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A Γ-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 (Gesù et al., SIAM 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 α > 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 N1+α, the condensed site

moves according to a Markov chain on G, showing metastable behavior among condensed states.

The time scales N2 and N1+α are called the pre-metastable and metastable time scales. This

behavior is conjectured to be encapsulated in the level-two large deviation IN of the zero-range

process. Precisely, the Γ-expansion of IN is expected to be:

IN =
1

N2
K+

1

N1+α
J ,

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 Γ-expansion by developing a method-

ology for Γ-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 Γ-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 (XN
t )∞N=1 or (Xβ

t )β≥0 and consider the limiting behavior of this sequence

in the regime N → ∞ or β → ∞. Here N usually stands for the mesh size of the discretized

space (e.g., random walks in a potential field, Ising or Potts model [11, 26, 27]) or the number

of particles in the condensing interacting particle systems (e.g., zero-range processes or inclusion

processes [5, 19, 20, 32]), while β 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 (XN
t )∞N=1.

Metastability encompasses two distinct temporal behaviors: metastable and pre-metastable

dynamics. We characterize a sequence of processes (XN
tθN

)∞N=1 as exhibiting metastable behavior

at the time scale θN if the accelerated process remains within specific regions of the state space for

an extended period before transitioning almost instantaneously to another region. These regions

are referred to as metastable valleys. Conversely, the pre-metastable time scale σN precedes the

metastable time scale, during which the accelerated process (XN
tσN

)∞N=1 tends to be absorbed into

these valleys.

The foundation for analyzing metastable behavior was laid by the potential theoretic approach

[8, 9], 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, Beltrán 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 [5, 21, 32],

establishing that θN = N1+α is 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 σN = 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. Gesù and Mariani [16] initially introduced the Γ-

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 Γ-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 Γ-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 Γ-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 L be a generator of a Markov process Xt on S. Let Lt be the

empirical measure of the process Xt defined as

Lt =
1

t

∫ t

0

δXs
ds,

where δx is the Dirac measure at x ∈ S. Therefore, we may consider Lt as a random variable on

the space of probability measures on S, denoted by P(S). Under an assumption that the process

Xt is irreducible, for any starting point x ∈ S, as t→ ∞, the empirical measure Lt converges to a

unique stationary probability measure π 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(S),

− inf
µ∈Å

I(µ) ≤ lim inf
t→∞

min
x∈S

1

t
logPx(Lt ∈ A) ≤ lim sup

t→∞
max
x∈S

1

t
logPx(Lt ∈ A) ≤ − inf

µ∈Ā
I(µ).

Here, Px stands for the probability measure of the process Xt starting at x ∈ S, and Å and Ā are

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

defined by

I(µ) = sup
u>0

−
∑

x∈S

Lu(x)

u(x)
µ(x).

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

the process Xt. For the case that L is reversible, by [14, Theorem 5],

I(µ) = 〈
√

f, (−L)
√

f〉π (1.1)

for all µ ∈ P(S), where f = dµ
dπ

.

Even when S is infinite, a similar theory can be developed if S is compact and L serves as the

generator of a Feller process on S, given that it satisfies certain nice properties. Precise descriptions

can be found in [14]. In this case, the large deviation rate function K is defined by

K(µ) = sup
u>0

−
∫

S

Lu

u
dµ,

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 Γ-expansion, we

introduce a notion of Γ-convergence.

Fix a Polish space X and a sequence (UN : N ∈ N) of functionals on X , UN : X → [0,+∞].

The sequence UN Γ-converges to the functional U : X → [0,+∞] if and only if the following two

conditions are met:

(i) Γ-liminf. The functional U is a Γ-liminf for the sequence UN : for each x ∈ X and each

sequence xN → x, we have that

lim inf
N→∞

UN(xN ) ≥ U(x) . (1.2)

(ii) Γ-limsup. The functional U is a Γ-limsup for the sequence UN : for each x ∈ X there exists

a sequence xN → x such that

lim sup
N→∞

UN(xN ) ≤ U(x) . (1.3)

The application of Γ-convergence to large deviation theory is concisely summarized in [30].

Supppose a sequence of functionals IN : P(Ξ) → [0,+∞) are given. Using Γ-convergence, we

define a full Γ-expansion of level-two large deviation rate functions, which gives the asymptotics

of functional IN in a precise way in the regime N → ∞. For two positive sequences (αN , N ≥ 1)

and (βN , N ≥ 1), we denote by αN ≺ βN if αN/βN → 0 as N → ∞. Then, we have the following

definition.

Definition 1.1. A full Γ-expansion of IN is given by the speeds (θ
(p)
N , N ≥ 1), 1 ≤ p ≤ q, and the

functionals I(p) : P(Ξ) → [0,+∞], 0 ≤ p ≤ q, if:

(a) The speeds θ
(1)
N , . . . , θ

(q)
N are sequences such that θ

(1)
N → ∞, θ

(p)
N ≺ θ

(p+1)
N , 0 ≤ p < q;
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(b) Denote the zero set of I(p) by N(p). Then IN Γ-converges to I(0), and for each 1 ≤ p ≤ q,

θ
(p)
N IN Γ-converges to I(p) on N(p−1);

(c) For 1 ≤ p ≤ q, N(p) ( Np−1 and N(q) is a singleton;

(d) For 0 ≤ p < q, I(p+1)(µ) is finite if, and only if µ belongs to the 0-level set of I(p);

Then, the full Γ-expansion of IN reads as

IN = I(0) +

q
∑

p=1

1

θ
(p)
N

I(p). (1.4)

For the case when JN 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(0) ) N(1) ) · · · ) N(q). Additionally,

definition (d) suggests that θ
(p+1)
N is the first time scale at which a non-trivial improbability of the

set of measures in N(p) becomes apparent. Heuristically, we can interpret N(p) as a set of common

empirical measures at the time scale θ
(p)
N , where an increasing sequence of time scales establishes

a hierarchy of these sets.

If there exists a τ satistying the following conditions:

(e) There exists a finite set M = {x1, . . . , xκ} such that N(τ) = {∑j∈S wjδxj
: w ∈ P(S)},

where S = {1, . . . , κ},
choose the smallest such τ . Then we refer to the time scales θ

(1)
N , . . . , θ

(τ)
N as the pre-metastable time

scales and θ
(τ+1)
N , . . . , θ

(q)
N as the metastable time scales. Heuristically, the point set M represents

the set of metastable valleys, and the full Γ-expansion implies that meaningful behaviors about

M cannot be observed before the scale θ
(τ+1)
N ; 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 N2 and one metastable time scale N1+α.

In this paper, we aim to calculate the full Γ-expansion of the large deviation rate function

for a zero-range process under a uniform measure condition. To derive this full Γ-expansion, we

introduce a general framework for proving the Γ-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 Γ-convergence to a resolvent approach to metastability,

first introduced in [25]. Using the resolvent equation, we developed a general tool to handle the

Γ-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 Γ-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 Γ-convergence. Despite these challenges, assuming the

existence of a certain limiting diffusion and the reversibility of the process, we extended the results

in [14] to calculate the level-two large deviation rate function associated with the limiting diffusion.

This approach enabled us to obtain the Γ-convergence of the rate functions for the pre-metastable

time scales. This result is discussed through Sections 5–7. Finally, throughout Sections 8–13, we
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apply this general framework to zero-range processes and calculate the full Γ-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 Γ-expansion of it by analyzing the Γ-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| = κ ≥ 2, and let X(t) : 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(x, y) for some r : S × S → [0,∞). For convention, we take r(x, x) = −∑y 6=x r(x, y) for all

x ∈ S. The invariant measure of the Markov process X(·) is denote by m(·), namely,
∑

y∈S

m(y)r(y, x) = 0 for all x ∈ S.

Here, m(x), 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(x) = κ−1 for all x ∈ S. (2.1)

The reason for this assumption is explained in Section 2.6.

For f : S → R, the generator LS associated with the Markov process X(·) can be written as

(LSf)(x) =
∑

y∈S

r(x, y)(f(y) − f(x)), x ∈ S.

Now, we choose the stickiness function which is determined by the number of particles in a site.

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

α > 1. Let a : N → R be a function defined by

a(n) =







1 if n = 0,

nα if n ≥ 1.

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

g(n) =







1 if n = 0,

a(n)/a(n− 1) if n ≥ 1.

For N ∈ N, the set HN ⊂ NS , representing the set of configuration of N particles on S, is defined

by

HN = {η = (ηx)x∈S ∈ NS :
∑

x∈S

ηx = N}. (2.2)
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The zero-range process {ηN (t) : t ≥ 0} is defined as a continuous-time Markov process on HN

associated with the generator

(LNf)(η) =
∑

x,y∈S

g(ηx)r(x, y)(f(η
x,y)− f(η)) ; η ∈ HN , (2.3)

for f ∈ HN → R, where ηx,y ∈ HN is the configuration obtained from η by sending a particle from

site x to y. More precisely, ηx,y = η if ηx = 0, and if ηx ≥ 1,

(ηx,y)z =















ηz − 1 if z = x

ηz + 1 if z = y

ηz otherwise.

2.2. Stationary measure. For η ∈ NS , let

a(η) =
∏

x∈S

a(ηx) . (2.4)

Then the unique stationary probability ρN (·) of the zero-range process defined above on HN is

given by

ρN(η) =
Nα

ZS,N

1

a(η)
; η ∈ HN , (2.5)

where ZS,N represents the partition function that make ρN a probability measure, that is,

ZS,N = Nα
∑

η∈HN

1

a(η)
.

Define constants Γ(α) and ZS by

Γ(α) =

∞
∑

j=0

1

a(j)
, ZS := κΓ(α)κ−1. (2.6)

The series converges because α > 1.

Proposition 2.1. [5, Proposition 2.1]. The positive constant ZS depending only on κ and α

satisfies

lim
N→∞

ZS,N = ZS . (2.7)

2.3. Euclidean embedding. Let Ξ ⊂ RS be a set of non-negative coordinates whose sum is 1,

that is,

Ξ = {(ξx)x∈S ∈ RS : ξx ≥ 0 for all x ∈ S and
∑

x∈S

ξx = 1}.

Noting that HN consists of coordinates summing to N , we embed HN into RS as the following:

ιN : HN → Ξ, (ιN (η))x :=
ηx
N
. (2.8)

Let ΞN be the image of HN under ιN , that is,

ΞN := ιN (HN ).

Consequently, ΞN becomes a subset of Ξ, characterized by coordinates that are rational numbers

with N in their denominators.

Let P(Ξ) be the space of probability measures on Ξ. We introduce the rate functional IN
on P(Ξ) using the embedding ιN . We first define the level-two large deviation rate function

IN : P(HN ) → [0,+∞] as
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IN (ν) := sup
u:HN→R>0

∫

HN

−LNu

u
dν, ν ∈ P(HN ). (2.9)

Now, let IN be the rate functional on P(Ξ) defined by the following:

IN (µ) :=







IN (ν), µ = νι−1
N if µ(ΞN ) = 1,

+∞ otherwise.
(2.10)

In the first case, ν is uniquely determined since ιN is injective. We understand IN as a pushforward

of IN under ιN .

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 (ℓN )N∈N be a sequence of positive integer satisfying ℓN ≤ N
2 . Let us define Eℓ,x

N , for each

x ∈ S, as a family of disjoint subsets of HN given as

Eℓ,x
N

:= {η ∈ HN : ηx ≥ N − ℓN} .

Define sets

Eℓ
N =

⋃

x∈S

Eℓ,x
N and ∆ℓ

N = HN \
(

⋃

x∈S

Eℓ,x
N

)

. (2.11)

For briefness, we omit the superscript ℓ when its meaning is evident from the context. The sets Ex
N ,

x ∈ S, represent the metastable states within the dynamics ηN (·), 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 (XN )N∈N and a sequence of disjoint valleys

({Ex
N : x ∈ S})N∈N of XN are given. For a sequence of generators (LN)N∈N of Markov processes

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

Condition RL. For all λ > 0 and g : S → R, the unique solution FN : XN → R of the resolvent

equation (2.12) is asymptotically constant in each set Ex
N :

(λ − LN )FN = GN :=
∑

x∈S

g(x)χEx
N
, (2.12)

lim
N→∞

sup
η∈Ex

N

∣

∣FN (η) − f(x)
∣

∣ = 0 , x ∈ S ,

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

(λ− L) f = g .

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 ρN is the stationary measure of the zero-range process.

Theorem 2.2. For any ℓN → ∞ with ℓN ≤ N
2 ,

lim
N→∞

ρN(∆N ) = 0, lim
N→∞

ρN (Ex
N ) =

1

κ

for all x ∈ S.

The metastable behavior of the zero-range process occurs at the time scale θN = N1+α. To

address condition RL, it is necessary to define a limiting Markov process, which is denoted by L
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in condition RL. 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 × S → [0,∞). 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) :=
1

2

∑

x,y∈S

m(x)r(x, y)(f(y) − f(x))(g(y) − g(x)),

For any disjoint subsets A,B ⊂ 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, x ∈ S \ (A ∪B),

f = 1, x ∈ B,

f = 0, x ∈ A.

Definition 2.4. Define constants Γ(α) and Iα by

Γ(α) := 1 +

∞
∑

n=1

1

nα+1
, Iα :=

∫ 1

0

uα(1− u)αdu.

Define a generator of Markov process L on S given by

(Lf)(x) =
κ

Γ(α)Iα

∑

y∈S

capS(x, y)(f(y)− f(x)), x ∈ S, (2.13)

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

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

teaches us that condition RL holds for a certain (ℓN )N∈N. The proof is presented in Section 8.

Theorem 2.5. For ℓN = ⌊N 1
2(κ−1) ⌋, condition RL holds for a generator N1+αLN and (Ex

N )x∈S.

2.5. Γ-convergence on metastable time scale. For x ∈ S, define ξx ∈ Ξ such that (ξx)y = δx,y

for y ∈ S. Thus ξx represents a configuration with a condensation at x. This notion leads to an

embedding ιS : S → Ξ of S into Ξ, defined by

ιS(x) = ξx for x ∈ S. (2.14)

Define a functional J on P(Ξ) by

J (µ) :=











sup
u:S→R>0

∫

S
−Lu

u
dν, µ = νι−1

S if
∑

x∈S

µ(ξx) = 1,

+∞ otherwise.
(2.15)

Theorem 2.6. A sequence of rate functions N1+αIN Γ-converges to J .

According to (1.2) and (1.3), it is noted that the lim sup part of the previous theorem requires

arguments for existence, whereas the lim inf 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 lim inf 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

α. To introduce the generator of this diffusion, the domain must first be defined. We denote by

Cn(Ξ), n ≥ 1 the set of functions F : Ξ → R which are n-times continuously differentiable in the

interior of Ξ and have continuous derivatives up to order n on the boundary of Ξ. For a function

F ∈ C1(Ξ), ∂xF denotes the partial derivative with respect to the variable x, and ∇F stands for

the gradient of F .

Let {vx ∈ RS : x ∈ S} be the vectors defined by

vx :=
∑

y∈S

r(x, y)(ey − ex), x ∈ S, (2.16)

where r is a jump rate of LS and {ex : x ∈ S} represents the canonical basis of RS . Define the

vector field b : Ξ → RS by

b(ξ) := α
∑

x∈S

1{ξx 6= 0}mx

ξx
vx,

where mx is a constant satisfying

(1) lim
n→∞

n( g(n)
mx

− 1) = α for all x ∈ S,

(2) mx is a stationary measure of the Markov process generated by LS ,

from [2, display (2.1)]. Setting mx = 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 [1]. Additionally, it is expected that N2 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 (2.1).

Definition 2.7. For each x ∈ S, let DS
x , be the space of functions H in C2(Ξ) for which the map

ξ 7→ [vx · ∇H(ξ)]/ξx1{ξx > 0} is continuous on Ξ, and let DS
A := ∩x∈ADS

x , ∅ ( A ⊂ S.

Let us now introduce the generator for the limiting diffusion. Let L : C2(Ξ) → R be the second

order differential operator given by

(LF )(ξ) := b(ξ) · ∇F (ξ) + 1

2

∑

x,y∈S

r(x, y)(∂x − ∂y)
2F (ξ). (2.17)

Now, we characterize the limiting diffusion as the solution of the martingale problem corre-

sponding to (L,DS
S ). Denote by C(R+,Ξ) the space of continuous trajectories with the topology of

uniform convergence on bounded intervals. For t ≥ 0, we denote by ξt : C(R+,Ξ) → Ξ the process

of coordinate maps on time t and by (Ft)t≥0 the generated filtration Ft := σ(ξs : s ≤ t). We say a

probability measure P on C(R+,Ξ) is a solution for the L-martingale problem if, for any H ∈ DS
S ,

H(ξt)−
∫ t

0

(LH)(ξs)ds, t ≥ 0 (2.18)

is a P-martingale with respect to the filtration (Ft)t≥0. Then we have a unique solution to the

martingale problem.

Theorem 2.8. [2, Theorem 2.2] For each ξ ∈ Ξ, there exists a unique probability measure on

C(R+,Ξ), denoted by Pξ, which starts at ξ and is a solution of the L-martinagale problem.

Furthermore, the process is Feller. Its proof is presented in Section 10.
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Proposition 2.9. The Markov process coming from the solution (Pξ)ξ∈Ξ 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 DS be a domain of L in C(Ξ) and DS
+ be a set of positive

functions in DS . We have solved the martingale problem over a set DS
S , so it ensures that DS

S is

a subset of DS . However, they are not necessarily equal, and actually DS is larger. The level-two

large deviation function of the limiting diffusion is defined as

K(µ) := sup
u∈DS

+

∫

Ξ

−Lu

u
dµ. (2.19)

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

r(x, y) = r(y, x) for all x, 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 Γ-convergence of the sequence of rate functions without

calculating K explicitly, but to the author’s knowledge, no such method is available. Therefore,

we prove some inequalities for the rate functions K 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 N2IN Γ-converges to K.

Note that the proof of the lim inf part of Theorem 2.10, as described in Section 5, does not require

the reversibility assumption. Therefore, reversibility is necessary for the proof of the lim sup part

of the Γ-convergence.

Let us embed the set S into Ξ by ιS as in (2.14) so treat S as a subset of Ξ. From Lemma 13.3,

we have

K(µ) = 0 if and only if µ(S) = 1 for all x ∈ S.

