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Abstract

We show the existence of non-trivial quasi-stationary measures for conservative
attractive particle systems on Z¢ conditioned on avoiding an increasing local set A.
Moreover, we exhibit a sequence of measures {1, }, whose w-limit set consists of quasi-
stationary measures. For zero range processes, with stationary measure v,, we prove
the existence of an L?(v,) nonnegative eigenvector for the generator with Dirichlet
boundary on A, after establishing a priori bounds on the {v,}.
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1 Introduction

We consider the ‘processus des misanthropes’, which includes the asymmetric exclusion pro-
cess and zero range processes. For concreteness, let us describe here the dynamics of a zero
range process. We denote the path of the process by {n;,t > 0} with (i) € N for i € Z.
At site i and at time t, one of the 7,(7) particles jumps to site j at rate g(n,(2))p(i, j) where

g : N — [0, 00) is nondecreasing, with g(0) =0, sup (g(k+1) —g(k)) < oo, (1.1)
k
and p(.,.) is the transition kernel of a transient random walk. Under assumptions that we
make precise later, the informal dynamics described above corresponds to a Feller process
with stationary product measures {v,, p > 0} (see [[).

Our motivation stems from statistical physics where such systems model gas of charged
particles in equilibrium under an electrical field. An interesting issue is the distribution of
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the occurrence time of density fluctuations in equilibrium. Thus, let A be a finite subset of
74 and consider the event

A={n: ﬁ SO0 > o} with g p. (1.2)

(IS

Let 7 be the first time a trajectory {nm, : ¢ > 0} enters A. As in [[, ], we consider two
complementary issues:

(i) to estimate the tail of the distribution of 7;

(ii) to characterize the law of 7, at large time, conditioned on {7 > t}, when the initial
configurations are drawn from v,.

We denote by L the generator of our process, by {S;,t > 0} the associated semi-group,
and by P, the law of the process with initial probability ;. For any probability v, we denote
by T;(v) the law of 7, conditioned on {7 > t}, with respect to P,. Thus, for ¢ continuous
and bounded, [ pdTi(v) := E,[¢(n)|T > t].

Now, from a statistical physics point of view, a relevant issue is the existence of a limit for
Ti(v,), the so-called Yaglom limit, say p,. The existence of a Yaglom limit is established by
Kesten [[J] for an irreducible positive recurrent random walk on N with bounded jump size
and with A = {0}. It is also established in [[j] for the symmetric simple exclusion process in
dimension d > 5, using strongly the symmetry and establishing uniform L?(v,) bounds for
{dT(v,)/dv,,t > 0}. We refer to the introduction of [[J], for a review of countable Markov
chains for which the Yaglom limit is established. This notion was introduced first by Yaglom
in 1947 for subcritical branching processes [[[7].

We note that the existence of p, implies trivialy that there is A(p) € [0, 00| such that for
any s > 0,

P

0, (T > 8) = lim

twoe B, (T >t)

= exp(—=A(p)s), (1.3)
and A(p) is given by

1
Ap) = —tlggo n log (P,,(T > t)) . (1.4)
Thus, right at the outset, one faces three issues.

(i) When does the ratio ([.J) have a limit? This is linked with a wide area of investigations

(see e.g. [I3, B, L1])-

(ii) Is there a formula for A(p)? One recognizes in A(p) the logarithm of the spectral radius
of £L: L*(v,) — L'(v,) with Dirichlet conditions on A. When L is a second order
elliptic operator on a bounded domain, and when we work with the sup-norm topology,
Donsker and Varadhan [[0] give a variational formula for ([[.4).



(iii) When is A(p) a positive real? In other words, what is the right scaling for large
deviations for the occupation time of A. For symmetric simple exclusion, it is shown
in [J}, @] that A(p) > 0 if and only if d > 3.

Since {T;,t > 0} is a semi-group, the Yaglom limit, when it exists, is a fixed point of T}
for any t. Thus, a preliminary step is to characterize possible fixed points of {T}}, which are
called quasi-stationary measures. We note that in our context, the Dirac measure on the
empty configuration is trivially a quasi-stationary measure with A = 0. Thus, by non-trivial
quasi-stationary measure, we mean one corresponding to A > 0. Finally, we note that in
dynamical systems, quasi-stationary measures are well studied and named after Pianigiani
and Yorke [[§], who prove their existence for expanding C?-maps.

Assume that p is a probability measure with support in A° such that for any ¢ > 0,
Ti(p) = p. By differentiating this equality at ¢ = 0, we obtain for ¢ in the domain of £ with

ola=0

/ﬁ(w)duz /E(lAc)du/sodu- (1.5)

Moreover, assume that p is absolutely continuous with respect to a measure v, and that
f:=du/dv € L*(v). If L* denotes the adjoint operator in L?*(v), then f € D(L*) and f is
a nonnegative solution of

Thus, the problem of quasi-stationary measure for attractive particle systems is a general-
ization of the problem of finding nonnegative eigenvectors, which gave rise, among others
results, to Perron-Frobenius and Birkhoff-Hopf theorems. However, such general results can-
not be used in our context, since neither is the space compact nor the operator, and since
we lack irreducibility conditions.

