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SAMPLE PATH MDP FOR THE CURRENT AND THE TAGGED PARTICLE IN
THE SSEP

XIAOFENG XUE AND LINJIE ZHAO

ABSTRACT. We prove sample path moderate deviation principles (MDP) for the current and the
tagged particle in the symmetric simple exclusion process, which extends the results in [39], where
the MDP was only proved at any fixed time.

1. INTRODUCTION

The exclusion process is informally defined as a family of indistinguishable particles performing
random walks on some graph subjected to the exclusion rule, i.e., there is at most one particle at
each site. It has been a long-standing problem to investigate the behaviors of a typical particle in the
exclusion process, which is called the tagged particle. Due to the interactions with the other particles,
the replacement of the tagged particle itself is not a Markov process. Despite that, much progress has
been made since Spitzer introduced the exclusion process in [36]. We refer the readers to [24, 21] and
references therein for an excellent survey on the tagged particle process.

The model is usually called the symmetric simple exclusion process (SSEP) if the underlying graph
is the one-dimensional infinite lattice Z and a particle jumps to its left and right neighbors at equal
rates 1/2. Since the total number of particles is conserved by the dynamics, the Bernoulli product
measure with constant density p € [0, 1], denoted by v, is invariant for the SSEP, see [23] for example.
Assume the initial distribution of the SSEP is the Bernoulli product measure v, conditioned on having
a particle at the origin, and let X (¢) be the position of this tagged particle at time ¢. Since particles
cannot jump over each other in the SSEP, the tagged particle turns out to be sub-diffusive. Precisely
speaking, Arratia [1] and De Masi and Ferrari [5] showed that
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where NV(0,0%) is the normal distribution with mean zero and variance 0% := /2/7(1 — p)/p. The
above central limit theorem was then extended to the invariance principle by Peligrad and Sethuraman
27],
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where BM* is the fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index 1 /4 and T > 0 is fixed. Jara and
Landim [15] also proved central limit theorems for the tagged particle when the initial distribution of
the SSEP is non-equilibrium. Recently, Conroy and Sethuraman [4] showed that the scaled position of
the tagged particle converges to a Gumble limit law when the process starts from the step configuration.
Large and moderate deviation behaviors of the tagged particle in the SSEP have also been studied.
The large deviation behaviors were investigated in [33, 12]. When the initial distribution of the SSEP
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is the Bernoulli product measure v, conditioned on having a particle at the origin, the same authors
[39] proved that for any ¢ > 0, the sequence {X (tN?)/ay}n>1 satisfies moderate deviation principles
with decay rate a%;/N and with rate function v/2mpa?/[4(1 — p)v/1], where VN < anx < N.

We comment that the above deviation results only considered the behaviors of the tagged particle
at any fixed time ¢. The main aim of this paper is to investigate sample path moderate deviations for
the tagged particle. Roughly speaking, we proved that when the SSEP starts from the same initial
distribution as in [39], the sequence of processes {X (tN?)/ay : 0 < t < T}n>1 satisfies moderate
deviation principles with decay rate a3, /N, where /NlIog N < ay < N and T > 0 is fixed. Moreover,
the moderate deviation rate function is proportional to the large deviation rate function of the fractional
Brownian motion with Hurst index 1/4. See Theorem 2.2 for details.

Since the relative ordering of the particles is conserved in the SSEP, closely related to the position
of the tagged particle is the current of the process. This current-tagged particle relationship has been
used in the above literature [5, 15, 33, 39]. To prove Theorem 2.2, we also proved sample path moderate
deviation principles for the current, which is the content of Theorem 2.1 and has its own interest.

The main idea of the proof is as follows. As in [39], by using moderate deviation principles from
hydrodynamic limits of the SSEP [10], we first prove finite-dimensional moderate deviation principles
for the current and the tagged particle, where the rate function is given by a variational formula. In [39)],
this variational problem was solved by constructing a minimizer of the problem directly and cannot
be extended to the finite-dimensional case straightforwardly. Instead, we use the Fourier approach
and then obtain an explicit formula for the finite-dimensional deviation rate function. Then, we need
to prove the exponential tightness of the sample path of the current and the tagged particle, which
requires more delicate analysis compared with [39] since all the estimates should be uniform in time.
Finally, using standard results from large deviations theory, we obtain another variational formula for
the rate function of the sample path, which could be solved easily from known results on fractional
Brownian motion.

Very recently, the first named author in [38] proved non-equilibrium moderate deviations from
hydrodynamic limits of the SSEP. It remains a challenge to extend the results in this paper to the
non-equilibrium case by using the above results. Another possible direction is to consider the sample
path moderate deviation principles for the tagged particle in the SSEP in random environments or in
the asymmetric exclusion process. We leave those as future works.

1.1. Related literature. For the tagged particle in exclusion processes, Saada [29] and Rezakhanlou
[28] proved the law of large numbers. When the process starts from its equilibrium measure, except
the literature mentioned above, central limit theorems and invariance principles were proved by Kipnis
and Varadhan [20] in the symmetric case in all dimensions except the one-dimensional nearest neighbor
case, by Varadhan [37] in the asymmetric mean-zero case, by Kipnis [18] in the one-dimensional nearest
neighbor asymmetric case and by Sethuraman, Varadhan and Yau [35] in the asymmetric case in three
or higher dimensions. In dimensions d < 2 when the underlying random walk has a drift except for
the one-dimensional nearest-neighbor case, a full CLT or invariance principle remains open. However,
Sethuraman [31] proved that the tagged particle is diffusive in this case.

Jara [13] and the second named author [40] proved CLT for the tagged particle when particles
perform random walks with long jumps. The tagged particle in the SSEP with bond disorder was
considered in [16]. In [22, 25, 26], the authors considered the tagged particle process in order to check
the validity of the Einstein relation. The heat kernel bound for the tagged particle in the SSEP was
also obtained in [11]. In [30, 34], the authors investigated large deviations of the tagged particle in the
asymmetric exclusion process. Besides on the integer lattice Z¢, the tagged particle was also considered
on regular trees [2] and on Galton—Watson trees [9].
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The behavior of the particle has also been investigated in other interacting particle processes, such
as in zero range processes [14, 17, 32] or in stirring-exclusion processes [3].

1.2. Notation. For integers m,n > 0 and U,V C R, let C™™(U x V') be the space of functions on
U x V which are continuously m (resp. n) times differentiable on the first (resp. second) variable, and
let CI*™(U x V') be those functions in C™"(U x V') with compact support. Let S(R) be the space of
Schwartz functions on R and let §’(R) be its dual space, i.e., the space of tempered distributions. For
a metric space (X, d(, ")), let D([0, 00), X) be the space of cadlag functions equipped with the Skorohod
topology.

For any column vector a = (a1, ,..., )" € R", denote by [allo := sup; <<, |a;| the uniform
norm of . For a € R, let [a] be the largest integer smaller than or equal to a. For two positive
sequences {ay} and by, we write ay < by if limy 00 an /by = 0.

1.3. Outline of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce the model and state the main results of
the paper. We recall moderate deviations from hydrodynamic limits of the SSEP and prove several
basic properties of the rate function from hydrodynamic limits in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to
identifying the rate function of the tagged particle or the current with a variational formula. We prove
the exponential tightness of the tagged particle and the current in Section 5. Finally, the proof of
Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 is presented in Section 6. To make the paper easier to follow, we put the tedious
calculations in Section A.

2. MODEL AND RESULTS

2.1. Model. The state space of the one-dimensional symmetric simple exclusion process (SSEP) is
Q = {0,1}2. For a configuration n € Q, n(z) = 1 if and only if there is one particle at site #. The
infinitesimal generator of the process acts on local functions f : 2 — R as

Lfn) = %Z{f(n”“) —f(n)}- (2.1)
rE€EZ

Above, we call f a local function if it depends on 7 only through a finite number of sites, and n™¥ is
the configuration obtained from 7 by exchanging the values of n(z) and 7(y), that is,

n(z) ifz#a,y;
n"¥(z) = only) ifz=u;
n(z) ifz=y.
t

For each p € [0,1], let v, be the Bernoulli product measure on €2 with marginals given by

vp{n:n(z) =1} =p, VYxel.

It is well known that v, is reversible and ergodic for the SSEP, cf. [23] for example.

Denote by {n: }+>0 the Markov process with generator .£. For a probability measure x4 on €2, denote
by P, the measure on the path space D([0, 0), ) of the process n; with initial measure p, and by E,,
the corresponding expectation.

2.2. MDP for the current. We first recall basic facts of the fractional Brownian motion. Let
{B} / 4}t20 be the fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter 1/4, which is a mean-zero continuous-
time Gaussian process with covariance given by

1
Cov (Btl/4,le/4) =3 (t1/2 + 52—t - s|1/2) =:a(t,s)
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for any s,¢ > 0. It is shown in [6] that the fractional Brownian motion has the following representation,
. t

Bi/* = / K(t,s)dB,, Vt>0, (2.2)
0

where {B;}:>0 is the standard one-dimensional Brownian motion starting from the origin, and the
kernel function is explicitly given by

(t —s)~1/4

M9 = e

F(1/4,—1/4,3/4,1— é)

for any 0 < s < t, where

Vo 8I'(3/2) cos(m/4) and  Fla, B, 2) = f (a)k(ﬁ)kzk

!
T pors (7) k!
with (a) defined as I'(a + k)/T'(a). Moreover, it is easy to see that for any s,t > 0,
tAs

K(t, 7)K(s,7)dr = a(t, s).

0
Fix a time horizon T' > 0. Let H be the set of cadlag functions f : [0,7] — R such that there exists a
function hy € L?[0, T satisfying

¢
f@t) = / K(t,s)hs(s)ds, V0O<t<T.
0
For any f € D([0,T],R), define
L[ (hy(s))%ds if f e H,

+00 otherwise.

Ipath(f) = {

By (2.2) and [7, Theorem 3.4.12], Z,q:(f) is the large deviation rate function of the sequence of the
processes {\/—%Btl/4 : 0<t<T}n>1.

For each x € Z, let Jy z+1(t) be the net number of particles across the bond (x,2 4+ 1) up to time
t, i.e., the number of particles jumping from x to x + 1 minus the number of particles jumping from
x + 1 to z during the time interval [0, ¢].

The first result concerns moderate deviations for the path of the current when the process starts
from the initial measure v, for some p € (0,1). Throughout the article, we assume {an}n>1 to be a
sequence of positive numbers such that

. an . NlogN
lim — = lim —=>— =0.
N—oco N N —o00 G%V

Theorem 2.1. Fiz p € (0,1). For f € D([0,T],R), define

Icur(f) = U%Ipath(f)
J

where 0% := 0% (p) == \/gp(l—p). Then, the sequence of the processes {%J,LO(HVQ) 0<t< T}N>1
satisfies moderate deviation principles with rate a% /N and with rate function Z.,,. Precisely speaking,

for any closed set C C D([0,T],R),

N 1
limsup —-logP,,, ( {—Jlﬁo(tNQ) 0<t < T} IS C) < —inf Ty (f),
N—+oo QN an fec
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and for any open set O C D([0,T],R),

lim inf ﬂz logP,, ( {LJ_Lo(tNQ) 0<t< T} € (9) > — inf Zeywr (f).
N—=+o00 afy an feo

2.3. MDP for the tagged particle. Note that the particles in the SSEP are indistinguishable. In

this subsection, we distinguish one particular particle, put it initially at the origin, and call it the tagged

particle. Denote by X (t) the position of the tagged particle at time ¢. By convention, X (0) = 0. Since

particles cannot jump over each other, the relative ordering of the particles is conserved.

