arXiv:2008.08295v3 [math.PR] 19 Jul 2022

NON-REVERSIBLE METASTABLE DIFFUSIONS WITH GIBBS
INVARIANT MEASURE II: MARKOV CHAIN CONVERGENCE

JUNGKYOUNG LEE AND INSUK SEO

ABSTRACT. This article considers a class of metastable non-reversible diffusion pro-
cesses whose invariant measure is a Gibbs measure associated with a Morse potential.
In a companion paper [32], we proved the Eyring—Kramers formula for the correspond-
ing class of metastable diffusion processes. In this article, we further develop this result
by proving that a suitably time-rescaled metastable diffusion process converges to a
Markov chain on the deepest metastable valleys. This article is also an extension of
[45], which considered the same problem for metastable reversible diffusion processes.

Our proof is based on the recently developed resolvent approach to metastability.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we focus on the analysis of the metastable behavior of a class of

diffusion processes given by a stochastic differential equation (SDE) in R? of the form
dx (t) = —(VU + £)(x(t)) dt + V/2¢ dw, (1.1)

where € > 0 is a small constant, U € C?(R?) is a Morse function, and £ € C*(R?, R?)
is a smooth vector field satisfying two constraints, VU - £ = 0 and V - £ = 0 whose
meaning will be explained later in detail. In a companion paper [32], we investigated
this model as a generalization of the well-known metastable reversible overdamped

Langevin dynamics given by the SDE
dy.(t) = —VU(y(t)) dt + V2e dw, . (1.2)

The process of the form x.(-) has been investigated in many studies and applied to
stochastic optimization and Markov chain Monte Carlo, see e.g., [111, [18] 19, 32, 37, 35
43, [44] and the references therein, mainly because this model is a natural generalization
of the Langevin dynamics y.(-) and has a Gibbs invariant measure. Moreover, it is
widely believed that the process x.(-) has a better mixing property than the process
y(+). In fact, this belief has been quantitatively verified in [32] and [37] in view of the
so-called Eyring—Kramers formula and low-lying spectra, respectively.

Main contribution of the article. The metastable behaviors of the reversible process

y.(+), exhibited when U has multiple local minima, have attracted considerable attention
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in recent decades, and their accurate quantitative analysis has been thoroughly investi-
gated in many studies. For instance, [0, I7] established the Eyring—Kramers formula, [7]
provided the sharp asymptotics of low-lying spectra, [45, 47| described the metastable
behavior as a limiting Markov chain under a suitable exponential time-rescaling, and
[8, @] [10] 33, B4, 38|, [40] developed the quasi-stationary distribution approach for this
process. The last approach is based on the theories from semi-classical analysis de-
veloped in [I7, 39]. We note that these approaches are the most typical methods for
quantitatively investigating the metastable behavior of a metastable process.

One of the main features of the process y.(-) is the fact that it is reversible with
respect to its Gibbs invariant measure of the form

pe(dz) = Z7e V@ e gy (1.3)

where Z, is the partition function given by

Ze :/ e V@/eqg . (1.4)
Ra

Owing to this reversibility, many tools are available to investigate the process y.(+).
However, nearly none of these tools is applicable to non-reversible processes such as
x(-). Hence, the quantitative analysis of the metastability of non-reversible processes
has long been an open issue. To this end, many innovative studies such as [15], 22
27, 29, [46] have been conducted in recent years, and several non-reversible metastable
processes have been analyzed. In particular, the non-reversible process x.(-) has been
analyzed in two recent studies. The Eyring—Kramers formula has been proven in [32],
and low-lying spectra have been analyzed in [37]. In the present article, we present the
Markov chain description of the metastable behavior of the process x.(-), which is a

highly precise description of such metastable behavior.

Markov chain description of metastable behavior. Now, we explain why the Markov
chain description is a natural and effective description of the metastable behavior of
the process. To explain this in a more intuitive manner, we first consider the reversible
dynamics y.(-) studied in [45]. Consider this process as a small random perturbation

of the dynamical system given by an ordinary differential equation (ODE) of the form
dy(t) = —=VU(y(t))dt . (1.5)

Note that a local minimum of the potential function U is a stable equilibrium of the
dynamics y(-). Now, suppose that U has multiple global minima as shown in Figure
and that the process y.(-) starts from a small neighborhood of a minimum, which
is called a (metastable) valley. In the first stage, the process y.(-) stays in this valley for

IThis figure has been excerpted from [45, Figure 1.2].



NON-REVERSIBLE METASTABLE DIFFUSIONS WITH GIBBS INVARIANT MEASURE II 3

FI1GURE 1.1. Example of potential U with multiple global minima.

a long time because of the strong force —VU (y(t))dt toward the minimum. However,
the small noise term v/2e dw, will finally push the process toward another valley after
an exponentially long time, and this can be understood via the large-deviation principle
(cf. [13]). This movement from one valley to another is called a metastable transition,
and the formula providing the precise asymptotics, as € — 0, of the mean time taken to
observe this transition is called the Eyring—Kramers formula. Here, we emphasize that
the Eyring—Kramers formulas for the processes y.(-) and x.(-) have been established in
[6] and [32], respectively.

Our focus in this paper is not on such a single transition but on the full description
of successive transitions via a suitable scaling limit. More precisely, from Figure [I.T], we
can expect that once the process y.(-) makes a transition from one valley to another,
then the next transition to another valley will take place after another exponentially long
time. Hence, to comprehensively describe the metastable behavior, it is natural to prove
that these successive metastable transitions converge in some sense to a continuous-
time Markov process whose state space consists of the valleys of U. This proof of
course requires highly accurate knowledge regarding the transition time in the level
of the Eyring-Kramers formula, thereby providing a more detailed description of the
metastable behavior. This proof has been presented for the reversible process y.(+)
in [45] based on the partial differential equation (PDE) approach. In this article, we
extend the PDE approach to the non-reversible setting in a robust manner and apply
this method to the process x.(-). We note that the method of [45] relies on analysis
of solutions of certain form of Poisson equations. It has been observed in [25] 20] that
considering resolvent equation, instead of Poisson equation, simplifies several argument
and provide more robust methodology in the analysis of metastability. Hence, we will
rely on this resolvent approach to analyze the metastability of the process x.(+) in the

current article.
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Now, we review existing studies on the Markov chain description of metastable be-
havior. In [IL 2], a robust methodology based on potential theory has been introduced
for the case in which the underlying dynamic is a Markov process on a discrete set. This
method has been applied to many models such as the zero-range process [3, 22} [46],
the inclusion process [4], 20, 21], the discrete version of the overdamped Langevin dy-
namics [28, 29], and the ferromagnetic systems [23], 30]. We refer to the references in
the above-mentioned articles for numerous other applications. On the other hand, for
metastable diffusion processes, a different methodology known as the PDE approach
based on the analysis of a certain Poisson equation has been introduced in [31) 45]. In
[31], a general non-reversible metastable diffusion process (cf. the process z () below)
on a one-dimensional torus has been analyzed based on the explicit form of the solu-
tion to the Poisson equation. In [45], a general methodology to deal with the solution
to the corresponding Poisson equation when the underlying dynamics is reversible has
been developed and successfully applied to the process y.(-). It is observed in [20]
that replacing the corresponding Poisson equation with resolvent equation provides
even more robust and convenient methodology which in some sense provides a neces-
sary and sufficient condition for the Markov chain description of metastable behavior.
This method has been applied to a critical reversible zero-range process [25] to which
the method of [I], 2] is not applicable because the metastable valley is too large. Our

purpose is to provide the first application of this method to a non-reversible model.

Remarks on the process x.(-). We conclude the introduction by explaining the impor-
tance of the process x.(+) in the study of metastability. To this end, let us consider a
diffusion process given by an SDE in R? of the form

dz(t) = —b(z(t)) dt + V2e dw, (1.6)

for some vector field b : R? — R, Suppose that the dynamical system in R¢ given by
the ODE
dz(t) = —b(z(t))dt (1.7)
has several stable equilibria so that the process z.(-) exhibits metastability. For this
model, Freidlin and Wentzell [I3] established the large-deviation-type analysis of the
metastable behavior. However, rigorous accurate quantitative analysis such as that
based on the Eyring-Kramers formula or the Markov chain description is unknown for
this general model and remains as a primary open question in this field. We refer to [5]
for the Eyring—Kramers formula for z.(-) under a special set of assumptions.
The difficulty in the rigorous analysis of the process z.(-) is due to two factors:

the non-reversibility and the lack of an explicit formula for the invariant measure. In

Theorem 2.2 below, we prove that the process z.(-) defined in (L.6)) has a Gibbs invariant
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measure if and only if b = VU + £ for some £ such that VU -£ =0 and V- £ = 0;
hence, this is the model considered in this article. Thus, we completely overcome the
difficulty arising from the non-reversibility in the study of the process z.(-) in this article
as well as in [32], Theorem 3.5]. The problem arising from the lack of an understanding
of the invariant measure of z.(-) is not addressed in our studies, as the model considered
has an explicit Gibbs invariant measure; this problem should be investigated in future
research.

