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SECOND TIME SCALE OF THE METASTABILITY OF REVERSIBLE
INCLUSION PROCESSES

SEONWOO KIM

ABSTRACT. We investigate the second time scale of the metastable behavior of the reversible
inclusion process in an extension of the study by [Bianchi, Dommers, and Giardina, Electronic
Journal of Probability, 22:1-34, 2017], which presented the first time scale of the same model
and conjectured the scheme of multiple time scales. We show that N/d3 is indeed the
correct second time scale for the most general class of reversible inclusion processes, and thus
prove the first conjecture of the foresaid study. Here, N denotes the number of particles,
and dy denotes the small scale of randomness of the system. The main obstacles of this
research arise in calculating the sharp asymptotics for the capacities, and in the fact that
the methods employed in the former study are not directly applicable due to the complex
geometry of particle configurations. To overcome these problems, we first thoroughly examine
the landscape of the transition rates to obtain a proper test function of the equilibrium
potential, which provides the upper bound for the capacities. Then, we modify the induced
test flow and precisely estimate the equilibrium potential near the metastable valleys to obtain

the correct lower bound for the capacities.

1. INTRODUCTION

An interacting particle system was introduced in , as a dual process of a certain class
of energy diffusion models, known as Brownian momentum (energy) processes. In , this
process was first named as a (symmetric) inclusion process, which was treated as a bosonicﬂ
counterpart of the well-known exclusion process. Since then, this particular random system
has gathered the interest of numerous researchers. A general overview on the study of inclusion
processes is provided in , Chapters 2 and 6].

Condensation takes place in various particle systems that exhibit attractive interactions.
It is defined by the situation in which a significant portion of particles in the system becomes
concentrated at a single site (cf. ), due to the bosonic interactions among them. This
phenomenon has been a consistently popular research subject during the past few decades.
Condensation of inclusion processes was first studied in , where the authors presented the
unique invariant measure of the system under some restrictions, together with the conden-
sation result of particles in the dynamics. Since then, a variety of results were reported on

condensation of inclusion processes under various conditions and geometries of the system

777.

Key words and phrases. Metastability, multiple time scales, interacting particle systems, inclusion process.

'Bosonic particle systems represent dynamics in which particles tend to attract each other. They are mostly
used to represent dynamical systems in low temperatures.
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Metastability represents the macroscopic phenomenon that occurs when certain observables
in a system linger in one state for an extended period of time and at a random moment later
evolve to another state within a relatively short time. In the context of particle systems,
this is described as follows: After condensation occurs, the condensate of particles remains
at its site for a relatively long time. However, on appropriately long time scales, it tends
to move to another site within the system. This behavior, also referred to as tunneling, can
be characterized by a suitable random walk of the condensate on the collection of sites. In
the context of inclusion processes, this phenomenon was first characterized in [16], where the
authors showed the asymptotic behavior of formation and evolution of the condensate. How-
ever, this striking result was obtained only for symmetric inclusion processes. Accordingly,
the next objective was to find a similar result for a more general class of inclusion processes.
This project has been steadily maturing over the past few years. 7] reported a result on the
metastable behavior for reversible inclusion processes. Moreover, in [19], Seo and the author
of the current paper worked on the setting of general non-reversible inclusion processes.

The metastable behavior of reversible inclusion processes is subjected to the scheme of
multiple time scales, which was studied thoroughly in [4]. For completeness, we briefly recall
the result from [7, Theorem 2.3], stating that metastable behavior exists among certain sites
S, (cf. Proposition in the first time scale 1/dy, where dy denotes the control factor of
randomness of the dynamics which vanishes as the number of particles NV tends to infinity.
We must emphasize that the limiting metastable dynamics on S, may not be irreducible, in
contrast to the original underlying random walk. Because the original process is irreducible,
it is expected that all metastable states are eventually achievable. Hence, the system is
likely to exhibit completely novel metastable movements at longer time scales. The authors
of [7] conjectured two additional time scales, N/d3, and N?/d3;, by proving the existence of
such time scales in a simple one-dimensional setting. Moreover, they showed that N?/ d?v
represents the terminal level of metastability, in the sense that there are no time scales larger
than N?/d3; in which metastable movements occur.

In this study, we extensively generalize the metastable result of reversible inclusion processes
in (7], and we fully characterize the metastable behavior in the second time scale,
Ono2 =N/ d?\,. Specifically, we prove that the conjectured second time scale N/ d?v is indeed
the correct one for the most general class of reversible underlying random walks, and that
there are no intermediate time scales between 1/dy and N/d%. This leads us to a complete
analysis of the metastability of reversible inclusion processes up to the second
level on the scheme of multiple time scales.

In this research, we encountered two mathematical obstacles. The first obstacle concerns
with the investigation of the sharp asymptotics of the equilibrium potential, which is the
main ingredient to apply the Dirichlet principle. To overcome this issue, we first analyze
the simplest case (Condition and carefully examine the Dirichlet form of the dynamics
to find a proper test function (Subsection . This test function naturally induces a test
flow ( and Proposition . The second obstacle concerns with the control of the major



SECOND TIME SCALE OF THE METASTABILITY OF REVERSIBLE INCLUSION PROCESSES 3

and minor parts of the divergence of this test flow. This is essential to apply Theorem (3.6
which originates from [24]. We deal with the minor part in Subsection by replacing the
test flow by its asymptotic limit. Subsequently, we address the major part in Subsections [6.2
and using the fact that the equilibrium potential behaves well near metastable valleys (cf.
Lemma . After settling these problems for the simple case, we address the general model
by applying a similar method to obtain the main theorem. A more detailed explanation of
the procedure is provided in Remark [2.9] and Section

Moreover, we strongly agree with the other conjecture in [7], that N?/d3; is indeed the
third time scale of this process, and that the given three time scales completely characterize
the metastable behavior, indicating that there are no additional time scales in metastable
movements. However, it remains the possibility that an intermediate step of metastable
behavior emerges between them. Investigating the third time scale is out of the scope of the
current machineries developed in this study (Remark ) Hence, this topic serves as the
main objective of future research in this direction.

Notably, the degree of dy increases by 1 in the consecutive time scales; 1/dy — N/ d?\, —
N2/ d:?v- This is attributed to the fundamental property of transition rates of the inclusion
process. According to , the process has to wait a time of order 1/dy to send a particle
to an empty site. As long as a site is occupied with at least one particle, it requires roughly
constant-scale time to send the rest of the particles there. Hence, the degrees of dy in the time
scales represent the graph distance (see footnote between the corresponding metastable
states. Evidently, the scale grows as the distance increases. This serves as a milestone in
constructing the exact test function representing the equilibrium potential (see Subsections
and for further detail).

In contrast, the metastability of non-reversible inclusion processes occurs in an entirely dif-
ferent manner. It has been established in [19] that there are two types of first time scales in the
system, namely 1/dy if the limit dynamics is symmetric (and thus generalizes the reversible
case), and 1/(dyN) if it is asymmetric. Succeeding time scales are entirely unidentified and
deserve extensive future research. Further information is provided in [19, Theorems 3.10 and
3.12].

Metastability of inclusion processes is often compared to that of the well-known (supercrit-
ical and critical) zero-range processes, as they both involve bosonic particle systems repre-
senting stickiness in low temperature. Moreover, both metastable behaviors can be proven by
a similar series of techniques, known as the martingale approach [3,6]. The main difference
between them is that unlike the inclusion process, the zero-range process exhibits single-step
metastable behavior; hence, there is only one time scale. This is because particle movements in
the zero-range process are affected only by the number of particles on the starting site, which
is the reason behind the naming “zero-range.” Hence, on a suitable time scale, all metastable
states are reachable simultaneously. Full details on the recent results on condensation and
metastability of zero-range processes are provided in [1,[5,21}24].
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We assume throughout this article that the number of sites is fixed, and the number of
particles diverges. Alternatively, a model, named the inclusion process in the thermodynamic
limit assumes that the number of sites tends to infinity along with the number of particles, so
that particle density converges to a certain target density p > 0. In this case, yet another type
of condensation and metastability is detected. [9] provides formulation and computational
data, while |17] reports various condensation results depending on the behavior of dy, and
[19, Theorems 3.21, 3.22, and 3.23] present the general result of metastability on the torus.

The main ingredients of the proof of our main result are the potential theory [8] and the
martingale approach [3,6]. Compared to the classical pathwise approach to metastability, the
potential-theoretic approach has the big advantage of being highly useful in calculating the
sharp asymptotics of the mean hitting time between metastable states and the consecutive
metastable movements among the sites in the limit. Based on this technology, BeltrAjn and
Landim proposed an outstanding method of calculating the mean transition rates of the trace
process by precisely estimating the corresponding capacities of the system. We explain these
methodologies in more detail in Section

2. NOTATION AND MAIN RESULTS

We first settle the basic notation in this article.

e The set of natural numbers, N, includes 0, i.e., N={n € Z : n > 0}.

e Writing «, 8 € R or {a, S} C R implies that « and 3 are different.

e For integers a and b with a < b, [a, b] represents [a, b] N Z, i.e., the set of integers from a
to b.

e For two sequences {an}n>1 and {8y} n>1 of real numbers, a and Sy are asymptotically
equal, or ay ~ By if imy_, an/Byn = 1.

e In what follows, C denotes a global positive constant which may vary among equations.

e For functions f and g of N, we write f(IN) = O(g(N)) if there exists a constant C' with
the property that |f(N)| < Cg(N) for all N > 1. Moreover, we write f(N) = o(g(N)) if
limy oo £(N)/g(N) = 0.

2.1. Reversible inclusion processes. We fix a finite state space S which represents our
collection of sites. Suppose that 7 : S xS — [0, 00) is a transition rate function which defines
a continuous-time irreducible random walk on S. For convenience, we let r(x, x) = 0 for all
x € S. We further assume that the random walk is reversible with respect to a probability

distribution m, namely,
m(z)r(z, y) = m(y)r(y, x) for all z, y € S.

The sites with maximal measure deserve particular attention, as they are precisely the sites
where particles condensate (Proposition [2.3). We define

M, = max{m(x):x € S}, S, ={x € S :m(x) =M}, and m,(-) = HXX
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Notably, m,(x) < 1 for all x € S, and the equality holds if and only if x € S,.
Based on the underlying random walk introduced above, we introduce the inclusion process
on S. First, the set of configurations corresponding to the distribution of N particles on S is

denoted by
HNZ{T]ENS:anzN}.
zeS

Hence, n, is regarded as the number of particles at x € S of 7.
Now, we define the inclusion process to be a continuous-time Markov chain {nx(t)}+>0 on
Hn associated with generator Ly acting on functions f : Hy — R by

(LxHm) = D meldy +ny)r(z, y{f(e™¥n) — f(n)} for n € Hy. (2.1)

z,yeS

Here, 0% Y7 is the configuration obtained from 7 by sending a particle, if possible, from x to
y. Hence, if n, = 0, then 0™ ¥n =7 and if n, > 1, then (6™ Yn)y =0y — 1, (6%Yn)y =1y + 1,
and (c™¥n), = n, for z # x, y. Moreover, {dy}n>1 is a sequence of positive real numbers
converging to 0. We will further assume that dy decays more quickly than the logarithmic
scale;

lim dylog N =0. (2.2)

N—oo

A typical choice for dy in practice is the polynomial scale, dy = 1/N®, a > 0. One can
readily verify that ny(-) is irreducible. We denote the transition rate of this process by
ay : Hny X Hy — [0, 00), and the law and expectation of the process starting at n by
P, = RJ?V and E, = E,]]V , respectively.

We conclude this subsection with a brief explanation of the dynamical characteristics of
the inclusion process. Given a configuration n € Hy, a particle moves from site z to site y at
rate

an (1, o) = nz(dn +my)r (2, y) = dyner(z, y) + nenyr(, y).

Here, dnn,r(z, y) denotes the diffusive part and nn,r(x, y) denotes the inclusive part of the
dynamics. More specifically, the diffusive part represents the random walk of each particle
with respect to r(-, -), which is controlled by a parameter dy. In contrast, the inclusive part
represents the attractive behavior of particles, because the rate from x to y increases as 7,
increases, and particles tend to prefer more occupied sites. As dy decays to 0, the inclusive
behavior is expected to dominate the dynamics. Consequently, particles are very likely to
assemble at a single site, forming a condensate (Proposition. However, the small diffusive
interactions trigger a long-term evolution of this condensate among sites, which is referred to
as tunneling or metastable behavior (Theorem . Precise interpretation of these concepts
is provided in the following.

