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A T-CONVERGENCE OF LEVEL-TWO LARGE DEVIATION FOR
METASTABLE SYSTEMS: THE CASE OF ZERO-RANGE PROCESSES

KYUHYEON CHOI

ABSTRACT. This study explores the relationship between the precise asymptotics of the level-
two large deviation rate function and the behavior of metastable stochastic systems. Initially
identified for overdamped Langevin dynamics (Gesu et al., STAM J Math Anal 49(4), 3048-
3072, 2017), this connection has been validated across various models, including random walks
in a potential field. We extend this connection to condensing zero-range processes, a complex
interacting particle system.

We investigate a certain class of zero-range processes on a fixed graph G with N > 0 particles
and interaction parameter « > 1. On the time scale N2, this process behaves like an absorbing-
type diffusion and converges to a condensed state where all particles occupy a single vertex
of G as N approaches infinity. Once condensed, on the time scale N'T® the condensed site
moves according to a Markov chain on G, showing metastable behavior among condensed states.
The time scales N2 and N1t are called the pre-metastable and metastable time scales. This
behavior is conjectured to be encapsulated in the level-two large deviation Zn of the zero-range
process. Precisely, the I'-expansion of Zy is expected to be:

In = %K + ﬁj )
where K and J are the level-two large deviations of the absorbing diffusion processes and the
Markov chain on G, respectively. We rigorously prove this I'-expansion by developing a method-
ology for I'-convergence in the pre-metastable time scale and linking the resolvent approach to
metastability (Landim et al., J Eur Math Soc, 2023. [arXiv:2102.00998) with the I'-expansion in

the metastable time scale.

1. INTRODUCTION

Metastability, a prevalent phenomenon in various stochastic dynamical systems, refers to the
tendency of systems to persist in one locally stable state before transitioning to other stable
configurations. Examples of metastability in various contexts, such as random perturbations of
dynamical systems, low-temperature spin systems with ferromagnetic properties, and stochastic
models like interacting particle systems, illustrate its widespread occurrence. This phenomenon is
necessary in a stochastic dynamical system with two or more locally stable sets and this stability
is parameterized by certain parameters. Explicitly, we usually consider a sequence of Markov
processes of the form (X}V)3_, or (xP) p>0 and consider the limiting behavior of this sequence
in the regime N — oo or § — oco. Here N usually stands for the mesh size of the discretized
space (e.g., random walks in a potential field, Ising or Potts model [I1], 26l 27]) or the number
of particles in the condensing interacting particle systems (e.g., zero-range processes or inclusion
processes [5l [19, 20 32]), while § refers to the inverse temperature of the system (e.g., Ising model

or Langevin dynamics [9, 12, 28]). In this paper, we discuss an example of zero-range processes for
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which the Markov processes are parametrized by the number of particles. Hence, for the simplicity
of the discussion, we focus on a sequence of Markov processes of the form (X}¥)3_,.
Metastability encompasses two distinct temporal behaviors: metastable and pre-metastable
dynamics. We characterize a sequence of processes (XZXN
at the time scale 0 if the accelerated process remains within specific regions of the state space for

)%, as exhibiting metastable behavior

an extended period before transitioning almost instantaneously to another region. These regions
are referred to as metastable valleys. Conversely, the pre-metastable time scale o precedes the

metastable time scale, during which the accelerated process (X2

ton )N =1 tends to be absorbed into

these valleys.

The foundation for analyzing metastable behavior was laid by the potential theoretic approach
[8, @], which calculates quantities from probability theory through potential theoretic notions. This
method, in particular, enabled the analysis of metastability in numerous models by effectively dis-
secting reversible Markov processes. Building on this, to analyze metastable transitions in models
with several metastable valleys, Beltran and Landim [3} 4] introduced the martingale approach.
This methodology essentially demonstrates that under certain conditions, transitions between val-
leys occur as a Markov process when the model is accelerated on a specific time scale. It has
been effectively applied to interacting particle systems, notably zero-range processes [5l 211 [32],
establishing that 65 = N I+ i5 the metastable time scale for such processes.

Despite these advances, a connection between metastable and pre-metastable behaviors re-
mained unexplored. In the context of condensing zero-range processes, it has been demonstrated
in [2] that condensation occurs at the pre-metastable time scale o = N2, largely using tech-
niques from Feller processes and martingale problems. This time scale corresponds to the process
achieving limiting diffusion in the Skorokhod topology, which has absorption behavior into the
condensation.

A novel perspective through level-two large deviation rate functions has recently integrated
metastable and pre-metastable behaviors. Gesli and Mariani [I6] initially introduced the I'-
expansion of level-two large deviation rate functions in order to merge several time scales in over-
damped Langevin dynamics. Later, Bertini, Gabrielli, and Landim [6] showed that metastable
time scales in finite state reversible Markov processes are delineated through the I'-expansion of
level-two large deviation rate functions. This approach has been generalized to finite non-reversible
cases [22]. Additionally, Landim, Misturini, and Sau [27] extended this to models, in which the
state space is a discretization of Euclidean space, presenting that the I'-expansion of level-two large
deviation rate functions provide both metastable and pre-metastable time scales. The following

sections provide a brief overview of the large deviation theory and a notion of I'-convergence.

Level-two large deviation. In this paper, a large deviation rate function is a prior object of
studying the metastability of a Markov process as in [27]. We first recall its definition.
Let S be a finite state space and £ be a generator of a Markov process X; on S. Let L; be the

empirical measure of the process X; defined as

1 t
Lt = - / 6X3d35
t Jo

where 0, is the Dirac measure at x € S. Therefore, we may consider L; as a random variable on
the space of probability measures on S, denoted by P(S). Under an assumption that the process
X, is irreducible, for any starting point x € S, as t — oo, the empirical measure L; converges to a

unique stationary probability measure 7 on S.
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Donsker and Varadhan [14] proved the associated large deviation principle. To be specific, for
any subset A of P(S5),

—inf I(p) < hmmfmm 1ogIP’ (Ly € A) < hmsupmax logP,(L: € A) < — inf I(u).
,LLEA t—oo zeS t t—o0 TES HEA

Here, P, stands for the probability measure of the process X; starting at x € .S, and A and A are

the interior and the closure of A in P(5), respectively. Also, I is the large deviation rate function

defined by
L
= sup — E U@

u>0

This rate function is often called the level-two large deviation. Let 7 be a stationary measure of

the process X;. For the case that £ is reversible, by [14) Theorem 5],

I(w) = (VI (L)) (1.1)

for all p € P(S), where f = %£

Even when S is infinite, a similar theory can be developed if S is compact and £ serves as the
generator of a Feller process on .S, given that it satisfies certain nice properties. Precise descriptions
can be found in [I4]. In this case, the large deviation rate function K is defined by

) =sup — / =2 ap,
u>0

where the supremum is taken over all positive functions u : S — R contained in the domain of L.

Metastability and level-two large deviations. Prior to discussing a full I'-expansion, we
introduce a notion of I'-convergence.

Fix a Polish space X and a sequence (Uy : N € N) of functionals on X, Uy: X — [0, 400].
The sequence Uy I'-converges to the functional U: X — [0, 4o00] if and only if the following two

conditions are met:

(i) T-liminf. The functional U is a I'-liminf for the sequence Uy: for each x € X and each
sequence xy — x, we have that
liminf Uy (zn) > U(x) . (1.2)
N—oo
(ii) T-limsup. The functional U is a I'-limsup for the sequence Uy : for each x € X there exists
a sequence ry — x such that
limsupUn(zn) < Ulx). (1.3)
N—oo
The application of I'-convergence to large deviation theory is concisely summarized in [30].
Supppose a sequence of functionals Iy : P(Z) — [0,400) are given. Using I'-convergence, we
define a full I'-expansion of level-two large deviation rate functions, which gives the asymptotics
of functional Jy in a precise way in the regime N — oo. For two positive sequences (an, N > 1)
and (By, N > 1), we denote by ay < Bn if an/Bn — 0 as N — oco. Then, we have the following
definition.

Definition 1.1. A full I™-expansion of Iy is given by the speeds (95\1,)),N >1),1<p<q, and the
functionals IP): P(Z) — [0, +00], 0 < p < q, if:

(a) The speeds 9§V), ce 95\?) are sequences such that 95\}) — 00, 95\1,)) =< 95\1,)+1), 0<p<aq;
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(b) Denote the zero set of IP) by NP). Then Iy T-converges to 30, and for each 1 < p < q,
95\1;) In T-converges to I®) on N@—1
(c) For1<p<q, N® C NP~ and N is q singleton;
(d) For 0 <p<q, 3P () is finite if, and only if u belongs to the 0-level set of IP);
Then, the full T'-expansion of Iy reads as

1
Iy =70 ¢ Z _)j(in). (1.4)

For the case when Jy represents the level-two large deviation of a Markov process, the functional
measures the improbability of a particular measure emerging from an empirical measure. According
to definition (c), we have a nested sequence of sets: N© D N > ... > N@,  Additionally,

definition (d) suggests that 95\1,)+1)

is the first time scale at which a non-trivial improbability of the
set of measures in N(?) becomes apparent. Heuristically, we can interpret N®) as a set of common
empirical measures at the time scale 955), where an increasing sequence of time scales establishes
a hierarchy of these sets.
If there exists a 7 satistying the following conditions:
(e) There exists a finite set M = {z1,...,z,} such that N(7) = {2 jes wibs;  w € P(S)},
where S = {1,...,x},

choose the smallest such 7. Then we refer to the time scales 95\}), ey 95\7) as the pre-metastable time
scales and 95\;“), . ,95\?) as the metastable time scales. Heuristically, the point set M represents

the set of metastable valleys, and the full ['-expansion implies that meaningful behaviors about
M cannot be observed before the scale 95\?“); this is the reason for the term “pre-metastable
time scales”. Thus, pre-metastable time scales can be understood as the duration needed for the
process to concentrate on M, while the metastable time scales are those during which macroscopic
transitions over M occur. Remark from the definition that there may exist multiple metastable,
pre-metastable time scales. This hierarchy of time scales is well demonstrated in [27]: two pre-
metastable time scales and numerous metastable time scales are identified for the random walk in
a potential field. Also, a similar structure has been clarified in [23], 24] for some types of diffusion
processes, generalizing Langevin dynamics. For our case, we proved that the zero-range process
has one pre-metastable time scale N? and one metastable time scale N1*,

In this paper, we aim to calculate the full I'-expansion of the large deviation rate function
for a zero-range process under a uniform measure condition. To derive this full I'-expansion, we
introduce a general framework for proving the I'-convergence of the level-two large deviation rate
function. We divide our strategy into two parts: a metastable time scale and a pre-metastable time
scale. In the metastable part, we link the I'-convergence to a resolvent approach to metastability,
first introduced in [25]. Using the resolvent equation, we developed a general tool to handle the
I'-convergence for the metastable time scales. This result is discussed in Section 4]

For the pre-metastable part, it is much harder to calculate the I'-convergence because the support
of a limiting rate function is significantly larger. Furthermore, due to condensation occurring at the
time scale, the limiting dynamics at the pre-metastable time scale also exhibit a form of absorption
behavior, complicating the analysis of I'-convergence. Despite these challenges, assuming the
existence of a certain limiting diffusion and the reversibility of the process, we extended the results
in [I4] to calculate the level-two large deviation rate function associated with the limiting diffusion.
This approach enabled us to obtain the I'-convergence of the rate functions for the pre-metastable
time scales. This result is discussed through Sections BHil Finally, throughout Sections [RHI3] we
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apply this general framework to zero-range processes and calculate the full I'-expansion of the large

deviation rate function.

2. MAIN RESULTS FOR ZERO-RANGE PROCESSES

In this section, we illustrate a notion of zero-range processes and their metastable and pre-
metastable behavior. Precisely, we introduce the level-two large deviation rate function of a zero-
range process and demonstrate the full I'-expansion of it by analyzing the I'-convergence at each

time scale. Most of the prerequisites refer to [2] 5] [32].

2.1. Condensing zero-range process. A zero-range process is a system of interacting particles,
which is trying to model a stickiness of particles. In this model, the transition of each particle to
another state is governed entirely by the number of particles in its current site and the probability
of transitioning to a new site, which is characterized by a random walk on the site space. This
section introduces the latter mechanism, a Markov process that captures the site transition of the
particles.

Let S be a finite set with |S| = k > 2, and let X (¢) : t > 0 be a continuous-time irreducible
Markov process on S, so that the jump rate from a site x € S to a different site y € S is given
by r(z,y) for some r : § x S — [0,00). For convention, we take r(z,z) = =3 , r(z,y) for all
x € S. The invariant measure of the Markov process X (-) is denote by m(-), namely,

Z m(y)r(y,x) =0 for all z € S.
yeSs

Here, m(zx), x € S represents the likelihood of particle accumulation at state x. To simplify and

bypass intricate computations, we adopt a uniform measure condition which implies that
m(z) = k! for all z € S. (2.1)

The reason for this assumption is explained in Section

For f: S — R, the generator Lg associated with the Markov process X (-) can be written as
(Ls @) =D r(@y)(fy) - f2), € S
yeS
Now, we choose the stickiness function which is determined by the number of particles in a site.

A parameter « represents the stickiness of a cluster of particles. In this paper, we assume that

a > 1. Let a : N — R be a function defined by
1 ifn=0,
a(n) = if n
n® ifn>1.

Additionally, we introduce a function g : N — R defined as

1 if n =0,

9l = a(n)/a(n—1) ifn>1.

For N € N, the set Hx C N¥, representing the set of configuration of N particles on S, is defined
by

Hy ={n= (a)aes € N®: an = N}. (2.2)
€S
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The zero-range process {ny(t) : t > 0} is defined as a continuous-time Markov process on Hy

associated with the generator
LnHm) = > gma)r(@,y)(fF0™Y) = f(n) 5 1 € Hn, (2.3)
z,y€S
for f € Hy — R, where n™¥ € Hy is the configuration obtained from 7 by sending a particle from
site z to y. More precisely, n*¥ =7 if n, =0, and if n, > 1,

n,—1 ifz==x
(nZ7y)Z = 772+1 ifz:y

Nz otherwise.

2.2. Stationary measure. For n € N°, let
=[] atn) - (2.4)
€S
Then the unique stationary probability pn(-) of the zero-range process defined above on Hy is

given by
NOt

Zs,N a(n)
where Zg v represents the partition function that make py a probability measure, that is,

=N > o

neEHN

pn(n) = ;meHN, (2.5)

Define constants I'(a) and Zg by

ZL = xT(a)" L. (2.6)

= ald)

The series converges because o > 1.

Proposition 2.1. [5, Proposition 2.1]. The positive constant Zs depending only on k and «
satisfies
lim Z&N = ZS . (27)
N—o00

2.3. Euclidean embedding. Let = C R® be a set of non-negative coordinates whose sum is 1,
that is,

E={(4)ees ERY: & > 0forallz e Sand H & =1},
z€S

Noting that H consists of coordinates summing to N, we embed Hy into R as the following:

NiHN = E (n())s = 717v_z (2.8)

Let =n be the image of Hy under ¢y, that is,
EN = LN(HN)-

Consequently, =nx becomes a subset of =, characterized by coordinates that are rational numbers
with N in their denominators.
Let P(E) be the space of probability measures on =. We introduce the rate functional Zy
on P(Z) using the embedding ty. We first define the level-two large deviation rate function
N : T(HN) — [0,+OO] as
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In(v) == sup / —LNudu, vePHy). (2.9)
Hn

u:HN—Rso (%
Now, let Zn be the rate functional on P(Z) defined by the following:
In(w), p=wy if p(Ex) =1,
In(p) = N (2.10)
+00 otherwise.
In the first case, v is uniquely determined since ¢y is injective. We understand Zy as a pushforward

of Iy under ty.

2.4. Metastablility. In this section, we aim to demonstrate the metastable behavior of the zero-
range process. To achieve this, we give a concise description of metastability.
Let (¢n)nen be a sequence of positive integer satisfying £ < % Let us define Eﬁ}z, for each

x € S, as a family of disjoint subsets of Hy given as
Ei}z ={neHNn:n,>N-—IN}.

Define sets

gho=Uey and Af =myv\ (Jev). (2.11)
€S €S
For briefness, we omit the superscript £ when its meaning is evident from the context. The sets £%;,

x € S, represent the metastable states within the dynamics 7y (-), often referred to as metastable
valleys.

To define metastability, we need the following condition from [25]. For a finite set S with a
generator L, suppose a sequence of finite state spaces (Xy)nen and a sequence of disjoint valleys
({&€% : © € S})nen of X are given. For a sequence of generators (Ly)nen of Markov processes

on Xy for each N, we introduce the following condition.

