arXiv:1203.0287v2 [math.PR] 27 Nov 2013

ON THE ASYMMETRIC ZERO-RANGE IN THE RAREFACTION FAN

PATRICIA GONCALVES

ABSTRACT. We consider one-dimensional asymmetric zero-range psesestarting from
a step decreasing profile leading, in the hydrodynamic Jitoithe rarefaction fan of the
associated hydrodynamic equation. Under that initial @@rd and for totally asymmetric
jumps we show that the weighted sum of joint probabilities foraet class particles
sharing the same site is convergent and we compute its lifat.partially asymmetric
jumps we derive the Law of Large Numbers for a second class payticider the initial
configuration in which all positive sites are empty, all negasites are occupied with
infinitely many first class particles and there is a singlesdcalass particle at the origin.
Moreover, we prove that among the infinite characteristroarmating from the position of
the second class particle it picks randomly one of them. @hdomness is given in terms
of the weak solution of the hydrodynamic equation, througime sort of renormalization
function. By coupling theconstant-rate totally asymmetric zero-rangéth the totally
asymmetric simple exclusion, we derive limiting laws forn@ageneral initial conditions.

1. INTRODUCTION

The microscopic dynamics of interacting particle systemssists in having particles
distributed on a lattice, performing random walks accagdmsome local restriction [20].
These systems havg/drodynamical behaviaf there exists a space and time scaling in
which their conserved thermodynamical quantities areriteest by some partial differen-
tial equations - théaydrodynamic equatiorj&4]. An interesting problem of those systems
is to understand the relation between objects at the patgekl and the corresponding
macroscopic hydrodynamic equations. One can often takandage of the known results
on the hydrodynamic equations in order to obtain usefulrméttion about the underlying
particle system. On the other hand, the study of a partidiesy has given answers about
the qualitative behavior of the solutions of its hydrodymaaeguations/[9].

The problem addressed in this paper consists in extendengesults of{[9] B] to zero-
range processes. Inl[9, 8] it is studied the asymptotic hieha¥ second class particles
added to a particle system with exclusion dynamics and tbenskclass particles are re-
lated to the characteristics of the corresponding hydradyino equation. There, the hydro-
dynamic equation is thmviscid Burgers equatioand the corresponding particle system
is the asymmetric simple exclusion process (asep) that liyedescribe below.
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The processes we consider are one-dimensional asymmeticange processes (azrp)
with hydrodynamic equation as given [n_(P.3), where the fi§x) is a concave function.
The dynamics of the azrp is the following: at each ziteZ, there is a mean one exponen-
tial time clock, after which, a particle atjumps toy at ratep(y)g(k«)/kx, whereky is the
number of particles at the siieandp(-) is the single particle transition probability. After
that jump, the clocks restart. Here we assumepat=p, p(—1)=q=1—p=#1/2 and
p(y) =0 for |y| > 1. As a consequence, jumps occur only to nearest neighbbestufic-
tiong(-) is called the process rate and it satisfies the conditiorities! in Sectiof 2.1]1.

In the sequel we assume th@at> g, so that there is a drift to the right. In this process, a
jump occurs independently from the number of particlesatistination site, and for that
reason it coined the name zero-range. Whenl, the process is called totally asymmetric
zero-range process (tazrp) and fgk) = 1{k > 1} the process is theonstant-rate asym-
metric zero-range procesin last case, the process rate does not depend on the nufmber o
particlesky.

Since we are restricted to the one-dimensional setting,amecouple the constant-rate
tazrp with the totally asymmetric simple exclusion procéasep) that was analyzed in
[9]. The dynamics of the asep is defined as follows: at eaexsit Z there is a mean
one exponential time clock, after which, a particlexatimps toy at ratep(y) with p(-)
as given above. The jump occurs if and only if the destinaditmis empty, otherwise the
particle does not move. Whgn= 1, the process is the tasep. By coupling both processes:
the constant-rate tazrp and the tasep, we are able to cohfirnesults that we prove inde-
pendently for the constant-rate tazrp, from the resultgipusly obtained in[[B]. The main
difficulty we face is that, contrarily to the tasep in whicleth is at most one particle per
site, on the tazrp there can be an unbounded number of jearéithny given site.

Now we explain the features of the models that we need in dodachieve our goals.
We start by describing the hydrodynamic limit scenario c8i[8,[18], it is known that the
empirical measures (see Section 2.2) associated to thesegses, converge (in probabil-
ity) to a deterministic measure whose density is the unigr®@py solution of a hyperbolic
conservation law with concave flux as given[in{2.3). The bggnamic limit for these pro-
cesses was set under two different approaches: for botlkegses in[18] using the Entropy
method and for a general set of initial measures associatagtofile; and for the asep
in [12] using the Relative Entropy method, under a more icste set of initial measures.
We notice that it is not difficult to show the hydrodynamiciliffor the azrp invoking the
same arguments as in [12]. We do not prove this result heree si is basically a repro-
duction (with the proper modifications) of the proof presehh [12]. As a consequence of
that result, we obtain the hydrodynamic limit for the azigrsihg from measures of slowly
varying parameter associated to flat profiles as well as stepedsing profiles. Besides
requiring an hyperbolic hydrodynamic equation with corecélux, the dynamics of the
system has to conserve the number of particles. This is tnulkedth exclusion and zero-
range dynamics. As we have seen above, in these modelg|@agimply move along the
one-dimensional lattice according to a prescribed rulerddwer, the particle systems have
to be attractive, in order that when coupling two copies ef¢hme process, the number of
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discrepancies between the initial configurations doesmwease as time evolves. Also,
this is true for both exclusion and zero-range dynamicsgéails see Sectidn 2.1.3.

The main goal of this paper is to analyze the asymptotic heha¥ the azrp starting
from a configuration with particles with different degreectdss. We mainly consider first
or second class particles, but we define the interactionrdigsebetween particles with all
me NH degree of class. We start by explaining the dynamics of thasgles in the asep
and then we describe it in the azrp. Distribute particleZdat most one at each site) and
at the initial time label each one of them ash class particle, witlmne N. The dynamics
of these particles depend on their label according to theviirig rule: am-th class particle
sees particles with degree of class less (resp. greaterjrtlaa particles (resp. holes). So,
in the asep, arth class particle moves to the right neighboring site (& pif it is empty
(or occupied with a particle with degree of class greaten thpor if it is occupied with a
particle with degree of class less tharthat attempts to jump to the left; or moves to the
left neighboring site (at ratq) if it is empty (or occupied with a particle with degree of
class greater tham) or if it is occupied with a particle with degree of class l#ssnm that
attempts to jump to the right. In the azrp, due to the possitwf having more than one
particle per site, the dynamics of particles with differdagree of class in this process is
completely different from their dynamics in the asep. Indlzep the interaction dynamics
is the following. Suppose that initially atthere are infinitely many particles. We label
each one of them asra-th class particle, witln € N. If the clock atx rings, the first class
particle has priority to jump and moves either to the rightaothe left neighboring site.
We notice that, the remaining particles<ato not move, nor the particlesat- 1 orx— 1.
More generally, if at a given site there is no particle witlyd of class less tham, then
after a ring of the clock at this site, timeth class patrticle is the first jumping particle. As
a consequence, the higher the degree of class of a partiellwer is its priority to jump.