Observe that the tagged particle process {X (¢)}i>0 itself is not Markovian. However, both the
coupled process {(n:, X(t))}i>0 and the environment process {§ }:>0 are Markovian, where & (x) =
(X (t) +z) for x € Z and t > 0.

For p € (0,1), let v, be the measure obtained from the Bernoulli product measure v, conditioned
on having a particle at the origin, i.e.,

v, () = vp(- In(0) = 1).
It is also well known that v} is invariant and ergodic for the environment process {&}i>0-

The second result of the article concerns moderate deviations for the sample path of the tagged
particle when the process starts from the initial measure v for some p € (0,1).

Theorem 2.2. Fiz p € (0,1). For f € D([0,T],R), define

Itag (f) = %Ipath(f)

where 0% = \/gl;pp. Then, the sequence of the tagged particle processes {ﬁX(tN% :0<t< T}N>1

satisfies moderate deviation principles with rate a3, /N and with rate function Ty.q. Precisely speaking,

for any closed set C C D([0,T],R),

N 1
li —logP,«({ —X(N?:0<t<T < —inf Ta0(f),
s By ({ ZoX 0N 0 <07 ) < = it ()

and for any open set O C D([0,T],R),

N 1
lim inf —-log P, . ( {—X(tNQ) 0<t< T} € O) > — finéItag(f).
S

N—too a% an

3. PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES

3.1. Moderate deviations from hydrodynamic limits. We first recall moderate deviation prin-
ciples for the empirical measure of the SSEP when the process starts from its invariant measure v, for
some p € (0,1), see [10] for details. For each N > 1, the centered empirical measure p¥ € S'(R) of
the SSEP, which acts on Schwartz functions G € S(R), is defined as
1
(., G)y=—>" (nn2(x) = p)G(z/N).

a
N TEZ

In this subsection, we assume the sequence of positive numbers {ay}n>1 satisfies
anN N

lim — = lim — =0.
N—ooco N N —o00 G?V

Let D([0,T],S8'(R)) be the set of cadlag functions from [0,7] to S'(R) endowed with the topology
under which lim,,—, o 6™ = 6 in D([0,T],S’(R)) if and only if

{08 (@) Yo<t<r — {0:(G) Yo<e<r
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in D([0,T],R) for any G € S(R). For G € C1>°([0,T] x R) and u € D([0,T],S'(R)), define the linear
functional I(,

) as

T
l(p, G) = (ur, GT) — {10, Go) _/o (ks (85 + (1/2)55) Gs)ds.

Above, Gs(u) = G(s,u) and (-,-) is the bilinear form on &’(R) x S(R) such that (i, g) = u(g) is the
output of u acting on g for y € §'(R) and g € S(R). The rate function Qp (1) := Q1 dyn () + Qo(ko)

is defined as
T
Oram(p)=  sup {mm—@ I (aua>2<s,u>duds},
Gecl = ([0,T]xR)

Qo (1o) = sup {Wo, /¢2 }
$eC (R)

where x(p) = p(1 — p) is the compressibility of the SSEP.

Theorem 3.1 ([10]). Let p € (0,1). The sequence of processes {uY : 0 < t < T}y>1 satisfies
the MDP with decay rate a% /N and with rate function Qr(u). More precisely, for any closed set
C CD([0,T],S'(R)),

N
lim sup —- > P, ({u :0<t<T}eC) < —inf Qr(n),
Ay pnec

N —oc0

and for any open set O C D([0,T],S’(R)),
. N :
— 0<t< > — .
lizinf - Py, ({w' :0<t<T}€0) >~ inf Qr(n)

Remark 3.1. Let n. and n* be two SSEPs with initial distributions v, and v}, respectively. By the
basic coupling (see [23] for example), one could couple n. and n* together such that n:(x) = nf () for
all but one . As a consequence, the associated empirical measures of the two processes satisfy

(=™, G| < %, vt >0, VG € S(R).

an

Thus, the above theorem also holds under ]P’l,;.

3.2. Properties. In this subsection, we establish several properties of the measure u when it satisfies
Or (1) < co. Before that, we first introduce some notation. For H,G € CL2([0,T] x R), define

[H,G]: / /8Htu)8 G(t,u) dudt.
In order to make [-,-] an inner product, we say H ~ G if [H — G, H — G] = 0. Let H! be the Hilbert

space obtained as the completion of C}2([0,7] x R))/ ~ with respect to the inner product [, -].

Lemma 3.2. Let p € S'(R). If Qr(u) < oo, then there exist functions ¥ € L*(R) and H € H' such
that, for any ¢ € S(R),
/1‘07 / w

and that p is the unique weak solution of the followmg PDE
Appu(t,u) = (1/2)07u(t,w) — x(p)OgH(t,u), t>0, ueR,
{M(O,u) =(u), ueR.
In particular, p = p(t,u) is a function. Moreover,

Pl|72
Qo) = LUEEL ) = X0 31 )
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The proof of the above lemma follows directly from Riesz’s representation theorem. We refer the
readers to Appendix A.1 for its proof.

In the above lemma, we say p is a weak solution to (3.1) if for any G € C}2([0,7] x R) and for any
0<t<T,

/Ru(t,u)G(t,u)du:/Rw(u)G(O,u)du—i—/O /Ru(s,u)(as+(1/2)8§)G(3,u)duds
+x(p)/0 /RauG(S,u)auH(s,u)duds.

Actually, 1 has the following explicit expression: for any ¢ > 0 and for any u € R,

ut,u) = /Rpt(u —v)p(v)dv — / /pt s(u—v)0,H(s,v)dvds, (3.2)

where p(u) is the heat kernel
1 2
- —u®/(2t)
u) = e
pi() V2t

and pj(u) ==z 2 pi(u). Using the explicit formula of , we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. If Op(u) < oo, then the limit
M

[t = 0 wdaci= Jim [ fute 0 - w010l

M—o0 0

is well-defined. Moreover,

00 t 1 ,
/0 [p(t,uw) — p(0,uw)]du = /0 /R [— §ps(v)w(v) + X(p)pt_s(v)avH(s,v)} dv ds.
Proof. By (3.2),
M
|ttt = 0. 0jau =11,

where

Iz/M/ [ — ) — po(u — v)](v) dov du,

// /pt s(u—v)0, H(s,v)dvduds.
For the first term, we write it as

I:/OM/R/OtpS(u—U) Ydsdvdu = = / //ps (u—v)Y(v)dsdvdu
- / / [,(M = v) = ()] () ds do.

Above, ps(u) := Zps(u) and we used the identity ps(u) = (1/2)p(u). For the second term,

p)/o /R [Pt—s(M — v) — pr—s(v)| O H (s,v) dv ds.

Thus, we conclude the proof once we show that

lim (/t pL(M —v) ds)z/J(v) dv =0, (3.3)

M—o0

lim / /pt s( v)0yH(s,v)dvds = 0. (3.4)

M—o0
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One could check directly that, for any ¢ > 0, ps(u) € L(]0,¢] x R) and

/0 () ds € LA(R). (3.5)

We refer the readers to Appendix A.2 for the proof of (3.5). Finally, (3.3) and (3.4) follow from the
following claim: if f,g € L?(R), then

lim / f(M —u)g(u)du = 0.
M—oo Jp
The similar result holds when f,g € L?([0,t] x R). Indeed, by splitting
[ s —wgau= [ fr - wglwdu+ [ 01— uglwda,
R u|>M/2 lul|<M/2

and by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we bound

1/2 1/2
| [ r0r =gt <l ([ gwie) " gl ([ pw2an)”
R u|>M/2 u>M/2
which converges to zero as M — oo. This concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.2. By repeating the above arguments, one could also show that if Qr(u) < oo, then for
any 0 <t <T,

M
lim % /0 u[p(t, u) — p(0,u)] du = 0.

M—o0

Remark 3.3. Using (3.2) and Lemma 3.2, it is not difficult to show that the moderate deviation
rate function Qr(-) is good. Here we give an outline of the check of this property. The property that
Qr(-) is lower semi-continuous follows directly from the fact that Qr(-) is the supremum of a class of
continuous functions from D([0,T],S'(R)) to R. Consequently,

{p: Qr(p) < c} =L

is closed for any ¢ > 0. Hence, we only need to show that L. is compact. Using (3.2), Lemma 3.2, the
formula of integration by parts, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Opp(t,u) = %8Zp(t,u), we have

[(pies ] < 19112 1 2y + X VTS 2oy /T, H]
= V2x(p) Qo (o)l fll 2y + VT £l L2y \/ 2X(P) Qo ayn (12)
< 2VX(0)Qr () (I 122w + VTIF 2w

and

‘</’Lt7f> - <M57f>‘
L) s Il ey + XOVE= 31 e VI + X2 ¢ )T 7 ey T ]
30 Gx(@ (52 oy + VI3 e + S5V o

for any p such that Qr(u) < 400, any f € S(R) and any 0 < s <t <T. Therefore, for any f € S(R),
{ue(f) = 0 <t <T}uer, are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous. As a result, the compactness of
L. follows from Ascoli-Arzela theorem.

IN

3.3. Alternative formulas for Q. Introduce

A = {u: there exist H € C}*([0,T] x R)) and ) € CZ(R) such that p satisfies (3.1)}.
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One could check directly that if g € A, then for any ¢ > 0, u(t,-) is integrable on R and vanishes at
infinity. For p € A, define J the macroscopic instantaneous current as

1
J = =5 0up+ x(p)0utl. (3.6)
Obviously,

Define K (t,u) the macroscopic current across the macroscopic point u during time [0,¢] as

t
K(t,u) := / J(s,u)ds.
0
Then, for v € R and ¢ > 0,
By direct calculations, for u € A,

x(p)Qr (1) = x(p)Qr(pt0. ) : / / 0K t“dUdf'i‘i/R(@qu(T,u)du
+5 /0 /R(3““0(“>—35K(t,u))2dudt+% /R [13(u) — 1o ()0 K (T, w)]du. (3.8)

The above formula is exactly [39, Eqn. (3.8)], whose proof is presented in Appendix A.3.

4. VARIATIONAL FORMULA FOR THE RATE FUNCTION

In this section, we present a variational formula for the rate function Z,q,. For any n > 1, any
column vector a« € R"” and any 0 <t; <ty < ... < t,, let
a) = %aTA{_t;};:la (4.1)
where A{tj}?:1 is the n x n matrix with (k,¢)-component equal to a(tg,te) for 1 < k, £ < n. Recall
a(+,-) is the covariance function of the fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter 1/4.

The following variational formula relates Z,q:, the rate function of the sample path to the corre-
sponding finite-dimensional rate functions, which is a direct consequence of [8, Theorem 4.28].

Liiiy,

Proposition 4.1. For any f € D([0,T],R),

Zpatn(f) = sup {I{fj}?zl (f{tj}?zl) tn>1,0<t <ty <...<t, <T,t; €A} foralll <j< n},

where f{tj}?:1 = (f(t1), f(ta),..., f(t )T and A§ is the set of continuities of f.