Condition Ry. For all A > 0 and ¢g: S — R, the unique solution Fy : Xy — R of the resolvent
equation ([ZI2) is asymptotically constant in each set E%:

(A= Ln)Fy = Gy = Zg(w)xggg, (2.12)
€S
lim sup |Fn(np) — f(z)| =0, z€S,
N—>ooneg]a$]

where f : S — R is the unique solution of the reduced resolvent equation

A-L)f=y9.

Now, we begin to describe the properties and metastable behaviors of the zero-range process.
For the zero-range process, the measure concentration property is presented in [32] Theorem 3.1].

Recall that py is the stationary measure of the zero-range process.
Theorem 2.2. For any {ny — oo with fy < %,

1

. _ . ey L

Jm pn(An) =0, lim pn(Ey) = —

forallz e S.

The metastable behavior of the zero-range process occurs at the time scale fy = N!'**. To

address condition Ry, it is necessary to define a limiting Markov process, which is denoted by L
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in condition M. This concept of the limiting process was first introduced in [5]. To describe it,

we begin with a notion of capacity.

Definition 2.3. Let S be a finite set and L be a generator of an irreducible Markov process on S.
Suppose that L is given by a rate r : S x S — [0,00). Let m be the stationary probability of the
process generated by L. The Dirichlet form D associated with L is defined by

D(f.g) =5 3 m@)re,y)(7) — F@)gly) — o(a),

z,yes
For any disjoint subsets A, B C S, the capacity cap(A, B) is defined by
caps(A, B) = D(f, f).

where f is the unique solution of the Dirichlet problem

Lf=0,2€ S\ (AUB),

f=1 2€B,

f=0,zeA
Definition 2.4. Define constants I'(a)) and I, by

o0 1 1
D) =14 —p, = /0 (1 — ) du,
n=1

Define a generator of Markov process L on S given by

LHE) = s 2 eaps(@ )/ ) = f(@), 7 €5, (2.13)
¥ yes

where capg(x,y) is a capacity between {x} and {y} in the Markov process generated by Lg.

Using the limiting Markov process L, we may consider condition PRy,. The following theorem

teaches us that condition Py, holds for a certain (¢x)nyen. The proof is presented in Section [8
Theorem 2.5. For {y = U\”(NI*UJ, condition Ry, holds for a generator N***Lx and (E%)zes-

2.5. I'-convergence on metastable time scale. For z € S, define £ € E such that (§%)y = dzy
for y € S. Thus £* represents a configuration with a condensation at z. This notion leads to an
embedding tg : § — =Z of S into =, defined by

ts(x) =&° for x € S. (2.14)

Define a functional J on P(Z) by

sup  [g—Edv, p=wg' if Y p(E) =1,
j(,u) — { wS—=Rso z€eS (2_15)

400 otherwise.
Theorem 2.6. A sequence of rate functions N'T®ZIy T'-converges to J.

According to (L2) and (L3), it is noted that the limsup part of the previous theorem requires
arguments for existence, whereas the liminf part necessitates conditions that are universally ap-
plicable, irrespective of the choice of converging sequences. Because of this difference, the lim sup
analysis requires only a single representation of metastable valleys, while the liminf analysis de-
mands a further argument on converging sequences of measures. The detail is presented in Section
9
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2.6. Limiting diffusion of zero-range process at diffusive time scale. In this section, ref-
erencing results from [2], we are going to define a diffusion representing limiting behavior of the
zero-range process in the diffusive time scale N2. The constant b in [2, display (2.1)] is set as
a. To introduce the generator of this diffusion, the domain must first be defined. We denote by
C™(E),n > 1 the set of functions F : £ — R which are n-times continuously differentiable in the
interior of = and have continuous derivatives up to order n on the boundary of =Z. For a function
F € CL(Z), 0, F denotes the partial derivative with respect to the variable x, and VF stands for
the gradient of F.
Let {v, € RS : 2 € S} be the vectors defined by

Vg = Zr(m,y)(ey —e;), x€SI, (2.16)
y€eS
where r is a jump rate of L5 and {e, : 2 € S} represents the canonical basis of RS. Define the
vector field b : & — R by
My
b(§) =a) L& # 0}V,
zeS gz
where m, is a constant satisfying

(1) lm n(2™ 1) =aforallz e S,
n—o00 @

m
(2) m, is a stationary measure of the Markov process generated by Lg,
from [2] display (2.1)]. Setting m, = 1, following from (2.1]), satisfies the above conditions.
Actually, if the stationary probability is not uniform, an additional time scale N appears as the
scale for a fluid limit: see [I]. Additionally, it is expected that N? still represents the diffusive time
scale, although the results in [2] have yet to be generalized to this case. To avoid this complicated

situation, we assume the uniform measure condition ([2.IJ).

Definition 2.7. For each x € S, let Df, be the space of functions H in C%(Z) for which the map
€ vy - VH(6)]/€:1{&, > 0} is continuous on =, and let D5 = NyeaDS, @ C ACS.

Let us now introduce the generator for the limiting diffusion. Let £ : C?(Z) — R be the second

order differential operator given by

(SF)(€) = (&) VF(E) + 5 3 rl(a.)(0: — 9, (). (217)

z,y€S
Now, we characterize the limiting diffusion as the solution of the martingale problem corre-
sponding to (£, Dg ). Denote by C(Ry, E) the space of continuous trajectories with the topology of
uniform convergence on bounded intervals. For ¢ > 0, we denote by & : C(R4,Z) — E the process
of coordinate maps on time ¢ and by (F:):>0 the generated filtration F; == o(&s : s < t). We say a
probability measure P on C(R,Z) is a solution for the £-martingale problem if, for any H € D%,

H(gt)—/o (SH)(E,)ds, >0 (2.18)

is a P-martingale with respect to the filtration (;);>0. Then we have a unique solution to the

martingale problem.

Theorem 2.8. [2] Theorem 2.2] For each £ € Z, there exists a unique probability measure on
C(R4,E), denoted by Pe, which starts at & and is a solution of the £-martinagale problem.

Furthermore, the process is Feller. Its proof is presented in Section
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Proposition 2.9. The Markov process coming from the solution (P¢)eez of the L£-martingale

problem is Feller.

2.7. Level two large deviation rate function and diffusive time scale. Since the process is
Feller, we may consider its domain. Let D° be a domain of £ in C(Z) and Di be a set of positive
functions in D°. We have solved the martingale problem over a set Dg , 80 it ensures that Dg is
a subset of D°. However, they are not necessarily equal, and actually D° is larger. The level-two
large deviation function of the limiting diffusion is defined as

K(p) == sup /:f%du. (2.19)

uGDf
From now, we assume the reversibility of the underlying Markov process generated by Lg,

r(z,y) =r(y,z) for all 2,y € S. (2.20)

This assumption is necessary to calculate the large deviation rate function K explicitly. There
may exist a method to demonstrate a I'-convergence of the sequence of rate functions without
calculating IC explicitly, but to the author’s knowledge, no such method is available. Therefore,
we prove some inequalities for the rate functions I via explicit calculation using the reversibility
assumption and then construct a sequence of measures to show the convergence. This is a brief
sketch of the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 2.10. A sequence of rate functions N2Iy T'-converges to K.

Note that the proof of the lim inf part of Theorem 210}, as described in Section[l does not require
the reversibility assumption. Therefore, reversibility is necessary for the proof of the lim sup part
of the I'-convergence.

Let us embed the set S into Z by g as in (ZI4) so treat S as a subset of Z. From Lemma [I3.3]
we have

K(p) =0 if and only if p(S) =1 for all z € S.
Therefore, from the point of Definition [T} it seems like the time scales N2 and N1 are the only
time scales that appear in the full I'-expansion of the level-two large deviation rate functions. To

ensure this, we need to prove that there exists no other time scale besides them.
2.8. Other time scales. Let us treat S as a subset of = via tg as in (Z14)). Define Xg : P(E) —
[0, +-00] by

0 ifu(S)=1,

+o00 otherwise.

Xs(p) = (2.21)

Also, define Ug : P(Z) — [0, +o0] by

0 if p(¢%) =1 forallz € S,
Us(u) = (2.22)
+o00 otherwise.
These functionals are used to represent the I'-limit of the rate functions in the time scales which

are neither N2 nor N1+,

Proposition 2.11. Fizx any positive sequence On. Then the following holds.
(1) If On < N2, we have (I-1im) N _sooONZn = 0.
(2) If N? < Oy < N'*2 we have (T-1im) y 00ONIN = X5s.
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3) If N*to <6 h -l ONIn =U,
(8) If < O, we have (IT-1im) Ny 000nIN = Us.

Remark that any time scale except N2 and N'*® does not appear in the full I'-expansion of

level-two large deviation rate function Zy in the sense of Definition [Tl Therefore, we have:

Theorem 2.12. The full T-expansion of Iy in (L4) is given as
1 1

K+ -—=J.

In N2 Nlta

In the next section, we present a general framework for I'-convergence of rate functions associated
with stochastic dynamical systems with metastable behavior, as demonstrated throughout Sections
@A Following those sections, we apply the theorems presented in Section [ to the zero-range

process and prove the main results in this section.

3. MAIN RESULTS FOR I'-CONVERGENCE OF LEVEL-TWO LARGE DEVIATIONS

Throughout this section, we present a general framework for I'-convergence of rate functions
associated with stochastic dynamical systems with metastable behavior. We discuss conditions
necessary for I'-convergence at both a metastable time scale and a diffusive time scale. We as-
sume that the generator of the Markov process, Ay, indexed by N, is already accelerated by the
appropriate time scale, either 6y or oy from Section [l Consequently, Ay is expected to exhibit
metastable or pre-metastable behavior without the need for multiplying by some additional time
scale. Therefore, the conditions we present for each time scale inherently contain information about
whether the generator possesses (pre-)metastable behavior at that time scale.

A key focus of this section is the I'-convergence at the diffusive time scale, as discussed in Section
In stochastic systems exhibiting metastable behavior, nucleation into metastable valleys occurs
at the diffusive time scale. This nucleation process is not straightforward; it involves transient
states where the system temporarily resides before gradually being absorbed into the valleys.
This phenomenon manifests as the absorption property of the hydrodynamic limit diffusion. The
nucleation process is characterized by a hierarchical structure of transient state spaces, leading to a
non-trivial structure in the level-two large deviation of the diffusion. Calculating the large deviation
is challenging due to this complexity. Section [3.3] demonstrates that, under certain assumptions,
it is possible to precisely calculate the level-two large deviation for diffusion, thereby establishing
I'-convergence. We anticipate that these results are applicable not only to zero-range processes
but also to other systems exhibiting similar absorption properties at the diffusive time scale, such

as symmetric inclusion processes.

3.1. Settings. Let (X,d) be a compact metric space that represents the macroscopic states of
the system. Let Xy be a finite discretization of X with an immersion ¢ty : Xy — X. Let Ayn
be a generator of a given irreducible Markov process on X, which is expected to have a (pre-
)metastable behavior as N — co. Let sy be a stationary measure of Ay on Xy. Let D(R;, X)
be the space of cadlag functions from R to X. For {ny € Xy, let ng be a probability measure
on D(R4, Xy) which is a solution of the martingale problem associated with the generator Ay
starting at £y. Let Iy be a rate function on P(Xy) defined by

A
In(v)= sup / ~ N, (3.1)
w:Xn—Rso XN u
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Finally, let I be a rate function on P(X) defined by a pushforward of Iy under ¢y:
In(p) = sup In(v). (3.2)
VEP(XN),n=viy'
3.2. I'-convergence at a metastable time scale. Recall the notion of metastability from Sec-

tion 2.4l A set S in the following definition represents the metastable valleys.

Definition 3.1. A finite set S and a generator of Markov process A over S are given. Given
(X,d) and v : Xn = X, {EF C XN,z € S} are called metastable valleys with limit A if

(1) Forallz #y € S, EGNEY = 2.

(2) The valley £ and A satisfy condition Ra, which is defined in Section [2.4)

For sets U,V C X, let mq(U, V) be the maximal distance between U and V:
ma(U,V) = sup d((,§).
CeULeV
Suppose an immersion tg : S — X is given. The two conditions for I'-convergence are stated as
follows.
Condition (MO0) There exists a metastable valleys {€% : = € S} with limit A such that
ma(en(EX),ts(z)) = 0as N — oo for all z € S.

Condition (MO0%*) Suppose condition (MO) is in force. Fix the metastable valley from condition
(MO). For all strictly increasing sequence of positive integers (Nj)ren and vy, € P(Xn,), the

inequality
sup Iy, (vn,) < o0
keN
implies limsup vy, (An, ) = 0, where Ay, = Xy, \ U,eg€R, -
k— o0
From the generator A in condition (MO0), we define the rate function I on P(S) by
A
I(v) = sup / 2, (3.3)
u:S—Rso J S U

Using the rate function I, we define the rate function J on P(X) by a pushforward of I under ¢g:
I = sup  I) (3.4)
I/E?(S):M:VL;I

Remark that the conditions do not require the reversibility of the generators Ay and A. We are

now ready to present the first main result of this section.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that condition (MO) is in force. Then the sequence of rate functions Iy
and J satisfies the T-limsup condition. Furthermore, if condition (MO¥*) is in force additionally,

the sequence satisfies the I'-liminf condition either, so the sequence Jn I'-converges to J.

Remark 3.3. Condition (MO*) might seem to be too restrictive, but it can be obtained from the
following condition: for any § > 0, we have
sup P{ [6 € An] = on(1), (3.5)
ENEXN
where &5 is the process at time 6. This fact can be proved by the same argument as in the proof of
Proposition [91].
Intuitively, the condition (MO*) contains a similar implication to B0, that is, the process
quickly absorbs into the metastable valleys. This kind of condition is necessary to ensure the I'-

limit of the rate functions does not blow up.
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3.3. T-convergence at a diffusive time scale. Let D(R;, Xy), D(Ry, X) be the space of
cadlag functions from Ry to Xy, X respectively. The map tx : Xy — X induces a map (¥ :
D[R4+, Xn) — D(Ry, X) by composition. Let A be the generator of a Feller process on X which
is a candidate for a limit of this dynamical system. Let Pz be a probability measure on D(R4, X)
which is the distribution over the paths of the process generated by A starting at £ € X. Let
(Pi)¢>0 be a Feller semigroup generated by A. For simplicity, we abbreviate it as (P;). Remark
that for f € C(X),
Fif(§) = Pelf(&)]

holds for all ¢ > 0 and £ € X. Therefore, P; extends to a positive Borel function. Let D be a
domain of the Feller process A in C(X). Let X be a rate function on P(X) defined by

A
K(p) = sup /f—udu. (3.6)
w:X—Rso,JX u
u€eD

The following conditions are needed to ensure a I'-convergence at a diffusive time scale.
Condition (D0) For all sequence (£n € Xn)nen with ey (Ex) converges to & € X, PY o (1)~
converges to [P¢ in the Skorohod topology.

Condition (D1) The space X is decomposed into a disjoint union of Borel sets X = Ugec)o(g
for some finite partially ordered index set (C, <) equipped with a Radon measure Ag on X 5. Let
Xp = U,<pX,. Let B(X), B(Xs) be sets of Borel functions on X, Xz respectively.

(D1.1) Suppose a probability measure p € P(X) is supported on Xg. Then for all ¢t > 0, uP; is
supported on Xg.
(D1.2) For all £ € Xg and t > 0, 5§Pt|)ﬂ(ﬁ < Ag, where (~)|)=(B is a restrction of a measure to Xg.
(D1.3) For a function f € L%(Ag) N B()o(g), let f € B(X) be an extension of f to X such that
fle =fand f|gz =0 fory . Then the transition kernel P; induces a bounded linear
Xg X,

operator P on L2(\g) by defining
Ptﬁf = (Ptf_;)|)q(ﬂ

(D1.4) For all 8 € C, the operator (P )i>0 is a self-adjoint strongly continuous contraction semi-

group on L?(\g).

Condition (D1*) Suppose condition (D1) is in force. Let L” be the generator of the semigroup
Pf on L?()\g). Since Ptﬂ is a self-adjoint contraction, L? is self-adjoint and non-positive. Thus we
may define the operator v/—L? using the spectral theorem. Let Dg be the domain of V—L# in
L?(\g). Define the energy functional Q” on Dg by

@0 = [ (VL) = [ -5 pans

X5

Then the following holds:

(D1*.1) For all 8 € C, there exists a subset Dg o C Dg such that Dg g is dense in Dg in the graph
norm of Q°, that is, for all f € Dg, there exists a sequence (f,,)nen in Dg, such that

fu = fin L2(\g) and Q% (fn) — Q°(f).
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(D1*.2) For all (f# € Ds)pec, there exist sequences of functions f5 : Xy — R for each 8 € C
such that for all 8 # v € C,

(FR)2dsn)in’ 5 (fF)%dAg and (R fdsn)iy =0, (3.7)
Jim [ (AN dsy = Q°(f7),  lim / — [ (AN fR)dsy = 0. (3.8)
— 00 XN — 00 XN

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that condition (DO) is in force. Then the sequence of rate functions Iy
and X satisfies the T-liminf condition. Assume that condition (D1), (D1%*) is in force addition-
ally. For u on P(X), decompose it as
p="y_ w(Xp)u(-|Xp).
Bec
Then
dp(-|Xs)

K(p)=>_ w(Xp)Q" D

Bec
holds. Furthermore, the sequence Jn T'-converges to XK.