Therefore, from the point of Definition 1.1, it seems like the time scales N2 and N1+α are the only

time scales that appear in the full Γ-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 Ξ via ιS as in (2.14). Define XS : P(Ξ) →
[0,+∞] by

XS(µ) =







0 if µ(S) = 1,

+∞ otherwise.
(2.21)

Also, define US : P(Ξ) → [0,+∞] by

US(µ) =







0 if µ(ξx) = 1
κ
for all x ∈ S,

+∞ otherwise.
(2.22)

These functionals are used to represent the Γ-limit of the rate functions in the time scales which

are neither N2 nor N1+α.

Proposition 2.11. Fix any positive sequence θN . Then the following holds.

(1) If θN ≺ N2, we have (Γ lim)N→∞θNIN = 0.

(2) If N2 ≺ θN ≺ N1+α, we have (Γ lim)N→∞θNIN = XS.
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(3) If N1+α ≺ θN , we have (Γ lim)N→∞θNIN = US.

Remark that any time scale except N2 and N1+α does not appear in the full Γ-expansion of

level-two large deviation rate function IN in the sense of Definition 1.1. Therefore, we have:

Theorem 2.12. The full Γ-expansion of IN in (1.4) is given as

IN =
1

N2
K +

1

N1+α
J .

In the next section, we present a general framework for Γ-convergence of rate functions associated

with stochastic dynamical systems with metastable behavior, as demonstrated throughout Sections

4–7. Following those sections, we apply the theorems presented in Section 3 to the zero-range

process and prove the main results in this section.

3. Main Results for Γ-Convergence of Level-Two Large deviations

Throughout this section, we present a general framework for Γ-convergence of rate functions

associated with stochastic dynamical systems with metastable behavior. We discuss conditions

necessary for Γ-convergence at both a metastable time scale and a diffusive time scale. We as-

sume that the generator of the Markov process, AN , indexed by N , is already accelerated by the

appropriate time scale, either θN or σN from Section 1. Consequently, AN 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 Γ-convergence at the diffusive time scale, as discussed in Section

3.3. 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

Γ-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 XN be a finite discretization of X with an immersion ιN : XN → X . Let AN

be a generator of a given irreducible Markov process on XN , which is expected to have a (pre-

)metastable behavior as N → ∞. Let sN be a stationary measure of AN on XN . Let D(R+, X)

be the space of càdlàg functions from R+ to X . For ξN ∈ XN , let PN
ξN

be a probability measure

on D(R+, XN ) which is a solution of the martingale problem associated with the generator AN

starting at ξN . Let IN be a rate function on P(XN) defined by

IN (ν) = sup
u:XN→R>0

∫

XN

−ANu

u
dν. (3.1)
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Finally, let IN be a rate function on P(X) defined by a pushforward of IN under ιN :

IN (µ) = sup
ν∈P(XN ),µ=νι

−1
N

IN (ν). (3.2)

3.2. Γ-convergence at a metastable time scale. Recall the notion of metastability from Sec-

tion 2.4. 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 ιN : XN → X, {Ex
N ⊂ XN , x ∈ S} are called metastable valleys with limit A if

(1) For all x 6= y ∈ S, Ex
N ∩ Ey

N = ∅.

(2) The valley Ex
N and A satisfy condition RA, which is defined in Section 2.4.

For sets U, V ⊂ X , let md(U, V ) be the maximal distance between U and V :

md(U, V ) = sup
ζ∈U,ξ∈V

d(ζ, ξ).

Suppose an immersion ιS : S → X is given. The two conditions for Γ-convergence are stated as

follows.

Condition (M0) There exists a metastable valleys {Ex
N : x ∈ S} with limit A such that

md(ιN (Ex
N ), ιS(x)) → 0 as N → ∞ for all x ∈ S.

Condition (M0*) Suppose condition (M0) is in force. Fix the metastable valley from condition

(M0). For all strictly increasing sequence of positive integers (Nk)k∈N and νNk
∈ P(XNk

), the

inequality

sup
k∈N

INk
(νNk

) <∞

implies lim sup
k→∞

νNk
(∆Nk

) = 0, where ∆Nk
= XNk

\⋃x∈S Ex
Nk

.

From the generator A in condition (M0), we define the rate function I on P(S) by

I(ν) = sup
u:S→R>0

∫

S

−Au
u
dν. (3.3)

Using the rate function I, we define the rate function I on P(X) by a pushforward of I under ιS :

J(µ) = sup
ν∈P(S):µ=νι−1

S

I(ν). (3.4)

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

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

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that condition (M0) is in force. Then the sequence of rate functions IN

and J satisfies the Γ-lim sup condition. Furthermore, if condition (M0*) is in force additionally,

the sequence satisfies the Γ-lim inf condition either, so the sequence IN Γ-converges to J.

Remark 3.3. Condition (M0*) might seem to be too restrictive, but it can be obtained from the

following condition: for any δ > 0, we have

sup
ξN∈XN

PN
ξN

[ξδ ∈ ∆N ] = oN (1), (3.5)

where ξδ is the process at time δ. This fact can be proved by the same argument as in the proof of

Proposition 9.1.

Intuitively, the condition (M0*) contains a similar implication to (3.5), that is, the process

quickly absorbs into the metastable valleys. This kind of condition is necessary to ensure the Γ-

limit of the rate functions does not blow up.
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3.3. Γ-convergence at a diffusive time scale. Let D(R+, XN ), D(R+, X) be the space of

càdlàg functions from R+ to XN , X respectively. The map ιN : XN → X induces a map ιDN :

D(R+, XN ) → D(R+, 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 Pξ be a probability measure on D(R+, X)

which is the distribution over the paths of the process generated by A starting at ξ ∈ X . Let

(Pt)t≥0 be a Feller semigroup generated by A. For simplicity, we abbreviate it as (Pt). Remark

that for f ∈ C(X),

Ptf(ξ) = Pξ[f(ξt)]

holds for all t ≥ 0 and ξ ∈ X . Therefore, Pt extends to a positive Borel function. Let D be a

domain of the Feller process A in C(X). Let K be a rate function on P(X) defined by

K(µ) = sup
u:X→R>0,

u∈D

∫

X

−Au
u
dµ. (3.6)

The following conditions are needed to ensure a Γ-convergence at a diffusive time scale.

Condition (D0) For all sequence (ξN ∈ XN )N∈N with ιN (ξN ) converges to ξ ∈ X , PN
ξN

◦ (ιDN )−1

converges to Pξ in the Skorohod topology.

Condition (D1) The space X is decomposed into a disjoint union of Borel sets X = ∪β∈CX̊β

for some finite partially ordered index set (C,≤) equipped with a Radon measure λβ on X̊β. Let

Xβ = ∪γ≤βX̊γ . Let B(X), B(X̊β) be sets of Borel functions on X , X̊β respectively.

(D1.1) Suppose a probability measure µ ∈ P(X) is supported on Xβ. Then for all t > 0, µPt is

supported on Xβ .

(D1.2) For all ξ ∈ Xβ and t > 0, δξPt|X̊β
≪ λβ , where (·)|

X̊β
is a restrction of a measure to X̊β.

(D1.3) For a function f ∈ L2(λβ) ∩ B(X̊β), let f̄ ∈ B(X) be an extension of f to X such that

f̄ |
X̊β

= f and f̄ |
X̊γ

= 0 for γ 6= β. Then the transition kernel Pt induces a bounded linear

operator P β
t on L2(λβ) by defining

P β
t f = (Ptf̄)|X̊β

.

(D1.4) For all β ∈ C, the operator (P β
t )t≥0 is a self-adjoint strongly continuous contraction semi-

group on L2(λβ).

Condition (D1*) Suppose condition (D1) is in force. Let Lβ be the generator of the semigroup

P β
t on L2(λβ). Since P

β
t is a self-adjoint contraction, Lβ is self-adjoint and non-positive. Thus we

may define the operator
√
−Lβ using the spectral theorem. Let Dβ be the domain of

√
−Lβ in

L2(λβ). Define the energy functional Qβ on Dβ by

Qβ(f) =

∫

X̊β

(
√

−Lβf
)2

dλβ =

∫

X̊β

−f(Lβf)dλβ .

Then the following holds:

(D1*.1) For all β ∈ C, there exists a subset Dβ,0 ⊂ Dβ such that Dβ,0 is dense in Dβ in the graph

norm of Qβ , that is, for all f ∈ Dβ , there exists a sequence (fn)n∈N in Dβ,0 such that

fn → f in L2(λβ) and Q
β(fn) → Qβ(f).
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(D1*.2) For all (fβ ∈ Dβ,0)β∈C, there exist sequences of functions fβ
N : XN → R for each β ∈ C

such that for all β 6= γ ∈ C,

((fβ
N )2dsN )ι−1

N

weakly−−−−→ (fβ)2dλβ and ((fβ
Nf

γ
NdsN )ι−1

N

weakly−−−−→ 0, (3.7)

lim
N→∞

∫

XN

−fβ
N (ANf

β
N )dsN = Qβ(fβ), lim

N→∞

∫

XN

−fγ
N(ANf

β
N)dsN = 0. (3.8)

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that condition (D0) is in force. Then the sequence of rate functions IN

and K satisfies the Γ-lim inf condition. Assume that condition (D1), (D1*) is in force addition-

ally. For µ on P(X), decompose it as

µ =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)µ(·|X̊β).

Then

K(µ) =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)Q
β





√

dµ(·|X̊β)

dλβ



 (3.9)

holds. Furthermore, the sequence IN Γ-converges to K.

Remark 3.5. To prove (3.9), it is sufficient to consider condition (D1) alone. However, for the

sake of simplicity, this part has been omitted.

Intuitively, condition (D0) says that the process is well approximated by the discretization and

the Γ-lim inf directly follows from this condition. Therefore, conditions (D1) and (D1*) give more

information about the structure of the rate function K and this gives the Γ-lim sup result. For the

sets X̊β 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 K.

Also, conditions (D1*.1)–(D1*.2) are needed to establish an approximating argument in order to

obtain the Γ-lim sup result.

Note that the generator AN 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 (2.20).

Through Sections 4–7, 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 2.

4. Proof of Theorem 3.2

We divide the proof of Theorem 3.2 into two parts: the Γ-lim sup part and the Γ-lim inf part.

Suppose the generator A over S is given by a jump rate R : S × S → R≥0.

4.1. Γ-limsup part. Fix a non-singular measure µS ∈ P(S), that is,

µS(x) > 0 for all x ∈ S.

Let µ be a measure on X such that µ = µSι
−1
S . By Lemma B.4 and B.5 in [22], it is enough to

show the Γ-limsup condition for these types of µ ∈ P(X).
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From Corollary A.5 in [22], there exists a function h : S → R where µS is the stationary measure

of tilted generator Mh, given by

[(MhA)f ](x) =
∑

y∈S

e−h(x)R(x, y)eh(y)[f(y)− f(x)] for f : S → R. (4.1)

From (4.1),
∑

y∈S

e−h(x)R(x, y)eh(y)[f(y)− f(x)] =e−h(x)
∑

y∈S

R(x, y)eh(y)[f(y)− f(x)]

=e−h(x)(
∑

y∈S

R(x, y)eh(y)f(y)− f(x)
∑

y∈S

R(x, y)eh(y))

=e−h(x)(A(ehf)(x)− f(x)A(eh)(x)).

In short, we can write

(MhA)f = e−h(A(ehf)− fAeh).

The direct consequence of this formula is the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Given a probability measure µS on S, for all φ : S → R, suppose we have an equality

∑

x∈S

[

−Aφ(x)
eh(x)

+
φ(x)

e2h(x)
Aeh(x)

]

µS(x) = 0

for the generator A of an irreducible Markov process. Then µS is the unique stationary probability

measure for tilded generator MhA. Reversely, if µS is the stationary probability measure for tilded

generator MhA, the equality holds for all φ : S → R.

Take a family of neighborhood {Ex
N , x ∈ S} from condition (M0). Fix λ > 0 and solve a

resolvent equation

(λ −A)eh = k,

(λ−AN )HN = KN :=
∑

x∈S

k(x)χEx
N
, (4.2)

for each N ∈ N. The constant λ is chosen large enough in Proposition 4.3. Before that, the next

lemma ensures the positivity of the solution.

Lemma 4.2. There exists N0 ∈ N such that HN is strictly positive for all N ≥ N0.

Proof. Let EN = ∪x∈SEx
N and ∆N = XN \EN . From condition RA, we have that HN approximates

h on EN . So there exists N0 ∈ N so that for all N ≥ N0, HN is positive on EN . Then HN satisfies

a resolvent equation

(λ−AN )HN = 0 on ∆N ,

HN = HN on EN .

Let (ηNt )t≥0 be a process generated by AN on XN and τEN
be a hitting time of the set EN . Then

HN (η) = Eη[e
−λτENHN (ητEN

)] for all η ∈ XN .

This equation implies that HN is strictly positive for all N ≥ N0. �

From Lemma 4.2, we have HN > 0 for a large enough N . Therefore, we can take a stationary

measure νN ∈ P(XN ) of tilded generator MlogHN
. Then define µN ∈ P(X) as a pushforward

measure of νN , that is, µN := νN ι
−1
N . Remark that µN is depending on λ.
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Proposition 4.3. There exists a large enough positive λ so that for all x ∈ S, we have

lim
N→∞

νN (Ex
N ) = µS(x).

Therefore a sequence (µN ) weakly converges to µ.

Proof. Recall a function h : S → R from (4.1). Fix a large enough λ > 0 so that (λ − 2)eh(x) >

|Aeh(x)| holds for all x ∈ S. Now, solve two resolvent equations

(λ−A)eh = k, (λ− 1−A)eh = k′,

(λ−AN )HN = KN :=
∑

x∈S

k(x)χEx
N
, (λ− 1−AN )H ′

N = K ′
N :=

∑

x∈S

k′(x)χEx
N
.

From Lemma 4.1,

0 =

∫

XN

(

−ANH
′
N

HN

+
H ′

NANHN

H2
N

)

dνN =

∫

XN

(

K ′
N − (λ− 1)H ′

N

HN

+
H ′

N (λHN −KN)

H2
N

)

dνN .

So we have
∫

XN

−H
′
N

HN

dνN =

∫

XN

HNK
′
N −H ′

NKN

H2
N

dνN . (4.3)

Computing the right hand side of (4.3), we get
∫

XN

HNK
′
N −H ′

NKN

H2
N

dνN =
∑

x∈S

∫

Ex
N

HNK
′
N −H ′

NKN

H2
N

dνN

=
∑

x∈S

eh(λ− 1− L)eh − eh(λ− L)eh

e2h
(x)νN (Ex

N ) + oN (1)

= −
∑

x∈S

νN (Ex
N ) + oN (1).

On the other hand, computing the left-hand side of (4.3) gives
∫

XN

−H
′
N

HN

dνN =

∫

∆N

−H
′
N

HN

dνN −
∑

x∈S

νN(Ex
N ) + oN (1).

Therefore,
∫

∆N

H ′
N

HN

dνN = oN (1). (4.4)

From the condition (λ − 2)eh(x) > |Aeh(x)|, we have 2k′ ≥ k. Therefore, for large enough N

which makes H ′
N ≥ 0, we have

2(K ′
N +H ′

N ) ≥ 2K ′
N ≥ KN .

Since (λ −AN )−1 is a positive operator, we obtain

2H ′
N = (λ −AN )−1(2K ′

N + 2H ′
N) ≥ (λ −AN )−1KN = HN .

Therefore, from (4.4), we get

νN (∆N ) = oN (1). (4.5)

Fix a function φ : S → R. Now, solve a resolvent equation

(λ−A)φ = ψ,

(λ−AN )ΦN = ΨN :=
∑

x∈S

ψ(x)χEx
N
.
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From condition RA, we have that ΦN approximates φ on EN . Then

0 =

∫

XN

(

−LNΦN

HN

+
ΦNANHN

H2
N

)

dνN =
∑

x∈S

∫

Ex
N

(
ΨN

HN

− KN

H2
N

)dνN

=
∑

x∈S

(

−Aφ
eh

+
φ

e2h
Aeh

)

(x)νN (Ex
N ) + oN (1). (4.6)

Suppose νN (Ex
N ) does not converges to µS(x) for some x ∈ S. Since

∑

x∈S

νN(Ex
N ) = 1− νN (∆N ) = 1 + oN (1),

we may take a limit point (τ(x))x∈S ∈ RS of {(νN (Ex
N ))x∈S : N ∈ N}. From (4.5), we have that τ

is a probability measure on S. Then (4.6) implies an equality

∑

x∈S

(

−Aφ
eh

+
φ

e2h
Aeh

)

(x)τ(x) = 0,

which means τ is the stationary measure of tiled generator MhA. Since µS was the unique sta-

tionary probability measure of MhA, we have τ = µS , which leads to a contradiction. �

Recall the rate functions IN , IN , I and J from (3.1), (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4), respectively.

Proposition 4.4. An inequality

lim sup
N→∞

IN (µN ) ≤ J(µ)

holds.

Proof. Recall that µN = νN ι
−1
N . From the definition of IN , we have

IN (νN ) ≥ IN (µN ).

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

IN (νN ) =

∫

XN

−ANHN

HN

dνN .

From the direct computation using (4.2) and Proposition 4.3, we get

lim sup
N→∞

IN (νN ) = −λ+ lim sup
N→∞

∫

XN

KN

HN

dνN = lim sup
N→∞

∑

x∈S

∫

Ex
N

−Aeh(x)
eh(x)

dνN = I(µS) = J(µ).

�

4.2. Γ-liminf part.

Proposition 4.5. For any sequence (µN ) in P(X) which converges to µ ∈ P(X),

lim inf
N→∞

IN (µN ) ≥ J(µ). (4.7)

Proof. We first assume that J(µ) < ∞. Then, µ must be concentrated on ιS(S) ⊂ X . Suppose

(4.7) does not hold. Then there exists a sequence (µNk
) in P(X) which converges to µ ∈ P(X)

such that

INk
(µNk

) <∞, lim
k→∞

INk
(µNk

) < J(µ).

