described a follows. At most one
particle can lie on a site and each particle - when sitting at site x - attempts to
jump to a site y with probability rate cx,y, afterwards the jump is allowed only if
the site y is empty. One can think of a family of continuous-time random walks
with jump probability rates cx,y apart from the hard-core interaction. The SEP
is called symmetric (and will be denoted as SSEP below) when cx,y = cy,x. Of
course, conditions have to be imposed to have a well defined process for all
times. For example, when the particle system is given by a single particle, the
random walk with jump probability rates cx,y has to be well defined for all
times: the holding time parameter cx :=

∑
y∈S:y ̸=x cx,y is finite for all x ∈ S

and a.s. no explosion occurs (whatever the starting site is).
1
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2 A. FAGGIONATO

The analytic approach in [20] assures that the SEP is well defined and is a
Feller process with state space {0, 1}S if

sup
x∈S

∑
y∈S:y ̸=x

max{cx,y, cy,x} < +∞ . (1)

This follows by combining the Hille-Yosida Theorem (cf. [20, Theorem 2.9,
Chapter 1]) with [20, Theorem 3.9, Chapter 1]. Indeed, conditions (3.3) and
(3.8) in [20, Theorem 3.9, Chapter 1] are both equivalent to (1) as derived
in Appendix A. For the SSEP, (1) can be rewritten as supx∈S cx < +∞. It
turns out that (1) is a too much restrictive assumption when dealing with
SEPs or SSEPs in a random environment, i.e. with random rates cx,y and
possibly with a random set S. In this case we will write cx,y(ω) and S(ω)
in order to stress the dependence from the environment ω. For example one
could consider the SSEP on S = Zd with nearest-neighbor jumps and i.i.d.
unbounded jump probability rates associated to the undirected edges. Or,
starting with a simple point process1 ω := {xi} on Rd (e.g. a Poisson point
process), one could consider the SSEP on S(ω) := ω with jump probability
rates cx,y of the form cx,y = g(|x − y|) for all x ̸= y in ω and for a fixed
decaying function g. One could also consider the Mott variable range hopping
(v.r.h.), without any mean-field approximation, which describes the electron
transport in amorphous solids as doped semiconductors in the regime of strong
Anderson localization at low temperature [1, 22, 23]. Starting with a marked
simple point process ω := {(xi, Ei)} where xi ∈ Rd and Ei ∈ [−A,A], Mott
v.r.h. corresponds to the SEP on S(ω) := {xi} where2, for i ̸= j,

cxi,xj
(ω) := exp{−|xi − xj| −max{Ej − Ei, 0}} .

The list of examples can be made very longer (cf. e.g. [11, 13, 14] for others).
The above models anyway show that, in some contexts with disorder, condi-
tions (1) is typically not satisfied (i.e. for almost all ω (1) is violated with
S = S(ω) and cx,y = cx,y(ω)). On the other hand, it is natural to ask if a.s.
the above SEPs exist, are Feller processes, to ask how their Markov generator
behaves on good (e.g. local) functions and so on.

To address the above questions we leave the analytic approach of [20] and
move to graphical constructions. The graphical approach has a long tradi-
tion in interacting particle systems, in particular also for the investigation
of attractiveness and duality. Graphical constructions of SEP and SSEP are
discussed e.g. in [18, 19] (also for more general exclusion processes) and in
[25, Chapter 2], briefly in [20, p. 383, Chapter VIII.2] for SEP and [20, p. 399,
Chapter VIII.6] for SSEP as stirring processes. For the graphical constructions
of other particle systems we mention in particular [20, Chapter III.6] and [7]
(see also the references in [20, Chapter III.7]). On the other hand, the above
references again make assumptions not compatible with many applications to

1A simple point process on Rd is a random locally finite subset of Rd [10].
2By definition of marked simple point process, {xi} is a simple point process and Ei is

called mark of xi [10]
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particles in a random environment (e.g. finite range jumps or rates cx,y of the
form p(x, y), p being a probability kernel).

Let us describe our contributions. In Section 3 we consider the SSEP on a
countable set S (of course, the interesting case is for S infinite). Under the only
assumption that the continuous time random walk on S with jump probability
rates cx,y is well defined for all times t ≥ 0 (called Assumption SSEP below),
we show that the stirring graphical construction leads to a well defined Feller
process, with the right form of generator on local functions (see Propositions
3.2, 3.3, 3.4 in Section 3). Due to its relevance for the study of hydrodynamics
and fluctuations of the empirical field for SSEPs in random environments (see
e.g. [5, 11, 16]), we also investigate duality properties of the SSEP at the
level of the empirical field (see Section 3.3). Finally, in Section 4 we discuss
some applications to SSEPs in a random environment. We point out that the
construction of the SSEP on a countable set S, when the single random walk
is well defined, can be obtained also by duality and Kolmogorov’s theorem as
in [4, Appendix A]. On the other hand, the analysis there is limited to the
existence of the stochastic process.

We then move to the SEP. Under what we call Assumption SEP, which is
inspired by Harris’ percolation argument [9, 18], in Section 5 we show that the
graphical construction leads to a well defined Feller process and derive explic-
itly its generator on local functions. The analysis generalizes the one in [25,
Chapter 2] (done for S = Zd, and cx,y of the form p(x − y) for a finite range
probability p(·) on Zd). Checking the validity of Assumption SEP consists of
proving subcriticality in suitable percolation models with random inhomoge-
neous parameters. In Section 6 we discuss some applications to SEPs in a
random environment. We point out that in [11] we assumed what we called
there “Assumption (SEP)”, which corresponds to the validity of the present
Assumption SEP for a.a. realizations of the environment. In particular, in
[11] we checked its validity for some classes of SEPs in a random environment.
In Section 6 we recall these results in the present language. As a byproduct,
we also derive the existence (and several properties of its Markov semigroup
on continuous functions) of Mott v.r.h. on a marked Poisson point process.
We point out that the SEPs treated in [11] are indeed SSEPs. As byproduct
with our results in Section 3, the quenched hydrodynamic limit derived in [11]
remains valid also by removing Assumption (SEP) there. This application will
be detailed in [14].

Outline of the paper. Section 2 is devoted to notation and preliminaries. In
Section 3 we describe the stirring graphical construction and our main results
for SSEP (the analogous for SEP is given in Section 5). In Section 4 we discuss
some applications to SSEPs in a random environment (the analogous for SEP
is given in Section 6). The other sections and Appendix A are devoted to
proofs.
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2. Notation and preliminaries

Given a topological space W we denote by B(W) the σ–algebra of its Borel
subsets. We think of W as a measurable space with σ–algebra of measurable
subsets given by B(W).

Given a metric space W with metric d satisfying d(x, y) ≤ 1 for all x, y ∈ W
(this can be assumed at cost to replace d by d ∧ 1), DW := D(R+,W) is the
space of càdlàg paths from R+ := [0,+∞) to W endowed with the Skorohod
distance associated to d. We denote this distance by dS and for completeness
we recall its definition (see [8, Chapter 3]). Let Λ be the family of strictly
increasing bijective functions λ : R+ → R+ such that

γ(λ) := sup
s>t≥0

∣∣∣ log λ(s)− λ(t)

s− t

∣∣∣ < +∞ .

Then, given ζ, ξ ∈ DW , the distance dS(ζ, ξ) is defined as

dS(ζ, ξ) := inf
λ∈Λ

{
γ(λ) ∨

∫ ∞

0

e−u
[
sup
t≥0

d
(
ζ(t ∧ u), ζ(λ(t) ∧ u)

)]
du

}
.

Due to [8, Proposition 5.3, Chapter 3] ζn → ζ in DW if and only if there exists
a sequence λn ∈ Λ such that

γ(λn) → 0 and sup
0≤t≤T

d
(
ζn(t) , ζ(λn(t))

)
→ 0 for all T > 0 . (2)

If W is separable, then the Borel σ–algebra B(DW) of DW coincides with
the σ-algebra generated by the coordinate maps ζ 7→ ζ(t), t ∈ R+ (see [8,
Proposition 7.1, Chapter 3]). If W is Polish, then also DW is Polish (see [8,
Theorem 5.6, Chapter 3]). .

We now discuss two examples, frequently used in the rest. In what follows
we will take N = {0, 1, 2, . . . } endowed with the discrete topology and in
particular with distance 1(x ̸= y) between x, y ∈ N. DN will be endowed with
the Skorohod metric, denoted in this case by d. Since N is separable, B(DN)
is generated by the coordinate maps DN ∋ ξ 7→ ξ(t) ∈ N, t ∈ R+.

Given a countable infinite set S, we fix once and for all an enumeration

S = {sn : n = 1, 2, . . . } (3)

of S and we endow {0, 1}S with the metric

d(ξ, ξ′) :=
∑
n≥1

2−n|ξ(sn)− ξ′(sn)| . (4)

Then this metric induces the product topology on {0, 1}S ({0, 1} has the dis-
crete topology). Given a path ξ ∈ D{0,1}S and a time t ≥ 0, we will sometimes
write ξt instead of ξ(t). In particular, ξt(x) will be the value at x ∈ S of the
configuration ξt. Moreover, we will usually write ξ· instead of ξ to denote a
generic path in D{0,1}S .

Since {0, 1}S is separable, the σ–algebra B
(
D{0,1}S

)
is generated by the

coordinate maps D{0,1}S ∋ ξ· 7→ ξt ∈ {0, 1}S, t ∈ R+. Since B
(
{0, 1}S

)
is
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generated by the coordinate maps {0, 1}S ∋ ξ 7→ ξ(x) ∈ {0, 1}, we conclude
that B

(
D{0,1}S

)
is generated by the maps D{0,1}S ∋ ξ· 7→ ξt(x) ∈ {0, 1} as t, x

vary in R+ and S, respectively. This will be used in what follows.

3. Graphical construction, Markov generator and duality of
SSEP

Let S = {sn : n = 1, 2, ...} be an infinite countable set. We denote by ES
the family of unordered pairs of elements of S, i.e.

ES := {{x, y} : x ̸= y, x, y ∈ S} . (5)

To each pair {x, y} ∈ ES we associate a number c{x,y} ∈ [0,+∞). To simplify
the notation, we write cx,y instead of c{x,y}. Note that cx,y = cy,x for all x ̸= y
in S. Moreover, to simplify the formulas below, we set

cx,x := 0 ∀x ∈ S .

The following assumption will assure that the graphical construction of the
symmetric simple exclusion process (SSEP) as stirring process is well posed.

Assumption SSEP. We assume that the following two conditions are sat-
isfied:

(C1) For all x ∈ S it holds cx :=
∑

y∈S cx,y ∈ [0,+∞);
(C2) For each x ∈ S the continuous-time random walk on S starting at x and

with jump probability rates
(
cx,y : {x, y} ∈ ES

)
a.s. has no explosion.

When Conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied, we say that the random walk
(Xt)t≥0 on S with jump rates (or conductances) cx,y is well defined (for all
times). This random walk (also called conductance model, cf. [3]) is built in
terms of waiting times and jumps as follows. Arrived at (or starting at) x,
the random walk waits at x an exponential time with mean 1/cx ∈ (0,+∞].
If cx = 0, this waiting time is infinite. If cx > 0, once completed its waiting,
the random walk jumps to another site y chosen with probability cx,y/cx (in-
dependently from the rest). Condition (C2) says that, a.s., the jump times in
the above construction have no accumulation point and therefore the random
walk is well defined for all times.