(3.9)

Remark 3.5. To prove B9), it is sufficient to consider condition (D1) alone. However, for the
sake of simplicity, this part has been omitted.

Intuitively, condition (DO) says that the process is well approzimated by the discretization and
the T-liminf directly follows from this condition. Therefore, conditions (D1) and (D1%*) give more
information about the structure of the rate function X and this gives the I'-limsup result. For the
sets )0(5 in condition (D1) represent the transient states as the process approaches absorption into
the metastable valleys and condition (D1.1) directly implies the absorption property of the process.
Remaining conditions (D1.2)-(D1.4) are regularities needed to calculate the rate function XK.
Also, conditions (D1*.1)—-(D1%*.2) are needed to establish an approzimating argument in order to
obtain the I'-lim sup result.

Note that the generator Ay is not required to be reversible in the conditions, but its reversibility
is needed to satisfy condition (D1.4). For the zero-range process, reversibility is essential to meet

condition (D1.4). This is the main reason for assuming the reversibility condition (Z20).

Through Sections @H7, we prove the results in this section. The remaining sections are devoted
to verifying the conditions presented in this section for the zero-range process, in order to achieve

the results discussed in Section

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

We divide the proof of Theorem into two parts: the I'-limsup part and the I'-lim inf part.
Suppose the generator A over S is given by a jump rate R: S xS — R>.

4.1. T-limsup part. Fix a non-singular measure pg € P(S), that is,
ps(x) >0 for all x € S.

Let 41 be a measure on X such that y = pgig'. By Lemma B.4 and B.5 in [22], it is enough to
show the I'-limsup condition for these types of u € P(X).
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From Corollary A.5 in [22], there exists a function h : S — R where ug is the stationary measure

of tilted generator 9, given by
(MR A) f](z) =D e "R, )" [f(y) - f(2)] for f:5 =R (4.1)

yeS

From (4.1]),
> e MRz, y)e" W f(y) — f(2)] =e "D Rz, y)e"V[f(y) - f(@))

yeSs yeS
=e " (Y R(z,y)e"W f(y) — f(2) Y Rz, y)e")
yeS yES

= MO (A f)(x) - f(2)A(") ().
In short, we can write
(M A)f = e™"(A(e"f) — fAe").

The direct consequence of this formula is the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Given a probability measure ug on S, for all ¢ : S — R, suppose we have an equality

Z|: Ad)(x) ¢($) Aeh(:c) MS(SC):O

eh(z)  e2h(x)

zeS
for the generator A of an irreducible Markov process. Then pg is the unique stationary probability
measure for tilded generator My A. Reversely, if ps is the stationary probability measure for tilded
generator My A, the equality holds for all ¢ : S — R.

Take a family of neighborhood {£%, = € S} from condition (MO0). Fix A > 0 and solve a

resolvent equation
(A=A =k,

zeS

for each N € N. The constant A is chosen large enough in Proposition Before that, the next

lemma ensures the positivity of the solution.
Lemma 4.2. There exists Ny € N such that Hy is strictly positive for all N > Ny.

Proof. Let Ex = Uzes€E% and Ay = Xn\En. From condition R4, we have that Hy approximates
h on Ex. So there exists Ny € N so that for all N > Ny, Hy is positive on Ey. Then Hy satisfies

a resolvent equation
(A—AN)Hy =0 on Ap,
Hy =Hpy on &Epn.
Let (n)¥)i>0 be a process generated by Ay on Xy and 7¢, be a hitting time of the set £y. Then
Hy(n) = Eyfe"x Hy(1r,,))] for all 5 € Xy,
This equation implies that Hy is strictly positive for all N > Np. O

From Lemma [£2] we have Hy > 0 for a large enough N. Therefore, we can take a stationary
measure vy € P(Xy) of tilded generator Miog . Then define py € P(X) as a pushforward

measure of vy, that is, uy = I/Nfol. Remark that py is depending on A.
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Proposition 4.3. There ezists a large enough positive X so that for all x € S, we have
lim vy (EX) = ps(x).
N —oc0

Therefore a sequence (un) weakly converges to pu.

Proof. Recall a function h : S — R from (&I)). Fix a large enough A > 0 so that (A — 2)e"(z) >

|Ae" ()] holds for all x € S. Now, solve two resolvent equations
(A — A)e" =k, A=1—A)e" =¥,

(A= AN)Hy = Ky =Y _ k() xez,, A—1—An)Hy = K = Y K(2) xez-
€S TES

From Lemma 1]

12 !/ /o _ / / _
. :/ ( AvHy HNANHN) i :/ (KN (- DHy | Hy\Hy KN)) i
XN XN

HN HIQV HN HZ2V
So we have 7 Ho K oK
/ - NdVN: N N_2 N NdVN. (43)
xy HN Xn Hy

Computing the right hand side of @3], we get

XN H]2V zeSVER HZQV
e"(A—1—L)e" —el(X— L)el .
-y o AT () + o)
zeS
= - Z vn(EX) +on(1)
zeS

On the other hand, computing the left-hand side of @3] gives

H; H;
/ — NdVN:/ Ndl/N—ZZ/N(g]ZV)-FON(l).
A

N Hy zeS

Therefore,

!/
/ HNdyN =on(1). (4.4)
ay Hy

From the condition (A — 2)e”(z) > |Ae”(x)|, we have 2k’ > k. Therefore, for large enough N

which makes Hj, > 0, we have
2(Kiy + Hy) > 2Ky > Ky.
Since (A — An)~! is a positive operator, we obtain
2HN = (N — An) "' (2K )y +2HN) > (A — An) 'Ky = Hy.

Therefore, from (@A), we get

vN(AN) = on(1). (4.5)
Fix a function ¢ : S — R. Now, solve a resolvent equation
(A= A)¢ =1,

(A= AN)Oy = Uy = (x) xes,-

zeS
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From condition R4, we have that ® approximates ¢ on Ey. Then

LN(I)N (I)NANHN> / N
0= - + dvn = dv
/XN ( Hy N = Z Hy ) N

zeS

_ Z <_ + e2—hAeh> ()N (EX) +on(1). (4.6)

Suppose vy (%) does not converges to pg(x) for some x € S. Since
Z VN((C,’K[) =1- Z/N(AN) =1+ ON(l),
€S

we may take a limit point (7(x))zes € RS of {(vn(£%))zes : N € N}. From (@H), we have that 7
is a probability measure on S. Then (4.8 implies an equality

> (ﬁ + iA h) ()7(z) =0,

€S
which means 7 is the stationary measure of tiled generator M, A. Since ps was the unique sta-

tionary probability measure of 9ty A, we have 7 = pg, which leads to a contradiction. 0
Recall the rate functions In, In, I and J from B0, B2), (B3) and B4, respectively.

Proposition 4.4. An inequality
limsup I () < 3(1)

N —o00

holds.

Proof. Recall that uy = I/NL;[l. From the definition of Jx, we have

In(vn) 2 In(pn)-

From [22] Lemma A.2], we have

—ANnH
IN(I/N) = / %dl/]v.
XN N

From the direct computation using ([@2]) and Proposition 3] we get

K —Aeh
1imsupIN(1/N) = —)\—l—limsup/ H—NdVN = limsupZ/ 67(1')6[”]\[ = I(,US) = 3(#)-
XN xr

N—00 N—o0 N N—oo (=g e (x)
U
4.2. I'-liminf part.
Proposition 4.5. For any sequence (uy) in P(X) which converges to u € P(X),
liminf 9 () > 30 (47)

Proof. We first assume that J(u) < oco. Then, p must be concentrated on tg(S) C X. Suppose
@) does not hold. Then there exists a sequence (uy,) in P(X) which converges to p € P(X)
such that
Ine (i) <00, lim I, () < 3(p)-
Fix € > 0 satisfying 2e < J(1) — limg— 00 TN, (v, ). For large enough k, we may take a sequence
(vn, € P(Xn,)) so that
In,(vn,) < d(p) — €, pn, = I/NkL;Vi. (4.8)
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From condition (MO), we take shrinking valleys (€% )z satisfying condition R 4: Given a function

f:S — Ry, we have a solution of a resolvent equation
(- A)f =
()‘ - ANk)FNk =Ky, = Z k/’(l‘) ngf,ka
TES
satisfying

sup sup |Fi, () — f(2)] = ox(1).
zESﬁES%k

From condition (M0*) and (L), we have

lim vy, (An,) = 0.

k— o0

By Lemma [.2] Fy, is strictly positive for large enough k. Such k, we have

7AN FN. N
In, (vny,) Z/ #di/zvk = >\+/XN ’“d UN, = Z

XNK‘ k

N(ER,) +on, (1), (4.9)

From the fact that the valleys are shrinking, we have
lim inf v, (£5,,) < liminf oy, (1, (6%,)) < p(es (@)). (4.10)
Adding up for all z € S gives
hkmianNk(XNk \ANk) S 1. (411)
—00

Since limy— o0 VN, (AN, ) = 0, (£I0) and @I0) are actually equalities. Taking k — oo in (£9)
gives

liminf Iy, (vn,) Z

k—o0
zeS

f Ls (@)

Finally, taking lim sup on positive f gives
liminf Iy, (vn,) > J(p),
k—o0

which contradicts to ([£.8]).
For the case J(u) = oo, suppose that (7)) does not hold. Then there exists a sequence (i, )
in P(X) which converges to p € P(X) and satisfies

lim ij(MNk) < 0o0.
k—o0
Then we can take a sequence (vy,) in P(Xy, ) so that
In.(vn,) < Ini () + 1, pw, = Vg iy, -
From condition (MO0*), for valleys (€% )zcs, we have
lim VUNy, (ANk) =0.
k— o0

Therefore, © must be concentrated on tg(.S), so J(1) < co. This leads to a contradiction. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.4t I'-liminf PART

In this section, we prove the half part of Theorem B4 T'-liminf assuming condition (D0). We
need an approximation result for the Feller processes. The following result is from [I5], Theorem
1.6.1].
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Theorem 5.1. A Banach space E is given. For n € N, let E,, be a Banach space. Suppose a
bounded linear transformation m, : E — E, is given for each n. Assume that sup,, ||m.| < oo.
Write f,, — f if fn € By for each n, f € E, and limy, o ||7nf — full =0. Forn € N, let {T,,(t)}
and T(t) be strongly continuous contraction semigroups on E, and E with generators A, and A
respectively. Let D be a core for A. Then the following are equivalent.

(A1) Forall f € E, T,(t)mnf — T(t)f for all t > 0, uniformly on bounded intervals.

(A2) Forall f € E, T,()mnf = T(t)f for allt > 0.

(A3) Forall f € D, there exists f, € D(E,,) for each n > 1 such that f, — f and A, f, — Af.

Take Ey = C(Xn) and E = C(X). Let m, be a restriction of a function on X to Xy. Let A,
AN be generators in Section [B.I]and A a generator of Let Py, P be semigroups generated by Ay,
A respectively. Then we have the following result.

Lemma 5.2. Condition (A2) in the theorem is satisfied for Py and P.

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0. Suppose that (A2) does not hold. Then there exists ¢ > 0 and a sequence
Nj — oo with &y, € X,

|Pny v f(En) — Pof ()| = €.
Since X is compact, there exists a subsequence & N,, converges to ¢ € X as | — oco. By condition
(Do0), ]P’gv . converges to [P¢ in the Skorohod topology, which leads to a contradiction. Therefore,
condition (A2) holds. O

This lemma implies that condition (A3) in the theorem is satisfied. We use this to prove the
lim inf part of Theorem 3.4l

Proposition 5.3. For any p on P(X) and any sequence of measures pun in P(X) which weakly
converges to u, we have

liminf In (un) > K(w).

N—o00

Proof. Fix a probability measure p € P(X). Take any sequence uy in P(X) which converges
weakly to p. Suppose there exists a subsequence 1y, which satisfies

lim Ty, () < K(p)-
k— o0

Fix F' € DY, which is a positive function in the domain of the A. From condition (A3) in Theorem
B there exists a sequence Fiy : Xy — Ry which satisfies Fy — F and AyFy — AF. Since
Fn — F, for large enough N, we have

1
Fxn > = inf F(€).
N > 5 inf €3]

We choose vy, € P(Xn,) so that un, = vn, L;,i with
1
ij(:u’Nk) + N_k > INk(VNk)'
Then we have

1 —An, Fn
> L TANG Ny —4ar
Inv (i) 2 I (V) = /xNk Py, T Nk / “dun, + ou(1).

Since pp, converges to p weakly, taking liminf as k — oo gives

liminf Iy, (pn,) / —du

N—o00
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Taking limsup on F' € Df_ gives a contradiction. O

6. LEVEL TWO LARGE DEVIATION RATE FUNCTION OF A FELLER PROCESS

This section provides several lemmas which are used to calculate the rate function of limiting
diffusion to prove lim sup part of Theorem [3.41

We introduce general lemmas for a stochastic process on a locally compact Polish space X.
These results are exactly from [14] but for the sake of completeness, we give the whole proof of
it. Suppose we have a Feller continuous transition kernel (P;) with a generator A. Let D be a
domain of generator in C'(X) and D4 be a subset of D which consists of strictly positive functions.
Let (P;) act on U which is a collection of all bounded Borel functions on X. Define Uy to be a

collection of all positive Borel functions that are bounded away from zero, namely
Uy :={felU: f > cfor some ¢ > 0.}.

Definition 6.1. For h > 0, define a rate function Xy as

Phu
Kn(p) = — inf | log [ 22 dp.
m ulenuo/x og( . ) m

K(p) = — inf / ﬂdu.
x u

ueD 4

Recall from (B.6) that

Lemma 6.2. Suppose for all probability measure p on X and u € U, there exists a sequence (uy,)
in D satisfying

inf u(§) < liminf inf u,(§) < limsup sup u,(§) < sup u
Jof u(€) < liminf inf w, (¢) m Sup sup ©) sup ()

and u, — u almost everywhere p on X. Then for any h > 0 and p € P(X), we have
Kn(p) < hXK(p).
Proof. For a function u € Uy, we need to prove that for all u € Uy,
/ log Prudp —/ log udp > —hX (). (6.1)
X X

We first show that u € D satisfies (6.1]). Fix u € Dy,

d APhu
— [ log Pyudy = du > —XK ().
ah [, 108 Phudn /X Pra (1)

Therefore, we have (6.1)) for u € D,..
Now, to prove the lemma, we need to obtain (G1I) for u € Up. Fix u € Uy and take a probability
measure v = (u + pPy)/2. From the assumption, we have a sequence u,, — u. Let

E={¢€ X :limu,(§) » u(é)}

so we have u(F) = 0, Pou(E) = 0. From the given assumption in the lemma, for sufficiently
large n, u, uniformly bounded above and below away from 0. Therefore, using the dominated

convergence theorem, we finally obtain
/ log Prundy = / log updpPy =22 / logudu Py, = / log Prudp,
X X X X
/ log undu MmN / log udpu,
X X

which imply (@J). O
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Lemma 6.3. For all probability measure p on X and u € U, there exists a sequence (u,) in D
satisfying

inf w(¢) < liminf inf u,,(£) < lim sup sup u,, < supu
Jnf (€) < limin Jnf €< m sup sup (€ sup (&)

and uy, — u almost everywhere p on X.

Proof. Since the process is Feller, D is dense in C(X) with the sup-norm topology. Applying
Lusin’s theorem for locally compact Polish space and Tietze extension theorem, we can find a
sequence (u,) in C'(X) such that

Jof () < jof un(€) < gsggun(ﬁ) < SSEU( §), nl{un #ub) < o7

for all n. Then, we have u,, — u almost everywhere p on X. Take v,, € D such that |v, —un|e < %

Then we get v, — u with the desired condition. (|

7. PROOF OF THEOREM [3.4t T'-limsup PART

In this section, we prove (39) and the limsup part of Theorem B4 assuming conditions (DO0),
(D1), and (D1*). Our two objectives are to calculate the rate function of the limiting diffusion
and to demonstrate the lim sup part of Theorem [3.4l These objectives are not achieved separately;
rather, they are accomplished simultaneously. We begin with analyzing the rate function of the

limiting diffusion.