2.2. Condensation of reversible inclusion processes. Because the process ny(+) is irre-
ducible, it exhibits a unique invariant distribution. We denote the unique distribution by p .
The great advantage we gain by assuming reversibility of the underlying random walk is that

nn (+) likewise becomes reversible with respect to uy, and that py admits an explicit formula.
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This is stated in the following proposition, whose proof is straightforward. Hereafter, I'(+)
denotes the typical Gamma function.

Proposition 2.1. The inclusion process {nn(t)}+>0 is reversible with respect to the invariant

measure py, which satisfies

1
un(n) = — [ [ wn (ne)ma(@)™ forn € Hy, (2.3)
N z€eS
where r(d )
+n
wy (n) = m, neN, and Zy = Z H wWN (g )my(z)™.
neEHN €S

Remark 2.2. The following asymptotics hold for the functions introduced in Proposition [2.1

1 < (dN—l—k)wN(k:) _ (k—f—l)w]v(k’-i-l) SeleOgN, kZO, and  lim NZN
dN dN N—o00 dN
In particular, (dy + k)wy (k) = (k+ Dwy(k + 1) ~ dy by (2.2), which is uniform in k& > 0.

These convergence results are frequently applied in the following. The proofs are provided in

= ‘S*‘- (2-4)

[7, Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.2].

Next, we define the metastable valleys of the process. Let

Ev=1{}={neHn:n, =N} forxes.
Hence, £* represents the configuration where all particles are concentrated on the site z. Each
weaEn for ACS.
Valleys of further special interest are £5; for x € S,, as explained by the following proposition.

X is referred to as a wvalley of the system. Moreover, we denote Ex(A) = J

The proof of this is provided in |7, Proposition 2.1].

Proposition 2.3. For each x € Sy, it holds that
1
li EX) = —. 2.5
Consequently, we have imy_o0 iy (Hn \ En(Sk)) = 0.
Remark 2.4. In particular, £, v € Sy, are referred to as metastable valleys of the process.

For simplicity, we write E§, = En(Sy). Propositionimplies that the (static) condensation
occurs on S, i.e.,
Jim v (€R) =1 (2.6)
This fact depends heavily on the explicit formula . If the underlying random walk is
non-reversible, then the right-hand side of is not necessarily the invariant distribution
of the system. In fact, we do not have a closed formula of the invariant distribution in
this case. Thus, even the basic condensation result on valleys is not a simple issue for non-
reversible inclusion processes. Nevertheless, condensation on En(S) can be demonstrated for
non-reversible systems by adding a few minor conditions on dx and r(-, -). For a recent result

on this topic, we refer to [19, Theorem 3.15].
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2.3. First time scale of the metastable behavior of reversible dynamics. The first
time scale is fully characterized in [7]. We recall the result in this subsection to motivate our
main result of this study. To this end, we must first introduce the trace process.

A non-empty subset G of H is fixed, and a non-decreasing random variable 79, the local
time in G of the process, is defined by

T9(t) = /Ot 1nw(s) € G}ds, ¢ > 0.
Let SY be its generalized inverse function:
S9(t) =sup{s > 0:T9(s) < t}, t > 0.
Then, the trace process {n%(t)}i>0 on G is defined by
1 () = v (S9(4)) for ¢ > 0,

The random time 79(t) measures the amount of time up to ¢ that the process spends in G.
Hence, the random function SY reconstructs the global time of the process, starting from
the local time in G. In this sense, the trace process n]gv() on G is obtained from the original
process nn(-) by turning off the clock whenever it is not in G. Therefore, nJg\,() becomes a
continuous-time, irreducible Markov chain on G. Rigorous proof of this fact can be found in
e.g., [3].

Here, we trace the original process ny(-) on £}, where condensation occurs. For simplicity,
it is denoted by X

M () = ().
As we are concerned only with the superscripts of the sets {EX; : © € S, }, we define a projection
function ¥y y : E§ — Sk as
Uy N(§*) = for z € S,.

The symbol 1 in the subscript of ¥ x denotes the first time scale of metastability. Using
this function, we define a process {Xn(t)}+>0 on Sy by

Xn(t) = Uy (0 (1)) for t > 0.

In general, Xy (-) is non-Markovian, as it is merely a process of labelling of the metastable
valleys. However, in the case of inclusion processes, Xy (-) is indeed a Markov process, as
Uy n is a bijection between £3 and 5.

Here, we can formulate the first metastable behavior in terms of the projected trace process
Xn(+). Proof of the following theorem is provided in |7, Section 4].

Theorem 2.5 (First time scale of reversible inclusion processes). Fiz a site xg € S,
and let On 1 = 1/dn.

(1) The law of the rescaled process {Xn(On,1t) }i>0 starting at xo converges (with respect to
the Skorokhod topology) on the path space D([0, 00); Sy) to the law of the Markov process
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{X6rst () }e>0 on Sx starting at xo, which is defined by the generator
(A @) =D r(z, v {fy) - f(@)}, z €8, for f: S, > R.

YyESK

(2) The process spends negligible time outside the metastable valleys, i.e., for allt > 0,

lim  sup En[/tn{anN,ls) ¢ Ex}ds| = 0.

N—oopegx 0
Remark 2.6. In Theorem the limiting dynamics Xgg(+) is exactly the underlying random
walk restricted to S.. Here, we must note that even though the underlying system is irre-
ducible, Xg,¢t () can still not be irreducible. For example, let S = {1, 2, 3}, r(1, 2) = (3, 2) =
1, and r(2, 1) = r(2, 3) = 2, as in the left part of Figure Then, we have S, = {1, 3};
thus, Xfrst(-) on Sy represents the null Markov chain. This phenomenon suggests additional
time scales of the metastable behavior of inclusion processes.

We further remark that non-reversible inclusion processes exhibit a completely different
scheme of metastability in the first time scale. Namely, in non-reversible inclusion processes,
the time scale is 1/dy if the limiting Markov chain of the process (cf. Xgst(-) in Theorem
is symmetric, and it is 1/(dyN) if the limiting Markov chain is not symmetric. This is a
remarkable difference in the metastability of reversible and non-reversible inclusion processes,
and the details are provided in [19, Theorems 3.10 and 3.12].

2.4. Second time scale of the metastable behavior of reversible dynamics: Simple
case. In this subsection, we present a simple case of our general main result. Namely, we
assume that the following condition holds throughout this subsection.

Condition 2.7. S = {1, x2, y1, y2} with

r(Yp, xi) > r(xi, yp) >0 for 1 <i, p <2, (2.7)
r(x1, x2) = r(x2, 1) =0, and (2.8)
m(z1) = m(xg). (2.9)

In this setting, because the process is reversible, we have my(z1) = my(z2) = 1, my(y1) < 1,
and m.(y2) < 1, so that S, = {1, z2}. See the right part of Figure for a visualization of
this simple model.

There are two reasons for providing a simple version of the theorem first, instead of directly
addressing the general main result. The first reason is that this simple model already covers
most of the mathematical essentials of the second level of metastable behavior. The second
reason is that proposing the proof of the general main result in a straightforward manner would
be confusing to the readers, while inspecting the proof of the simple case first is helpful.

We add the term spl, which denotes simple, in the superscripts of some quantities defined
in this subsection to avoid possible confusion with the general main result in the following

subsection.
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r(1,2) =1  r(3,2) =

2 —
r(2,1) =2 < r(2,3) =

T1 T2
e o} °® U
1 3 Y2
———o r(z,y)>r(y,z)>0
*-----9 r(z,y) =r(y,xz) >0
L4 ° r(z,y) =r(y,z) =0
T Yy

FIGURE 2.1. (Left) a model where the first time scale of metastability does
not occur (Remark [2.6). Red points denote the metastable sites and yellow
ones denote the rest. (Right) a simple model for the second time scale of
metastability (Condition . The line between y; and ys implies that there
is no restriction on r(y1, y2) and r(y2, y1).

By ., we do not observe any movements in the first time scale by Theorem [2.5] Thus, it
is natural to seek the following time scale, in which metastable behavior is exhibited between
1 and zo. Similar to the first scale, we define a projection function \If;plN cEN — {1, 2} by

TP(E) =ifor 1<i<2.
Then, we define a process YsP'(-) on {1, 2} by
YP(8) = WPy (i (1)) for ¢ > 0.

Following the notation of |7], we state that dy decays subezponentially, if

lim dyeY
N—oo

= oo for any € > 0. (2.10)

Hence, (2.10]) indicates that dy decays more slowly relative to any exponential scales. More-
over, we define a positive constant SR by

R = / = W@,,))l dt. (2.11)

s 951 yp) T(TQ yp)

Theorem 2.8 (Second time scale of reversible inclusion processes: Simple case).
Assume Condition[2.7. Suppose that dn decays subexponentially. Define the second time scale
as On.o = N/d% and fiz ig € {1, 2}. Then, the law of the rescaled process {YSpl(GN at) }>0
starting at ig converges (with respect to the Skorokhod topology) on the path space D([0, 00); {1, 2})
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FIGURE 2.2. (Left) a general model with four irreducible components 552),

552), §2), and Sf) according to the first time scale (cf. (2.12)). (Right)
the same model, in which {S§2), 552)} and {S§2), Sf)} form two irreducible
components 5@ and 553), respectively, according to the second time scale
(Theorem [2.10)).

to the law of the Markov process on {1, 2}, starting at iy and jumping back and forth at rate
1/R.

Remark 2.9. Note that Theorem slightly generalizes |7, Theorem 2.5], and there is a sole
additional non-metastable site in the system. However, the approach used in |7, Section 5]
fails even in this simplest case, due to two important drawbacks. First, the test function
given in [7, Subsection 5.2] does not provide a direct clue of the test function we need for this
generalized model, as this step requires a high-level understanding of the whole landscape of
the transition rates. This is provided in Subsection Second, it is impossible to apply
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality consecutively as in [7, Subsection 5.1]. This is because the
inequalities used there do not provide a consistent equality condition; hence, this merely yields
a weaker lower bound for the capacities. To overcome this, we employ Theorem to obtain
the lower bound, which was proposed in [24]; see Section @] for further detail.

2.5. Second time scale of the metastable behavior of reversible dynamics: General
case. Finally, in this subsection, we present the main result of this article in the most general
setting. To this end, we decompose S, into irreducible components with respect to Xgst(-),
which is the limiting dynamics in the first scale (see the left part of Figure [2.2)):

i

Sy = U Si(z), where S = {@i1, oo Ty} for 1 <0 < Ky (2.12)
i=1

@)

Here, we use the second label (1 to n(i)) in the elements of S;” to emphasize that they

belong to the same set SZ-(Q). The common superscript (2) denotes the second time scale. More
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is irreducible for each
i € [1, k4], and 7(24,n, Tj,m) =0 foralli # j, 1 <n <n(i), and 1 < m < n(j). By definition,

we have . .
1S = 371521 =3 n(a).
=1 =1

In this setting, our dynamics in the second scale Oy o = N, / d?v takes place on the set of Ky
elements; {EN(SZ(Q)) 01 < i < Ky} All elements in SZ.(Q) that are connected in the first scale
On,1 form a metastable group in the second scale (Theorem [2.10(1)). If x, = 1, we observe

specifically, the system with transition rates r(-, -) restricted to SZ-(2)

all possible metastable movements in the first time scale; thus, the metastable behavior is
fully characterized by Theorem and there is no need for an additional time scale. Hence,
hereafter we assume that k., > 2. Moreover, we write S\ S, = {y1, ..., Ux, }, such that we
have
S={zin:1<i<ke, 1<n<n@)}U{yl, .- Yo}

From k, > 2 and irreducibility of the underlying random walk, it is straightforward that
ko > 1. For A C [1, k4], we introduce the notation 8](\?) (A) = U;en SN(SZ-(Q)). If A={a}, we
abbreviate Sﬁ)({a}) as Sﬁ)(a).

As in the simple case, we define a projection function. Let Wy y : 5 — [1, K] be defined
by

Uy n(E7m) =i for 1 <i<k,and 1 <n <n(i).