Now, we recall some results obtained for the aseplinl[9, &}, e generalize to the azrp
in a similar setting. In[9], it was derived a Law of Large Nuenb (L.L.N.) for the position
of a second class particle in tasep starting frgyry, the Bernoulli product measure with
parameteir (resp. ) on negative (resp. positive) sites, with> 3 and with a second
class particle at the origin, see Theoren] 5.1 in Secfion Berlthis result was extended
to the asep in [8]. The speed of the second class particleitaep was studied inl[1] by
analyzing the invariant measures of the multi-class takefd.7], this L.L.N. was derived
in a stronger sense, namely, almost surely|_In [10]vigy, last result was also derived by
mapping the tasep to a last passage percolation model,thia@@cond class particle can
be seen as an interface between two random growing cluseeq ] or[[10] for details).
We notice that this mapping with a last passage percolatmhatdoes not fit the azrp and
there is no knowledge on the invariant measures for the rolal§is azrp. So, our approach
consists in using coupling arguments similar to thosé l[d8[9Also in [4], were obtained
bounds on the variance of a second class particle added tdielg@paystem by showing
that it superdiffuses. The result holds for a large classagfigle systems, including some
types of azrp. For details we refer id [4] and referencestheiMore recently, in [6] by

1Throughout the article we use the notatlin= {1,2,... } andNg = NU{0}.
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mapping the tasep to a last passage percolation model amgl Bssemann functions for
the percolation model, the authors derive L.L.N. for theoselcclass particle in the tasep
for general initial conditions in the rarefaction fan.

Here, first, we start the constant-rate tazrp fiag, with 0 < p <« (seel[Z.2)) and we
add infinitely many second class particles at the origin. \Wev@that the weighted sum
of joint probabilities for second class particles sharimg $ame site is convergent and we
compute its limit. In case of partially asymmetric jumps thsult is left open. Second, we
start the azrp fronf* (see Section 215) and we denoteXyt) the position of the second
class particle at time. We derive a L.L.N. forXz(t) and also a L.L.N. for the current of
first class particles that cross over the second class gaunicto timet. We believe that
last result holds for general particle systems with the iregifeatures stated above and for
general initial conditions in the rarefaction setting.

Finally, we couple the constant-rate tazrp with the tasepvae extend the previous
results to other initial conditions. We also reprove som¢hefresults that we have ob-
tained independently for the constant-rate tazrp. We adtiat our coupling between
both processes is completely new and relates the constent@ro-range with the tasep,
in presence of particles with different degree of class. &\mv, we notice that it does
not work for partially asymmetric jumps. We remark that gsihe coupling between the
constant-rate tazrp and the tasep, one can translate thakesults for the tasep recently
derived for example ir_|6] to the constant-rate tazrp. Thistibject for future work. Also,
under a coupling argument and invoking Theorem 2.3 a) lof4@jiting the constant-rate
tazrp from a configuration with a second class particle atotfigin, a third class parti-
cle at the site 1, all negative sites occupied by infinitelyngnfirst class particles and all
positive sites empty, we prove that the probability thatdbeond class particle overtakes
the third class particle equaly2 We notice that, a crucial ingredient in the proof of
Theorem 2.3 a) in [8] is the fact that the number of holes isrsseoved quantity for the
exclusion dynamics. Since this is not true for the zero-eatigat argument of proof does
not fit our purposes. All open problems mentioned in this papesubject for future work.

Here follows an outline of this paper. In the second sectwa,introduce the azrp
and asep; we state their hydrodynamic limit; we present theariant measures that are
translation invariant; we compute the characteristicsygiehbolic conservation laws with
concave flux; we describe the couplings and the dynamicssufejpancies that we use
along the paper and finally, we state the main results. Inhind section, we study the
behavior of second class particles sharing the same siteeoroinstant-rate tazrp starting
from L, o with 0 < p < 0 and with infinitely many second class particles added to the
origin. In the fourth section, starting the azrp fr(fm we prove the L.L.N. for the position
of the second class particle and also for the current of fiestscparticles that cross over
the second class particle up to the titnén the fifth section, by coupling the constant-rate
tazrp with the tasep and invoking the results known for tasepdeduce the corresponding
results for the tazrp.
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2. STATEMENT OF RESULTS
2.1. Thedynamics.

2.1.1. Asymmetric zero-range.et {&;;t > 0} be the one-dimensional azrp, a continuous
time Markov process with state spd@é. For a configuratio € N% and for a sitex € Z,

& (x) denotes the number of particles at the siteA function f : N5 — R is said to be
local if it depends or§ only through its values on a finite number of sites. In thiscpss,
after a mean one exponential time, a particle at thexsjtanps tox+ 1 orx— 1 at rate
pa(&(x))/&(x) orqg(&(x))/& (x), respectively. So that the jump rate is independent from
the number of particles at the destination site. In whabfedig : No — R, is a function
satisfying: g(0) = 0, g(k) > 0 for all k € N, Lipschitz: supey,|g(k+ 1) —g(K)| < e
and non-decreasingg(k+ 1) — g(k) > O for all k € No. Now we explain the imposed
conditions org(+). The first condition, ensures that a jump at a given site acittinere is

at least a particle at that site. The second condition gteearthat once having a particle
at a site there is a positive probability of the occurrencpinfp, so that the dynamics is
non-degenerate. The third condition guarantees that theeps is well defined. The last
condition ensures the attractiveness property of the sysidich we describe in Section
[2.1.3. We refer to[]2] for details on the construction of thimcess. Its infinitesimal
generator is defined on local functioﬁsNZ —Ras

Eng [£(&h) — £(&)] +ag(& () [ (&) — (&),

where forz £ x,y, £¥(2) = & (2), £Y(x) = £(x) — L and&¥(y) = £(y) + 1.

2.1.2. Asymmetric simple exclusiohet {n:;t > 0} be the one-dimensional asep, a con-
tinuous time Markov process with state sp40gl}Z. In this process, particles evolve @n
according to interacting random walks with an exclusioe mihich prevents having more
than a particle per site. Its dynamics is defined as followfser/a mean one exponential
time, a particle at the sitejumps tox+ 1 orx— 1 at ratep or g, respectively. The jump
occurs if and only if the destination site is empty, otheeatse particle does not move and
the clocks restart. For a configuratigre {0, 1}% and forx € Z, n(x) denotes the quantity
of particles at the sitg.