We finally remark that an important model which is not discussed in this introduction
is the underdamped Langevin dynamics. This dynamics is non-reversible and has the
Gibbs measure as the invariant measure so that it seems at first glance that this model
falls into our framework. However, the main challenge in this model is the fact that
the diffusion coefficient is degenerate. Accordingly, rigorous quantitative study for this

model is barely known (cf. [36]) and is an important future research problem.

2. MODEL
In this section, we review several basic features of the diffusion process x.(-).
Potential function U and vector field £. Initially, we present several assumptions on the

potential function U and vector field £ appearing in SDE (1.1). First, we assume that
the potential function U € C?(RY) satisfies the following well-known growth conditions:

lim infM:oo, lim £~VU(w):oo,and
lim {|VU(z)| - 2AU(z) } = oo .

|| —o00

A consequence (cf. [6]) of these conditions is a bound of the form
/ e V@/edey < Che ¥ foralla € R, (2.2)
{z:U(x)>a}

where C, is a constant depending only on a. We can also deduce from the last bound
along with the first condition of that Z. < co where Z, is the partition function
defined in . Finally, we also assume that U is a Morse function, i.e., all the critical
points of U are non-degenerate.

Now, we assume that £ € C'(R? R?) is a vector field that is orthogonal to the
gradient field VU in the sense that

VU(x)-£(x) = 0 forall x € R%. (2.3)

With this assumption along with (2.1), we can prove that the process x.(-) defined
by SDE (|1.1)) is non-explosive and positive recurrent (cf. [32, Theorem 2.2|). We also
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remark that (2.3)) is equivalent to saying that U is the quasi-potential of the process
Z(+) (see [I3, Theorem 3.3.1]) and hence is a natural assumption.

Dynamical system x(-). The process x.(-) exhibits metastability when the following
zero-noise (i.e., € = 0) dynamics @(-) has multiple stable equilibria:

dx(t) = —(VU + £)(z(t)) dt . (2.4)

It is also important to know the saddle points of this dynamical system since they are
crucial in the investigation of metastable transitions. The next theorem analyzes the
equilibria of the dynamical system (2.4) in terms of the critical points of U.

Theorem 2.1. Under the assumptions on U and € given above, a point x € R? is
an equilibrium of the dynamical system (2.4) if and only if x is a critical point of U.
Moreover, an equilibrium m € R of (2.4)) is stable if and only if m is a local minimum
of U.

Proof. See [32, Theorem 2.1]. O

As a consequence of the previous theorem, we can observe that the process x(-)
exhibits metastability when U has multiple local minima.

Divergence-free condition and Gibbs invariant measure. Finally, we impose the incom-

pressibility condition for vector field £:
(V-£)(x) =0 forallxzecR?. (2.5)

This assumption is introduced to guarantee that the process x.(-) has a Gibbs invariant

measure in the following sense. Recall that the Gibbs measure y(-) on R? is defined
by .

Theorem 2.2. If £ satisfies conditions and , then the Gibbs measure p.(+)
is the unique invariant measure for the diffusion process x.(-). Conversely, if the Gibbs

measure pu.(-) is the invariant measure for the diffusion process z.(-) defined in ((1.6)
with b € C*(RY, R?) for all € > 0, then, the vector field can be written as b= VU + £,

where the function U and vector field € satisfy (2.3)) and (2.5)).
Proof. See [32, Theorem 2.3] O

One may ask whether it is easy to find a vector field £ satisfying and . For
a given potential U, there is a well-known, simple procedure that provides a sufficiently
wide variety of selections for £. To explain this, let J : R — Myx4(R) be a smooth map
from R to the space of d x d matrices such that J(a) is skew-symmetric for all a € R.
Then, the vector field of the form £(x) = J(U(x))VU(x) satisfies and (2.5), as
observed in [23, Section 1].
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(2 Ulz) = H}

Ws

F1GURE 3.1. Example of landscape of U. In this example, we have
Y = {01, 09, 03, 04} and the set {x : U(x) < H} consists of three
components Wy, Wa, Ws. Hence, S = {1, 2, 3}. We have ¥, 5 = {0},
Y93 = {09, 03}, and X135 = 0. Therefore, ¥* = {01, 02, 03} T X.
Suppose that hy = hy = h < hs. Then, we have S, = {1, 2}. By as-
suming that U(msy) = U(mg) = h, two metastable valleys are defined by
V) = D,,(my) and Vy = D, (my) U D, (m3). Metastable valley is not
defined for the shallow well Ws.

Generator and its adjoint. We conclude this section by introducing the generator of the
process .(-) and its adjoint. The generator ., associated with the process () acts
on f € C?(R?) such that

(Zef)(@) = =(VU(x) + £(x)) - V() +eAf(x) .
By (2.3) and , we can rewrite this generator in divergence form as

1
(Zf)(@) = e’ @y [ V@ (V@) -~ f@ew)]. @0
The adjoint operator £ of £, with respect to the measure du, can be written as
1
(2 @) = e’ @v. [ V@ (Vi@)+ - f@)6@) )] @)

3. MAIN RESULT

In this section, we explain our main result regarding the Markov chain description of
the metastable behavior of the process @ (-) when U has several local minima.

3.1. Landscape of U and invariant measure. We first analyze the landscape of U.
We refer to Figure for an illustration of the notations introduced in this subsection.
For a concrete description, we fix a level H and define ¥ = Y5 as the set of saddle

points of level H:
Y := {o:U(o) = H and o is a saddle point of U} .
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By selecting H appropriately, we shall assume that ¥ is a non-empty set. We now
define
H:={xcR:U(x)< H},

and denote by Wy, ..., Wk the connected components of the set H. These sets are
called (metastable) wells for the potential function U corresponding to the level H. We
focus on the transition of the process x.(-) among these wells. Various selections of
H are possible; however, we focus on one fixed level to get a concrete result. The last
paragraph of the current section explain how we can select various H to get a variety
of results that provide a full description of the metastable behavior.

If K =1, there is no interesting metastable behavior at level H, and we must take
a smaller level to observe the metastable behavior. Therefore, we assume that K > 2.
Now, we shall assume that the closure H of H is a connected set. Otherwise, our
analysis can be applied to each connected component of H, and this general situation
is explained later. See the discussion after Theorem [3.5

Write S ={1,---,K}. Fori, j € S,ﬂwe write

Ei,j - Wz ﬂ Wj 3
which denotes the set of saddle points between W; and W; of level H. Note that this

set can be empty. Now, assume further that ; ; N3, = 0 unless {7, j} = {k, };
hence, there is no saddle point connecting three or more wells simultaneously. Write

i,jES
Then, we have ¥* C ¥, and the equality may not hold (cf. Figure [3.1]). By the Morse
lemma, for each o € X*, the Hessian (V2U)(o) has only one negative eigenvalue and

(d—1) positive eigenvalues, as we have assumed that U is a Morse function. We remark
that this may not be true for o € ¥\ X*.

Metastable valleys. Now, we define the metastable valleys. We fix i € S and denote by
h; the minimum value of the potential U on the well W;, i.e.,

h; == min{U(x) : x € W;} . (3.2)
Define M; as the set of the deepest minima of U on W;:

%In this article, writing “a, b” implies that a and b are distinct.
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Then, we can regard H — h; as the depth of the well W,. We write the ball in R?
centered at  with radius r as

D.(x) = {ycR: |y —z| <r}.

We take rqg > 0 to be sufficiently small so that, for all 7 € S and for all m € M,

Doy (m) C W; and Dy, (m) \ {m} does not contain a critical point of U.  (3.3)

Finally, the metastable valley corresponding to the well W, is defined as
V= |J D, (m), (3.4)

meM;

where D,, (m) = {y € R? : |y — x| < ry} denotes the closed ball. Our primary focus
is the inter-valley dynamics among these sets V.