Then, we define a process Yy (+) on [1, k] by
Yn(t) = Uy n(nn(t)) for t > 0.

In contrast to Xn(-) (and Y]f,pl(-)), Yn(+) is not necessarily Markovian, since Wy x is generally
not bijective.

We are ready to state our main theorem. We define constants R; ; for i, j € [1, K,]:
R /1 1
i:j = ) y 1—my —1
0 Tl Sl oyt el

r(Ti, nsYp) —"_?“(-73]'7 m> Yp)

dt. (2.13)

In (2.13)), we regard the fraction in the denominator as 0 if r(;,n, yp)7(2j,m, yp) = 0. In this
sense, we write R; ;j = 00 if 7(2i n, Yp)7 (@), m, yp) =0 for all 1 <n <n(i), 1 <m < n(j), and
1<p< I’iﬂ It is clear that R; ; = R; ;.

Further, for A C Hy, let 74 = T% be the hitting time of the set A.

Theorem 2.10 (Second time scale of reversible inclusion processes: General case).
Suppose that dy decays subexponentially. Then, with On o = N/d3;, the following statements
hold.

2We take 1/00 to be 0 in the following.
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(1) For each 1 <i < Ry, EN(Si(Q)) thermalizes before reaching another metastable set, i.e.,

A}gnoo n’geérjif(sf))}?n[r{c} < TSN(S*\SP)] =1. (2.14)

(2) Fiz iy € [1, ki]]. Then, the law of the rescaled process {Yn(On ot)}e>0 starting at ig
converges (with respect to the Skorokhod topology) on the path space D([0, 00); [1, k«])
to the law of the Markov process Xsecond(:) on [1, k] starting at iy and defined by the
generator, acting on functions f : [1, k] — R, given by

. 1 . ) .
(L2 f)(i) = Z W{ﬂ]) — f(@)} fori € [1, k. (2.15)
JE1, se]\{i} 1~ 1,7
Consequently, S, is decomposed into irreducible components with respect to Xgecond()-

We denote this partition by
Se=85P U us®. (2.16)
(8) Fiz 1 < i < ry and 1 < n < n(i). From (2.16)), there is a unique 1 € [1, ] such that

Si(Q) - S;,(S) (see the right part of Figure . Then, starting at ¥, the process spends
negligible time outside é'N(S(S)), which is uniform in all choices of (i, n), i.e., for all

;
t>0,

t
lim sup Ece:. o [ / L{nn (O, 25) ¢ sN(sS?’))}ds} = 0.
N=00 ie[1, ki], ne[1,n(3)] 0 t

Remark 2.11. We remark several issues regarding the main theorem.

(1) Note that Theorem is indeed a special case of Theorem where k, = 2, n(1) =
n(2) =1, 21,1 =21, 2,1 = X2, ko = 2, and (21,1, Yp)r (22,1, Yp) > 0 for p=1, 2.

2) Theorem [2.10| proves the conjecture in [7] that Oy o = N/d2% is indeed the second time

(2) p \ : N
scale in the metastability of reversible inclusion processes, in the sense that there are no
intermediate time scales between 0y, 1 and Oy, 2.

(3) By (2.15), for i,5 € [1, K], the limit transition rate from SZ@) to S;Q) is 1/(|SZ-(2)\9‘{Z-7]-).
This vanishes if and only if R; ; = 0o, which is equivalent to state that the graph distanceﬁ

between SZ@) and SJ(.2) is bigger than 2. In this sense, we cannot observe a metastable

movement between Si(g) and S](B), i, j € [1, %], in the second time scale Oy o = N/d%.
Because the original underlying random walk is irreducible, it is natural to suggest the
existence of a third time scale, where we can detect metastable movements among Si(?’) ,
1 < i <. In [7], this scale is strongly expected to be 0y 3 = N?/d3;. Moreover, even
though 6 3 is proven to be the longest scale possible in [7], there is a possibility that an
intermediate time scale exists between 6y o and 6y 3. This can be considered a fruitful
future research topic.

3For two subsets A and B of S, the graph distance between A and B is defined as min{n > 0: Jzo, ..., zn €
S such that z¢g € A, z, € B, and r(x;, ziy1) > 0for 0 <i<n—1}.
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(4) According to the previous remark, we attempted to apply the methodology used in this
study to address the third time scale of metastability of the inclusion process. The first
obstacle is encountered in constructing an exquisite test function which approximates the
equilibrium potential, as in Subsection This becomes far more complicated when
compared to what is done here, as the geometric property of the typical path is highly
complex in the third time scale. The other obstacle is that the asymptotic value of
the equilibrium potential, which is successfully determined in the second time scale in
Subsections and is unknown in the third time scale. In order to apply a similar
methodology in the third scale, a precise information on the equilibrium potential of the
entire typical path between metastable valleys is needed. At this point, this is a technically
difficult task.

(5) Note that is not included in the previous metastability results, i.e., Theorems
and This is because in the setting of the previous theorems, each metastable valley
is a singleton; hence, thermalization is obvious.

(6) In this study, all convergence results are provided in terms of convergence of the trace
process in the Skorokhod topology. In fact, there are alternatives to the stated results,
represented by convergence of the original process in the soft topology [20] and convergence
of finite-dimensional marginal distributions [22]. We remark that given our result, the
other modes of convergence may be easily proven by verifying some additional technical
conditions presented in the foresaid studies. In Section we prove the convergence of
finite-dimensional marginal distributions using |22, Proposition 2.1]. This result is needed

to prove (3) of Theorem

3. OUTLINE OF PROOF OF THEOREMS 2.8 AND 2.10|

In this section, we review some potential-theoretic notions and explain how to apply these
skills to prove the main theorems, namely Theorems [2.8 and 2.10] We remark that some
claims in this section hold due to reversibility, and more general results are provided in e.g.,
[11] and [25].

3.1. Potential theory and discrete flows. In this subsection, we introduce some crucial
notions from the potential theory, which are fundamental in stating and proving our results.

Definition 3.1. (1) The Dirichlet form Dy(-) associated to our inclusion process is defined
by, for f: Hy — R,

D=5 S mwmantn OLQ) - f)?

777CEHN

=2 3 ety + (e, )T (") — F))

neHN x, yeS
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(2) If A and B are disjoint and non-empty subsets of Hy, then the equilibrium potential h 4
between A and B is defined by

ha,5(n) =Pylra < 78]

Note that hy,5 =1 on A and hyp =0 on B.
(3) The capacity between A and B is defined by

CapN(-Aa B) = DN(hA,B)'

Later in this section, we show that to study the metastable behavior of interacting parti-
cle systems, it suffices to obtain sharp asymptotics on the corresponding capacities between
metastable valleys (cf. (3.8) and Proposition [3.8). In the following, we define the discrete

flows corresponding to our system.

Definition 3.2. (1) A function ¢ : Hy X Hy — R is considered a (discrete) flow on Hy, if
(a) ¢ is anti-symmetric; that is, ¢(n, () = —¢((, n) for all n, ¢ € Hy, and
(b) ¢ is compatible to qn (-, -); that is, ¢(n, ¢) > 0 only if qn(n, ¢) > 0.

(2) An inner product structure (-, -) 5 is defined for the flows on Hy: For flows ¢ and 1,

ARSI (32

1
(¢ ¥)n =3 o kn(man(n, ¢)

n,CEHN:an(n,¢)

Consequently, a norm || - || is established in the system; ||¢||x = / (¢, @) N
(3) Given a flow ¢ on Hy, the divergence of ¢ at n € Hy is defined as

(dive)(n) = > ¢, ¢) = S ¢ Q).
CEHN CEHN:an(n, ()>0
Following this notation, the divergence of ¢ on A C Hy is

(divg)(A) = D (dive)(n).

neA

Here, we connect two notions defined above: For a function f : Hy — R, we define a flow

®; on Hy, which is given by
®r(n, Q)= pnman(n, OLf(n) — (O} n € Hn, ¢ € Hn. (3.3)

Then, the following proposition explains the relationship between potential-theoretic objects

and discrete flows.

Proposition 3.3. For each f: Hy — R, we have | ®¢||% = Dn(f). Consequently, if A and
B are disjoint and non-empty subsets of Huy,

194, 5l % = D (ha,B) = Capy (A, B). (3.4)
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Proof. The first statement follows by a simple calculation. Namely,

2
loli-r Yy A OF

U;CGHN:qN(n’ C)>O HN(n)qN(Th C)

=% > pn (man (m, O{f(n) — f(O)}* = Dn(f).

n,CEHN:qn (1, ¢)>0

Then, (3.4) is straightforward by Definition [3.1)(3). O

3.2. Dual variational principles: The Dirichlet—Thomson principle. According to
the definitions in the last subsection, two important variational principles hold, namely the
Dirichlet principle and the Thomson principle. These statements play a key role in calculating
the explicit behavior of the capacities in the limit N — oo.

Theorem 3.4 (The Dirichlet—Thomson principle). Suppose that A and B are two dis-
joint and non-empty subsets of Hy .

(1) (Dirichlet) It holds that
Capy (A, B) = ir;f Dn(F),

where the infimum runs over functions F : Hy — R satisfying
F|,=1and F|;=0. (3.5)

Moreover, the unique optimizer of the infimum is h4 p.
(2) (Thomson) It holds that

1
Capy (A, B) = sup -,
o loln
where the supremum runs over flows ¢ on Hy satisfying
(div ) (A) = 1 and (div ¢)(n) = 0 for all n € Hy \ (AU B). (3.6)

Moreover, the unique optimizer of the supremum is ®p, , ,/Capy (A, B).

In fact, the two principles in Theorem have generalizations to non-reversible dynamics.
Namely, [11, Theorem 2.7] gives the non-reversible version of (1), and [25, Proposition 2.6]
gives the non-reversible version of (2). We refer to the references [11,25] for the proof of
Theorem 3.4

Remark 3.5. Like the Dirichlet principle, the Thomson principle can also be stated in terms of
test functions; however, it is somewhat more complicated to state the result, which is provided
in 25| Proposition 2.1(ii)].

The application of Theorem [3.4]runs generally as follows. First, we construct test functions
and flows, say g and v, which satisfy (3.5) and (3.6]), respectively. Second, we apply the

principles to obtain
1
o < Capy(A, B) < Dx(g).
1911
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Finally, we send N to infinity to obtain the desired estimate. From , it is natural to take
g and 1, which in some sense approximate h4 g and @, ,/Capy (A, B), respectively.

According to the above methodology, the Dirichlet principle is relatively easy to apply, as
the restriction is feeble. In contrast, the Thomson principle has a strong restriction on
the test flows, . In particular, it is practically impossible to find a test flow that has
vanishing divergence in each configuration in Hy \ (AU B).

To overcome this drawback, we need the following variant of the useful result [24, Theorem
5.3], which generalizes the Thomson principle.

Theorem 3.6 (Generalized Thomson principle). Suppose that A and B are two disjoint
and non-empty subsets of Hy. Then, f07’ any non-trivial flow ¢ on Hy, it holds that
2

[ > has(dive) ) (3.7)

neEHN

Capy (A, B) >
w W

Moreover, the equality holds if and only if ¢ = c®p, , 5 for a non-zero constant c.

Proof. By |24, Proposition 5.1(3)] and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

[ hasmv )] = @, 0

neEHN
< Phy 517 X 101} = Capy (A, B) x [|9]%-

Because ¢ is non-trivial, we divide both sides by |[1||% to obtain the result. The equality
condition is straightforward. O

Remark 3.7. If 1 satisfies the condition (3.6[), then Theorem is equivalent to Theorem
34(2), as
> hasm)(dive)(n) =D (dive)(n) = (dive)(A) = 1.
neHN neA
Thus, using Theorem we may choose a test flow ¢ that does not satisfy the strict constraint

(3.6). This point is demonstrated in Sections |§| and

3.3. Martingale approach and outline of proof. A sharp estimate of the capacities can
be used to calculate the transition rates of the process traced on £3;, employing the following
formula from [3, Lemma 6.8]: We denote by qf; : 5 x Ep — [0, 00) the transition rate of the
trace process Ny (-), and we define the mean transition rate ry; : [1, s.]] x [1, s4] — [0, 00)
by (4, i) = 0 and

r?V(ia j) = /1112 Z MN(U) Z Oﬁv(ﬁa C) for ia .7 € [[17 K*]]'

(2)
Then, for i,j € [1, k4],
Dy x s 1 2) . 2) .
(€L (@)rxi, §) = 5 [Capy (€ (1), Ex \ EF(0)

(3.8)
+ Capy (ES (), EX \ EX () — Capn (EQ ({4, 53), E5 \EL ({3, 51)]-
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The asymptotics on r}, (-, -) is the main ingredient to describe the metastable behavior. This
is explained in the following proposition, which is a consequence of the martingale approach
developed in [3]. We refer to |3, Theorem 2.7] for its proof.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that there exists a sequence {On}n>1 of positive real numbers such
that
lim Onry(i, 7) = a(i, §) for alli, j € [1, Ky, (3.9)

N—o00
for some a : [1, k] X [1, k&]] = [0, 00). Moreover, suppose that the following estimate holds
for each 1 <11 < Ky
2) /. 2) .
Capy (£5(1). €4 \ €8 ()
N—oo lnfU,CESJ(\?) () CapN({T/}’ {C})
Then, for each 1 < i < Ky, the following statements hold.