We natice that, both dynamics introduced abovegasdicle-conservativesince parti-
cles are not created nor destroyed, they simply move in teedimensional lattice accord-
ing to a prescribed rule.

2.1.3. AttractivenessNow, we recall the notion of attractiveness for the zerageapro-
cess. In the state spaﬁ% there is a partial order between configurations that is detise
follows. For two configuration§, Z € NZ, we say that, < Z if YxeZ {(x) < Z( ). This
partial order induces the corresponding stochastic ondén@distributions of the process.
Let F denote the set of monotone functions, namely the set offamet : N7 — R such
thatf({) < f(f), whenevet < {. For two probability measurgs andji defined oriNZ,
we say thap < fi ifforall f € F it holds thatf fdu < [ fdfi.

It was first proved by[[2] that fog(-) non-decreasing, the corresponding zero-range
process is attractive. This means that giver Z € NZ, it is possible to construct a
coupling of the zero-range proce(sis,ft) starting from(Z,Z) such that¢; < Zt, vt > 0.



6 PATRICIA GONGALVES

For details we refer td [2]/[13] oi [16]. Since we imposedtthandition ong(-), our
zero-range processes are attractive. Friom [16] it is kndwahthe asep is attractive. As
mentioned above, the attractiveness property will be attdier our conclusions.

2.1.4. Invariant measuresNow we describe a set of invariant measures for zero-range
and exclusion processes. We start by the former.

The zero-range process has invariant measures, which adegir defined oiNZ and
invariant by translations. These measures can be coratrastfollows. Fok € Z, k € Ng
and¢ > 0, letuy be the product measure with marginal given by

: 1 ¢~
Hp(§:E(x)=K) 7] g1
whereZ(¢) = Zkzo%kk)!, gk)! = ﬂ'j‘:lg(j) andg(0)! = 1. The measuregy can be pa-
rameterized by the density of particles as follows. Rgp) := E,;, [€(0)] and defineg(-)
as the inverse dR(-). Definep ;= Hg(p)- Then,Eug [E(0)]=p andEug [9(&(0)]=@d(p)-
Notice that for the constant-rate az;qq(,J ‘= Up is the Geometric product measure of pa-
rameterﬁ, that is forx € Z, k € Ng andp > 0, up has marginal given by:

p \k 1
: =K =(—) —. 2.1
M€ E0=K=(175) 175 (21)
Now, forx € Z, k€ Np and 0< A < p < oo, let ug’/\ be the product measure with

marginal given by% , (& : &(x) = k) = p3(& : £(x) =K)L{x € (~0,0)} + pI(E 1 £(x) =
k)1{x € [0,+)}. For the constant-rate azrpg’}\ ‘= Uy 5 is given by

(JLY;L if x< 0

Hpa(E:EX)=K) =4 TP/ P , (2.2)
o (ﬁgYﬁg,ﬁxzo

fork € Ng andx € Z. ForA =0, if € is distributed according tp(g’o, then& (x) = 0 for
x > 0 andé (x) distributed according tpg for x < 0.

Along the paper we also consider the zero-range procesmgtétom configurations
with infinitely many particles at a given site. In that casepider to have the zero-range
process well defined we need to assume #igtis bounded. For the starting measure
ug’/\, if a configurationé is distributed according tug,/\, then&(x) = o for x < 0 and
& (x) is distributed according tay for x> 0. WhenA =0, u , := i o gives weight one
to the configuratio, such tha€ (X) = forx<0 andf(x) =0 forx > 0, see the figure
below [4.1).

On the asep, for each densitye [0, 1], the Bernoulli product measure that we denote
by v, defined on{0,1}# is an invariant measure, translation invariant and alsarpar
terized by the density, namely: E,,[n(0)] = a. Forx e Z, k€ {0,1} anda € [0,1],
its marginal is given by (n : n(x) = k) = ak(1—a)* k. Forxe z, k € {0,1} and
a,B €[0,1], letv, g be the product measure with marginalsz(n : n(x) =Kk) = va(n :
n(x) =K)L{x € (—o,0)} +vg(n : n(x) =k)1{x € [0,+)}. For more details we refer the
reader tol[14] or [16].
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2.2. Hydrodynamic limit. Now we state the hydrodynamic limit for the processes in-
troduced above. Fix a configuratidn let m"(&,du) be the empirical measure given by
n"(&,du) = %Exezé(x)éﬁ (du), and letri"(&,du) = m"(&,du). Since the work of{[18],

it is known that starting the azrp from a measygeassociated to a profilgp : R — R
and some additional hypotheses (for details sele [184}; (€ ,du) converges t@g(u)duin
Hn-probability, as tends towo, then7g), (€, du) converges t@(t,u)duin ppSn-probability,
asn tends toeo, where§ is the semigroup corresponding foandp(t,u) is the unique
entropy solution of the hyperbolic conservation law:

ap(t,u)+OF(p(t,u)) =0, (2.3)

with initial condition p(0,u) := po(u) for all u € R. We notice thaF (p) corresponds to

the mean (with respect to the invariant measu,% of the instantaneous current at the
bond{0,1}. Since jumps occur to neighboring sites, for a site Z the instantaneous
current at the bondx,x+ 1} is defined as the difference between the process rate to the
right neighboring site and the process rate to the left rimighg site.

¢ Inthe azrp, the instantaneous current at the bogr+ 1} is given bypg(& (x)) —
gg(&(x+1)). As a consequence,

F(p):=(p—a)d(p). (2.4)
¢ In the constant-rate azrp, the instantaneous current &the{x,x+ 1} is given
by p1{é(x) > 1} —gl{&(x+1) > 1}. Recalling that forp > 0, p, is given by
2.3) thenF (p) = (P— ) 175-
Also in [18], the hydrodynamic limit was derived for the asbpt in this casé-(p) =
(p—0a)p(1—p), getting in [2.8) to thénviscid Burgers equatian

2.3. Characteristics. Here we follow [15]. We describe the characteristics fordmgmlic
conservation laws as given in(2.3). Suppose that the Figx is concaveand differ-
entiable. A characteristic is a trajectory of a point wittmstant density and W, (t, u)
denotes the position at tintef a point with densityog = p(0,u), thenp(t, vy, (t,u)) = po.
Taking the time derivative of last expression it followsttBavp, (s,u) = F’(po). Integrat-
ing the last expression from time O to timeand noticing thav,,(0,u) = u, we get to
Vpo(t,u) = u+F’(po)t. So, the characteristics ¢f(2.3) are straight lines witipsl/ (pp).