Fix ǫ > 0 satisfying 2ǫ < J(µ) − limk→∞ INk
(µNk

). For large enough k, we may take a sequence

(νNk
∈ P(XNk

)) so that

INk
(νNk

) < J(µ)− ǫ, µNk
= νNk

ι−1
Nk
. (4.8)
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From condition (M0), we take shrinking valleys (Ex
N )x∈S satisfying conditionRA: Given a function

f : S → R+, we have a solution of a resolvent equation

(λ−A)f = k,

(λ−ANk
)FNk

= KNk
:=
∑

x∈S

k(x)χEx
Nk
,

satisfying

sup
x∈S

sup
ξ∈Ex

Nk

|FNk
(ξ)− f(x)| = ok(1).

From condition (M0*) and (4.8), we have

lim
k→∞

νNk
(∆Nk

) = 0.

By Lemma 4.2, FNk
is strictly positive for large enough k. Such k, we have

INk
(νNk

) ≥
∫

XNk

−ANk
FNk

FNk

dνNk
= −λ+

∫

XNk

KNk

FNk

dνNk
=
∑

x∈S

−Af(x)
f(x)

νN (Ex
Nk

)+oNk
(1). (4.9)

From the fact that the valleys are shrinking, we have

lim inf
k→∞

νNk
(Ex

Nk
) ≤ lim inf

k→∞
µNk

(ιNk
(Ex

Nk
)) ≤ µ(ιS(x)). (4.10)

Adding up for all x ∈ S gives

lim inf
k→∞

νNk
(XNk

\∆Nk
) ≤ 1. (4.11)

Since limk→∞ νNk
(∆Nk

) = 0, (4.11) and (4.10) are actually equalities. Taking k → ∞ in (4.9)

gives

lim inf
k→∞

INk
(νNk

) ≥
∑

x∈S

−Af(x)
f(x)

µ(ιS(x)).

Finally, taking lim sup on positive f gives

lim inf
k→∞

INk
(νNk

) ≥ J(µ),

which contradicts to (4.8).

For the case J(µ) = ∞, suppose that (4.7) does not hold. Then there exists a sequence (µNk
)

in P(X) which converges to µ ∈ P(X) and satisfies

lim
k→∞

INk
(µNk

) <∞.

Then we can take a sequence (νNk
) in P(XNk

) so that

INk
(νNk

) < INk
(µNk

) + 1, µNk
= νNk

ι−1
Nk
.

From condition (M0*), for valleys (Ex
N )x∈S , we have

lim
k→∞

νNk
(∆Nk

) = 0.

Therefore, µ must be concentrated on ιS(S), so J(µ) <∞. This leads to a contradiction. �

5. Proof of Theorem 3.4: Γ-lim inf part

In this section, we prove the half part of Theorem 3.4: Γ-liminf assuming condition (D0). We

need an approximation result for the Feller processes. The following result is from [15, Theorem

I.6.1].
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Theorem 5.1. A Banach space E is given. For n ∈ N, let En be a Banach space. Suppose a

bounded linear transformation πn : E → En is given for each n. Assume that supn ‖πn‖ < ∞.

Write fn → f if fn ∈ En for each n, f ∈ E, and limn→∞ ‖πnf − fn‖ = 0. For n ∈ N, let {Tn(t)}
and T (t) be strongly continuous contraction semigroups on En and E with generators An and A

respectively. Let D be a core for A. Then the following are equivalent.

(A1) For all f ∈ E, Tn(t)πnf → T (t)f for all t ≥ 0, uniformly on bounded intervals.

(A2) For all f ∈ E, Tn(t)πnf → T (t)f for all t ≥ 0.

(A3) For all f ∈ D, there exists fn ∈ D(En) for each n ≥ 1 such that fn → f and Anfn → Af .

Take EN = C(XN ) and E = C(X). Let πn be a restriction of a function on X to XN . Let A,

AN be generators in Section 3.1 and A a generator of Let PN , P be semigroups generated by AN ,

A respectively. Then we have the following result.

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

Proof. Fix t > 0. Suppose that (A2) does not hold. Then there exists ǫ > 0 and a sequence

Nk → ∞ with ξNk
∈ XNk

,

|PNk,tπNk
f(ξNk

)− Ptf(ξNk
)| ≥ ǫ.

Since X is compact, there exists a subsequence ξNkl
converges to ξ ∈ X as l → ∞. By condition

(D0), PN
ξNkl

converges to Pξ in the Skorohod topology, which leads to a contradiction. Therefore,

condition (A2) holds. �

This lemma implies that condition (A3) in the theorem is satisfied. We use this to prove the

lim inf part of Theorem 3.4.

Proposition 5.3. For any µ on P(X) and any sequence of measures µN in P(X) which weakly

converges to µ, we have

lim inf
N→∞

IN (µN ) ≥ K(µ).

Proof. Fix a probability measure µ ∈ P(X). Take any sequence µN in P(X) which converges

weakly to µ. Suppose there exists a subsequence µNk
which satisfies

lim
k→∞

INk
(µNk

) < K(µ).

Fix F ∈ DS
+, which is a positive function in the domain of the A. From condition (A3) in Theorem

5.1, there exists a sequence FN : XN → R+ which satisfies FN → F and ANFN → AF . Since

FN → F , for large enough N , we have

FN >
1

2
inf
ξ∈Ξ

F (ξ).

We choose νNk
∈ P(XNk

) so that µNk
= νNk

ι−1
Nk

with

INk
(µNk

) +
1

Nk

≥ INk
(νNk

).

Then we have

INk
(µNk

) ≥ INk
(νNk

)− 1

Nk

=

∫

XNk

−ANk
FNk

FNk

dνNk
− 1

Nk

=

∫

X

−AF
F

dµNk
+ ok(1).

Since µNk
converges to µ weakly, taking lim inf as k → ∞ gives

lim inf
N→∞

INk
(µNk

) ≥
∫

X

−AF
F

dµ.
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Taking lim sup on F ∈ DS
+ gives a contradiction. �

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 3.4.

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 (Pt) with a generator A. Let D be a

domain of generator in C(X) and D+ be a subset of D which consists of strictly positive functions.

Let (Pt) act on U which is a collection of all bounded Borel functions on X . Define U0 to be a

collection of all positive Borel functions that are bounded away from zero, namely

U0 := {f ∈ U : f > c for some c > 0.}.

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

Kh(µ) := − inf
u∈U0

∫

X

log

(

Phu

u

)

dµ.

Recall from (3.6) that

K(µ) := − inf
u∈D+

∫

X

Au

u
dµ.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose for all probability measure µ on X and u ∈ U, there exists a sequence (un)

in D satisfying

inf
ξ∈X

u(ξ) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

inf
ξ∈X

un(ξ) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

sup
ξ∈X

un(ξ) ≤ sup
ξ∈X

u(ξ)

and un → u almost everywhere µ on X. Then for any h > 0 and µ ∈ P(X), we have

Kh(µ) ≤ hK(µ).

Proof. For a function u ∈ U0, we need to prove that for all u ∈ U0,
∫

X

logPhudµ−
∫

X

log udµ ≥ −hK(µ). (6.1)

We first show that u ∈ D+ satisfies (6.1). Fix u ∈ D+,

d

dh

∫

X

logPhudµ =

∫

X

APhu

Phu
dµ ≥ −K(µ).

Therefore, we have (6.1) for u ∈ D+.

Now, to prove the lemma, we need to obtain (6.1) for u ∈ U0. Fix u ∈ U0 and take a probability

measure ν = (µ+ µPh)/2. From the assumption, we have a sequence un → u. Let

E = {ξ ∈ X : limun(ξ) 9 u(ξ)}

so we have µ(E) = 0, Phµ(E) = 0. From the given assumption in the lemma, for sufficiently

large n, un uniformly bounded above and below away from 0. Therefore, using the dominated

convergence theorem, we finally obtain
∫

X

logPhundµ =

∫

X

log undµPh
n→∞−−−−→

∫

X

log udµPh =

∫

X

logPhudµ,

∫

X

log undµ
n→∞−−−−→

∫

X

log udµ,

which imply (6.1). �
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Lemma 6.3. For all probability measure µ on X and u ∈ U, there exists a sequence (un) in D
satisfying

inf
ξ∈X

u(ξ) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

inf
ξ∈X

un(ξ) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

sup
ξ∈X

un(ξ) ≤ sup
ξ∈X

u(ξ)

and un → u almost everywhere µ 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 (un) in C(X) such that

inf
ξ∈X

u(ξ) ≤ inf
ξ∈X

un(ξ) ≤ sup
ξ∈X

un(ξ) ≤ sup
ξ∈X

u(ξ), µ({un 6= u}) ≤ 1

2n
.

for all n. Then, we have un → u almost everywhere µ onX . Take vn ∈ D such that |vn−un|∞ < 1
n
.

Then we get vn → u with the desired condition. �

7. Proof of Theorem 3.4: Γ-lim sup part

In this section, we prove (3.9) and the lim sup part of Theorem 3.4, assuming conditions (D0),

(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 3.4. 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 µ ∈ P(X), decompose it as

µ =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)µ(·|X̊β) =
∑

β∈C

µ|
X̊β
.

If K(µ) <∞, then

µ|
X̊β

≪ λβ ,

where λβ is the reference measure on X̊β in condition (D1).

Proof. Define

Kh(µ) := − inf
u∈U0

∫

X

log

(

Phu

u

)

dµ.

where U0 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

Kh(µ) ≤ hK(µ).

So we get

Kh(µ) = sup
u∈U0

∫

X

− log

(

Phu

u

)

dµ <∞. (7.1)

We claim that for all β ∈ C with µ(X̊β) > 0, µ(·|X̊β) is absolutely continuous with respect to λβ .

Fix such β ⊂ C. For a Borel set K contained in X̊β and a > 0, consider a Borel function

ua = (a+ 1)1X\Xβ
+ 1Xβ

+ a1K

in U0. Putting it into the (7.1), we obtain

Kh(µ) ≥
∑

B⊂S

∫

X̊β

− log

(

Phua
ua

)

dµ|Ξ̊B
.
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For β 6= γ ∈ C, we claim that
∫

X̊γ

− log

(

Phua
ua

)

dµ|
X̊γ

≥ 0.

For γ � β,

Phua = ua = 1 on X̊γ ,

so the claim holds. For γ � β,

ua = 1 + a on X̊γ .

So ua achieves its maximal value on every point inside X̊γ for γ 6= β. Therefore, Phua ≤ ua on X̊γ

and the claim holds. So we obtain

Kh(µ) ≥ µ(X̊β)

∫

X̊β

− log

(

Phua
ua

)

dµ(·|X̊β) = µ(X̊β)

∫

X̊β

− log

(

Pha1K + 1

1 + a1K

)

dµ(·|X̊β).

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

Kh(µ) + µ(X̊β) log

(

1 +
aµPh(K)

µ(X̊β)

)

≥ Kh(µ) + µ(X̊β)

∫

X̊β

− log(Pha1K + 1)dµ(·|X̊β)

≥ µ(K) log(1 + a).

Therefore,

Kh(µ) + aµPh(K) ≥ µ(K) log(1 + a).

Subtracting µ(K) and dividing by a, we obtain

µPh(K)− µ(K) ≥ −Kh(µ) + µ(K)(log(1 + a)− a)

a
≥ −Kh(µ) + a− log(1 + a)

a
. (7.2)

Now, suppose that µ|
X̊β

is not absolutely continuous with respect to the uniform measure λβ .

From the Radon–Nikodym theorem, there exists a borel set K contained in X̊β such that µ(K) > 0

and λβ(K) = 0. Let b = µ(K). Condition (D1.2) gives µPh(K) = 0 for all h > 0. Therefore, the

inequality (7.2) becomes

b ≤ Kh(µ) + (a− log(1 + a))

a
.

Sending h → 0 and a → 0 gives a contradiction. Therefore, µ|
X̊β

is absolutely continuous with

respect to λβ . �

Recall the energy functionals (Qβ , β ∈ C) from condition (D1*).

Lemma 7.2. For µ on P(X), decompose it as

µ =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)µ(·|X̊β).

Then

K(µ) ≥
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)Q
β





√

dµ(·|X̊β)

dλβ



 .

Proof. Recall the function Kh from the proof of the previous lemma. Then it satisfies

Kh(µ) ≤ hK(µ).

Fix h > 0 and u ∈ U0. Since − log(x + 1) ≥ −x, we have

Kh(µ) = sup
u∈U0

∫

X

− log

(

Phu

u

)

dµ ≥ sup
u∈U0

∫

X

−Phu− u

u
dµ.
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For β ∈ C with µ(X̊β) > 0, define a Borel function uβ on X as

uβ(X \ X̊β) = 0, uβ |X̊β
=

√

dµ(·|X̊β)

dλβ
.

For µ(X̊β) = 0, define uβ = 0. For β ∈ C, consider a positive constant cβ depending on ǫ and n

which will be determined later. Let unβ := min(uβ , n). Fix ǫ > 0 and take

unǫ =
∑

β∈C

cβu
n
β + ǫ.

Note that
∫

X

−Phu− u

u
dµ =

∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)

∫

X̊β

−Phu− u

u
u2βdλβ .

For β ∈ C, we have
∫

X̊β

−Phu
n
ǫ − unǫ
unǫ

u2βdλβ =

∫

X̊β

−
Ph(cβu

n
β)− cβu

n
β

cβunβ + ǫ
u2βdλβ +

∑

γ�β

∫

X̊β

− Phcγu
n
γ

cβunβ + ǫ
u2βdλβ . (7.3)

Note that we only consider γ ≤ β in the above equation since the absorbing property of the process.

Define Tβ : R≥0 → R≥0 as

Tβ(δ) :=

∫

uβ≤δ

u2βdλβ .

Note that
∫

X̊β

u2βdλβ = 1 implies lim
δ→0

Tβ(δ) = lim
δ→0

∫

uβ≤δ

u2βdλβ = 0.

Observe that
∫

X̊β

Phcγu
n
γ

cβunβ + ǫ
u2βdλβ =

∫

uβ≤δ

Phcγu
n
γ

cβunβ + ǫ
u2βdλβ +

∫

uβ>δ

Phcγu
n
γ

cβunβ + ǫ
u2βdλβ ≤ ncγ

ǫ
Tβ(δ) +

ncγ
cβ(δ ∧ n) + ǫ

.

Now, we choose (cβ) inductively, so (cβ) are fully determined if ǫ, n is fixed. Before doing this, we

first define a height function | · | : C → R≥0 as the maximal length of a process from a minimal

element of C to β. So if β is a minimal element, |β| = 1. Note that this is well-defined since we

assumed that C is finite.

First, if µ(X̊β) = 0, assign cβ = 0. For the other β, if |β| = 1, we choose cβ = 1. For |β| ≥ 2,

before choosing a cβ , we first choose a δβ . Precisely, we choose a δβ small enough such that

sup
γ�β

ncγ
ǫ
Tβ(δβ) ≤ ǫ.

Then we select cβ large enough such that

sup
γ�β

ncγ
cβ(δβ ∧ n) + ǫ

≤ ǫ, cβ ≥ 1.

Then we have
∫

X̊β

Phcγu
n
γ

cβunβ + ǫ
u2βdλβ ≤ 2ǫ.

Therefore, we get
∑

γ�β

∫

X̊β

− Phcγu
n
γ

cβunβ + ǫ
u2βdλβ ≤ 2(2|β| − 1)ǫ.
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For the second term of (7.3), when µ(X̊β) > 0, we have
∫

X̊β

−
Ph(cβu

n
β)− cβu

n
β

cβunβ + ǫ
u2βdλβ =

∫

X̊β

−
Phu

n
β − unβ

unβ + ǫ
cβ

u2βdλβ .

Since cβ ≥ 1, from the dominated convergence theorem, we have

lim
ǫ→0

∫

X̊β

unβ
unβ + ǫ

cβ

u2βdλβ =

∫

X̊β

u2βdλβ = 1.

Also,
∫

X̊β

Phu
n
β

unβ + ǫ
cβ

u2βdλβ =

∫

uβ≤n

Phu
n
β

uβ + ǫ
cβ

u2βdλβ +

∫

uβ>n

Phu
n
β

n+ ǫ
cβ

u2βdλβ .

From the dominated convergence theorem,

lim
ǫ→0

∫

uβ≤n

Phu
n
β

uβ + ǫ
cβ

u2βdλβ =

∫

uβ≤n

(Phu
n
β)uβdλβ .

Also,
∫

uβ>n

Phu
n
β

n+ ǫ
cβ

u2βdλβ ≤
∫

uβ>n

u2βdλβ .

Taking ǫ→ 0 on equation (7.3), we have

lim
ǫ→0

∫

X̊β

−Phu− u

u
u2βdλβ ≥ 1−

∫

uβ≤n

(Phu
n
β)uβdλβ −

∫

uβ>n

u2βdλβ .

Finally, taking n→ ∞, we have

lim
n→∞

(1−
∫

uβ≤n

(Phu
n
β)uβdλβ −

∫

uβ>n

u2βdλβ) =

∫

X̊β

(uβ − Phuβ)uβdλβ .

Therefore, we have

Ih(µ) ≥
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)

∫

X̊β

(uβ − Phuβ)uβdλβ .

So,

I(µ) ≥
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)

∫

X̊β

uβ

(

I − Ph

h

)

uβdλβ .

If E(Λβ) is the spectral measure corresponding to uβ relative to the operator −Lβ, we get

∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)

∫ ∞

0

1− e−hΛβ

h
E(dΛ) ≤ I(µ).

Taking h→ 0 proves that

∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)
∥

∥

∥

√

−Lβuβ

∥

∥

∥

2

L2(λβ)
=
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)

∫ ∞

0

ΛE(dΛ) ≤ K(µ).

�

Now, we use condition (D1*) to prove the lim sup part of Theorem 3.4. To do so, we first define

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

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

µ =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)µ(·|X̊β).
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We say µ is a treatable measure if
dµ(X̊β)
dλβ

∈ Dβ,0 for all β ∈ C with µ(X̊β) 6= 0.

Lemma 7.4. For a treatable probability measure µ in P(X), there exists a sequence of measures

µN in P(X) such that

lim
N→∞

IN (µN ) ≤ K(µ).

Proof. For µ in P(X), decompose it as

µ =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)µ(·|X̊β).

Let fβ =

√

dµ(·|X̊β)
dλβ

. From the definition of treatable measure, we have fβ ∈ Dβ,0. Using condition

(D1*.2), we take sequences of functions fβ
N : XN → R for each β ∈ C, N ∈ N such that (3.7),

(3.8) hold. We define a sequence of measures νN in P(XN ) as

dνN =
1

ZN





∑

β∈C

√

µ(X̊β)f
β
N





2

dsN ,

where ZN is a normalizing constant to make νN a probability measure.