=0. (3.10)

(1) 5](\?) (1) thermalizes before reaching another metastable set, i.e.,

li inf P =1
im  in nlTey <7, N ]

@),
N=0o ) cce® () \EN (4)

(2) For each 1 <i < Kk, the law of the rescaled process {Yn(Ont)}+>0 starting at i converges
(with respect to the Skorokhod topology) on the path space D([0, c0); [1, ki]) to the law

of the Markov process on [1, k] starting at i with transition rates a(-, -).

To prove statement (3) of Theorem we also must know the mode of convergence of
finite-dimensional distributions of the rescaled process ny(0n-). [22, Proposition 2.1] provides
a simple approach of proving this result.

Proposition 3.9. Suppose that statement (2) of Theorem holds, and that the process
spends negligible time outside the metastable valleys, i.e., for t > 0,

t
lim_sup E, / (O 25) ¢ £4}ds] = 0.
N%ooneg;{, 0

In addition, suppose that the following holds:

limlimsup sup sup Py[nn(0n,25) ¢ Ex] = 0. (3.11)
00 Nooo 20<s<36 e}

Then, the rescaled original process nn(On,2:) converges to Xgecond(-) in the sense of finite-
dimensional marginal distributions, i.e., for all 0 < t; < -+ < tg, i € [1, ki), n € [1, n(9)],
and A1, ..., A, C[1, k4], it holds that

]\}i_rgopg%n (v (On,2t1) € 51(\?)(141), ooy MN(On,otr) € 51(\?)(140]
= Pi[Xsecond(tl) S A17 ceey Xsecond(tk) S Ak]a
where P; denotes the law of Xgecond(+) starting at i.

The remainder of this study is organized as follows. In Section 4] we provide some prelimi-

naries regarding hitting times on the tubes. These are used in Sections[6]and [§ Subsequently,
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in Sections 5] and [6] we calculate the upper and lower bounds for the capacities, respectively,
in the simple case of Theorem This procedure is performed by the variational principles
given in Theorems and In Sections [7] and [§] we provide the estimate of the capacities
in the general case of Theorem m Then, we prove the condition in the general case
in Section [9] Finally, in Section we use the estimates given in Propositions and
to prove our main result, stated in Theorem [2.10, This simultaneously proves Theorem
as well.

4. HitTiING TIMES ON TUBES

We recall crucial results from [19], which provide sharp estimates of hitting times on the
tubes. These are used in Sections [6] and [§ to compute the asymptotic equilibrium potential

(Lemmas [6.4] and [8.3).

To state the results, we first define some relevant subsets of H . The notation is mainly
inherited from [19].
Definition 4.1. (1) For every subset R of S, define the R-tube A% as
AR ={neHyn:n,=0forall z € S\ R}. (4.1)

For example, A% = Hy and A}{\f} = &Y. We may write the superscripts of Aﬁ by the
explicit elements of R without commas.
(2) Especially, if R = {x, y}, we write

AW = AR = {ne My :n: +n, =N}

(3) For z, y € S and 0 < i < N, define the configuration ;¥ by

i if z ==,
(&Y).=4N—i ifz=y,
0 otherwise,
such that Ay = {&7, &Y, ..., &3 }. Note that &Y = &% and &Y = &V.

(4) Finally, for z, y € S, define
ﬁR:{neAﬁ:anIforallxeR}.
Clearly, A7 = {€W, ... €%} and AW = A% U {€*, ¢v).

(5) Generally, if R = {ai, ..., a,}, then we denote by £ 4 e AJ the element which
satisfies
n; if a = a; for j € [1, r — 1],
oo (@) = N = (n1+--+n1) ifa=a, (4.2)

0 otherwise.
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The tube A with R = {z, y} has the advantage that it is an one-dimensional bridge of
typical paths between two valleys, £ and &Y. More precisely, the following estimate from
[19, Lemma 4.7] holds.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that E is a subset of the path space which depends only on the hitting
times of subsets of Hn \ AN . Moreover, suppose that z, y € S satisfy r(z, y) + r(y, ) > 0.
Then, there is a fived constant C' > 0 such that

r(z, y) ry, o)
) g o B g

foralll1<i< N —1.

dyN
o [E)| < 05N
il ]‘—Ci(N—z)

Remark 4.3. In the above lemma, typical examples of subsets E are the following.
{Tgfv < TSIyV}a {ngyv = TgN(A)} for AC S, and {Tg]zv = THN\ﬁny}'

Lemma can be iterated to formulate ]P’gfy [E], 1 <i < N —1 in terms of the boundary
values P¢z [E] and Pgy [E]. This imperatively relies on the fact that the system is approximated
to be one-dimensional.

We conclude this section with the following lemma, which estimates the equilibrium poten-

tial on one-dimensional tubes. This lemma is the main ingredient to estimate the divergence
of the test flow in Lemma [6.4

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that A and B are two disjoint subsets of S. Further, assume that
a€ A, be B, and c € S satisfy

r(c, a) > r(a, ¢) > 0 and r(c, b) > r(b, ¢) > 0.

Then, we have

sup gy a),en(B)(EX i) — 1| = 0o(1) (4.3)
0<i<|[N/2]
and
Sup  hey(a), en(m)(EX_;) = o(1). (4.4)
0<i<|[N/2]

Proof. Tt must be noticed that {7¢,(4) < Tgy(B)} is a subset of the path space satisfying
the assumption of Lemma thus, we may apply Lemma to the equilibrium potential

hen(a),en(B):

It suffices to prove (4.3) and (4.4) for 1 < i < L%J, as they are trivial for ¢ = 0. We
abbreviate hgy (), ey (B) as h. Because a € A and b € B, we have h(§*) = 1 and h(£%) = 0.
Next, write ¢ = r(a, ¢)/r(c, a) < 1 and

Then, Lemma |4.2] implies

1
Qirl — —Qy
q

dyN .
< (—— <7 < — 1. .
_Ci(N—i)forl_Z_N 1 (4.5)
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Now, fix 1 <i < L%j Because h(§*) — h(£°) = a1 + - - - + oy, we may estimate,

A€ - e - (e + o+ a)

(1 —q')
1 (4.6)
—9q
Noi N‘Z Z Mag — " k%’)‘-
7=1 k=i+1
Applying (4.5)), the last formula is bounded by
k—1
N—i __ N Z Z q - Z Z ]g N — g
=1 k=i+1
By simple double counting, this is bounded from above by
i—1 N—i . N—-1
CdNN qN—Z qu—ﬁ qN—E)
: —). 4.
qN*Z—qN( N—£+Z€(N—£)+ 2. 7 (4.7)
= = =N—i+1
From aq + - + a; = h(§*) — h(£%¢_,), by ([4.6) and (4.7)), we have
1— qu'i qN i q
h ac ) 7}1 ay 7}]/ C
M) = () — T ()
N—it1 -1 -1 -1
q (1-4q) 2¢' (1 —q) (1-4q) -1
<2 N( ) <160(1 — .
SWINN(TF T TN TNDien) S160U -0y

Because h(£%) =1 and 0 < h(£°) < 1, (4.3]) follows. Moreover, by a similar computation, we
deduce that

b 1— ~N % b qN—z ~N 1

¢y - I A < _

M) = () = (€| <1600 — @)y,

where § = 7(b, ¢)/r(c, b) < 1. Because h(£®) = 0 and 0 < h(£°) < 1, we have ([4.4). O

5. UPPER BOUND FOR CAPACITIES: SIMPLE CASE

In this section, we assume Condition and establish the upper bound for Cap (Ex', E37)-
As previously mentioned, this and the succeeding subsections have most of the mathematical
essentials for proving the general main result. Notions from Subsection [2.4] are frequently
employed.

Proposition 5.1 (Upper bound for capacities: Simple case). Under the conditions of

Theorem 2.8, the following inequality holds.
1

N
I Capy (EF, £22) < —
imsup 7y~ Z apy(En', EN) < SR

5.1. Preliminary notions. Let m, = maux]%:1 m4(yp) < 1 and recall the notation (4.1). For
all N, we define the following discretized version of the constant R given in (2.11)):
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1
R =3 —.
& y2, e

orovp) T e, )
Clearly, we have N72RY — % as N tends to infinity.
The constant ®RY has the shape of an inverse effective conductance of an electrical network

consisted of conductors. In this sense, Y can be regarded as the inverse conductance of N
serially connected conductors (1 < ¢ < N). Moreover, each conductor can be decomposed
into two parralelly connected conductors (1 < p < 2), and each of them corresponds to the
motion of a particle from site z1 to site w2, passing through y,, for p = 1, 2. In each individual
conductance (1 —my(yp)) " (2=t + =L -)=1 the former term corresponds to the sum of

r(@1,yp) © r(22,Yp)
geometric series of ratio m,(y,), and the latter term corresponds to the serial connection of

r(ﬂjcvl,yp) and r(wzvyp)

particle motions x1 <+ y, and o <+ y, with conductances , respectively.
These heuristic explanations are rigorously formulated in the proof of Lemma

Moreover, we define
2
Un = UAJJi;ypxz and Vy = Hy \ Un. (5.1)
p=1
5.2. Construction of test function fiest. In this subsection, we define a test function
f = fiest on Hpy, which approximates the equilibrium potential hfﬁrlffv?' This procedure

presents the first major achievement of this article. To this end, f is constructed in four
steps. See Figure for a graphical explanation of this process.

e First, we define f on En(95):

f(€") =1and f(£7) = f(§") = (") =0, (5.2)
so that condition (3.5)) is verified.
e Second, we define f on le\;v\}yp for1<i<2and1<p<2hby
f(gwly”) =f(&"), 1<k<N-1 (5.3)

e Next, we define f on the remainder of Uy, i.e., on Axly”m \ (Axly” U A}r\fyp) for 1 <p<2.
The main contribution to the Dirichlet form occurs in this part. For k € [1, N — 2] and
€0, N —k—1],

e
T1YpT2y\ _ p
FE) = S (5.4
where for £ > 0 and £ > 0,
k _ N—t N—t t—1 k+e _ t—1 N—t t—1
KEO=D Fenun)/ (Ferm) 7 Ga,10) Z ) AGERPRIGERAY
p 2 (1 My (Yq)) 1—m*(yq))*1 '
t=1 Zq 1 —t -1 t=1 q 1 —t _, i1
7"(M yq) ' r(z2,yq) 7”(M yq) ' r(z2,yq)

e Finally, we define f on Vy. Assume n € Vy. There are three types, (V1), (V2), and
(V3), denoted by Vi, V%, and V3, respectively, such that

Yy = Vh UVE U VS (5.5)
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T1
1 N

Y2
N

Y1
N 0

FIGURE 5.1. (Left) distribution of the test function in a model satisfying Con-
dition with N = 4. (Right) more detailed landscape of the test function
on the tube AY".

(V1) If ny, =0, then define

(V2) If ny, > 1 and 7y, = 0, then define

(V3) If ny, > 1 and n,, > 1, we define
P = Flene). (5.5)

e By the above construction, 0 < f(n) <1 for all n € Hy.

Here, we divide the Dirichlet form into four parts:

Dn(f)= > wnman(m O{f () - fm)}?

= X1(f) + B2(f) + E3(f) + Za(f).