Lemma 7.1. For u € P(X), decompose it as
p=> wXp)p(1Xp) = > nlg,:
Bec BeC
If X(u) < o0, then
P, < Ass

where A\g is the reference measure on )0(5 in condition (D1).

L . Phu
K (p) = ulenéo/xlog< " >du.

where Uy is a set of positive Borel functions on X that are bounded away from zero. According to
Lemma[6.2] for all h > 0 we have

Proof. Define

Kn(n) < hXK(p).
So we get

Kn(p) = sup /X —log (%)du < 0. (7.1)

ueUop
We claim that for all 8 € C with u(X3) > 0, ;L(|Xg) is absolutely continuous with respect to Ag.

Fix such 8 C C. For a Borel set K contained in X g and a > 0, consider a Borel function
Ugqg = (a+ 1)1X\XB + 1XB +alg

in Up. Putting it into the (Z.II), we obtain

=Y —1g( “)du|é5.

Bcs Y’ Xs Ua
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Phua
~1 dul ¢ > 0.
/fa og( " ) e, =0

Prug = uqg =1o0n X,,

For 8 # v € C, we claim that

For v < B,

so the claim holds. For v £ 3,
U, =1+a on )D(.Y.
So u, achieves its maximal value on every point inside )D(W for v # 3. Therefore, Pyu, < u, on )0(7

and the claim holds. So we obtain

Kn(u) > n(Xs) / ~tog (2 ) du(15) = ) [ o (D) )

X a Xﬁ 1+a1K

Since log(z) is a concave function, using Jensen’s inequality, we have

K (1) + 1(Xp) log (1 + M) > Kn(p) + 1(Xp) / —log(Phalx + 1)dp(-|X5)
M(XB) Xs
> p(K)log(1 + a).
Therefore,

Kn (1) + apP(K) > p(K) log(1 + a).
Subtracting u(K) and dividing by a, we obtain

VP — () > 00 (1080 +0) —a)  Kalp) ta—lop(lta) oo

Now, suppose that p| X5 is not absolutely continuous with respect to the uniform measure Ag.
From the Radon-Nikodym theorem, there exists a borel set K contained in X s such that p(K) >0
and Ag(K) = 0. Let b = p(K). Condition (D1.2) gives puPp(K) = 0 for all A > 0. Therefore, the

inequality (Z2) becomes

b< Kn(p) + (a —log(1 +a))

Sending h — 0 and a — 0 gives a contradiction. Therefore, p| X5 is absolutely continuous with

respect to Ag. (|
Recall the energy functionals (Q°, 3 € C) from condition (D1%).

Lemma 7.2. For u on P(X), decompose it as
p= 3 nlXa)ul|Xs).
Bec
Then
dp(-|X5)

Kp) > Y u(Xp)Q? Y

Bec
Proof. Recall the function X} from the proof of the previous lemma. Then it satisfies
Kn(n) < hK(p).

Fix h > 0 and u € Up. Since —log(x 4+ 1) > —x, we have

P Phu —
Kn(p) = Sup/ —log <Lu)du2 sup/fudu-
u€Up J X u u€Up J X u
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For 8 € C with u(Xg) > 0, define a Borel function ug on X as

du('|)o(5)_

ug(X \ X5) =0, uglg, = Dy

For u()o(g) = 0, define ug = 0. For 8 € C, consider a positive constant cg depending on € and n
which will be determined later. Let uj; := min(ug,n). Fix € > 0 and take

ug = Z cpup + €.
Bec
Note that
Pru—u Pou—u
/ ——dp = Zu Xg / fiu%d/\g.
X u gec Xg u
For 8 € C, we have

Pru® — u” Pr(cgul) —c Pyc
Xg U Xz Cguﬂ+€ oy 05uﬂ+e

Note that we only consider v < f in the above equation since the absorbing property of the process.
Define TB : RZO — Rzo as

T3(5) ::/ u%d)\ﬁ.
ug <9
Note that

2 _ . . . s 2 _
s ugdAg =1 implies %m% T3(d) = %m% s ugdAg = 0.
Observe that

/ O s = / T ans + / T vy < MO8 + —
X, CAUR T € us<s CAUG + € up>s CAUR + € € cg(0An)+e
Now, we choose (¢g) inductively, so (cg) are fully determined if €, n is fixed. Before doing this, we
first define a height function |- | : C — R as the maximal length of a process from a minimal
element of C to 8. So if 5 is a minimal element, |3] = 1. Note that this is well-defined since we
assumed that C is finite.
First, if u()o(g) = 0, assign c¢g = 0. For the other §, if |3| = 1, we choose c¢g = 1. For |5] > 2,
before choosing a cg, we first choose a dg. Precisely, we choose a dg small enough such that
sup %Tg(&g) <e.
vsB €
Then we select cg large enough such that
NCy

sup ———— <¢, ¢z > 1.
V<I:ﬁ)cﬁ(55/\”)+ B ’

Preyu
/ hoyty uZdg < 2e.
Xg 05u5+e

Then we have

Therefore, we get

Preyul
/ — 0 2dhg < 2021 — 1)e.
v<p Y X8 Cpup + €
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For the second term of (73]), when u()o(g) > 0, we have

/ 7Ph(05uﬂ) cpuy 2 / Phuﬂ Uﬂ’qu)\ﬁ.
X5 cpufy + € X5 +;B A

Since cg > 1, from the dominated convergence theorem, we have

n

lim Y2 :/ w2dhg = 1.
e—0 ﬁ+ B )"(6 B

Also,

Puuj Phu Phu
/ﬁ Ty —ujd)s :/ °uddrs +/ ——cujdAs.
u ug>n

g<n up 5
From the dominated convergence theorem,

lim
e—0 u6<nu +

uﬂd)\gf/ 3 (Phug)ugdAg.
ugsn

Also,
Phu”
/ S uddrg < / uddAg.
ug>n n+ cs ug>n
Taking € — 0 on equation (Z3)), we have
P —
lim —Mu%d)\lg >1 —/ (Phug)ulgd)\ﬂ —/ u%d)\g.
e—0 )"(ﬂ u ug<n ug>n

Finally, taking n — oo, we have

lim (1 —/ (Prhug)ugdAg f/
n—o00 ug<n

ug>n

uzdrg) = / (ug — Prug)ugdAg.
Xp
Therefore, we have

) > Z,LL Xﬁ / ug — Phug>ugd>\5.
Bec

I1-P
Zqu/ u5< hh>Ugd)\5.

Bec

If E(Ap) is the spectral measure corresponding to ug relative to the operator — LB, we get

So,

o0 | _ e hhs

> ul(Xs) / ————B(dA) < I(w).

BecC
Taking h — 0 proves that

5= 00 [V T

Bec

S ulo) [ ABN) < K0

L2(Ag )

O

Now, we use condition (D1*) to prove the lim sup part of Theorem B4l To do so, we first define

a set of nice measures in P(X), which we call treatable measures.

Definition 7.3. For p in P(X), decompose it as

p=> wXp)n(|Xp).
pec
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We say 1 is a treatable measure if d“d(;;ﬂ) € Dg o for all B € C with ,u()D(,g) # 0.

Lemma 7.4. For a treatable probability measure p in P(X), there exists a sequence of measures
pn in P(X) such that

lim Iy (n) < K(s0).

N—o0

Proof. For pin P(X), decompose it as

p="> " pu(Xp)u(-|Xp).
Bec

Let 8 = 1/ %2%). From the definition of treatable measure, we have f? € Dg 0. Using condition

(D1*.2), we take sequences of functions fﬁ, : Xy = R for each 8 € C, N € N such that B.7),
B.8) hold. We define a sequence of measures vy in P(Xy) as
2

duy = —— Z w(Xp)fo | dsy,
pBec

where Zy is a normalizing constant to make vy a probability measure.
We first claim that Zx converges to 1 as N — oo. This is from (7)), calculating the following

integration:
2
; S ¢ B B —
Jim 2= g [ S| o = k) [ (5P =1

pec Bec
Also from (B.8)), we have

lim In(vn) = lim — /X SV 2| An [ S VX8 | ds = 3 u(X0)@° (1),

N N Z
e T 4N Bec Bec Bec

Taking uy = VNL;[l, we obtain that uy weakly converges to p from B71) and the fact that Zy
converges to 1. This gives the desired result. 0

Finally, combining the above lemmas, we obtain (8:9) and the lim sup part of Theorem B4

Proof of Theorem[3] Fix a treatable measure p. From Lemma [4] there exists a sequence pn

converges to p such that
dp ()X
hm In(pn) Zu XB % < K(w).
pec B
On the other hand, from Proposition (.3 we have
liminf Iy (un) > K(w),
N—o00

so we get

S (X || LU ) g,

BecC d)\ﬁ

Take a general measure pu. Suppose K(u) is finite. Decompose p as

p=> wXp)p(|Xp).
pec
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From Lemma [[.2] we obtain

. du(1X
S (%)@ %ﬁﬂ) <.

Bec

For 8 € C such that u(Xg) # 0, let ug = ”%ﬁ‘a). From condition (D1%*.1), we may take
sequences (uj € Dp,o)nen for each B such that

: n 2 — . B, n _ B
Jim %, |ujy —up[*dAg =0, lim Q°(uj) = Q" (up). (7.4)
Take v = mug, which is an normalization of uj. We still have (T.4) after we replace
8

u]BV by ’Uév since
lim (u%)?d\g = / (ug)?dAg = 1.
Now we take a sequence of probability measures
pn =Y 1(Xp)(vF)*dAg. (7.5)
Bec
We directly get j1,, weakly converges to u since L!-convergence of a density function implies weak
convergence. Since the rate functional is lower semi-continuous, we have
(1) < lim inf K(y1,,) = 1ngf;u<Xa>Qﬂ<vz> = ﬁZCu(Xﬁ)Qﬂ(ua).
€ €

From Lemma [[.2] we already have

K(p) > Y n(X5)Q (up),
pec
so we obtain (3.9).
Sequence in ([TH) implies that for any p in P(Z), there exists a sequence of treatable measures

Wn such that u, weakly converges to u and

lim K (1) = K(12).

n—oo
In this situation, applying [22][Lemma B.5], I'-convergence of Iy to X follows from the I'-convergence

on the set of treatable measures. O

8. PRELIMINARY FOR METASTABLE TIME SCALE

From now on, we apply the results in Section [B]to the zero-range process. The next two sections

focus on the metastable time scale f = N'T*. Most of the results refer to [25].

8.1. Zero-range process and general framework. Sets Hy, Z in Section 23] play the role of
Xpn, X in Section [B respectively. So the embedding ty in Section 23] is the embedding ¢y in
Section Bl For the metastable time scale, Ay in Section Bl is chosen as Ay = N!'T*Ly and we
refer to the result in Section It is demonstrated through Section Bl and @l For the diffusive
time scale, Ax in Section [l is chosen as Ay = N2Lx and we refer to the result in Section
This is illustrated in Section [0} I1] and
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8.2. A resolvent approach to metastability. Recall the definition of &5 and Ay from Section
24 Now we define E;f, as
£ = En\ E3.

Denote by rn(z,y) the mean-jump rate between the sets £% and £¥:

rn(z,y) 51 Z pn (AN ()P, [TS}’V < T;Cy]a

N

where py is a stationary measure of the process (§5) generated by £ . In this formula, 7.4, TZ, AC
‘Hn, stands for the hitting, return time of A, respectively:

T4 =inf{t > 0:&{n(t) € A}
Th =inf{t > oy : En(t) € A}, where o = inf{t > 0: &n(t) # En(0)])-

The following conditions are required to describe the metastable behavior of the zero-range process.

Condition (HO) For all x # y € S, the sequence ry(x,y) converges. Denote its limit by r(z,y):
r(z,y) = lim ry(z,y).
N—o00

Condition (H1) For each x € S, there exists a sequence of configurations (£% : N > 1) such that
in £ € €, for all N > 1 and

lim max SR (EXH )

=0.
N—ooneef capy(EX,1m)

Theorem 8.1. [25] Theorem 2.8] Assume that conditions (HO) and (H1) are in force. Then the
solution Fn of the resolvent equation (2.1) is asymptotically constant on each well E%, in the sense
that

li F F =0.
W g Vv ) — )l

Furthermore, let fn : S — R be the functzon given by

fn(z) > Fx(n z €S,

6‘1
PN negz

and let f be a limit point of the sequence fn. Then

(A= Ly) fly) = 9(y)
for all y € S such that pn(An)/pn(EX) — 0, in which g is the function in equality (2.1). In this

formula, Ly is the generator of the continuous-time Markov process whose jump rates are given
by r(z,y), introduced in (HO).

Now we prove the Theorem The proof is based on the Theorem Bl and the results from
[32].

Proof of 223 We need to show that conditions (HO0), (H1), the condition

~N(AN)/pNn(ER) — 0

hold for the sequence ¢ = LNZWI*UJ. Each condition holds from [32, Proposition 6.22], [32
display (6.5)], Theorem 2.2] respectively. O
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9. PROOF OF THEOREM

The goal of this section is to prove the I'-convergence of N'T®Ty to the rate function J which
is presented in (2I5]). By Theorem B.2] we have the I'-convergence if we can show condition (MO)
and (MO*).

9.1. Conditions (MO0) and (MO0*). Recall the generator L from (2I3):

KR

(L)) = Ty 2 cops(@)(fW) = (), w €S,
* yes

for f: S — R. For simplicity, define R: S x S — R as

R(z,y) =

r capg(z,y)
T(a)l, Psth i)

so that R generates the operator L.
From Theorem 2.5 we have condition fp, for accelerated generator N'T®L and Eﬁ}x with
Iy = LNmJ From this, condition (MO) is immediate.
Recall that Hy is the set of configurations with N particles and Ay is defined as
Ay =Hn\ &y
zeS
Recall the rate function Iy from (29)). To check condition (MO0*), we prove the following propo-

sition.

Proposition 9.1. Assume that the zero range process is reversible and has the uniform measure
condition, that is, r(x,y) = r(y,z) for all x,y € S. Take any € such that {n < N and € — oo.
Let Ay be a set in ZI0). Fiz an increasing sequence of natural numbers (Ni)ken. For C > 0,
NIy, (vn,) < C for all k € N implies

lim VNk(ANk) =0.
k—o0

In order to prove this proposition, we first analyze the case |S| = 2. Let r(x,y) = r(y,2) =r >0
for S = {x,y}. Let n*,nY € Hn be configurations representing condensation such that (n*), = N
for z€ S. Let B={n",nv}.

Lemma 9.2. There exists a positive constant ¢ such that for alln € Hy \ B,

capy (n®,m) "' < emy

Proof. From [I0, display (7.1.60)], capacity between two points in a one-dimensional nearest-
neighbor random walk can be interpreted as an inverse of a sum of inverse conductances. Therefore,

we have
Ne — 1

=z _ ZN,S a e YeY a
capy (n®, )" = {(N=D"+ > (N =1-0)} < engt.
=1

Na
O

For n € Hp, let Pf;[ be a probability measure on D(R,H ) generated by Ly starting from 7.

Lemma 9.3. Forany 1 < M < %, define a function Uy as

S if ¢ <M,
Un(() =11 if M < (¢ <N - M,
N if G >N-M.
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Then for n € Hy \ B with M <n, < N — M, we have

PéV[TB > 1] < Un(C) for all { € Hy.

Proof. Observe that Uy is a superharmonic function for the generator £y which satisfies Un () = 1
and Un(B) = 0. Therefore,

PY s > 7] = Ec[u(ryus)] < Un(Q),

where 7,up is a hitting time of the set n U B. 0

The following lemma gives an upper bound of the expectation of the hitting time of the set B.