Equation (L) is the starting point of Ferrari, Kesten, Martinez and Picco [[J], whose
work we describe in some details since ours builds upon it. These authors consider an irre-
ducible, positive recurrent random walk, {X;, ¢ > 0} on N, with rates of jump {q(i, j), 7,j €
N} and study the first time the origin is occupied, say 7, when there is A > 0 and i € N\{0}
such that E;[exp(A7)] < oco. Assuming that u satisfies ([.F), one obtains for any ¢ with

©(0) =0

DD (ali k) + q(5,0)u(k)) (p(k) — @(5)) u(4) = 0. (1.6)

770 k#0

Thus, i can be thought of as the invariant measure of a new random walk, say {X/',t > 0}
on N\{0} with rates {q(j, k) + q(j,0)p(k), j, k € N\{0}}. When p is such that E,[7] < oo,
X" is positive recurrent and has a unique invariant measure v, and this procedure defines a
map i — ®(u) = v. Thus, the problem reduces to finding fixed points of ®. They notice
also that X}* can be built from the walk X;, by starting it afresh from a random site drawn
from g, each time X; hits 0. Then, using this renewal representation, an expression of ®(u)



is obtained (see equation (2.4) of [[J])

¥) = g [ TR > ot (17)

In our case, equation ([[.5) cannot be interpreted in terms of u being the stationary measure
of a familiar process. Nevertheless, the Laplace-like transform ([.7) is a well defined map. Tt
was observed in [fJ that as soon as E,[7] < oo, p is quasi-stationary if and only if ®(u) = p.

In [[[7], the authors study the sequence of iterates {®"(0;)} for i € N\{0}. They show that
this sequence is tight, and that any limit point belongs to M, the subspace of probability
measures under which 7 is an exponential time of parameter

1

A= —lim —log (Pj,(T > 1)) > 0.
t—oo ¢

Then, the facts that ®(M,) C M, and & is continuous on the compact set M, imply that

® has a fixed point in M.

Though the irreducibility assumption no longer holds for attractive particle systems on
7%, we show that {®"(v,)} is tight through the a priori bounds ®"(v,) < v,, where <
denotes stochastic domination. These bounds permit to prove that as soon as A(p) > 0, 7 is
an exponential time of parameter A(p) > 0, under any limit point of the iterates sequence.
We establish that A(p) > 0 in any dimensions for zero range processes, whereas \(p) > 0 is
only proved to hold in dimensions larger or equal than 3 for exclusion processes.

Once A(p) > 0 holds, we show that any limit point of the Cesaro mean (®(v,) + --- +
®"(v,))/n is quasi-stationary. It is useful to have a sequence converging to a quasi-stationary
measure. Indeed, through a priori bounds, one gets regularity of the limiting quasi-stationary
measure. For instance, for zero range processes, we can show that in dimensions d > 3, quasi-
stationary measures obtained as Cesaro limits have a density with respect to v, which is in

any LP(v,) for p > 1. In this way, we establish the existence of a Dirichlet eigenvector, say
f € D(L*) with

Vg A, L7f(n)+Mp)f(n) =0, and  fla=0.

This in turn gives estimates for B, (7 > t) improving on ([[4).

Finally, we remark that it could have seemed that a natural way to prove existence of
quasi-stationary measures for our particle systems on Z¢, would have been to work first
with finite dimensions approximations, where we can rely on Perron-Frobenius theory. This
strategy fails as is shown on a simple example in section fi.

2 Notations and Results.

We consider N2 with the product topology. The local events are the elements of the union
of all o-algebras o{n(i),i € A} over A finite subset of Z?. We start by recalling the definition
of the “processus des misanthropes”[[]]. The rates {p(i, j), 4,7 € Z} satisfy

() pli,5) >0, > p(0,i)=1.

i€Z4



) p(i,j) =p(0,7 —1i) (translation invariance).

) p(i,7) =0if |i — j| > R for some fixed R (finite range).

(w)  If ps(i,§) = p(i,j) + p(j, i), then VieZ% Tn, p™(0,i) >0 (irreducibility).
)

> ip(0,i) #£0  (drift). (2.1)

Let b: N x N — [0,00) be a function with

) 0(0,.)=0
) mb(n,m) is nondecreasing for each m
i1)  m+— b(n,m) is nonincreasing for each n
) b(n,m)—b(m,n) =b(n,0)—b(m,0), Vn,m>1
) A:=sup(b(n+1,0)—b(n,0)) < cc. (2.2)

As in [[], a Feller process can be constructed on
Q={n: Ze“" ) < oo, for some a > 0},
i€zd
with generator acting on a core of local functions as
Lon) ==Y pli, Hbn(),n() (o)) — (), (2.3)
i,jE€Z4

where 13 (k) = n(k) if k & {4, 7}, nj(i) = n(i) — 1, and nj(j) = n(j) + 1.
Let g : N — [0, 00) satisfy ([.I), and g(1) = 1. For any v € [0,sup, g(k)[, we define a
probability 6, on N, by

n

0,(0) =1/Z(y), and whenn#0, 6,(n)= Z(l 7 (2.4)

7 9(1)...g(n)’
where Z(7) is the normalizing factor. If we set Y(v) = >~ nf,(n), then Y : [0, sup,, g(k)[—
[0, 0ol is increasing. Let v : [0,sup, T (7)) — [0, sup, g(k)) be the inverse of T, and let v, be
the product probability with marginal law 6,,). Thus, we have

viez', [niay,—p and [ @i, =) (25

For a function b satisfying (B.2), we assume there is g as above, with b(n,m — 1)g(m) =

b(m,n—1)g(n), which together with (22 (iv)) and (2] (i)), imply that {v,, p € [0,sup, Y (7))}
are invariant with respect to L.