We first claim that ZN converges to 1 as N → ∞. This is from (3.7), calculating the following

integration:

lim
N→∞

ZN = lim
N→∞

∫

XN





∑

β∈C

√

µ(X̊β)f
β
N





2

dsN =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)

∫

X̊β

(fβ)2dλβ = 1.

Also from (3.8), we have

lim
N→∞

IN (νN ) = lim
N→∞

1

ZN

∫

XN

−





∑

β∈C

√

µ(X̊β)f
β
N



AN





∑

β∈C

√

µ(X̊β)f
β
N



 dsN =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)Q
β(fβ).

Taking µN = νN ι
−1
N , we obtain that µN weakly converges to µ from (3.7) and the fact that ZN

converges to 1. This gives the desired result. �

Finally, combining the above lemmas, we obtain (3.9) and the lim sup part of Theorem 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. Fix a treatable measure µ. From Lemma 7.4, there exists a sequence µN

converges to µ such that

lim
N→∞

IN (µN ) =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)Q
β





√

dµ(·|X̊β)

dλβ



 ≤ K(µ).

On the other hand, from Proposition 5.3, we have

lim inf
N→∞

IN(µN ) ≥ K(µ),

so we get

∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)Q
β





√

dµ(·|X̊β)

dλβ



 = K(µ).

Take a general measure µ. Suppose K(µ) is finite. Decompose µ as

µ =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)µ(·|X̊β).
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From Lemma 7.2, we obtain

∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)Q
β





√

dµ(·|X̊β)

dλβ



 <∞.

For β ∈ C such that µ(X̊β) 6= 0, let uβ =

√

dµ(·|X̊β)
dλβ

. From condition (D1*.1), we may take

sequences (unβ ∈ Dβ,0)n∈N for each β such that

lim
n→∞

∫

X̊β

|unβ − uβ |2dλβ = 0, lim
n→∞

Qβ(unβ) = Qβ(uβ). (7.4)

Take vnβ = 1

(
∫
X̊β

(un
β
)2dλβ)

1
2
unβ, which is an normalization of unβ . We still have (7.4) after we replace

uNβ by vNβ since

lim
n→∞

∫

X̊β

(unβ)
2dλβ =

∫

X̊β

(uβ)
2dλβ = 1.

Now we take a sequence of probability measures

µn =
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)(v
n
β )

2dλβ . (7.5)

We directly get µn weakly converges to µ since L1-convergence of a density function implies weak

convergence. Since the rate functional is lower semi-continuous, we have

K(µ) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

K(µn) = lim inf
n→∞

∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)Q
β(vnβ ) =

∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)Q
β(uβ).

From Lemma 7.2, we already have

K(µ) ≥
∑

β∈C

µ(X̊β)Q
β(uβ),

so we obtain (3.9).

Sequence in (7.5) implies that for any µ in P(Ξ), there exists a sequence of treatable measures

µn such that µn weakly converges to µ and

lim
n→∞

K(µn) = K(µ).

In this situation, applying [22][Lemma B.5], Γ-convergence of IN toK follows from the Γ-convergence

on the set of treatable measures. �

8. Preliminary for metastable time scale

From now on, we apply the results in Section 3 to the zero-range process. The next two sections

focus on the metastable time scale θN = N1+α. Most of the results refer to [25].

8.1. Zero-range process and general framework. Sets HN , Ξ in Section 2.3 play the role of

XN , X in Section 3, respectively. So the embedding ιN in Section 2.3 is the embedding ιN in

Section 3. For the metastable time scale, AN in Section 3 is chosen as AN = N1+αLN and we

refer to the result in Section 3.2. It is demonstrated through Section 8 and 9. For the diffusive

time scale, AN in Section 3 is chosen as AN = N2LN and we refer to the result in Section 3.3.

This is illustrated in Section 10, 11, and 12.
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8.2. A resolvent approach to metastability. Recall the definition of EN and ∆N from Section

2.4. Now we define Ĕx
N as

Ĕx
N

:= EN \ Ex
N .

Denote by rN (x, y) the mean-jump rate between the sets Ex
N and Ey

N :

rN (x, y) =
1

ρN (Ex
N )

∑

η∈Ex
N

ρN (η)λN (η)PN
η [τEy

N
< τ+

Ĕy
N

],

where ρN is a stationary measure of the process (ξN ) generated by LN . In this formula, τA, τ
+
A
,A ⊂

HN , stands for the hitting, return time of A, respectively:

τA = inf{t > 0 : ξN (t) ∈ A}.
τ+
A

= inf{t ≥ σ1 : ξN (t) ∈ A}, where σ1 = inf{t ≥ 0 : ξN (t) 6= ξN (0)}.

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

Condition (H0) For all x 6= y ∈ S, the sequence rN (x, y) converges. Denote its limit by r(x, y):

r(x, y) = lim
N→∞

rN (x, y).

Condition (H1) For each x ∈ S, there exists a sequence of configurations (ξxN : N ≥ 1) such that

in ξxN ∈ Ex
N for all N ≥ 1 and

lim
N→∞

max
η∈Ex

N

capN (Ex
N , Ĕx

N )

capN (ξxN , η)
= 0.

Theorem 8.1. [25, Theorem 2.8] Assume that conditions (H0) and (H1) are in force. Then the

solution FN of the resolvent equation (2.1) is asymptotically constant on each well Ex
N in the sense

that

lim
N→∞

max
x∈S

max
η,ζ∈Ex

N

|FN (η)− FN (ζ)| = 0.

Furthermore, let fN : S → R be the function given by

fN (x) =
1

ρN (Ex
N )

∑

η∈Ex
N

FN (η)ρN (η), x ∈ S,

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

[(λ− LY )f ](y) = g(y)

for all y ∈ S such that ρN (∆N )/ρN(Ey
N ) → 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(x, y), introduced in (H0).

Now we prove the Theorem 2.5. The proof is based on the Theorem 8.1 and the results from

[32].

Proof of 2.5. We need to show that conditions (H0), (H1), the condition

ρN (∆N )/ρN(Ey
N ) → 0

hold for the sequence ℓN = ⌊N 1
2(κ−1) ⌋. Each condition holds from [32, Proposition 6.22], [32,

display (6.5)], Theorem 2.2, respectively. �



28 KYUHYEON CHOI

9. Proof of Theorem 2.6

The goal of this section is to prove the Γ-convergence of N1+αIN to the rate function J which

is presented in (2.15). By Theorem 3.2, we have the Γ-convergence if we can show condition (M0)

and (M0*).

9.1. Conditions (M0) and (M0*). Recall the generator L from (2.13):

(Lf)(x) =
κ

Γ(α)Iα

∑

y∈S

capS(x, y)(f(y)− f(x)), x ∈ S,

for f : S → R. For simplicity, define R : S × S → R as

R(x, y) :=
κ

Γ(α)Iα
capS(x, y).

so that R generates the operator L.

From Theorem 2.5, we have condition RL for accelerated generator N1+αLN and Eℓ,x
N with

ℓN = ⌊N 1
2(κ−1) ⌋. From this, condition (M0) is immediate.

Recall that HN is the set of configurations with N particles and ∆N is defined as

∆N = HN \
⋃

x∈S

Eℓ,x
N .

Recall the rate function IN from (2.9). To check condition (M0*), 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, x) for all x, y ∈ S. Take any ℓN such that ℓN ≺ N and ℓN → ∞.

Let ∆N be a set in (2.11). Fix an increasing sequence of natural numbers (Nk)k∈N. For C > 0,

N1+α
k INk

(νNk
) < C for all k ∈ N implies

lim
k→∞

νNk
(∆Nk

) = 0.

In order to prove this proposition, we first analyze the case |S| = 2. Let r(x, y) = r(y, x) = r > 0

for S = {x, y}. Let ηx, ηy ∈ HN be configurations representing condensation such that (ηz)z = N

for z ∈ S. Let B = {ηx, ηy}.

Lemma 9.2. There exists a positive constant c such that for all η ∈ HN \B,

capN (ηx, η)−1 ≤ cη1+α
x .

Proof. From [10, 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

capN (ηx, η)−1 =
ZN,S

Nα
{(N − 1)α +

ηx−1
∑

i=1

iα(N − 1− i)α} ≤ cηα+1
x .

�

For η ∈ HN , let PN
η be a probability measure on D(R+,HN ) generated by LN starting from η.

Lemma 9.3. For any 1 ≤M ≤ N
2 , define a function UN as

UN (ζ) =















ζx
M

if ζx ≤M,

1 if M ≤ ζx ≤ N −M,

N−ζx
M

if ζx ≥ N −M.
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Then for η ∈ HN \B with M ≤ ηx ≤ N −M , we have

PN
ζ [τB > τη] ≤ UN (ζ) for all ζ ∈ HN .

Proof. Observe that UN is a superharmonic function for the generatorLN which satisfies UN (η) = 1

and UN (B) = 0. Therefore,

PN
ζ [τB > τη] = Eζ [u(τη∪B)] ≤ UN(ζ),

where τη∪B is a hitting time of the set η ∪B. �

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
η∈HN

EN
η [τB] = oN (N1+α).

Proof. Let η be a configuration in HN such that ηx = ηy and ηy = ηx. Then from the symmetry,

we have

EN
η [τB] = EN

η [τB ].

Without loss of generality, assume that ηx ≤ ⌊N
2 ⌋. From [10, display (7.1.42)], we have

EN
η [τB ] =

1

capN (η,B)

∑

ζ∈HN

ρ(ζ)Pζ [τB > τη]. (9.1)

We first estimate capN (η,B). Since this is a one-dimensional nearest-neighbor random walk,

we have

capN (η,B) = capN (ηx, η) + capN (ηy, η) ≥ capN (ηx, η)

Fix 0 < ǫ < 1. We divide cases. First, assume that ηx ≥ N ǫ. Consider a constant M = ⌊N ǫ⌋ and

a set ∆N = {η ∈ HN :M < ηx < N −M}. Applying Lemma 9.3 with M , we have

∑

ζ∈HN

ρ(ζ)PN
ζ [τB > τη] ≤

∑

ζ∈HN

ρ(ζ)UN (ζ) ≤2

M
∑

i=1

Nα

ZN,S

1

iα(N − i)α
i

M
+
∑

η∈∆N

ρ(η)

≤ON

(

1

M

M
∑

i=0

1

iα−1

)

+
∑

η∈∆N

ρ(η) = oN (1).

From Lemma 9.2 and (9.1), we have EN
η [τB] = oN (N1+α).

Next, assume that ηx ≤ N ǫ. Then Lemma 9.2 shows

EN
η [τB] =

1

capN (η,B)

∑

ζ∈HN

ρ(ζ)PN
ζ [τB > τη] ≤ cN ǫ(α+1) = oN (Nα+1).

�

Now we begin the proof of Proposition 9.1.

Proof of 9.1. We first handle the case κ = 2. From the Markov property and Lemma 9.4, we have

sup
η∈HN

PN
η [ηδN1+α ∈ ∆N ] = sup

η∈HN

{PN
η [ηδN1+α ∈ ∆N , τB < δNα+1] + PN

η [τB ≥ δNα+1]}

≤ sup
0≤s≤δNα+1

PN
ηx [ηs ∈ ∆N ] + oN (1). (9.2)
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Recall that ρN is a stationary measure of the process generated by LN . Since ρN (ηx) = 1
ZN,S

, we

have

PN
ηx [ηs ∈ ∆N ] ≤ ZN,SP

N
ρ [ηs ∈ ∆N ] = ZN,Sρ(∆N ) = oN (1). (9.3)

Therefore, putting (9.3) into (9.2), we get

sup
η∈HN

PN
η [ηδN1+α ∈ ∆N ] = oN (1). (9.4)

Let PN,t be a transition kernel generated by LN . From Lemma 6.2 and [14, Lemma 4.1], there

exists a function φ : R≥0 → R≥0 such that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 2, increasing, φ(l) → 0 as l → 0, having the

property

‖νPN,t − ν‖TV ≤ φ(tIN (ν)) (9.5)

For δ > 0, putting t = δNα+1, N = Nk into (9.5), we get

|νPNk,δN
α+1
k

(∆Nk
)− ν(∆Nk

)| ≤ ‖νPNk,δN
α+1
k

− ν‖TV ≤ φ(δC). (9.6)

For any ǫ > 0, we can take δ > 0 so that φ(δC) < ǫ. Taking k → ∞ and plugging (9.4) into (9.6)

gives

lim sup
k→∞

νNk
(∆Nk

) ≤ ǫ+ lim sup
k→∞

νPNk,δN
α+1
k

(∆Nk
) = ǫ.

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

For the general case, let r0 = min{r(x, y) : x, y ∈ S, r(x, y) > 0}. Recall that LN is determined

by the jump rates r(x, y). To clarify the dependence, we denote Lr
N as a generator of the zero

range process with the jump rates r(x, y). Also, we denote IrN as a rate function associated with

Lr
N .

We define a degenerated jump rate rx,y : S × S → R≥0 as

rx,y(z, w) = r0 for (z, w) = (x, y), (y, x) and rx,y(z, w) = 0 otherwise.

Take a generator Lrx,y

N and a rate function Ir
x,y

N . We claim that there exists a positive constant c

depending on r such that

Ir
x,y

N (ν) ≤ cIrN (ν) for all N ∈ N, ν ∈ P(Ξ) and x 6= y ∈ S. (9.7)

From (1.1), we have

IrN (ν) =
1

2

∑

z,w∈S

∑

(η,ηz,w)∈HN×HN

ρN (η)g(ηz)r(z, w)

(
√

ν(η)

ρN (η)
−
√

ν(ηz,w)

ρN (ηz,w)

)2

,

and

Ir
x,y

N (ν) =
1

2

∑

(η,ηx,y)∈HN×HN

ρN(η)g(ηx)r0

(
√

ν(η)

ρN (η)
−
√

ν(ηx,y)

ρN (ηx,y)

)2

.

If r(x, y) > 0, (9.7) is obvious. If r(x, y) = 0, we may choose a conneted path x = x1, x2, · · · , xn = y

such that r(xi, xi+1) > 0 for all i. For convenience, let x0 = x and xn+1 = y. Then there exists a

positive constant c such that

n
∑

i=0

ρ(ηxi,xi+1)g(ηxi
)r(xi, xi+1)

(
√

ν(η)

ρ(η)
−
√

ν(ηxi,xi+1)

ρ(ηxi,xi+1)

)2

≥ cρ(η)g(ηx)r0

(
√

ν(η)

ρ(η)
−
√

ν(ηx,y)

ρ(ηx,y)

)2

,
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because of the fact that

inf
N∈N

inf
η∈HN

inf
z,w∈S

ρN (ηz,w)

ρN (η)
> 0 and 1 ≤ g ≤ 2α on N

and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

Fix a positive constant T . Let I2N be a rate function of a zero-range process for S = {x, y} and

r(x, y) = r(y, x) = r0. Let H2
N be a set of configurations in (2.2) for S = {x, y}. We construct a

sequence (ℓTn ) satisfying

(1) 0 ≤ ℓTn ≤ N
2 ,

(2) For all n ∈ N, if a measure ν ∈ P(H2
n) satisfies n

1+αI2n(ν) ≤ T , then ν(∆2
n) < T−1, where

∆2
n = {η ∈ H2

n : ℓTn < ηx < n− ℓTn}.

(3) ℓTn ≺ ℓn and ℓTn → ∞ as n→ ∞.

To construct such a sequence, we take a sequence (ℓTn ) such that 0 ≤ ℓTn ≤ N
2 , ℓ

T
n ≺ ℓn and ℓTn → ∞.

Then there exists N0 ∈ N such that (2) holds for all n ≥ N0 from the result for the case κ = 2.

Then we reassign ℓTn = ⌊n
2 ⌋ before all n < N0.

Take a subset Kx,y
N ,KN of HN as

Kx,y
N = {η ∈ HN : if ηx + ηy = n, then ℓTn < ηx < n− ℓTn}, KN = ∪x,y∈SK

x,y
N .

Before further the argument, we introduce a notation. Let Sx,y = S \ {x, y} ∪ {∗}, identifying x
and y as ∗. Let HSx,y

N be a subset of NSx,y

which consists of points whose coordinate sum is N .

Now, we may interpret an element ζ ∈ HSx,y

N as a set of points in HN such that

ζ = {η ∈ HN : ηz = ζz for z ∈ S \ {x, y}}. (9.8)

Note that for η ∈ ζ, ζ∗ = ηx + ηy. For ζ ∈ HSx,y

N , we define a set ∆ζ
N as a set of configurations in

HN such that

∆ζ
N = {η ∈ HN : η ∈ ζ, ℓTζ∗ < ηx < ζ∗ − ℓTζ∗} = Kx,y

N ∩ ζ.
To prove the claim, we decompose a measure νNk

∈ P(HNk
) as

νNk
=

∑

ζ∈HSx,y

Nk

νNk
(ζ)νNk

(·|ζ).

Then we have the following identities.

(1) νNk
(Kx,y

Nk
) =

∑

ζ∈HSx,y

Nk

νNk
(ζ)νNk

(∆ζ
Nk

|ζ),
(2) Ir

x,y

Nk
(νNk

) =
∑

ζ∈HSx,y

Nk

νNk
(ζ)I2ζ (νNk

(·|ζ)), where I2ζ is a rate function for the zero-range

process with two sites on ζ which has the jump rates r0.

Therefore, we have

νNk
(Kx,y

Nk
) =

∑

ζ
1+α
∗ I2

ζ
(νNk

(·|ζ))≤T

νNk
(ζ)νNk

(∆ζ
Nk

|ζ) +
∑

ζ
1+α
∗ I2

ζ
(νNk

(·|ζ))>T

νNk
(ζ)νNk

(∆ζ
Nk

|ζ)

≤
∑

ζ
1+α
∗ I2

ζ
(νNk

(·|ζ))≤T

νNk
(ζ)

T
+

∑

ζ
1+α
∗ I2

ζ
(νNk

(·|ζ))>T

νNk
(ζ)

ζ1+α
∗ I2ζ (νNk

(·|ζ))
T

≤ 1 +N1+α
k Ir

x,y

Nk
(νNk

)

T
.