Deepest valleys. We now characterize the deepest valleys of U, which will be the state
space of the limiting Markov chain describing the metastable behavior. Recall h; from

(3.2) and define
h = r%iglhi and S, :={ieS:h;,=h},

so that {W; : i € S,} denotes the collection of the deepest wells. We assume that
|Si| > 2 since the Markov chain description is trivial when |S,| = 1. Let

M, = | JM; = {z eR": U(m) = 1},
1€S,
so that the set M, denotes the set of global minima of U. Write V, = |J
V, denotes the set of deepest valleys. Finally, we write A = R\ V,.

ics, Vi S0 that

Invariant measure. With the construction of the metastable valleys, we can conclude
that the invariant measure p.(-) is concentrated on the set V,. Moreover, we can com-
pute the precise asymptotics for u.(V;) for each i € S,. To this end, we first introduce

several notations.

Notation 3.1. For each € R?, we write H® = (V2U)(x) as the Hessian of U at x and
L* = Df(x) as the Jacobian of £ at x.

For each 7 € S, we define
1
Vi = —_
m;, v det H™

and write v, = ), ¢ 1. For a sequence (ac)co of real numbers, we write a = oc(1) if

lim,_,o a. = 0.The following asymptotics are useful in our discussion.
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Proposition 3.2. We have
Z. = [1+40.(1)] 2me)¥? e My, (3.5)
pe(V) = [L+oD)] 70 cie S and p(d) = o(1).
Proof. The proof is a consequence of an elementary computation based on the Laplace

asymptotics. For further detail, we refer to [45, Proposition 2.2]. O

Eyring-Kramers constants. For o € X*, we previously mentioned that the Hessian H?
has only one negative eigenvalue by the Morse lemma. We can further show that the
matrix H? 4+ L7 also has only one negative eigenvalue by an elementary computation
carried out in the proof of [32, Lemma 3.3]. Denote by —u? the unique negative
eigenvalue of H? + L. Then, the Fyring—Kramers constant at o € ¥* is defined by

w? = L (3.6)
21/ — det He

For i, 5 € S, we define
Wi j = Z w? and w; = Zwm- ,
oy, j jES
where we set w; ; = 0 for ¢ € S for convenience of notation. Note that the connectedness
of H implies that w; > 0 for all i € S.

3.2. Two Markov chains. Now, we construct two continuous-time Markov chains:
(x(t))e>0 and (y(t))i>0. The Markov chain y(-) describes the limiting metastable be-
havior of the diffusion process x.(-). The auxiliary Markov chain x(-) is used in the
construction of this limiting chain y(-); moreover, it plays a crucial role in the proof.
We refer to Remark for the meaning of these Markov chains.

The construction of the limiting chain y(-) is simple when all the wells have the
same depth, i.e., S, = S (cf. Remark . However, if S, C S, the behavior of the
process .(-) on each shallow valley V;, i € S\ S,, should be properly reflected in the
construction; hence, the definition of y(-) becomes more complex and should be done

via the auxiliary chain x(-) defined from now on.

Auziliary Markov chain x(+) on S. We define a probability measure m(-) on S by
m(i) = wi/ij ;1ES.
jes
Let (x(t))i>0 be the continuous-time Markov chain on S whose jump rate from i € S

to j € S is given by r«(4, j) = w; j/m(7). It is clear that the invariant measure for the

Markov chain x(-) is m(-), and moreover the process x(-) is reversible with respect to
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m(-). We now introduce several potential theoretic notions regarding the process x(-).
These notions are used in the definition of the limiting Markov chain y/(-).

Denote by Ly the generator associated with the Markov chain x(-) acting on f : S —
R such that

(L)) = S i ) [£G) — £)] 5 i€
jes

Denote by P; the law of process x(-) starting at ¢ € S. For two disjoint non-empty
subsets A, B of S, the equilibrium potential between A and B with respect to the
process x(-) is a function hy g : S — R defined by

hy (i) == Pi[ra<m] ;i€85,

where 74, A C S, denotes the hitting time of the set A, i.e., 74 = inf{t > 0 : x(¢) € A}.
Define a bi-linear form Dy(-,-) by, for all f, g : S — R,

Dy(f, g) = Y u) () [~(Leg)(i)] = 5 > wi; [£(0) — £()] [() — ()] (3.7)
ieS i,jes

Note that Dy(f, f) represents the Dirichlet form associated with the Markov chain x(-).

Finally, the capacity between two disjoint non-empty subsets A and B of S with respect

to the process x(-) is defined by
capy (A, B) := Dyx(ha g, ha p) . (3.8)

Limiting Markov chain y(-) on S,. Recall that we assumed |S,| > 2. For i, j € S,
define

Biy = gleapx({i}, S\ {i}) + capx ({7}, 5.\ {j}) — capx({d, j}, S\ {2, 7})] -
We set 3;,; = 0, i € S, for convenience and note that we have 3; ; = 3;, for all
i, j € Sy. Then, we define (y(t))i>0 as a continuous-time Markov chain on S, with
jump rate ry (i, j) from ¢ € S, to j € S, given by ry(i, j) = B;;/vi. The process y(-)
defined in this manner is indeed the so-called trace process of x(-) (cf. [1, Appendix])

Remark 3.3 (Comments on the processes x(-) and y(-)). The auxiliary process x(-)
represents the inter-valley dynamics of the process x.(-) by assuming that it spends the
same time scale at all valleys (which is not true in general). Since the process x.(-)
spends a negligible time scale on shallow valleys, we can take the suitable trace of the
process X(-) on the (indices corresponding to) deepest valleys to get the correct process

representing the inter-(deepest) valley dynamics of the process @.(-). This trace process

is y(").
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3.3. Markov chain description via convergence of order process. Recall that
H — h represents the depth of the deepest wells. We can expect from Eyring—Kramers
formula for x.(-) obtained in [32] that the order of the time scale for a metastable

transition is

H—h

f. := exp

Hence, we speed up the process x.(-) by a factor of 6. and then observe the index of

the valley in which the speeded-up process is staying. To that end, we write
Z(t)=x(0t) ;>0

the speeded-up process. In view of the fact that p.(V,) = 1 — o.(1) (cf. Proposition
, this index belongs to the set S, with dominating probability. We wish to prove
that this index process converges to the process y(-) defined in the previous subsection.
The major technical issue in this heuristic explanation is the fact that the speeded-up
process Z.(-) may stay in the set A = R\ V, with small probability, and for this case,
the index process is not defined. Thus, to formulate this convergent result in a rigorous
manner, we recall the notion of the order process introduced in [Il, 2]. To define the

order process, define

T.(t) == /Otl{fie(s) eV.bds ;t>0,

which measures the amount of time for which the speeded-up process () stayed in
V, until time ¢. Then, define S.(t) as the generalized inverse of the random increasing
function T(-):

Se(t) :=sup{s>0:T.(s) <t} ;t>0. (3.9)

Define the trace process &.(-) as
Ec(t) == T(Sc(t) ;t>0.

This process the one is obtained from the process .(-) = @.(.-) by turning off the
clock when the process () does not belong to V,. In other words, the trajectory of
&.(+) is obtained by removing the excursions of x.(-) at A. Hence, we have &.(t) € V,
for all ¢ > 0; furthermore, the process &.(-) is a Markov process (with jump) on V..

First, we show that the process &.(+) is a relevant approximation of the process @.(-)
in the sense that the excursion of () at A is negligible. Denote by P, the law of the
original process x(-) starting from = € R? and by ES, the expectation with respect to
it.
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Theorem 3.4. For allt > 0, it holds that

t
lim supE;[/ 1a(@(s))ds | = 0.
0

e—0 xEV,

The proof of this result is a direct consequence of the analysis of resolvent equation
explained in Section [4] and will be explained therein.
By assuming this theorem, it now suffices to analyze the inter-valley behavior of the

trace process &.(+). To this end, we define a projection ¥ : V, — S, simply by
V() =i ifxecV, ;icl,, (3.10)

which maps a point belonging to a deepest valley to the index of that valley. Finally,
define a process on S, as

ye(t) == W(&(t) ;t>0,

which represents the valley where the trace process &.(t) is staying. This process y.(-)
is called the order process. Denote by Qg the law of the order process y.(-) when
the underlying process x.(-) starts from a distribution 7, on R?, and denote by Q; the
law of the limiting Markov chain y(-) starting from i € S,. The following convergence
theorem is the main result of the current paper.

Theorem 3.5. For cvery ¢ € S, and for any sequence of Borel probability measures

(Te)eso concentrated on V;, the law Qg of the order process converges to Q; as e — 0.