If the initial condition of [2.8) is a decreasing step funaiaspg’)‘ (u)y=pLl{u<0}+
A1{u> 0}, with p > A, then the solution of(213) is given by

p, ifu<F/(p),
p(t,u) = A, ifu>F/(A), (2.5)
(F/)fl(%)v if F/(p)t <u<F/(A)t.
Now we compute explicitly these solutions for the hydrodyitaequations under consid-
eration.

e In the azrp, ifg(-) is concave, then the solution is given as[in2.5), vth)
defined througH{(214).
¢ Inthe constant-rate azrp, sinE¢p) = (p— q)% is concave, then the solution is

given by (25 with(F/) 2(¥) = VI
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2.4. Couplingsand discrepancies. A coupling between two processes consists in a joint
realization of those processes. In this paper we use cgsgpbetween the azrp starting
from different initial configurations in order to study theyaptotic behavior of second
class particles. In Sectidd 5 we couple the constant-rate taith the tasep, in order to
obtain some results for the constant-rate tazrp from thdteesbtained in[[3, 8].

When coupling two copies of the azrp starting from differaitial configurations, we
make use of the “basic coupling”. This consists of attaclairRpisson clock of parameter
one to each site df, so that when the clock rings at a site either there is a padicthat
site and it moves according to the dynamics described almovegthing happens. Under
this coupling both copies of the process use the same réaiizzf the clocks.

We also make use of the “particle to particle” coupling. listbase, initially we label
the particles in both configurations. Therefore, ttik particle in the first configuration
is attached to theth particle in second configuration. Nevertheless, we cante same
realizations of the clocks attached to sites, but only onth@ftonfigurations looks at the
clocks. Then, if a clock rings for thieth particle in the first configuration, then ti¢h
particles of both configurations jump.

Now we introduce the notion of discrepancy between two opfean attractive zero-
range process. For that purpose,§étand&* be two configurations such thgf(x) =
&1(x) for all x # 0 and at the site zero tak®(0) = £1(0) + 1. So, at time zero there is
only one discrepancy betweé® and&? that is located at the origin. Recall the partial
order defined in Sectidn 2.1.3 and notice th&t> &. Considering two copie&? and
& of the zero-range process starting frd and &1, respectively, and using the basic
coupling, by theattractiveness properfywe have tha€? > &! for all t > 0. Moreover,
by the conservation of the number of particjest each timd, there is at most a unique
discrepancy betweef® and&!. This means that either there exists a site that we denote
by Xa(t), such thaté0(Xa(t)) = &L(Xa(t)) + 1 and for allx # Xa(t), E2(x) = &L(x); or
&0(x) = &(x) for all x € Z. This last situation can happen when we consider the zergera
process starting from a configuration with infinitely manytpgdes at a given site and at
timet the discrepancy jumps to that site, so that it disappearg@mbnfigurations become
equal. The attractiveness property of the zero-range psesds crucial for our purposes,
since when coupling these processes, the number of disariggdoes not increase

As mentioned in the introduction, due to the rigid structafdéhe state space of the
exclusion process, the dynamics of second class partilesry different in zero-range
and exclusion type dynamics. On the azrp, when first and skedass particles share the
same site, the first class particles have priority to jumphaba second class particle leaves
a sitexif and only if there is no first class particles@tOn the other hand, for the exclusion
type dynamics, the second class particle leaves tha filene of the neighboring sites is
empty, or if a first class particle jumps to the site occupigthe second class particle, in
that case the particles exchange their positions.

Obviously, different initial conditions for a coupled paif azrp are possible. For ex-
ample, if in the coupling described above we t&kg0) = £1(0) +k, with k € N\ {1},
then there ard £ 1 second class particles at the origin. By the attractivepesperty
together with the conservation of the number of particlesng timet there is at mosk
discrepancies between the two copies of the azrp.
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2.5. Statement of results.

Theorem 2.1. Consider the constant-rate tazrp starting fraupo with 0 < p < o and at
the initial time add infinitely many second class particléshe origin. At the initial time
label the second class particles, from the bottom to the tapfar j € N, let X)(t) be the
position at time t of the j-th second class patrticle inityadit the origin. Then,

e for p < wanduc [1/(1+ p)? 1],

i 1 Ll PN
Jm, 3 PO = ut X(0) 2 u) (2 p) = p(Lu),

e for p = and ue [0,1],
lim Y POG(t) > ut,-+, XJ(t) > ut) = p(1,u),

ot &y

wherep(t,u) is given in(2.5) with (F/)*l(t!) = 7w_

In the same spirit as in [9] 8], we establish the L.L.N. forragée second class particle
initially at the origin for the azrp starting froms 0. The initial configuration is denoted
by &, and corresponds to

°
. ~
... @®0000... g,

Above first class particles are represente@bhioles byO and the second class particle
by ®. In due course, whenever we underlined a particle, we mexiit ik positioned at the
origin. As a consequence of the previous result and undesah®e initial configuration,
we also derive a L.L.N. for the current of first class particleat cross over the second
class particle up to the time that we denote by3'(t). Last current corresponds to the
number of first class particles that jump fro(s) — 1 to Xz(s) minus the number of first
class particles that jump frodp(s) to Xa(s) — 1 for s € [0,t]. Due to our initial condition,
this corresponds to the number of first class particles tlesatthe right hand side (and at
the same site) ok (t) at timet:

Ft)= 5 & (2.6)

x>Xa(t)
Theorem 2.2. Consider an azrp such thét-) is concave and
3¢>0: plm)g(p):£<+oo. (2.7)

Start the azrp fronf* and denote by Xt) the position of the second class particle at time
t. Then

lim —~ =X, indistribution
t=+oo
where X is distributed according to
_,_FlpLw)
FX(U) - 1 pg 9

foru € [0, p— q], where K-) was defined iff2.4) andp(t, u) is given in(2.8). Moreover,
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e for p=1,
B o .
lim =F((F)(X))— (F)"* (X)X, in distribution
t—+o0
e for p#£1,
It
jim 2 _ oo
t—+o

Remark 2.1. We notice that if one takes= 1 in the previous theorem, then the limiting
distribution has an atom at & 0. More precisely, with probability p, the second class
particle stays at the origin. This is related to the fact thtrting the azrp fronf*, if the
second class particle jumps to the sitd which has infinitely many first class particles,
then the second class particle gets trapped at that site andhfat reason the current
diverges.