Thus we have νNk
(KNk

) ≤
(

|S|
2

) 1+cN
1+α
k

Ir
Nk

(νNk
)

T
.

Finally, we claim that for large enough k, we have ∆Nk
⊂ KNk

. For any η ∈ ∆Nk
, let x, y

be a largest and a second largest elements in S coordinate of η. We claim η ∈ Kx,y
Nk

. Suppose

not. Let n = ηx + ηy . Then we have ηy ≤ ℓTn . Since y is the second largest element, we have
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N − ηx ≤ (|S| − 1)ℓTn . Therefore,

N − ηx ≤ (|S| − 1)ℓTn ≤ ℓn ≤ ℓN

for large k since ℓTn ≺ ℓn. This leads to a contradiction. Therefore, we have ∆Nk
⊂ KNk

for large

enough k. Then we have

lim sup
k→∞

νNk
(∆Nk

) ≤ lim sup
k→∞

νNk
(KNk

) ≤ 1 + c lim supk→∞N1+α
k IrNk

(νNk
)

T
.

Taking T → ∞ gives the result. �

Proposition 9.1 implies that condition (M0*) holds for the reversible zero range process. The

following corollary shows that condition (M0*) 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 Lr
N and IrN from the proof of Proposition 9.1. For a transition r, we

define a transition r∗, rs(x, y) as

r∗(x, y) = r(y, x), rs(x, y) =
1

2
(r(x, y) + r∗(x, y)).

Directly from (2.3) and (2.5), we have that Lr∗

N is an adjoint of Lr
N in L2(ρN ). Therefore, for any

measure ν ∈ P(HN ), letting f =
√

dν
dρN

, we have

IrN (ν) ≥
∫

HN

−fLr
NfdρN =

∫

HN

−fLrs

N fdρN = Ir
s

N (ν).

Therefore, we have IrN ≥ Ir
s

N . This implies condition (M0*) holds for the non-reversible zero range

process. �

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 2.6. This plays a crucial role in the proof of the

Γ-limsup part of Theorem 2.10.

10.1. Behavior after absorption. Recall the processes (Pξ, ξ ∈ Ξ) from Theorem 2.8 which are

solutions to the L-martingale problem (2.18). According to [2], the processes exhibit an absorbing

behavior.

Proposition 10.1. [2, Proposition 2.3] For ξ in Ξ, let N(ξ) = {x ∈ S : ξx = 0}. For any ξ ∈ Ξ,

the set N(ξt) is increasing in inclusion relation Pξ 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 ξ ∈ ΞA, it will remain within ΞA in

probability 1. Therefore, the probability measure Pξ on C(R+,Ξ) can be restricted to C(R+,ΞA).

That restricted probability measure can be described using a family of generators which describes

each step of an absorption. For each ∅ ( A ⊂ S, consider the simplex

ΞA := {ξ ∈ RA
≥0 :

∑

x∈A

ξx = 1},
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and the space C2(ΞA) of functions f : ΞA → R which are twice-continuously differentiable on the

interior of ΞA and have continuous second derivatives upto ΞA. Denote by

rA = {rA(x, y) : x, y ∈ A}

the jump rates of the trace of the Markov process generated by LS on A. Let {vA
x : x ∈ A} be

the vectors in RA defined by vA
x :=

∑

y∈A r
A(x, y)(ey − ex), where {ex : x ∈ A} stands for the

canonical basis of RA. and let bA : ΞA → RA be the vector field defined by

bA(ξ) := α
∑

j∈A

1

ξx
vA
x 1{ξx > 0}, ξ ∈ ΞA.

Similar to DS
A from Definition 2.7, we define DA

B for ∅ ( B ⊂ A, the space of functions H in

C2(ΞA) for which the map ξ 7→ vA
x · ∇H(ξ)/ξx is continuous on ΞA for x ∈ B, and let LA be the

operator which acts on functions in C2(ΞA) with the following equation.

(LAf)(ξ) := bA(ξ) · ∇f(ξ) + 1

2

∑

x,y∈A

rA(x, y)(∂x − ∂y)
2f(ξ),

for ξ ∈ ΞA.

Then the following proposition holds.

Proposition 10.2. [2, Proposition 2.4] Fix ξ in Ξ and assume that N(ξ) = {x ∈ S : ξx = 0} 6= ∅.

Let A = N(ξ)c. Take a measure Pξ which is a solution L-martingale problem with starting point ξ.

Let PA
ξ denote the restriction of Pξ on C(R+,ΞA). Then the measure PA

ξ solves the LA-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, Ξ = ΞS ,

in Section 11.

10.2. Extension maps. Recall that LS is the generator corresponding to jump rates r(x, y),

x, y ∈ S. For each x ∈ A, let uAx : S → [0, 1] be the only LS-harmonic extension on S of the

indicator function of x on A. In other words, uAx is the solution to






uAx (y) = δx,y for y ∈ A

(LSu
A
x )(y) = 0 for y ∈ S \A.

Take B = S \A. Now, define a projection map γA : Ξ → ΞA as

[γA(ξ)]x = ξx +
∑

y∈B

uAx (y)ξy , x ∈ A

Then γA can be represented by a |A| × |S| matrix, with uAx comprising the x-th row. Let LA

denote the generator of the trace process whose jump rate is rA. From equations in [2, Section

3.B], we have the following result.

Proposition 10.3. Consider γA, LS, LA as |A| × |S|, |S| × |S|, |A| × |A| matrices, respectively.

Then

γALS(γA)
† = LA. (10.1)

Now, define an extension map EA : C(ΞA) → C(Ξ) by

EAf(ξ) = f(γA(ξ)).
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Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 10.4. [2, Lemma 3.1] For any function f ∈ C2(ΞA), the function EAf is a function in

DS
B where B = S \A.

This is a natural way to extend a function on ΞA to Ξ and it will be used in Section 12.

10.3. Approximation of limiting diffusion. Let XN
t be a Markov process on HN generated by

N2LN . Mapping this process to ΞN by ιN in (2.8), we obtain a process ξNt on ΞN . For ξN ∈ ΞN ,

let PN
ξN

be the probability measure on D(R+,Ξ) induced by the process ξNt starting at ξN . The

following theorem shows that PN
ξN

somehow approximates Pξ, which is induced by the limiting

diffusion.

Theorem 10.5. [2, Theorem 2.6]. Let ξN ∈ ΞN be a sequence converging to ξ ∈ Ξ. Then, PN
ξN

converges to Pξ in the Skorohod topology.

Additionally, limiting diffusion is Feller continuous.

Proposition 10.6. [2, Proposition 7.10] Let (ξn) be a sequence in Ξ converging to ξ ∈ Ξ. Then,

Pξn converges to Pξ 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 ∅ ( B ⊂ S, let

‖ξ‖B := (
∑

x∈B

ξ2x)
1
2 .

Lemma 10.7. Fix a positive ǫ. For any ξ0 ∈ Ξ, there exists a function φǫξ0 : Ξ → R+ such that

φǫξ0 ∈ DS
S , φ

ǫ
ξ0
(ξ0) > 0 and φǫξ0 (ξ) = 0 if ‖ξ0 − ξ‖S > ǫ.

Proof. For ξ ∈ Ξ, let N(ξ)c = A, from Proposition 10.2. Take B = S \ A. From [2, Lemma 4.1],

there exists a nonnegative, smooth function IB : Ξ → R in DS
B and constants 0 < c1 < C1 < ∞

such that for all ξ ∈ Ξ,

c1‖ξ‖B ≤ IB(ξ) ≤ C1‖ξ‖B.
For δ > 0, take any function fδ in C2(ΞA) such that fδ(ξ0) > 0 and fδ(ξ) = 0 if ‖ξ0 − ξ‖S > δ.

Then, we consider a harmonic extension of EAfδ. From Lemma 10.4, we get EAfδ ∈ DS
B. Now,

consider a smooth function χδ : R → R with the property:

χδ(t) = 1 if t ≤ 0, χδ(t) = 0 if t ≥ δ and χδ is decreasing.

Now define a function φδ = (χδ ◦ IB)(EAfδ). From the fact that IB,EAf ∈ DS
B, we have φδ ∈ DS

B.

We claim that for small enough δ, φδ ∈ DS
x for all x ∈ A. For ξ ∈ Ξ, suppose φδ(ξ) 6= 0. Then we

get

IB(ξ) < δ and EAfδ(ξ) = f(γA(ξ)) > 0.

This implies

‖ξ‖B <
δ

c1
and ‖γA(ξ)− ξ0‖S ≤ δ.

Since

[γA(ξ)]x = ξx +
∑

y∈B

uAx (y)ξy,

direct computation using Cauchy inequality gives

‖γA(ξ) − ξ‖S ≤ (1 + |A|
√

|B|)‖ξ‖B.
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Therefore, we have

‖ξ − ξ0‖S ≤ ‖ξ − γA(ξ)‖S + ‖γA(ξ)− ξ0‖S ≤ (1 +
1 + |A|

√

|B|
c1

)δ.

Taking δ small, we have φδ is supported near ξ0. This means that φδ is zero if ξx is small enough

for x ∈ A. Therefore, we have φδ ∈ DS
x , x ∈ A. �

Using this lemma, we have the following result.

Lemma 10.8. For any ǫ > 0, there exists a finite collection of functions χ1, · · · , χm ∈ DS
S such

that

(1)
∑m

i=1 χi = 1,

(2) supp(χi) ⊂ B(ξi, ǫ) for some ξi ∈ Ξ.

Proof. From Lemma 10.7, we have a function φξ0 for each ξ0 ∈ Ξ. Observe that

Ξ =
⋃

ξ0∈Ξ

{ξ ∈ Ξ : φǫξ0(ξ) > 0}.

Since Ξ is compact, we have a finite collection of functions φǫξ1 , · · · , φǫξm such that

Ξ =

m
⋃

i=1

{ξ ∈ Ξ : φǫξi(ξ) > 0}.

Define a function χi = φǫξi/
∑m

j=1 φ
ǫ
ξj
. Clearly, χi ∈ C2(Ξ). Now, we prove that χi ∈ DS

x for all

x ∈ S. Fix any ξ0 ∈ Ξ with (ξ0)x = 0. From direct computation, we get

lim
ξ→ξ0,ξx>0

vx · ∇χi(ξ)

ξx
=

vx

ξx
·
∇φǫξi(ξ)(

∑m
j=1 φ

ǫ
ξj
(ξ)) − φǫξi(ξ)(

∑m
j=1 ∇φǫξj (ξ))

(
∑m

j=1 φ
ǫ
ξj
(ξ))2

= 0.

Therefore, we have χi ∈ DS
x for all x ∈ S from the definition of DS

x in (2.7). �

Proof of 2.9. From Proposition 10.6, it is enough to show that the semigroup of this process is

strongly continuous. Let Pt be a semigroup of the process ξt. For a function f ∈ DS
S , we have

lim
t→0

‖Ptf − f‖∞ = 0

from the martingale equation (2.18). So Pt is strongly continuous on DS
S . Therefore, it is enough

to show that DS
S is dense in C(Ξ). Fix a function f ∈ C(Ξ) and ǫ > 0. Since Ξ is compact, for any

ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that ‖f(ξ) − f(ξ′)‖ < ǫ if ‖ξ − ξ′‖S < δ. For such δ, take a finite

collection of functions χ1, · · · , χm ∈ DS
S from Lemma 10.8. Take g =

∑m
i=1 f(ξi)χi. Then we have

for all ξ ∈ Ξ,

|f(ξ)− g(ξ)| ≤
m
∑

i=1

|χi(ξ)f − χi(ξ)f(ξi)| =
∑

χ(ξ)>0

|χi(ξ)f − χi(ξ)f(ξi)| ≤ ǫ.

Since g ∈ DS
S , we have DS

S is dense in C(Ξ). �

11. Condition (D1) for Zero-Range Process

Throughout this section, we check condition (D1) for the limiting diffusion.

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

state space Ξ into a finite number of sets indexed by a finite partial order set. For ∅ ( A ⊂ S, let
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Ξ̊A be the subset of ΞA defined by

Ξ̊A = {ξ ∈ Ξ : ξx > 0 for all x ∈ A, ξy = 0 for all y ∈ S \A}.

Observe that if |A| ≥ 2, Ξ̊A is the interior of ΞA. For convenience, we abbreviate Ξ̊S as Ξ̊.

Now, consider a partially ordered set C defined by

C = {A ⊂ S : ∅ ( A ⊂ S}

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

Define a function πA(ξ) = (
∏

x∈A ξx)
α on Ξ. Define a measure λA on ΞA by

dλA = π−1
A dmA,

where dmA denotes the uniform measure on ΞA. For convenience, when A = S, we abbreviate the

function πS as π and the measure λS as λ. This λA is the reference measures on ΞA 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. For x ∈ Ξ̊, let δx be a Dirac measure at x. For t > 0, let δxPt|Ξ̊ be a distribution

of ξt started at x restricted to Ξ̊. Then for all t > 0, δxPt|Ξ̊ is absolutely continuous with respect

to uniform measure on Ξ̊.

Proof. For any convex smooth open subset Ω of Ξ̊, we consider a killed process of ξt which is killed

upon its first exit time of Ω. Denote the transition kernel of the killed process by pΩ(t,x,y), t > 0,

x,y ∈ Ω. To be specific, it satisfies
∫

Ω

pΩ(t,x,y)f(y)dm(y) = Ex[f(ξt)1{ξs∈Ω for all 0≤s≤t}],

where m is a uniform measure on Ω. From Corollary B.4, we know that the kernel exists. Fix any

compact subset K of Ξ̊ and ǫ > 0. We claim that there exists a constant CK > 0 such that

δxPt(A) ≤ CKm(A) (11.1)

for all A ⊂ K. Take a convex smooth open subset Ω1 of Ξ̊ such that K ∪{x} ⊂ Ω1. Take a convex

smooth open subset Ω2 of Ξ̊ such that Ω̄1 ⊂ Ω2 and

2 sup
ξ∈∂Ω2

φ(ξ) < inf
ξ∈∂Ω1

φ(ξ), (11.2)

where φ(ξ) = (
∏

x∈S ξx)
α+1. For z ∈ Ξ̊, Let Pz be a measure given as a solution of (2.18). For

a Borel set B ⊂ Ξ, denote the first hitting time of B by τB . Fix A ⊂ K. From strong Markov

property, we obtain

Px[ξt ∈ A] = Px[ξt ∈ A, τ∂Ω1 ≤ t] + Px[ξt ∈ A, τ∂Ω1 > t] (11.3)

≤ sup
0≤s≤t

sup
z∈∂Ω1

Pz[ξs ∈ A] +

∫

A

pΩ1(t,x,y)m(dy).

Similarly, we have

sup
0≤s≤t

sup
z∈∂Ω1

Pz[ξs ∈ A] ≤ sup
0≤s≤t

sup
w∈∂Ω2

Pw[ξs ∈ A] + sup
0≤s≤t

sup
z∈∂Ω1

∫

A

pΩ2(t, z,y)m(dy). (11.4)
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Let τ = τ∂Ω1 ∧ τ∂Ξ. Since φ is superharmonic function on Ξ̊, for w ∈ ∂Ω2, we get

φ(w) ≥ Ew[φ(ξτ )] ≥
(

inf
ξ∈∂Ω2

φ(ξ)

)

Pw[τ∂Ω1 < τ∂Ξ].

Then (11.2) implies that

sup
w∈∂Ω2

Pw[τ∂Ω1 < τ∂Ξ] <
1

2
.

Therefore, we get

sup
0≤s≤t

sup
w∈∂Ω2

Pw[ξs ∈ A] ≤ 1

2
sup

0≤s≤t

sup
z∈∂Ω1

Pz[ξs ∈ A]. (11.5)

Joining (11.4) and (11.5) gives

sup
0≤s≤t

sup
z∈∂Ω1

Pz[ξs ∈ A] ≤ 2 sup
0≤s≤t

sup
w∈∂Ω2

∫

A

pΩ2(t, z,y)m(dy). (11.6)

Applying Corolloary B.4, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

2 sup
0≤s≤t

sup
w∈∂Ω2

∫

A

pΩ2(t, z,y)m(dy) ≤ Cm(A).

Since sup
y∈Ω1

pΩ1(t,x,y) < ∞, (11.3) and (11.6) gives (11.1). Finally, to show that δxPt|Ξ̊ is

absolutely continuous with respect to uniform measure on Ξ̊, we take an increasing sequence of

compact subsets Kn of Ξ̊ such that ∪nKn = Ξ̊. For any A ⊂ Ξ̊ with m(A) = 0, decompose it as

A = ∪nAn, An = A ∩Kn \Kn−1 where K0 = ∅. From (11.1), we have

δxPt(An) = 0.

Therefore, we get δxPt(A) = 0. �

Lemma 11.2. For any probability measure µ ∈ P(Ξ), let µPt|Ξ̊ be a distibution of ξt started at

initial distribution µ restricted to Ξ̊. Then for all t > 0, µPt|Ξ̊ is absolutely continuous with respect

to uniform measure on Ξ̊.

Proof. Using the fact that the process absorbed into the boundary ∂Ξ, we have the identity

µPt|Ξ̊ =

∫

Ξ

δxPt|Ξ̊dµ(x) =
∫

Ξ̊

δxPt|Ξ̊dµ|Ξ̊(x).

This equation and Lemma 11.1 imply the desired result. �

11.2. L2 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 L2 space. Recall that it was mentioned

that the reversibility assumption is essential to calculate the rate function I(µ). This is because

the property of (Pt) in Proposition 11.13, 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 (D1.4) are directly derived

from the absorption property because (PA
t ) in condition (D1.3) turns out to be the identity map

on L2(ΞA, λA) ≃ 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, (Ut)t≥0 is the resolvent operator corresponding to (Pt)t≥0. Precisely,

it is given by

Ptf(ξ) = Eξ[f(ξt)], Utf(ξ) =

∫ ∞

0

e−tsPsf(ξ)ds.
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We consider Ξ as the closed subset of an Euclidean space

A := {ξ ∈ RS :
∑

x∈S

ξx = 1}

with the boundary

∂Ξ = {ξ ∈ Ξ : ∃x ∈ S, ξx = 0}.
Let Ξ̊ denotes the interior of Ξ.