Lemma 9.4. The following estimation holds:

sup BN 75 = o (N1+).
neHN
Proof. Let 7 be a configuration in Hy such that 77, = 1, and 7, = 1. Then from the symmetry,
we have
Eév[TB] = E%V[TB].
Without loss of generality, assume that 7, < L%J From [I0, display (7.1.42)], we have

EYfre] = o 2 olORelrs > m] 91)
N
We first estimate capy(n, B). Since this is a one-dimensional nearest-neighbor random walk,
we have
capy (1, B) = capy (n”,n) + capyn (n”,m) > capy(n*,n)
Fix 0 < e < 1. We divide cases. First, assume that n, > N€¢. Consider a constant M = | N¢| and
aset Ay ={n€Hy:M<n, < N—M}. Applying Lemma [0.3] with M, we have

(03

M .
Z p(C)]P)éV[TB > 1) < Z p(QUN(C) §2; ZN7smﬁ + Z p(n)

CEHN CEHN nEAN

<On (% > z‘a11> + Y p(n) =on(1).

i=0 nEAN

From Lemma @2 and @), we have E)[75] = on (N'*).
Next, assume that 7, < N€¢. Then Lemma [0.2] shows
1

EN[rp] = ————
e capy (1, B)

Z p(OPY [rp > 7)) < eN(TD) = o (NH1),
CEHN

Now we begin the proof of Proposition

Proof of [0l We first handle the case x = 2. From the Markov property and Lemma [0.4] we have
sup P [nsyi+e € An] = sup {B)[nsni+a € An, 73 < SN*T + P} [rp > SNT']}
neHN neEHN

<  sup IP’,]]VI [ns € An] 4+ on(1). (9.2)
0<s<Na+
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Recall that py is a stationary measure of the process generated by L. Since py(n®) = Zno We
have
P#c [T]S c AN] < ZN,S]P)f)V[Us S AN] = ZN,SP(AN) = ON(I). (93)
Therefore, putting (T3) into [@2), we get
sup ]P’ [Msni+a € An] = on(1). (9.4)

neEHN
Let Py be a transition kernel generated by L. From Lemma and [I4, Lemma 4.1], there
exists a function ¢ : R>o — R such that 0 < ¢ < 2, increasing, ¢(l) — 0 as | — 0, having the
property
VPN —vlrv < ¢(tIn(v)) (9.5)
For § > 0, putting t = SN+, N = N}, into (@.5)), we get

[Py, snett (Any) = V(An)| < [Py, sner = Vv < ¢(8C). (9.6)

For any € > 0, we can take 6 > 0 so that ¢(6C) < e. Taking k — oo and plugging (@.4) into (@.6)
gives

limsup v, (An,) < €+ limsupv Py, 6Na+1(ANk) €.
k—o0 k—o0

Therefore, we have the result for the case k = 2.

For the general case, let 1o = min{r(z,y) : z,y € S,r(z,y) > 0}. Recall that Ly is determined
by the jump rates r(z,y). To clarify the dependence, we denote L’ as a generator of the zero
range process with the jump rates r(z,y). Also, we denote I} as a rate function associated with
L.

We define a degenerated jump rate r®¥ : § x § = R>q as

r®Y(z,w) = rg for (z,w) = (z,y), (y,z) and r*¥Y(z,w) = 0 otherwise.

Take a generator Lﬁ’y and a rate function Jﬁ’y. We claim that there exists a positive constant c
depending on r such that

I () <cly(v) foral N €N, v e P(E) and = # y € S. (9.7)
From (1), we have

) )\
32 vt (\/ o () ¢ pN<nw>>’

Z’UJGS( n*w G’HNX’HN

and
2
1 v(n) v(n™Y)
In y(y> 9 Z pn (m)g(nz)ro <\/p (n) - pn (n%Y)
(mn™¥)EHNXHN N N
If r(z,y) > 0, (@1) is obvious. If r(z,y) = 0, we may choose a conneted path x = x1,za, -+ ,op =y

such that r(z;, z;+1) > 0 for all i. For convenience, let xg = « and z,4+1 = y. Then there exists a

positive constant ¢ such that

Zp(nml,m+1)g(nm (2, Tit1) ( Z \/ wl;) >cp(n)g(nm)7“o< ZEZ?‘\/ZEZZZ:)




A T-CONVERGENCE OF LEVEL-TWO LARGE DEVIATION FOR METASTABLE SYSTEMS 31

because of the fact that

inf inf inf M

>0and 1<g<2%onN
NeNneHn z,weS pN(T])

and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Fix a positive constant 7. Let I% be a rate function of a zero-range process for S = {z,y} and
r(z,y) = r(y,z) = ro. Let H3, be a set of configurations in ([22)) for S = {z,y}. We construct a
sequence ((1) satisfying

(1) 0< 7 <5,
(2) For all n € N, if a measure v € P(H2) satisfies n!T*I2(v) < T, then v(A2) < T~ where

A2 ={neH2 4T <n, <n—1Y.

(3) ¢ < ¢, and ¢1 — co as n — oc.

To construct such a sequence, we take a sequence (¢1) such that 0 < /1 < %, (T < ¢, and /T — oo.

Then there exists Ny € N such that (2) holds for all n > Ny from the result for the case k = 2.
Then we reassign (} = [ %] before all n < Nj.
Take a subset K'Y, Ky of Hy as

KyY ={neHn: if n, +n, =n, then (F<n,<n—t0Y, Ky = Ug,yesK Y.

Before further the argument, we introduce a notation. Let S™¥ = S\ {z,y} U {«}, identifying =
and y as *. Let /H%w be a subset of N5* which consists of points whose coordinate sum is N.

Now, we may interpret an element ¢ € Hiw as a set of points in H such that

(={n€Hn:n.=¢ for z€ S\ {z,y}}. (9-8)

Note that for n € ¢, ¢« =1, +ny. For € ’H]Svm'y, we define a set Af\, as a set of configurations in
Hn such that
Ay ={neHn ne( L <n <G —tLy=Ky'nc
To prove the claim, we decompose a measure vy, € P(Hy, ) as
VN, = Z UN (O (¢€)-
CEHJS\,ZW
Then we have the following identities.
(1) VN (Kiff) = Z(e?{f\,’;’y VN, (C)VNk (Ag\lk |§)a
2) Iy (v,) = ZCEH%Z”J N (O 12 (N, (+[€)), where IZ is a rate function for the zero-range
process with two sites on ¢ which has the jump rates rg.
Therefore, we have
N (KN,) = > v, Qv (A%, 10) + > N, (Qvw, (8%, 10)
G2 (vn, C1O)T G2 (un, (1O)>T

I4a g2 X 14a 7r®Y
< 3 VN’“T—(O—F > uNk(C)C* 4(;Nk(lc)) LN Y{Nk (vmy)

L2 (uny (10)ST I (v (10)>T

S 1+eN Iy (vny,)
Thus we have vy, (Ky,) < (|2|)+’Ck.

Finally, we claim that for large enough k, we have Ay, C Ky,. For any n € Ap,, let z,y
be a largest and a second largest elements in S coordinate of . We claim n € K;ﬁ,g Suppose

not. Let n = n, +n,. Then we have n, < ¢I. Since y is the second largest element, we have
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N —n, < (]S] — 1)¢L. Therefore,
N —ne < (IS] = 1)y <o <y
for large k since ¢1 < ¢,. This leads to a contradiction. Therefore, we have Ay, C Ky, for large
enough k. Then we have
1+ climsup,_, N;JFO‘I]TVIC (vn,,)

limsup vy, (Ay,) < limsupvy, (Ky,) < :
k— o0 k—o0 T

Taking T" — oo gives the result. g

Proposition implies that condition (MO*) holds for the reversible zero range process. The
following corollary shows that condition (MO0*) also holds for the general non-reversible zero range

process.
Corollary 9.5. Proposition [9.1] also holds for a non-reversible zero range process.

Proof. Recall the notation L%, and I} from the proof of Proposition For a transition r, we

define a transition r*, r*(x,y) as

* s 1 *
r ('Tay) = T(y,(E), r ('Tay) = E(T(.’E,y) +r (ZC,y))
Directly from (Z3) and (Z5), we have that £ is an adjoint of L% in L?(px). Therefore, for any
measure v € P(Hy), letting f = ,/lgj—‘;], we have

B = [ ~resdon = | =125 oy = I )

Therefore, we have Iy, > I% . This implies condition (M0*) holds for the non-reversible zero range

process. O

10. PRELIMINARY FOR PRE-METASATBLE TIME SCALE

In this section, we demonstrate some properties of the limiting process on the diffusive time
scale which has once been introduced in Section This plays a crucial role in the proof of the
I'-limsup part of Theorem 2.10

10.1. Behavior after absorption. Recall the processes (P¢, ¢ € E) from Theorem which are
solutions to the £-martingale problem (ZI8). According to [2], the processes exhibit an absorbing
behavior.

Proposition 10.1. [2| Proposition 2.3] For £ in Z, let N(§) ={z € S : & =0}. For any £ € E,

the set N(&;) is increasing in inclusion relation Pe almost surely.

The property in the above proposition is called the absorption property. Remark that this
notion is a reinterpretation of [2, Proposition 2.3] as the statement is quite different but they
are equivalent. From this property, if a process starts from £ € =4, it will remain within =4 in
probability 1. Therefore, the probability measure P on C(R, Z) can be restricted to C(Ry,Z4).

That restricted probability measure can be described using a family of generators which describes
each step of an absorption. For each @ C A C S, consider the simplex

Ea={(eRSy: > & =1},

z€A
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and the space C? (ZE4) of functions f : 24 — R which are twice-continuously differentiable on the

interior of =4 and have continuous second derivatives upto =4. Denote by
= {r(z,y) s 2,y € A}

the jump rates of the trace of the Markov process generated by Lg on A. Let {v4 : z € A} be
the vectors in R4 defined by v4 = D yea r(z,y)(e, — e;), where {e, : x € A} stands for the
canonical basis of R4, and let b : = 4 — RA be the vector field defined by

1
bA(&) =a) g—Vfl{Em >0}, £eZa4
jeA ™"
Similar to D% from Definition X7l we define D4 for @ C B C A, the space of functions H in

C2%(Z4) for which the map ¢ + v2 - VH(£) /&, is continuous on =4 for € B, and let £4 be the
operator which acts on functions in C?(Z4) with the following equation.

(EAE) =bYO) VIE©+5 Y )@ - 8,)2(©),

z,y€A
for £ € 2 4.
Then the following proposition holds.

Proposition 10.2. [2] Proposition 2.4] Fiz £ in Z and assume that N(§) ={z € S: &, =0} # @.
Let A =N(&)°. Take a measure Pe which is a solution £-martingale problem with starting point €.
Let Pg‘ denote the restriction of Pe on C(Ry,E4). Then the measure Pg‘ solves the £4-martingale

problem.

The property described in this proposition is called the recursion property, as its subsimplex
dynamics have a generator form identical to that of the original. Together with the absorption
property, the recursion property allows us to confine our interest to the largest simplex, = = Eg,
in Section [TI1

10.2. Extension maps. Recall that Lg is the generator corresponding to jump rates r(z,y),
z,y € S. For each z € A, let u? : S — [0,1] be the only Ls-harmonic extension on S of the

indicator function of z on A. In other words, uZ is the solution to

u? (y) = 0py forye A

x

(Lsud)(y) =0 forye S\ A
Take B = S\ A. Now, define a projection map v4 : £ — Z4 as

Va@©)le =&+ > uf(@)éy, z€A

yeB
Then v4 can be represented by a |A| x |S| matrix, with u2 comprising the 2-th row. Let £
denote the generator of the trace process whose jump rate is 7. From equations in [2, Section
3.B], we have the following result.
Proposition 10.3. Consider va, Ls, La as |A] x |S|, |S| x |S|, |A] x |A| matrices, respectively.
Then
YaLls(ya) = La. (10.1)

Now, define an extension map €4 : C(E4) — C(E) by

Eaf(&) = f(ra(§)).
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Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 10.4. [2, Lemma 3.1] For any function f € C*(Z4), the function Eaf is a function in
D3, where B = S\ A.

This is a natural way to extend a function on Z4 to = and it will be used in Section

10.3. Approximation of limiting diffusion. Let X}¥ be a Markov process on Hy generated by
NZ2L . Mapping this process to Zx by ¢y in (28], we obtain a process & on Zy. For £y € En,
let ng be the probability measure on D(R4,Z) induced by the process &V starting at {y. The
following theorem shows that ]P’é\]’V somehow approximates P¢, which is induced by the limiting

diffusion.

Theorem 10.5. [2| Theorem 2.6]. Let {n € En be a sequence converging to € € Z. Then, ]P’gv
converges to P¢ in the Skorohod topology.

Additionally, limiting diffusion is Feller continuous.

Proposition 10.6. [2| Proposition 7.10] Let (&,) be a sequence in E converging to & € E. Then,
P¢, converges to P¢ in the Skorohod topology.

We argue the stronger result that the limiting diffusion is a Feller process. To show this, we
begin with the following lemma. For a set @ C B C .5, let

lels = (>~ €.
rx€B

Lemma 10.7. Fiz a positive €. For any & € =, there exists a function Pg, + = — Ry such that
6%, € DI, 0, (60) > 0 and 5, (€) = 0 if & — Ells > €.

Proof. For € € Z, let N(£§)¢ = A, from Proposition [[0.2l Take B = S\ A. From [2] Lemma 4.1],
there exists a nonnegative, smooth function Iy : = — R in Dg and constants 0 < ¢; < (7 < ©
such that for all £ € =,

allélls < Is(§) < C1ll¢]|5-
For § > 0, take any function fs in C?(Z4) such that fs5(&) > 0 and f5(¢) = 0 if || — &]|s > 6.
Then, we consider a harmonic extension of €4 fs. From Lemma D04 we get E4fs € DIS_}. Now,
consider a smooth function ys : R — R with the property:

xs(t) =11if ¢t <0, x5(t) =01if t > ¢ and y; is decreasing.
Now define a function ¢5 = (x50 Ig)(Eafs). From the fact that I, Eaf € Dg, we have ¢g5 € Dg.
We claim that for small enough &, ¢s € D2 for all z € A. For ¢ € =, suppose ¢5(€) # 0. Then we
get
Ip(§) <6 and Eafs(€) = f(va(§)) > 0.
This implies
)
I€lls < o and [[va(§) —&olls < 0.

Since

va(€)lz = & + Z Uf(y)éy,

yeB
direct computation using Cauchy inequality gives

lva€) = €lls < (1 + |AVIBD €] 5.
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Therefore, we have

1+ |A|\/|B
&~ &olls < 1€ = 7a(©lls + Ia(€) — &lls < (1 + %)5_

Taking § small, we have ¢ is supported near ;. This means that ¢s is zero if £, is small enough
for x € A. Therefore, we have ¢5 € DI, 2 € A. a

Using this lemma, we have the following result.
Lemma 10.8. For any € > 0, there exists a finite collection of functions x1, -+, Xm € Dg such
that
(2) supp(xi) C B(&i, €) for some & € E.

Proof. From Lemma [[0.7, we have a function ¢¢, for each £, € =. Observe that

2= |J{eez: ¢, (6 >0}

IS

Since = is compact, we have a finite collection of functions Pg, ., ¢, such that
m
2= J{€€ = ¢ () >0}
i=1

Define a function x; = ¢,/ Z;":l g, Clearly, xi € C?%(Z). Now, we prove that y; € DJ for all
x € S. Fix any & € = with (), = 0. From direct computation, we get

Ve V) v VOO 05 (9) 95 (5L Vor ()

t~b0t>0 & 13 (Xom 8¢, (6))?
Therefore, we have x; € D5 for all z € S from the definition of D in 2.1). O

Proof of[Z.9. From Proposition [[0.6, it is enough to show that the semigroup of this process is
strongly continuous. Let P, be a semigroup of the process &;. For a function f € Dg, we have

lim [ Pof  flloo = 0

from the martingale equation (2.I8]). So P; is strongly continuous on Dg . Therefore, it is enough
to show that Dg is dense in C(Z). Fix a function f € C(Z) and € > 0. Since = is compact, for any
€ > 0, there exists 6 > 0 such that || f(§) — f(&)|| < e if ||€ = &'|ls < §. For such J, take a finite
collection of functions x1,--- , Xm € D% from Lemma Take g = > f(&)xi- Then we have
forall £ € =,

F©) = 9@ < DIl —xa(@F €l = X2 (@S —x@f (&)l <e

x(£)>0

Since g € D3, we have Dg is dense in C(Z). O
11. CoNDITION (D1) FOR ZERO-RANGE PROCESS
Throughout this section, we check condition (D1) for the limiting diffusion.

11.1. Space decomposition of Z. In order to handle condition (D1), we need to decompose the

state space = into a finite number of sets indexed by a finite partial order set. For @ C A C S, let
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2.4 be the subset of =4 defined by
Ea={6eZ:& >0forallze A&, =0forallye S\ A}

Observe that if |A| > 2, =4 is the interior of Z4. For convenience, we abbreviate Zg as =.

Now, consider a partially ordered set C defined by
C={AcCcS:9CACS}

with the partial order relation C defined by the inclusion relation of sets.

Define a function 74 (&) = (J],c 4 &) on E. Define a measure Ay on =4 by
dha =7 dma,

where dm 4 denotes the uniform measure on = 4. For convenience, when A = S, we abbreviate the
function mg as m and the measure Ag as A. This )4 is the reference measures on =4 for condition
(D1). From the absorption property of the limiting diffusion, we have condition (D1.1). To check
condition (D1.2), we divide cases. First, for A € C with |A| = 1, the condition is direct from
the absorption property. For A € C with |A| > 2, from the recursion property together with the
absorption property, it is enough to check the condition for S € C. The following lemmas show
that the condition holds for S.