The four summations are defined as follows, according to where the movement 7 <> ( occurs.

e The first part X (f) consists of movements inside Ay ™ for 1 <p < 2.
e The second part Xo(f) consists of movements between the set differences of A3Y'** and
A$1y2$2
N
e The third part 3(f) consists of movements between Uy and Vy.
e The last part X4(f) consists of movements inside Vy.

From ([5.1)), the above four members are disjoint, and they characterize Dy (f) completely.
As shown below, ¥1(f) is the main contribution to Dy(f), whereas the other summations

vanish (compared to X1(f)) as N tends to infinity.
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5.3. Main contribution of Dirichlet form. In this subsection, we calculate the main
contribution to the Dirichlet form, which is provided by X;(f). This is executed in Lemma

Lemma 5.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.8, it holds that

< &[4 o)

Proof. To calculate X1(f), we write down all movements inside .,élgclyp“j"2

and sum it up for

1 < p < 2. More precisely,

2 2
=5 S S un(man(n, ") {f(e" ) — F(n)).

p=1 neA?\,lypIQ i=1

There are no overlaps because r(z1, z2) = r(z2, 1) = 0. By (2.3) and (2.4), the right-hand
side is asymptotically equal to

dNN 2 = = T1YpZ T1YpT 2
Z Z My yp [Z wN(N -l — k)r(xh yp){f(fkl_fjej.ﬂ - f( k}zp 2)}
p=1 ¢=0 k=1
(5.9)
N—(—1
+ wn (k)r (e, yp) {F (Ee1070) — £
k=0

Here, we fix 1 < p < 2 and divide the range {0 < ¢ < N —1} into {¢ > ||} and {¢ < [T ]}.
First, using (2.4) and summing up the geometric series with respect to m,(y,), summation in

the first range {¢ > | 5|} is easily bounded from above by
dy
CdyN Z ma(yp)t = O(N> (5.10)
£>|N/2]

Second, we calculate summation in the range {£ < L%J }. By (5.3)), we discard the movements

x . . .
inside Ay 19 and A N Y Hence, we rewrite this summation as

LN/2] N—0—1

Z m*(yp)g[ Z wn (N — £ — k)r(z, yp){f(g’fﬁ%il) _ f(gxlyp$2)}
£=0 k=2

2

—l—
+Zw rl@a, ) FECT) — ™). (5.11)

Mz)@%%%%ﬂ%?
Fun (N = €= Dr(@s, g LI ERY 000) = TERY 0P

By (2.4)) and (5.4), the first line of ([5.11]) is asymptotically equivalent to

[N/2] N—é—l / k—1 ) 9
dN - r(z1, yp) [ 7 m,yw (a1, yp (@2, yp)
(RN)2 Z () N_(—k 2 (I—m.(yg)"! '
k=2 Zq:l N—k k—1

RGN
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Dividing N—le—k = Nl_k + (N_e_,f)(N_k) and using % < £+ 1, the last line is bounded by

|N/2] N k ((N—k k=1 \2

N_K 1 r(x T + (T )
2 Z ma(yp)* D [ = 11,11,7:1(%))&2,%; +CUl 1)]'
k=2 {}:q 1 _N—k k=1 }

r(z1,yq) ' (@2, yq)

By the theory of Riemann integration, this is further bounded by

|N/2] (l—t )/( (l—t S+ t ))2
2 (1, Yp 7(T1,Yp (T2, Yp
2 Zm* W) [N/O D s dt+ O(N) + CNU( +1)|.
9=

19 T e

Calculating the geometric series in 0 < ¢ < ng, this asymptotically equals

1-t 1-t t 2
dy 1 [/1 o/ g ) dHo(i)} (5.12)
R2N21 —mu(yp) L Jo {zq_ (1 m*(yq))t ~ 2 NI '

r(z1, yq) 7"(902:?Jq)

Similarly, the second line of (5.11]) is asymptotically bounded from above by

t 1t t
N 1 /1 r(z2 yp)/(r(wl Yp) - r(z2 yp))
: : W) gt 40 (5.13)
e (Yq)) L

R2N21 — my(yp) [ {2521 (L=m (yq)) 32 (N)}

T(zlsyq)+T(z2syq)

The remaining parts of ([5.11)) are asymptotically equal to
[N/2]

(xl) Y ) T1Yp T1YpT
dn Y malyy) | ) — )Y
=0 (5.14)
(an Y ) T1YpT T1YpT
+ N —/?— Noi-1 {f( o 21 £+1) f( 1\715/12721,5)}2 ‘
By (5:3) and (),
KLL e 1
T1YpL2 T1YpT2 p
}f(§072i1 ) - f(é- P )’ mN S W Z 22 (1_m*(yq))—1 )
e e e
which is of order (¢ + 1) x O(1/N), and
T1YpT T1Yp® Ry KN_Z_LE 1 al 1
}f(g e 21 e+1)_f( lee 21 f)‘ %il Sm]\/ Z ’

which is again of order (/4 1) x O(1/N). Hence, (5.14) is bounded from above by

G - o(3) 619
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Therefore, by (5.12)), (5.13), and (5.15)), we have the following asymptotic upper bound for
(5.11]):

dy [/1 (4 = melwp) " iy +

’”(“t’yp))ildt + O(l)] (5.16)
RIN? NI '

52 %}2
g=1 _I=t &
L CTRET Rk ez

Collecting (5.9), (5.10)), and (5.16)), and the fact that dy decays subexponentially, 31 (f) has
the following asymptotic upper bound:

9 1/ 1-t t -1
d?\; { 1 szl(l = mu(yp)) (r(wl,yp) + T(m’yp)) dt + O(l)}
e Tma) T N
2 r—}

v T )

2 1
:29%;]\7[/0 sz (= lm*( DR d”o(%)}'

q=1

T(11 yq) T(ZQ Yq)

The integral in the last line is exactly $R. Hence, we have

“lf) = ;jv [m + O(Nﬂ

The last formula yields our exact expectations. g

5.4. Remainder of Dirichlet form. Next, we deal with the remaining terms in the Dirichlet
form, 3o(f), X3(f), and X4(f). Lemma deals with 3o (f).

Lemma 5.3. Under the conditions of Theorem[2.8, it holds that
d?\, log N d?\,

2a(0) = 0P =) = o(F)

Proof. Recall that Xo(f) consists of dynamics between the set differences of AYY'™* and

ANY**?. This happens when a sole particle moves between y; and y,. Precisely,

Z i (), ) (F(E612) = FIET™) 1 (5.17)

If k=0or N —1, then f(€x1y1x2) = f(faclyﬂ2 ) by (5.3). If 1 <k < N — 2, then by (5.4),
k N—k—1 k N k— 1 k
FemRT2y _ p(enyvey - 7‘(90271/2)/(7"(51?1,1/2) * T’(wz,yz)) B 7“(:1»‘2 Y1) r(x1 w 7“(96273/1))
k, 1 k, 1 RN 32 (1= (yg) ! ’
g=1 N—k—1 E

T(Ilqu) 7"(9327yq)

which is O(1/N). Thus, (5.17) is bounded by

N-2
Nd3 1 di]))v log N
CZkN k—1) W‘O< N2 )
This concludes the proof. O

Next, we consider 33(f).
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Lemma 5.4. Under the conditions of Theorem |2.8, it holds that
d3 d3
S5(f) = O(de + W1ogN) (N )
Proof. We can formulate
= > > unvmav(®, O{F Q) — f()}>.

neUN (EVN

We divide the summation into three cases, depending on which subset n belongs to.
(Case 1) n € AY™: In this case, there are no particle movements with ¢ € Vy.

(Case 2) n € Af\;yp \ &y for some 1 < i <2and 1 < p <2: We divide again according to
types of the particle movement.

e (Case 2-1) ¢ = g¥ Yy, where g € {1, 2} \ {p}: The corresponding summation becomes

Sy o Dy, e s ) R ) — FEREDY

i=1 p=1¢=1

By ., , and ), f( §xNzy”€yZ 1) = f(& lyp) for all 7, p, and ¢. Therefore, the

summation is 0 in th1s case.

e (Case 2-2) ¢ = g%, where q € {1, 2} \ {p}: The corresponding summation becomes
2 N-1

wN N -/ WN l xT; T
S>> OO, ) — (e i) U )~ FEY
i=1 p=1 (=1 N
This vanishes unless £ = N — 1, in which case it becomes O(d3m%). Concluding, (Case

2) yields a contribution O(d?\,m* )

(Case 3) n € me"m for some 1 <p < 2:
In this case, we can write the summation as
N—2N—(—1

2
SO0 DT € - dnr(y, w) L) — S
2
£y pn (G - ke (e, ) (TG — TE™)Y (518)

n uN(fxlypr) (N =€ —E)dnr(z2, yq){f(fiféﬁyq”) - f(ﬁxlypm)}

where in the summation, ¢ € {1, 2} \ {p}. For the first line in (5.18), it is bounded by

N—-2N—-¢-1 R
CZ M . {f( Ilypyqu) _ f( wlypl“?)}Z
k(N_E_k) k,f*l,l k,@ ’

p=1 (=2 k=1
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By (5.8), f( 5;1;/;71{,;9162 = f(§'"*), and thus by (5.4)), this is bounded by

Ndm! ¢ &
C;; ; k(N—Nz—k)'W:O(FJEIOgN)'

For the second line in (|5.18]), it is bounded by

2 N-2N—-(-1

Nd3 1 xr2 T1YpT2
CZZ Z fN Ngm k:) {f(gk—ylp,?z]l )_f(f ; )}

p=1/¢=1 k=1

Similarly, this is bounded by

Nd3mi  (0+1)2 d3
2 (N—C—n) N2 _O< logN)

Similarly, the third line in is also bounded by O(— dy log N). Collecting all cases, we
conclude that

S5(f) = o(de —|—d—logN>

Finally, we deal with 34(f).

Lemma 5.5. Under the conditions of Theorem |2.8, it holds that

Sa(f) = O(ddmY) + O(dN 1ogN) - o(CffV)

Proof. By definition, we have

S =5 3 axma(n OLFQ — F)

m {eVN

By (5.5)), we divide the summation in 1, { € Vi by where 1 <+ ¢ happens.
(Case 1) Vi < Vi or V% < V3 f remains unchanged by (5.6) and (5.7).

(Case 2) Vi <> V%: There are at least N — 1 particles in {y1, y2}, so the summation behaves
as O(d%mi).

(Case 3) Vi <> V3;: This is impossible.

(Case 4) V% <> V3;: This case can be bounded by

C Z L Z+[/{1 o ( T122 )}2
(=2 =1 (N l— gl)f/ N—¢—p
N—2N—-(-1
Nd3 ’ (£+€/)2 &3
= _YON e TR ) d3
“h (N =i v =O(R%):
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(Case 5) V3 <> V3: By (5.8)), the summation becomes

2 2
D20 2 D (&) kldy 4 Or(s up) L& ) — PN

i=1p=1 k=2 (=1 (=1
where {7, 7} = {p, ¢} = {1, 2}. This is bounded by
N-3N—k—2N—k—t—1 N3,
O 2 D pmoheromm UE) - ey
k=2 (=1 =1
N-3N—k—2N—k—t—1
Nd3 po 1 3
< N e L N
=C 2 O(N—k—(—0)"" N2 O( logN>
k=2 (=1 =1
This concludes the proof of Lemma ]

5.5. Proof of Proposition 5.1} Thus, we are in the position to prove Proposition
Proof of Proposition[5.1 By Lemmas [5.2] [5.3] and

2
DN(ftest) >~ QNER

Sending N — 00, as limy_,o dy log N = 0 and dy decays subexponentially, we have

N 1
li -~ D < .
im j;lop Z N (frest) < R

Therefore, by Theorem we obtain the desired result. O

+O(d ) + O(dm )+o(‘§vlogzv).

6. LOWER BOUND FOR CAPACITIES: SIMPLE CASE

In this section, we assume Condition [2.7|and establish the lower bound for Capy (Ex', €37)-
Once more, we recall the notions from Subsection [2:4] The following proposition is our main

objective.

Proposition 6.1 (Lower bound for capacities: Simple case). Under the conditions of
Theorem [2.8, the following inequality holds.

lim inf —- CapN(Sﬁ,l, E) > !