3.1. Graphical construction of the SSEP. We consider the product space
DES

N endowed with the product topology (recall that DN = D(R+,N) is en-
dowed with the Skorohod metric d, see Section 2). We write K = (Kx,y){x,y}∈ES
for a generic element of DES

N . The product topology on DES
N is induced by the

metric
d(K,K′) :=

∑
i,j∈N:
1≤i<j

2−(i+j) min
{
1, d(Ksi,sj ,K′

si,sj
)
}
. (6)

Definition 3.1 (Probability measure P). We associate to each pair {x, y} ∈ ES
a Poisson process (Nx,y(t))t≥0 with intensity cx,y and with Nx,y(0) = 0, such
that the Nx,y(·)’s are independent processes when varying the pair {x, y}. We
define P as the law on DES

N of the random object (Nx,y(·)){x,y}∈ES .
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Figure 1. Graphical construction of Xx
t [K] when S = Z and

cy,z > 0 if and only if |y − z| = 1. K is typical (jumps are only
at edges {y, z} with |y − z| = 1). Vertical segments associated
to the edge {y, z} correspond to the jump times of Ky,z(·). The
vertexes x1, x2, .. built in the algorithm are the one visited by
the bold path moving from time t to time 0. At the end one gets
Xx

t [K] = x+ 1.

We stress that, since the pairs {x, y} are unordered, we have Kx,y = Ky,x

and Nx,y = Ny,x.

We briefly recall the graphical construction of the SSEP as stirring process
(see also Figure 1). The detailed description and the proof that a.s. it is well
posed will be provided in Section 7.

Given K ∈ DES
N and x ∈ S we define Xx

t [K] as the output of the following
algorithm (see Definition 7.4 for details). Start at x and consider the set of all
jump times not exceeding t of the paths of the form Kx,y(·) with y ∈ S. If this
set if empty, then stop and define Xx

t [K] := x, otherwise take the maximum
value t1 in this set. If t1 is the jump time of Kx,x1(·), then move to x1 and
consider now the set of all jump times strictly smaller than t1 of the paths
of the form Kx1,y(·) with y ∈ S. If this set is empty, then stop and define
Xx

t [K] := x1, otherwise take the maximum value t2 in this set and repeat the
above step. Iterate this procedure until the set of jump times is empty. Then
the algorithm stops and its output Xx

t [K] is the last site of S visited by the
algorithm. Roughly, to determine Xx

t [K] it is enough to follow the path in the
graph of Figure 1, starting at x at time t, going back in time and crossing an
horizontal edge every time it appears. Then Xx

t [K] is the site visited by the
path at time 0. In Section 7 we will prove that the above construction is well
posed for all x ∈ S and t ≥ 0 if K ∈ Γ∗, where Γ∗ is a suitable Borel subset of
DES

N with P(Γ∗) = 1.
Having defined Xx

t [K], given σ ∈ {0, 1}S we set

ησt [K](x) := σ
(
Xx

t [K]
)
.
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Then ησt [K] ∈ {0, 1}S. In Lemma 7.11 in Section 7 we show that ησ· [K] =(
ησt [K]

)
t≥0

∈ D{0,1}S and that the map Γ∗ ∋ K 7→ ησ· [K] ∈ D{0,1}S is measurable
in K.

We write F for the σ–algebra B(D{0,1}S) of Borel subsets of D{0,1}S . Since
{0, 1}S is separable, F is generated by the coordinate maps D{0,1}S ∋ η 7→ ηt ∈
{0, 1}S, t ≥ 0 (see Section 2). We also define Ft as the σ–algebra generated
by the coordinate maps D{0,1}S ∋ η 7→ ηs ∈ {0, 1}S with s ∈ [0, t]. Then
(D{0,1}S , (Ft)t≥0,F) is a filtered measurable space. For each σ ∈ {0, 1}S we
define Pσ as the probability measure on the above filtered measurable space
given by

Pσ(A) := P(K ∈ Γ∗ : ησ· [K] ∈ A) A ∈ F .

In what follows, we write Eσ for the expectation w.r.t. Pσ. Similarly to [25,
Theorem 2.4] we get:

Proposition 3.2 (Construction of SSEP). The family
{
Pσ : σ ∈ {0, 1}S

}
of

probability measures on the filtered measurable space (D{0,1}S , (Ft)t≥0,F) is a
Markov process (called symmetric simple exclusion process with conductances
cx,y), i.e.

(i) Pσ(η0 = σ) for all σ ∈ {0, 1}S;
(ii) for any A ∈ F the function {0, 1}S ∋ σ 7→ Pσ(A) ∈ [0, 1] is measurable;
(iii) for any σ ∈ {0, 1}S and A ∈ F it holds Pσ(ηt+· ∈ A | Ft) = Pηt(A)

Pσ–a.s.

For the proof of the above proposition see Section 7.1.

3.2. Markov semigroup and infinitesimal generator. We write C({0, 1}S)
for the space of real continuous functions on {0, 1}S endowed with the uniform
norm.

Proposition 3.3 (Feller property). Given f ∈ C({0, 1}S) and given t ≥ 0,
the map S(t)f : {0, 1}S → R defined as

(
S(t)f

)
(σ) := E

[
f
(
ησt [K]

)]
=∫

dPσ(η·)f(ηt) belongs to C({0, 1}S). In particular, the SSEP with conduc-
tances cx,y is a Feller process.

For the proof of the above proposition see Section 7.2.
Due to the Markov property in Proposition 3.2, (S(t))t≥0 is a semigroup

on {0, 1}S. Moreover, by using dominated convergence and that t 7→ ησt [K]
is right-continuous for K ∈ Γ∗ (cf. Lemma 7.11), it is simple to check that
(S(t))t≥0 is a strongly continuous semigroup. Its infinitesimal generator L is
then the Markov generator L of the SSEP with conductances cx,y. We recall
that L has domain

D(L) :=
{
f ∈ C({0, 1}S) :

S(t)f − f

t
has limit in C({0, 1})S as t ↓ 0

}
and is defined as Lf = limt↓0

S(t)f−f
t

where the above limit is in C({0, 1}S).
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Proposition 3.4 (Infinitesimal generator). Local functions belongs to the do-
main D(L). Moreover, for any local function f , we have

Lf(η) =
∑
x∈S

∑
y∈S

cx,yη(x)
(
1− η(y)

)
[f(ηx,y)− f(η)] , η ∈ {0, 1}S (7)

and
Lf(η) =

∑
{x,y}∈ES

cx,y
[
f(ηx,y)− f(η)

]
. (8)

The sum in the r.h.s. of (7) and (8) are absolutely convergent.

We recall that a function f : {0, 1}S → R is called local if, for some finite
A ⊂ S, f(η) is determined by (ηx)x∈A (note that any local function is also
continuous on {0, 1}S). Moreover, the configuration ηx,y is obtained from η by
exchanging the occupation variables at x and y, i.e.

ηx,y(z) =


η(y) if z = x ,

η(x) if z = y ,

η(z) otherwise .
(9)

The proof of Proposition 3.4, given in Section 7.3, has several similarities with
then one in [11, Appendix B], where another graphical construction is used.

3.3. Duality with the rw (Xt)t≥0. Due to its relevance for the study of
hydrodynamics and fluctuations of the empirical field for SSEPs in random
environment (see e.g. [5, 11, 16]), we focus here on duality at the level of the
density field. Apart from Lemma 3.6, the notions and results presented below
are discussed in [11, Sections 6 and 8] (the proofs in [11] can be easily adapted
to our notation, since it is enough to take ε = 1 there and to replace ω̂ and
Cloc(εω̂) there by S and Cc(S) respectively). We denote by Cc(S) the set of
functions f : S → R which are zero outside a finite subset of S. Since S
has the discrete topology, Cc(S) corresponds to the set of real functions with
compact support. We write n for the counting measure on S and we introduce
the set D given by

D :=
{
f ∈ L2(n) :

∑
x∈S

∑
y∈S

cx,y
(
f(y)− f(x)

)2
< +∞

}
.

We then consider the bilinear form E with domain D given by

E(f, g) := 1

2

∑
x∈S

∑
y∈S

cx,y
(
f(y)− f(x)

)(
g(y)− g(x)

)
, f, g ∈ D.

On D we introduce the norm ∥f∥D := ∥f∥L2(n) + E(f, f)1/2. One can easily
derive from Condition (C1) that Cc(S) ⊂ D. We then call D∗ the closure of
Cc(S) in D w.r.t. the norm ∥ · ∥D (see [11, Section 6]). By [15, Example 1.2.5]
the bilinear form E restricted to D∗ is a regular Dirichlet form. As a conse-
quence, there exists a unique nonpositive self-adjoint operator L in L2(n) such
that D∗ equals the domain of

√
−L and E(f, f) = ∥

√
−Lf∥L2(n) for any f ∈ D∗

(cf. [15, Theorem 1.3.1]). By [15, Lemma 1.3.2 and Exercise 4.4.1] L is the
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infinitesimal generator of the strongly continuous Markov semigroup (Pt)t≥0

on L2(n) associated to the random walk (Xt)t≥0 on S with jump probability
rates cx,y (defined in terms of holding times and jump probabilities as after
Assumption SSEP). In particular, we have Ptf(x) := Ex

[
f(Xt)

]
where Ex is

the expectation referred to the random walk starting as x. In what follows we
write D(L) for the domain of the operator L.

Definition 3.5. Given a function f : S → R such that
∑

x∈S cx|f(x)| < +∞,
we define L̃f : S → R as L̃f(x) :=

∑
y∈S cx,y

(
f(y)− f(x)

)
.

Note that the series in the r.h.s. of the definition of L̃f(x) is absolutely
convergent by the assumption on f and the symmetry of the cx,y’s (indeed∑

y∈S cx,y|f(x)| = cx|f(x)| < +∞, while
∑

y∈S cx,y|f(y)| is finite since we have∑
x∈S

∑
y∈S cx,y|f(y)| =

∑
x∈S

∑
y∈S cy,x|f(y)| =

∑
y∈S cy|f(y)|). In particular,

if f ∈ Cc(S) then L̃f is well defined.
Although not necessary to prove the hydrodynamic limit of SSEPs on point

processes, the following result has its own interest since it makes the generator
L explicit on local functions:

Lemma 3.6. If f ∈ Cc(S), then f ∈ D(L) and Lf = L̃f .

The above lemma is proved in Section 7.4.
We can now describe the duality between the SSEP with conductances cx,y

and the random walk with probability rates cx,y at the level of the density field
(i.e. the empirical measure). To this aim we recall that given η ∈ {0, 1}S the
empirical measure π[η] is the atomic measure on S given by

π[η] :=
∑
x∈S

η(x)δx . (10)

Given a real function f on S integrable w.r.t. π[η], we will write π[η](f) or sim-
ply π(f) for the sum

∑
x∈S f(x)η(x) of f w.r.t. π[η]. Trivially, if

∑
x∈S |f(x)| <

+∞ as in the lemma below, then f is integrable w.r.t. π[η] for all η ∈ {0, 1}S
Recall that L : D(L) → C({0, 1}S) is the infinitesimal generator of the

semigroup (S(t))t≥0 on C({0, 1}S) associated to the SSEP with conductances
cx,y.

Lemma 3.7 (see [11, Lemma 8.2]). Suppose that f : S → R satisfies∑
x∈S

|f(x)| < +∞ and
∑
x∈S

cx|f(x)| < +∞ . (11)

Then the map {0, 1}S ∋ η 7→ π[η](f) ∈ R is continuous and indeed
∑

x∈S f(x)η(x)
is an absolutely convergent series in C({0, 1}S). This map belongs to the do-
main D(L) of L and

L
(
π(f)

)
=

∑
x∈S

η(x)L̃f(x) , (12)

the r.h.s. of (12) being an absolutely convergent series in C({0, 1}S).
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If in addition to (11) we have f ∈ D(L) ⊂ L2(n) (for example, if f ∈ Cc(S)),
then Lf = L̃f and in particular we have the duality relation

L
(
π(f)

)
=

∑
x∈S

η(x)Lf(x) . (13)

Identities of the form (13) are relevant to study hydrodynamics and fluctu-
ations of the density field since they are associated to Dynkin’s martingales.