Lemma 11.1. Forx € é, let 6x be a Dirac measure at x. Fort >0, let 6xP;|z be a distribution
of & started at x restricted to Z. Then for all t > 0, 6xP;|z is absolutely continuous with respect

to uniform measure on =.

Proof. For any convex smooth open subset ) of é, we consider a killed process of & which is killed
upon its first exit time of 2. Denote the transition kernel of the killed process by pa(t,x,y), t > 0,
x,y € . To be specific, it satisfies

/ng(t,x,y)f(y)dm(y) = Ex[f(&)1{e.cq for all 0<s<t}]s

where m is a uniform measure on Q. From Corollary [B.4] we know that the kernel exists. Fix any
compact subset K of = and € > 0. We claim that there exists a constant Cx > 0 such that

for all A C K. Take a convex smooth open subset 2; of = such that KU {x} € Q1. Take a convex
smooth open subset 25 of = such that O € Qy and

2 swp 6(6) < inf 0(6) (11.2)

where ¢(&) = ([1,cqée)*™. For z € Z, Let P, be a measure given as a solution of 2I8). For
a Borel set B C =, denote the first hitting time of B by 75. Fix A C K. From strong Markov

property, we obtain

Py[& € Al = Px[& € A, o0, < t]+Px[& € A, 1o0, > 1] (11.3)

< sup sup Pp[¢ € A] +/pnl(t,x,Y)m(d.Y)-
0<s<t zEdN A
Similarly, we have

sup sup P,[6, € A] < sup sup Pyl € A] + sup sup /pm(t,z,Y)m(dY)- (11.4)
0<s<tz€d 0<s<tweof 0<s<tzed1 J A
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Let 7 = 7o, A Ta=. Since ¢ is superharmonic function on =, for w € 02, we get

B(w) > Ewlb(E,)] > < int ¢(§)) Pulron, < os).

£E€0N

Then (II.2]) implies that

1
sup Pwlro0, < Tez] < =.
WEIs 2
Therefore, we get
1
sup sup Py[é € A] < = sup sup P,[¢ € A]. (11.5)
0<s<t weds 2 0<s<t zeo
Joining (IT4)) and (T3 gives
sup sup o6, €412 sup sup [ o, (12 y)mdy). (11.6)
0<s<t 2€0Q; 0<s<tweds J A

Applying Corolloary B4l there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

2 sup sup / pau(t, 2, y)m(dy) < Cm(A).
0<s<t wed J A

Since supyeq, Po, (t,x,y) < oo, (IL3) and (ILE) gives (ILI). Finally, to show that dxP|g is
absolutely continuous with respect to uniform measure on =, we take an increasing sequence of
compact subsets K, of = such that U, K, = Z. For any A C = with m(A) = 0, decompose it as
A=UyA,, A, = ANK, \ K,,—1 where Kq = . From (IL.IJ), we have

0xPi(Ay) = 0.
Therefore, we get 0xP;(A) = 0. O

Lemma 11.2. For any probability measure p € P(Z), let pP;|z be a distibution of & started at
wnatial distribution p restricted to Z. Then for allt > 0, uP|z is absolutely continuous with respect

to uniform measure on =.

Proof. Using the fact that the process absorbed into the boundary 9=, we have the identity

MPt|é:/:5th|édM(X) :/&5th|éd,u|é(x)-

This equation and Lemma [IT.1limply the desired result. a

11.2. L? extension of the limiting diffusion. To check conditions (D1.3) and (D1.4), we need
to extend the transition kernel of limiting diffusion to the L? space. Recall that it was mentioned
that the reversibility assumption is essential to calculate the rate function I(u). This is because
the property of (P;) in Proposition [T.I3, which is the goal of this section, strongly depends on
the reversibility of the underlying Markov process.

We divide cases. For A € C with |A| = 1, conditions (D1.3) and (DD1.4) are directly derived
from the absorption property because (P/) in condition (D1.3) turns out to be the identity map
on L?(2a, a) ~ R. For A € C with |A| > 2, again, due to the recursion property and the
absorption property, it is sufficient to check the condition for S € C. Therefore, the remaining
section is devoted to the case where A = S.

Throughout the section, (U;)i>o is the resolvent operator corresponding to (P;)¢>o. Precisely,
it is given by

PA(E) = Belf (&), Unf(€) = / TP f(€)ds.
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We consider = as the closed subset of an Euclidean space
A={¢eR%:) & =1}
zeS
with the boundary
0Z2={(€E:Jxe S & =0}
Let = denotes the interior of E.
For k € N U {oo}, define sets of functions as

CH@E):={f:Z - R: fis k-times continuously differentiable on =},

Cf(E) ={f: ESR:fe Ck(é), f is compactly supported},
CHE,E) ={f:E—>R: feCE),flz € C*E)}
CHE,E)={f:E>R: fecC"EE) flz € C(3)}.

Remark that we omit k£ when k = 0.
Definition 11.3. For f € C(2), define the domain D of £ as
. Bf-f
S . =\ . t =
D°={feC(E): }E}% € cE)}.

Recall Dg from Definition 271 Note that Dg C D%, but these sets are not necessarily identical.
Therefore, it is unclear how f € D9 is mapped by the operator £. However, the following lemma
ensures that £f can be calculated for f € DS N CQ(é, =).

Lemma 11.4. Take f € D° N CQ(é,E). For ¢ e é, Lf is computed as

(81)(E) = (&) VFE) +5 X rlw9)(@: — 8,7 ). (11.7)
z,y€S
Proof. Note that for f € D3, we can calculate £f using (IL7). Fix £ € Zand a open neighborhood
U of . Take a function g € CSO(E,E) such that g = 1 on U. Then we have fg € Dg. To show
(I, it is enough to show that
L£(f9)(&) = L(f)(€)-

Let h = fg — f. Take a smaller open neighborhood V of ¢ such that V' C U. Then we take a
smooth function k which satisfies k = 0 on V and k = 1 on U¢. Since k € DZ, £k(¢) = 0 by @I1).
Let K = supgcz |h(§)[- Then we have |h| < Kk. Finally, we get

|£h(§)| — | lim Pth(é) — h(é)‘ < lim Pt|h|(§> < lim Pth(f) - 0.
]
Lemma 11.5. For z,y € S, define vy 4 as
Uy = T(g’ Y (e, —ey). (11.8)
Then for f: DS NC%(E,E) — R, we have
(ef)mt = Z(’Uly V) (7 gy - V) on E. (11.9)

Ay

Remark that vy, + vy, = 0 because of the reversibility assumption on (2.20).
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Proof. Recall that e, is a vector in RS with (e), = 0,4,y € S. For any vector p and ¢ in R, we
have

p- V@ g V) =@ Vo )g V) +ap-V)(g-V)f. (11.10)
Observe that

(2 — ) V(T 1)(©) = a (fi—gi) (6.

Now, plug v, , into p,q in (IT.10) and sum it for all (z,y) € S xS, z # y. a

Before we proceed, we refer to a cutoff generator £¢ for € > 0 from [2| Lemma 6.2]. Let

be(§) =a e\/lngl’ €A,

TeS
where v, is defined in (2I6]). Thus, for every € > 0, b, : R® — R™ is a bounded, continuous vector
field which coincides with b on

= = >
Ac={¢ecE 1;11612«51 €}.

Note that for all e > 0 and F € D2,

SFE) =be(6) VF©) +5 3 rle.y)(0 — 0,)°F(E), €€ A

T,yeS

Let (& )t>0 be the coordinate maps in the path space C([0,00),A). Let (Ft)i>0 be the filtration
Fi = 0(& : s <t). Denote by h, the exit time from A.:

he=inf{t >0:& ¢ A}, €e>0

Denote by (@2, ¢ € Z, the unique solution of the £°-martingale problem starting at £. Recall that
P¢ is the unique solution of the £-martingale problem starting at £&. Then [2, Lemma 6.2] gives
that for all € > 0, Pe = Q¢ on Fp,. Using this cutoff, we can show the following lemma.

Lemma 11.6. Let (Uy)i>0 be a resolvent operator induced by (Pi)i>o. Fix s > 0. For f €
’DSHC‘”(” =), f(O8) =0, define g =Usf. ThengE’DSﬂC"O(E =).

Proof. Tt is enough to prove for f > 0. Consider a Dirichlet problem
— L% + sue = f in A¢
f (11.11)
ue = = on OA.
s

From Theorem[B.] there exists a unique solution ue € C%(A.) of (ILII) and it has a representation

= ¢ [/ f(&)e stdt

where the expectation E¢ is taken by a unique solution of the martingale problem with initial value

+ Ee {f(‘fh) —she], €€, (11.12)

&. Since Q¢ is the unique solution of the martingale problem and Pe = Qg on Jp_, we may take

the expectation by Pe.
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Now we consider u. as a Borel function on = by extending them to 0 on 2\ A.. Fix h € C°(2).

For small enough e such that A, contains supp(h), we have

/ Lhucd\ = — / Lhucrrdm = / > (e V) (vay - V)R ucdm

Ac gty

/ szy Vue)(vg,y - VR)T “Ldm
Ac wty

/ vay (7 (Vg - V)ue)hdm
Ac gty

:f/ 2€u€hd/\:/ (f — suc)hd),
A Ae

where the third and fourth equality is from the divergence theorem. Now, consider

—E, [ / f(ét)e‘“dt} Ctes,

where 7 = inf{t > 0: & € 9=}. From the definition of the resolvent operator and the absorption
property,
=E, {/ f(ft)e_Stdt] =u(§) on =.
0

Applying the dominated convergence theorem to (ITI2), we have

n—oo

lim Ehued/\ /Shgd)\, lim /(ffsue)hd/\ = /(ffsg)hd/\.
= n—oo & =

Therefore, we get

/;fl(sfﬂ)hgdm:/ifhw*dm,

Since 771(s — £) is an elliptic operator acting on C°°( ), the elliptic regularity theorem implies
that the smoothness of g comes from the smoothness of f. Therefore, g € D° N C°°(~ =). O

The next lemma shows that non-negative functions in C'(Z) and LP(\) can be approximated by
non-negative functions in C2°(E).

Lemma 11.7. Let C2° (Z) be a set of nonnegative functions in C°(Z). For any f € LP(\) with
f >0, there exists a sequence (fy) in C’éﬂ_(E) such that f, 1 f in LP(N).

Proof. Use denseness of C.(Z) in LP()) to approximate f with nonnegative continuous functions.

Then the standard mollification technique gives a smooth approximation. O
Now, we analyze the relation between a boundary decay and the semigroup.

Proposition 11.8. Let Dog1 = {f € C(E) : [f(§)| < c[l,eséatt,Ic > 0}, Also, define
DS ={feD:|f(O)] < cll,es&e™t,3e > 0}. Then the following holds.

(1) Suppose f € Dot1. Then Pif € Dot for all t > 0.

(2) Suppose f € D54 N C™(Z,E). Then U,f € D5 4N C>™(E,Z) for all t > 0.

(3) P :Duot1 — Dot is a contraction with respect to LP(X)-norm for all p > 1.
Proof. To prove (1), let ¢(&) = [[,cq&a". Then for £ € =,

1 a+1
Lo(§) =b(&) - V() + 5 D 1(@.1)(0 — 0,%6(8) = —6(&) D 1. y) —— < 0.

z,y€S TAY fzfy
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Therefore, ¢ is superharmonic. So, P; preserves Dy 1.

To prove (2), apply (1) and Lemma [[T.6

To prove (3), we first consider a case when p = 1. Take a non-negative function f € D5, N
C>®(Z,E). Take g = sU,f for some s > 0. From (2), g € Dy N C>(Z,2).

Fix a positive § > 0. Using Sard’s theorem, we can find a ¢’ with 0 < ¢’ < § such that §’ is a
regular value. Therefore, if we consider a compact domain defined by

Ky ={{€E:g(£) >},
g~ 1(d") is a smooth boundary of it. Applying Lemma and the divergence theorem to the
domain K,

Lgrn~tdm = / Z(’Uly V) (7 gy - V)g)dm = / Vg T (Vs - V)g - 73dS,
Ksr azty

K/ 0K g1

where dS is a surface measure on Ky and 71 is a unit normal vector on K4 . Since ¢’ is regular,

|[Vg| does not vanish on dKs. Moreover, we know that the gradient is perpendicular to the

boundary. Therefore, we have 77 = _Ig_Z\' Inserting it into the integrand, we obtain
. Ve y - Vg)?
/ ’Uz’yﬂ'il(vx;y -V)g - 7dS = f/ Z (z’yvig)wfldﬁY <0.
K Ky yry Vgl

Since g — %Sg = f, we obtain

/ gd\ < fd/\g/fd/\.
Kg Kg =

Sending ¢ to zero, ¢’ going to zero, we obtain that sU; is a contraction on non-negative functions
in DS, N C>(Z,Z) with respect to L'(\)-norm.
From Lemma [AZ6l(2), we have
.n
P f = lim (;Urg)”f. (11.13)

n—oo

Using Fatou’s lemma, we have
[Ptfﬂ'_ldm:[ 1i_>m (%U%)"fﬂ_ldmg 1i_>m /(%U%)"fﬂ_ldmgﬁfﬂ'_ldm.

So, P is a contraction on non-negative functions in D5 ; N C>(Z, ) with respect to L*(\)-norm.
Lemma [I[T.7] gives that P; is a contraction on Dy 1.

For general p > 1, using Jensen’s inequality, we have

/_|Ptf|pd)\§/_Pt|f|pd)\§/_|f|pd)\. (11.14)

Therefore, P, is a contraction on Dy4q with respect to LP(\)-norm. O

Now we want to define P; : LP(\) — LP()\). The easiest way to do this is using the denseness
of C°(E,E). For f € LP()\), take a sequence (f,,) in C°(Z,Z) such that f, — f in LP()). Then
we define P, f as lim,, oo P;fn. From Proposition IT.8(3), we know that P;f is well-defined and
it is a contraction on LP(X). The following proposition shows that P; actually coincides with a
stochastic kernel P;.

Corollary 11.9. Fizt > 0, p > 1. Take a Borel measurable function f on =. Let f be a Borel
measurable function on 2 such that f_|E = f and (&) =0 for £ € OZ. If f € LP()), then E¢[f(&)]
is defined for A-a.e. & € E. Moreover, taking P,f(&) = E¢[f(&)], then Pyf = P, f.
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Proof. Using Jensen’s inequality as in (TT.I4]), we know that it is enough to show for p = 1. Also,
it is enough to show for f > 0. From Lemma [[T.7, we can take a sequence (f,) in C2%, (E, =) such
that f, T f in L*(X\). Then we have P, f,(§) T E¢[f(&)] for all £ € E. On the other hand, we have
P,f, 1 P,f in LY()\). Therefore, by the monotone convergence theorem, we have

Pf(€) = Belf(&)] Mae. € €.
O

Corollary 11.10. Forp > 1, P, : LP(\) — LP()) is a strongly continuous contraction semigroup.

Proof. We already know that P; is a contraction on LP()). So it remains to show the strong
continuity. For f € DS 11, we have Py f € D3 41 and limy_,o P, f = f pointwisely. Precisely, take a
positive constant ¢ satisfying
& <e H €T 5o |Pf(E)|<c H €21 for all ¢ > 0.
zesS zeS
From the dominated convergence theorem, we have lim;_,o P;f = f in LP()\). The denseness of
D5, in LP(\) and the fact that P, is a contraction gives the desired result. O

Corollary 11.11. Let L be a generator of P, on L*(\). Then D5, NC™> (H,E) s a core of L.

Proof. To show that D5, N C>(Z,E) is a core of L, we apply Lemma We know that
C2°(E) is dense subset of L%(\). Also, from Proposition T8, we know that the resolvent preserves
D5 N C>(Z, E). Therefore, we have D5 N C>=(Z,Z) is a core of L. O

Proposition 11.12. For f € D ;N C>®(2,2), for all vy, in @IR), (vay - V)f is in L2(N).
Moreover, for f,g € DS N C’OO(H =), the following identity holds.

- [ r2oan= [ S (e DI (wey - Vgl (11.15)
TFY

Proof. We first consider the case when f = g > 0. From Sard’s theorem, a set of singular values

of f has Lebesgue measure zero. For a regular value § > 0 of f, define a set

Ky ={§€E: f(§) = d}.