Proof. Tt is well known that for any 0 < t; < t5 < ... < t,, T

(e, (+) is the large deviation rate

. . 1/4 pl1/4 1/4 .
function of the sequence of Gaussian vectors {\/—% (Btl/ ,Bt2/ ,...,BtT{ )}Nzl’ and Zpqun(+) is the

rate function of the sequence {%Btl 0 <t< T} , see [7] for example. Then, by [8, Theorem
N N>1

4.28], the result follows immediately. - O

The following lemma gives a variational formula for the finite-dimensional rate function appearing
in the last proposition, which is the main result of this section.

Proposition 4.2. For any positive integer n, any column vector a = (ay,...,a,)T € R", and any
O<ti<to<...<tn, <T, we have

it {Qr(u) s [ lutts ) — 0 ldu =y 1< < =
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where A=A for short.

{5}

Note that

V2 1
T oTA o = —Z, ,n ().
() R
In the rest of this section, we prove Proposition 4.2.

4.1. Restricted to p € A. We first show that we could restrict the infimum in Proposition 4.2 to
1 € A, which is the content of the next result.

Proposition 4.3 (The case n > 1). For any positive integer n, any column vector a € R™, and any
O<t1 <ta<...<tn, <T, we have

v

a’Ala .
4x(p) Ao (43)

inf { Qr () : j € A, / [ty ) = (0, w)ldu = oy, 1 < j <n}
0
where A = A

(30,

We first prove Proposition 4.2 from the last result, and then prove the last proposition in the next
subsection.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. By Proposition 4.3,

V2
4x(p)
and it remains to prove the opposite direction of the last inequality. Take p such that Qr(u) < oo and

a’A la,

inf{QT(u) : /Ooo[u(tj,u) —w(0,w)]du=a;, 1 <j< n} <

/ (et u) — p(0,u)]du = a;, V1< j <n.
0
Then, by Lemma 3.2, there exist 1y € L?(R) and H € H! such that u is the unique weak solution to
the PDE (3.1). For € > 0, let ¢° € C2(R) and H® € C}?([0,T] x R) such that

Y =9 inL*QR), and H®— H inH', e—0.
Denote by uf the solution of the PDE (3.1) associated with ¢ and H¢. Finally, let

o5 = [t 0) - 0. wldn, V<<

By Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3,

g _

3 g\ __ . . .
lim Qr(p°) = Qr(n),  limaj=a;, VI<j<n.

Thus,
Qr(p) = lim Qr(p°)
e—0
> lim sup inf {QT(M) tp €A, / [ty u) — p(0,u)ldu = a5, 1 <j < n}
e—0 0
V2
= lim sup aETA_las = T a’Ata,
=0 4x(p) 4x(p)
where a. = (a5,05,...,a5)T. We conclude the proof by taking the infimum over y on the left-hand

side of the last inequality. O
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4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.3. The proof of Proposition 4.3 is based on Fourier approach and is
divided into several lemmas. Observe that if u € A, then by (3.7),

K(t,0) = /Ooo[u(t,u) — (0, w)]du, t>0,

which allows us to reduce the constraints inside the infimum in (4.3) to K(¢;,0) = a; for 1 <j <mn.
Obviously, we also have K(0,u) = 0 for any u € R by the definition of K (¢,u).

First, we consider the case n = 1 and K(T,0) = « for some a € R. The following result was proved
in [39] by constructing the minimizer of the variational problem directly. Here, we present a different
approach, which allows us to generalize it to the case n > 1.

Lemma 4.4. Fix o € R. Then,

V2mra?

lnf{QT(,U) YIRS A, K(O, ) = O, K(T, O) = Oé} = WT

Proof. The proof is divided into several steps:

Step 1. We first minimize Q7 (uo, K) subject to K(0,-) = 0 and K(T,-) being a known function.
We claim that the infimum is attained at the point (K%, uOT’O‘) such that

1 1
—OFET(tw) + 0K (b w) — 100g " (u) =0, (4.5)
T 2 T« 1 T 31T T, 1 T
— 0y " (w) + 5 /0 OuE T ()t + g () = S0, K (T, u) = 0. (4.6)

Indeed, the above equations are obtained by solving, for any ug and K such that K(0,-) = K(T,-) = 0,
d « « d [e3% «@
EQT(ug) + €pio, KT’ )|E:0 = EQT(ug) 7KT’ + EK)|€:O =0.
For any function f € S(R), define the Fourier transform of f as
1 _
F =—— [ e f(u)du, e R.
16) = = [ e rtdn, ¢

Then, (Ff')(€) = —i€F f(€), £ € R. This permits us to rewrite (4.5) and (4.6) as

RFKT(,6) + PR, - S E 9 =0 7
2 3 T
{1 + %}m?“(g) - —z’{g]-'KT*O‘(T, €) + %/O ]—"KT"‘(t,f)dt}. (4.8)
Solving (4.7), we have
. T,«
]'—KT’O‘(t,f) _ Ol(§)€t£2/2 + 02(5)67t£2/2 + ’L]::uog (5) (49)

for two functions C4 (§) and C3(§), which are determined by the boundary conditions at time 0 and T,

C1(€) + o) + "8 _

¢ T 4.10
01(5)6T52/2 +C2(£)67T£2/2 + ZFHO& 9 _ .FKT,Q(T, 5) ( )

Inserting (4.9) into (4.8), we have
Fua® () = —%{fKT@(T, 6+ O[T —1] + o)1 - e T2 ] (4.11)



12 XIAOFENG XUE AND LINJIE ZHAO

Finally, using (4.11), and solving (4.10), we have

Ci1(§) = WIKTQ(T £),
oTE2/2

Ca(8) = — g femp F AT, 9).

In conclusion, we have shown that, for 0 <t < T,

« Zé‘ [e%
Fug®(€) = 5 FKT(T.8), (4.12)
ot€2/2 _ J(T—1)E/2

FET(t,€) = % { + 1}]—"KT’C‘(T, €). (4.13)

eT€/2 — 1
Step 2. By Parseval’s identity,
T 1 2 1 _ 9 2
X0 Qo K) = | | {S0F KO + 5]~ ieFuo(€) + EFK () pae
0

1 9 . )
T /R{Wo(é)} | Fro(€) + i€FK(T,€)|" b (4.14)
Inserting (KT, HOT’Q) into the last expression, and by (4.12) and (4.13),

X(p)Qr (g™, KT’“)

T, te% /2 T—1)¢%/2 2 te?2 /2 T—1)¢%/2 2
/ /32 T ] |.7:K (T,¢)|? [(e /12 4 (T-1) /) + (e /12 _ (T-1) /) }dfdt
& T, 2 52 e/ T, 2
+ [ SIFRT TR de - Torem g FET TR (415)

Step 3. Finally, we need to optimize QT( “ KT over FKT:(T,€). The boundary condition
KT%(T,0) = «a is equivalent to

1
—— [ FKT(T, ¢)d¢ = o 4.16
T /R (7€) (1.16)
Subject to (4.16), the infimum of (4.15) is attained at the point
a(l — einQ/Q)

FKTT, &) = :
T8 = "¢
and equals
2
yixes & é.267152/2 - 4\/T
by (A.1). This concludes the proof. O

The next lemma extends the last result to the case n =1 and K (¢,0) = a for 0 < ¢t < T and o € R.

Lemma 4.5. Fiz 0 <t <T and o € R. Then,

/2 2
inf{Qr(u) : p€ A, K(0,-) =0, K(t,0) = a} = L _, (4.17)

Ax(p)Vt
Proof. For any t>0,]let u “ be the minimizer of (4.17), which does exist by the following construction.
Denote by * the functlon H in (3.1), respectively Kt % the function K in (3.7), associated with the

function pp®. We call 2, or correspondingly (K5, ,uT ), the minimizer of the rate function Qr ()
with current o at time t. In particular, when T' = ¢,

T,a _ T« T,ao __ T, T,ao __ T,
2 _/'LT ’ H _HT ’ K _KT ’
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the precise expressions of which are given through the proof of Lemma 4.4.
We claim the infimum in (4.17) is attained at the point z%* such that

(i) for 0 < s < t, the function ufr’a is the unique solution to

D™ (s,u) = 202057 (s,u) — x(p)O2HY(s,u), u € R, (418)
N’gla(ov u) = /1'67(1(”)7 u € R, .

where H%® is the function H associated with the minimizer of the rate function Q(u) with
current o at time ¢;
(i) for t < s < T, the function p4® is the unique solution to

{BsutT’a(s,u) = 10215 (s,u), weR,

i (4.19)
HE (tu) = ptO (), u € R.

Roughly speaking, the minimizer ,utT’o‘ evolves as the minimizer of the rate function Q;(u) with current
« at time ¢t during time interval [0, ¢], and then evolves according to the hydrodynamic equation of the
SSEP after time ¢. This claim is obvious since

QT,dyn(,u) = @ [Ha H]a

and thus
inf{Qr(u): pe A, K(0,)=0, K(t,0) =a} >inf{Q¢(u) : n € A, K(0,)=0, K(¢t,0) = a}
Moreover, by Lemma 4.4, the left-hand side of (4.17) equals

V2ma?
Ax(p)Vt’

which concludes the proof. g

T
Qr(uh®) = Qu(ut®) + / Ods —
t

One could check directly that the functions utT’O‘ and (K ;O‘, utT’Oa) constructed in the last proof satisfy
the following properties:

(P1) for 0 < s <,

Fuy(€) = ~ S FR < (1,6), (1.20)

1res€2/2 _ olt=9)€%/2

FKE(s,6) = 5 ] + 1| FKb(t,€), (4.21)

where iy
a(l —et87/2)
FKH(t,§) = ————7;
(06 = g
(P2) fort <s<T,
1
]:Kéla(sa 5) — 5 [1 + e_(s_t)£2/2]]:Kt’a(t, 5) (4'22)
Moreover, by direct calculations (see Section A.4), for 0 < s < T,
1 aal(t,s)
KL%(s,0) = — / FKL™(s,&)de = A 4.23
§(5.0) = <= [ PR (s, 00 = 22 (4.29

where a(t,s) = (vt + /s — \/|t — s|) is the covariance function of the fractional Brownian motion
with Hurst parameter %.
(P1) is exactly (4.12) and (4.13). (P2) follows from (4.19) and (3.7). Indeed, by (4.19),

Fub(s,€) = Fubo(t,&)e =02 1 <5<,
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and by (3.7),
—iEFK 7% (5,6) = FpgG(€) — Fuz®(s,), s >0. (4.24)
Taking s =t in the last expression, and then using (P1), we obtain
(e} Zé‘ o
Fug®(t,6) = S FK"(t,€).

Therefore, by (4.24), for s > t,

. a i a o —(s—t)€? i —(s—t)&2 o
EFRY (5,6) = — S FK(1,6) = Fut(t, )~ ~0/ = “E[1 4 mem0@ P Rt ),

as claimed.
Finally, we are ready to prove Proposition 4.3.

Proof of Proposition 4.53. Let

= M?{tj}?:p{aj}?:17 (K i) = (ng{tj};lzlv{aj};lzlju;zétj};lzlv{aj};lzl)

be the minimizer of (4.2). We claim that
n n
t;,1 t5,1
Ki=> BK{", pwho=_ Bindly (4.25)
Jj=1 j=1
for some coefficients 3; € R, 1 < j < n. Recall that for 1 < j < n, (K?’%u?ﬁ’é) is the minimizer of

the rate function Qr (i) with current one at time ¢;, and is constructed in (4.18) and (4.19). We prove
claim (4.25) in Section A.5. The coefficients {3;} satisfy the following constraints

> BER (tr,0) =, 1<k<n. (4.26)
j=1
By (4.23), the last line is equivalent to
=~ atj, t)
Bi—L 2 =y, 1<k<n.