For the constant-rate azrg(g) = ﬁ, thereforeg(-) is concave and = 1. Since in
this casep(t,u) is given as in[(2]5) With{F’)*l(IH) = 7V<p’\%t’ﬁ, we conclude from the
previous result that;

Corollary 2.3. Consider the constant-rate azrp starting frcfmand denote by Xt) the
position of the second class particle at time t. Then

lim —~% =X, indistribution

++/(p—q)u
Fe(u) = 3 (P—au
p
foru e [0, p— g]. Moreover,
e for p=1,
A0 2o i
lim =(1-+vX)?, indistribution
t—+o
e for p#£1,
zr
lim 5 U = o0,
t=+oo

By coupling the constant-rate tazrp with the tasep we aretalgeneralize the statement
of the previous corollary. This is the content of next theore

Theorem 2.4. Consider the constant-rate tazrp starting fraep ), with0 <A < p <
and at the initial time add a second class particle at the iorigLet X%(t) denote the
position at time t of the second class patrticle. Then

o Xo(t)  /14UN2
ILITOOT = (T) , almost surely
JZI’ t _ 2
lim =2 ®_ (ﬁ) ., almost surely
t—+o 2

1-p 1—/\}.

wherel is uniformly distributed o m, Ton
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3. PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z. ]

Proof. We start by considering the cage< «. Fix a configuratior N% and denote by
J'(&) the current of particles that cross the time dependentlimziring the time interval
[0,t]. ThenJd!(&) is the number of particles df that are at left of the origin (including
it) at time 0 and are at the right aft at timet, minus the number of particles §f that
are strictly at the right of the origin at time 0 and are at &dfut (including it) at timet.
Fix a configuratiorg. For each sitex € Z, we label thef (x) particles from the bottom to
the top, in such a way that the first particle is the one beingebottom and thé (x)-th
particle being the one at the top. Boe Z andz=1,---,&(x), we denote by**(&) the
position at time of the z-th tagged particle initially at the siteWe notice that we use the
same definition of the current as given for the exclusion @sedn([7], but extended to the
zero-range process. Then:

£ £
X&) = Z) ;1{X1X’Z(E) > ut} — Zo > {X(&) < ut}. 3.1)

Forx € Z, denote byry the space translation by so that fory € Z, 7€ (y) := £ (y—Xx).
This definition extends naturally to local functiohsist«f (&) = f(1x&) and for probabil-
ity measuregt € NZ as [ f(&)u(dé) = [ f(1x&)u(dé).

Now, we compute in two different ways:

JE[#(®)] riboo(ed) - [E[3(&)]po@d).

Fix €% and &* distributed according ta1 i, 0 and iy o, respectively, such tha®(x) =
&(x) for all x # 0 and at the origir °(0) is Geometric distributed with parametef(1+
p) andé&}(0) = 0. Let &P and&? be two copies of the constant-rate tazrp starting fédm
and&?, respectively. For a coupling of £2 and&? starting from&® and&Z, respectively,
last expression equals to

[ di&®.HE[w(E%) - 3. (3.2)

whereE is the expectation with respectfand is the coupling measure with marginals:
H((E% &) : £%) = Tupp0(£°) and (20, EL) : £Y) = p1p0(£Y). Now, the difference be-
tween the fluxes!(£%) — JU(&Y) is non zero if and only i€° and&! have at least one
discrepancy at the origin. Therefore, we split last eventhennumber of discrepancies
between the configurations and we condition the previowegnal toDy := {(£°,&1) :
£9(0) = £%(0) +k}. Then, last expression can be written as

k;/ A(E,ENE](H(€) - 3(Eh) Ipu] D) (3.3)

Notice thatfi(Dy) = p*/(1+4 p)**1. At this point, the previous integral is restricted to
configuration€© and & with exactlyk discrepancies at the origin. Now, we consider the
basic coupling described in Sectibnl2.4 in order to comdBi®)( Under that coupling,
particles in the configurationg® and & use the same realizations of the clocks in order
to jump. So, inDy the difference between the curred$&®) andJ¥(&1) can vary from 1
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to k and it depends on the relative position of thdiscrepancies with respect to the time
dependent lineit. Therefore, we can writ€ (3.3) as

K iD— (U g0 urgl ; pk
k;( 3 PaE) - 3(E D) i gt (3.4)
wherepy is the coupling measure conditioned®@: Li(-) = p(-|Dy)-

It is easy to check that the discrepancies behave as secasglfdrticles, see Section
2.4, so in order to compute the previous expression we neeectdl the dynamics of
second class particles. When first and second class partshkre a same site and the
clock at that site rings, the first class particles have fiyioo jump. When at a site there
are only second class particles, they are labeled from tkierbhdo the top and the first
jumping second class patrticle is the one with the lowestlldheDy, at the initial time in
the configuratior£®, we label thek second class particles from the bottom to the top, and
for j € {1,---,k} we denote byX](0) the j-th second class particle. If the clock at the
origin rings, then the first jumping second class particl)ﬁzliso). If the next clock to ring
is the one at the origin, thexZ(0) is the first jumping second class particle and the rest of
them waits a new random time. As a consequencej-thesecond class particle sees the
second class particles with label greater (resp. smahar)  as holes (resp. particles).
Forj € {1,--- ,k}, letX)(t) denote the position at timteof the j-th second class particle
initially at the origin.

Suppose that iy, the difference between the currents equalg4o{1,--- ,k}. Then,
this happens if and only if the firgtth second class particles initially at the origin are
at the right hand side aft at timet and the rest of them are at the left hand sidestof
that is{XJ(t) > ut > XJ"(t)}. This is the key point in the proof where we use thtal
asymmetnof jumps. In presence of partial asymmetric jumps the seatexsk particles
do not preserve their order. Thén (3.4) can be written as

k-1

k;(, (i) + KPR ) 2 U)oy

k
(3.5)

wherepg(j,t) = P,;k(xzj (t) > ut > ij“(t)). We remark that, as consequence of the dy-
namics of second class particles, whenever we write thetgvgiit) > ut} it should be
understood a§X3(t) > ut,--- , X (t) > ut}. Now, we notice that

k—1 k—1 .
3 (i) = 3 PROG(O) 2 v~ (k- P00 = w),
1= 1=

since by a simple computatigun( j,t) can be written a@m(xzj (t) >ut)— Pl;k(XZjH(t) >
ut). Again, thetotal asymmetnof jumps is invoked. We point out that, if jumps are
partially asymmetric and the difference of the currents then inDy, one must havé of
thek discrepancies at the right hand sideubf This can happen a number@f events,
whose probability we cannot control and for that reason wenotobtain a similar result
to the one above. Collecting these facts together, (3.5peamritten as

k

P P (X () > ut 3.6
glm(jzl n 40 > ut)). (3.6)
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Now we notice that in the constant-rate tazrp, a particlesatesjumps to the right with a
rate independently from the number of particles at its gitea consequencé’,.jk(xzJ t) >

ut) does not depend dq since it corresponds to the probability that fhh second class
particle initially at the origin (having initially the orig with k second class particles),
being at the right hand side of at timet. This event does not depend on the number of
k particles but orj andt. When one considers more general zero-range processesdlefin
throughg(+), last property is not necessarily true and for that reas@naamnot use this
argument in that case, nevertheless see in Remark 3.1 whatmget for those processes.
From last observations we are able to apply Fubini's thedme(@.8). Moreover, noticing

that
k

P A IRY
k;- (1+p)t (1+p) ’

p I
3 P00 = w)(g)
Now, we compute(312) by coupling i, o andpi, o in such a way thaf© = ;€. We
use the particle to particle coupling, therefore, we labelgarticles in both configurations,
only one configuration looks at the clocks and particles #exhed by the labels. Then,

by (3.1) we have that

we rewrite [3.6) as

&

J(E%) -3 Xz) 2
_xZo Zzi 1CH(EY) > ut) + ZO Z 1{X%(EY) < ut}.