The proof of the theorem based on the resolvent approach developed in [26] is given
in the next subsection. We remark that this is a generalization of [45, Theorem 2.3|, as
the reversible case is the special £ = 0 case of our model. Moreover, a careful reading
of our arguments reveals that, the speed of the convergence of the finite dimensional
marginals is given by

1
Q: [ye(t;) € 4; fori=1,... k= (1+ 0(61/2 log=)) Qily(t;) € A; fori=1, ..., k|
€
under the conditions of Theorem , where the error term O(e'/?log %) is identical to
the one appeared in [0, Theorems 3.1 and 3.2] and depends on ¢y, ..., .

Discussion on general case. Thus far, we have assumed that H = {x € R? : U(x) < H}
is connected. However, our argument can be readily applied to the general situation
without this assumption as follows. If H is not connected, we take a connected com-
ponent X' and denote by Wi, ..., Wy the connected component of H contained in
X. Let S ={1,..., K}. Then, we can define all the notations as before, and The-
orem holds unchanged. This can be readily verified by coupling with the same
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dynamical systems reflected at the boundary of the connected component of the do-
main {x € R?: U(x) < H + a} for small enough a containing X. This will be more
precisely explained in [24] at which all the inter-valley (not restricted to the deepest
valleys) dynamics are completely analyzed. Therefore, we can vary H to get different

JUNGKYOUNG LEE AND INSUK SEO

ms mg

FIGURE 3.2. In this example of U, we have three possible choices of
H: Hy, Hy, and Hs. By selecting H = H;, we analyze the transitions
between two deepest valleys D,,(m;) and D,,(m4)UD,,(m;) UD,,(mg).
The time scale for these transitions is e ="/¢ and ¥* with this choice
of H is {o1, o3}. Note that these two valleys are not directly connected,
and all the transitions must pass through shallow valleys around ms
and ms3. Hence, to get a precise Markov chain convergence, we must
understand the behavior of the process in these shallow valleys. If we
take H = H,, we analyze the transitions between two shallow valleys
D,,(my) and D,,(ms). The time scale is now e2=")/< Finally, if we
choose H = Hj , the successive transitions among three valleys D, (1),
D,,(ms), and D,,(my) are investigated in the time scale e(#3=")/¢ Note
that these valleys are not distinguished at the level H = H;; hence, we
can analyze the metastable behavior with a higher resolution by taking
this smaller H.

convergence results, and an example is given in Figure [3.2]

Connection to Eyring—Kramers formula. Now, we explain the connection between our
result and the Eyring—Kramers formula obtained in [32]. For simplicity, we suppose that
S =S, (i.e., h; = h for all i € S) and that all the local minima of U are global minima.
The explanation below is slightly more complicated without these assumptions, and we
leave the details to the interested readers. Write 74, A C R?, as the hitting time of the
set A. Then, by the Eyring—Kramers formula obtained in [32, Theorem 3.5|, we have,

forv e S and x € V;,

Vi
Ee[mvov ] = [1+0(1)] —0..

Wi
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In other words, for the speeded-up process x.(f,-) starting from a valley V;, the average
of the transition time to other valleys is approximately v;/w;. This is in accordance
with our result in that the limiting chain y(-) starting from ¢ jumps to one of the other
sites at an average time of | > ies Tyl j)r1 = v;/w;. On the other hand, our result
provides more comprehensive information regarding the metastable behavior compared

to the Eyring—Kramers formula, especially when S # S,.

4. PROOF BASED ON RESOLVENT APPROACH

In this section we review the resolvent approach developed in [26] and then prove
Theorems [3.4] and 3.5 based on it.

4.1. Review of resolvent approach to metastability. Denote by L, the generator
associated with the limiting Markov chain y(-) (defined in the previous section) that
actson f : .S, — R such that

4 Bij e .
(LyF)(i) = TJ [£(7) —£(5)] . (4.1)
JES, '
Recall and define, for i € S,
172‘ = U DQTO(m) .
meM;

The following analysis of a solution to the resolvent equation is the main component of

the resolvent approach.

Theorem 4.1. Let f : S, — R be a given function and let X\ > 0 where both £ and A
are independent of €. Then, the unique strong solution ¢t to the resolvent equation (on

u) on R?

(A =b0L)u =Y [(A= L)L) 1y, (4.2)
1€SK
satisfies
lim sup |¢f(x) —f(i)| = 0 forallic S, . (4.3)
€E—0Q :Z:E]/}Z

In |26, Theorem 2.3|, it has been proven that this theorem implies Theorems
and provided that the underlying metastable process x.(-) is a Markov process
on discrete set. On the other hand, the proof of Theorem based on Theorem
requires a slight technical modification since the solution ¢f obtained in Theorem
does not belong to the core of the generator £, associated with the process x.(-). We
provide the proof here with emphasis on the modification. We remark that, we took
supremum on v, (instead of V; as in [26]) in order to reserve enough space to carry out

this modification.
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The main idea is to replace the indicators in the right-hand side of (4.2)) with smooth
functions approximating the indicators so that we can recall the resolvent theory. Then,

by using comparison argument, we shall solve all the technical problems. To that end,
let us take 1 > 7 such that r; also satisfies the requirement (3.3 and define (cf. (3.4))

Vi = U Dyyj2(m) and V= U D,,(m)
meM; meM;

sothat V; - C V; C V; 4. Then, for each ¢ € S, find smooth functions (; _, ¢; + : R¢ —
[0, 1] such that

1Vz‘,— < Ci,— < 1Vi < <i,+ < 1V¢,+ : (44>
The key idea is to consider the functions wf’ _ and @Z)g + of the equations
(A= 0Lu = Y (A= Ly)E)() G (4.5)
1€ Sk

respectively. Then, ¢/f , is now a smooth function that also satisfies (£.3)) in the follow-

ing sense.

Proposition 4.2. We have that

lim sup |¢€fi(m) —f(i)| =0 forallieS,. (4.6)

€—00 xcY;

Proof. Denote by gbf,i the solution to the equations
A =0Z)u = D (A= Lf]() 1y, , - (4.7)
1€S5%
Since Theorem holds for all ry > 0 satisfying (3.3)), we can conclude that ¢£7 4 also
satisfies (4.3)) in the sense that

lim sup |¢£i(a:) —f(i)] =0 foralliesS,. (4.8)

€E—00 EGVi

Note that the appearance of )71 at (4.3) guarantees sup,.y, in the previous estimate
for 92527. Therefore, the statement of proposition follows from (4.4) and the strong
positivity of the operator A\ — 6.%.. O

Now we use two functions wf’ _ and wef, + to prove Theorems and , respectively.
The huge benefit with these functions is the well-known expressions

o () = B [ [ Gt (49)

where Gy = >, o [(A — Ly)f](2) ¢;, + are bounded functions.

1€5%

4.2. Proof of Theorem [3.4l
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Proof of Theorem[3.4 For t > 0, we have

t t 00
/ 1a(@(s))ds < / MM LN (Z(5)) ds < e’\t/ e 1 (T (s))ds . (4.10)
0 0 0
Also, by (4.4)) and by definition of A, we have
Ia<1=> G- (4.11)

1E€SK
By (4.10) and (4.11]), the proof of Theorem [3.4]is reduced to show that, for all i € S,

imsups [ [ (1= S o-@on)as] =0

1€S,

or equivalently

lim sup E;, [/ *ASZQ ((s } = % (4.12)

e—0 xcV; ics
*

Note that the constant function ¢ : S, — R defined by ¢ = § satisfies (A — Ly)c = 1
and therefore by (4.9)), we can write

Ei[/ NG (@(s) ds | = e (@)

€S,

Therefore, (4.12)) is a direct consequence of Proposition . O

4.3. Proof of Theorem Next we turn to the proof of Theorem [3.5] Here we need
to use ¢f | instead. We first recall the following technical lemma from [26, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 4.3. Theorem[3.]) implies that, for allt >0, (cf. (3.9))

lim sup E;, [ —At e_’\SG(t)} =0 and

=0 wEV*

t
lim sup E;, [/ {e”\s — e’ASe(S)} ds| =0.
0

e—0 eV,

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem [3.5]

Proof of Theorem[3.3. The argument given in [26] uses the solution ¢f to prove Theo-
rem when the underlying metastable Markov process (in our case, .(+)) is defined
on a discrete set. However, our proof requires a slight modification since our underlying
Markov process x(-) is now defined on R?. Technically speaking, the problem is the
fact that ¢f ¢ C?(R?) which implies that ¢f does not belong to the core of the generator
%.. Thus, we cannot conclude that

M2 (t) = e N (1)) — B(F(0)) + / (N = .26 (. ())ds
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is a martingale. This is the only place at which we can not use this function as in the
proof of [26, Proposition 4.4]. This is the reason that we introduced the solution f |
which belongs to the core of .Z;, and we instead consider

M (t) = e (@(t) — e (Ze(0)) + /O NN = e L)te 1 (Fe(s))ds

which is now a martingale.