Let D = diag(d;)1<j<n be the diagonal matrix with d; = 1/\/%;. Let 8= (B1,...,8,)T be the column
vector. Then, we have shown that
ADSB = a.
Note that AD is invertible, which ensures the existence and uniqueness of 3.
Inserting (4.25) into (4.14), we have

X(0)Qr (1o, K7) = BT QB (4.27)

where Q = (gjk)1<j,k<n is the matrix with ¢;; being the real part of

T
1 . -
/ /{_athtT],l(t,5)&;[(%,1@,5)
0 R 2

+ 5[~ EFuE (€ + EFKE (,0)] [ - i€ Fulg (€) + CFKE (1,6)] pag e
1 ) —
+5 [ {Fuits ©Faig©

+ [Fufio (€) +ieFKY (T,€)] [Fulty (€) + i€ FRG (T, €)] Jde.

ool =
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After a long computation (see Section A.6), we have

V2r

qjk = Wﬂhk (4.28)
Equivalently,
Q= @DAD
Therefore,
x(p)Qr(wr 0, K1) = \/ﬂ a’A
which concludes the proof. O

5. EXPONENTIAL TIGHTNESS

In this section, we prove the sequences of the two processes
{J_170(tN2)/aN :0 S t S T}NZI and {X(tNQ)/aN :0 S t S T}NZI
are exponentially tight.

5.1. A uniform super-exponential estimate. We first state a super-exponential estimate for the
space average of the current. The following result was proved by the same authors in [39] without the
supremum over time inside the probability.

Lemma 5.1. For any § > 0,
nN—-1

lim sup lim su lo ]P’( su o w1 (tN? ’>5) = —00 5.1
i N~>oopaN & O<t£T nNay ;3 w+1(tN7) (5-1)

under both P =P, and P = ]P’,,;.

Proof. By Remark 3.1, we only need to discuss the case where P = P, . By Markov’s inequality, for
any K > 0, the expression in (5.1) is bounded by

N CLNK
6K + > 10gE, [ { o air (EN? ’H 5.2
+a?v og By, [y sup |7 Z +1(EN7) (5.2)

Since K could be taken arbitrarily large, we only need to prove that, for any fixed K > 0,
N CLNK
lim sup lim sup — logE, {ex { su ’ E Jzz tN? ’H =0.
n%oop N—)oop a% & v, | P ogth nN?2 +(tN)
By using the inequality

exp{ sup |ze|} < exp{ sup i} +exp{ sup (=)}
<t<T

for any trajectory {z;}, and 1og(a +b) < 1og2 + max{log a,logb} for any a,b > 0, without loss of
generality, it suffices to prove that, for any fixed K > 0,

limsup limsup —- p
n— o0 N—oco QA

logIE {exp{oi?ET N Z Iz, zH(tNQ)H =0. (5.3)

Since for each z € Z, {J; »+1(t)} is a compound Poisson process with intensity

5 | @) = nula+ 1),
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and there are no common jumps between those compound Poisson processes,

nN-—1

anK
MM = exp{ L Y Jean(tN?) - rff;}((t)}
z=0
is a mean-one exponential martingale, where
N1 1 nN—1 P tN2
DR =3 X (0N 1) [T (o) - o+ 1)ds.
0

x=0
Then, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the expectation in (5.3) is bounded by

E,, | sup {MtN’l}exp{ sup Ffzf}((t)H
0<t<T 0<t<T

1/2 1/2
< IEVP{ sup (MtNl)ﬂ E,, [exp{ sup 21"2[}1((1%)}] .
0<t<T 0<t<T ’

As a consequence, the expression in (5.3) is bounded by

N logE,, [ sup (MtN’l)ﬂ + N logE,, [exp{ sup 21"5[1((1%)}] :

2a3, 0<t<T 2a3; 0<t<T
For the martingale term in the last line, we have
1rdayK o=
N N N2 N2 N1
(M2 = exp { 5|~ > JeenltN) - 2D R (0] + TR () -2k (0)}
= (M) 2 exp {I‘fX’f{(t) - 2Ffj§<(t)},
where
1 nN—-1 ) tN?
220 =5 > (N 1) [ e) < o 1),
x=0 0
and
day K "R 2 N2
N2 _ :
MY = exp {35 ; Jeas1(tN?) = 2007 (1)}

is also a martingale. By Doob’s inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

E N;Z’g 1 % logE,, [ (M"")?]

N
logE,,p[ sup (MtN’l)2

o
N 0<t<T N N
Nlogd N N
< B o logEy, [M?] + 5y logEy, [exp {20N2(T) —arV i (1)}] (5.4)
a%s 2a%; ° 2a%; ’ ' '

Note that the second term on the right-hand side of (5.4) is zero. Since ay > v/N, the first term on
the right-hand side of (5.4) converges to zero as N — oo. Therefore, to prove (5.3), we only need to
prove
I I N logE 2N (t) b =0 5.5
imsup limsup 5~ logE,, | exp | sup n)K( )t | =0, (5.5)
n—o0 N—oo 40 0<t<T
since the third term on the right-hand side of (5.4) could be treated in the same way.
Since |e* — 1 — x| < (22/2)el®!,
2

ntad K2
(1s(0) — na(nN))ds + ENnlONET

tN
N,1 CLNK
TV () < A

~ 2nNZ2 J,
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where Cl ,, is uniformly bounded in N and n. Thus, we are left to show

2
N NK
limsup limsup —-logE,, [exp{ sup —— (ns(0) — s (nN))dsH =0. (5.6)
n—oco N-—oo AN 0<t<T nN
Since
ank [tV ayK [FN anK
su s(0) —ns(nN))ds < su s (0 s(nN))ds + ——
oS N (15(0) = ns(nN)) 0 Ay (15(0) = ns(nN)) N

where the supremum on the right-hand side is over integers k, the left-hand side in (5.6) is bounded
by
NK
lim sup lim sup —- logE {exp { sup (775(0) — ns(nN))dsH .
N 0<k<TN nN
Using the inequality
TN
log Elexp{ sup  Xi}] < logE[ 3] < log(TN +1) + max log B[]
<k<TN pard <k<TN

and since ay > /N log N, we only need to prove

CLNK
niN?
which has been shown in the proof of [39, Lemma 4.1]. We also refer the readers to Section A.7 for
details. This concludes the proof. O

N
lim sup lim sup ma¥ —5 logE,, [exp {

n—00 N—ooo 0< N CLN

N
(1:(0) = m(nN))ds}| =0, (5.7)
0

5.2. Exponential tightness of the current. To show the sequence of processes {J_1,0(tN?)/ay :
0 <t < T}n>1 is exponentially tight, we only need to prove the following estimates for the current.
Lemma 5.2. We have the following estimates for the current under both P =P, and P = Py

(1) for any fized T > 0,

N
lim sup lim sup —- logIP’( sup —’J_l o th)‘ > M) —00; (5.8)
M—oco N-—oo N 0<t<T OGN
(2) for any e >0,
N
lim sup lim sup sup —- logIP’( sup —’J_l o((t + 7)N?) = J_10(TN?)| > 5) = —o0, (5.9)
550 Nooo reTr O3 0<t<s ON

where T is the set of all stopping times bounded by T'.

Proof. As in the last lemma, we only need to deal with the case where P = P, . For any n > 0,
introduce the function G, : R — R as

Gn(u)=(1—-u/n)"1{u>0}, ueR.

Then, one could check directly that, for any n > 0,

nN-—1
1 1
aJ,Lo(u\ﬂ) = (N, G — (.G + N ; Jo a1 (LN?). (5.10)

Thus, we only need to show that the estimates in the lemma hold respectively for the terms on the
right-hand side of the last line, i.e.,

N nN-—1

limsuplimsuplimsup—2log]P’,,p( sup Z Jm,m+1(tN2)’ > M) = —o0, (5.11)

n—oo M—oo N—oo Q% ost<T InNan =

lim sup lim sup lim sup sup
n—00 §—0 N—oo T€TT
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nN-—1
A JP,,(sup Jowir((t+7)N?) = Jowi1(TN? ‘>a):—oo, 5.12
3 1oePo (200 oy 3 Ve (4 7N = Joaia () (512)
and
N N
hmsuphmsuphmsup—log]P’,,p( sup ’<ut ,Gn>’ > M) = —00, (5.13)
n—oo M—oo N-—oo QAj 0<t<T
N
limsup limsup limsup sup —- log]P’l,p( sup ’<uﬁ7 — MJTV,Gn>‘ > 5) = —00. (5.14)
n— 00 6—0 N—oo 7€Tr @ 0<t<s

Recall that (5.11) has been proved in Lemma 5.1. Since the probability in (5.12) is bounded by
nN—-1

2]P’l,( su o tN2’>5 2),
° O<t£)T nNay ;3 a+1(EN7) /

the estimate in (5.12) also follows directly from Lemma 5.1.
The estimates in (5.13) and (5.14) have been proved in [10, Lemma 3.2] for Schwartz test functions.
Thus, we only need to find G,, € S(R) such that, for any € > 0,

lim sup lim sup — ﬂ logIP’,jp( sup ‘<N£V= G, — én>‘ > 5) = —00. (5.15)
n—oo N-—oo N 0<t<T
We underline that this is not obvious since we only have the priori bound
N
aN
and note that ay < N. To this end, we choose G,, € S(R) such that
|0, (u)| = |Gy (u) — Gp(u)| < Cn~t, Yu€eR,

and that the support of d,(-) is contained in [—2n,2n]. For 0 < i < N3, let ¢; = iT/N3. Then, the
probability in (5.15) is bounded by

N N N
P, (ogsilg\m [y, 6n)| > 5/2) + PVP(O?ET (ARSI ogsz'lg\ﬁ [y, 6n)| > 5/2). (5.16)

(i, Gy — Gy <cm

For the first term in the last line, by stationary of the process and since ay > /N log N,

lim sup lim sup ﬂ 1og]P’l,p( sup |<ug, 5n>} > 8/2)
0<i<N3

n—oo N-—oo N

< hmsuphmsup N log]P’,,p (’<uév,6n>’ > 5/2)

n—oo N—oo

< —A?—f—hmsuphmsup 1\2[ IOgEu,,{eXP{—}ZnO n(@/N) ’}]

n—oco N—oo AN z€Z

As before, we could remove the absolute value inside the exponential in the last line. Since v, is a
product measure, and by Taylor’s expansion up to second order, we bound the last line by

Ae NA
_7+117?Ls01ip1%nj;10p E logIE,,p[exp{ i no(x)dn(x/N)H
Ae CA _Ae
< —Z5 4 limsup lim sup —— 62 (x/N .
7 +imswhnow SF S = -5

TEL
Since A could be arbitrarily large,

N
lim sup lim sup —- 1og]P’l,p( sup  [{py,6n)| > 5/2) = 0.
n—oo N—ooo (N 0<i<N3
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It remains to bound the second term in (5.16). Before that, we first recall the stirring representation
for the symmetric exclusion process. Initially, we put a particle at each site of Z. Those particles are
distinguishable. For each bond (z,2 + 1), we have a Poisson process with parameter %, and assume
those Poisson processes are independent. When the Poisson clock associated with the bond (z,z + 1)
rings, we exchange the particles at sites  and « + 1. Let £ be the position at time ¢ of the particle
initially at site . For n € Q, let

ni(x) =1 if and only if &/ = z for some y € Z such that n(y) = 1.