Now, if we choose b(n, m) = g(n), we obtain the zero range process. We describe a way of
realizing this process, in case like ours, where the labelling of particles is innocuous. We start
with an initial configuration n € 2. We label arbitrarily particles on each site ¢ from 1 to 7(z).
We associate to each particle a path {S,, n € N}, paths being drawn independently from
those of a random walk with rates {p(i, 7)}. Then, a particle labelled k at site ¢ jumps with
rate g(k) — g(k —1). If it jumps on site j it gets the last label. Also, the remaining particles
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at site ¢ are relabelled from 1 to n(i) — 1. Now, as A := sup, (g(k) —g(k — 1)) < o0, we
can dominate the Poisson clocks with independent Poisson clocks of intensity A, so that
each particle is coupled with a random walk wandering faster on the same path.

If we restrict the process to {0,1}%°, and choose b(n,m) = 1 if n = 1,m = 0 and
b(n,m) = 0 otherwise, we obtain the exclusion process. The measure v, is then a product
Bernoulli measure.

The semi-group {S;} generated by £ extends to a Markov semi-group on L*(v,), and its

generator is the closure of £ to L*(v,) (see the proof of Prop. 4.1 of [[4]). We can consider
also the adjoint (or time-reversed) of £ in L?*(v,), as acting on local functions ¢ and ¢ by

[ e, = [ oew, (2.6

With our hypothesis, £* is again the generator of a “processus des misanthropes” on €2, with
the same functions b and g, but with p*(i,j) := p(j, i) (see e.g. [{]). We denote by {S;}
the associated semi-group, and by P the associated Feller process with initial configuration
n € .

For convenience, we fix an integer k and A a finite subset of Z¢, and set A := {n :
Y iea (i) > k}. Needless to emphasize that we will always consider a density p such that
v,(A°) > 0. We denote by £ := 14L and {S;,t > 0}, respectively the generator and
associated semi-group for the process killed on A. A core of £ consists of local functions
vanishing on A.

Forn, & € Q, we say that n < £if n(i) < £(i) for all i € Z¢. Monotonicity of functions from
) to R is meant with this partial order; in particular, we say that A C €2 is increasing if 14
is increasing. Finally, for given probability measures v, on €, we say that v < pif [ fdv <
[ fdu for every increasing function f. We recall that the “processus des misanthropes” is
an attractive process, i.e. there is a coupling such that P, .(n; < (;,Vt) = 1 whenever n < (.

Since A is an increasing local event, attractiveness implies that for any ¢t > 0, both
Py(r > t) and P;(t > t) are decreasing in 7. As our product measure satisfies FKG’s
inequality, we have

P, (r>t+s)= /St+s(1,4c)dyp = /St(lAc)S:(lAc)de > P, (tr>t)P, (T >s). (2.7)

Also it is easy to see that v,(A°) > 0 implies that for any ¢t > 0, B, (7 > t) > 0 (this is true
for short time by continuity, and one then uses (B.7) to extend it to any time). Thus, (.7)
and P, (7 > t) > 0 justify the existence of the limit A(p) < oo in ([.4).

A key, though elementary, observation of [[3, f] is as follows.

Lemma 2.1 Let p be such that E,[r] < oco. Then, p is quasi-stationary if and only if
(p) = p.

Indeed, if u is quasi-stationary, then it is obvious that ®(u) = p. Conversely, for any ¢ € C,

/ Ss(p)du = Eul[f] /0 ) / Si(Ss(y))dpdt = E:[T] / ) / Si(p)dpdt,
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which implies that

[ 5.t = (-5 ) [ vin

Now, a key a priori bound relies on the notion of stochastic domination.
Lemma 2.2 If ®" denotes the n-th iterate of ®, then ®"(v,) < v,. Also, {®"(v,)} is tight.

This allows us to prove a result analogous to Lemma 3.2 of [[J].

Lemma 2.3 If \(p) €]0, 00, then for any integer k > 1

k!
: k n
dim [ AR ,) = S
Moreover, for any s > 0
lim Py, (T > 5) = exp(—=A(p)s). (2.8)

n—oo

If we set 7, := 1(®(v,) + - - + ®"(1,)), then our existence result reads.

Theorem 2.4 Assume that A(p) > 0. Then, any limit point along a subsequence of {v,, n €
N} is a quasi-stationary measure corresponding to \(p).

We prove Lemmas B.3, B.J and Theorem P.4 in section f We give now conditions under
which A(p) > 0. Note that in the symmetric case, [[] established the following stronger
result using spectral representation.