In the proof of |26, Proposition 4.4] at which M?(¢) was a martingale, the crucial
ingredient of the proof is to consider M?(S,(t)) which can be rewritten in a simple form
thanks to and . Therefore, if we can show that

lim sup E [| MY (S.(t)) — MZ(Se(t))|] =0 forallt >0, (4.13)

=0 €V,

we can argue that M?(t) is a negligible perturbation of a martingale and therefore the
proof of |26, Proposition 4.4] can still be applied. To prove (4.13]), we need to prove
that

lin% sup Eg [0 | (®(Se(t))) — qﬁg(%e(SG(t)))! =0 forallt>0, and (4.14)
€— CEGV* '

Se(t)
lim sup E;, / e 1a(Z(s))ds| =0 (4.15)
=0 zep, 0

where the second one follows from the observation that, for some C' > 0,

(A= 0Ll = (A= 0.2)¢f | <CD 1y, 1\, <Cla .

1€S,
Since Z.(S(t)) € V, by the definition (3.9)) of S(¢), the estimate (4.14) is a direct

consequence of ([4.3) and Proposition [4.2]
Now it remains to prove (4.15)). By the change of variable s <— Sc(u),

Se(t) t t
[ e m@enas = [ 50, @ s w)du= [ 5O
0 0 0

where the first equality follows from the definition of S.(-) and the second one follows
from z.(S.(u)) € V, for all u > 0 by definition. Therefore,

Se(t) N Se(t) N
/0 e M1 (Zc(5))ds = /0 e {1 — 1y, (Z(s))} ds

Se(t) t
:/ eAsds—/ e MW gy,
0 0
Sc(t) t t
= [/ e_’\sds—/ e Mds +/ {e_As—e_ASE(S)}ds.
0 0 0
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Thus, ([4.17)) is a direct consequence of Lemma [4.3] O

The remainder of the article is focused on the proof of Theorem [4.1} Hence,
we shall assume in the remainder of the article that both f : S, — R and A > 0 are
fixed and independent of e. Moreover, we simply write ¢, the solution ¢f of equation
. Moreover, we shall always implicitly assume that € > 0 is sufficiently small, as
we are focusing on the asymptotics as € — 0.

5. ANALYSIS OF RESOLVENT EQUATION

In this section, we prove Theorem up to the construction of a certain test function,
which will be deferred to Sections [f] and

5.1. Energy estimate. In this subsection, we present a crucial energy estimate for the
solutions of resolvent equation. Before proceeding to this estimate, we first remark that
¢, is a bounded function as a consequence of [26], display (4.2)]. A detailed statement
is given as the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. There exists C > 0 so that ||¢c|| pooway < C for all € > 0.

Notation 5.2. Here and later, we write C' > 0 as a constant independent of € and x (of
course, C' can possibly depend on f and \). Different appearances of C' possibly express
different values.

For sufficiently smooth function f, let us define the Dirichlet form Z,(f) with respect
to the process x.(-) as

9.f) = [ F-Lf)du = e / V2 dpe (5.1)
]R{d Rd

where the latter equality follows from an application of divergence theorem. Then, the
flatness of the solution of resolvent equation (4.2)) on each valley essentially follows from
the following energy estimate (cf. [25] 41, 45]).

Proposition 5.3. There exists C > 0 such that, for the solution ¢. of (4.2)),
D(p) < CO'. (5.2)

Proof. By multiplying both sides of (4.2)) by ¢.dpu. and by performing the integral over
R?, we get

/ ¢E<>‘¢6 - 96"%¢6) dlue S C
R4
by Proposition , since the right-hand side of (4.2)) is a compactly supported bounded

function independent of €. The proof is completed by definition (5.1]) of the Dirichlet
form. 0J
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5.2. Flatness of solution on each well. We first define

5= 5(e) = (elog%)lm, (5.3)

which is an important scale in the analyses around saddle points carried out in the next
section. Let J > 0 be a sufficiently large constant, and let ¢y > 0 be a constant that

will be specified later in ([7.11)). For i € S, define

Wi =W ={mweW, Uw) < H—cJ*?} . (5.4)
Note that this set is connected if € is sufficiently small, and we have V; C 171 - V/\Z C W,
For i € S, denote by m.(i) the average of ¢. on W, i.e.,
1
m(i) = — / bulx) dac

vol(

where vol(A) = [ 4 dz denotes the volume of a Lebesgue measurable set A C R? with
respect to the Lebesgue measure. Remark from Proposition that there exists C' > 0
such that

max [m. (1) < ¢ (5.5)

1€
for all € > 0. Our next objective is to prove that the function . is close to its average
value m.(7) in W; in the L*-sense.

Proposition 5.4. For allv € S, we have

e — ms(i)HLoo(Wi) = 0e(1) .

In [45 Section 4], it has been generally proven that the energy estimate of the form
is sufficient to prove Proposition for the solution ¢.. The argument presented
therein is quite robust, and the reversibility is used only when the energy estimate is
obtained. Hence, the methodology developed in [45] can be applied to Proposition
without any modification.

Remark 5.5. In fact, the L>-boundedness such as Proposition [5.I] was not available
when [45] started to prove the flatness result similar to Proposition . They obtained
this boundedness as a byproduct of the proof of Proposition Since we know this
boundedness a priori owing to Proposition the proof can indeed be written in even

more concise form.

5.3. Characterization of m. on deepest valleys via a test function. Since \A/Z C
W; for all i € S by (3.3)), it remains to prove the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6. We have that

|m (i) — £(i)| = o(1) forallie€ S, .



NON-REVERSIBLE METASTABLE DIFFUSIONS WITH GIBBS INVARIANT MEASURE II 21

Before proving Proposition [5.6] let us formally conclude the proof of Theorem .

Proof of Theorem [{.1. By Propositions and 5.6, we have [|¢c — £(i)[[ oo (53,) = 0e(1)
for all i € S,. Since V; C WZ, the proof is completed O

Now, we turn to Proposition [5.6l The following proposition is the key in the proof
of Proposition [5.6]

Proposition 5.7. Let g =g. : S — R be a function that might depend on € which is
uniformly bounded in the sense that

supmax|g( )| < oo (5.6)
e>0 €S

Then, there exists a uniformly (in €) bounded continuous function Q& : R? — R that
satisfies, for all i € S,

Q%(x) = g(i) forallx eV, and (5.7)

b | QF (Lo dn. = - Du(gm) +o(1). (5.8)

The construction of the test function ()& stated in the proposition above is the most
crucial part of the proof and hence its proof is postponed to the next sections. At
this moment, we prove Proposition by assuming Proposition Recall the bi-
linear form Dx(-, -) defined in and define another bi-linear form Dy(f, g) for
f,g:5 —Ras

= SO (L)) 2 = 037 5 (6G) ~ £) (80) ~ (i) - (5.9)
1€S, Y ieS
We recall some relations between Dx(-,-) and Dy (-,-) proved in [45]. For u: S, — R,

we define the harmonic extension u : S — R as the extension of u to S satisfying
(Lxu)(i) = 0 for alli e S\ S,.