Since&® = 11.&1 and by the particle to particle coupling, we rewrite the tighnd side of
the previous expression in terms&t as

() £°(x)
1{X(EC) > ut} — Z; Z 1{X%(% < ut}

&0(x)

Z) Z 17 (E°) > ut} — Z) ; 1{*(&°) < ut}

EO(x+1) E9(x+1)

—Z) 21 1{X%(&° >ut+1}+zO ; 1{%(EY) <ut+1}.

We notice that the particle to particle coupling is used lireteder to guarantee that the
event{X*(&1) > ut} (resp. {X**(&°) < ut}) corresponds tgX**(£%) > ut+ 1} (resp.
{X*(&Y) < ut+1}), which is a consequence of particles being attached byathels.
Now, a simple computation shows that

&0(x)
F(EO)-F(EH = 22 ; {80 = ut+ 1} — £%().

Applying expectation (with respect 1, o) to the right hand side of last expression, we
obtain that[(3.R) is equal to

Epppol&0(Ut+ 1)] — Epy,o[£°(1)):
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Now, sinceEy, [£9(1)] = 0 and by theconvergence to local equilibriurgsee [3/5]) it
follows that:

Jim By o[E2(ut+ 1)) = p(L.u),
wherep(t,u) is given in [2.5) With(F’)*l(tg) = 7W. Putting together the previ-
ous computations the proof of the first claim ends.

Now we consider the cage= «. By applying the same argument as above, the main
difference come from the fact that initiall§® and&* have infinitely many discrepancies
at the origin, from where we obtain thai(B.2) equals to

> iPa0OG () > ut> X)),
i>1

Denoting the previous probability lpy(j,t) and repeating the same computations as above,
we get that[(312) equals to

Pa(XJ(t) > ut).
i>1

To conclude the proof one just has to follow the same stepbasea O

Remark 3.1. We notice that the previous result also holds for the tazaptisty from ug‘/\
for g(-) satisfying the conditions of Sectibn12.1 such tii@j is a concave function. For
these processes, we cannot use Fubini’s Theorem as we dia &8), because jumps
can depend on the number of particles at a site. Therefor@euthe same conditions of
Theoreni 211 we have that

e for p < wandue [Q’(p),l},

k .

i 1 ooxd
Jm, 3 (3, POGO = ut - X > ) 5
o if g(-) satisfieq2. 1), for p = « and ue [0,1],

i 1 oo —
Jm 3 OG> ut () 2 0 = plL.u)

wherep(t,u) is given in(Z5).

Remark 3.2. Here we notice that ip < o, then for uc [1/(1+ p)2,1] it holds

_ ; p N\ Irop
Jm, 3P0 > - X0 > (£55) = fim, 3 (Poty > w) (735)

which is equal tgo(t, u) given in@3)with (F/)*l(t!) - 7\/“’*}?%
For that purpose notice that by Theoréml2.4 we have that

Jm PO > w =p((155) 20) = (F2)a-vo, @)
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for 2,/u—1¢€ [(1—p)(1+ p),1] which is equivalent to & [1/(1+p)2 1]. Then, for
ue[l/(1+p)%1:
im 5 (P(t) > ut))'( P )J =y im_(POG(t) > ut))J( p )’

tode & 1+p Stote 1+p

=3 (- Vi)
=1

1-Vu
Vu
=p(L,u).
In the first equality we interchanged the summation with itmét,| which is possible since
it is a convergent Geometric series; and in the second etyuak used3.7). Comparing
this with the statement of Theoréml2.1, the observatioovsl!
Analogously, ifo = e, then for ue [0, 1] it holds

lim Y PX3(t) > ut, - X} (1) > ut) = lim (P(Xz(t) > ut))j — p(t,u).

t—+o0 is t—+o0 s

For that purpose it is enough to notice th@.4) holds withp/(1+ p) replaced byl for
u e [0,1], from where we get the second equality in the previous egjoresthe rest follows
by Theoreri 211.

4., PROOF OFTHEOREM[Z.Z

Proof. For & € N2, let JU(€) be the current of first particles that cross the time dependen
line ut up to timet. If we suppose thatit is an integer, therd(§) is the number of
particles that jump fronut — 1 to ut minus the number of particles that jump framto
ut— 1. Consider the azrp starting frofnintroduced in Section 2.7.4. Then, we have that
Jt“(f) = Swout & (x). Without lost of generality we suppose thatis an integer number,
otherwise a similar computation can be done, see the prodhebrem 2.2 of([B] for
details.

By the Kolmogorov backwards equation we have that

O Bl E)] = B g€ = B o0& (D)@ E ) - @) @)

Now we computeE,, [34(8)] in two different ways. At first, notice that since fér
there is no particle at the origin, when a particle jumps freinto 0, then there is only one
discrepancy at the origin between the two configuratf;)aedgfl’o, see the figure below:

° °
...@00000... & ...0@0000... &10

Let &0 and & be two copies of the azrp starting frafni 20 and &, respectively. Since
there is only one discrepancy betwef%‘ril’o andf, we use the basic coupling, so that par-
ticles use the same realizations of the clocks in order tgjwsae Section 2.4. Moreover,
by the attractiveness property together with the consienvaif the number of particles,
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there is at most one discrepancy betwémandé&?! at any timet > 0. Itis simple to check
that this discrepancy behaves as a second class particle.

Now, we notice that it might happen that the discrepancypgiears at some timie
This corresponds to a jump of the discrepancy to the-site which has infinitely many
first class particles. If this happens then the second clagkle gets trapped at the site
—1 and for this reason in partially asymmetric jumps, thetiimgj distribution has an atom
atu = 0 and the current diverges.