For k ∈ N ∪ {∞}, define sets of functions as

Ck(Ξ̊) := {f : Ξ̊ → R : f is k-times continuously differentiable on Ξ̊},
Ck

c (Ξ̊) := {f : Ξ̊ → R : f ∈ Ck(Ξ̊), f is compactly supported},
Ck(Ξ̊,Ξ) := {f : Ξ → R : f ∈ C(Ξ), f |Ξ̊ ∈ Ck(Ξ̊)}
Ck

c (Ξ̊,Ξ) := {f : Ξ → R : f ∈ Ck(Ξ̊,Ξ), f |Ξ̊ ∈ Cc(Ξ̊)}.

Remark that we omit k when k = 0.

Definition 11.3. For f ∈ C(Ξ), define the domain DS of L as

DS := {f ∈ C(Ξ) : lim
t→0

Ptf − f

t
∈ C(Ξ)}.

Recall DS
S from Definition 2.7. Note that DS

S ⊂ DS , but these sets are not necessarily identical.

Therefore, it is unclear how f ∈ DS is mapped by the operator L. However, the following lemma

ensures that Lf can be calculated for f ∈ DS ∩ C2(Ξ̊,Ξ).

Lemma 11.4. Take f ∈ DS ∩ C2(Ξ̊,Ξ). For ξ ∈ Ξ̊, Lf is computed as

(Lf)(ξ) = b(ξ) · ∇f(ξ) + 1

2

∑

x,y∈S

r(x, y)(∂x − ∂y)
2f(ξ). (11.7)

Proof. Note that for f ∈ DS
S , we can calculate Lf using (11.7). Fix ξ ∈ Ξ̊ and a open neighborhood

U of ξ. Take a function g ∈ C∞
c (Ξ̊,Ξ) such that g = 1 on U . Then we have fg ∈ DS

S . To show

(11.7), it is enough to show that

L(fg)(ξ) = L(f)(ξ).

Let h = fg − f . Take a smaller open neighborhood V of ξ such that V̄ ⊂ U . Then we take a

smooth function k which satisfies k = 0 on V̄ and k = 1 on U c. Since k ∈ DS
S , Lk(ξ) = 0 by (2.17).

Let K = supξ∈Ξ |h(ξ)|. Then we have |h| ≤ Kk. Finally, we get

|Lh(ξ)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

lim
n→∞

Pth(ξ)− h(ξ)

t

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ lim
n→∞

Pt|h|(ξ)
t

≤ lim
n→∞

PtKk(ξ)

t
= 0.

�

Lemma 11.5. For x, y ∈ S, define vx,y as

vx,y :=

√

r(x, y)

2
(ex − ey). (11.8)

Then for f : DS ∩ C2(Ξ̊,Ξ) → R, we have

(Lf)π−1 =
∑

x 6=y

(vx,y · ∇)(π−1vx,y · ∇f) on Ξ̊. (11.9)

Remark that vx,y + vx,y = 0 because of the reversibility assumption on (2.20).
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Proof. Recall that ex is a vector in RS with (ex)y = δx,y, y ∈ S. For any vector p and q in RS , we

have

p · ∇(π−1(q · ∇)f) = (p · ∇π−1)(q · ∇f) + π−1(p · ∇)(q · ∇)f. (11.10)

Observe that

(ex − ey) · ∇(π−1)(ξ) = α

(

1

ξy
− 1

ξx

)

π−1(ξ).

Now, plug vx,y into p, q in (11.10) and sum it for all (x, y) ∈ S × S, x 6= y. �

Before we proceed, we refer to a cutoff generator Lǫ for ǫ > 0 from [2, Lemma 6.2]. Let

bǫ(ξ) = α
∑

x∈S

1

ǫ ∨ ξx
vx, ξ ∈ A,

where vx is defined in (2.16). Thus, for every ǫ > 0, bǫ : Rn → Rn is a bounded, continuous vector

field which coincides with b on

Λǫ = {ξ ∈ Ξ : min
x∈S

ξx ≥ ǫ}.

Note that for all ǫ > 0 and F ∈ DS
S ,

LǫF (ξ) = bǫ(ξ) · ∇F (ξ) +
1

2

∑

x,y∈S

r(x, y)(∂x − ∂y)
2F (ξ), ξ ∈ Λǫ.

Let (ξt)t≥0 be the coordinate maps in the path space C([0,∞),A). Let (Ft)t≥0 be the filtration

Ft = σ(ξs : s ≤ t). Denote by hǫ the exit time from Λǫ:

hǫ := inf{t > 0 : ξt /∈ Λǫ}, ǫ > 0.

Denote by Qǫ
ξ, ξ ∈ Ξ, the unique solution of the Lǫ-martingale problem starting at ξ. Recall that

Pξ is the unique solution of the L-martingale problem starting at ξ. Then [2, Lemma 6.2] gives

that for all ǫ > 0, Pξ = Qǫ
ξ on Fhǫ

. Using this cutoff, we can show the following lemma.

Lemma 11.6. Let (Ut)t≥0 be a resolvent operator induced by (Pt)t≥0. Fix s > 0. For f ∈
DS ∩C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ), f(∂Ξ) = 0, define g = Usf . Then g ∈ DS ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ).

Proof. It is enough to prove for f ≥ 0. Consider a Dirichlet problem

−Lǫuǫ + suǫ = f in Λǫ

uǫ =
f

s
on ∂Λǫ.

(11.11)

From Theorem B.1, there exists a unique solution uǫ ∈ C2(Λǫ) of (11.11) and it has a representation

uǫ(ξ) = Eξ

[

∫ hǫ

0

f(ξt)e
−stdt

]

+ Eξ

[

f(ξhǫ
)

s
e−shǫ

]

, ξ ∈ Λǫ, (11.12)

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

ξ. Since Qξ is the unique solution of the martingale problem and Pξ = Qǫ
ξ on Fhǫ

, we may take

the expectation by Pξ.
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Now we consider uǫ as a Borel function on Ξ by extending them to 0 on Ξ\Λǫ. Fix h ∈ C∞
c (Ξ).

For small enough ǫ such that Λǫ contains supp(h), we have

−
∫

Ξ̊

Lhuǫdλ = −
∫

Λǫ

Lǫhuǫπ
−1dm =

∫

Λǫ

∑

x 6=y

(vx,y · ∇)(π−1(vx,y · ∇)h)uǫdm

=

∫

Λǫ

∑

x 6=y

(vx,y · ∇uǫ)(vx,y · ∇h)π−1dm

=

∫

Λǫ

∑

x 6=y

(vx,y · ∇)(π−1(vx,y · ∇)uǫ)hdm

= −
∫

Λǫ

Lǫuǫhdλ =

∫

Λǫ

(f − suǫ)hdλ,

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

u(ξ) = Eξ

[∫ τ

0

f(ξt)e
−stdt

]

, ξ ∈ Ξ,

where τ = inf{t ≥ 0 : ξt ∈ ∂Ξ}. From the definition of the resolvent operator and the absorption

property,

g(ξ) = Eξ

[∫ ∞

0

f(ξt)e
−stdt

]

= u(ξ) on Ξ.

Applying the dominated convergence theorem to (11.12), we have

lim
n→∞

∫

Ξ̊

Lhuǫdλ =

∫

Ξ̊

Lhgdλ, lim
n→∞

∫

Ξ̊

(f − suǫ)hdλ =

∫

Ξ̊

(f − sg)hdλ.

Therefore, we get
∫

Ξ̊

π−1(s− L)hgdm =

∫

Ξ̊

fhπ−1dm.

Since π−1(s − L) is an elliptic operator acting on C∞
c (Ξ̊), the elliptic regularity theorem implies

that the smoothness of g comes from the smoothness of f . Therefore, g ∈ DS ∩C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ). �

The next lemma shows that non-negative functions in C(Ξ) and Lp(λ) can be approximated by

non-negative functions in C∞
c (Ξ).

Lemma 11.7. Let C∞
c,+(Ξ) be a set of nonnegative functions in C∞

c (Ξ). For any f ∈ Lp(λ) with

f ≥ 0, there exists a sequence (fn) in C
∞
c,+(Ξ̊) such that fn ↑ f in Lp(λ).

Proof. Use denseness of Cc(Ξ̊) in L
p(λ) to approximate f with nonnegative continuous functions.

Then the standard mollification technique gives a smooth approximation. �

Now, we analyze the relation between a boundary decay and the semigroup.

Proposition 11.8. Let Dα+1 := {f ∈ C(Ξ) : |f(ξ)| ≤ c
∏

x∈S ξ
α+1
x , ∃c > 0}. Also, define

DS
α+1 := {f ∈ DS : |f(ξ)| ≤ c

∏

x∈S ξ
α+1
x , ∃c > 0}. Then the following holds.

(1) Suppose f ∈ Dα+1. Then Ptf ∈ Dα+1 for all t > 0.

(2) Suppose f ∈ DS
α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ). Then Utf ∈ DS

α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ) for all t > 0.

(3) Pt : Dα+1 → Dα+1 is a contraction with respect to Lp(λ)-norm for all p ≥ 1.

Proof. To prove (1), let φ(ξ) =
∏

x∈S ξ
α+1
x . Then for ξ ∈ Ξ̊,

Lφ(ξ) = b(ξ) · ∇φ(ξ) + 1

2

∑

x,y∈S

r(x, y)(∂x − ∂y)
2φ(ξ) = −φ(ξ)

∑

x 6=y

r(x, y)
α + 1

ξxξy
≤ 0.
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Therefore, φ is superharmonic. So, Pt preserves Dα+1.

To prove (2), apply (1) and Lemma 11.6.

To prove (3), we first consider a case when p = 1. Take a non-negative function f ∈ DS
α+1 ∩

C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ). Take g = sUsf for some s > 0. From (2), g ∈ DS
α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ).

Fix a positive δ > 0. Using Sard’s theorem, we can find a δ′ with 0 < δ′ < δ such that δ′ is a

regular value. Therefore, if we consider a compact domain defined by

Kδ′ := {ξ ∈ Ξ : g(ξ) ≥ δ′},

g−1(δ′) is a smooth boundary of it. Applying Lemma 11.5 and the divergence theorem to the

domain Kδ′ ,
∫

Kδ′

Lgπ−1dm =

∫

Kδ′

∑

x 6=y

(vx,y · ∇)(π−1(vx,y · ∇)g)dm =

∫

∂Kδ′

vx,yπ
−1(vx,y · ∇)g · ~ndS,

where dS is a surface measure on ∂Kδ′ and ~n is a unit normal vector on ∂Kδ′ . Since δ
′ is regular,

|∇g| does not vanish on ∂Kδ′ . Moreover, we know that the gradient is perpendicular to the

boundary. Therefore, we have ~n = − ∇g
|∇g| . Inserting it into the integrand, we obtain

∫

∂Kδ′

vx,yπ
−1(vx,y · ∇)g · ~ndS = −

∫

∂Kδ′

∑

x 6=y

(vx,y · ∇g)2
|∇g| π−1dS ≤ 0.

Since g − 1
s
Lg = f , we obtain

∫

Kδ′

gdλ ≤
∫

Kδ′

fdλ ≤
∫

Ξ̊

fdλ.

Sending δ to zero, δ′ going to zero, we obtain that sUs is a contraction on non-negative functions

in DS
α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ) with respect to L1(λ)-norm.

From Lemma A.6.(2), we have

Ptf = lim
n→∞

(
n

t
Un

t
)nf. (11.13)

Using Fatou’s lemma, we have
∫

Ξ̊

Ptfπ
−1dm =

∫

Ξ̊

lim
n→∞

(
n

t
Un

t
)nfπ−1dm ≤ lim

n→∞

∫

Ξ̊

(
n

t
Un

t
)nfπ−1dm ≤

∫

Ξ̊

fπ−1dm.

So, Pt is a contraction on non-negative functions in DS
α+1 ∩C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ) with respect to L1(λ)-norm.

Lemma 11.7 gives that Pt is a contraction on Dα+1.

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

Ξ

|Ptf |pdλ ≤
∫

Ξ

Pt|f |pdλ ≤
∫

Ξ

|f |pdλ. (11.14)

Therefore, Pt is a contraction on Dα+1 with respect to Lp(λ)-norm. �

Now we want to define P̄t : L
p(λ) → Lp(λ). The easiest way to do this is using the denseness

of C∞
c (Ξ̊,Ξ). For f ∈ Lp(λ), take a sequence (fn) in C

∞
c (Ξ̊,Ξ) such that fn → f in Lp(λ). Then

we define P̄tf as limn→∞ Ptfn. From Proposition 11.8.(3), we know that P̄tf is well-defined and

it is a contraction on Lp(λ). The following proposition shows that P̄t actually coincides with a

stochastic kernel Pt.

Corollary 11.9. Fix t > 0, p ≥ 1. Take a Borel measurable function f on Ξ̊. Let f̄ be a Borel

measurable function on Ξ such that f̄ |Ξ̊ = f and f̄(ξ) = 0 for ξ ∈ ∂Ξ. If f ∈ Lp(λ), then Eξ[f̄(ξt)]

is defined for λ-a.e. ξ ∈ Ξ. Moreover, taking Ptf̄(ξ) = Eξ[f̄(ξt)], then P̄tf = Ptf̄ .
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Proof. Using Jensen’s inequality as in (11.14), we know that it is enough to show for p = 1. Also,

it is enough to show for f ≥ 0. From Lemma 11.7, we can take a sequence (fn) in C
∞
c,+(Ξ̊,Ξ) such

that fn ↑ f in L1(λ). Then we have Ptfn(ξ) ↑ Eξ[f(ξt)] for all ξ ∈ Ξ. On the other hand, we have

Ptfn ↑ P̄tf in L1(λ). Therefore, by the monotone convergence theorem, we have

P̄tf(ξ) = Eξ[f(ξt)] λ-a.e. ξ ∈ Ξ.

�

Corollary 11.10. For p ≥ 1, P̄t : L
p(λ) → Lp(λ) is a strongly continuous contraction semigroup.

Proof. We already know that P̄t is a contraction on Lp(λ). So it remains to show the strong

continuity. For f ∈ DS
α+1, we have Ptf ∈ DS

α+1 and limt→0 Ptf = f pointwisely. Precisely, take a

positive constant c satisfying

|f(ξ)| ≤ c
∏

x∈S

ξα+1
x so |Ptf(ξ)| ≤ c

∏

x∈S

ξα+1
x for all t ≥ 0.

From the dominated convergence theorem, we have limt→0 Ptf = f in Lp(λ). The denseness of

DS
α+1 in Lp(λ) and the fact that Pt is a contraction gives the desired result. �

Corollary 11.11. Let L be a generator of P̄t on L2(λ). Then DS
α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ) is a core of L.

Proof. To show that DS
α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ) is a core of L, we apply Lemma A.5. We know that

C∞
c (Ξ) is dense subset of L2(λ). Also, from Proposition 11.8, we know that the resolvent preserves

DS
α+1 ∩C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ). Therefore, we have DS

α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ) is a core of L. �

Proposition 11.12. For f ∈ DS
α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ), for all vx,y in (11.8), (vx,y · ∇)f is in L2(λ).

Moreover, for f, g ∈ DS
α+1 ∩C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ), the following identity holds.

−
∫

Ξ̊

fLgdλ =

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)((vx,y · ∇)g)dλ. (11.15)

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 δ > 0 of f , define a set

Kδ := {ξ ∈ Ξ : f(ξ) ≥ δ}.

Then Kδ is a compact set and f−1(δ) is a smooth boundary of Kδ. Now, applying the divergence

theorem to Kδ,

−
∫

Kδ

fLfπ−1dm = −
∫

Kδ

∑

x 6=y

f(vx,y · ∇)(π−1(vx,y · ∇)f)dm

= −
∑

x 6=y

∫

Kδ

∇ · (fvx,y(π−1(vx,y · ∇)f))dm+
∑

x 6=y

∫

Kδ

(∇f) · (vx,yπ−1(vx,y · ∇)f)dm

=
∑

x 6=y

∫

∂Kδ

((vx,y · ∇)f)2
f

|∇f |π
−1dS +

∑

x 6=y

∫

Kδ

((vx,y · ∇)f)2dλ, (11.16)

where dS is a surface measure on ∂Kδ. Taking δ to zero, and applying the dominated convergence

theorem, we obtain

−
∫

Ξ

fLfπ−1dm ≥
∫

Ξ

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)2dλ.

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

term of the right-hand side of (11.16) become small enough. Assume that there exists ǫ > 0 such
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that for any δ > 0, for all regular value δ′ of f with 0 < δ′ < δ, we have
∫

∂Kδ′

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)2
f

|∇f |π
−1dS ≥ ǫ.

Since the set of singular values of f has measure zero, so for almost every δ′ < δ,
∫

∂Kδ′

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)2
1

|∇f |π
−1dS ≥ ǫ

δ′
.

Now using the co-area formula, we have
∫

δ′≤f≤δ

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)2π−1dm =

∫ δ

δ′

∫

∂Kt

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)2
1

|∇f |π
−1dSdt

≥
∫ δ

δ′

ǫ

t
dt = ǫ log

δ

δ′
.

Since the left-hand side is bounded above by

−
∫

Ξ̊

fLfπ−1dm ≥
∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)2dλ ≥
∫

δ′≤f≤δ

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)2π−1dm,

sending δ′ → 0 gives a contradiction. Therefore, we get (11.15) for f = g ≥ 0. For case f, g ≥ 0,

consider the following identities.

−
∫

Ξ̊

fLfdλ =

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)((vx,y · ∇)f)dλ.

−
∫

Ξ̊

gLgdλ =

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)g)((vx,y · ∇)g)dλ.

−
∫

Ξ̊

(f + g)L(f + g)dλ =

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)(f + g))((vx,y · ∇)(f + g))dλ.

Subtract first two equations from the last one gives

−
∫

Ξ̊

fLgdλ−
∫

Ξ̊

gLfdλ = 2

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)((vx,y · ∇)g)dλ. (11.17)

But exactly the same calculation from the above gives

−
∫

Kδ

gLfπ−1dm = −
∫

Kδ

∑

x 6=y

g(vx,y · ∇)(π−1(vx,y · ∇)f)dm

=

∫

∂Kδ

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)2
g

|∇f |π
−1dS +

∫

Kδ

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)g)((vx,y · ∇)f)dλ

≤
∫

Kδ

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)g)((vx,y · ∇)f)dλ.

So sending δ → 0 gives

−
∫

Ξ̊

gLfdλ ≤
∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)g)((vx,y · ∇)f)dλ.

Therefore, from (11.17), we obtain the desired result for f, g ≥ 0.