Then K is a compact set and f~1(4) is a smooth boundary of Ks. Now, applying the divergence
theorem to K,

_ . fefrtdm = _/1(5 ;}f Vg y * gy - V) fdm
S Z /K (fugy( (vm - ))dm + Z/ vzﬁyﬂ_l(vmyy -V)f)dm
- ;}/@ )f)? Ww_ldS—i- Z/ (v, - V) )2, (11.16)

where dS is a surface measure on 0Ks. Taking ¢ to zero, and applying the dominated convergence

/f2f7r 1dm>/z Ve - V) f)2dN.

zFy
Now, to prove the equality, we must show that we can choose small enough ¢ to make the first

term of the right-hand side of (IT.16) become small enough. Assume that there exists € > 0 such

theorem, we obtain
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that for any ¢ > 0, for all regular value 8’ of f with 0 < ¢’ < 4, we have

/ v V)2 Lﬂ' 1dS > e.
0Ky #y V£l
Since the set of singular values of f has measure zero, so for almost every §’ < 4,
1 €
v )P =rrtdS > —.
f, Bl D a5 2

Now using the co-area formula, we have

Vg 7 dm = / / Vg —ﬁfldet
/5’<f<6g v ' ath v |Vf|

1)
2// tdt:dogy.

Since the left-hand side is bounded above by
/ff,fﬂ Ydm > / Z Ugy )2dA 2/ Z((vzy V) f) " tdm,
zFy VSISO oty
sending ¢’ — 0 gives a contradiction. Therefore, we get (ITI%) for f = g > 0. For case f,g > 0,

consider the following identities.

/fEfdA /Z Vo V) (Ve - V) F)dN.

TH#Y
/ gLgd\ = / D (Ve - V)9 ((Vary - V)g)dA.
TH#Y
~ [ +980 + 9r= [ 3 (e DS + )02 D) + )
= = z#y

Subtract first two equations from the last one gives
f/w fLgd\ — / g&fd\ = 2/ Z Vg y - (Vey - V)g)d. (11.17)
= TH#Y
But exactly the same calculation from the above gives

- /}(5 ggfﬂ_ldm - /Ks Z g(vz,y : V)(W_l(vx,y : V)f)dm

zFyY

= fo S DRSS (o Do D0

< [ S 0ny VI (0ny - VI)N
Ks oty

So sending & — 0 gives

\

[ o2gan< [ 3 (wes - V1a)(0ry - V)1)N
TH#Y

Therefore, from ([IIT.I7), we obtain the desired result for f,g > 0.

Finally, for general f,g € D§+1 NnC> (é,E), we add a function C]‘[Iesgg“ with positive C
to make them non-negative. Then use (II.IH) for non-negative functions to obtain the desired
result. O
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Using Proposition [T.12, we can finally prove the following proposition which gives condition
(D1.3) and (D1.4).

Proposition 11.13. The semigroup (13,5),520 on L%()\) is a self-adjoint strongly continuous con-

traction.

Proof. For f,g € D5, 1N C>(Z,E), we get

= [ #2907 = [0y DD ((a gl =~ [ g2 san

=ty

Fix ¢t > 0. For p,q € D5, NC*® (E, E), take f = tU;p and g = tUq. From Proposition [[T.8 we
have f,g € D§+1 N C"O(é, E). Therefore, we have

—[ fLgd\ = —[ fLgdA.
Since f — %Ef =pand g — %L‘,g = q, we get

[pUtgd)\:[qUtpd)\.

/;thgd)\:/;thpd)\.

The denseness of C2°(Z, Z) in L2(\) gives the desired result. O

Using (IT.I3]), we have

12. ConDITION (D1*) FOR ZERO-RANGE PROCESS

Throughout this section, we use the following notation. For a coordinate n € Hy and @ C A C
S, let na is a A-coordinates of 1. Precisely, na € Z4, na(z) = n(z) for all z € A. Let |n4| be a
sum of coordinates of 74, that is,
nal = 3 nate).
z€A
For @ C A C S, let L# be a generator of the induced semigroup by (P;) on L?(\4) in Proposition
Define an energy functional @4 on L?(\4) as

Q)= [ f-Lhsana
Za
The following notion is needed to handle a graph norm.

Definition 12.1 (U-denseness). Suppose a metric space X and a functional U on X is given. A
subset A of X is said to be U-dense if for all x € X, there exists a sequence () in A such that
T =z and U(x,) — Ulx).

The following lemma says that we can choose Dy ¢ as CS°(Z4) in condition (D1%*.1).

Lemma 12.2. For @ C A C S, let D(V—L?) be a domain of V—LA. Then C°(Z4) is Q*-dense
in D(vV—LA).

Proof. From the absorption property, it is enough to show for the case A = S. Assign D(v/—L)
anorm || f||pom = ||fll2 + ||[VV/—Lf]|l2- Remark that a set is Q-dense in D(v/—L) if and only if it
is dense in D(v/—L) with respect to || - || pom. We have already shown that D5, ; N C> (E,2) is a
core of L. Since D(v/—L) C D(L), D51 N C>(Z,2) is dense in D(v/—L) with respect to || - || pom-

(03
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Therefore, it is enough to show that C2°(Z) is dense in D5, ; NC*°(Z, E) with respect to || - || pom.
We first define a smooth function f: R — R with the following properties.

(1) f(z)=0for x <1/2and f(z) =1 for x > 1.
(2) f is increasing.

Then define f,,(x) = f(nz). Then it satisfies
supz f)(x) =supxf'(z) < co. (12.1)

Now, for u € D5, NC*> (2,2), define u, (£) = u(€) [I.cs fn(€2). We claim that u, converges to u
in || - || pom- It is enough to show that lim, . Q(u —u,) = 0. Let g, (§) =1 —[[,cg fn(&x). Then

Q=) = [ 3((0ry - 9)uga)) (00 V)(ugn))dA = Ay + B + G,
=xty

where A,,, B, Cy, is defined as

A, = / S (v - V)u)g2ntdm,

T#Y
By = [ 302w 900) (v - Vg g
= oty
Co= [ S u(vasy V)gaPmam.
S oy

The A, converges to 0 from the dominated convergence theorem. Also, by (IZI) and the fact
that u € Dyt1, (ur~1)Vg, is uniformly bounded. Therefore, again by the dominated convergence
theorem, B,, converges to 0. For C),,

uQ((vzﬁy . V)gn)27r71 = (wr*l(vz’y . V)gn)Qﬂ < C]‘{SIS%,VZES}

for some positive c¢. Therefore, C,, converges to 0. g
The remaining part of this section is devoted to checking condition (D1%*.2).

Proposition 12.3. For @ C A C S, consider a nonnegative function v € Céx’(éA,EA). Then

there exists a sequence of functions Vy : Hy — R4 satisfying
(1) A sequence of measure 1y (Vadpn) weakly converges to vidAa,
(2) limy oo N? [, VN(=LNVN)dpn = [cv(=L4v)dAa,
where py 15 a stationary measure of zero-range process on Hy and iy« 15 a pushforward map of

measures on Hy to measures on Zy.

To find a desired sequence of functions, we need the following auxiliary function ¢. Fix a
0 <y < 1sothat 2y < (1 —v)(1 — «). It will be used in (I2.24). Let B be a complementary set
of Ain S. Define ¢y : R — R as

1 x < N1
Yn(r) =< N7 lg NI-7 < 2 < 2N
0 x> 2N,

Define ¥y : Hy — R as
Un(n) =¥n(Insl)-
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Then we choose Wy : Hy — R as

Wn(n) = ¥n(n)€av(n/N), (12.2)

where € 4 is a extension map of v on Z4 to = which is presented in Lemma 0.4
Since v € C°(Z4,2,4), there exists e > 0 such that v(€) = 0 for all £ € = with &, < e for some
x € A. We want some regularity lemma on the support of Wiy.

Lemma 12.4. Fiz a positive real € such that € < e. Then there exists a natural number Ny such
that for all N > Ny, Wx(n) # 0 implies 9, > /N + 1 for all x € A.

Proof. From the definition of Wy, we have Wiy () # 0 if and only if ¥ x(n) # 0 and € 4v(n/N) # 0.
Therefore [ng| < 2N'=7 and € 4v(n/N) # 0. Since Eav(n/N) # 0, we have

v(va(n/N)) # 0,

50 v4(n/N) > e for all x € A. Then for z € A,
ra(n/N)le = e /N + 3wl (y)ny/N < 1o /N + 2NN =1, /N + 2N 77
yeB

Therefore, we have
€<ny/N+2N7".

Thus, for sufficiently large N, we have 1, > ¢/ N + 1. O

Before proceeding to the proof of Proposition TZ3, we define some notations. We define a

certain Riemann integration on =4. To do so, let ’Hﬁ be a subset of Hy such that
Ha ={n€ My :n. =0 for all z € B}.

Given a bounded continuous function f : 24 — R, define a Riemann integral of R(N, f) as follows.

R(N, ) = ﬁ S Fn(n).

A
neHy

Then we have
lim R(N, f)=

N—o00

—

fdmA,
A

where m 4 is a uniform measure on Z4.

Let ’Hf,’* be a subset of NIBI*1 which consists of a points whose coordinate sum is N. We
understand that this space is obtained from Hy by merging all A-coordinates. As in (O.8), we
interpret an element ( € /Hﬁ’* as a set of points in H whose B coordinate is (p.

For any coordinate n = (1, ...,n;) of natural number, let a(n) = Hle a(n;) where a is defined
in (Z4). Also, let min(n) be a minimus of coordinates of 7 , that is, min{n; : i = 1, ..., k}.

Finally, Let ¢4 : R4 — RS be a map defined as

r x€A

va(z) =
0 z€S\A
The following two lemmas are the key ingredients to prove Proposition 2.3
Lemma 12.5. Let I' = T'(a) where T'(«) is a constant from (Z8). Let Zg be a constant from
@3). For any continuous function f:Z — R, we have

NaN\A\—ll'“B|
- Fn/NYWZ (n)dpn (n) = ZsNTAla([A] — 1)

( . fv*dia + oN(l)) .
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Proof. Direct computation gives

2 (@) o= 3 s (3)wh X i)

’H
N— > g2 (> (
5/ (

7

cen
N« 1 n n
_ 02 _) (—) (12.3
Zn.s Ce;,* V) (CB N N )
\<B|§2%H

From Lemma 024 for large enough N and for all €4v(n) # 0 with |pg| < 2N1=7, we have
min(n4) > € N. Therefore, for large enough N and |(p| < 2N'=7, we get

% a(;A)f (%) Eav’ (%) - % a(;A)f (%) Eav” (%) Lim(na)>e'N}- (12.4)
Observe that

o () = 0 Ge)) = (o (5 2r)) + 1 0 G~ (o (+2en))-

Then for all x € A,

A
n nA N ZyEB Uy (y)ny Nz —
U S L =1z — =O(N™).
[”“‘ () (N |<B|)L NTTON i
Therefore, we have
2 (N 2 NA _
— ) = —_— N7, 12.
e (1) =v (LA(N|CB|))+O( ) (12.5)
The same argument gives
ny NA
f (N) —f (M <7N_ |<B|)> +on(1). (12.6)
Putting (I2.5]),([[26) into (I2.4) gives
1 n 2 (M 1 2 nA
— — )1 INY = — )1 /
Z a(nA)f (N) EA’U (N) {m(na)>e'N} Z a(nA)(fU ) (LA (N — |CB|)) {m(na)>e'N}
ne¢ USS
1
+3N T o (D)o N 12.7
%a(%) N (D Lm(na)>e Ny (12.7)

Note that if v(ca (N—jﬁ)) # 0, then min(na) > €(IN — [¢g|), so min(n) > €N for large enough

N. Therefore,

1
> s () (14 (521 ) ) Mmoo =y — oo ROV — Galn ™ e?) (1239

= a(na)
:W (/:A fo?daa +0N(1)> :

Remark that (| = Q=D 3 4 50 (1)). Since [Cp| < 2N'~7, (TZF) becomes

NTAT (JAT=1)!

neg

NlAl-1
(fU2) (LA (NU*ITCEA)) Tmma)y>erny = W( . fU2d)\A +on(1)). (12.9)

A

a(na)
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Now we consider the last term of (IZ77). Similar computation shows that
1 N\A\fl

7% —a(nA)ON(1>1{m(7]A)>e/N} = WR(N —1¢al, m y)on (1) (12.10)

where U is a open subset of 4 such that U :={{ € E4 : &, > € for all x € A}. Therefore, (TZ7)
becomes

. N‘A‘fl
Z f(%)e,w? (%) Lm@may>eny = NHAle(|A] — 1)1 </

fvidia + oN(1)> . (12.11)

2t ana) 2,
Putting (I2ZIT)) into (I23]), we have
ﬂ 5 B NaN|A|—1 ) 1
> TGOWE(ex(n) = T SN A 1] 3 V(o) s (T Hon (1) (12:12)
neEHN ’ ¢ Hﬁ’*,
I¢pl<2Nt—Y
Finally, we have
Z % (CB) =TIBI(1 + on(1)). (12.13)
B a’( B)
CeEHN™
I¢pl<2N*t—Y
Putting (I213)) into (I2ZI2)), we have the desired result. O

Lemma 12.6. Suppose that Q“(v) < 0. The following equation holds.

NaNIA=-17|B|
—N? Wi (LxWN)dpy =
1y VN ENWN)doN = AT 11

Q*(v) +on (1))

Proof. The left-hand side is calculated as follows.

~N? [ Wy(LnWnN)dpn = N; > pvm)gne)r(z, y) (W (n™Y) — Wi (n))? (12.14)

Hy neHnN
z,yeS

For any n € Hy, let (n,n*Y) be a edge with a starting point n and an ending point n*¥ with
direction (z,y). Now, give an order on S. If an edge (n,n™Y) is given, we say (z,y) is a positive
direction if x < y. For simplicity, we will use e to refer to an edge. Then eg and e; will refer to a
starting point and an ending point of e respectively. Also, we dir(e) will refer to a direction of e.
Finally, HY will refer to a set of possible edges in Hx with direction (z,y).

For a edge e € H}Y, define py(e) as

pn(e) = pn(mg(nz) = pn(n™)g((1"")y)-
Then (IZT14)) becomes
N? Z Z pn(e)r(z,y) (Wi (e1) — Wi (eo))?. (12.15)

T<Y ecHYY
Now, we consider a bijection between HyY and Hy_1. To describe the explicit bijection, all we
need to do is assign a z-th coordinate to e € HYY for all z € S. For z € S\ {z}, we define
[e]. = [eo].. For z = x, we define [e], = [eg]. — 1. Then we can treat e as an element of Hy_1.
Moreover, py(e) is calculated as
N* 1 N* 1

pn(e) = pn(n)g(n.) = mmg(m) = Ins )
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where a(e) is calculated as in (24]) using Hx_1 coordinate. Then (TZTH) becomes
NOt

1 5 )
Ins > @r(x,y)N (W (e1) — Wi (eo))*. (12.16)

<y eeHyY

We fix © < y. As in the proof of Lemma 25 we consider 7—[]1\3,’_*1. So, we consider an element
¢ e HY™, as aset of edges in Hy_; with B coordinate p. Then the inner summation of ([2.16)
becomes

N« 1 1 ) - e
s <HZ a(cB@M“”W (Wi (er) = Wi (eo)) (12.17)

Observe that if Wy (n) or Wy (n™¥) is not zero, from Lemma [[2Z4] we have
min(min(n4), min((n™¥)4)) > € N + 1.