4. Applications to SSEPs in a random environment

We discuss some applications of the results presented in the previous section
to SSEPs in a random environment.

We start with S = Zd. We denote by Ed the set of undirected edges of the
lattice Zd. We take Ω := REd

+ , endowed with the product topology and the
Borel σ–algebra B(Ω). We let P be a probability measure on (Ω,B(Ω)). Given
ω ∈ Ω we write ωx,y instead of ω{x,y}. Given z ∈ Zd we write τz : Ω → Ω for
the shift (τzω)x,y = ωx−z,y−z.

Given the generic environment ω ∈ Ω, we set cx,y(ω) := ωx,y if {x, y} ∈
Ed and cx,y(ω) := 0 otherwise. We write (Xω

t )t≥0 for the continuous-time
random walk in the environment ω with jump rates cx,y(ω) and with state
space Zd∪{∂}, ∂ being a cemetery state (in case of explosion). The properties
stated in Section 3 hold P–a.s. if Conditions (C1) and (C2) are satisfied P–
a.s.. Trivially (C1) is always satisfied. For (C2) (i.e. the random walk (Xω

t )t≥0

a.s. does not explode) we have the following criterion:

Proposition 4.1. Condition (C2) is satisfied P–a.s. in the following three
cases:

(i) d = 1 and P is stationary w.r.t. shifts;
(ii) P is stationary w.r.t. shifts and

∫
P(dω)c0(ω) < +∞;

(iii) d ≥ 2 and under P the coordinates ωx,y, as {x, y} varies in Ed, are
i.i.d.

The proof of Item (ii) will be an extension of the arguments used in [6,
Lemma 4.3] since we are not assuming here that P is ergodic and that P(ωx,y >
0) = 1 for all {x, y} ∈ Ed. Item (iii) will follow from the results of [2].

Proof. We start with Item (i). Since P is stationary, it is enough to restrict to
the random walk starting at the origin. Let ω be an environment for which the
random walk Xω

t starting at the origin has explosion in path space with positive
probability. Since the sum of infinite independent exponential variables with
parameters upper bounded by a finite constant diverges a.s., if the random
walk explodes with positive probability (in path space) then the parameter
cx(ω) has to diverge for x → +∞ or for x → −∞.

Now, given M , consider the random set ω̂M := {x ∈ Z : cx(ω) ≤ M}.
For each k ∈ N consider the event AM,k ∈ B(Ω) defined as AM,k := {ω ∈
Ω : max ω̂M = k}. By the stationarity of P , P(AM,k) does not depend on
k. On the other hand, the events AM,k, k ∈ N, are disjoint. Since 1 ≥
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P(∪kAM,k) =
∑

k P(AM,k) we conclude that P(AM,k) = 0 for each M and k.
By reasoning similarly for min ω̂M , we conclude that P–a.s. for any M ∈ N
the set ω̂M is empty or it is unbounded from the left and from the right. This
implies that P–a.s. limx→+∞ cx(ω) = +∞ is violated and, similarly, P–a.s.
limx→−∞ cx(ω) = +∞ is violated. This allows to conclude that for P–a.a. ω
the random walk Xω

t a.s. does not explode.
We now move to Item (ii). At cost to enlarge the probability space by

marking edges by i.i.d. non degenerate random variables, independent from
the rest, we can assume that

P
(
ω ∈ Ω : τzω ̸= τz′ω for all z ̸= z′ in Zd

)
= 1 ; (14)

We let Z :=
∫
P(dω)c0(ω) < +∞. If Z = 0 then c0 = 0 P–a.s. and, by

stationarity, cx = 0 for all x ∈ Zd P–a.s.. In this case, P–a.s., all sites are
absorbing for the random walk and therefore (C2) is trivially satisfied. From
now on we restrict to the case Z > 0. We define Q as the probability measure
on Ω given by Q(dω) = Z−1c0(ω)P(dω). Due to the stationarity of P , it is
enough to consider the random walk starting at the origin and show that a.s.
there is no explosion.

We introduce the discrete-time Markov chain on Ω with jump probability
rates r(ω, ω′) defined as follows: if c0(ω) = 0 we set r(ω, ω′) := δω,ω′ , if c0(ω) >
0 we set r(ω, ω′) := c0,x(ω)/c0(ω) when ω′ = τxω for some x ∈ Zd and r(ω, ω′) =
0 otherwise. We write (ω̄n)n≥0 for the above Markov chain when starting at
ω. Note that, due to (14), (ω̄n)n≥0 is well defined for P–a.a. ω and therefore
for Q–a.a. ω. Since c0(ω)r(ω, ω

′) = c0(ω
′)r(ω′, ω), the probability measure Q

is reversible for the above Markov chain. We write PQ for the law on the path
space ΩN of the Markov chain (ω̄n)n≥0 with initial distribution Q. Since Q is
reversible, PQ is invariant w.r.t. shifts.

We introduce now a sequence (Tn)n≥0 of i.i.d. exponential times of mean
one defined on another probability space (Θ, P ). We can take Θ := RN

+ with
the product topology, endowed with the Borel σ–algebra, and we can take
Tk(θ) := θk for all θ ∈ Θ. Then PQ ⊗ P is stationary w.r.t. time-shifts when
thought of as probability measure on the path space (Ω ⊗ R+)

N. We write
I for the σ–algebra of shift-invariant subsets of (Ω ⊗ R+)

N. By the ergodic
theorem the limit limn→∞

1
n

∑n−1
k=0 Tk(θ)/c0(ω̄k) exists PQ ⊗ P–a.s. and equals

the expectation of T0(θ)/c0(ω̄0) w.r.t. PQ⊗P conditioned to I, which a random
variable with values in (0,+∞]. As a consequence, PQ ⊗ P (W) = 1 where
W := {

∑∞
k=0 Tk(θ)/c0(ω̄k) = +∞}. We observe that Q is concentrated on

{ω : c0(ω) > 0}, and Q and P are mutually absolutely continuous when
restricted to this set. On the other hand, if c0(ω) = 0, we trivially have that
Pδω⊗P (W) = 1 (the definition of Pδω is similar to the one of PQ). We conclude
that PP ⊗ P (W) = 1.

Finally we can build the continuous-time random walk Xω
· = (Xω

t )t≥0 with
conductances cx,y(ω) and starting at the origin by defining its jump process
(i.e. the sequence of states visited by Xω

· in chronological order) as an additive
functional of the Markov chain (ω̄n)n≥0 (here we use again (14)) and by using



12 A. FAGGIONATO

the exponential times Tk(θ)/c0(ω̄k) as waiting times. The construction is stan-
dard: when the environment is ω, Xω

· starts at the origin and remains there
until time T0(θ)/c0(ω̄0) = T0(θ)/c0(ω), afterwards it jumps to the site x ∈ Zd

such that ω̄1 = τxω and remains there for a time T1(θ)/c0(ω̄1) and so on. By
(14), for P–a.a. ω the above construction is well defined (e.g. the above x is
univocally determined). The event W then corresponds to non-explosion of
the trajectory. Since PP⊗P (W) = 1, we conclude that for P–a.a. ω condition
(C2) is fulfilled.

We conclude with Item (iii). We define Γ(ω) as the graph with edges {x, y} ∈
Ed with ωx,y > 0 and with vertexes given by the points belonging to the
above edges. We write V (ω) and E(ω) for the vertex set and the edge set
of Γ(ω), respectively. For e ∈ E(ω) we set t(e) := min{1, ω−1/2

e } and, given
x, y ∈ V (ω), we set d̃(x, y) := inf{

∑n
i=1 t(ei)}, where the infimum is taken over

paths (e1, e2, . . . , en) from x to y in Γ(ω). Then by [2, Lemma 2.5] the r.w. Xω
t

a.s. does not explode if for any connected component C of Γ(ω) there exists
x ∈ C and θ > 0 such that∑

y∈C

exp{−θd̃(x, y)} < +∞ . (15)

We now define ω′
e := max{1, ωe} and t′(e) := min{1, (ω′

e)
−1/2} for any e ∈ Ed.

Given x, y ∈ Zd, we set d̃′(x, y) := inf{
∑n

i=1 t
′(ei)}, where the infimum is taken

over paths (e1, e2, . . . , en) from x to y in the lattice Zd. For e ∈ E(ω) we have
t(e) ≥ t′(e) since ω′

e ≥ ωe. Since in addition paths in Γ(ω) are also paths in
the lattice Zd, we get that d̃′(x, y) ≤ d(x, y) for any x, y ∈ V (ω). In particular,
given x ∈ C as in (15), the bound in (15) is true if it holds∑

y∈Zd

exp{−θd̃′(x, y)} < +∞ . (16)

We observe that under P the new conductances ω′
x,y, with {x, y} ∈ Ed, are

i.i.d and lower bounded by 1. This is exactly the context of [2]. Then the
bound (16) holds for P–a.a. ω due to Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 2.11 in [2]. We
conclude that for P–a.a. ω condition (C2) is fulfilled. □

The results in Proposition 4.1–(ii) is extended in [14, Proposition 3.1] to
prove the a.s. non-explosion (i.e. Condition (C2)) for P–a.a. ω for a very large
class of random walks on random graphs in Rd, with also a random vertex set
(given by a simple point process).

5. Graphical construction and Markov semigroup of SEP

We discuss here the graphical construction and the Markov semigroup of the
simple exclusion process (SEP) on the countable set S, when the jump rates
cx,y are not necessarily symmetric.

We denote by Eo
S the family of ordered pairs of elements of S, i.e.

Eo
S := {(x, y) : x ̸= y, x, y ∈ S} .
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To each pair (x, y) ∈ Eo
S we associate a number cx,y ∈ [0,+∞). It is convenient

to set cx,x := 0 for all x ∈ S. Note that cx,y is not assumed to be symmetric
in x, y.

We consider the product space DEo
S

N endowed with the product topology. This
topology is induced by a metric d(·, ·), defined similarly to (6): d(K,K′) :=∑

i≥1

∑
j≥1 2

−(i+j) min
{
1, d(Ksi,sj ,K′

si,sj
)
}
. We write K = (Kx,y)(x,y)∈Eo

S
for a

generic element of DEo
S

N .

Definition 5.1 (Probability measure P). We associate to each pair (x, y) ∈ Eo
S

a Poisson process (Nx,y(t))t≥0 with intensity cx,y and with Nx,y(0) = 0, such
that the Nx,y(·)’s are independent processes when varying the pair (x, y) in Eo

S.
We define P as the law on D

Eo
S

N of the random object (Nx,y(·))(x,y)∈Eo
S
.

The graphical construction of the SEP presented below is based on Har-
ris’ percolation argument [7, 18]. To justify this construction we need a
percolation-type assumption. To this aim we define

Ks
x,y(t) := Kx,y(t) +Ky,x(t) for t ≥ 0 , {x, y} ∈ ES .

ES above is defined as in (5). Note the symmetry relation Ks
x,y(t) = Ks

y,x(t) and
that Ks := (Ks

x,y){x,y}∈ES belongs to DES
N . When K is sampled with distribution

P, Ks is a collection of independent processes and in particular Ks
x,y is a Poisson

process with parameter
csx,y := cx,y + cy,x .

We set csx,x := 0 for all x ∈ S.
From now on we make the following assumption:

Assumption SEP. There exists t0 > 0 such that for P–a.a. K ∈ D
Eo
S

N the undi-
rected graph Gt0(K) with vertex set S and edge set {{x, y} ∈ ES : Ks

x,y(t0) > 0
}

has only connected components with finite cardinality.
Due to the loss of memory of the Poisson point process, the above assumption

implies that the following property (we omit the proof since standard):

Lemma 5.2. For P–a.a. K ∈ D
Eo
S

N the following holds: ∀r ∈ N the undirected
graph Gr

t0
(K) with vertex set S and edge set {{x, y} ∈ ES : Ks

x,y((r + 1)t0) >
Ks

x,y(rt0)} has only connected components with finite cardinality.