Lemma 5.8. Let u, v: S, — R and let u and v be the harmonic extensions of u and
v, respectively. Then, we have Dx(Q, V) = v, Dy(u, v). Moreover, for any extensions

v, Ve of v, we have Dy(0, vi) = Dy(1, va).
Proof. See [45, Lemma 4.3]. O
Now, we prove Proposition [5.6]

Proof of Proposition[5.6. Let us define h, : S, — R as
h. (i) := m(i) — f(i) foralliesS,, (5.10)
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and let He be the harmonic extension of h.. Then, by the maximum principle and ([5.5)),
there exists C' > 0 such that

( — max |h.(i)] < C . (5.11)

1€S5%

max
1€S

Therefore, we can construct a test function Q?E constructed in Proposition
Now, by Proposition [3.2] (4.2) and (5.7)), we have

QM (A — 0.Le0e) dpe = (1 + 0.(1 )) > he(i) (M — Lyf)(i) “ (5.12)
Rd ZES* V*
=AY h(i) —+D(h€,f)+0€(1),
ZGS*

where the last line follows from the definition of Dy, and (5.11). The crucial idea in the
proof is to compute the left-hand side of (5.12)) in a different way and to compare with
the previous computation. To that end, we first observe from Propositions 5.0]

and " that
(Qhe (Zb liﬂ = E ll _Vi 4+ o, 1) . 5.1
/ ‘ ¢ )\ ) V. 6( ) ( 3)

ZES*

By Proposition and uniform boundedness of Q?E , we have
- 1 ~
QP (—0.ZL.p.) dpe = —Dy(h, m) +oc(1) . (5.14)
R4 *

Denote by m? : S, — R the restriction of m, : S — R on S,, and denote by m} the
harmonic extension of m*. Then, by Lemma we have

Dy(h,, m,) = Dy(h,, m?) = v, Dy(h., m}).
Inserting this into ((5.14) and combining with (5.13]), we can conclude that
/ Q™ (A — 026 duc = A3 R (i) )?JrDy(hE, m?) + o.(1) .

1€S%

Comparing this with (5.12)) and inserting (5.10), we get
A he(i) Dy(h,, h,) = o.(1) .
1€S5%

This implies that max;eg, [he(7)| = 0.(1) and therefore by recalling the definition (5.10)
of h, completes the proof. O
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6. CONSTRUCTION OF TEST FUNCTION ()&

In this section, we explicitly define the test function @)%, which is an approximating
solution to the following elliptic equation:

L*u =0 on R4\ (UpesV;) and

(6.1)
u = g(i) onV,foreachie§.

Although we share the same philosophy is this construction with the reversible case [45],
the detailed construction and entailed computations are more complicated compared
to the ones therein because of the non-reversibility.

6.1. Neighborhood of saddle points. To construct the approximating solution to
(6.1]), we mainly focus on a neighborhood of each saddle point o € ¥; ; for some ¢, j € S,
as the function u suddenly changes its value from g(i) to g(j) around such a saddle
point. Therefore, we carefully define several notations regarding this neighborhood. In
this subsection, we fix 7, j € S and consider a saddle point o € ; ;. In addition, we
assume that i < j in this subsection.

Notation 6.1. We use the following notations in this subsection.

(1) We abbreviate H = H” and L = LL°.

(2) Since the symmetric matrix H has only one negative eigenvalue, we denote by
=M, Ay oy Ag (= =T, NS, .., AT) the eigenvalues of H, where —\; denotes
the unique negative eigenvalue.

(3) Denote by e the unit eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue —\;, and by
e, k > 2, the unit eigenvector associated with the eigenvalue ). In addition, we
assume that the direction of e{ is toward W;, i.e., for all sufficiently small a > 0,
o +ae? € W;. Then, forx € R?and k=1, ..., d, we write z;, = (£ — o) - €J.

_ d o
In other words, we have z = o + >0 _| ,,€7,.

Now, we define several sets around o. Figure illustrates the sets appearing in this
section. Recall 0 from ([5.3) and recall that J > 0 is a sufficiently large constant. Define
an auxiliary set

2J6 2Jo
7 {azER € | Ai/Q,Ai/Q} for2_k_d}
Then, define a box CZ centered at o as
Jo Jo
o ._ d . (o
C; .—{wER.xle[—/\lm,)\l/z}}ﬂh .

1 1
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d,C”

1 / /
Ul)=H Uz)=H+ J5

FIGURE 6.1. Illustration of various sets around a saddle point o intro-
duced in Section [6.1]

The boundary sets 0,C7 and J_C? defined below will be used later.

Jo
0.C% = {mezcg:xlzzixﬂg}. (6.2)
1
We define another scale
n =) = €. (6.3)
Then, define the enlargements of boundaries 0,C? and 0_C?Z as
~ Jo Jo -
6+C€ :{QTGRdZI’l S [W, W‘l‘ﬁ} } N 7; ,
1 1
2 Jo Jo -
a_Ce :{meRd:xl S [_W_n’ —W] } N Te .
1 1

With these enlarged boundaries, we can expand CZ to
C? =C°uUad,.C°uUdCe.

Let

2Jo

\1/2

Ak

Then, by a Taylor expansion of U around o, we can readily verify that

80(Z”:{w€(2”:xk:j: forsome2§k§d}.

U@)2H+gﬂ#u+@m]ﬁmﬂxe%@. (6.4)
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For the detailed proof, we refer to [32, Lemma 8.3|. Now, we define
Ke={xecR: U(x) < H+ J**},
so that, by , the boundary 8056‘7 does not belong to K, provided that e is sufficiently
small. Then, we define
B =C°NK. , 9:8% = 0,C°NK. and & = C°NK.

so that £7 = BZ U 5+B§’ U 5_83. Denote by 0£7 the boundary of the set £7 and
decompose it into
087 = 0,87 U 0_E7 U 0uE7

such that
aigg—{weasg:xl—i(‘]—am)} and ,
A2
. . s
0ET = {wease :xl#i(—)\}ﬂ%—n)}.

Then, by (6.4) (one can readily check from Figure , for sufficiently small € > 0,
U(x) = H+ J*6* forall © € 07 . (6.5)

Furthermore, by our selection of the direction of vector ef (cf. Notation [6.1}(3)), we
have

0,7 C OW; and 0_E7 C OW; . (6.6)
Similarly, we decompose 0BZ into 0,87, 0_B7, and 9,37 such that
Jd

A2

8iBg:{w€65’f:3:1:i } and 8083:{a36882’:x17é:tj—5}.

1/2
A
(6.7)
6.2. Decomposition of .. Now, we turn to the global picture. Recall ¥* from (3.1]).
By (6.5]), we can observe that K, \ (Ugex-ET) consists of K connected components, and

we denote by Wr, ¢ € S, the component among them containing V;. Then, we can
decompose K. such that

K. = [Uw;} U [ Ueg}. (6.8)
€S oy
The test function (% is constructed on this global structure of ..
6.3. Construction of function (5.

Construction around a saddle point. We start by introducing the building block for the
construction of Y%, which is a function on £7 = BZ U0, BZ U 0_BZ. First, let us focus
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on the set BZ. Recall that H? 4 L has a unique negative eigenvalue —u?. Denote by
AT the transpose of the matrix A. Then, we can readily verify that (cf. [32, display
(8.1)]) the matrix H” — (L)' is similar to H + L% and hence has the unique negative
eigenvalue —u”. We denote by v the unit eigenvector of H” — (IL7)" associated with
—u?. We assume that v7 - ey > 0, as we can take —v? instead if this inner product is
negative. We note that v7 - e # 0 by [32, Lemma 8.1].

Define a function p? : RY — R as

1 [&—o)v W7 o
p?(x) = 5/ e x"dt ;xel?, (6.9)
where the normalizing constant C'7 is given by
o o 2
o = / et = | s (6.10)
—0 pe

Note that we defined the function on CZ containing BZ. The function p? introduced
here is identical to the one introduced in the companion paper [32, display (8.8)]. It
is remarkable that the test function for the Eyring—Kramers formula and that for the
Markov chain convergence share the building block, while the global construction from
this building block is carried out in a different manner.

The function p? is an approximating solution .Z* f ~ 0 with approximating boundary
conditions f ~ 1 on 0,CZ and f ~ 0 on 0_CZ by our assumption that v - ey > 0.
The approximating property .Zp? ~ 0 can be quantified in the following proposition,
which has been proven in [32 Proposition 8.5].

Proposition 6.2. For all o € X*, we have

0, / |27 | dpe = 0.(1) |
Be

Now, we focus on the properties p? ~ 1 on 9,CZ and pZ ~ 0 on 0_CZ. When suitably
extending this function to get a continuous function on R?, these asymptotic equalities
along the boundaries cause technical problems. They become the exact equality for
the reversible case considered in [45] as v = e{. For our case, the discontinuity is a
natural consequence of the non-reversibility; hence, we need an additional continuation
procedure. In [32], this continuation has been carried out by mollification via a smooth
mollifier. For the current problem, such a procedure does not work, and we take a
different path of construction. The enlarged set £ is introduced for performing this

continuation procedure.
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Now, we continuously extend pZ to é;". For each ¢ = o + ZZZI Tpe) € 5iC§’ , We
write
r =0 i:~zx;337§ € + zg:érk:ek € iit(k s
1 k=2

where the boundaries 0.CZ are defined in (6.2). Then, define p? on the enlarged
boundaries 04CZ as

) H%[@_a).eg_ﬁ_n}u_pg@) for @ € 0,C° |
pe(x) = |

E[(m—a)-e‘f%—ﬁ%—n}pf(i) for x € 0_C7 .