Therefore, we have
min(ea) > €' N.
So we only need to consider edges e with m(ea) > €N in the sum of (IZTI7). Now we say an edge
e € HyY is good if |(eg) g| V |(e1)B| < N'77. Also, we say e is bad if |(eo) 5| V |(e1) 5| > N'=7 and
l(eo)B| Al(e1)B| < 2N1=7. Otherwise, we say e is void. Then we define that ¢ is good, bad, or
void if for all e € (, e € ( is good, bad, or void, respectively. Since every element e in { shares B
coordinate, we can say that every ¢ € ’Hﬁ’fl is good, bad or void. Remark that if ¢ is void, then
Wy (e1) = Wn(eg) = 0 for all e € ¢. Therefore, we need only need to consider good and bad ¢ in
the summation of (I2Z.17).
For a bad edge e = (n,n™Y), we have

Wsto) = W ()? = (e an (U5 ) = wn(meas (%))2

(a0 (1) ~eav (1)) + owtr) - wm)ﬂ .

for some positive constant ¢ irrelevant to N and e. Thus for a bad (,

3 e N o) - W)

<c

ec( GA)
r(z,y) n"Y 1Y)’

) 2 2 T, 2
= c; alen) [N (8"‘“ (T) —Ea (N)) NN (™) = U () ]1{m<eA>>e'N}
= AN + By, (1218)

where Ay and By are defined as
2
_ (@, ) \o neY n
AN = C;C MN (8A’U <T — EA’U (N) 1{m(eA)>E’N}7 (1219)
r(z, .
By = ¢ 3 SN () = U () ey (12.20)
ec(

If ¢ is bad, we have 2N!1=7 + 1 > |(g| > N'=7 — 1 directly from the definition. Let U be a open
subset of =4 such that
U={€=4:& >¢€ forall x € A}.
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Then

1 eNlAI-1 1
Ay < cz; ml{mm)x'm = WR(N —1—[¢pl,m ty) (12.21)
ec

On the other hand, to calculate By, we need to consider a difference of V. Put
[N (™) = Un(n)| < N7
into (IZ20), we have

1 eNIAI=1 N2y
By <c¢ N meyseony = ———————R(N —1—|(p|, 711 12.22
N Eed e Hensen = gV ok ) 022
For natural number k£, we have
1 Zk,B
= Zk 12.23
2w (12.23)

[¢B|=Fk

from Proposition 211 Therefore, joining (IZI8), (12:22) and ({1223,
N« 1 1
r(x, y)N?(Wy (e1) — Wa(eg))?
Z a(CB) ;a(eA> ( y) ( N( 1) N( 0))

ZN’S ¢ is bad
N 1 N|A|—1N2'y > 1 N\A\—lNQ'y
-7 Z a(C )O( NAla ) =0 Z Lo NlAla
NS ¢ is bad VB k=|N1-7—1]

NaNA=7)(1—a) pIA]=1 g2y B NapNIAl-1
NIAla — 2\ T NIl

(12.24)

Now, we estimate the sum ([ZI7) for good edges. Let (z,y) be a vector in R® such that y-th
coordinate is 1 and z-th coordinate is —1. Then for good edge e = (1, n™¥), we have

cn(5) a0 (1) =2 (0 (5)) -0 (1) = F ¥t

Y

for some x € (va(%), ’yA(ﬂjV—)) from the mean value theorem. Then we have
eA €A
’V“<<””*y”“(*) T Ve (“‘ (N —1- |eB|))’ = (N —1- |eB|) o

() ] (=) () oo

for some positive constant c irrelevant to N and e. Therefore, for good ¢, we have

> ey @ N Wler) = Wi (eo)

)

< cmax(

ec(
= . (2, 9) | | Vaya@y)v ( ta A 2 +ON™") | Lim(ea)>e Ny
gt aleq) YalLY N —1-leg| mieaj>e

=Cy + Dy, (12.25)
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where C'y and Dy are defined as
1 eq 2
Cy = S s 1 ,
N % a(eA)r(x,y) (Vw((x,y))v (LA (N 1 |€B|))> {m(ea)>e¢'N}>

1 _
DN = ; a(eA)T(SC,y>O(N ’Y>1{m(eA)>e’N}-

By similar calculations as in the equation (I28), for a large enough N, we have

1 e 2
Cn =3, —a(eA>7“($,y) (V'VA((WJ))U (LA (m))) Lm(ea)>e' Ny

eel
i N ~1 2
= NiARqa = YR = 1=l 7 (Vo) )L+ on (1)
M (z,y) [/ (V )2dA (1)] (12.26)
= o T,y z,y))V A+ ON . .
NlAla(|A| —1)! =, 4 ((z,y))
For Dy, use the same equation in (IZI0), we have
NIAl-1
Dy =o| saama o) - 12.27
v=o(soqa—m) (12:27)

Joining (12.28), (I2:26) and (1227,
- by 1 > a(;?"(z,y)Nz(WN(el) — Wn(eo))?

In.s ¢ is good a(CB) ecC eA)
- 1 o v 2\ 1 12.28
= ZN,s ¢ igmd a(¢g) NIAla(]A] —1)! {T(ﬂﬁ,y) /EA( ya((@y) V) dAa + on( )] ) (12.28)

It is direct from the definition that
{Ce My : (s good} = {C € Hy"y : [¢o| < N' 7} or {C € HR™y : [(p| < N'T7 -1}

Therefore, (I2:28) becomes

NeNIAl-1IB]
Zys N ([A] = 1)! [(y)/

(v'yA((ac,y))v)2d/\A + ON(l):| .

A

Therefore, to finish the proof, we need to show that

Zr(:c,y)/ (VW((Ly))v)Qd/\A = QM u) = 7/_ ve4d\ 4.

<y =A

The following lemma proves it. O

Lemma 12.7. For any u € C°(24,24), we have

(@) (Vaa(ynu)® = —uliu.

<y

Proof. For x,y € A, let vf’y = % From (IT.I12), the right-hand side is equal to

Y (i VIu)((vzy, - V)u)

TH#YeA
Considering V., ((z,y)u as va((z,y)) - Vu, it is enough to show that for all vector v € R4,

Yor@y)allz,y) v = Y (v, 0%

<y c#yCA
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The left-hand side is equal to

> (@) hvalz, )@, y) i) =viya | D@y y) @ 9| vhe = vivalsyho.
<y <y

Similarly, the right-hand side is equal to

A

r
ot | D0 @) 5wy o=t
TAYEA
By (I0.I)), we obtain the desired result. O

Finally, we have the proof of Proposition 2.3

Proof of I2.3. Now, define Vv as a normalization of Wy. Precisely, define Vy as

W (n)
Vv(n) = ——o—.
\/ f'HN WNde
From the above lemmas, we have the desired result. O

Using Proposition [23, we can check condition (D1%*.2). Precisely, take v4 € C°(24,24)
for all @ C A C S. From Proposition [Z3] there exists a sequence of functions V! : Hy — R
satisfying conditions of Proposition To check all conditions in (D1%*.2), it remains to check
the following:

(VitViEdpn) — 0 weakly, (12.29)

lim Vil (=L NVE)dpy = 0. (12.30)

N —oc0 Hn

Define the support of Vjé as
supp(Vy') = {n € Hn : Vi (n) # 0}.

Since V! is a normalization of W, we have Vi (n) # 0 if and only if W§(n) # 0. From Lemma
M24 Wi(n) # 0 implies min(na) > €N. Also, from the equation (IZ2), Wi (n) # 0 implies
Ing| < 2N'=7. Therefore, we get

supp(Vi) € {n € Ex : min(na) > €N and |ng| < 2N},
From the definition of £, we have
supp(Ly Vi) € {n € Ex : min(na) > €N — 1 and |np| < 2N +1}. (12.31)

Denote the set in the right-hand side of (I2Z31)) by Gx(A). Then we claim that for a large enough
N, CAACS, A#+A,

Gy(A)NGN(A) = 0.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that |A| < |A’|. Then we have 2 € A’ such that « ¢ A.
Then we have 1, > ¢ N — 1 for all n € Gn(A) and 1, < 2N'=7 + 1 for all n € Gy (A’). Take N
large so that

¢éN—1>2N""7+1.
So we have Gn(A) NGy (A") = (). Therefore, the left-hand side of (IZ:29), (I2.30) vanishes, so the
conditions are satisfied.
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13. PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.17]

Define a metric d on = given as
=3 | — Gl
€S
For any functions f,g : P — R, defined on some parameter space P, we say f(x) ~zecp g(x) if
there exists ¢, C' > 0 such that

Lemma 13.1. Suppose {x — oo and £y < N given. For ¢ € E, let By = {n € Hn : d(3,() <
ZWN}. For nonempty @ C A C S, suppose € ZaA. Then,

|A|—1

N(l
N

Proof. For ¢ € N, let By ; be a set of n € By such that ZZGS\A 1, = 4. It is easy to check that

|BN11'| ~(N i) (EN — i+ 1>|A|71.

Then we have

NBy)= Y onln) = st - Il 1l al

nEBN,i neEBN,i zeA GS\A (ny)

- Hgazn

Z
NS 1A 5% néBy.yesia ?

Zi S\ A Ny —i+1)lAl=1
sl e X 2R on() vy
NS z€A n€EBN,;

(1))

Summing pn(Bn,;) over 0 <4 < £y, we get the desired result. O
Lemma 13.2. For Oy < N2, (OnZy) T-converges to 0.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that the lim sup condition. Since the rate function is convex and lower
semi-continuous, it is enough to show that for all §y € Z, there exists a sequence of measures uy

such that pn weakly converges to d¢, and

lim sup OnZn (un) = 0.

N —oc0

Fix & € =. Assume that & € =4 for some nonempty @ C A C §. Take ¢y — oo such that
VOn < n < N. Define ¥y : 2 — R by

(€)= max (1- DL o).

9

Let Uy : Hy — R, ¥y :=¢niy. Define Zy = [Z V3 dpy. By Lemma [I3] we can show that

PN !
I on (_N)
N« ’

Take vy € P(HN), vn = %pN. Finally take uy € P(2),
UN = I/NL;[l.

Since the support of py is shrinking to &, we have pn weakly converges to de,.
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Now, we calculate OyZn (un). Let By be a set of n € Hy such that
By ={n€Hn:¥n(n)>0o0r Tx(n""Y) >0 for some x,y € S}.
From Lemma [I[3.I], we can show that
0\ 1411
p(BN) ~n (N—Na> :
Then we have

OnTn (i) = = [ Un(en oy = 25 30 S plmatare )@y () Ex (o)
N N neEHN z,yeS

~N Z_]]Vv Do > AN () = Un(n)?

neEBN z,yES
91\[ 1 eN
< - Z Z P(U)KT NNKTZON(U-
N n€EBN x,yeS N N
Therefore, the desired result holds. O

Lemma 13.3. For the rate function K defined in (ZI9), K(u) = 0 if and only if p is supported
on {& :x € S}.

Proof. Suppose K(u) = 0. Then Lemmal6.2limplies that ICp, (1) = 0 for all h € H. Decompose 4 as
W= chAcsu(éA)u(-EA). Then, we must show that x(Z4) = 0 for all |A| > 2. Suppose there
exists & t@ A C S such that u(24) > 0, |A| > 2. From (Z.2), for any compact set K contained in
Z4, we have
Py (K) — pu(K) = 0.

Since p(24) > 0, there exists a compact set K contained in Z4 such that u(K) > 0. We claim
that uPp(K) converges to 0 as h goes to infinity. For £ € éA, let o1 be a first hitting time of the
process hitting Z 4 \ Z4. Then [2, Theorem 7.12] implies that for all £ € Za,

E¢lo1] < o0.

Therefore, for £ € éA,

E¢loy]
h
Therefore, P,1g converges to 0 pointwise as h goes to infinity. From the dominated convergence

Pplk(§) = Ee[lk(§n)] < Pelon > h] <

theorem, we get
pPr(K) = 0,

which leads to a contradiction. O

Proof of Proposition [211. For x < N2, Lemma [[3.2] implies that (fxZy) I-converges to 0. For
N? <0y < N we show that (OnZy) I-converges to X presented in (2.2I). By the definition
of Xg, we need to show

(1) For any pu € P(Z), p supported on {£* : x € S}, there exists a sequence of measures iy
such that py weakly converges to pu and

N —o00
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(2) For any p € P(Z), u not supported on {£* : x € S}, for all sequence of measures uy weakly
converges to p, we have
liminf OnZn (pun) = oo
N —o00
(1) follows from Theorem and (2) follows from Lemma Finally, for 65 > N'T2, the
I'-convergence of (OnyZy) to U of [222)) is straightforward. O
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APPENDIX A. SEMIGROUP THEORY

In this section, we introduce basic definitions and lemmas related to semigroup theory, with a
particular focus on the core of the infinitesimal generator of a semigroup. Lemma [A.5] serves as a
practical tool for identifying the core of an infinitesimal generator. Additionally, we elaborate on

concepts pertinent to semigroup theory to facilitate the description of the lemma.

Definition A.1. Let X be a Banach space and B(X) be a space of bounded linear map to itself.
T :]0,00) = B(X) is called a strongly continuous semigroup iff

(1) T(0)=1.

(2) T(t+s)=T(t)T(s) for allt,s > 0.

3) T)r > x ast — 0 forallz € X.

Let S be a compact metric space. Let T'(t) be a semigroup on C(S5).

Definition A.2. The infinitesimal generator A of a strongly continuous semigroup T (t) is defined

by
A — Jim LW~
t—0

whenever the limit exists. The domain of A, D(A), is the set of x € X for which this limit does
exst.

Now, we introduce the concept of a core of an unbounded operator.

Definition A.3. For any unbounded operator between Banach spaces A : X — Y, defined on
D(A) C A, we say A is closed if for any sequence {x,} C D(A) such that x,, — = and Az, — y,
we have x € D(A) and Az = y. If A is closed, we say D is a core of A if for all x € Dom(A),
there exists a sequence {xn} C D such that x,, — x and Az, — Azx. Also, we say A is densely
defined if D(A) is dense in X.

Lemma A.4. [31], Theorem 2.2.6] An infinitesimal generator A of a strongly continuous semigroup
is closed and densely defined.

The next lemma is a practical tool for identifying the core of an infinitesimal generator.

Lemma A.5. T(t) be a strongly continuous semigroup on a Banach space X. U(t) be a corre-
sponding resolvent operator. Let D be a dense subset of X such that one of the following holds.

(1) D is closed under T(t) for all t > 0.
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(2) D is closed under U(t) for some t > 0.

Then D is a core of infinitesimal generator of T(t).
Proof. For (1), see [13, Theorem 1.9]. For (2), follow the proof in |7, Theorem 1.34]. O

Now, for a compact metric space S, let X = C(S) and T'(¢) be a Feller semigroup on X. Let £
be the infinitesimal generator of T'(¢). The next lemma belongs to a generator of a Feller process.

Lemma A.6. The following holds.
(1) f=sUsg, g€ C(S). Then f € D(L) and f—1Lf =g.
(2) For feC(S) andt >0, 3¢ > 0,

n n ct
—Un =T < — .
|(Gus) 1 -r0s]| = el
Proof. See [29] Theorem 3.16]. O

APPENDIX B. DIRICHLET PROBLEM AND HEAT KERNEL ESTIMATE

This section is devoted to providing a brief overview of the Dirichlet problem and heat kernel

estimates related to the probabilistic perspective.

B.1. A Dirichlet problem. These results are from [I8, Remark 7.5]. Suppose we have an elliptic
operator of the form
Lu = a" (m)Diju + biDiu

is given on R™. Consider a bounded continuous functions k : R® — [0,00) and ¢ : R" — R. Let
Q) C R" be a bounded open domain. Take a function f : 02 — R. The Dirichlet problem is to find
a continuous function u : Q@ — R such that such that u is of class C?(f2) and satisfies the elliptic
equation

Lu—ku= —gin Q,

u= f on Of.

For 0 < 8 < 1, we assume the following conditions.

(B.1)

(1) L is uniformly elliptic,

(2) a¥, b, k,g are 3-Holder continuous on R”, and

(3) every point a € 9 has the exterior sphere property; that is, there exists a ball B(a) such

that B(a) N = () and B(a) N 9N = {a},

(4) f is continuous.
According to [I7, Theorem 6.13], there exists a unique function u of class C2#(Q2) N C(Q), which
solves (B.I)).

From [I8, Corollary 4.29] and [I8, Remark 4.30], it is established that there exists a unique

solution to the martingale problem associated with L. Subsequently, the following theorem is
derived from [I8] Proposition 7.2].

Theorem B.1. Let 7o = inf{t > 0: X; ¢ Q}. Under the above conditions the unique solution u
of (B) can be written as

u(z) =K, [f(Xm> exp (— IS kz(Xs>ds) [T o en (— / t kz()@)ds) dt] .

where E, is the expectation with respect to the probability measure P, under which X is a solution

of martingale problem associated with L.
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B.2. Heat kernel estimates. In this section, we provide estimates of heat kernel for the process
X on R™, which is the solution to the martingale problem associated with the operator L as

described in the previous section. We first define a heat kernel associated with the process X.

Definition B.2. A function p : (0,00) X R™ x R™ — [0, 00) is called the heat kernel of the process
X if for allt >0 and z,y € R",

E.[f(X¢)] = . f)p(t, z,y)dy.

The following lemma, taken from [33, display (1.2)], provides an estimate for the heat kernel of
the process X.

Lemma B.3. Under the assumptions above, there exists the heat kernel p of the process X. Fur-

thermore, there exists positive constants c; and Ky depending only on L such that

|z — gyl

p(tazay) S Klt_% €xXp <Cl t

> for all xz,y € Q, t> 0.

Let Q be a bounded open domain in R”. Consider a killed process X so that the process is
killed upon exiting 2. Since a transition density for the killed process is less or equal to a transition
density for the original process, we obtain the same heat kernel estimate for the killed process.
Therefore, we have the following.

Corollary B.4. Fixz a § > 0. There exists the heat kernel po(t,z,y) associated with the killed

process X*. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C depending only on § such that

pa(t,z,y) <C, forall z,y €, |x—y|>0, t>0.
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