Trivially, Gr
t0
(K) = Gt0(K) for r = 0. We also point out that the proper-

ties appearing in Assumption SEP and Lemma 5.2 define indeed measurable
subsets of DEo

S
N :

Lemma 5.3. Given r ∈ N the set Γr of configurations K ∈ D
Eo
S

N such that the
graph Gr

t0
(K) has only connected components with finite cardinality is a Borel

subset of DEo
S

N .

The proof of the above lemma is trivial and therefore omitted (simply note
that Γc

r corresponds to the fact that, for some site sn, for each integer k ≥ 1
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there exist distinct sites y1, y2, . . . , yk in S \{sn} such that Ks
yi,yi+1

((r+1)t0) >

Ks
yi,yi+1

(rt0) for all i = 0, 1, . . . , k − 1, where y0 := sn).

Trivially, Assumption SEP can be reformulated as follows:
Equivalent formulation of Assumption SEP: Given t0 > 0, consider the
random graph with vertex set S obtained by putting an edge between x ̸= y in
S with probability 1− exp{−csx,yt0}, independently when varying {x, y} among
ES. Then, for some t0 > 0, the above random graph has a.s. only connected
components with finite cardinality.

Remark 5.4. By stochastic domination, to prove Assumption SEP one can
as well replace {csx,y : {x, y} ∈ ES} by any other family {c̄x,y : {x, y} ∈ ES}
such that csx,y ≤ c̄x,y for any {x, y} ∈ ES.

In the above Assumption SEP we have not required any summability prop-
erty as Condition (C1) in Assumption SSEP. Indeed, this is not necessary due
to the following fact proved in Section 8:

Lemma 5.5. Assumption SEP implies for all x ∈ S that csx :=
∑

y∈S c
s
x,y <

+∞,
∑

y∈S cx,y < +∞,
∑

y∈S cy,x < +∞.

Recall the definition of Γr given in Lemma 5.3.

Definition 5.6 (Set Γ∗). We define Γ∗ as the family of K ∈ D
Eo
S

N such that
(i) K ∈ ∩r∈NΓr;
(ii) the sum

∑
y∈S\x Ks

x,y(t) =
∑

y∈S\x(Kx,y(t) + Ky,x(t)) is finite for all
x ∈ N and t ∈ R+;

(iii) given any (x, y) ̸= (x′, y′) in Eo
S the set of jump times of Ko

x,y and the
set of jump times of Ko

x′,y′ are disjoint and moreover all jumps equals
+1.

It is simple to check (also by using Lemmas 5.3 and 5.5) the following:

Lemma 5.7. Γ∗ is measurable, i.e. Γ∗ ∈ B(DEo
S

N ), and P(Γ∗) = 1.

We briefly describe the graphical construction of the SEP for K ∈ Γ∗ under
Assumption SEP.

Given σ ∈ {0, 1}S we first define a trajectory (ησt [K])t≥0 in D{0,1}S starting
at σ by an iterative procedure. We set ησ0 [K] := σ. Suppose that the trajectory
has been defined up to time rt0, r ∈ N. As K ∈ Γ∗ all connected components
of Gr

t0
(K) have finite cardinality. Let C be such a connected component and let

{s1 < s2 < · · · < sk} ={
s : Kx,y(s) = Kx,y(s−) + 1 for some x ̸= y in C, rt0 < s ≤ (r + 1)t0

}
.

(17)

The local evolution ησt [K](z) with z ∈ C and rt0 < t ≤ (r+1)t0 is described as
follows. Start with ησrt0 [K] as configuration at time rt0 in C. At time s1 move
a particle from x to y ̸= x with x, y ∈ C if, just before time s1, it holds:

(i) site x is occupied and site y is empty;
(ii) Kx,y(s1) = Kx,y(s1−) + 1.
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Note that, since K ∈ Γ∗, the set (17) is indeed finite and there exists at most
one ordered pair (x, y) satisfying (i) and (ii). After this first step, repeat
the same operation as above orderly for times s2, s3, . . . , sk. Then move to
another connected component of Gr

t0
(K) and repeat the above construction

and so on. As the connected components are disjoint, the resulting path does
not depend on the order by which we choose the connected components in the
above algorithm (we could as well proceed simultaneously with all connected
components). This procedure defines (ησt [K])rt0<t≤(r+1)t0 . Starting with r = 0
and progressively increasing r by +1 we get the trajectory ησ· [K] = (ησt [K])t≥0.

The filtered measurable space (D{0,1}S , (Ft)t≥0,F) is defined as in Section
3.1. Again the space C({0, 1}S) of real continuous functions on {0, 1}S is
endowed with the uniform topology. Given σ ∈ {0, 1}S, we define Pσ as the
probability measure on the above filtered measurable space given by Pσ(A) :=
P(K ∈ Γ∗ : ησ· [K] ∈ A) for all A ∈ F . By Lemma 8.4 in Section 8 the set
{K ∈ Γ∗ : ησ· [K] ∈ A} is indeed measurable and therefore Pσ is well defined.

Similarly to Propositions 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 we have the following results (see
Section 8.1 and 8.2 for their proofs):

Proposition 5.8 (Construction of SEP). The family
{
Pσ : σ ∈ {0, 1}S

}
of

probability measures on the filtered measurable space (D{0,1}S , (Ft)t≥0,F) is a
Markov process (called simple exclusion process with rates cx,y), i.e.

(i) Pσ(η0 = σ) for all σ ∈ {0, 1}S;
(ii) for any A ∈ F the function {0, 1}S ∋ σ 7→ Pσ(A) ∈ [0, 1] is measurable;
(iii) for any σ ∈ {0, 1}S and A ∈ F it holds Pσ(ηt+· ∈ A | Ft) = Pηt(A)

Pσ–a.s.

Remark 5.9. By changing t0 in the graphs Gr
t0
(K), for P–a.a. K the path ησ· [K]

constructed above does not change, and this for any σ. In particular, the above
SEP does not depend on the particular t0 for which Assumption SEP holds.

Proposition 5.10 (Feller property). Given f ∈ C({0, 1}S) and given t ≥ 0,
the map Stf(σ) := E

[
f
(
ησt [K]

)]
=

∫
dPσ(η·)f(ηt) belongs to C({0, 1}S). In

particular, the SEP with rates cx,y is a Feller process.

Proposition 5.11 (Infinitesimal generator). Local functions belong to the do-
main D(L) of the infinitesimal generator L of the SEP with rates cx,y. More-
over, for any local function f , we have

Lf(η) =
∑
x∈S

∑
y∈S

cx,y η(x)
(
1− η(y)

)
[f(ηx,y)− f(η)] , η ∈ {0, 1}S . (18)

The series in the r.h.s. is absolutely convergent.

6. Applications to SEPs in a random environment

We now consider the SEP with state space S(ω) and jump probability rates
cx,y(ω) depending on a random environment ω. More precisely, we have a
probability space (Ω,G,P) and the environment ω is a generic element of Ω.
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Due to the results presented in Section 5, to have P–a.s. a well defined
process built by the graphical construction and enjoying the properties stated
in Propositions 5.8, 5.10 and 5.11, it is sufficient to check that for P–a.a. ω
Assumption SEP is valid with S = S(ω) and csx,y = csx,y(ω) := cx,y(ω)+cy,x(ω).
This becomes an interesting problem in percolation theory since one has a
percolation problem in a random environment. By restating the content of
Propositions 5.1 and 5.2 in [11] in the present setting (csx,y(ω) here plays the
role of the conductance of {x, y} there) we have the two criteria below, where
Eo

d (Ed) denotes the set of directed (undirected) edges of the lattice Zd.

Proposition 6.1. [11, Propositions 5.1] Let Ω := [0,+∞)E
o
d. Suppose that P

is stationary w.r.t. shifts. Take S(ω) := Zd and cx,y(ω) := ωx,y for (x, y) ∈ Eo
d

and cx,y(ω) := 0 otherwise. Then for P–a.a. ω Assumption SEP is satisfied if
at least one of the following conditions is fulfilled:

(i) P–a.s. there exists a constant C(ω) such that ωx,y ≤ C(ω) for all
(x, y) ∈ Eo

d;
(ii) under P the random variables csx,y(ω) = ωx,y + ωy,x are independent

when varying {x, y} in Ed;
(iii) for some k > 0 under P the random variables csx,y(ω) = ωx,y + ωy,x are

k–dependent when varying {x, y} in Ed.

The k–dependence in Item (iii) means that, given A,B ⊂ Zd with distance
at least k, the random fields (csx,y(ω) : x, y ∈ A, {x, y} ∈ Ed) and (csx,y(ω) :
x, y ∈ B, {x, y} ∈ Ed) are independent (see e.g. [17, Section 7.4]).

Proposition 6.2. [11, Propositions 5.2] Suppose that there is a measurable
map ω 7→ ω̂ into the set of locally finite subsets of Rd, such that ω̂ is a Poisson
point process (PPP) when ω is sampled according to P. Take S(ω) := ω̂.
Suppose that, for P–a.a. ω, csx,y(ω) ≤ g(|x−y|) for any x, y ∈ S(ω), where g(r)

is a fixed bounded function such that the map x 7→ g(|x|) belongs to L1(Rd, dx).
Then for P–a.a. ω Assumption SEP is satisfied.

By taking g(r) = 2e−r the above proposition implies the following (recall
Mott v.r.h. discussed in the Introduction):

Corollary 6.3. For P–a.a. ω the Mott v.r.h. on a marked Poisson point
process (without the mean field approximation) can be built as SEP by the
graphical construction and it is a Feller process, whose Markov generator is
given by (18) on local functions.

7. Graphical construction, Markov generator and duality of
SSEP: proofs

In this section we detail the graphical construction of the SSEP, thus re-
quiring a certain care on the measurability issues. At the end we provide the
proof of Propositions 3.2, 3.3, 3.4 and Lemma 3.6 presented in Section 3.

Let us start with the graphical construction. For later use we note that
B(DES

N ) is the σ–algebra generated by the coordinate maps DES
N ∋ K 7→ Kx,y ∈
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DN, as {x, y} varies in ES (see the metric (6)). Since B(DN) is generated by
the coordinate maps DN ∋ ξ 7→ ξ(t) ∈ N with t ∈ R+ (see Section 2), we get
that B(DES

N ) is the σ–algebra generated by the maps K 7→ Kx,y(t) as {x, y}
varies in ES and t varies in R+.

Given K ∈ DES
N , Kx,y is a càdlàg path with values in N, hence Kx,y has

a finite set of jump times on any interval [0, T ], T > 0. Given x ∈ S and
K ∈ DES

N , we define Kx : R+ → N ∪ {+∞} as

Kx(t) :=
∑

y∈S:y ̸=x

Kx,y(t) . (19)

Since each map K 7→ Kx,y(t) is measurable, the same holds for the map K 7→
Kx(t). We point out that the path Kx is not necessarily càdlàg. For example,
take K ∈ DES

N such that, for 1 ≤ i < j,

Ksi,sj(t) :=

{
0 if i ̸= 1 ,

1(t ≥ 1 + 1/j) if i = 1 .

Then Ks1(t) equals zero for t ≤ 1 and equals +∞ for t > 1.

Definition 7.1. We define Γ ⊂ DES
N as the family of K ∈ DES

N such that
(i) for all x ∈ S, Kx(t) is finite for all t ∈ R+ and the map Kx : R+ → N

is càdlàg with jumps of value +1;
(ii) for any {x, y} ∈ ES the path Kx,y has only jumps of value +1;
(iii) given any {x, y} ≠ {x′, y′} in ES, the set of jump times of Kx,y and the

set of jump times of Kx′,y′ are disjoint.