Then, {n:} is a version of the SSEP with initial configuration n. Note that for each z, {{'} is a
continuous-time simple random walk with jump rate one. Using this representation, for any s,t > 0,

ARSTANIES %Z [571(5%”) - 5n(§%§v2)}no(y)-
YEZ

Thus, we bound the second term in (5.16) by

we have

lP’V,,( sup |(uy',0n)| = sup ’<ﬂg76n>’>5/2)
0<t<T 0<i<N3

g]P’,,p( sup sup ’<uiv—ug,6n>’ >£/2) §N3PUP( sup Kuiv—uév,&nﬂ >£/2)

0<i<N3t;<t<tit1 0<t<t;

LS () - a (D)) > <)

a
N YyEL

= N?’IP’,,p ( sup

0<t<t,

To conclude the proof it is sufficient to show that, for any n > 0,

L > {571(5%2) - 5n(%)}no(y)’ > 6/2) = —o0. (5.17)

a
N yeL

hmsup logP, ( sup
N—oo GN 0<t<t;

For the above sum over y € Z, we consider the two cases |y| > 3Nn and |y| < 3Nn respectively.
For the case |y| > 3Nn, d,(y/N) = 0 since the support of d,, is contained in [-2n,2n]. Then, we
bound

]P’,,p(
0<t<t1

Z 5, (@Nz) (y)‘ > 5/2) < ]P)yp( sup [€¥y2] <2Nn  for some |y| > 3Nn)
\ |[>3Nn ostsh

Z Pl,p( sup |§fN2 —y| >yl — 2Nn).
|y|>3Nn Stst

Since for each y, |€in2 — y| is stochastically bounded by a Poisson process with parameter tN?2, and
recall t; = T/N3, the last line is bound by

Z e—c(|y|—2Nn) < g~ CcNn

|[y|>3Nn

for some constant ¢ > 0. Therefore,

Z Sn (gth) (y)’>a/2):—oo.

| |[>3Nn

N
limsup —-log P, ( sup
N—oo N 0<t<ty

It remains to bound

(| 5 () (D)t > 1)

a
Ostst TON 1 <sNm
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L > {571(5%2)_571(%)}770(:9)’>E/2}QAN), (5.18)

a
N |yi<snn

<P, (Ay)+Py, ({ sup

0<t<t;

where

3/2 Ar—
Ay :{ sup  sup |€% —y| < d¥PN 1/2}_
ly|<3Nn 0<t<ty

Standard large deviation estimates yield
P, (A%) < TNne o N~/

for some constant ¢ > 0, and thus
N
limsup —-log P, (A%) = —o0.
N—ooo O}
We claim that the event inside the second probability on the right-hand side of (5.18) is empty for N

large enough, which is sufficient to conclude the proof. Indeed, first note that ¢,, is only discontinuous
at the origin. Moreover, on the event Ay, for each 0 < ¢ < ¢1, the cardinality of

Byt ={lyl <3Nn:y>0,&\. <0ory<0,&). >0}

is bounded by 2a3/2N_1/2. Thus, on the event Ay,

L () - <

a
N yEBN

sup
0<t<t;

which goes to zero as N — oco. By the piecewise smoothness of ¢,

1 ngz y aN
swp | — 3 [0 (P82) —ou (%) )| < cy [
0=t<t T ON | <3Nmy¢Bw .
which also vanishes as N — oo, thus concluding the proof. O

5.3. Exponential tightness of the tagged particle. As in the last subsection, if follows from the
following estimates that the sequence of processes { X (tN?)/ay : 0 <t < T'}n>1 is exponentially tight.

Lemma 5.3. We have the following estimates for the replacement of the tagged particle:
(1) for any fized T > 0,

N
lim sup lim sup —- log]P’,,*( sup —}X tN2 } > M) —00; (5.19)
M—00 N—ooo O ? \o<t<T AN
(2) for any e >0,
N
lim sup lim sup sup —logIP’,,*( sup —’X (t+7)N?) — X(TN2)’ > 5) = —00, (5.20)
550  N-soo €Ty O3 0<t<s AN

where Tr is the set of all stopping times bounded by T'.

Proof. We first prove (5.19). Since the process is symmetric with respect to the origin, we could
remove the absolute value inside the probability in (5.19). If X (tN?) > ayM for some 0 < t < T,
then J_j o(tN?) > E[GNM nynz(2) for some 0 <t < T. Thus, the probability in (5.19) is bounded by

lan M)

]P)y*( tN2 f ) ]P)V*( . tN2 > M 2)
? OiltlETJ rol 0<Htl<T Z vz (z) ) < Py OE?ETJ 1,0(tN*) > pany M/

lan M]

l,*( inf Z vz (x <paNM/2).

0<t<T
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To finish the proof, it remains to show that
N
lim sup lim sup —- log]P’,,*( sup J_10(tN?) > paNM/2> = —oo0,
M—oco N-—oo Ay P No<i<T
which follows directly from (5.8), and that, for any fixed M > 0,

G.NM]

N
N . < — —
lljl\t[n_ilop Z log P« (0<1£1£T E Nz (z paNM/Q) 0. (5.21)

Now, we prove (5.21). For 0 <i < N2, define t; = iT/N?. Then, for t; <t <t; 1,
lan M) lan M]
Z nenz (x Z M2 (2) + Jo1,0(EiN? EN?) = Jiay ) fa m 1 (EN? EN?),

which imphes that

[aNM] G.NM]
oy 2 ()2 b D e
— sup sup |J_1,0 (t;:N ,th)‘ — sup sup J[aNMHaNM]H(tiNQ,tNQ)‘.
0<i<N2 £;<t<t;41 0<i<N2 £;<t<t;41

This permits us to bound the probability in (5.21) by

[aNM
l,* inf ) < 3pa M4>+IP’U*( su su J_ tiNQ,th > pa MS)
(0<Z<N2 Z UINE pan M/ Ogiggvztigtglgm\ 10( )| = panM/
-HP’,,;( sup sup |J[aNM]7[aNM]+1(tiN2,tNQ)‘zpaNM/8>.

0<i<N2 t;<t<tiq1
By Remark 3.1, we could replace the above P, with P, . Since v, is invariant for the SSEP, using
the large deviation principle of the sum of i.i.d. random variables, there exists C' > 0 independent of
N and 1 < i < N? such that
[an M]

lim su —10 IP’,,( < 3pa M4) -C
N%+ol<?aN & Zntm panM/

for all 1 < i < N2. Then, since ay > v N log N, we have
lan M]

li —1 P,,( inf ) < M4):— . 22
fimsup - logPy, (| inf, Z M w2 () < Bpay M/ 00 (5.22)

Since a particle crosses an edge at rate at most 1, {|J7170(tiN2, tN?)|}i>1, is stochastically dominated
from above by a Poisson process with rate 1. Thus,

P, ( sup sup  |J_10(t:N*,tN?)| > panDM/8)
0<i<N2t; <t<tit+1

<N?P,, ( sup |J_1,0(t:N*,tN?)| > panyM/8) < CN* exp{—CanM}
t;<t<tit1

for some constant C' > 0, which implies

N
hmsup— log]P’l,p( sup sup | J_10(t;N? tN?)| > paNM/S) = —oo0. (5.23)
N—sto0 @ 0<i<N2 t;<t<ti11

By translation invariance, (5.23) still holds when J_j o(t; N2, tN?) is replaced by
Jan M) Jan M) +1 (EN? EN?),
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thus concluding the proof of (5.21).
Now we prove (5.20). We first remove the absolute value inside the probability in (5.20) as before.
For any M > 0, we define
1
BMWﬁz{ sup —{XWWMgA@.
0<t<T+5 ON
By (5.19)
. . N
lim sup lim sup —- log P« (B}, . 5) = —00.
M—+o0o N—+oo A5 ’ Y
Hence, to prove (5.20), we only need to show that

N 1

lim sup lim sup sup —- logIP’,,*( sup — (X((t+7)N%) — X(TN?)) > E,BN7M7§> =—o0 (5.24)
550 N—oo 7€Tr Oy ” \o<t<s AN

for any M > 0. We further define

[ane]

CNMes = {

(z+k) > 2251,

inf inf g 2
—anM<k<anM 0<t<T+46 ‘ N 2
z=

where the infimum is over integers k. Then, by (5.21),

N
limsup —-log P,- (Cyy s,c,5) = —0©.
Nostoo A% o e
Therefore, to prove (5.24), we only need to show that, for any M > 0,

N 1
limsup limsup sup —- logIP’u*( sup — (X((t + T)Nz) - X(TN2)) > &,
50 N—ooo 7Ty Oy ” \o<t<s AN

BN,M,J,CN,M,s,J) = —oo. (5.25)

Conditioned on the event By ar.5(Cn.ae.s, we have X(TN?) = k for some —ayM < k < ayM.
Moreover, if % (X((t+7)N?) — X(TN?)) > ¢ for some 0 < t <, then

X ((t+7)N?)
Tr-1x((t +7)N?) = Jp_1k(TN?) = Z Net+r)N2(2)
r=k
k+lane] [ane] pane
2 Z N(t+7)N2 (x) = Z N(t+7)N2 (:L‘ + k) > 5
z=k =0

for some —axyM < k < ayM. Thus, to prove (5.25), we only need to show that

N 1
lim sup lim sup sup —- log Z IP’,,;( sup — (Jp—1,6((t +T)N?) = Jp_1 ,(TN?)) > %)
=0 N—oo 7€Tr AN sl k| <an M 0<t<s AN

=00, (5.26)
which follows immediately from (5.9) since ay > +/Nlog N. This concludes the proof. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREMS 2.1 AND 2.2

In this section, we prove Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. We first state two lemmas concerning finite-
dimensional moderate deviation principles for the current and the tagged particle.

Lemma 6.1. For anyn > 1 and for any 0 <t1 <ty < ...<ty, the sequence

1
{a (J_l,o(t1N2)7 cee J—I,O(tnN2)) }NZI
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satisfies moderate deviation principles with decay rate a%;/N and with rate function 0321“]_}?:1 under
both P, and Py.. Recall the definition of T 7y from (4.1). More precisely, for any closed set
C CR",
lim sup —- N log]P’ (i (Jo1,0(t1N?), ..., J_10(ta N?)) € C) < —inf — 1 Z., yn (a), (6.1)
Nestoo @ an acC 0%
and for any open set O C R™,
lim inf ﬁ log P (i (Jo1,0(t1N?), ..., J_10(taN?)) € (’)) > — inf — 1 (a) (6.2)
N—too a3, an ’ L ’ ac0 o3 {t = ’

where P =P, or P =P,

Lemma 6.2. For anyn > 1 and for any 0 <t; <ty < ... < ty,, the sequence

{ﬁ (XON), o X (0aN)

satisfies moderate deviation principles with decay rate a%;/N and with rate function 0;(2I{t_}n . More
it j=1

precisely, for any closed set C C R™,

ljblgiligﬂlogp (aiv (X(t1N?),..., X (t,N?)) € c) < - inf 0_1 . (o), (6.3)
and for any open set O C R",

lim inf ﬂlog]? ( ! (X(t1N?),..., X (t,N?)) € 0) > — inf — ! Lo, (). (6.4)

N—+o0 CLN an acO 0’

We shall prove Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 in later subsections. Now we utilize these two lemmas to prove
Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

Proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. We first prove Theorem 2.1. In Lemma 5.2, we have shown that the
sequence {#J_LO(tN% :0 <t <T}n>1 is exponentially tight. Using [8, Theorem 4.28] and Lemma
6.1, the sequence {#Jfl,o(tNQ) : 0 <t < T}y>1 satisfies moderate deviation principles with decay
rate a% /N and with rate function given by

1
sup{ {t}n (f{t}n ): nZl,OStl<t2<...<tn§T,tjGA;»foralllgjgn}

for all f € D([O, T],R), where fiyn and Af are defined as in Proposition 4.1. Using Proposition 4.1
bitj=1

again, the last supremum equals
1
_gzpath (f) =Zeur (f)a
97

which concludes the proof of Theorem 2.1. For Theorem 2.2, we use Lemmas 5.3 and 6.2 instead. [
6.1. Proof of Lemma 6.1. For a € R™ and r > 0, let
Blo,r) ={BeR": [|B-al~ <r}
be the cube of radius r centered at . For any M > 0, shorten
By =B(0,M) ={aeR": | < M}.
We first prove the lower bound (6.2).