1
N—o0 dN - 29% <6 )

As mentioned after Remark the procedure involves the use of a test flow, which is in
some sense close to ¢®y, ., as 1 in Theorem The main difficulty is to find a suitable flow,
such that

Y hen ena(n)(dive)(n)

neEHN
can be easily calculated. Here, the major obstacle is that the exact values of thVI,SfVZ are
unknown except on the one-dimensional tubes, .Aj“\l,’ for a, b € S, as shown in Section Thus,
the objective is to find a proper approximating flow 1.5t Wwhose divergence can be neglected

outside those tubes.
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6.1. Construction of test flow est. In this subsection, we build the test flow ¥ = tieqt

on Hy. As mentioned above, the key here is as follows: We must construct i such that

(1) the flow norm of 1 is asymptotically equal to c®y,.,, ¢ # 0,
(2) the divergence of ¥ can be summed up in the sense of the right-hand side of (3.7]).

To overcome both issues, we modify @y, properly, so that the divergence vanishes on Af\}ypm\

('Aﬂ]ﬂvlyp UAZC\??JP):
First, we define, for 1 <p <2,¢€ [0, § —1], and k € [1, N — ¢ — 1],
0/ N—l—k—1 k+4
_ m*(yp) /( T(Ilvyp) ™ T(Z'Zyyp)) <6 2)
- _ —1 I .
RY | e
r(z1,yq) ' r(x2,vyq)
0/ N—t—k—1 k+¢
d) (é—l'lypitQ €$1yp$2) _ *m*(yp) /( T(zlvy()) + T(xZ’yl))) (6 3)
0\Sk, ¢ Sk +1 7 T 9{22 (1—ms(yq)) 1 ) .
g=1 N-I—F—1 E12

r(z1,uq)  r(®2,yq)

T1YpT2 FT1YpT2
ol k,ép ) kflp,ZJrl)

and 0 otherwise.

Observe that by the above construction, (divy)(£*) =0 for 1 < i < 2 and (diveyg)(n) =0
for all n € Vy.

However, it holds that (div 1/10)(521;"”%2) #0for € [1, §]and k € [0, N—{]. We overcome
this issue by adding correction flows to ¢y and make the divergence to be zero.

Before the exact definition, we calculate the non-zero term (div ¢)( z}éy” “2). We define, for
kell, N—1],

1 N -1
Q[(N7 k) = % N—k + k—1 N—k + k—1 N—k—1 + k N—k—1 + k ) (64)
(T(I17y2) r(z3,y2) 4 r(z1,y1) ' r(®2,v1) )( r(z1,y2) ' r(=3,vy2) 4 r(z1,v1) T(127y1)>
1—my(y1) 1—ms(y2) 1-ms(y1) 1—my(y2)
Then, by the estimate
N —k k—1 N—-k k-1 N-1
+ > + =
r(@1, y2)  r(z2, y2) c C C
and three additional similar bounds, it is straightforward that
C

AN, k) < —. 6.5
(N.k) < 5 (65)

The next lemma represents (div o) (£, /7*?) in terms of A(N, k + ¢).

Lemma 6.2. For 1 <p<2,(€[l, ¥], and k € [1, N — £ — 1], we have
)Z—l

. T1YpT2y _ m*(y 1 — !
(v o) (& e™) = 1= 0 [rm, ya)r(z, yp)  r(w2, yo)r(en, yp)

where {p, s} = {1, 2}.

AN, k+ ), (6.6)
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Proof. By (6:2) and (63), (div¢o)(£]'{*"*) equals
Yot G 1) + o€, )

ma()” /O + ) | ™) GRS + )

_ r(x2,Yp) (21, r(22,Yp)
- 1—m, -1 1— —1 )
m 2271 Nf(ifkrill (yq))kH»Z m 2271 N(féf,nlz* (qu')léfl
a= r(z a= g +5
1,¥q)  r(x2,vq) r(z1,yq) ' r(z2,yq)

where the first line holds since the other two flow values cancel out with each other. Noting
that {p, s} = {1, 2}, we rearrange the right-hand side as m,(y,)""!/9R times

N—{—k—1 k+2 N—{—k k+0—1
_ r(x1,ys) r(z2,ys) + r(x1,Ys) r(z2,ys)
N—fl—Fk—1 k+t N—l—k—1 k+£ N—t—Fk |, ktf—1 N—(—k , ktl—1_*
r(zy,ys) ' r(z2,Ys) + r(z1,yp) ~ r(z2,yp) r(z1,ys) ' r(zo,ys) 4 r(z1,yp) ' (=2, yp)
1—m.(yp) 1-mu(ys) 1-m.(yp) 1-m.(ys)

Reducing to a common denominator, the last display equals

N—{—k k+0—1 N—{—k k+0—1
(N—E—k‘—l k+7¢ )(r(zl,ys) +r(:c2,ys) r(x1,Yp) +T(z2,yp)
- +
T‘(:L’l, ys) T(an ys) 1- m*(yp) 1-— m*(ys) (6 7)
N—{l—k—1 k+/4 N—V—k—1 k+0 ’
(N_E_k + k+£_1)< r(z1,ys) ™ r(z2,ys) r(z1,Yp) 7“(952:yp))
r(zy, ys)  r(z2, ys) 1 —m,(yp) 1 —mu(ys)
divided by
N—{l—k—1 k+4 N—{—k—1 k+¢ N—{—k k+0—1 N—{—k k+4—1
( M) ) | i) r(zz,yw)(r(m,ys) ) | e T r(xz,yp>)
1- m*(yp) 1 —mu(ys) 1- m*(yp) 1 —mu(ys)
Thus, according to (6.4)), it remains to prove that (6.7 equals

N-1 " [ 1 1 }
L—my(ys)  Lr(ey, ys)r(@e, yp) v, ys)r(en, yp)d
In (6.7), the two terms involving 1 — m,(y,) cancel out with each other. Thus, (6.7) becomes
(1 — my(ys))~! times
N—-(—k-1 k474 N—-(—k k+0-1
-( + o) )
r(21, ys) r(ze, ys)/ \ r(@e, yp) (@2, Yp)
N—-(—k k+0—1\/N—V4—-k—-1 k44
( ) )
74<m17 ys) 7’(1‘2, ys) 7’(33'1, yp) 7"(1‘2, yp)
Again, the terms cancel out with each other so that (6.7) equals
N-1 N-—-1
1-m -1 { - } ,
S PPy = e R PR Ty

as wanted. O

Now, for all 1 <p <2 and k € [1, N — 1], we define a correction flow ¢y, ; as follows.
e Suppose that % <k < N —1. Then, for ¢ € [1, % ,

LN/2]

Gp k(G0 SR ) == > (divabo) (), (6.8)
t={
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and ¢, r = 0 on all other edges.
e Suppose that 1 <k < % Then, for ¢ € [1, k — 1],

k—1
T1YpT2 T1YpT2 T1YpT2
Gp k(ST R ) = — Y (divaho) (), (6.9)
t=~¢

and ¢, = 0 on all other edges.

Finally, we define a flow

N-1

2
) = Piest = Yo + Z ¢

p=1 k=1
Then, the flows ¢,  for 1 < p <2 and k € |1, N — 1] cancel the divergence of 1y at each
p’
vt € AP Thus, we obtain that (div4)(n) = 0 for all 7 in

ATIIP2\ (AT g AT ) AT for 1 < p < 2.

6.2. Flow norm of 9iest. In this subsection, we calculate the flow norm of the test flow 1.

Lemma 6.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.8, it holds that

13 < (0 o1) e
Proof. By , , and Definition we have
2 [N/2]-1N—¢-1
ll%=>" > Z
e e ey cripa (6.10)
[ (¢(§ e 27 gklyfgil)) (¢(§ r 27 £k1§ﬁ12))
(ﬁzly’“m) (dn + O)r(z1, yp) (5$1ypm2)(N—€ k)(dn + 0)r (@2, yp)

By (2.4) and (6.2]), the part of (6.10]) including the first fraction inside bracket is asymptoti-
cally equivalent to

9 |N/2|-1 _1NZk(NkZ1+ htl )2
Z Z My yp Z T 9:1,yp r(x1,yp) r(x2,yp)
d2 N (1—mu(yq))~t }2
p=1 k=1 q 1 NoE=7=1, k7
r(z1,yq) ' m(2,Yq)

Divide N—¢—k = (N —k—{—1)+1. Then, as in obtaining (5.12)), the last formula can be
bounded from above by

22 > R [/ ’"(“’y’;)/(r(ff’y”)( );f”?’y”)) dt—l—o(l)] (6.11)
dyN 1 1- m*(yp) 0 {Zq:1 l—trn*—yqt}2

r@1ug) | (o2, v
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Similarly, the part of (6.10) including the second fraction inside bracket is asymptotically
bounded from above by

2

2 N2%2 ¢ v/ Genay e
— A [/ ( 2"’”;)/ ((ff;’j;)( ))ff”yp) dt+o(1)] (6.12)
dy N = 1 —m,(yp) LJo {Zq:1 omalyg)) 12

T(leyq> T(Izyyq)

Hence, by (6.10)), (6.11]), and m, we have the following asymptotic upper bound for ||¢||%:

—1/_1—t ¢ -1
/ — W) Gy T @) g 2N 1
1 ms(yYg)) Tt 12 2 R
dy o } N
P= 1 =l e
This concludes the proof. Il

6.3. Remaining terms. Here, we address the remaining terms on the right-hand side of
(3.7) with respect to 1. To this end, Lemma 18 used to calculate the equilibrium potential
near the metastable valleys.

Lemma 6.4. Under the conditions of Theorem |2.8, it holds that

Y he e vy = ol (6.13)

NEHN\EN (Sx)

Proof. We will abbreviate hgxl g2 as h. It follows from the last observation in Sectionthat
we only need to sum up the configurations in AY %\ ExF, A"\ Ex2, and AR\ (ExF UER?).
First, we claim that

2 14 0(1)
> { oo+ > } h(n)(div to)(n) = —5=— (6.14)
P=1 e ddU\ER e ARZP\ER?

The left-hand side of (6.14]) is

2 |[N/2] 2 [N/2]
DD REM)divago)(§M) D) g (div o) (§77). (6.15)
p=1 (=1 p=1 (=1
By Lemma [4.4] we have
sup } (ley”) - ‘ =o(1), (6.16)
1<e<|N/2]
and
sup () = o1). (6.17)
1<¢<|N/2)

Hence, (6.15]) is equal to

[N/2] 2 |[N/2]

2
(L+o(0))D> > (diveo)(&™") +0(1) D Y (diven)(£°™). (6.18)

p=1 (=1 p=1 (=1
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By (6.2)), the first term of (6.18) is asymptotically equivalent to

N N
= i ij Mo (yp)~ 1/7‘(£27yp) 1 ZL 2 ma(yp) (22, yp)
2 % R 2 r(@2ygd
p—l =1 = N-1 p=1 (=1 Zq=1 1-mu(yq)

T(ZZa yq)

Summing for 1 < £ < %, the last formula equals 1/9R. Similarly, the second part of (6.18])
equals o(1) /R = o(1). This concludes the proof of (6.14)).
Next, from the definition, note that (div ¢, x)(n) vanishes unless

n c Amypzz \ ( Ilyp U Afmyp)
Moreover, it is verified right after the definition of v that div ¢ vanishes in
g
.Zl\f\,lym for 1 <p<2.