Y P, (T >u+s)
Fuvd P, (1> u)

— [ fLfdv,
[ f2dv,

— e 08 with A (p) = inf{ : feDL), fla= 0}.
(2.9)

It was established in [[] that for the symmetric exclusion process As(p) > 0 for d > 3, and
that As(p) = 0 for d = 1 and d = 2. Using the classical bound A(p) > As(p) (see e.g. [[q
Lemma 4.1), we have

Lemma 2.5 For the exclusion process in d > 3, X(p) given by ([[]) is positive.
For zero range processes, we prove in section [l the following results.

Lemma 2.6 For zero range processes in any dimensions, \(p) > 0.

Moreover, we have the following regularity result.

Proposition 2.7 For zero range processes in d > 3, any limit points along a subsequence
of {Vn}, say p,, is absolutely continuous with respect to v, and f = du,/dv, € LP(v,) for
any p > 1. Thus, f is in the domain of L* and

Lf+XMp)f=0, as. —uv,. (2.10)



As a consequence of the existence of an eigenvector of (B.I0) in LP(v,) for p > 1, we have
estimates for the hitting time.

Corollary 2.8 For zero range processes in d > 3, let f be a solution of (£-10) and g a
solution of the adjoint eigenvector equation. Then, [ fgdv, is finite and positive, and for
any time t

P, (T >1)

exp(—H (7, 1,)) < exp(—A(p)t)

<1, (2.11)

with
fgdv,
f f gd’/p’

Finally, in section ] we see, on the totally asymmetric simple exclusion process, why the
finite dimensional approximation of our problem yields ‘wrong’ results.

dv, = and H(D,,v,) = /log(j )dv, < oo.
vV

3 Existence.

We begin with some useful expressions for the iterates v, = ®"(v,). If A(p) > 0, then
Vn € N, fooo u"P,, (T > u)du is finite, and it follows easily by induction that

/gpdu _ f fo fStH— it deHz p dt; fooo " lfS )dv,du (3.1)
" f f(] fSt1+"'+tn(]-Ac)Vp Hi:l dtl fO u™- 1fSu ].Ac dl/pdu

Applying this expression to ¢ = S;(14¢) yields

CuiP, (r>t+u)d

Po(r > 1) = S0 Pulr > L w)d

JoSurtP, (T > u)du

Integrating over t, we obtain
> u)d E, [r7t!
B[] = Ly wP (T > wdu__ ] (3.2)

nfo un 1PVP(T > u)du B (n + 1)EVP[TTL]‘

Proof of Lemma R.3. Let ¢ be a nondecreasing bounded function, then

[ Supdvn= [ Bilomtmal v, = [ oS,

Now, we note that 1~ S*14.(n) is nonincreasing. By FKG’s inequality, we thus have

/Sugodyp < /(pde/Su(lAc)de.

This implies by B) that [¢@dv, < [@dy, Consider now compact subsets of NZ* of
the type K,y = {n: Vi € 7%, m; < k;}. Since these compacts are decreasing, we have
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inf,, v, (K@) > Vp(K(x,)). Moreover, for all € > 0, a good choice of the sequence (k;) ensures
that v,(K,)) > 1 — ¢, and tightness follows. |

Proof of Lemma R.3. The argument follows closely [[J] (proofs of Lemma 3.2, Proposition
3.3 and Theorem 4.1), the main difference being that we replace irreducibility by stochastic
domination. If v, = ®"(v,), then we show in three steps that lim E,, [7] = 1/A(p).

Step 1: We first prove that
imFE, 7] =1/X(p) and P, (7 >1t) <exp(—A(p)t). (3.3)

As in Proposition 3.3 of [I7], if

1
)\— = h—mEVn [7_]’ then )‘OO > )‘(p)a

o0

and there is a subsequence {n;} such that

vVt > 0, lim P,

Un,
k—o0 "k

(1 >t) = exp(—Axot).

The inequality Moo < A(p) follows after observing that as n — P, (7 > t) is decreasing, and
as v, < v,, we have P, (7 >1t) > P, (7 >t). Thus,

exp(—Asot) = kh—{go P, (1>1)> P, (1 >1). (3.4)

This establishes that A\, = A(p) and (B.3).
Step 2: We show that

n—00 n!

lim (w)w _ ﬁ (3.5)

First, by step 1,

E,, [T :/0 nu""'P, (1 > u)du < /0 nu™ " exp(—\(p)u)du = (3.6)

Alp)™

If we set v, = E, [7"]/n!, we have then limsup ol < 1/X(p). Now, by (B2), E,.[7] =
Unt1/Up. Since limF,, [7] = ﬁ, it follows that

1 n—ng
Ve €]0,1/X(p)[, Ing, Yn > ny, Up, > Uny <W — e) : (3.7)
Thus, for any € > 0, lim o/ > 1/A(p) — €, and this concludes step 2.

Step 3: We show that imE,, [r] < 1/A(p) by following the proof of Theorem 4.1 of [[J]. We
omit the argument here.

Finally, as in [[J], it is now easy to conclude that for any integer £ > 1 and s > 0

k
E,, [Tk] = k! H EV7L+j+1[T] -

J=1

k!

and P, (17> s) — e 05,
Alp)™ "

Ne



Proof of Theorem P.4. For any integer n, set o, = (®(v,) + --- + ®"(v,))/n. Note that
from Lemma and Lemma P.3, we have that

k!