Now, letX»(t) denote the position at tinteof this discrepancy. By constructio§(0) =
0. We notice that, since there is only one discrepancy bet\&emdé 10, the difference
between the counting process}&sgr L0y andJ¥(€) in (1) is at most one and it is non-
zero if and only if the discrepancy is at or at its right hand side, at timig therefore
Jt“(ffl’o) —Jt“(g) = 1{X,(t) > ut}. Moreover, due to the chosen initial condition we have
thatft(—l) = o for all timet > 0. Then, by assumptioh (2.7) we obtain that

OB o) = PLPOG() = w), @2

whereP denotes the coupling measure.
Now we computef; Eumo[Jt“( )] in a different way. By Dynkin’s formula we decom-
poseJ!(é ) as a martingal®(; (&) plus a compensator as:

¥E =268+ [ palds(us—1) - ao(Eu9)ds

For that, it is enough to notice that the proc¢é&,J(&));t > 0} has generataR given
on local functionsf : N x Z — R by Qf (&€,J) equal to

pg(¢ (ut— ))[f(E“t’l’“t,JﬂLl)—f(E J)]+qg(f(ut))[ (E”t’l’“tJ—l)—f(E,J)]
+ Y PgEX)[F(EI) ;qg (x)[F(E13) —F(£,)]

XAut—1

and thaiQ(J;‘(f)) = Q(nz(fs,Jg(E))), wherers(&,J) = J. Since the mean of martingales
is constant and the martingdl€; vanishes at time 0, we get that

O Bl ¥(8)] = PEuol0(Ei (Ut~ 1)) ~ Gy 0l (WD)

Now, by theconvergence to local equilibriuigsee [5]) it follows that

lim Ep, o[0(&(ut— 1)) = G(p(L,u)),

t—>-o00

lim Ep.o[g(& (ut)] = §(p(L.u)),

t—-+oo

wherep(t,u) is given in [2Z.5) withp = « andA = 0. Collecting these facts together we
obtain that

Jim peP(X(t) > ut) = F(p(1,)).

Then, the limiting distribution is given by
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for u € [F'(+),F’(0)]. A simple computation shows thgt(+) = 0 andF’(0) = (p—
g). Now we notice thafx(0) = q/p and easily one shows th&k(-) is a distribution
function. This finishes the proof of the first claim.

Now, we prove the L.L.N. for the current of first class pasdglthat cross over the
second class particle up to the titndn f we label the first class particles at sitd from
the bottom to the top and we denote ¥y(t) the position at time of the first jumping
first class particle. Since first class particles preserge trder, the number of first class
particles at the right hand side of the second class patbticlat its site) at time, is equal
to the number of first class particles between the site§ @ and ofX,(t) at timet. Then

Xq(t)
FO= 3 &0

x>Xo(t

Notice that at positive siteg,(x) is distributed according tpp. A L.L.N. for X;(t) holds
(seel[19] for example): lim, |« XlT(t) = w in Lo-probability. Sincel = 0, the previous
limit equals toF’(0).

Now, let fi (at, bt) = % v &(X). As a consequence of the hydrodynamic limit derived
in [18], we have that

1 bt b
lim = - 1,u)du,
im zatft(x) /élp( u)du

toto t £

in W, A S-probability, wherep(t, u) is given in [2.5) witho = 0 andA = 0. Since@ =

fr (Xa(t)/t, X1(t) /1) andXa(t) /t (resp.Xy(t)/t) converges in distribution, aggoes to+oo,
to X (resp.F’(0)), we get that:
B

F'(0)
lim —:/ p(L,u)du, in distribution
t—+o X

Now, if p= 1, thenX has no atoms and it is distributed [h1]. As a consequence we get

] JZI’ t F/(O) . . . .
im 2 :/ (F)"Y(u)du, in distribution
t—+eo X

and a simple computation finishes the proof of the first claiow, if p # 1, thenX has
an atom ati = 0 and sincep(t,0) = + the integral diverges. This ends the proof. O

5. COUPLING WITH TASEP

5.1. Proof of Theorem[2.4 First of all, we recall a result that we will use in the sequel:

Theorem 5.1. ([8,(9,[10/17])

Consider the asep starting from, g with 0 < 3 < a < 1. Attime zero put a second class
particle at the origin regardless the value of the configiongt this point. Let¥(t) denote
the position of the second class particle at time t. Then

. t e
lim ——= =1U, indistribution

whereU is uniformly distributed or(p — q)(1—2a),(p—q)(1—2B)]. For p=1 the
convergence above is almost surely.
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The proof of last result for convergence in distribution #odp = 1 was given in[[9],
while for p # 1 it was given in[[8]. Under almost sure convergence andpfer 1, last
result was derived in [10] and[17]. Now we prove Theoten 2.4.

The idea of the proof of Theorelm 2.4 consists in using thégdautob particle coupling
between the constant-rate tazrp and the tasep, in such ahakwe are able to relate the
position of the second class particle on the constant-aate wvith some microscopic func-
tion on the tasep. Now we explain the relation between thiges of the two processes.

Start the constant-rate tazrp from a configuration disteibaccording tqu, , and add
a second class particle at the origin. On the other hand, thatasep fronv, g, add a
second class particle at the origin and remove the first gladicle from there (if neces-
sary). We notice that the origin, for both configurationss hasecond class particle. Now,
on the tasep, initially label the holes by denoting the pasiof thei-th hole at time 0 by
xi(0). To simplify notation, we label the leftmost (resp. rightst)chole at the right (resp.
left) hand side of the second class particle at ttrae0 by 1 (resp.—1). Both processes
are related in such a way that basically on the tasep thendestaetween two consecutive
holes minus one is the number of particles at a site in the tdémt near the second class
particle one has to be more careful. We define:

e fori=Y,(0)—1: &(i) is the number of particles betwe¥y(0) and the first hole
to its left in the tasep, thereforé(i) = Y»(0) — x_1(0) — 1;

e fori =Y,(0): £(i) has a second class particle plus a number of first class leartic
that coincides with the number of first class particles betwé(0) and the first
hole toits right in the tasep, therefoldj) hasx; (0) —Y,(0) — 1 first class particles
and a second class particle;

o forie Z\ {Y2(0) —1,Y2(0)}: &(i) corresponds to the number of particles between
consecutive holes, therefore, for> 0 and fori = Y(0) + &, & (i) = X«+1(0) —
Xk (0) — 1, similarly fork < 0;

With the established relations we notice that for a posgite (resp. negative site) if
in the constant-rate tazrp there &rparticles at a given site, then for the tasep therekare
particles plus a hole to their right (resp. left). For pa®t{ resp. negative) sites there are
k particles at that site with probability*(1— a) (resp.B%(1— B)). For the constant-rate
tazrp at the siteX(t) there arek particles if in the tasep there akeparticles plus a hole
to the right of the second class particle. By the definitiothefinvariant measures for the
constant-rate tazrp we have tlat= p/(1+p) and = A /(1+A), see Sectioh 2.1.4.