Lemma 7.2. Γ is measurable, i.e. Γ ∈ B(DES
N ), and P(Γ) = 1.

Proof. It is a standard fact that the K’s satisfying (ii) and (iii) form a measur-
able set C ⊂ DES

N with P–probability one. By property (ii) for all K ∈ C and
x ∈ S the path Kx is weakly increasing. Hence A := ∩x∈S{K ∈ C : Kx(t) <
+∞ ∀t ≥ 0} = ∩x∈S ∩t∈Q+ {K ∈ C : Kx(t) < +∞}, where Q+ := Q ∩ R+.
Since the map K 7→ Kx(t) is measurable, also the set {K ∈ C : Kx(t) < +∞}
is measurable. Moreover this set has P-probability 1 since P(C) = 1 and, by
(C1), E[Kx(t)] =

∑
y∈S:y ̸=x cx,y = cx < +∞. This allows to conclude that A is

measurable and P(A) = 1.
To conclude it is enough to show that Γ = A. Trivially Γ ⊂ A. To prove

that A ⊂ Γ we just need to show that, given K ∈ A and x ∈ S, Kx : R+ → N
is càdlàg with jumps of value +1. Let us first prove that Kx is càdlàg . To
this aim we fix t ≥ 0 and take T > t. We note that

∑
y∈S:y ̸=xKx,y(T ) =

Kx(T ) < +∞, Kx,y(s) ≤ Kx,y(T ) for any s ∈ (t, T ) and lims↓tKx,y(s) =
Kx,y(t) (for the first two properties use that K ∈ A, for the third one use
that Kx,y ∈ DN). Then, by dominated convergence applied to the sum among
y ∈ S with y ̸= x, we get that lims↓t Kx(s) =

∑
y∈S:y ̸=x lims↓t Kx,y(s) = Kx(t)

(i.e. Kx is right-continuous). Similarly, for t > 0, we get that lims↑t Kx(s) =∑
y∈S:y ̸=x lims↑t Kx,y(s) =

∑
y∈S:y ̸=xKx,y(t−) (i.e. Kx has left limits). Due to
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the above identities, if t is a jump time of the càdlàg path Kx, then the jump
value is Kx(t) − Kx(t−) =

∑
y∈S:y ̸=x Kx,y(t) −

∑
y∈S:y ̸=x Kx,y(t−). The above

expression and properties (ii) and (iii) imply that Kx(t)−Kx(t−) = +1. □

Definition 7.3. Let K ∈ Γ. Given W ⊂ R+ and {x, y} ∈ S we define
JW (Kx,y) as the set of jump times of Kx,y which lie in W . Similarly, given
x ∈ S, we define JW (Kx) as the set of jump times of Kx which lie in W .

Note that, if K ∈ Γ, then JW (Kx) = ∪y∈S\{x}JW (Kx,y) and J[0,T ](Kx) is finite
for all x ∈ S and T ≥ 0.

We introduce ∂ as an abstract state not in S. Given K ∈ Γ and given t ≥ 0,
we associate to each x ∈ S an element Xx

t [K] in S ∪ {∂} as follows:

Definition 7.4 (Definition of Xx
t [K] for K ∈ Γ and t ≥ 0).

• We first consider the set A1 := J[0,t](Kx). If A1 is empty, then we set
Xx

t [K] := x and we stop. If A1 is nonempty, then we define t1 as the largest
time in A1 and x1 as the unique point in S such that t1 ∈ J[0,t](Kx,x1)

3.
• In general, arrived at tk, xk with k ≥ 1, we consider the set Ak+1 :=

J[0,tk)(Kxk
). If Ak+1 is empty, then we set Xx

t [K] := xk and we stop. If Ak+1

is nonempty, then we define tk+1 as the largest time in Ak+1 and xk+1 as the
unique point in S such that tk+1 ∈ J[0,tk)(Kxk,xk+1

).
• If the algorithm stops in a final number of steps, then Xx

t [K] has been
defined by the algorithm itself and belongs to S. If the algorithm does not stop,
then we set Xx

t [K] := ∂.

Note that Xx
0 [K] = x according to the above algorithm.

We endow the countable set S∪{∂} with the discrete topology. Below, when
considering functions with domain Γ, we consider Γ ∈ B(DES

N ) as a measurable
space with σ–algebra {A ∩ Γ : A ∈ B(DES

N } = {A ∈ B(DES
N ) : A ⊂ Γ}.

Lemma 7.5. Given x ∈ S and t ≥ 0, the map Γ ∋ K 7→ Xx
t [K] ∈ S ∪ {∂} is

measurable.

Proof. We just need to show that, given y ∈ S, the set W = {K ∈ Γ : Xx
t [K] =

y} is measurable. Let us call Nx(K) the number of steps in the algorithm of
Definition 7.4. Below x1, t1, x2, t2, .. are as in the above algorithm. Moreover,
to simplify the notation, we take t = 1.

We first take y ̸= x. The above set W is then the union of the countable
family of sets {K ∈ Γ : Nx(K) = m, x1 = a1, x2 = a2 , ... xm−1 = am−1 , xm =
y}, where m ∈ {1, 2, . . . }, a0 := x, am := y and a1, a2, . . . , am−1 ∈ S satisfy
ai ̸= ai+1 for i = 0, 2, . . . ,m − 1. Let us show for example that the set A :=
{K ∈ Γ : Nx(K) = 1, x1 = y} is measurable (the case with Nx(K) = m ≥ 2 is
similar, just more involved from a notational viewpoint). We claim that

A = ∪n0≥1

(
∩n≥n0

(
∪2n

k=1An,k

))
, (20)

3Note that t1 and x1 are well defined since K ∈ Γ.
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where

An,k :=
{
K ∈ Γ : Kx(1) = Kx(k2

−n) , Kx(k2
−n)−Kx((k − 1)2−n) = 1 ,

Kx,y(k2
−n)−Kx,y((k − 1)2−n) = 1 , Ky((k − 1)2−n) = Ky(0)

}
.

To prove our claim take K ∈ A. Since K ∈ Γ, we know that the map Kx

takes value in N and is càdlàg with jumps equal to +1. Recall that t1 > 0 is
the last time in the nonempty set J[0,1](Kx). This implies that Kx(1) = Kx(s)
for t1 ≤ s ≤ 1. Given n0 and n ≥ n0 let k ∈ {1, . . . , 2n} with (k−1)2−n < t1 ≤
k2−n. Then, by the above observation, Kx(1) = Kx(k2

−n). Since Kx is càdlàg,
there exists ε > 0 small such that Kx(t1) − 1 = Kx(s) for all s ∈ [t1 − ε, t1).
Therefore, by taking n0 such that 2−n0 < ε and using that K ∈ A, we have
that Kx(k2

−n)−Kx((k− 1)2−n) = 1 = Kx,y(k2
−n)−Kx,y((k− 1)2−n) = 1. By

definition of A we know that Ky has no jumps in [0, t1), thus implying that
Ky((k − 1)2−n) = Ky(0). This concludes the proof that, if K ∈ A, then K
belongs to r.h.s. of (20).

Suppose now that K belongs to the r.h.s. of (20). Let us prove that K ∈ A.
First we observe that, for some n0 ≥ 1 and for all n ≥ n0, we can find
kn ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . . , 2n} such that K ∈ An,kn . By definition of An,kn we have
Kx(1) = Kx(s) for all s ∈ [kn2

−n, 1] and Kx(kn2
−n) − Kx((kn − 1)2−n) = 1.

To simplify the notation let a := (kn − 1)2−n and b := kn2
−n. By the above

properties and since K ∈ Γ, Kx has exactly one jump time in (a, b]. Setting
c := (a+ b)/2, a < c < b are subsequent points in 2−n−1N. If the above jump
time lies in (c, b], then it must be kn+12

−n−1 = b = kn2
−n and (kn+1−1)2−n−1 =

c > a = (kn − 1)2−n. If the above jump time lies in (a, c], then it must be
kn+12

−n−1 = c < kn2
−n = b and (kn+1 − 1)2−n−1 = a = (kn − 1)2−n. This

proves that the sequence kn2−n is weakly decreasing in [0, 1], while the sequence
(kn−1)2−n is weakly increasing in [0, 1]. Since in addition the terms (kn−1)2−n

and kn2
−n differ by 2−n, we obtain that (kn−1)2−n converges to some u ∈ [0, 1]

from the left and kn2
−n converges to the same u ∈ [0, 1] from the right. It

cannot be u = 0 otherwise it would be (kn−1)2−n = 0 for n ≥ n0 and we would
have Kx,y(2

−n)−Kx,y(0) = 1 (due to the definition of An,kn), thus contradicting
the right continuity of Kx,y. Hence u > 0. We claim that K ∈ A and u = t1.
By taking the limit n → +∞ in the properties defining An,kn and using that
Kx,y, Kx and Ky are càdlàg, we get Kx(1) = Kx(u), Kx(u) − Kx(u−) = 1,
Kx,y(u) − Kx,y(u−) = 1, Ky(u−) = Ky(0). This implies that K ∈ A and
u = t1. At this point we have proved our claim (20).

Having (20), which involves countable intersections and unions, the measur-
ability of A follows from the measurability of An,k (for the latter recall that
the maps DS

N ∋ K → Kx,y(s) ∈ N and DS
N ∋ K → Kx(s) ∈ N are measurable).

When y = x, the analysis is the same. One has just to consider in addition
the event {K ∈ Γ : Nx(t) = 0} = {K ∈ Γ : Kx(0) = Kx(t)}, which is trivially
measurable. □

Lemma 7.6. Given K ∈ Γ and x ∈ S, the path R+ ∋ t 7→ Xx
t [K] ∈ S ∪ {∂} is

càdlàg.
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Proof. We prove the càdlàg property at t > 0, the case t = 0 is similar. We
fix K ∈ Γ, x ∈ S. Since K ∈ Γ, Kx is càdlàg and therefore Kx has no jump
in (t, t + ε] and in [t − ε, t) for ε > 0 small enough. By the first step in the
algorithm in Definition 7.4 we conclude respectively that Xx

s [K] = Xx
t [K] for

any s ∈ [t, t+ ε] and Xx
s [K] = Xx

t−ε[K] for for any s ∈ [t− ε, t). □

Let us point out an important symmetry (called below reflection invariance)
of the law P. We define τ

(1)
x,y < τ

(2)
x,y < · · · the jump times of the random

path Nx,y(·). Setting τ
(0)
x,y := 0, we have that τ

(k)
x,y − τ

(k−1)
x,y , k ≥ 1, are i.i.d.

exponential random variables of parameter cx,y. Another characterization is
that {τ (k)x,y : k ≥ 1} is a Poisson point process with intensity cx,y. As a
consequence, given T > 0, the set (0, T ) ∩ {τ (k)x,y : k ≥ 1} is a Poisson point
process on (0, T ) with intensity cx,y, i.e. the numbers of points in disjoint Borel
subsets of (0, T ) are independent random variables and the number of points
in a given Borel subset A of (0, T ) is a Poisson random variable with parameter
cx,y times the Lebesgue measure of A. Due to the above characterization of
the Poisson point process, we have that also (0, T ) ∩ {T − τ

(k)
x,y : k ≥ 1} is a

Poisson point process on (0, T ) with intensity cx,y.
Due to the above reflection invariance, the independence of the Poisson

processes and the algorithm in Definition 7.4, we get that, by sampling K with
probability P, the random variable Xx

t [K] is distributed as the state at time t
of the random walk with conductances cy,z starting at x, with the convention
that Xx

t [K] = ∂ corresponds to the explosion of the above random walk.
The above observation will be crucial in proving Lemma 7.8 below. We first

give the following definition:

Definition 7.7. We define the set Γ∗ ⊂ Γ as Γ∗ := {K ∈ Γ : Xx
t [K] ∈

S for all x ∈ S, t ≥ 0}.