Proof of (6.2). For any open set @ C R"™ and for any point a € O, using (5.1) and (5.10), for
sufficiently small € > 0 such that B(a,e) C O,

N 1
liminf —-logP,, (a (J—l,o(t1N2), e J_1,0(tnN2)) € (9)

N—+oco CLN
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> liminf liminf v 1ogpyp({<u§j,Gm> — Gm>}7_l € Bla,e/2),

m—+0o0 N—+oco ayn

mN—1

1
> Jeaia(t;N?)
=0

mNapn

<5/2foralll§j§n)

= liminf liminf ﬂz logP,, <{<ug, Gm> — <uév, Gm>}7_z

m—+00 N—+o00 ay

L€ B(a,a/2)> . (6.5)

Note that G, ¢ S(R). By (5.15) and Theorem 3.1, the last line is bounded from below by

. n

.. .. N N A N
timin it g o, ({0 Gon) = G G} € B/

> —limsupinf {Qtn(u) : {<ut].,ém> — {po, Gm>}::1 € B(a,a/4)}.

m——+o0

nv{tj }?:17{aj}

Let puf = py, 9=! be the minimizer of the following variational problem

inf{Qtn(u) tp €A, /Ooo[u(tj,u) — (0, w)]du=a;, 1 <j< n}

which was introduced in the proof of Proposition 4.3. Since ui' € A, by the explicit expression of
given in (3.2), pf (t,u) € L'(R) for any ¢ € [0,t,]. Thus, by dominated convergence theorem, for all
1<75<n,

lim (g (t,) = pf (0,), i) = / " ) = g, (0.0) | du = . (6.6)

m——+o0o

This implies that, for m large enough,

n

{2, (), Gn) = (2, (0), G} } € Blax,e/4).

Jj=1
Consequently,

lim inf glogIP’,jp ( (Jo1,0(tiN?), ..., J_10(tnN?)) € (9)

1
N—+o0 Ay an
n V2T _ 1
> _Qtn(ﬂtn) — _—4X(p)aTA{ti}”—1a = —U—QI{t].}}lzl(a).
7= J

Since o € O is arbitrary,

N 1 1
lim inf 5 10gPl,p < (Jflyo(thz), ey Jflyo(tnN2)) S O) Z sup —U—Qz{tj}?:l(a)
J

N—=+o0 afy E acO
1
=—1i f _I An .
olcrelO 03 {ts le(a)
By Remark 3.1, the lower bound also holds under ]P’l,;, thus concluding the proof. 0

Now, we prove the upper bound (6.1). By exponential tightness of the current (see Lemma 5.2), we
only need to prove the estimate for any compact subset in R”.

Proof of (6.1). As in the proof of the lower bound, we only need to deal with the case where P = P,,.
Let £ C R™ be any compact subset. For any r > 0, we could find a sequence of points o/ € K,
j=1,2,...,£(r), such that

¢
K C U B(a?,r).
j=1

By (5.10), for any m > 0 and any r > 0,
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N 1
lim sup —-logP,,, (— (J—l,o(t1N2), A J_170(tnN2)) c /C)
N—+oco A an

. N
< max limsup —
1< N 400 Ay

mN—1
1 n .
].OgP,jp <{<Mi\[7 Gm> - <Mév7 Gm> + g Jw,m-{-l(tiNz)}i:l € B(QJ,T)> )
=0

mNayn

Using Lemma 5.1, the right-hand side of the last inequality is bounded from above by, for any r > 0,

. . N n .
timsup gnas, lim sup 25~ og Py, ({(ul, Gm) = (40’ Gm) iy € Bled,20)
By (5.15), we could replace the above G,, with the Schwartz function G,,. Then, using moderate
deviation principles from hydrodynamic limits (see Theorem 3.1), we finally bound the last expression
from above by, for any r > 0,

lim sup max —inf {Qy, (1) : {<Mt“ém> - <N07ém>}?:1 € B(a’,3r)}.

m—oo 1<j<4

We first show that there exists some constant Cy independent of r,j,m such that, for m large

enough,

inf {Q, (1) : { (1., Gm) — (po: Gm) }._, € B(a?,3r)} < C. (6.7)

Indeed, let u?f = uZl{ti}?:”{ag}?:l be as in the proof of (6.2), where o is the i-th component of o
for 1 <¢ < n. By (6.6), for m large enough,

{(ui? (8) = 7 (0),Gm) }iy € Bled,3r).
Therefore, the infimum in (6.7) is bounded from above by

. 2
Qs (U;:J )= van

; ; V2
(aJ)TA{_t1}n o’ < sup VT ATAL, = Co,
tfi=1

4x(p) =17 T aecdx(p) T T
which proves (6.7).
For any 7, j,m and any ¢ > 0, there exists u7"™ such that

{<M;1j7m(tiu ) - M;,j,m(()’ ')7 Gm>}?:1 € B(ajv 3T)7 (68)

and
n

Qtn (‘ugj,m) —€e< inf {Qtn (:u) : {<,ut17ém> - </L07 ém>}i:1 € B(Oéj, 3T)}
Moreover, by (6.7),
sup Qy, (u0?™) < Co +e. (6.9)

T,

So far, we have shown that, for any € > 0,

N 1
limsup 5 10gPl,p <— (Jflyo(t1N2), ey Jflyo(tnN2)) S ’C)
N—+4oo A an

< gt iy, Q0 (497) 4 = i it Q0 (477 45, (610)
where j := j(r,m,¢) 1= argminj < j<¢ Q, (ul9™).

By (6.9), we could extract a subsequence along which the limit on the right-hand side of (6.10) is
attained as r — 0,m — +o00. According to Remark 3.3, {u27™ : r,j,m} is a subset of the compact
set Lo,+.. Hence, by further extracting a subsequence, there exists u? such that ug’j '™ converges to
pr in D([0,T],S'(R)), and by the compactness of K, there also exists some a = (a1, az,...,a,) € K
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such that o converges to o along this subsequence. Then, by the lower-semicontinuity of Q; ,
Y < liminf B rim
Qt, (ue) < liminf iminf Qp (uz”™),
and thus,

N 1
limsup —- log P, <— (Jo1,0(t1N?), ..., J_1,0(taN?)) € IC> < —0Qu, (uk) +e. (6.11)
N—+4oo A an

Moreover, by Lemma 6.3 below,
[ et - . wldu =, vi<isn 612)
0

Therefore, by Proposition 4.2,

N 1
lim sup —-logP,,, (— (J—l,o(t1N2), A J_170(tnN2)) c /C)
N—+oco A an

< — 1 1 : . — = ; <1<
< oltlelf"clﬁf {Qtn (1) /0 [(ti,u) — p(0,u)]du = a;, V1 <i < n} +e

. 1
=— allé% 0—31{,5],}?:1 () +e.

We conclude the proof of (6.1) by letting € — 0. a

It remains to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 6.3. If the sequence u™ € D([0,T],S'(R)), m > 1, satisfies that
lim p™ = pin D([0,T],S'(R)), sup Qr(um) < Co
m—r oo

m>1

for some p € D([0,T], S’ (R)) and for some finite constant Cy, then for any 0 <t < T,

lim [ [ (t ) — (0, 0)] G () du = / Tt w) — (0, w)] du.

m—r oo R

Proof. For any m > n, we write

/R (™t ) — 5™ (0,10)] G () s

=/R[um<t,u>—um<o,u>][Gm<u>—Gn<u>] dU+/R[Mm(t7U)—um(oaw]Gn(U) du. (6.13)

We first prove that the first term on the right-hand side in the last identity converges to zero as
m — oo,n — 00. By Lemma 3.2, Eqn. (3.2) and the uniform boundedness of Q7 (p.m,), there exists
some constant C; such that, for any ¢ > 0,

sup [|™ (¢, )| 2wy < Ch-
m>1
Since |Gy — émH%z(R) < Cm™!, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we only need to show that

lim lim ™t u) — pu™(0,u)][Gm(u) — Gp(u)] du = 0.

We could also find i € A such that [|i™(t,) — p™(t, )72 < Cm~2. Since |[Gnl|72m) < Cm,

using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again, it is sufficient to show that

lim  lim [ [g"™(¢,u) — 2™(0,w)][Gm(u) — Gp(u)] du = 0. (6.14)

n—oo m—oQ R
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Let J™ be the current associated with ™, i.e., d,i"™ + 8,J™ = 0. Since

0 if uw<O0oru>m;
Gm(u) — Gn(u) = q % -2 if 0<u<nm;
1-= if n<u<m,

using integration by parts formula, we rewrite the left-hand side in (6.14) as

- — — //Jmsududs——// Jmsududs

Note that by (3.6) and the uniform boundedness of Qr (i, ), there exists some constant Cs such that
SUPg< ;<7 SUPy>1 T (¢, 2wy < Co. Then, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the last expression is
bounded by C(n~? + m~1/2), concluding the proof of (6.14).