Finally, for general f, g ∈ DS
α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ), we add a function C

∏

x∈S ξ
α+1
x with positive C

to make them non-negative. Then use (11.15) for non-negative functions to obtain the desired

result. �
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Using Proposition 11.12, we can finally prove the following proposition which gives condition

(D1.3) and (D1.4).

Proposition 11.13. The semigroup (P̄t)t≥0 on L2(λ) is a self-adjoint strongly continuous con-

traction.

Proof. For f, g ∈ DS
α+1 ∩C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ), we get

−
∫

Ξ̊

fLgdλ =

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)f)((vx,y · ∇)g)dλ = −
∫

Ξ̊

gLfdλ.

Fix t > 0. For p, q ∈ DS
α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ), take f = tUtp and g = tUtq. From Proposition 11.8, we

have f, g ∈ DS
α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ). Therefore, we have

−
∫

Ξ̊

fLgdλ = −
∫

Ξ̊

fLgdλ.

Since f − 1
t
Lf = p and g − 1

t
Lg = q, we get

∫

Ξ̊

pUtgdλ =

∫

Ξ̊

qUtpdλ.

Using (11.13), we have
∫

Ξ̊

pPtgdλ =

∫

Ξ̊

qPtpdλ.

The denseness of C∞
c (Ξ̊,Ξ) in L2(λ) gives the desired result. �

12. Condition (D1*) for Zero-Range Process

Throughout this section, we use the following notation. For a coordinate η ∈ HN and ∅ ( A ⊂
S, let ηA is a A-coordinates of η. Precisely, ηA ∈ ZA, ηA(x) = η(x) for all x ∈ A. Let |ηA| be a

sum of coordinates of ηA, that is,

|ηA| =
∑

x∈A

ηA(x).

For ∅ ( A ⊂ S, let LA be a generator of the induced semigroup by (Pt) on L
2(λA) in Proposition

11.13. Define an energy functional QA on L2(λA) as

QA(f) =

∫

ΞA

f(−LA)fdλA.

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 (xn) in A such that

xn → x and U(xn) → U(x).

The following lemma says that we can choose DA,0 as C∞
c (ΞA) in condition (D1*.1).

Lemma 12.2. For ∅ ( A ⊂ S, let D(
√
−LA) be a domain of

√
−LA. Then C∞

c (ΞA) is Q
A-dense

in D(
√
−LA).

Proof. From the absorption property, it is enough to show for the case A = S. Assign D(
√
−L)

a norm ‖f‖Dom = ‖f‖2 + ‖
√
−Lf‖2. Remark that a set is Q-dense in D(

√
−L) if and only if it

is dense in D(
√
−L) with respect to ‖ · ‖Dom. We have already shown that DS

α+1 ∩ C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ) is a

core of L. Since D(
√
−L) ⊂ D(L), DS

α+1 ∩C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ) is dense in D(
√
−L) with respect to ‖ · ‖Dom.
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Therefore, it is enough to show that C∞
c (Ξ) is dense in DS

α+1 ∩C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ) with respect to ‖ · ‖Dom.

We first define a smooth function f : R → R with the following properties.

(1) f(x) = 0 for x ≤ 1/2 and f(x) = 1 for x ≥ 1.

(2) f is increasing.

Then define fn(x) = f(nx). Then it satisfies

sup
x
xf ′

n(x) = sup
x
xf ′(x) <∞. (12.1)

Now, for u ∈ DS
α+1 ∩C∞(Ξ̊,Ξ), define un(ξ) = u(ξ)

∏

x∈S fn(ξx). We claim that un converges to u

in ‖ · ‖Dom. It is enough to show that limn→∞Q(u− un) = 0. Let gn(ξ) = 1−∏x∈S fn(ξx). Then

Q(u− un) =

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)(ugn))((vx,y · ∇)(ugn))dλ = An +Bn + Cn,

where An, Bn, Cn is defined as

An =

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

((vx,y · ∇)u)2g2nπ
−1dm,

Bn =

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

2((vx,y · ∇)u)((vx,y · ∇)gn)ugnπ
−1dm,

Cn =

∫

Ξ̊

∑

x 6=y

u2((vx,y · ∇)gn)
2π−1dm.

The An converges to 0 from the dominated convergence theorem. Also, by (12.1) and the fact

that u ∈ Dα+1, (uπ
−1)∇gn is uniformly bounded. Therefore, again by the dominated convergence

theorem, Bn converges to 0. For Cn,

u2((vx,y · ∇)gn)
2π−1 = (uπ−1(vx,y · ∇)gn)

2π ≤ c1{ξx≤ 1
n
,∀x∈S}

for some positive c. Therefore, Cn converges to 0. �

The remaining part of this section is devoted to checking condition (D1*.2).

Proposition 12.3. For ∅ ( A ⊂ S, consider a nonnegative function v ∈ C∞
c (Ξ̊A,ΞA). Then

there exists a sequence of functions VN : HN → R+ satisfying

(1) A sequence of measure ιN,∗(V
2
NdρN ) weakly converges to v2dλA,

(2) limN→∞N2
∫

HN
VN (−LNVN )dρN =

∫

Ξ
v(−LAv)dλA,

where ρN is a stationary measure of zero-range process on HN and ιN,∗ is a pushforward map of

measures on HN to measures on ΞN .

To find a desired sequence of functions, we need the following auxiliary function ψ. Fix a

0 < γ < 1 so that 2γ < (1 − γ)(1 − α). It will be used in (12.24). Let B be a complementary set

of A in S. Define ψN : R → R as

ψN (x) =















1 x ≤ N1−γ

Nγ−1x N1−γ < x ≤ 2N1−γ

0 x > 2N1−γ .

Define ΨN : HN → R as

ΨN (η) = ψN (|ηB |).
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Then we choose WN : HN → R as

WN (η) = ΨN (η)EAv(η/N), (12.2)

where EA is a extension map of v on ΞA to Ξ which is presented in Lemma 10.4.

Since v ∈ C∞
c (Ξ̊A,ΞA), there exists ǫ > 0 such that v(ξ) = 0 for all ξ ∈ Ξ with ξx ≤ ǫ for some

x ∈ A. We want some regularity lemma on the support of WN .

Lemma 12.4. Fix a positive real ǫ′ such that ǫ′ < ǫ. Then there exists a natural number N0 such

that for all N ≥ N0, WN (η) 6= 0 implies ηx > ǫ′N + 1 for all x ∈ A.

Proof. From the definition ofWN , we haveWN (η) 6= 0 if and only if ΨN(η) 6= 0 and EAv(η/N) 6= 0.

Therefore |ηB| < 2N1−γ and EAv(η/N) 6= 0. Since EAv(η/N) 6= 0, we have

v(γA(η/N)) 6= 0,

so γA(η/N) > ǫ for all x ∈ A. Then for x ∈ A,

[γA(η/N)]x = ηx/N +
∑

y∈B

uAx (y)ηy/N < ηx/N + 2N1−γ/N = ηx/N + 2N−γ .

Therefore, we have

ǫ < ηx/N + 2N−γ.

Thus, for sufficiently large N , we have ηx > ǫ′N + 1. �

Before proceeding to the proof of Proposition 12.3, we define some notations. We define a

certain Riemann integration on ΞA. To do so, let HA
N be a subset of HN such that

HA
N = {η ∈ HN : ηx = 0 for all x ∈ B}.

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

R(N, f) =
1

|HA
N |

∑

η∈HA
N

f(ιN (η)).

Then we have

lim
N→∞

R(N, f) =

∫

ΞA

fdmA,

where mA is a uniform measure on ΞA.

Let HB,∗
N be a subset of N|B|+1 which consists of a points whose coordinate sum is N . We

understand that this space is obtained from HN by merging all A-coordinates. As in (9.8), we

interpret an element ζ ∈ HB,∗
N as a set of points in HN whose B coordinate is ζB .

For any coordinate η = (η1, ..., ηk) of natural number, let a(η) =
∏k

i=1 a(ηi) where a is defined

in (2.4). Also, let min(η) be a minimus of coordinates of η , that is, min{ηi : i = 1, ..., k}.
Finally, Let ιA : RA → RS be a map defined as

ιA(x) =







x x ∈ A

0 x ∈ S \A.

The following two lemmas are the key ingredients to prove Proposition 12.3.

Lemma 12.5. Let Γ = Γ(α) where Γ(α) is a constant from (2.6). Let ZS be a constant from

(2.7). For any continuous function f : Ξ → R, we have
∫

HN

f(η/N)W 2
N (η)dρN (η) =

NαN |A|−1Γ|B|

ZSN |A|α(|A| − 1)!

(∫

Ξ̊A

fv2dλA + oN (1)

)

.
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Proof. Direct computation gives

∑

η∈HN

f
( η

N

)

W 2
N (η)ρN (η) =

∑

ζ∈HB,∗
N

∑

η∈ζ

f
( η

N

)

W 2
N (η)ρN (η) =

Nα

ZN,S

∑

ζ∈HB,∗
N

∑

η∈ζ

f
( η

N

)

W 2
N (η)

1

a(η)

=
Nα

ZN,S

∑

ζ∈HB,∗
N

Ψ2
N (ζB)

1

a(ζB)

∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
f
( η

N

)

EAv
2
( η

N

)

=
Nα

ZN,S

∑

ζ∈HB,∗
N

|ζB |≤2N1−γ

Ψ2
N(ζB)

1

a(ζB)

∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
f
( η

N

)

EAv
2
( η

N

)

. (12.3)

From Lemma 12.4, for large enough N and for all EAv(η) 6= 0 with |ηB| ≤ 2N1−γ , we have

min(ηA) > ǫ′N . Therefore, for large enough N and |ζB| ≤ 2N1−γ , we get

∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
f
( η

N

)

EAv
2
( η

N

)

=
∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
f
( η

N

)

EAv
2
( η

N

)

1{m(ηA)>ǫ′N}. (12.4)

Observe that

EAv
2
( η

N

)

= v2
(

γA

( η

N

))

= v2
(

ιA

(

ηA
N − |ζB |

))

+

[

v2
(

γA

( η

N

))

− v2
(

ιA

(

ηA
N − |ζB |

))]

.

Then for all x ∈ A,
[

γA

( η

N

)

− ιA

(

ηA
N − |ζB|

)]

x

=
ηx
N

+

∑

y∈B u
A
x (y)ηy

N
− ηx
N − |ζB|

= O(N−γ).

Therefore, we have

EAv
2
( η

N

)

= v2
(

ιA

(

ηA
N − |ζB|

))

+O(N−γ). (12.5)

The same argument gives

f
( η

N

)

= f

(

ιA

(

ηA
N − |ζB |

))

+ oN (1). (12.6)

Putting (12.5),(12.6) into (12.4) gives

∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
f
( η

N

)

EAv
2
( η

N

)

1{m(ηA)>ǫ′N} =
∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
(fv2)

(

ιA

(

ηA
N − |ζB |

))

1{m(ηA)>ǫ′N}

+
∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
oN (1)1{m(ηA)>ǫ′N}. (12.7)

Note that if v(ιA

(

ηA

N−|ζB|

)

) 6= 0, then min(ηA) > ǫ(N − |ζB |), so min(η) > ǫ′N for large enough

N . Therefore,

∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
(fv2)

(

ιA

(

ηA
N − |ζB|

))

1{m(ηA)>ǫ′N} =
|ζ|

(N − |ζB |)|A|α
R(N − |ζB |, π−1fv2) (12.8)

=
|ζ|

(N − |ζB |)|A|α

(∫

Ξ̊A

fv2dλA + oN (1)

)

.

Remark that |ζ| = (N−|ζB |)|A|−1

N |A|α(|A|−1)!
(1 + oN (1)). Since |ζB| ≤ 2N1−γ , (12.8) becomes

∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
(fv2)

(

ιA

(

ηA
N − |ζB|

))

1{m(ηA)>ǫ′N} =
N |A|−1

N |A|α(|A| − 1)!
(

∫

Ξ̊A

fv2dλA + oN (1)). (12.9)
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Now we consider the last term of (12.7). Similar computation shows that

∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
oN (1)1{m(ηA)>ǫ′N} =

N |A|−1

N |A|α(|A| − 1)!
R(N − |ζB|, π−11U )oN (1) (12.10)

where U is a open subset of ΞA such that U := {ξ ∈ ΞA : ξx > ǫ′ for all x ∈ A}. Therefore, (12.7)
becomes

∑

η∈ζ

1

a(ηA)
f(
η

N
)EAv

2
( η

N

)

1{m(ηA)>ǫ′N} =
N |A|−1

N |A|α(|A| − 1)!

(∫

Ξ̊A

fv2dλA + oN (1)

)

. (12.11)

Putting (12.11) into (12.3), we have

∑

η∈HN

f(
η

N
)W 2

N (η)ρN (η) =
NαN |A|−1

ZN,SN |A|α(|A| − 1)!

∑

ζ∈HB,∗
N ,

|ζB |≤2N1−γ

Ψ2
N(ζB)

1

a(ζB)
(1 + oN (1)) (12.12)

Finally, we have
∑

ζ∈HB,∗
N

|ζB |≤2N1−γ

Ψ2
N(ζB)

1

a(ζB)
= Γ|B|(1 + oN (1)). (12.13)

Putting (12.13) into (12.12), we have the desired result. �

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

−N2

∫

HN

WN (LNWN )dρN =
NαN |A|−1Γ|B|

ZSN |A|α(|A| − 1)!
(QA(v) + oN (1))

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

−N2

∫

HN

WN (LNWN )dρN =
N2

2

∑

η∈HN

x,y∈S

ρN (η)g(ηx)r(x, y)(WN (ηx,y)−WN (η))2 (12.14)

For any η ∈ HN , let (η, ηx,y) be a edge with a starting point η and an ending point ηx,y with

direction (x, y). Now, give an order on S. If an edge (η, ηx,y) is given, we say (x, y) is a positive

direction if x < y. For simplicity, we will use e to refer to an edge. Then e0 and e1 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, Hx,y
N will refer to a set of possible edges in HN with direction (x, y).

For a edge e ∈ Hx,y
N , define ρN (e) as

ρN(e) = ρN (η)g(ηx) = ρN (ηx,y)g((ηx,y)y).

Then (12.14) becomes

N2
∑

x<y

∑

e∈Hx,y
N

ρN (e)r(x, y)(WN (e1)−WN (e0))
2. (12.15)

Now, we consider a bijection between Hx,y
N and HN−1. To describe the explicit bijection, all we

need to do is assign a z-th coordinate to e ∈ Hx,y
N for all z ∈ S. For z ∈ S \ {x}, we define

[e]z = [e0]z. For z = x, we define [e]z = [e0]x − 1. Then we can treat e as an element of HN−1.

Moreover, ρN(e) is calculated as

ρN (e) = ρN (η)g(ηx) =
Nα

ZN,S

1

a(η)
g(ηx) =

Nα

ZN,S

1

a(e)
,
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where a(e) is calculated as in (2.4) using HN−1 coordinate. Then (12.15) becomes

∑

x<y

Nα

ZN,S

∑

e∈Hx,y
N

1

a(e)
r(x, y)N2(WN (e1)−WN (e0))

2. (12.16)

We fix x < y. As in the proof of Lemma 12.5, we consider HB,∗
N−1. So, we consider an element

ζ ∈ HB,∗
N−1 as a set of edges in HN−1 with B coordinate ζB. Then the inner summation of (12.16)

becomes

Nα

ZN,S

∑

ζ∈HB,∗
N−1

1

a(ζB)

∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
r(x, y)N2(WN (e1)−WN (e0))

2 (12.17)

Observe that if WN (η) or WN (ηx,y) is not zero, from Lemma 12.4, we have

min(min(ηA),min((ηx,y)A)) > ǫ′N + 1.

Therefore, we have

min(eA) > ǫ′N.

So we only need to consider edges e with m(eA) > ǫ′N in the sum of (12.17). Now we say an edge

e ∈ Hx,y
N is good if |(e0)B| ∨ |(e1)B| < N1−γ . Also, we say e is bad if |(e0)B| ∨ |(e1)B | ≥ N1−γ and

|(e0)B| ∧ |(e1)B| ≤ 2N1−γ . Otherwise, we say e is void. Then we define that ζ is good, bad, or

void if for all e ∈ ζ, e ∈ ζ is good, bad, or void, respectively. Since every element e in ζ shares B

coordinate, we can say that every ζ ∈ HB,∗
N−1 is good, bad or void. Remark that if ζ is void, then

WN (e1) = WN (e0) = 0 for all e ∈ ζ. Therefore, we need only need to consider good and bad ζ in

the summation of (12.17).