Lemma 7.8. The set Γ∗ is measurable and P(Γ∗) = 1.

Proof. Let Γ◦ := {K ∈ Γ : Xx
t [K] ∈ S for all x ∈ S, t ∈ Q ∩ R+}. By Lemma

7.6, Γ◦ = Γ∗. Due to Lemma 7.5 the set Γt := {K ∈ Γ : Xx
t [K] ∈ S ∀x ∈ S}

is measurable. Due to the above interpretation of the distribution of Xx
t [K]

in terms of the random walk with random conductances and due to Condition
(C2), we have P(Γt) = 1. Then, since Γ◦ is the countable intersection of
the measurable sets Γt, t ∈ R+ ∩ Q, we conclude that Γ◦ is measurable and
P(Γ◦) = 1. As Γ◦ = Γ∗, the same holds for Γ∗. □

Definition 7.9. For each K ∈ Γ∗, t ≥ 0 and σ ∈ {0, 1}S, we define ησt [K] ∈
{0, 1}S as

ησt [K](x) := σ
(
Xx

t [K]
)
. (21)

Lemma 7.10. Fixed t ≥ 0, the map {0, 1}S × Γ∗ ∋ (σ,K) 7→ ησt [K] ∈ {0, 1}S
is continuous in σ (for fixed K) and measurable in K (for fixed σ).

Proof. We prove the continuity in σ for fixed K. Recall the metric d(·, ·) on
{0, 1}S defined in (4). Fix N ∈ N+. We have that d(ησt [K], ησ

′
t [K]) ≤ 2−N if
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ησt [K](sn) = ησ
′

t [K](sn) for all n = 1, 2, . . . , N . By (21) this holds if σ(y) =
σ′(y) for all y ∈ A := {Xsn

t [K] : n = 1, 2, . . . , N}. Let us now choose M
large enough that A ⊂ {s1, s2, . . . , sM}. Since we have σ(sn) = σ′(sn) for all
n = 1, 2, . . . ,M if d(σ, σ′) < 2−M , we conclude that whenever d(σ, σ′) < 2−M

we have σ(y) = σ′(y) for all y ∈ A and therefore d(ησt [K], ησ
′

t [K]) ≤ 2−N . This
proves the continuity in σ.

We prove the measurability in K for fixed σ. The Borel σ–algebra B({0, 1}S)
is generated by the sets {η ∈ {0, 1}S : η(x) = 1} as x varies in S. Then to
prove the measurability in K, for fixed σ, we just need to show that B :=
{K ∈ Γ∗ : ησt [K](x) = 1} is measurable for any x ∈ S. By (21) we can
rewrite B as the countable union ∪y∈Zd :σ(y)=1{K ∈ Γ∗ : Xx

t [K] = y}. Then
the measurability of B follows from the measurability of the sets {K ∈ Γ∗ :
Xx

t [K] = y}, which follows from Lemmas 7.5 and 7.8. □

For the next result recall that D{0,1}S = D(R+, {0, 1}S).

Lemma 7.11. For each σ ∈ {0, 1} and K ∈ Γ∗, the path ησ· [K] :=
(
ησt [K]

)
t≥0

belongs to D{0,1}S . Moreover, fixed σ ∈ {0, 1}S, the map

Γ∗ ∋ K 7→ ησ· [K] ∈ D{0,1}S (22)

is measurable in K.

Proof. Let σ ∈ {0, 1}S and K ∈ Γ∗. We first check that the path
(
ησt [K]

)
t≥0

be-
longs to D{0,1}S . We first prove its right continuity, i.e. given t ≥ 0 we show that
limu↓t η

σ
u [K] = ησt [K]. Due to (4) we just need to show that limu↓t η

σ
u [K](x) =

ησt [K](x) for any x ∈ S. By (21) it is enough to show that, for any x ∈ S,
Xx

u [K] = Xx
t [K] for any u > t sufficiently near to t. This follows from Lemma

7.6. We now prove that the path ησ· [K] has limit from the left at t > 0. Given
x ∈ S, by Lemma 7.6, the left limit Xx

t−[K] is well defined. Moreover, since
K ∈ Γ∗, this limit is in S. Let ξ(x) := σ(Xx

t−[K]) ∈ {0, 1} for any x ∈ S.
We claim that limu↑t η

σ
u [K] = ξ. Again, due to (4), we just need to show

that limu↑t η
σ
u [K](x) = ξ(x), i.e. limu↑t σ(X

x
u [K]) = ξ(x) = σ(Xx

t−[K]), for any
x ∈ S. This follows from the fact that, for each x ∈ S, Xx

u [K] = Xx
t−[K] for all

u ∈ [t− ε, t), for ε > 0 small enough. This concludes the proof that
(
ησt [K]

)
t≥0

belongs to D{0,1}S .
As discussed at the end of Section 2, B(D{0,1}S) is generated by the maps

η· 7→ ηt with t varying in R+. This means that B(D{0,1}S) is the smallest
σ–algebra such that the sets of the form U := {η· ∈ D{0,1}S : ηt ∈ B},
with B ∈ B({0, 1}S), are measurable. To prove the measurability of (22) in
K for fixed σ, we just need to prove that the inverse image of U via (22) is
measurable, i.e. that the set {K ∈ Γ∗ : ησt [K] ∈ B} is measurable. But this is
exactly the measurability in K (for fixed σ) of the map in Lemma 7.10. □

7.1. Proof of Proposition 3.2.
• Item (i) follows trivially from our definitions. Indeed (21) and Definition

7.4 imply that ησ0 [K](x) = σ
(
Xx

0 [K]
)
= σ(x).
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• We move to Item (ii). We will use the Dynkin’s π-λ Theorem (see e.g. [9])
as in the proof of Item (b) in [25, Theorem 2.4]. We fix 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ · · · ≤ tn,
x1, x2, . . . , xn ∈ S and k1, k2, . . . , kn ∈ {0, 1}. Due to Lemma 7.10, for fixed
K ∈ Γ∗, the maps {0, 1}S ∋ σ 7→ ησti [K](xi) ∈ {0, 1} are continuous. Therefore,
also

fσ(K) :=
n∏

i=1

(
1−

∣∣ησti [K](xi)− ki
∣∣)

is continuous in σ for each fixed K. Trivially fσ(K) = 1 if and only if
ησti [K](xi) = ki for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n, otherwise fσ(K) = 0. We then con-
sider the set A := { η· ∈ D{0,1}S : ηti(xi) = ki ∀i = 1, 2, . . . , n }. Note that
A ∈ F as F is generated by the coordinate maps, moreover fσ(K) is measur-
able in K by Lemma 7.10. Since Pσ(A) =

∫
dP(K)fσ(K) and 0 ≤ fσ(K) ≤ 1,

by dominated convergence and the above continuity in σ of fσ(K), we get that
the map {0, 1}S ∋ σ 7→ Pσ(A) ∈ [0, 1] is continuous.

We now consider the family L of sets A ∈ F such that the map {0, 1}S ∋
σ 7→ Pσ(A) ∈ [0, 1] is measurable. Due to the above discussion, L contains
the family P given by events of the form { η· ∈ D{0,1}S : ηti(xi) = ki ∀i =
1, 2, . . . , n } with n ≥ 1, 0 ≤ t1 ≤ t2 ≤ · · · ≤ tn, x1, x2, . . . , xn ∈ S and
k1, k2, . . . , kn ∈ {0, 1}. The above family P is a π–system, i.e. A ∩ B ∈ P
if A,B ∈ P . We claim that, on the other hand, L is a λ–system, i.e. (a)
D{0,1}S ∈ L, (b) if A,B ∈ L and A ⊂ B, then B \ A ∈ L, (c) if An ∈ L and
An ↑ A (i.e. A1 ⊂ A2 ⊂ · · · and ∪nAn = A), then A ∈ L. Before justifying
our claim, let us conclude the proof of Item (ii). By Dynkin’s π-λ Theorem, L
contains the σ–algebra generated by P , which is indeed F as discussed at the
end of Section 2. Hence L = F , thus corresponding to Item (ii).

We conclude by proving our claim. The check of (a) and (b) is trivial. Let
us focus on (c). Let An ∈ L with An ↑ A. We need to prove that A ∈ L.
We first observe that for each path η· ∈ D{0,1}S it holds 1An(η·) → 1A(η·) as
n → +∞. This implies that, for each σ ∈ {0, 1}S and K ∈ Γ∗, gn(K) → g(K)
as n → +∞, where gn(K) := 1An

((
ησt [K]

)
t≥0

)
and g(K) := 1A

((
ησt [K]

)
t≥0

)
.

Then, by dominated convergence, Pσ(An) =
∫
dP(K)gn(K) →

∫
dP(K)g(K) =

Pσ(A) as n → +∞, for any σ ∈ {0, 1}. Since An ∈ L the map {0, 1}S ∋ σ 7→
Pσ(An) ∈ [0, 1] is measurable. As a byproduct with the above limit, we get
that the map {0, 1}S ∋ σ 7→ Pσ(A) ∈ [0, 1] is the pointwise limit of measurable
functions, and therefore it is measurable. This concludes the proof of (c).

• We now focus on Item (iii). The proof is very close to the one of Item (c) in
[25, Theorem 2.4], although the graphical construction is different. Given K ∈
DES

N and t ≥ 0, we define θtK as the element of DES
N such that (θtK)x,y(s) :=

Kx,y(t + s) − Kx,y(s). We also denote by K[0,t] the collection of functions
[0, t] ∋ s 7→ Kx,y(s) ∈ N as {x, y} varies in ES. We claim that for all K ∈ Γ∗
and t, s ≥ 0 it holds

ησt+s[K] = ηξs [θtK] ξ := ησt [K] . (23)
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To check the above identity, observe that by the graphical construction Xx
t+s[K] =

Xy
t [K] where y := Xx

s [θtK], and therefore (defining ξ as in (23))

ησt+s[K](x) = σ(Xx
t+s[K]) = σ(Xy

t [K]) = ησt [K](y) = ξ(y) = ξ(Xx
s [θtK]) = ηξs [θtK] .

Take now A ∈ F and B ∈ Ft. We can think of B as a subset of D([0, t], {0, 1}S).
We set η[0,t] := (ηs)0≤s≤t. Then, using (23),

Pσ
(
ηt+· ∈ A, η[0,t] ∈ B

)
=

∫
Γ∗

dP(K)1A

(
ησt+·[K]

)
1B

(
ησ[0,t][K]

)
=

∫
Γ∗

dP(K)1A

(
ηη

σ
t [K]

· [θtK]
)
1B

(
ησ[0,t][K]

)
.

(24)

Since 1B

(
ησ[0,t][K]

)
and ησt [K] depend only on K[0,t], which is independent under

P from θtK and since θtK and K have the same law under P, we have∫
Γ∗

dP(K)1A

(
ηη

σ
t [K]

· [θtK]
)
1B

(
ησ[0,t][K]

)
=

∫
Γ∗

dP(K)

∫
Γ∗

dP(K′)1A

(
ηη

σ
t [K]

· [K′]
)
1B

(
ησ[0,t][K]

)
= Eσ

[
1B

(
η[0,t]

)
Pηt(A)

]
.

By collecting our observations we get

Pσ
(
ηt+· ∈ A, η[0,t] ∈ B

)
= Eσ

[
1B

(
η[0,t]

)
Pηt(A)

]
∀A ∈ F , ∀B ∈ Ft .

The above family of identities leads to Item (iii).