(6.11)

By such an extension, we can check that pZ is continuous on CZ. Now, we regard p? as

a function on £7. Then, we can check that p¢ satisfies the exact boundary conditions

1 ifeecd, &,
pr(a) = T (6.12)
0 ifxed &.

Now, we claim that the cost of this continuation procedure is tolerable.

Lemma 6.3. For all o € X*, we have

QEE/A IVpZ|? dpe = o.(1) .
0+CZ

We defer the technical proof of this lemma to the next subsection.

Global construction. For g = g, : S — R, we can now define the function Q8 : RY — R.
First, we define this function on K, (cf. (6.8))) such that

g(7) forx e Wi, ie S,

Q(x) = , , . o
g(j) + (g(i) —g()pZ(x) forxe &, o€l fori<y.

(6.13)

By and ((6.12)), the function Q2 is continuous on K. Since for all & € ¥*, it holds
that
p?(x) € [0,1] and |VpZ(x)| < Cn' foralxec &,

we can check that
Q% ek = llglle and  [[VQE|e,) < Cn '8l

where ||g|| = max;cs|g(i)|. Note that Q% is not differentiable along the boundary of
EZ for each o € ¥*. In this computation and subsequent computations, we implicitly
regard V()8 as an a.e. defined function except for these discontinuity surfaces. Then,
we can continuously extend this function to R? such that

|QElre@ey = lIglle and [ VQE[lnrs < Cn7' gl - (6.14)
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In particular, we have uniformly boundedness of ()¢ since we assumed in Proposition
.7/ that ||g]| is uniformly bounded in e. Note also that the condition of Proposition
is satisfied by )¢ immediately from its definition in (6.13). The last and the most
technical part is to check that ()% satisfies . This will be carried out in the next

section. Before doing that, we conclude the proof of Lemma [6.3]
6.4. Proof of Lemma . Before proving Lemma 6.3, we explain a decomposition of
the extended boundary 0,CZ, which will be used several times later. Define, for a > 0,
e = {xecd.C’:T-v>ald}, (6.15)
92 = {x €d.C°:Ulx) > H+a**} . (6.16)
Lemma 6.4. There exists ag > 0 such that, for all a € (0, ay),
aleceuarece = a,c. .
The proof is a direct consequence of [32] Lemma 8.10] as 7 < § and is omitted.

Proof of Lemmal[6.3 Fix o € ¥*, and for convenience of notation, we assume that
o = 0. We only consider the integral on 5+Cf since the proof for the case 5,(3;’ is
essentially the same. Write eJ = (e, ..., ¢4) and v7 = (vy, ..., vg). Then, by the
explicit formula for p7, we have, for € 5+Cg ,

e _
Vil (x) = ﬁ[l—pé’(w)k (6.17)
o €; o /— U;T — B ()2 o Jo o
Vz-pe(w)ZE[l—pe(w)]Jrane26( : w~61—W—n} 122,
(6.18)

Since the absolute value of the term in the second pair of brackets in (6.18)) is bounded
by n for & € 0,.C?, we can conclude that

C C B (75,002
VP (@) < S [1-pf@)]? + —e @7,
n €

Now, for a € (0, ap) where aq is the constant appearing in Lemma , it suffices to
prove that

1 1 — o
6 e [ L@ Tt (@) de = o)) fork=12. (6.19)
apece BTl €
. . . . oo _42 1 _b2
We first consider the case k = 1. By the elementary inequality [, e™"/2dt < e/
for b > 0, we can deduce that

1-p(@) < e

< L 5@V for g e dbece
T v° ) e
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Hence, the left-hand side of (6.19) is bounded from above by

0. Py L 7207 07 D07
C 2; / e @ (@)de < C ij21352 / e 2 HTHIT VTS 2 gy (6.20)
n°0% Ja ¢ 0

a,.ce d+Ce

where we applied (3.5)), the Taylor expansion of U around o = 0, and the fact that

2

e €@V — [1 4 0, (1)] e c@V)

Since the matrix H 4+ 247 v? ® v7 is positive definite by [32], Lemma 8.2], we can write

- (H° +2u° v @v7)x > Clz|* > CJ* 6, (6.21)

as there exists C' > 0 such that | — o| > CJ§ for all & € §,C°. By inserting
into , we can bound the right-hand side of from above by

1 ~ 2
C m V01(8+Cg) ECJ = Oe(l) s

where the equality holds for sufficiently large J since Vol(§+Cé’ ) = O(nd1).
Next, we consider the case k = 2 of (6.19)). For this case, by (3.5]), the left-hand side
of (6.19) is bounded from above by

. 1-d/2 %

O ie_u(z H Jo < Ce Eaﬂvol(@ C%) = o.(1)

~ 2 = 2 e o
apece M U

where the inequality holds from the definition of 5_& “CZ, and the last equality holds for
sufficiently large J since vol(0,C%) = O(nd®~!). This completes the proof. O

7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [5.7]

We fix g = g. : 5 — R throughout this section which is uniformly bounded in € in the
sense of (5.6). The function Q¥ appearing in this section is the one defined in (6.13)).

7.1. Reduction to local computations around saddle points. In this subsection,
we reduce the proof of Proposition to two local estimates around saddle point
o € ¥*. We perform this reduction via the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. It holds that
06 Qeg (ﬂﬁﬁe) d,ue
Ra

=o (1) + > Y (8()—8())[Aile)+ A5 (0) + 45 (a)],

i,j€S,i<j o€L;
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where

1
A(o) = —966/ Vp? - [que— Egbgﬂ dup. and
Bz

Af (o) = 0, / b0 (Vo7 - £) dp.

+ BZ

Proof. By the divergence theorem, we can write

ee/Rd@ﬂz@)due - —eee/Rd Qs [ Vo~ ot du..

Note that we can apply the divergence theorem since () is continuous, while its gradient
is not defined along 0£7. Now, let us investigate the right-hand side. First, note that
V(@& = 0 on Wf by definition. Hence, we can rewrite the right-hand side as

1
_056</ +Z/ >VQeg [v¢e__¢e£] dlus (71)
RAK ocy* 24 €
Now we consider two integrals separately.
First integral of (7.1): We will separately show that

966/ (VQE - Vo) du. = o.(l) and (7.2)
RA\K,

0 (VQE - £) e dpie = oc(1) . (7.3)
RI\K,

For (7.2)), by (6.14) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

2
6 e / VQE - Voodu| < OO0 (BRI K) 260 (7.4)
R\

1
n
Note that the uniform boundedness of g is implicitly used here. We shall repeatedly
use this boundedness in the later arguments as well. Since U > H + §2J2 on R?\ K.,

by (2.2) and Proposition ,
C 2,2 2
p(R\ K,) < 76*’“‘2 <ot (7.5)
Applying this and Proposition to ((7.4) yields

bc [ (VGQE-Vodn,
RA\K,

C
< =

Since 1 = €2, we obtain by taking J to be sufficiently large.

Now, we turn to . By , Proposition we can bound the absolute
value of the left-hand side of by COMn~ u(R4\ K.) = o.(1).
Second integral of (7.1): For each o € &, ; with i, j € S, we have VQ& = (g(i) —
g(7))Vp? on £7. Therefore, we can prove that this integral is A, (o) + A (o) + A5 (o)
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provided that we can prove
0. € / (Vpg - Vo) du. = o(1) .
5i33'
This follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, Proposition 5.3} and Lemmal6.3] O

Based on the previous proposition, it suffices to estimate A,(o) and A3 (o) for each
o € X*. These estimates are carried out via the following proposition.