Up <V, By [T"] — and P, (1 >1t) — exp(—A(p)t). (3.8)

Thus, {#,} is tight and let o be a limit point along subsequence {7, }. As A is local and
Sy is Feller, (B.§) implies that

P (r>t)=limpP, (1>t)= e AP, (3.9)

k—o0

We now check that ®(u) = u, or in other words, that for ¢ continuous and bounded

A(p) /O h / Sypdudt = / wdl. (3.10)

Now, for all ¢ > 0, the integrable bound

[ o] < lelaPun (7 > ) < el (102020

and limy, [ S;pdv,, = [ S;pdp imply, by dominated convergence, that

lillgn /OOO (/ Stgpdunk) dt = /OOO (/ S’t@du) dt. (3.11)

However, by definition of the iterates

/ O e\ oL
_l’_ —_— .

By, 7]
Thus,
//OOS* dtdp —iiE [7‘]/ dv; —>L/ d (3.12)
0 th Nk ng s v; 90 i+1 )\(p) SD :u .
The result follows by (B.11)) and (B.17). |

4 Positivity of A\(p) and regularity.

Let &; : Q — Q with ®;n(k) = n(k) + d; k. For any continuous and bounded function ¢, we

have
/ () dv, = /éR )dv,. (4.1)
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Note also that as kA > g(k), we have

/ o dv, > 10 / R ()dv,. (4.2)
Proof of Lemma R.6. We prove that P, (7 > t) < exp(—At) for A > 0, by showing that
—W = —/St(ﬁlAc)dyp > )\/gt(lAc)dl/p. (4.3)
Now,
—Llu(n) =) zgp(ivj)g(ni)l{nQA,n;ﬁeA}’ (4.4)
igA je

We set 0A :={n: >, n(i) =k} and note that since g(0) = 0, for any ¢ ¢ A and any j € A,
g(mi)loa = g(ni)l{n¢A,n;eA}. Hence,

— [ Si(L1lse)dv, =— [Llse P(T > t,) dvy =3 ian jen P, 9) Jo 0 9(ni) Pr(T > t) dv,
=(p) ZigA,jeAp(Za]) faA Pﬁm(T > t)dea

where we have used (1)) and the fact that 0.A is independent of n; for i & A.

Since {(7,j) € A°x A, s.t. p(i,j) > 0} is finite, we have now to prove that Vi ¢ A, 3\, >0
such that

/ Py, (T > t)dv, > )\,’/P;(T > t)dv,.
0A

This will be done in three steps.
Step 1: We show that for ¢ &€ A, there is ¢; > 0 such that

Py, (T >1) > &P (T > 1) (4.5)

We need to couple two trajectories, say {n,(;} differing by a particle at ¢ at time 0, i.e.
Co = Rino. We describe a basic coupling. We tag the additional particle at i, and call its
trajectory {X(i,t),t > 0}. It follows the path {S,,n € N} of a random walk with rates
p(.,.), and jumps at the time-marks of an n-dependent Poisson clock: at time ¢, its intensity
is g(me(X (i,8))+1) —g(m(X (4,¢))). With this labelling, the motion of the additional particle
does not perturb the n-particles. Thus, we call the additional particle a 2"-class particle.
As A = sup(g(k + 1) — g(k)) < oo, we can couple {X(i,t),t > 0}, with {X(i,t),t > 0}
which follows the same path {S,,n € N}, but with a Poisson clock of intensity A which
dominates the clock of {X(i,t),t > 0}. Thus,

S(A®) =inf{t: X(i,t) € A} > S(A°) = inf{t: X(i,t) € A}. (4.6)

and under our coupling, we have that {S(A°) < oo} C {S(A°) < oo} C {S, € A,n € N}.
Therefore,

0< P,;‘(T >t) — Pﬁm(T > t) P;(T(n,) >t 7(¢) <t)
P;(T(n_) > 1, ~S(AC) < 00)
P*(r(n) >t,S(A°) < 00)

n

P;i(S, € A, n e N)Py(T > 1).

(4.7)

VARVARVARIVAY
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Now, as the walk is transient, €; := P;(S,, &€ A,Vn € N) > 0, so that ([.) holds.

Step 2: It remains now to show that |, oa (T >1)dv, > )\fP* T > t)dv, for some A > 0.
This would be easily done by FKG inequality, if 9.A was a decreasing event, which is not the
case. However, Ay :={n: > .., n(i) = 0} is a decreasing event, and the idea is to compare
Jou Bi(T > t) dv, with [, Pr(1 > t)dv,. To this end, we are going to compare Py (7 > t) for
n e aA with P*,1 (7‘ > t) for j € A, so that we consider now the case where the 2"%-class

particle is 1n1t1ally in j € A. We will ensure that, uniformly in n € dA, there is a positive
probability that the 27¢-class particle escapes A within a small time § > 0. If the 2"%-class
particle finds itself on a site with k particles, it jumps with rate Ay := g(k + 1) — g(k). We
have A; > 0, but could very well have A, = 0 for k£ > 1. Thus, the 2"-class particle can
move for sure only when on an empty site. As in Step 1, we have a coupling (7, (), where
Go = ;;no. For convenience, we use the notation P, ; instead of F.