Finally, it is straightforward that (div ¢g)(n) = 0 for n € A}}*?. Combining these observations,
it remains to prove that
N—-1

2
Z Z h(n)(div ¢p, 1) (n) = o(1).

k=1 p=1 UEA;}ZQ\(SZI USEQ)

This can be rewritten as

N-1 2
DD AERT)(div dp, k) (517) = o(1).
k=1 p=1
Since 0 < h < 1, it suffices to prove that
N—-1 2
’Z div . 1) (E7172)] = o(1).
k=1 p=1
For % <k<N-—-1, by it holds that
2 2 [N/2]
D (divey, k) (G7) =D > (dive) ().
p=1 p:l t=1

By , for fixed 1 < p < 2, the summation in 1 <t < [N/2] is calculated as

[V/2] _
m*(yp)t ! 1 _ 1
tz; 1-— m*(ys) X [7‘(331, ys)?“(.%'g, yp) 7“(1'2, ys)r(azl, yp)} X Q[(N, k)
AN, k) | ) . : .
1 — ma(ys) X [r(m, ys)r(ze, yp)  r(x2, Ys)r(21, yp)] X [1 . + O(mii(yp) )}
_ 2A(N, k) 1 B ) M
(1= m(yp)) (1 = ma(ys)) [T(wl, ys)r(@2, yp) (22, ys)r(z, yp)} " O( N >
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where {p, s} = {1, 2}, where in the first equality we used

[NV/2]
1 1 N
m(yp) = ———— + m(yp) ™ = ———— 4+ O(m.(yp) 2),
; g 1—m.(yp) t>%/2j 8 1 —m.(yp) 8

and where in the second equality we used (6.5). Summing up for p € {1, 2}, the two terms
involving the square bracket cancel out with each other. Hence, we conclude that

Z 12 div p, ) (€5172) sgx;o(”%’)g)=o<m*<yp>%v>=o<1>.

k=|N/2|+1 p=1

Therefore, it remains to prove that

IN/2] 2

> | St -

By a similar calculation, we obtain that the left-hand side is bounded by

/2]
D

[N
k=1 p=

o(1).

2 —1
o0 (1) =t
Thus, we conclude the proof. Il
6.4. Proof of Proposition We are now ready to prove Proposition
Proof of Proposition[6.1. By Lemmas [6.3] and [6.4] we have

Z h 11 51‘2 (le T,Z)test)( ):|2 Z (1 + 0(1))

|’I;ZJteSt||N|: nEM N \8*

Therefore, we deduce from Theorem [3.6] that

di
INR

2

T T d
Capy(Ext €)= (1+ 0(1)) 5o

This concludes the proof of Proposition O

7. UPPER BOUND FOR CAPACITIES: GENERAL CASE

In this section, we omit Condition and extend the results of Section [5] to the most
general setting of Theorem described in Subsection Because proofs of the assertions
here are fundamentally similar to those in Section [ they will be written in a brief manner.

Proposition 7.1 (Upper bound for capacities: General case). Assume the conditions of
Theorem [2.10. Then, for any non-trivial partition {A, B} of [1, k4], the following inequality
holds.

N
lim sup cha‘pN (5](\?) (A), E(
N—oo Wn

1€A ]GB

Remark 7.2. In Proposition it is crucial to have AU B = [1, k,]; if AUB C [1, k4],
then the equilibrium potential is s1gn1ﬁcantly more complicated. Moreover, we remark that if
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MR; j =oo forall i € A and j € B, then Proposition asserts that

2
Capy (€2 (4), £2(B) = o X)),

This equality indicates that we do not observe metastable transitions in the time scale N/ d%\,.
Therefore, in this case, we expect that yet another time scale is required to observe the
metastable transitions. This is conjectured to be N2/d3; in [7].

7.1. Preliminary notions. Once more, we define m, = max;2; m.(y,) < 1. Because there
are too many subscripts in the general case, we introduce a convenient notation that helps us
calculate the objects.

We define the following discretized version of the constant R; ; for i, j € [1, k,] given in
(2.13)):

N

1
"= - =
’ t=1 Zn 1 Zn(J KO N(Et m*(yp))Fl

+
R Ty R )

As in the special case in Subsection we write S‘ifvj = oo if 7(@j,n, Yp)r(xj,m, yp) = 0 for
all 1 <n <n(i), 1 <m < n(j), and 1 < p < ky. Clearly, we have N*Q%ﬁ[j — R, j as N
tends to infinity. Moreover, define

I={(i,j) e AXxB:R;; <},
and for (i, j) € A x B,

and
Qin,jom =P 1 7(i,n, Yp) + r(2j,m; yp) > 0}
For example, (i, j) € I if and only if (2 n, Yp)r(2;,m, yp) > 0 for some n, m, and p, which

is also equivalent to
n(i) n(j)

U U Pingim #90.

n=1m=1

Moreover, we have P; ;, j m € Qi n,j,m- Finally, we define

n() n(jg) ko

Un = U U U U UAIZ nYpTimand VN—HN\UN (7.1)

€A jeBn=1m=1p=1

7.2. Construction of test function f. In this subsection, we define a test function

f= f,;gst on Hpy, which approximates the equilibrium potential i £ This procedure

N (). €5 (B)
is a natural extension of the definition in Subsection[5.3
o First, we define f on En(9):
€7 =1, i€ Aand f(€) =0, z€ S\ {wn:i€ 4 1<n<n(i)},  (12)
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such that we have f| =1and fl.@ g =0
N

(2)
En'(4) (B)
e Second, we define f on ﬁf\} " for i € [1, K], n € [1, n(i)], and p € [1, xo] by

FE™) = f(€%m), 1<k<N-—1. (7.3)

o Next, we define f on the remainder of Uy, i.e., on Ay "™ \ (AY ™" U AY ™) for
(i,j) € Ax B, n,m > 1, and p € [1, ko]. This part is the main technical obstacle in the
definition of f{. There are four types, (U1) through (U4).

(U1) If (¢, j) € T and n, m > 1 with p € Q; p, j, m, thenfor £ € [1, N—2] and k € [1, N—¢—1],
_ Kk
p e - S, (7

where

k N—t N—t t—1
Kkt Z r(asl n,yp)/(r(xz n,Yp) + r(xj,m,yp))
i,n,p,J,m — Z | Zn(] no N(lt m*(yq));11
- — =

7(1 yq) r(acj’ﬁl,yq)

k+4 t—1 N—t t—1
- /(7'(!131 n>Yp) r(x; m»yp))

_|._
T(xj msYp) B
+> L )
— Z 12“(] Fvo N(}t *(yq))F1

e
T T )
By substituting ¢ = 0, one can verify that (7.4)) is well defined on .,Zl\i}"xj ™. The fractions

inside summations are well defined, as (i, j) € I implies that the common denominator

is strictly positive. The numerators of the fractions must be understood naturally if
(Zi,n, Yp)T(Zj,m, Yp) = 0. Indeed, if e.g., (i n, yp) > 0 and r(x; m, yp) = 0, then the
first one (“0/c”) is 0, and the second one (“co/00”) is 1.

(U2) If (i, j) € I and n, m > 1 with p & Q4 n, j,m, thenfor £ € [1, N—2] and k € [1, N—¢—1],

. . 1
Zi, nYpTj, m _
f( k,f ERN Z (1*m*(yq))_1 . (75)

%] t=1 m= 12 N-t t—1
T(%‘,ﬁ,yq) (@ > Yq)

Note that ([7.5]) is consistent with (7.4) on .,Zl\?\} g
(U3) If (4,5) ¢ I and n, m > 1 with p € Qi n,j,m \ Pi n,j,m, such that r(z; n, 1) > 0 and
7(zj,m, yp) = 0, then for £ € [0, N —2] and k € [1, N — ¢ — 1],

k+7
phntetimy - 2 2 7.6
Flg oy = T (76)
As done previously, one can substitute £ = 0 to verify that (7.6) is well defined on
uzl\}t\;"ij”'L. Similarly, if p € Qi n,j,m \ Pi,n, j,m With 7(2; n, yp) = 0 and 7(zj,m, yp) > 0,
then define L
chnpEnmy — 7.7
f( k, 0 ) N < )
(U4) If (i, j) ¢ T and n, m > 1 with p & Q; n, j,m, thenfor £ € [1, N—2] and k € [1, N—¢—1],
. ) k
P& =+ (7.8)

N
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is well defined on A pnhmoand consistent with (7.6]); substitute £ = 0.
. Fmally, we define f on Vy. Assume 7 € Vy. There are three types, (V1), (V2), and
(V3), denoted by Vi, V%, and V3, respectively, such that

Vy = VLUV U VS, (7.9)

Define n4 := ZiEA E:L(i)l Nz » and np := ZJEB E:rgj 1Mz m-
(V1) If n4a = 0, then define
f(n) =0. (7.10)

(V2) If n4 > 1 and np = 0, then define

Fon =1, (7.11)
(V3) If n4, np > 1, we define

n(z) n(y)

ZZZZ“M”%WW (7.12)

i€A jeBn=1m=1 1ANB
e By construction, we have 0 < f(n) <1 for all n € Hy.

We divide the Dirichlet form into four parts:
Dn(f) = E1(f) + Z2(f) + E3(f) + Za(f)-

e The first part ¥1(f) consists of movements inside Ay "™ for all 4, j € [1, k], n €
[[17 1‘1(2)]], m & [[L n(])]]v and p € [[17 HO]]‘

e The second part Xo(f) consists of movements between the set differences of two distinct
AR P type sets.

e The third part ¥3(f) consists of movements between Uy and Vy.

e The last part 34(f) consists of movements inside Vy.

7.3. Main contribution of Dirichlet form. In this subsection, we calculate ¥ (f), which

is the main ingredient of Dy (f).

Lemma 7.3. Under the conditions of Theorem [2.10, it holds that

)< o[ 22 g o)

i€A jeB

Si(f

T, nYpTj,m

Proof. We write down all movements inside Ay and sum it up for all 4, j, n, m, p.

Namely,

OED DD DI DR N ()F

€A JEB MM P 475 nYPTIm

[an (n, oY) {f(o®mYen) — f()}? + an(n, o™ Yen){ f(o®m ) — f(n)}?]
is the desired equation. The only overlapping terms on the right-hand side above are move-
ments along Ay " for i € [1, k], n € [1, n(i)], and p € [1, xo]. In fact, by (7-3), these



SECOND TIME SCALE OF THE METASTABILITY OF REVERSIBLE INCLUSION PROCESSES 38

terms have an exponentially small effect on the entire summation. Thus, the inequality used
above is actually sharp. By (2.3) and ([2.4)), the right-hand side is asymptotically equal to

Ay N N-1 .
WZZZ Do D malyp)x

I€EA JEBN, MPEQ; n, j m £=0

N—¢
[ wn (N — £ K, i) (G ™) = Flry )
k=1

N—¢—-1

Y wn R, w) AT = FE ).
k=0

We only need to consider p € Q; n, j m, as otherwise r(z; n, yp) = 7(Zj m, yp) = 0. Next, if
P € Qi,n,j,m\ Pin,jm, then the terms inside the bracket vanish due to ([7.4)), (7.5), and (7.6]).

Gathering the preceding observations, the last formula is asymptotically equal to

AN N-1 )
15, ] Z Z Z Zm*(yp)x

(3, J)EIN(AXB) n, M pEP; 1, 5, m €=0

N—{
[ Z wn (N =€ — k)r(zi n, yp){f(flfqygpﬁm) — A ;cj,gnypa:j,m)}z
k=1

N—(—1

+ Z wN :L‘]’ma yp){f(f}?giﬁpxj’m) - f( zj,gnypxj,m)}z}.
The rest of the proof is almost identical to that of Lemma we obtain

El(f)§|;?|v [ 3 ! (1)}

(¢,§)€IN(AxB)

Because R; ; = oo if (4, j) ¢ I, the last formula is exactly what we expect. O

7.4. Remainder of Dirichlet form. Here, we deal with the remaining terms in the Dirichlet
form, Yo(f), X3(f), and X4(f). Lemma [7.4] deals with o (f).

Lemma 7.4. Under the conditions of Theorem [2.10, it holds that

)=o) — (%)

Proof. Recalling that Yo(f) consists of dynamics between the set differences of two distinct

Axl n¥rTim_type sets, there are two such types of movements.
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(Case 1) The first case is represented when a sole particle moves between z; , and z; 7.
More specifically, this is written as

DD WHETEEEE

i€A jEB N, m,p (=0

[de« (i,n, 2, ) LFET0m) = FE )Y (7.13)

—i—ZdNr im0, ) L) = FED P,

If £ = 0, then this vanishes by (7.4) and . If £ = N — 1, then this vanishes by (7.2)) and
(7.3). If £ € [1, N — 2], then

FE ™) = ) = (),

N
by (7.4), , (7.6), (7.7), and ( . Therefore, (7.13) is bounded from above by
N—2
Ndz])’vm 02 d?’v
= — . 14
oS it o8 ra

(Case 2) The second case is represented when a sole particle moves between y,, and y,. This
case is identical to Lemma which is bounded by

Nd3,m, 1 d3, log N
C’Zk Nm )N2=0(NNL§). (7.15)

Gathering the cases, we have by (7.14) and (7.15) that Ya(f) = O(d%N~2log N). This
concludes the proof. O

Next, we consider X3(f).