7.2. Proof of Proposition 3.3. Since {0, 1}S is compact, f is uniformly
bounded. Fixed σ ∈ {0, 1}S the map Fσ : Γ∗ ∋ K 7→ f

(
ησt [K]

)
∈ R is

measurable (as composition of measurable functions, see Lemma 7.10) and is
bounded in modulus by ∥f∥∞. Fixed ξ and a sequence (ξn) in {0, 1}S with
ξn → ξ, due to the continuity in σ of ησt [K] (see Lemma 7.10) and due to
the continuity of f , we have Fξn(K) → Fξ(K) as n → +∞ for all K ∈ Γ∗.
Then, by dominated convergence, we get that

(
S(t)f

)
(ξn) = E[Fξn ] → E[Fξ] =(

S(t)f
)
(ξ) as n → +∞.

7.3. Proof of Proposition 3.4. Let f : {0, 1}S → R be a local function and
take A ⊂ S finite such that f(η) is defined in terms only of η(x) with x ∈ A.
We set E(A) := {{x, y} ∈ S : {x, y} ∩ A ̸= ∅}. By (C1) we have

cA :=
∑

{x,y}∈E(A)

cx,y ≤
∑
x∈A

∑
y∈S

cx,y =
∑
x∈A

cx < +∞ . (25)

From the above bound and since ∥f∥∞ < +∞ it is simple to prove that the
r.h.s.’s of (7) and (8) are absolutely convergent series in C({0, 1}S) defining
the same function, that we denote by L̂f . Hence we just need to prove that
Lf = L̂f .

Since KA(t) :=
∑

{x,y}∈E(A) Kx,y(t), with K sampled by P, is a Poisson ran-
dom variable with finite parameter cA, it holds

P(KA(t) ≥ 2) = 1− e−cAt(1 + cAt) ≤ Ct2 . (26)
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Recall that S = {s1, s2, . . . }. We introduce on S the total order ⪯ such
that si ⪯ sj if and only if i ≤ j. When KA(t) = 1, we define the pair {x0, y0}
as the only edge in EA such that Kx0,y0(t) = 1, with the rule that we call x0

the minimal (w.r.t. ⪯) point in {x0, y0} ∩ A. This rule is introduced in order
to have a univocally defined labelling of the points in the above edge.

Recall (19). We observe that KA(t) = 1 implies that Ke(t) = 0 for all
e ∈ E(A) with e ̸= {x0, y0}, Kx0,y0(t) = 1, Kx0(t) = 1, Kx(t) = 0 for all
x ∈ A \ {x0, y0} and Ky0(t) ≥ 1. KA(t) = 1 implies also that Ky0(t) = 1 if
y0 ∈ A. Let H := {KA(t) = 1}∩ {Ky0(t) = 1}. By the above observations and
the graphical construction in Definition 7.4, H also implies that Xx

t [K] = x
for x ∈ A \ {x0, y0}, Xx0

t [K] = y0 and Xy0
t [K] = x0. Hence, ησt [K] = σx0,y0 on

A when H occurs.
As already observed, if KA(t) = 1 and y0 ∈ A, then H must occur. Hence

{KA(t) = 1} \H = {KA(t) = 1, Ky0(t) > 1, y0 ̸∈ A} . (27)

We claim that, as t ↓ 0,

P({KA(t) = 1} \H) = o(t) . (28)

To prove our claim we estimate

P(KA(t) = 1, Ky0(t) > 1, y0 ̸∈ A)

≤
∑
x∈A

∑
y∈S\A

P(Kx,y(t) = 1 ,
∑

z∈S\(A∪{y})

Ky,z(t) ≥ 1)

≤ t
∑
x∈A

∑
y∈S

cx,ye
−cx,yt(1− e−cyt) .

(29)

Note that in the last bound we have used that
∑

z∈S\(A∪{y}) Ky,z(t) is a Poisson
random variable with parameter

∑
z∈S\(A∪{y}) cy,z ≤ cy, which is independent

from Kx,y(t). By (25) and the dominated convergence theorem applied to the
r.h.s. in (29), we get that the r.h.s. of (29) is o(t). As a byproduct with (27),
we get (28).

From now on K is assumed to be in Γ∗ (see Definition 7.7), which has P-
probability one. Using that ∥f∥∞ < +∞, f(ησt [K]) = f(σ) when KA(t) = 0,
(26) and (28), we can write

S(t)f(σ)− f(σ) = E [(f(ησt [K])− f(σ))1H ] + o(t)

=
∑

{x,y}∈E(A)

(f(σx,y)− f(σ))P(H, {x0, y0} = {x, y}) + o(t) . (30)

Above, to simplify the notation, for the intersection of events we used the
comma instead of the symbol ∩ (we keep the same convention also below).

If in (30) we replace P(H, {x0, y0} = {x, y}) by P(KA(t) = 1, {x0, y0} =
{x, y}), the global error is of order o(t). Indeed, since the first event is included
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in the second one, we have∑
{x,y}∈E(A)

∣∣P(KA(t) = 1, {x0, y0} = {x, y})− P(H, {x0, y0} = {x, y})
∣∣

=
∑

{x,y}∈E(A)

P({KA(t) = 1} \H, {x0, y0} = {x, y}) = P({KA(t) = 1} \H) ,

and the last expression is of order o(t) due to (28). By making the above
replacement we have

S(t)f(σ)− f(σ)

=
∑

{x,y}∈E(A)

(f(σx,y)− f(σ))P(KA(t) = 1, {x0, y0} = {x, y}) + o(t)

= t
∑

{x,y}∈E(A)

(f(σx,y)− f(σ)) cx,ye
−cx,yt exp

{
− t

∑
{x′,y′}∈E(A):
{x′,y′}≠{x,y}

cx′,y′

}
+ o(t)

= t
∑

{x,y}∈E(A)

(f(σx,y)− f(σ)) cx,ye
−cAt + o(t) .

(31)

We apply the dominated convergence theorem to the measure on E(A) giv-
ing weight cx,y to {x, y} and to the t–parametrized functions Ft({x, y}) :=
(f(σx,y)− f(σ)) [e−cAt − 1]. The above functions are dominated by the con-
stant function 2∥f∥∞, which is integrable as

∑
{x,y}∈E(A) cx,y = cA < +∞. By

dominated convergence we conclude that limt↓0
∑

{x,y}∈E(A) cx,yFt({x, y}) = 0.
By combining this observation with (31) we conclude that

S(t)f(σ)− f(σ) = t
∑

{x,y}∈E(A)

(f(σx,y)− f(σ)) cx,y + o(t)

= t
∑

{x,y}∈ES

(f(σx,y)− f(σ)) cx,y + o(t) = tL̂f(σ) + o(t) .

The above expression implies that f ∈ D(L) and that Lf = L̂f .

7.4. Proof of Lemma 3.6. We need to prove for any f ∈ Cc(S) that

lim
t↓0

∑
x∈S

(Ptf(x)− f(x)

t
− L̃f(x)

)2

= 0 . (32)

Since functions f ∈ Cc(S) are finite linear combinations of Kronecker’s func-
tions, it is enough to consider the case f(x) = 1(x = x0) = δx,x0 for a fixed
x0 ∈ S. To this aim we write N for the number of jumps performed by the
random walk in the time window [0, t]. Recall that Ptf(x) = Ex

[
f(Xt)

]
. We

write Px for the probability on the path space associated to the random walk
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starting at x. We have

Ptf(x)− f(x)

t
− L̃f(x) = f(x)

[Px(N = 0)− 1

t
− cx

]
+
∑
y

f(y)
[Px(N = 1, Xt = y)

t
− cx,y

]
+

Px(N ≥ 2, Xt = x0)

t
.

As a consequence (recall that f(x) = δx,x0) to get (32) it is enough to prove
the following:

lim
t↓0

[e−cx0 t − 1

t
− cx0

]2
= 0 , (33)

lim
t↓0

∑
x∈S

[
cx,x0

(∫ t

0
ds e−cxse−cx0 (t−s)

t
− 1

)]2
= 0 , (34)

lim
t↓0

∑
x∈S

1

t2
Px

(
Xt = x0, N ≥ 2

)2
= 0 . (35)

(33) is trivial. (34) can be rewritten as (recall that cx,x0 = cx0,x)

lim
t↓0

∑
x∈S

c2x0,x
Ft(x) = 0 , Ft(x) :=

(∫ t

0
ds e−cxse−cx0 (t−s)

t
− 1

)2

.

Since ∥Ft∥∞ ≤ 1 and limt↓0 Ft(x) = 0 for all x ∈ S, the above limit follows from
the dominated convergence theorem if we show that

∑
x∈S c

2
x0,x

< +∞. To this
aim we observe that, since cx0 =

∑
x∈S cx0,x < +∞, it must be supx∈S cx0,x <

+∞. Then we can bound
∑

x∈S c
2
x0,x

≤ cx0 supx∈S cx0,x < +∞.
To prove (35) we use the symmetry of the random walk to get the bound∑

x∈S

Px

(
Xt = x0, N ≥ 2

)2
=

∑
x∈S

Px0

(
Xt = x,N ≥ 2

)2
≤

[∑
x∈S

Px0

(
Xt = x,N ≥ 2

)]
Px0

(
N ≥ 2

)
= Px0

(
N ≥ 2

)2
.

(36)

Now we note that

1

t
Px0

(
N ≥ 2

)
=

∑
x∈S

cx0,xGt(x) , Gt(x) :=
1

t

∫ t

0

ds e−cx0s(1− e−cx(t−s)) .

We have ∥Gt∥∞ ≤ 1 and limt↓0Gt(x) = 0. Since in addition
∑

x∈S cx0,x = cx0 <

+∞, by the dominated convergence theorem we conclude that limt↓0 Px0

(
N ≥

2
)
/t = 0. As a byproduct of the above limit and (36) we get (35).

8. Graphical construction and Markov generator of SEP:
proofs

We start with the proof of Lemma 5.5.
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Proof of Lemma 5.5. Trivially it is enough to prove the first bound. To this
aim we argue by contradiction and assume Assumption SEP to hold and that
csx = +∞ for some x ∈ S. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that
x = s1 (see (3)). Due to the superposition property of independent Pois-
son point processes, under P, Mn(t) :=

∑n
i=2Ks

x,si
(t), t ≥ 0, is a Poisson

process with parameter λn :=
∑n

i=2 c
s
x,si

. Hence, fixed k ∈ N and t > 0,
P(Mn(t) ≤ k) =

∑k
j=0 e

−λnt(λnt)
j/j!. Since by hypothesis limn→+∞ λn = cx =

+∞, we conclude that limn→+∞ P(Mn(t) ≤ k) = 0. Since in addition the
sequence of events n 7→ {Mn(t) ≤ k} is monotone and decreasing, we get that
P(∩n≥2{Mn(t) ≤ k}) = 0. Note that ∩n≥2{Mn(t) ≤ k} means that x has
degree at most k in the graph Gt(K). As a consequence, for any fixed t > 0,
P–a.s. the vertex x has infinite degree in the graph Gt(K), thus contradicting
Assumption SEP. □

Recall the set Γ∗ ⊂ D
Eo
S

N introduced in Definition 5.6.

Definition 8.1 (Set Br,x(K)). Given x ∈ S, r ∈ N and K ∈ Γ∗ we define the
set Br,x(K) as follows. First we let C0 be the connected component of x in the
graph Gr

t0
(K). Then, we let C1 be the union of the connected components in

the graph Gr−1
t0 (K) of y as y varies in C0. In general, we introduce iteratively

C1, C2, . . . , Cr by defining Cj as the union of the connected components in the
graph Gr−j

t0 (K) of y as y varies in Cj−1. We then set Br,x(K) := Cr.