For the second term in (6.13), letting m — oo, it converges to

/ [t 1) — (0, )]G (1)
R

Note that x(t, -) may not be in L!(R), and thus we cannot use dominated convergence theorem directly.
Instead, we first replace G, (u) with G,,(u) as in the above argument, and then only need to deal with

n 1 n
JLlett0) = 0. 016w = [ ) = 0,0l = % [t 20 = (0.))

n

by the definition of G,. At last, letting n — oo and using Lemma 3.3 and Remark 3.2, we conclude
the proof. O

6.2. Proof of Lemma 6.2. We start with the lower bound (6.4).

Proof of (6.4). Observe that if J_1 o(¢) > 0, then

X(t)—1 X(t)—1
J-1,0(t ne(z Z (me(z) = p) + pX (1), (6.15)
=0 x=0
and if J_q o(t) < 0, then
—1 —1
Joot) == Y mx)=— > (n(x)—p)+pX(1). (6.16)
=X (t) =X (t)

For any given a = (a,...,a,)T € O and any € > 0, by (6.2),

N 1
liminf —-logPy. ( — (J-1,0(t1N?),..., J 10(taN?)) € B 10 6.17
N inf a3 08 (aN( Lo(tiN7), .. J10( )) € B(pa,ep/ )) (6.17)

,BGB(pa ap/lO) 0' {5371
For M > 0, let Dy n be the event that | X (¢;N?)| < ayM for all 1 < j < n. Using (5.19), we have

N
lim sup lim sup —- log}P’V* (DS n) = —oo.
M—+o00 N—+oo @

Hence, there exists M7 > 0 such that

1 2 2
glg}ggalogﬂ”w (E (Jo10(tiN?), ..., T 1 0(taN?)) € B(pa,ap/IO),DMl,N>

N 1
= liminf —-logP, . (— (Jo1,0(t1N?), ..., Jo10(taN?)) € B(pa,ap/lO))
P CLN

N—+o0 CLN
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1
>—  if =T, (B). (618
Z = peni 0 o7 Lo (B). (6.18)

Let Fy be the event that |- Zm o(me,n2(2) — p)| < 5 and |$ E;i_k(ntjj\p( ) —p)| < & for all
1<k<Maynyandalll<j § n. By Remark 3.1 and standard large deviation results, we have

lim sup — log Py. (FR) <0

N—+4o00 ON
and thus

N
lim sup —- 1og Py« (Fy) = —oo0. (6.19)
N-—+4o00 Q@

Using (6.18) and (6.19), we have

lim inf —logIP’ ( J_1 o(tiN ),...,J_Lo(tnNQ)) € B(pa,sp/lO),DMl,N,FN)
N —+oc0o aN

1

2

- = ’ 6.20
B ﬁEB(Pga‘p/lO) o2t 1(@ ( :

Conditioned on the event Dy, n () Fn, according to (6.15) and (6.16), if
1
a (J_Lo(thQ), ey J_l)o(tnN2)) S B(pa, Ep/lo),

then
1

an
Consequently, for suﬁiciently small € > 0 such that B(a,e) C O, we have

— X (t;N?) — oy

<eg/b<e, V1I<ji<n.

1 2 2

N 1
> liminf —-log P, (— (X(t1N?),..., X (t,N?)) € B(a,s))
N—+4o00 CLN an

1

> }&Igfg z log P, « (E (Jo1,0(t1N?), ..., Jo10(taN?)) € B(pa,ap/lO),DMhN,FN>
, 1

- inf I{t yn, (B)

BEB(par,ep/10) O

Since ¢ is arbitrary and Z,

(+.yn 18 continuous, let £ — 0, we have
itj=1

1 ) ) 1 1
liminf E log P <E (X(LN?)..... X(aN?)) € 0) 2 oz, o) = g iy (@)
Since o € O is arbitrary,

N 1 , ) 1
}\}gfg alog}?l,* <E (X(t2N?),..., X (t,N?)) € (9) > 2161% <—gl{tj}?l(a))

=~ doh o e (@

and the proof is completed. g
At last, we prove the upper bound (6.3).

Proof of (6.3). According to Lemma 5.3, we only need to prove (6.3) for all compact set £ C R™. For

any compact set I C R"™, there exists M > 0 such that K C BM2. For given0 < e < landeach N > 1,
k —

we denote by Viy the event that |% >aeo (m;n2(x) —p) | < € and |% S (e, n2(x) —p) | < €
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forall 1 <k < (M3 + 1)ay and 1 < j < n. Then, similar with (6.19), we have

lim sup —- log]P’ «(VN) = —o0
N—+o0 aN

and thus

N 1
lim sup —- logIP’u* (— (X(t1N?),..., X (t,N?)) € K)
N—+4oco @ P \an

29

= hmsupﬁlog}?y* <ai (X(t1N?),..., X (taN?)) € IC,VN> . (6.21)
N

N—+oo @
Conditioned on Vi, if -1 (X (t1N?),. .. ,X( nIN?)) € K, then, by (6.15) and (6.16),
1
—N (J_l)o(thQ), ceey J_l)o(tnN2)) S (pIC)E s
where pK = {pB: B € K} and for some subset A C R™ and some a > 0,

Ao ={B€R": ||B—v]|lco < a for some v € A}.

Since K is compact, (pK). is also compact for all € > 0. As a result, by (6.1), for any 0 < ¢ < 1,

1
lim sup —- 1og]P’l,* (— (X(t1N?),..., X (t.N?)) € K, VN>
N—+4o0 aN an

N 1
< limsup —- logIP’U* (— (J_170(t1N2), e J_170(tnN2)) € (plC)€>
N—+oo @ P \an

. 1
< — inf —ZLin (8).

BE(pK)e O J=1
Since I{t ey is uniformly continuous on By, and (pK). is compact,
li f ! I = inf ! z = inf ! z
2 acioi). o7 s (B)= Blélp/Ca_ G ack 0% g, (@)

Therefore, by (6.21),
N 1 2 2 :
limsup —- log P« — (X (t1N?),...,X(t,N?)) € K ) < — inf —-
N—+oo CLN an
and the proof is completed.

APPENDIX A. CALCULATIONS

A.1l. Proof of Lemma 3.2. We only prove the statement for Qr g4yn, and the remaining is much
simpler. If Qr gy, (1) < 00, then there exists some constant A > 0 such that, for any G € C}*°([0, T x

R),
W, G) — @[G,G] < A.
Replacing G with aG for any a € R, we have that
al(p, G) — QQ@[G, G] <A, VacR.

Optimizing over a,

(1. G)? < 2x()A[G. G, VG € C([0,T] x R).
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Since C1*°([0,T] x R) is dense in H*!, I(p,-) is a linear bounded functional on H!. Thus, there exists
some function H € H! such that

(1, G) = x(p)[H,G], VG eH"

In particular,

1 x(p)
yn = u H,G ——G,G = H,H,
Qr ayn () X@h%dgﬁjvm{[ |- 516,61} = X2, H]

which concludes the proof.

A.2. Proof of (3.5). In this subsection, we prove that, for any ¢ > 0,

t
| rrase ),
0
where p4(+) is the heat kernel. By direct calculations,
u
L) = —py ().

Making the change of variables u?/2s ~ 7,

¢ ¢ +oo
"(-)ds :/ B O . —/ e T dr.
/0 Pe() 0o V2ms3/? uz/2t VT

‘/ ps(u ds’ <C’m1n{|\/T 2/(%),1}

for some finite constant C', which concludes the proof.

Thus,

A.3. Proof of (3.8). Recall in Lemma 3.2 we have shown that

_xo) [T 2
Qr,dyn (1) = 9 /0 /R((%H) (t,u)dudt.

Replacing 9, H with x(p)~![J + $0.p], we have

X(P) Qr ayn (1t / / { J(t, u) +3 (8uu)2 (t,u) + %J(t,u)@uu(t,u)} dudt.

Integrating by parts and using Oyp + 0, J = 0,

/ / J(t, w) Oy pu(t, u)dudt = / {p*(T,u) — pi(u)} du.

D@ = [ [ {5700+ § @ @ fauai + [ 120 - i) an

Finally, we obtain (3.8) by using (3.7) and the formula for Qp in Lemma 3.2.

Thus,

A.4. Proof of (4.23). Recall that for 0 < s <,

« 2 2 2
]_-Kt,a s, _ e—(t—s)f /2 e—sf /2 +1 _e—tf /2 ,
and for t <s < T,
FRY(5,6) = ——[em (7082 _ o=58/2 L1 _ o ~1€°/2],
T ) 2\/%52
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Using the integeral formula
1— —ax?
/ eid:z: =2yma, a>0, (A.1)
R ./L'

one easily proves (4.23). To prove (A.1), the left-hand side of the identity equals

// e”dyd:v—/ :;_gdy:%/ﬁ,

as claimed.

A.5. Proof of (4.25). We prove (4.25) by calculus of variations. For any o, fio € C2(R) and K, K €
CL2(]0,T] x R), we denote by A ((uo, K), (fio, K)) the positive-definite quadratic form

/ / Z0.K (t, u)d K (t, u)dudt + / / Dupto(u) — O2K (t,u)) (augo(u) - agff(t,u)) dudt
+/R 3 (uo( ) — —a K(T, u)) <u0( ) — _a K(T, u)) du+/ 0K (T, u)du K (T, u)du.

Then, using (3.8), we have
X(p)Qr (1o, K) = A ((po, K), (o, K)) - (A.2)
For any given fip € C3(R) and K € C12([0,T] x R) such that K(0,:) = 0 and K(t;,0) = 0, we
define
G(e) = A (g, K1) + 2o, R), (g, K2™) + o, K) )
for all e € R. By Lemma 4.5,

d
PR (e) =0
and hence
Aty K7), (o, K)) = 0. (A.3)

For any given p9 € C3(R) and K € C}?([0,T] x R) such that K(0,-) = 0 and K(¢;,0) = a; for all
1<j<n,let

ff:K—ZBjK“ and fig = po —Zﬁgugpm
=1 j=1
where {8;};>1 satisfy (4.26), then

K(0,-) = 0 and K(t;,0) =0
for all 1 < j <n. Consequently, by (A.3),

A ZBJN’TO?ZBJ t ! 7(/107‘[%) =0. (A4)
For any € € R, let

G(E):A ZBJMTO?ZBJ t ! +e MOa ZﬁJMToazﬁj t ! +5(/107K)

y (A4), for all € € R,

G(E)ZA Zﬂjﬂ?‘vaﬁj tw ) Zﬂj,u;z)anﬂJ tj)l +E2A(,L~L0,f()
i=1 j=1
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>A ZﬁJMToazﬁj t * ZBJ TO?ZBJ t 5

Therefore,

A ((p0, K), (1o, K)) = G(1) > A ZBJMTO,Z& Ky Zﬁ] TO,Z@ K7

and (4.25) follows from (A.2).

A.6. Proof of (4.28). As in the proof of Proposition 4.3, ¢, is the real part of

T -
| [ 507K 007K e

2 [ TR € + CFRY (5, )] [ i€ FuE () + EF K (5,€)] e ds

1 L O F T (g)
+1 [ {Fe R
+ [Fus (€) + i€ FKY (T,€)] [Fulty (€) + i6FKE (T, €)] dt. (A5)
Also recall from (P1) and (P2) after the proof of Lemma 4.5 that

| —

(&% 2
Fubl (€) = (—if)———=[1 — 7% /2],
HERE) = (i)l |
« 2 2 2
FEp(5,6) = —=—=[1—e /2 4 e 0798/2 _o=s6/2) 0 g <5<t
£(0.6) = 351 | 0<s<
(&% 2 2 2
FKLY(s,6) = 1—e t/2 4 o7 (082 _o=s87/2] <5< T
£(0.6) = 3ol | t<s<

Without loss of generality, assume ¢; < ¢;. Since for 0 < s <,

0, ]_—Kta e (t=9)€%/2 4 —552/27
(5,€) = 7 le el

. a a « —(t—s)€2 _s€2
—i€Fugh () + EFKE(s,€) = NS (m9)E/2 g met' /2],

and for t <s < T,

O F KL (s,€) = 4&\/%[_6454)52/2 + e

i Fub 2 Rhe , @ —(s—t)E?)2 7552/27
PO + EFRI" (5,6) = 5 ole e

the first two lines in (A.5) equal A(0,¢;) + A(¢;,tx) + A(ty, T), where

AO) = 55 / / (=02 | (o2 (=s)/2 | oo 2
et/ oms/2) o= (=902 _ 6—552/2]}(15 ds

16\/W/ / o

tj+tk —s)e2 _se? ded 1 d
te } §ds = 16./t itk / titty +E} s
T2

ti +1 tr —t;
_ ﬁ{\/ﬂ+k—\/’“ L+ Vo)
S/ 2 2
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Alti t —(trp—s)€2 /2 4 —552/2 o —(s—t;)€%/2 —s£2/2
(17,11) = 32ﬁ_t// li-e Fe )
+ [em ()& /2 _ o=s8/2) [~ (s—1,)E%/2 _ 67552/2]} dé ds