Thus, we impose on the n-particles starting on A the following constraints:

(i) they do not escape from A during [0, d];

(ii) they empty one ‘path’ joining j with A during [0, /3] while freezing the 2"-class
particle;

(iii) we freeze their motion during [§/3,24/3] while forcing the 2"¢-class particle to escape
A;
(iv) we force the n- particles to go back to their initial configuration during ]26/3, J].
More precisely, we let T' := {j1,...,jn} be a shortest path linking j to A°, that is
jl = .jv j27 s 7.jn—1 € A7 and .]n ¢ A7 and p(jkv.jk-i—l) > 0 for k < n.

We note i; := j, the extremity of I', and for a subset A of Z?, we call o(A) the first time
that an n-particle initially in A exits A. Also, let

Dy:={n: n(jx) =0fork=1,...,n—1}NIA.
Now, we say that (1., X(j,.)) € Fj;,[0,0] if
(i) o(A)(n) > 9;
(i) on [0,0/3] X(4,.) = j and 7s/5 € Du;
(iii) on [6/3,2/3], n.|a = ns/3la, X (J,.) reaches i; before 20/3 along I', and stays still;
) on [26/3,6] X(j,.) = ij, and n.|x = ns—|a-

(iv

We call ]:"Z-j 10, 0] the time reversed event

{(n, X (i,.)) € Fi, 510,60} := {(ns—, X(j, 8 = .)) € F;,[0, 6]}
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It is plain that

Ay = inf inf P (F;4[0,6]) > 0. (4.8)

T iean@<k jeh ™
We prove in this step that there is Ay > 0 such that for n such that ., n(i) <k —1,

Pgm(T >t) =Py i(7(C) >t) = APy i(T(n.) > t,0(A°) > 6, F;4,[0,0)). (4.9)

;From the instant §, we couple through our basic coupling, the 2"¢-class particle with a
random walk whose Poisson clock has intensity A, so that

{S(A®) 005 = 00} C {S(A°) 05 = o0} (4.10)

Note that if particles from outside A, do not enter A during time [0, 8], if the 2"¢-class particle
exits A before §, not to ever enter again, and if {7(n.) > t}, then {7(() > ¢}. In other words,

{r(n) >ty {o(A°) >0} N F;;,[0,6] N {S(A°) 0 s =0} C {7(¢) >t} (4.11)
Thus, by conditioning on ¢{(s,s < 0}

Pri(r(C) > t) 2P;i(r(n) > t,0(A%) > 6, F;;,[0,0], S(A) 0 85 = o0)
>Pr (1 005(n) >t,0(A%) > 6,F;,[0,0], S(A°) 0 5 = o0)
> ; [Lioae)>6.75., 1001 P, (T(n) > = 6, (A%) = 00)]

Py (Su & A, Vn € N)P?(7(n) > t,0(A%) > 5, F; [0, 6]).

This is ({.9), once we recall that {S,} is transient, and that {i;; j € A} is finite.

Step 3: We prove the result inductively. We fix one configuration in 0.A: let {k;,j € A}, be
integers such that

Zl{;j:k, and B:={n:n; =k;,je A} (4.12)

jEA

Let j be such that k; > 0. Then, using ([.J)

/PT7 (1> t)dv, = /B l{;_j-P" (1 > t)dv,(n)

B

21(2_/ Pl > 11, (0)

zAfzij) / i) > 1,0 (A) > 6,75 [0,6)dv

Using the stationarity of v,, and reversing time on the interval [0, 6], the last integral becomes

/ij(]t"ij,j[O,é],ng € %;1B,U(AC) > 0) Py (T >t —0)dv,(n).

13



Note that in {]:"Z-j,j [0,0],n5 € R;'B,o(A°) > 4}, the particles from inside and outside A

do not interact, and that F; ;[0,d] imposes the same initial and final configuration for the
n-particles in A, so that

Py, (Fi;.400,0),m5 € BB, 0(A) > 8) = 1s(R; (1)) By ;(Fi,[0, 8]) Py (0 (A°) > 4).

Thus, from ([.§), there is € > 0 such that

/P;(T > t)dv, > €/ Py(o(A°) > §)Py(T >t —d)dv,(n). (4.13)
R

-1
B ;B

We iterate the same procedure k times, and end up with € > 0 such that

/P;(T > t)dv, > 6/ o Py(0(A) > k6) Py (T >t — kd)dv,(n). (4.14)
B Men®, '8

Finally, we note that

n— 11_[]‘EA s = Lin(y=04eays 1> By(o(A°) > kd), and nw— Py(7 >t —kd),
are decreasing functions. Thus, by FKG’s inequality

/BP;(T >t)dv, > ev,({n:n(j) = 0,5 € A})P,,(0(A°) > kd)P,, (T > t). (4.15)

We establish in the next lemma that P, (o(A) > ké) > 0, which concludes the proof. |

Lemma 4.1 Let o(A°) be the first time one particle starting outside A enters A. Then, for
any k>0, B, (0(A°) > k) > 0.