Lemma 7.5. Under the conditions of Theorem[2.10, it holds that

2

¥3(f) = O(de +d—logN> (%V)

Proof. We formulate
= > uvmav(®m, O{f(C) = Fm)}.
neUn (EVN

We divide this into several cases depending on which subset n belongs to.

(Case 1) n € A" ™ for some (i, j) € A x B and n, m > 1. In this case, the movement

must occur between sites in SZ-(2) or between sites in S](-Z). Otherwise, ¢ ¢ Vy. Hence, f

remains unchanged by (7.4), (7.6]), and (7.12)).

(Case 2) n € A"\ " for some i € [1, k,] and n, p > 1: We divide again by types of
the particle movement.
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e (Case 2-1) Movement from y, into Sy \ {z;}: We have n,, < N — 1, since otherwise
¢ ¢ V. Hence, f remains unchanged by (7.3)), (7.10), and (7.11).

e (Case 2-2) Movement from y, into S\ (5. U {yp}): This is identical to (Case 2-1) of
Lemma so that the summation is 0.

e (Case 2-3) Movement from z; ,, into Sy \ {z; »}: f remains unchanged by (7.3)), (7.10)),
and (7.11)).

e (Case 2-4) Movement from z; , into S\ (Si U {y,}): This is same with (Case 2-2)
of Lemma We obtain the upper bound O(d3m2Y). In conclusion, (Case 2) yields
O(d%mi).

(Case 3) n € le\?\;’"ypxj’m for some (i, j) € A x B and n, m, p > 1: This case is almost
identical to (Case 3) of Lemma The only different thing is that the particle movement
might occur as x; , <> T; 7 O Tj ;m <> T 7. In this other case, we may bound the summation

as
CN—QN—k?—l Nd?\fmf, (£+1)2 _O<d§$\710 N)
o o N —k-f N IR A

Thus, we can bound (Case 3) by O(%log N). Summarizing all cases, we conclude that
S3(f) = O(dZmY + % log ). 0

Our final aim of this subsection is X4(f).

Lemma 7.6. Under the conditions of Theorem [2.10, it holds that
d3 d%
— O( 2N N _ (%
24(f)—0(de*)+O<NlogN) 0(N>.

Proof. By definition, we have

i) =3 3 mvman(s OUQ) - fo)P

m, <GVN
Recalling ([7.9), we divide the summation in 7, € Vy by where n and ¢ belong.

(Case 1) Vi <> Vi or V% < V3 f remains unchanged by (7.10) and (7.11)).

(Case 2) V) <> V%: Similarly to (Case 2) of Lemma the summation is exponentially
small scaling as O(d3mY).
(Case 3) Vi < V3;: This is impossible.
3
ase +» V31 We can bound this case by O(5%) in a similar way as in (Case 4) o
Case 4) V% ¢ V3: We can bound thi by O(%%) in a simil in (Case 4) of
Lemma [5.5
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(Case 5) V3 «» V3.1 In the same reasoning with (Case 5) of Lemma with some additional
care, we may bound this case by

A < ) 1 dyy
CX 3 (dnlog N)' = 0K log N - ———— = 0(“K10g V).
N ;(Nog ) N B T T dylogN N %
O
7.5. Proof of Proposition Now, we are in position to prove Proposition
Proof of Proposition[7.1 By Lemmas [7.3] [7.4] [7.5] and [7.6]
dy
(ftest ’S ’sz% <N2>+O(d )+O< 10gN)
i€A jEB
Sending N — o0, as limy_,o dylog N =0 and dy decays subexponentially, we have
) N
hjglj;l) Z —Dn(fide) < Z Z
ZEA EB
Therefore, by Theorem we obtain the desired result. O

8. LOWER BOUND FOR CAPACITIES: GENERAL CASE

In this section, we establish the lower bound for the capacities in the most general setting
given in Subsection The following proposition explains the result. The proofs in this
section will be stated concisely.

Proposition 8.1 (Lower bound for capacities: General case). Assume the conditions
of Theorem |2.10. Suppose that {A, B} is a non-trivial partition [1, k. Then, the following
inequality holds.

N
hm inf ECapN(EQ)(A), 5( |S

(8.1)

€A JEB

We construct a test flow, whose divergence can be handled outside the one-dimensional
tubes.

8.1. Construction of test flow . In this subsection, we build the test flow ¥ = il

on Hy.

e We define, for (i, j) e IN(AXxB),n,m>1,p€ Py jm k>1, N—{—Fk>1, and
tefo, & —1],

m*(yp)é/(ka/;Ef% + ( k+¢ )

i,n m i,n j, m r(xz ny,Yp r(xj, m:yp)
Yo (e, Gl ™) = (8.2)
-L n(i) §n(5) 1m(y))1 ’
Ri,j D2 mm1 2ome1 Dge S
e P AR Crpuery
K N—k—f—l k+¢
. ) —M Z/p + . )
’lj)(] (é-wz nYpTj, m’ g:j’giﬁpx%m) _ T’(Z‘Z nvyp) T(m],myyp) ’ (83)

K —MMx -1
m i Zn | Z"(J 0 N7é1271 (yq))k+[

7(wi,n»yq) r(wj’ myyq)
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and 0 otherwise.

e Then, for all (i, j) e IN(AXx B),n,m>1,p € P, jm, and k € [1, N — 1], we define a
correction flow qbf j.p, 1 as follows.
— Suppose that % < k < N —1. Then, for ¢ € [1, % ,

[N/2]
Ti,nYpTj m LT, nYpTj,my . . Ti,nYpTj m
¢l 0Dk (gk—e,ép BRI eﬁé 1) = Z (div o) ( k:—t,tp ),
t=/{
and qblAJ p k=0 on all other edges.

— Suppose that 1 < k < % Then, for ¢ € [1, k — 1],

k—1
O (G0 G ) = = D (div o) (€ ),
t={
and qﬁl ipk =0on all other edges.
e Finally, we define a flow
n(i) m(j)

waé‘ést:ﬂ}S‘ Z ZZ Z Zd’wp,

(i,7)EIN(AxB) n=1m=1peP; y, j m k=1
Then, observe that (divy)(£%:n) = 0 for all i € [1, k] and n € [1, n(i)]. Moreover, it holds

that (dive)(n) = 0 for all 5 in
Ay P (A U AR ™) for i #£ § and n, m, p > 1.

8.2. Flow norm of v{i. In this subsection, we calculate the flow norm of the test flow .

Lemma 8.2. Suppose that I N (A x B) # 0. Then, under the conditions of Theorem

|Su|N 1
91 < (o) 5~ (S50 o)
N “icAjeB ™I
Proof. The proof is almost identical to that of Lemma therefore, we omit it. O

8.3. Remaining terms. We estimate the remaining terms on the right-hand side of ([3.7)
with respect to 1. Lemma [4.4] is employed once more.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that I N (A x B) # 0. Then, under the conditions of Theorem [2.10,

S g e MA@V ) = (14 o) (330 5.

R
nEHN\EL icAjeB~ v

Proof. We omit the proof due to its similarity to Lemma O

8.4. Proof of Proposition We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Pmposztwn . There remains nothing to prove if I N (A x B) = (), as then the
right-hand side of (8.1)) equals 0. Thus, we may assume I N (A x B) # (). Then, by Lemmas
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and we have

2
[ 3 B e @i U] 2 (14 0(1) 5
Hwtest” ¢g* | ‘

Therefore, we deduce from Theorem [3.6] that

i€A jJEB Z’

Capy (EF(A), EF'(B)) = (1 +of

€A jEB
This concludes the proof of Proposition O

9. PrROOF OF CONDITION ([3.10)
In this section, we prove the condition (3.10|) formulated in Proposition
Proposition 9.1. The condition (3.10) holds for every i € [1, ky].

Proof. The numerator in (3.10)) can be dealt with using Proposition

d2
Capy (€3 (i), Ex \ EX (1)) = - O(1). (9.1)
For the denominator in Jfixn, Ce 8 ( ) and write n = £ and ¢ = &Y with a: Yy € S( )
By the definition of SZ@), there exist x = xg, 1, ..., 2 =y in Sl-( ) 50 that t < |Si | and

7(Tn, Tnt1) = 1(Tpt1, Tn) >0

forall0 <n <t—1. Takeany F': Hy — R with F'(n) = 1 and F(¢) = 0. Recalling Definition
and by reversibility, we calculate Dy (F') by

5 Z S wn(mna(dy + m)r(a, b){F (o) — F(n)}?
ﬁE'HNG, beS
t—1 N

> 305 i (€ j(dx A+ N = j)r(n, @) {F(E) = P2 )2,
n=0 j=1

By Proposition and , the last line equals

N
Z | 5| P(@n, Tap1) Y {FE) = F(ET))
j=1

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality on 1 < j < N, the above is bounded from below by

)3 (8 rlan 2o ) - FE P

Using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality once more on 0 < n <t — 1, we obtain the following
lower bound for Dy (F'):

i {F) = FOF
1Sl St oy

(1+0(1)) ’S*| ’5(2)|
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As F was arbitrary, by the Dirichlet principle given in Theorem (1), we have

miny7(u, v DU, v @
Copn{{n}, 6)) 2 (1 o)) g P2 AT, 92)

Therefore, by (9.1)) and ( @, we obtain

C (c/'( ) g* 5(2) ; 2 N
lim sup - apy (0, \ (1)) < C'lim sup di/ = C'limsup d—N =0.
The last formula concludes the proof of Proposition O

10. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Now, we are in position to prove the main theorem given in Theorem[2.10] First, we provide
sharp asymptotics for the transition rate of the trace process ny ().

Proposition 10.1 (Transition rates of the trace process). Suppose that dy decays
subexponentially. Then, for i, j € [1, k4],

N 1
lim —ri(i, ) = —5—
N=oo diy 5119,

Proof. By Proposition limy o0 MN(EJ(\?) (1)) = ]S§2)|/\5’*] for each i € [1, k,]]. Hence, by

Propositions and (3.8), we have

s@ 2, 1 1 1
(i, ) = Z Z — + 5 ) +o(1)
d3; 2 d?v 1
2|S*|N[SRH +ol )} |S*|N[sm o )}
Multiplying (|S.|N)/ (|Sl-(2) |d3;) on both sides, we obtain the desired result. O

Finally, we provide the proof of Theorem [2.10
Proof of Theorem [2.10. By Propositions [0.1] and [10.1] the conditions ) and (3.10) are

verified for
. 1 dy
a(z,j):Tforz J €1, ky] and@N—HNQ—W
157 1R, 5
Therefore, Proposition establishes the thermalization result stated in (1) and the conver-
gence result stated in (2).

For the last statement in (3), we first show that

t
lim sup Eeeiin [/ I{nn (0N, 25) ¢ Sﬁ}ds} =0. (10.1)
(9] 0

N=004e[1, ky], n€[L,n
To this end, fix 7 and n. Note that

Perion [13(0,25)  EX] < ——o—Pruy [y (O, 25) & €3] =

N (Hn \ EX)
pn(Ey )

G I
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Here, P, is the law of the process whose initial distribution is py. The identity holds, as
un is the invariant distribution. Therefore,

e [ [ 1nwOmas) # €85] = [ P [nv(On,29) ¢ 3]s

< /t MN(HNIZ\EX[)CZS . /J'N(,HNmi\fX/)’
o un(ENT) pN(ENT)

which vanishes uniformly in the limit N — oo by Proposition This proves ((10.1)).
It remains to show that

t
lim sup Eero| / L (O, 25) € £\ En(S)}ds] = 0. (10.3)
N=00ie[1, ki]), ne[1,n(d)] 0 '

We apply Proposition [3.9] Because the first two conditions are already proven, it suffices to

prove (3.11)). This is clear from (10.2)). Hence, we have the convergence of finite-dimensional
marginal distributions. Therefore, for each pair (i, n) and s € [0, ],

lim sziyn [77N(0N725) € SX[ \ €N(SA(3))] =P; [Xsecond(s) € S, \ 553)} =0.
N—00 ? %

The last equality holds, as starting at i, Xgecond(+) never visits Sy \ S%(g) by (2.16]). Because S,
is finite, we have ([10.3). Finally, (10.1) and (10.3) conclude the proof of Theorem [2.10] O
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