On the figure below, we represent a possible initial confiiomeof the constant-rate
tazrp and the corresponding configuration in the tasep. th B tasep and tazrp the
second class particle is representedghy

°
(YY)
... .00900000... ..00000005000000000...

Now, in the presence of the particle to particle coupling wealibe the relation between
both dynamics. Suppose to start the constant-rate taznp &configuration where the
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second class particle stands alone at the origin and labgktticles in both processes, see
the figure below.

o5
o ‘e’

..o %0 @0e!... ..oe e ‘e e e @000e...

Under the particle to particle coupling, particles aredteal by the labels and only one
configuration looks at the clocks, let us say the configunaitiothe zero-range process.
When the clock rings at a site which is occupied only with fifass particles, the jumping
particle is the one with lowest label. Therefore, if in therfathe clock rings at a site and
thei-th particle jumps, then thieth particle in the tasep also jumps.

Now, if the clock at the origin rings, then in the constartertazrp the second class
particle jumps to the site 1 and this corresponds in the teisagump of the second class
particle over the leftmost hole at its right, see the figurlewe

P
o ‘e’

..o e oxtoel... ..o e ‘e ne ‘e loa’0oel0...
Alternatively, if the clock at the site-1 rings, then the first class particle with label
jumps to the origin and in that case the second class padi@s not move. In the tasep,
this corresponds to a jump over the second class partickeafghtmost first class particle

at its left, see the figure below.

.75
®* o !
..o e %a0e!... ..oce e ‘e e ‘®'e l000e0...

Now, in the zero-range the second class particle cannot ginge there is a first class
particle at its site, neither the second class particledagasince it is trapped between two
first class particles, nevertheless the second class lpactio jump to the left if the first
class particle at its left decides to jump to the right. Irt leesse, this corresponds in the
tazrp to a jump of the first class particle at the sité to the origin. Under this relation,
the position of second class particle at titvia the constant-rate tazrp, corresponds to the
current of holes through the second class particle up to tinre the tasep, namely the
number of holes that jump frong(s) + 1 to Y>(s) minus the number of holes that jump
from Y2(s) to Yo(s) + 1 for s € [0,t], where we recall that fos > 0, Y»(s) denotes the
position of the second class particle in tasep at tme

In order to summarize the established relations we intredome notation. Recall that
Xo(t) denotes the position of the second class particle at tifoethe constant-rate tazrp
starting fromy,, 5 in which we add a second class particle at the origin. B&t) (resp.
J2'(t)) denote the current of first class particles that cross dwesecond class particle at
timet in the tasep (resp. tazrp) starting frag g with a second class particle at the origin
(resp. Uy » in which we add a second class particle at the origin). Hi(t) denote the
current of holes that cross over the second class partitheitasep up to the tintestarting
from v, g with a single second class particle at the origin.
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From the discussion above and for these initial conditinrshave that
BEt) =X"(t) and H3Et) = Xo(t).
Now, the proof ends by recalling the following strong L.L fom [11]

I 1-U\2

lim =2 ®_ (_U) ., almost surely
t—to 2

. Rt 1+UN\2

jim 20 _ (L) ., almost surely
t—fo 2

wherell is a Uniform random variable ojil — 2a), (1 —283)], wherea = p/(1+ p) and
B=A/(1+A). This finishes the proof.

5.2. Crossing probabilities. In this section, by coupling the constant-rate tazrp with th
tasep, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 5.2. Consider the constant-rate tazrp starting frema . At the initial time add
a second (resp. third) class particle at the origin (resp.si#é 1) and denote by Xt)
(X3(t)) its position at time t. Then

2

Jim POG(t) = Xs(t)) = 5.

Proof. The proof is a consequence of the coupling between the aunstee tazrp and the
tasep introduced above and of Theorem 2.3 &)lin [8].

Suppose to start the tasep framy in which we add a second (resp. third) class particle
at the origin (resp. at site 1). Denote the position of th@sddresp. third) class particle
at timet by Y(t) (resp.Ys(t)). As we have done above, on the tasep, initially we label the
holes by denoting the position of tih hole at time 0 by;(0). To simplify notation, we
label the leftmost (resp. rightmost) hole at the right (refgft) hand side of the second
class particle at time=0 by 1 (resp—1).

As described above, up to the time that the second clas<lpaotiertakes the third
class patrticle in tasep, the relation between the constatazrp and the tasep is defined
as follows.

e fori =Y,(0)—1: (i) is the number of particles betwe&(t) and the first hole
to its left in the tasep, thereforé&(i) = Y»(0) — x_1(0) — 1;

e fori =Y,(0): £(i) has a second class particle plus a number of first class leartic
that coincides with the number of first class particles betwg(0) andYs(0).

e fori =Y3(0): (i) has a third class particle plus a number of first class pasticl
that coincides with the number of first class particles betwg(0) and the first
hole to its right in the tasep, therefoédj) hasx; (0) —Y3(0) — 1 first class particles
and a third class particle;

o fori e Z\ {Ya(t) — 1,Ya(t),Y3(t)}: &(i) corresponds to the number of particles
between consecutive holes in tasep, thereforekfor 0 and fori = Y3(0) + K,
&(i) = x¢+1(0) — x«(0) — 1, similarly fork < 0;

On the figure below, we represent the initial configuratiothefzero-range and the corre-
sponding configuration in the tasep. Both in the exclusiahzaro-range, the second and
third class particles are representedshy
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Recall that we use the particle to particle coupling, so Watave to label the parti-
cles in both processes but only one of the configurationss@bkhe clocks, namely the
configuration in the zero-range process. Therefore we have:

.La
.72
..o @®'000... ..o e %0 @’®0000...

Now, suppose that the clock at the sitd rings. Then, in the constant-rate tazrp the
first class particle with label1 jumps to the origin. In the tasep, this corresponds to a
jump of the rightmost first class particle over the second<faarticle:

o
o ’e!
...0%@°®'000... ..o e ’a'e @l0000...
Another possible jump in the constant-rate tazrp is a jumihethird class particle to

the right. This happens if the clock at the site 1 rings. Intdsep, this corresponds to a
jump of the third class particle over the leftmost hole:

°-°
.72

..o @%0eto0... ..o 0’0 @0®t000...

So in this case, until the time that the second class pamiodetakes the third class
particle, that is they share the same site in the constamtaarp, the dynamics of these
particles corresponds to the dynamics of the second ardi¢tass particles in the tasep.
Therefore, the claim above follows straightforwardly fraimeorem 2.3 a) of [8].

O
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