1 b 2 (el VT t; t;
_ —sg2 _ (s 2>£}dd: {/—t_ ot Y _J}
NG /tj /R{e ¢ Sds = g Em Vi Vit g g g
and

A(ty,T) / / —em (sTIIE /2y omsE/2)[_o—(s—1))87/2 | o=s8?/2)
32~/t T
+lem (s—tr)&%/2 _ —552/2][6—(5—15]-)52/2 _ 6—552/2]} d¢ ds

! T/ ~e-EEE)E | s (-8 | (=)
= e T2 +e % —e VT2 e } d¢ ds
16+/7;1r /t ¢

:8%{\/T—tk;tj—\/ I 4 VT - \/_k—\/ ——+\/t—%—\/T—5+\/§}

Thus, the first two lines in (A.5) equal

VT {\/tj+tk \/tk—tj t; tr \/ ty +t; \/ t; \/ tk
-2 VT 4+ 42+ = - —/T -2 - ——}.
8Vt 2 5 TVETyYR YR T 2 2 2

Similarly, since

FHEE) + TR (1.0 = 5o oplem M09/ 7180

the last two lines in (A.5) equal

1 2 2 2 2 2 2
21— e 821 — e /2 ¢ [ef(Tftj)é /2 _ o= T¢ /2][67(T*tk)§ /2 _ o= T¢ /2]} de.
164/t /]R
Using the integeral formula

2
1 — e 0%
/ eid:z: =2y/ma, a >0,
R

the last two lines in (A.5) equal

SW \/g \/E—\/t“Lt’“—\/T—m \/_+\/T——+\/T—%}.

Therefore,
aj var (Ve + Vt — Ve — t)
ik = 8\/W k 3/
as claimed.

A.7. Proof of (5.7). By Feynman-Kac formula ([19, Lemma A.1.7.2]), we may bound the expression
in (5.7) by

2 nN-—1
MJVV Fov e donsity / ffvf (n@) = (@ + V) Fwpldn) = (= LV, }

Above, we call f is a v,—density if f >0 and [ fdv, =1, and for two local functions f,g: Q — R,

)= [ f@gm vo(an).
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Since v, is invariant for the SSEP,

(= 2V, =32 [ (Vo) = Viw) v, )

Making the change of variables 1 +— 7%%*1 and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any A > 0,

we bound the first term inside the above brace by

nN-—1
CLNK

2nN? Z / =z +1)) (f(n) = ")) v,(dn)

S InnE 2 {A/(\/?(n””’””“)—\/?(n))zup(dnwr%/(\/? =) 4T n) v ()}
< aNKA< f\/— \/—> aNK

Taking A = nN?/(ayK), we finally bound the expression in (5.7) by kK?/(Nn). Since k < TN, the
proof is concluded.

REFERENCES

[1] R. Arratia. The motion of a tagged particle in the simple symmetric exclusion system on Z. The Annals of Probability,
pages 362-373, 1983.

[2] D.Y. Chen, P. Chen, N. Gantert, and D. Schmid. Limit theorems for the tagged particle in exclusion processes on
regular trees. Electronic Communications in Probability, 24:1-10, 2019.

[3] P. Chen and F. X. Zhang. Limit theorems for the position of a tagged particle in the stirring-exclusion process.
Frontiers of Mathematics in China, 8(3):479-496, 2013.

[4] M. Conroy and S. Sethuraman. Gumbel laws in the symmetric exclusion process. Communications in Mathematical
Physics, pages 1-42, 2023.

[5] A. De Masi and P. A. Ferrari. Flux fluctuations in the one dimensional nearest neighbors symmetric simple exclusion
process. Journal of Statistical Physics, 107(3-4):677-683, 2002.

[6] M. Decreusefond and A.S. Ustiinel. Stochastic analysis of the fractional brownian motion. Potential Analysis,
10:177-214, 1999.

[7] J. D. Deuschel and D. W. Stroock. Large Deviations. Academic Press, 1989.

[8] J. Feng and T. G. Kurtz. Large deviations for stochastic processes. American Mathematical Soc., 2006.

[9] N. Gantert and D. Schmid. The speed of the tagged particle in the exclusion process on galton-watson trees.
Electronic Journal of Probability, 25:1-27, 2020.

[10] F. Q. Gao and J Quastel. Moderate deviations from the hydrodynamic limit of the symmetric exclusion process.
Science in China Series A: Mathematics, 46(5):577-592, 2003.

[11] Arianna Giunti, Yu Gu, and Jean-Christophe Mourrat. Heat kernel upper bounds for interacting particle systems.
The Annals of Probability, 47(2):1056-1095, 2019.

[12] T. Imamura, K. Mallick, and T. Sasamoto. Large deviations of a tracer in the symmetric exclusion process. Physical
Review Letters, 118(16):160601, 2017.

[13] M. Jara. Hydrodynamic limit of particle systems with long jumps. arXiv preprint arXiv:0805.1326, 2008.

[14] M. Jara, C. Landim, and S. Sethuraman. Nonequilibrium fluctuations for a tagged particle in mean-zero one-
dimensional zero-range processes. Probability theory and related fields, 145(3):565-590, 2009.

[15] M. D. Jara and C. Landim. Nonequilibrium central limit theorem for a tagged particle in symmetric simple exclusion.
In Annales de I’IHP Probabilités et statistiques, volume 42, pages 567-577, 2006.

[16] M. D. Jara and C. Landim. Quenched non-equilibrium central limit theorem for a tagged particle in the exclusion
process with bond disorder. In Annales de I’IHP Probabilités et statistiques, volume 44, pages 341-361, 2008.

[17] Milton Jara, Claudio Landim, and Sunder Sethuraman. Nonequilibrium fluctuations for a tagged particle in one-
dimensional sublinear zero-range processes. In Annales de I'IHP Probabilités et statistiques, volume 49, pages
611-637, 2013.

(18] C. Kipnis. Central limit theorems for infinite series of queues and applications to simple exclusion. The Annals of
Probability, 14(2):397-408, 1986.



SAMPLE PATH MDP FOR THE CURRENT AND THE TAGGED PARTICLE 35

[19] C. Kipnis and C. Landim. Scaling limits of interacting particle systems, volume 320. Springer Science & Business

Media, 2013.

[20] C. Kipnis and S. R. S. Varadhan. Central limit theorem for additive functionals of reversible markov processes and

applications to simple exclusions. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 104(1):1-19, 1986.

[21] T. Komorowski, C. Landim, and S. Olla. Fluctuations in Markov processes: time symmetry and martingale ap-

prozimation, volume 345. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[22] C. Landim, S. Olla, and S. B. Volchan. Driven tracer particle in one dimensional symmetric simple exclusion.

Communications in mathematical physics, 192(2):287-307, 1998.

(23] T. M. Liggett. Interacting particle systems, volume 276. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012.

[24] T. M. Liggett. Stochastic interacting systems: contact, voter and exclusion processes, volume 324. springer science

& Business Media, 2013.

[25] Michail Loulakis. Einstein relation for a tagged particle in simple exclusion processes. Communications in mathe-

matical physics, 229(2):347-367, 2002.

[26] Michail Loulakis. Mobility and einstein relation for a tagged particle in asymmetric mean zero random walk with

simple exclusion. In Annales de I’IHP Probabilités et statistiques, volume 41, pages 237-254, 2005.

[27] M. Peligrad and S. Sethuraman. On fractional Brownian motion limits in one dimensional nearest-neighbor sym-

metric simple exclusion. Alea, 4:245-255, 2008.

[28] F. Rezakhanlou. Evolution of tagged particles in non-reversible particle systems. Communications in Mathematical

Physics, 165(1):1-32, 1994.

[29] E. Said. A limit theorem for the position of a tagged particle in a simple exclusion process. Technical report, 1987.

[30] T. Seppéldinen. Coupling the totally asymmetric simple exclusion process with a moving interface. Markov Process.

Related Fields, 4(4):593-628, 1998.

[31] S. Sethuraman. Diffusive variance for a tagged particle in d < 2 asymmetric simple exclusion. ALEA Lat. Am. J.

Probab. Math. Stat., 1:305-332, 2006.

[32] S. Sethuraman. On diffusivity of a tagged particle in asymmetric zero-range dynamics. In Annales de ’Institut

Henri Poincare (B) Probability and Statistics, volume 43, pages 215-232. Elsevier, 2007.

[33] S. Sethuraman and S. R. S. Varadhan. Large deviations for the current and tagged particle in 1d nearest-neighbor

symmetric simple exclusion. The Annals of Probability, 41(3A):1461-1512, 2013.

S. Sethuraman and S.R.S. Varadhan. Atypical behaviors of a tagged particle in asymmetric simple exclusion. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2311.07800, 2023.

S. Sethuraman, SRS Varadhan, and H. T. Yau. Diffusive limit of a tagged particle in asymmetric simple exclusion
processes. Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics: A Journal Issued by the Courant Institute of
Mathematical Sciences, 53(8):972-1006, 2000.

F Spitzer. Interaction of markov processes. Advances in Math, 5:246-290, 1970.

S. R. S. Varadhan. Self diffusion of a tagged particle in equilibrium for asymmetric mean zero random walk with
simple exclusion. In Annales de I’IHP Probabilités et statistiques, volume 31, pages 273-285, 1995.

X.F. Xue. Nonequilibrium moderate deviations from hydrodynamics of simple exclusion processes. arXiv preprint
arXiw:2305.08054, 2023.

X.F. Xue and L.J. Zhao. Moderate deviations for the current and tagged particle in symmetric simple exclusion
processes. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, (104218), 2023.

L.J. Zhao. The motion of the tagged particle in asymmetric exclusion process with long jumps. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2301.00398, 2023.

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, BEIJING JIAOTONG UNIVERSITY, BEIJING 100044, CHINA.
Email address: xfxue@bjtu.edu.cn

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS & HUBEI KEY LABORATORY OF ENGINEERING MODELING AND SCIENTIFIC

COMPUTING, HUAZHONG UNIVERSITY OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, WUHAN 430074, CHINA

Email address: linjie_zhao@hust.edu.cn



	1. Introduction
	1.1. Related literature
	1.2. Notation
	1.3. Outline of the paper

	2. Model and results
	2.1. Model
	2.2. MDP for the current
	2.3. MDP for the tagged particle

	3. Preliminary estimates
	3.1. Moderate deviations from hydrodynamic limits
	3.2. Properties
	3.3. Alternative formulas for QT

	4. Variational formula for the rate function
	4.1. Restricted to A
	4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.3

	5. Exponential tightness
	5.1. A uniform super-exponential estimate
	5.2. Exponential tightness of the current
	5.3. Exponential tightness of the tagged particle

	6. Proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2
	6.1. Proof of Lemma 6.1
	6.2. Proof of Lemma 6.2

	Appendix A. Calculations
	A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.2
	A.2. Proof of (3.5)
	A.3. Proof of (3.8)
	A.4. Proof of (4.23)
	A.5. Proof of (4.25)
	A.6. Proof of (4.28)
	A.7. Proof of (5.7)

	References