Proof. We use the coupling described in section P Thus, if 6(A¢) is the stopping time
corresponding to the coupled independent random walks, we have &(A°¢) < o(A°). Thus,

P, (d(A%) > k) > P, (5(A°) > k) = / [IPx(,t) ¢ A, vt < w)Ddv, =] w
igA iZA v
(4.16)
with §; = P(X (i,t) € A, t < k). Now, by Jensen’s inequality
Z(y(1-=9)) ,
—Zo > (1 —6)”.
Thus,
P, (0(A) > k) > (Ha — m) >0 8 <oo. (4.17)
igA i€zd
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Now, a particle starting on i reaches A within time &, if it makes at least d(i, A)/R jumps
within time & (recall that R is the range of p). Thus, if d(i) is the integer part of d(i, A)/R,

(B _ (A0
n! T d(i)!

P(X(i,t) €A t<r)< Y e (4.18)

n>d(i)
Hence, the series in ([I7) is converging. |

Proof of Proposition B.7. The proof follows the same arguments as in the proof of
Theorem 3 ¢), of [H], once the inequality ([.5) is established with ¢; = P;(S,, ¢ A, Vn € N).
It goes as follows. Let v, be the product measure

dve(n) = H () (1) H ;o) (1) -

ieA i¢A
Let A, := [-n;n]? and G, be the o-algebra o(n;;i € A,,), then
dv, €' Z(v) dv, & " Z(er)
l/p P.s. d7 = H Z(E ) X Ve P-S. d]/ = H T . (419)
PlGn  deAenA, i €1Gn  jeAenA, v

Let h(a) denote the Laplace transform of 6,; i.e. h(a) = Z(e*y)/Z(y). Note that h is
defined for any « such that e*y < sup g(k), and is analytic in this domain. In particular, h
is analytic in a neighbourhood of 0. For all i ¢ A, let «; be defined by e™* = ¢;. A simple
computation then yields for all p > 1,

dv, Z(e; PV 7 €;y)P~1 _
and f(d_,f: G )P dve = Tliepera, ( 70 & Z((y;lfl = [Lienenn, (@i(p — 1))h(—ai)? i

(4.20)

B Z(y) z(yP h(=pai) .
)P dvp = Tlieacon, Z5) Z(Sﬂ)y)f’ = Hiearna, ﬁ 7

The functions m, : o ZE:Z’;} and n, : @ — h(a(p — 1))h(—a)P~! are analytic in a

neighbourhood of 0, and satisfy m,(0) = n,(0) = 1, m;(0) = n,(0) = 0, m,(0) = n,(0) >0
for p > 1. Therefore, the products in ([l.20) have finite limits when n — oo, as soon as
> ienc(l —€)? < +o0. In the asymmetric case, the Fourier transform of the Green function

has a singularity at 0 which is square integrable as soon as d > 3, so that the above series is

dve
dv, g

in LP(v,) for all p > 1. It follows from the martingale convergence theorem that v, is a.c.
with respect to v,, with fil_zl:f, € LP(v,). In the same way, v, is a.c. with respect to v, and

e € LP(v,).
Following [f], we prove that this yields uniform LP(dv,)-estimates of f; := dT}(v,)/dv,,

for p > 1. First of all, let us express the density of v, := T;(v,) with respect to v,. For ¢
continuous and bounded

convergent. Thus, for d > 3, is a (P,,, (G,)) martingale, which is uniformly bounded

[ Si(p)1acdy, / Sy (1ae)
dT == = = 761
/30 () 1S, (Lae) Lacdr, R
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so that v,-a.s. f; = %'
vp

Let Ag = {n; Vi € A, n; = 0}. We prove now that for any increasing function ¢,

Vt(AO)/
dv, > dv, . 4.21
AﬁL“wwm>m¢” (4.21)

To this end, let us write 7 = (1x, 7ac) the decomposition of NZ* in N x NA°. Moreover, if
is a probability measure on NZ°_ let mye(p) denote its projection on o(1;,i € A%). We have

y P(nae) dmpe(ve) .
Ve

d
l/wm:%mm/wmemma”
Ao

By (ER), Vi ¢ A, R; f:(0,mac) > €.f:(0,mac), and %ZZZ” = eiii'j” Therefore, f;(0, nAc) (nAc)
is an increasing function of npe. mae(v) being a product measure, it follows from F KG’s

inequality that

. (nAC) dmpe (VE) )

/AO@dut > Vp(Ao)/@(O,UAC)dWAC(VE)/ft(o’mc)?;

which is just (£.21)).