Remark 8.2. By the graphical construction and since K ∈ Γ∗, Br,x(K) is
a finite set and {K ∈ Γ∗ : Br,x(K) = B} is a Borel subset of D

Eo
S

N for all
B ⊂ S. Fix now t with rt0 < t ≤ (r + 1)t0. Then, for any σ ∈ {0, 1}S, the
value ησt (x)[K] depends on σ only through the restriction of σ to Br,x(K) and,
knowing that Br,x(K) = B, it depends on K on through the the values Ky,z(s)
with y ̸= z in B and s ∈ [0, t].

Lemma 8.3. Fixed t ≥ 0, the map {0, 1}S × Γ∗ ∋ (σ,K) 7→ ησt [K] ∈ {0, 1}S is
continuous in σ (for fixed K) and measurable in K (for fixed σ).

Proof. For t = 0 we have ησt [K] = σ and the claim is trivially true. We fix
t > 0 and take r ∈ N such that rt0 < t ≤ (r + 1)t0.

We first prove the continuity in σ for fixed K. By (4), given N ∈ N+, we
have d(ησt [K], ησ

′
t [K]) ≤ 2−N if ησt [K](sn) = ησ

′
t [K](sn) for all n = 1, 2, . . . , N .

Recall Definition 8.1 and set A(K) := ∪N
n=1Br,sn(K). By Remark 8.2 we have

ησt [K](sn) = ησ
′

t [K](sn) for all n = 1, 2, . . . , N whenever σ and σ′ coincide on
A(K), which is automatically satisfied if d(σ, σ′) is small enough since A(K) is
finite. This proves the continuity in σ.

We now prove the measurability in K for fixed σ. We just need to prove that,
fixed σ ∈ {0, 1}S and x ∈ S, the set {K ∈ Γ∗ : ησt [K](x) = 1} is measurable in
D

Eo
S

N . Given B ⊂ S finite, call AB the event in D
Eo
B

N that the SEP on B built
by the standard graphical construction on B has value 1 at x at time t (Eo

B is
given by the pairs (y, z) with y ̸= z in B). Since in this case all is finite, AB is
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Borel in D
Eo
B

N . We define A∗
B as the Borel set in D

Eo
S

N obtained as product set
of AB with D

Eo
S\E

o
B

N . Then, see Remark 8.2,

{K ∈ Γ∗ : ησt [K](x) = 1} = ∪B⊂S finite ({K ∈ Γ∗ : Br,x(K) = B} ∩ A∗
B) .

By Remark 8.2 the set {K ∈ Γ∗ : Br,x(K) = B} is Borel in D
Eo
S

N , thus allowing
to conclude. □

Lemma 8.4. For each σ ∈ {0, 1} and K ∈ Γ∗, the path ησ· [K] :=
(
ησt [K]

)
t≥0

belongs to D{0,1}S . Moreover, fixed σ ∈ {0, 1}S, the map

Γ∗ ∋ K 7→ ησ· [K] ∈ D{0,1}S (37)

is measurable in K.

Proof. Let us show that ησ· [K] belongs to D{0,1}S . We start with the right
continuity. Fix t ≥ 0 and let rt0 < t ≤ (r+1)t0 with r ∈ N∪{−1}. Due to (4)
we just need to show that limu↓t η

σ
u [K](x) = ησt [K](x) for any x ∈ S. By Remark

8.2, as K ∈ Γ∗, the set B := Br+1,x(K) is finite and ησu [K](x) = ησt [K](x) if
Ky,z has no jump time in (t, u] for all (y, z) ∈ Eo

S with y, z ∈ B. Since B is
finite and the jump times of Ky,z form a locally finite set, we conclude that the
above condition is satisfied for u sufficiently close to t. This proves the right
continuity. To prove that ησ· [K] has left limit in t > 0, by (4) we just need to
show that, for any x ∈ S, ησ· [K](x) has left limit in t > 0, i.e. it is constant
in the time window (u, t) for some u < t. By Remark 8.2 and since K ∈ Γ∗
this follows from the fact that, by taking u close to t, for all (y, z) ∈ Eo

S with
y, z ∈ B the path Ky,z has no jump in (u, t) (as B is finite).

The proof of the measurability of the map (37) follows the same steps of the
proof of the measurability of the map (22) (just replace there Lemma 7.10 by
Lemma 8.3). □

8.1. Proof of Propositions 5.8 and 5.10. The proof of Proposition 5.8
equals verbatim the proof of Proposition 3.2 by replacing Lemma 7.10 with
Lemma 8.3, with exception for the derivation of (23) (which can anyway be ob-
tained from the graphical construction). The proof of Proposition 5.10 equals
verbatim the proof of Proposition 3.3 by replacing Lemma 7.10 with Lemma
8.3.

8.2. Proof of Propositions 5.11. The proof follows in good part [11, Ap-
pendix B]. Since the notation there is slightly different and some steps have to
be changed, we give the proof for completeness.

Below K will always vary in Γ∗, without further mention. Given t ∈ (0, t0] we
denote by Gt(K) the undirected graph with vertex set S and edge set {{x, y} ∈
ES : Ks

x,y(t) > 0}. As Gt(K) is a subgraph of Gt0(K), the graph Gt(K) has only
connected components of finite cardinality. Moreover, as t ≤ t0, it is simple to
check that ησt [K] can be obtained by the graphical construction of Section 5
but working with the graph Gt(K) instead of Gt0(K).
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Let f : {0, 1}S → R be a local function such that f(η) is defined in terms
only of η(x) with x ∈ A and A ⊂ S finite. We set EA := {{x, y} ∈ ES :
{x, y} ∩ A ̸= ∅}. By Lemma 5.5 we have

csA :=
∑

{x,y}∈EA

csx,y ≤
∑
x∈A

∑
y∈S

csx,y =
∑
x∈A

csx < +∞ . (38)

By (38) it is simple to check that the r.h.s.’s of (18) is an absolutely convergent
series in C({0, 1}S) defining therefore a function in C({0, 1}S) that we denote
by L̂f . Hence we just need to prove that Lf = L̂f .

Since Ks
A(t) :=

∑
{x,y}∈EA Ks

x,y(t) is a Poisson random variable with finite
parameter cA, we have P(K : Ks

A(t) ≥ 2) = 1 − e−cAt(1 + cAt) ≤ Ct2.
When KA(t) = 1, we define the pair {x0, y0} as the only edge in EA such
that Kx0,y0(t) = 1. To have a univocally defined labelling, as in the proof of
Proposition 3.4, if the pair has only one point in A, then we call this point x0

and the other one y0. Otherwise, we call x0 the minimal (w.r.t. the enumera-
tion (3)) point inside the pair.

Claim 8.5. Let F be the event that (i) Ks
A(t) = 1 and (ii) {x0, y0} is not a

connected component of Gt(K). Then P(F ) = o(t).

Proof of Claim 8.5. We first show that F ⊂ G, where

G =
{
Ks

A(t) = 1 , x0 ∈ A , y0 ̸∈ A ,∃z ∈ S \ (A ∪ {y0}) with Ks
y0,z

(t) ≥ 1
}
.

To this aim suppose first that Ks
A(t) = 1 and x0, y0 ∈ A. Then {x0, y0} must

be a connected component in Gt(K) (otherwise we would contradict Ks
A(t) = 1).

Hence, F implies that x0 ∈ A and y0 ̸∈ A. By F , {x0, y0} is not a connected
component of Gt(K), and therefore there exists a point z ∈ S \ {x0, y0} such
that Ks

x0,z
(t) ≥ 1 or Ks

y0,z
(t) ≥ 1. The first case cannot occur as Ks

A(t) = 1,
x0 ∈ A and Ks

x0,y0
(t) ≥ 1. By the same reason, in the second case it must be

z ̸∈ A. Hence, there exists z ∈ S \ (A ∪ {y0}) such that Ks
y0,z

(t) ≥ 1, thus
concluding the proof that F ⊂ G.

As F ⊂ G to prove that P(F ) = o(t) it is enough to show that P(G) = o(t).
To this aim we first estimate P(G) by

P(G) ≤
∑
x∈A

∑
y∈S\A

P(Ks
x,y(t) = 1 ,

∑
z∈S\(A∪{y})

Ks
y,z(t) ≥ 1)

≤ t
∑
x∈A

∑
y∈S

csx,ye
−csx,yt(1− e−csyt) .

By applying the dominated convergence theorem to the measure giving weight
csx,y to the pair (x, y) with x ∈ A and y ∈ S and by using (38), we get
limt↓0 P(G)/t = 0. □

We define H as the event that (i) Ks
A(t) = 1 and (ii) {x0, y0} is a connected

component of Gt(K). Since P(Ks
A(t) ≥ 2) ≤ Ct2 and due to Claim 8.5 we get

P({Ks
A(t) = 0} ∪H) = 1− o(t) . (39)
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We set Eo
A := {(x, y) ∈ Eo

S : {x, y} ∈ EA}. Given (x, y) ∈ Eo
A we set

Wx,y := {Ks
A(t) = 1 and {x0, y0} = {x, y} } ∩ {Kx,y(t) = 1} .

Trivially, by the graphical construction, if Ks
A(t) = 0, then ησt [K](z) = σ(z)

for all z ∈ A. On the other hand, if Wx,y ∩ H takes place, then ησt [K](z) =
σx,y(z) for all z ∈ A if σ(x) = 1 and σ(y) = 0, otherwise ησt [K](z) = σ(z) for all
z ∈ A. By (39) and the above observations and since Stf(σ) := E

[
f
(
ησt [K]

)]
,

we can write

S(t)f(σ)− f(σ) =
∑

(x,y)∈Eo
A

σ(x)(1− σ(y))[f(σx,y)− f(σ)]P(H ∩Wx,y) + o(t) .

As P(F ) = o(t) and f is bounded we can rewrite the above r.h.s. as∑
(x,y)∈Eo

A

σ(x)(1− σ(y))[f(σx,y)− f(σ)]P(Wx,y) + o(t)

= t
∑

(x,y)∈Eo
A

σ(x)(1− σ(y))[f(σx,y)− f(σ)]cx,ye
−cAt + o(t) .

As limt↓0 o(t)/t = 0 uniformly in σ, by the dominated convergence theorem
(use (38)) we can conclude that L̂ωf = Lωf .

Appendix A. Derivation of (1)

In this appendix we show that Conditions (3.3) and (3.8) in [20, Chap-
ter I.3] are both equivalent to (1). In the notation of [20, Chapter I.3], given
x ̸= y in S, one defines the measure c{x,y}(η, dζ) on {0, 1}{x,y} as cx,yη(x)(1−
η(y))δ(0,1)(dζ) + cy,x(1 − η(x))η(y)δ(1,0)(dζ), and one sets cT (η, dζ) := 0 for
T ⊂ S with |T | ≠ 2.

Condition (3.3) in [20, Chapter I.3] is given by supx∈S
∑

T∋x cT < +∞, where
cT = sup

{
cT (η, {0, 1}T ) : η ∈ {0, 1}S

}
. In our case we have

cT =

{
max{cx,y, cy,x} if T = {x, y} for some x ̸= y ,

0 otherwise ,

and therefore the above mentioned condition is equivalent to (1).
Given u ∈ S and T ⊂ S, as in [20, Chapter I.3] we define

cT (u) := sup {∥cT (η1, dζ)− cT (η2, dζ)∥TV : η1(z) = η2(z) for all z ̸= u} ,

where ∥ · ∥TV denotes the total variation norm. In our case, if |T | ≠ 2 then
cT (u) = 0. If T = {x, y} with x ̸= y in S, then

cT (u) =

{
max{cx,y, cy,x} if u ∈ T ,

0 otherwise .

Since Condition (3.8) in [20, Chapter I.3] is given by supx∈S
∑

T∋x
∑

u̸=x cT (u) <

+∞, also this condition is equivalent to (1).
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