For a bad edge e = (η, ηx,y), we have

(WN (ηx,y)−WN (η))2 =

(

ΨN(ηx,y)EAv

(

ηx,y

N

)

−ΨN(η)EAv
( η

N

)

)2

≤ c

[

(

EAv

(

ηx,y

N

)

− EAv
( η

N

)

)2

+ (ΨN (ηx,y)−ΨN (η))2

]

.

for some positive constant c irrelevant to N and e. Thus for a bad ζ,

∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
r(x, y)N2(WN (e1)−WN (e0))

2

≤ c
∑

e∈ζ

r(x, y)

a(eA)

[

N2

(

EAv

(

ηx,y

N

)

− EAv
( η

N

)

)2

+N2(ΨN (ηx,y)−ΨN (η))2
]

1{m(eA)>ǫ′N}

= AN +BN , (12.18)

where AN and BN are defined as

AN = c
∑

e∈ζ

r(x, y)

a(eA)
N2

(

EAv

(

ηx,y

N

)

− EAv
( η

N

)

)2

1{m(eA)>ǫ′N}, (12.19)

BN = c
∑

e∈ζ

r(x, y)

a(eA)
N2(ΨN (ηx,y)−ΨN(η))21{m(eA)>ǫ′N}. (12.20)

If ζ is bad, we have 2N1−γ + 1 ≥ |ζB| ≥ N1−γ − 1 directly from the definition. Let U be a open

subset of ΞA such that

U := {ξ ∈ ΞA : ξx > ǫ′ for all x ∈ A}.
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Then

AN ≤ c
∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
1{m(eA)>ǫ′N} =

cN |A|−1

N |A|α(|A| − 1)!
R(N − 1− |ζB |, π−11U ) (12.21)

On the other hand, to calculate BN , we need to consider a difference of ΨN . Put

|ΨN(ηx,y)−ΨN(η)| ≤ Nγ−1

into (12.20), we have

BN ≤ c
∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
N2γ1{m(eA)>ǫ′N} =

cN |A|−1N2γ

N |A|α(|A| − 1)!
R(N − 1− |ζB |, π−11U ) (12.22)

For natural number k, we have

∑

|ζB |=k

1

a(ζB)
=
Zk,B

kα
(12.23)

from Proposition 2.1. Therefore, joining (12.18), (12.22) and (12.23),

Nα

ZN,S

∑

ζ is bad

1

a(ζB)

∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
r(x, y)N2(WN (e1)−WN (e0))

2

=
Nα

ZN,S

∑

ζ is bad

1

a(ζB)
O

(

N |A|−1N2γ

N |A|α

)

= O





∞
∑

k=⌊N1−γ−1⌋

1

kα
N |A|−1N2γ

N |A|α





= O

(

NαN (1−γ)(1−α)N |A|−1N2γ

N |A|α

)

= o

(

NαN |A|−1

N |A|α

)

. (12.24)

Now, we estimate the sum (12.17) for good edges. Let (x, y) be a vector in RS such that y-th

coordinate is 1 and x-th coordinate is −1. Then for good edge e = (η, ηx,y), we have

EAv

(

ηx,y

N

)

− EAv
( η

N

)

= v

(

γA

(

ηx,y

N

))

− v
(

γA

( η

N

))

=
1

N
∇γA((x,y))v(⋆),

for some ⋆ ∈ (γA(
η
N
), γA(

ηx,y

N
)) from the mean value theorem. Then we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∇γA((x,y))v(⋆)−∇γA((x,y))v

(

ιA

(

eA
N − 1− |eB|

))∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c

∥

∥

∥

∥

ιA

(

eA
N − 1− |eB|

)

− ⋆

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ cmax

(∥

∥

∥

∥

ιA

(

eA
N − 1− |eB|

)

− γA

( η

N

)

∥

∥

∥

∥

,

∥

∥

∥

∥

ιA

( |eA|
N − 1− |eB|

)

− γA

(

ηx,y

N

)∣

∣

∣

∣

)

= O(N−γ).

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

∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
r(x, y)N2(WN (e1)−WN (e0))

2

=
∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
r(x, y)

[(

∇γA((x,y))v

(

ιA

(

eA
N − 1− |eB|

)))2

+O(N−γ)

]

1{m(eA)>ǫ′N}

= CN +DN , (12.25)
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where CN and DN are defined as

CN =
∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
r(x, y)

(

∇γA((x,y))v

(

ιA

(

eA
N − 1− |eB|

)))2

1{m(eA)>ǫ′N},

DN =
∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
r(x, y)O(N−γ )1{m(eA)>ǫ′N}.

By similar calculations as in the equation (12.8), for a large enough N, we have

CN =
∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
r(x, y)

(

∇γA((x,y))v

(

ιA

(

eA
N − 1− |eB|

)))2

1{m(eA)>ǫ′N}

=
N |A|−1

N |A|α(|A| − 1)!
r(x, y)R(N − 1− |ζB|, π−1(∇γA((x,y))v)

2)(1 + oN (1))

=
N |A|−1

N |A|α(|A| − 1)!
r(x, y)

[∫

ΞA

(∇γA((x,y))v)
2dλA + oN (1)

]

. (12.26)

For DN , use the same equation in (12.10), we have

DN = o

(

N |A|−1

N |A|α(|A| − 1)!

)

. (12.27)

Joining (12.25), (12.26) and (12.27),

Nα

ZN,S

∑

ζ is good

1

a(ζB)

∑

e∈ζ

1

a(eA)
r(x, y)N2(WN (e1)−WN (e0))

2

=
Nα

ZN,S

∑

ζ is good

1

a(ζB)

N |A|−1

N |A|α(|A| − 1)!

[

r(x, y)

∫

ΞA

(∇γA((x,y))v)
2dλA + oN (1)

]

. (12.28)

It is direct from the definition that

{ζ ∈ HB,∗
N−1 : ζ is good} = {ζ ∈ HB,∗

N−1 : |ζB | < N1−γ} or {ζ ∈ HB,∗
N−1 : |ζB| < N1−γ − 1}.

Therefore, (12.28) becomes

NαN |A|−1Γ|B|

ZN,SN |A|α(|A| − 1)!

[

r(x, y)

∫

ΞA

(∇γA((x,y))v)
2dλA + oN (1)

]

.

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

∑

x<y

r(x, y)

∫

ΞA

(∇γA((x,y))v)
2dλA = QA(u) = −

∫

ΞA

vLAvdλA.

The following lemma proves it. �

Lemma 12.7. For any u ∈ C∞
c (Ξ̊A,ΞA), we have
∑

x<y

r(x, y)(∇γA((x,y))u)
2 = −uLAu.

Proof. For x, y ∈ A, let vAx,y =
√

rA(x,y)
2 . From (11.12), the right-hand side is equal to

∑

x 6=y∈A

((vAx,y · ∇)u)((vAx,y · ∇)u)

Considering ∇γA((x,y))u as γA((x, y)) · ∇u, it is enough to show that for all vector v ∈ RA,
∑

x<y

r(x, y)(γA((x, y)) · v)2 =
∑

x 6=y⊂A

(vAx,y · v)2.
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The left-hand side is equal to

∑

x<y

r(x, y)(v†γA(x, y)(x, y)
†γ†Av) = v†γA

[

∑

x<y

(x, y)r(x, y)(x, y)†

]

γ†Av = v†γALSγ
†
Av.

Similarly, the right-hand side is equal to

v†





∑

x 6=y∈A

(x, y)
rA

2
(x, y)†



 v = v†LAv.

By (10.1), we obtain the desired result. �

Finally, we have the proof of Proposition 12.3.

Proof of 12.3. Now, define VN as a normalization of WN . Precisely, define VN as

VN (η) =
WN (η)

√

∫

HN
W 2

NdρN
.

From the above lemmas, we have the desired result. �

Using Proposition 12.3, we can check condition (D1*.2). Precisely, take vA ∈ C∞
c (Ξ̊A,ΞA)

for all ∅ ( A ⊂ S. From Proposition 12.3, there exists a sequence of functions V A
N : HN → R

satisfying conditions of Proposition 12.3. To check all conditions in (D1*.2), it remains to check

the following:

(V A
N V

B
N dρN ) → 0 weakly, (12.29)

lim
N→∞

∫

HN

V A
N (−LNV

B
N )dρN = 0. (12.30)

Define the support of V A
N as

supp(V A
N ) := {η ∈ HN : V A

N (η) 6= 0}.

Since V A
N is a normalization of WA

N , we have V A
N (η) 6= 0 if and only if WA

N (η) 6= 0. From Lemma

12.4, WA
N (η) 6= 0 implies min(ηA) > ǫ′N . Also, from the equation (12.2), WA

N (η) 6= 0 implies

|ηB| < 2N1−γ . Therefore, we get

supp(V A
N ) ⊂ {η ∈ ΞN : min(ηA) > ǫ′N and |ηB | < 2N1−γ}.

From the definition of LN , we have

supp(LNV
A
N ) ⊂ {η ∈ ΞN : min(ηA) > ǫ′N − 1 and |ηB| < 2N1−γ + 1}. (12.31)

Denote the set in the right-hand side of (12.31) by GN (A). Then we claim that for a large enough

N , φ ( A,A′ ⊂ S, A 6= A′,

GN (A) ∩GN (A′) = ∅.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that |A| ≤ |A′|. Then we have x ∈ A′ such that x /∈ A.

Then we have ηx > ǫ′N − 1 for all η ∈ GN (A) and ηx < 2N1−γ + 1 for all η ∈ GN (A′). Take N

large so that

ǫ′N − 1 > 2N1−γ + 1.

So we have GN (A)∩GN (A′) = ∅. Therefore, the left-hand side of (12.29), (12.30) vanishes, so the

conditions are satisfied.
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13. Proof of Proposition 2.11

Define a metric d on Ξ given as

d(ξ, ζ) =
∑

x∈S

|ξx − ζx|.

For any functions f, g : P → R+ defined on some parameter space P , we say f(x) ∼x∈P g(x) if

there exists c, C > 0 such that

c <
f(x)

g(x)
< C.

Lemma 13.1. Suppose ℓN → ∞ and ℓN ≺ N given. For ζ ∈ Ξ, let BN := {η ∈ HN : d( η
N
, ζ) ≤

ℓN
N
}. For nonempty ∅ ( A ⊂ S, suppose ζ ∈ Ξ̊A. Then,

ρN (BN )

(

Nα

ℓN

)|A|−1

∼N 1.

Proof. For i ∈ N, let BN,i be a set of η ∈ BN such that
∑

x∈S\A ηx = i. It is easy to check that

|BN,i| ∼(N,i) (ℓN − i+ 1)|A|−1.

Then we have

ρN (BN,i) =
∑

η∈BN,i

ρN (η) =
Nα

ZN,S

∑

η∈BN,i

∏

x∈A

1

a(ηx)

∏

y∈S\A

1

a(ηy)

=
Nα

ZN,S

∏

x∈A

1

ζαx

∑

η∈BN,i

∏

y∈S\A

1

a(ηy)
(1 + oN (1))

=
Nα

ZN,S

∏

x∈A

1

ζαx

∑

η∈BN,i

Zi,S\A

iα
(1 + oN (1)) ∼(N,i)

Nα(ℓN − i+ 1)|A|−1

iαN |A|α

Summing ρN (BN,i) over 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓN , we get the desired result. �

Lemma 13.2. For θN ≺ N2, (θNIN ) Γ-converges to 0.

Proof. It 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 ξ0 ∈ Ξ, there exists a sequence of measures µN

such that µN weakly converges to δξ0 and

lim sup
N→∞

θNIN (µN ) = 0.

Fix ξ0 ∈ Ξ. Assume that ξ0 ∈ Ξ̊A for some nonempty ∅ ( A ⊂ S. Take ℓN → ∞ such that√
θN ≺ ℓN ≺ N . Define ψN : Ξ → R by

ψN (ξ) := max

(

1− d(ξ0, ξ)N

ℓN
, 0

)

.

Let ΨN : HN → R, ΨN := ψN ιN . Define ZN =
∫

Ξ
Ψ2

NdρN . By Lemma 13.1, we can show that

ZN ∼N

(

ℓN
Nα

)|A|−1

.

Take νN ∈ P(HN ), νN =
Ψ2

N

ZN
ρN . Finally take µN ∈ P(Ξ),

µN = νN ι
−1
N .

Since the support of µN is shrinking to ξ0, we have µN weakly converges to δξ0 .
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Now, we calculate θNIN (µN ). Let BN be a set of η ∈ HN such that

BN = {η ∈ HN : ΨN (η) > 0 or ΨN (ηx,y) > 0 for some x, y ∈ S}.

From Lemma 13.1, we can show that

ρ(BN ) ∼N

(

ℓN
Nα

)|A|−1

.

Then we have

θNIN (µN ) =
θN
ZN

∫

HN

ΨN (−LNΨN )dρN =
θN
ZN

∑

η∈HN

∑

x,y∈S

ρ(η)g(ηx)r(x, y)(ΨN (ηx,y)−ΨN (η))2

∼N

θN
ZN

∑

η∈BN

∑

x,y∈S

ρ(η)(ΨN (ηx,y)−ΨN (η))2

≤ θN
ZN

∑

η∈BN

∑

x,y∈S

ρ(η)
1

ℓ2N
∼N

θN
ℓ2N

= oN (1).

Therefore, the desired result holds. �

Lemma 13.3. For the rate function K defined in (2.19), K(µ) = 0 if and only if µ is supported

on {ξx : x ∈ S}.

Proof. Suppose K(µ) = 0. Then Lemma 6.2 implies that Kh(µ) = 0 for all h ∈ H. Decompose µ as

µ =
∑

∅(A⊂S µ(Ξ̊A)µ(·|Ξ̊A). Then, we must show that µ(Ξ̊A) = 0 for all |A| ≥ 2. Suppose there

exists ∅ ( A ⊂ S such that µ(Ξ̊A) > 0, |A| ≥ 2. From (7.2), for any compact set K contained in

Ξ̊A, we have

µPh(K)− µ(K) ≥ 0.

Since µ(Ξ̊A) > 0, there exists a compact set K contained in Ξ̊A such that µ(K) > 0. We claim

that µPh(K) converges to 0 as h goes to infinity. For ξ ∈ Ξ̊A, let σ1 be a first hitting time of the

process hitting ΞA \ Ξ̊A. Then [2, Theorem 7.12] implies that for all ξ ∈ Ξ̊A,

Eξ[σ1] <∞.

Therefore, for ξ ∈ Ξ̊A,

Ph1K(ξ) = Eξ[1K(ξh)] ≤ Pξ[σ1 > h] ≤ Eξ[σ1]

h

Therefore, Ph1K converges to 0 pointwise as h goes to infinity. From the dominated convergence

theorem, we get

µPh(K) → 0,

which leads to a contradiction. �

Proof of Proposition 2.11. For θN ≺ N2, Lemma 13.2 implies that (θNIN ) Γ-converges to 0. For

N2 ≺ θN ≺ N1+α, we show that (θNIN ) Γ-converges to XS presented in (2.21). By the definition

of XS , we need to show

(1) For any µ ∈ P(Ξ), µ supported on {ξx : x ∈ S}, there exists a sequence of measures µN

such that µN weakly converges to µ and

lim
N→∞

θNIN (µN ) = 0.
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(2) For any µ ∈ P(Ξ), µ not supported on {ξx : x ∈ S}, for all sequence of measures µN weakly

converges to µ, we have

lim inf
N→∞

θNIN (µN ) = ∞.

(1) follows from Theorem 2.6 and (2) follows from Lemma 13.3. Finally, for θN ≻ N1+α, the

Γ-convergence of (θNIN ) to U of (2.22) is straightforward. �
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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,∞) → B(X) is called a strongly continuous semigroup iff

(1) T (0) = I.

(2) T (t+ s) = T (t)T (s) for all t, s ≥ 0.

(3) T (t)x→ x as t→ 0 for all x ∈ X.

Let S be a compact metric space. Let T (t) be a semigroup on C(S).

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

by

Ax = lim
t→0

T (t)x− x

t
.

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

exist.

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) ⊂ A, we say A is closed if for any sequence {xn} ⊂ D(A) such that xn → x and Axn → y,

we have x ∈ D(A) and Ax = y. If A is closed, we say D is a core of A if for all x ∈ Dom(A),

there exists a sequence {xn} ⊂ D such that xn → x and Axn → Ax. 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]. �

Now, for a compact metric space S, let X = C(S) and T (t) be a Feller semigroup on X . Let L

be the infinitesimal generator of T (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 − 1
α
Lf = g.

(2) For f ∈ C(S) and t > 0, ∃c > 0,
∥

∥

∥

(n

t
Un

t

)n

f − T (t)f
∥

∥

∥

∞
≤ ct√

n
‖Lf‖∞.

Proof. See [29, Theorem 3.16]. �

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 [18, Remark 7.5]. Suppose we have an elliptic

operator of the form

Lu := aij(x)Diju+ biDiu

is given on Rn. Consider a bounded continuous functions k : Rn → [0,∞) and g : Rn → R. Let

Ω ⊂ Rn be a bounded open domain. Take a function f : ∂Ω → R. The Dirichlet problem is to find

a continuous function u : Ω̄ → R such that such that u is of class C2(Ω) and satisfies the elliptic

equation
Lu− ku = −g in Ω,

u = f on ∂Ω.
(B.1)

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

(1) L is uniformly elliptic,

(2) aij , bi, k, g are β-Hölder continuous on Rn, and

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

that B(a) ∩ Ω = ∅ and B̄(a) ∩ ∂Ω = {a},
(4) f is continuous.

According to [17, Theorem 6.13], there exists a unique function u of class C2,β(Ω) ∩ C(Ω̄), which
solves (B.1).

From [18, Corollary 4.29] and [18, 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 [18, Proposition 7.2].

Theorem B.1. Let τΩ := inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt /∈ Ω}. Under the above conditions the unique solution u

of (B.1) can be written as

u(x) = Ex

[

f(XτΩ) exp

(

−
∫ τΩ

0

k(Xs)ds

)

+

∫ τΩ

0

g(Xt) exp

(

−
∫ t

0

k(Xs)ds

)

dt

]

.

where Ex is the expectation with respect to the probability measure Px 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 Rn, 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,∞)×Rn ×Rn → [0,∞) is called the heat kernel of the process

X if for all t > 0 and x, y ∈ Rn,

Ex[f(Xt)] =

∫

Rn

f(y)p(t, x, 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 c1 and K1 depending only on L such that

p(t, x, y) ≤ K1t
−n

2 exp

(

−c1
|x− y|2

t

)

for all x, y ∈ Ω, t > 0.

Let Ω be a bounded open domain in Rn. Consider a killed process XΩ so that the process is

killed upon exiting Ω. 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. Fix a δ > 0. There exists the heat kernel pΩ(t, x, y) associated with the killed

process XΩ. Moreover, there exists a positive constant C depending only on δ such that

pΩ(t, x, y) ≤ C, for all x, y ∈ Ω, |x− y| ≥ δ, t > 0.
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[1] Armendáriz, I., Beltrán, J., Cuesta, D., Jara, M.: Fluid limit for the coarsening phase of the condensing

zero-range process. arXiv:2302.05497 (2023)

[2] Beltrán, J., Jara, M., Landim, C.: The nucleation phase of condensing zero range processes and uniqueness of

the martingale problem for an absorbing diffusion. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 169(3-4), 1169–1220 (2017)

[3] Beltrán, J., Landim, C.: Tunneling and metastability of continuous time Markov chains. J. Stat. Phys. 140(6),

1065–1114 (2010)

[4] Beltrán, J., Landim, C.: Tunneling and metastability of continuous time Markov chains II, the Nonreversible

Case. J. Stat. Phys. 149(4), 598–618 (2012)

[5] Beltrán, J., Landim, C.: Metastability of reversible condensed zero range processes on a finite set.

Probab.Theory Relat. Fields 152, 781–807 (2012)

[6] Bertini, L., Gabrielli, D., Landim, C.: Metastable Γ-expansion of finite state Markov chains level two large

deviations rate functions. arXiv:2207.02588 (2022)
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