We apply now ([.21)) to the decreasing function ff~ (d’je) (p>1,7 >0). We obtain

T T
D [ dve _ p—1 [ dve
fAO fi <d5p> dv, = fAO (dZ ) th
S vi( Ao fAO dl/E
r—i—l
<< up(.A ) on dup dv,

It follows by induction that Vp,r > 0,

dv.\" r dv \"""
/ ff( V) dyp§<yt(A0)) / ( V) dv, .
Ao dv, vp(Ao) Ao \ AV,
Taking r = 0, and applying once more FKG’s inequality to the decreasing functions 14, and
fF, we get Vp > 1,

» » vi(Ao)\” dv. \*
(o) /ft Wo = Ao fidv, < (VP(AO)) /Ao (de) W

so that Vp > 1,

s /fpd <! / v\, (4.22)
u v, < ———— — v,. :
tP t AVp > Vp(Ao)pH A dl/p P
This in turn implies uniform L? (v, )-estimates for % du(:” Indeed, using expression (B]]),
if we define
P, (> t)t"dt don °dT,
dm(t) = Lol > 1) . then (v) _ / ATilvy) 4 ) (4.23)
J5S P, (1 > t)trdt dv, o dy,
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Thus, using Holder inequality for p > 1,

Sup/ (th(up)Yde <0— S‘jlp/ (d@"(l/p))pdyp <c (4.24)

>0 dv, dv,

Moreover, we obtain the same uniform bounds for the Cesaro limit, and Proposition P17
follows. |

Proof of Corollary 2.§. We define the map @, associated to the time reversed dynamics.
If v is such that E}[r] < oo, then

/gOd(I)*(I/) = ﬁ/{)m/&k(gp)dudt.

Our previous results (Proposition P77) hold equally for 7 := 1 (®,(v,) + - - - + ®7(v,)), with
the consequences that {7}, n € N} is tight and g,, := dv};/dv, is uniformely in LP(v,) for any
p > 1 in dimensions d > 3. Let f,, be the density of 7, with respect to v,, and assume that
{fn} converge along a subsequence {n;} to f solution of (2.1(]) and that {g,} converge along
a subsequence {m;} to g solution to the adjoint equation to (R.10]). We can as well assume
that these convergence hold in weak L?(v,). As f, and g, are nonincreasing functions, we

have by FKG’s inequality

/fnkgmidup > /fnkdyp/gmidyp: 1.

After taking first the limit in &, and then in i, we obtain [ fgdy, > 1. Also, this integral is
finite by Cauchy-Schwarz. Thus, we can define dv, = fgdv,/([ fgdv,). Let dQ:(n) be the
probability measure on paths, defined by
Mot

[ fgdv,
For ¢ such that ¢g € L*(v,), we obtain using (2-10),

/SD(Ut)th(U) _ f En[@(TH)Q(TH)1T>t]f(77)€A(p)thp(77) _ f gt(¢g>feA(p)thP

' [ fgdv, [ fdv,

_ S egSi(f)ertdy, / o,

[ fgdv,
Also, if ¢ is such that ¢f € L*(v,),

1T>tdpl/p (77) (425)

S*t A(p)tdyp B
[ ctmacun) = LA [ i,

Now, by applying Jensen’s inequality and recalling that f,g € LP(v,) for p > 1,

o8(P, (7> 1) = ogl [ i) +10s | %dam)

> log| / fgdv,) — / log (g(n.)) dQu(n.) — / log (£(0)) dQu(n.) — A(p)t

> tog( [ faiv) - [ os(f9)d7, = Mot
This concludes the proof of the Corollary. |
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5 Example.

Let us consider the totally asymmetric simple exclusion in one dimension. Thus,
VieZ, p(i,i+1)=1, and p(,j)=0if j #i+ 1.

Let 7 be the first time the origin is occupied. Let x(n) :=inf{k > 0: n(—k) = 1}, and N;
be a Poisson process of intensity 1. A simple computation yields

P70 = [ P0G < X)) = 3 plL = PN, < K) = (1= p)e . (5.1)

k=1
Thus,
P, (T>t+s)
P, (T >1)

1
—e” and \p) = lign — log (Pu,,(T > t)) =p. (5.2)

Following the approach of the proof of Theorem 3c) of [H], it is easy to establish that the
Yaglom limit exists and is

du,(n) = H dB,(n;) HdBo(m) where B, is the Bernoulli probability of parameter p.
i<0 i>0
(5.3)
Can we approximate p, and A(p) by the corresponding quantities for the process on a large
circle? The answer is no, as we shall see.
Let Cy ={0,1,..., N} where sites N and 0 are identified, and consider the generator

N-1

Lyp =Y (i) (1 =ni+1)) (eniy) — (), (5.4)

i=0
with as invariant measure vy, which is the uniform measure on all configurations with [p/N]
particles on Cy.

Let P, n be the law of the process generated by Ly, and let n be in the support of vy.
Then,

x(m)—1

_ t*
Pyn(r>t)=¢€" Z o (5.5)
k=1
Thus, for a polynomial () of degree at most N
1
Pan(T>t)=e"'Qnt) = In(p):= li{n—g log (P, (T >1)) =1. (5.6)

Also, it is an easy computation which yields

[oN

Pyt > t) N ) Py n(T>1t+5)
lim —2N -~ o < ) —i) and lim —2© =e °. 5.7
t Py oy(T>1) [pN] le[l n(=i) t  Poun(T>1) (5:7)

Thus, as in [], one concludes the existence of a Yaglom limit uy concentrated on the
configurations with particles occupying all [pN] sites to the “left” of 0. Thus, puy and Ay (p)
do converge, but to p; and 1 respectively, and this approach misses all the p, with p < 1.
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