Proposition 7.2. Fori, j € S withi < j and o € 3; ;, we have
AT

Ai(o) = 2W*\/m(me(j) —m(i)) +oe(1), (7.6)
and
o AT (L7 H) " v7)-ef L,
AQ (U) - ZWV*\/W v - 6'17 €< )+ 6(1) ) (77)
A5 (o) = N T V) o). (1)

+
2nv,\/ — det He v7 - e

Before proving this proposition, we conclude the demonstration of Proposition

by assuming this proposition.
Proof of Proposition[5.7. First, we check that
(v7 + L7 (H7) " v7) e = ([— (H7)™ (L7))v7 - ef

= (H")™ (B — (L)) v" - e = —p7 (H7) o7 -ef = L=

1

where the first identity follows from the fact that the matrix H?IL? is a skew-symmetric
matrix by [32] Lemma 4.5], and the last identity follows from the fact that e is the
eigenvector of H associated with the eigenvalue —\{. We can combine this computation

with Proposition [7.2] to get

('Ua : 6‘17) )

o

A(0) + Af (o) + A3 (0) = = (m,(j) — m.(§)) + (1), (7.9)

*
where the Eyring—Kramers constant w? is defined in (3.6)), and we implicitly used (5.5)).
Inserting ([7.9) into Proposition completes the proof. O

Now, it remains to prove Proposition We provide the estimates of A;(o) and
A3 (o) in Sections [7.3] and respectively.

7.2. A Change of coordinate on 0, B7. Hereafter, it suffices to focus only on a single
saddle point o; hence, in the remainder of the current section, we recall Notation [6.1

and use the following conventions: we fir o € ¥; ; for some i, j € S with ¢ < j, assume
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that o = 0 for simplicity of notation, and drop the superscript o from the notations,

e.g., we write p. and B, instead of p7 and BT

€ 7

respectively.
Before proceeding to the proof of Proposition[7.2] we recall in this subsection a change
of coordinate introduced in [32, Section 8.4|, which maps 9, B, to a subset of R*~!. For

A e R™ and u = (uy, ..., ug) € RY, we define A € RE@-Dx@-1) apd g € RE! as

,& = (Ai’j)QSi’de and uw = (Ug, ceey U,d) s (710)
respectively. Define a vector v = (72, ..., 74) € R¥! by 7,
where v = v7 = (vq, ..., vy) denotes the eigenvector mtroduced in Sectlon at

which it has been mentioned that v; = v - e # 0. Define

Jo
P(; = {m:(,]:l’...,xd)ERd:Il:_} CRd7

A

so that 9, B, 9;C. C P;, and define a map I, : Ps — R4 by [l (z) = = + 7.
This maps the change of coordinate from 9, B, to R4, which simplifies computations

significantly. For instance, we have the following result.
Lemma 7.3. For all x € 0,B,, we have
- (H+pvov)e = (x) (H+ po®0)L(z) .

In addition, the matriz H + 1o ® v is positive definite and
det (H+po®@70) = (v-e)? ka

Proof. We refer to [32, Lemmas 8.7 and 8.9] for the proof. O

In [32, Lemma 8.8], it has been verified that the image of II.(04B7) is comparable
with a ball in R%! centered at the origin with radius of order 6. In the next lemma,
we slightly strengthen this result. Recall the definition of W; from (/5.4]).

Lemma 7.4. There exist constants r, R > 0 such that
DY C TL(0,B7 W) C TI(0,B7) € Digy
where DY represents a ball in R of radius a centered at the origin.

Proof. In view of Lemma [32, Lemma 8.8], it suffices to show the first inclusion. Define
Jo

Ps = {m:(xl,...,xd)ERd:xlzw} CR? and
1

_ Jé
v = (1—/2> V2, _'7d> €Ps .
)\1
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Then, it has been shown in [32] display (8.16)] that

UR) = H-%J%M()(é?’) < H—2c¢yJ?* 6 (7.11)

2 pvy
for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0 if we take ¢y > 0 as a sufficiently small constant. By
inserting this ¢y into the definition of V/\Z in , we can find sufficiently small » > 0
such that D,s()NPs C 0, B°NW;. Since I () = 0, we have D%_l) = I1.(D,s(F)NPs)

and the proof is completed. O

7.3. Estimate of A;(o). Now, we prove (7.6)) of Proposition [7.2] By the divergence

theorem, we can write
Al(o-) = _‘956 (bﬁ [vpé nBe] (dﬂﬁ + 6 / pe ¢€ d/JJe .
OB

By Propositions and [6.2] we can observe that the second term at the right-hand
side is 0.(1). Therefore, we can write

A(o) = Ko+ K+ K_+o/(1), (7.12)
where
Ky = —0.¢ ¢c [ Vpe - np. | o(du.) and
80 Be
Ky = —0.¢ G [ Vpe - mp. | o(due) -
0+ B,
First, we show that Ky = o.(1). For « € 9yB., by and (/6.10)),
| Vpe(a) - s, (x ’ co ¢ ~£@ g () ‘ . ©

Therefore, by Proposition and . 6.5) along with the fact that 9yB7 C EZ, we have
|KO| < CQ 61/2Z 1 —(H+J252 /€ (a B) < CEJ2_(d+1)/2 5d—1 — 06(1) (713)

for sufficiently large J, where we used o(9yB.) = O(d97!) in the second inequality.
Next, we estimate K, and K_.

Lemma 7.5. We have
Al
2,/ — det H

A
2nv,\/ — det H

K, = — m(i) +o.(1) and K_ = m.(j) 4+ o.(1) .

Proof. We only prove the estimate for K, since the proof for K_ is identical. Since
ng, = e; on 0.8, by the Taylor expansion of U around o, explicit formula for
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Pe, and (3.5)), we can write

1/2
M — L. (Htpodw)
(2me) @2, /Me ©’ ¢(@)o(dz) .

With the notations introduced in Section [7.2] we perform the change of variable y =

Ki = —[1+0,1)]

II.(x) in the previous integral to deduce that

ep'’? (v-en)

Ky = —[1+06(1)]W

/ efiy-(ﬁH»u’T)@ﬁ)y (bé(H;l(y)) dy , (7.14)
He(8+B€)

where we applied Lemma [7.3] to the exponential term. Let r > 0 be the constant

appearing in Lemma [7.4, By Proposition and Lemma [7.4] we have ¢ (II71(y)) =
m(7) + o.(1) for y € Dg_l). Thus, we have

(27?6)(‘1_1)/2

= — [m (i) +oc(1)] .
\/det (F+ 1% @ 3)

— L1 (H DRV —
/ gy €T 0 ) dy
D,s 0

Since the integral on II.(0;B.) \ ’D%_I)(O) C Ri-? \Dg_l)(O) is 0.(1) by Proposition
.1} we can conclude from (7.14) that

1/2 (4, .
Ky = —[1+0/1)] a (f e m, (i) + o.(1) .
27r1/*\/det (H+ po ® v)
The proof is completed by the second part of Lemma [7.3] O

Now, (7.6) can be obtained by combining (7.12), (7.13)), and Lemma|7.5]

7.4. Estimate of A7 (o). Now, we estimate A (o) and A; (o). Since the proof is
identical, it suffices to consider Aj (o), i.e., (7.7). Write £ = (¢, ..., {3) and v =

(v1, ..., vg). Then, by (6.17) and (6.18]), we can write

Af (o) = Mi+ My, (7.15)
where
0 76 L
M, = € . o _27(“"'”) d 4
1 nCe Jo.s, Pe(x) [:B e )\}/2 } e kz:;% () pe(dz) an
1—p(x
My =0, [ o) E2P®) 0 () ()

9, B. n

First, we show that M; is negligible.

Lemma 7.6. We have that M; = o.(1).
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Proof. Since ‘:1: -ep — /\‘{—‘/52 —n | <nforxe 5+B€, by Proposition , it suffices to prove
1
that

Gz e =y, (7.16)
By applying U(x) = U(Z) + O(€?) and then applying the Taylor expansion to U(%)
(with respect to o = 0), the left-hand side of the above equality can be bounded from
above by

C 1= = 077 1
— 5.z (H+pvev)z — —gx (H+pvev)x
Sz /fic ez dx @2 /a+c e 2 o(dx) .
Using the change of variable y = Il.(x) and applying Lemma , we can check that
the last integral is bounded by Ce(4=1/2, Hence, the left-hand side of (7.16]) is bounded

from above by %~ x Ce@D/2 = o (1). This proves the lemma. O
Next, we estimate M.
Lemma 7.7. We have

S a “1u) e ]m (i) + o
M= 27ry*\/det(ﬁ+u5®5)[(LH v) - er]mc(i) + oc(1) . (7.17)

Proof. Let a € (0, ap), where aq is the constant appearing in Lemma . Let us define
02B7 = 0,B7 N d>°Ce
and write
My = M+ Mo, (7.18)

where

| — o (%
My = 96/ ¢e($)ﬂ€1(a)) pe(x)de and ,
97 “Be n

1—p(x
Mo = QG/A ~ qbe(w)ﬁfl(m),ue(w) dx .
94 BNID Be n

First, we check that M, = o.(1). By Proposition [5.1, it suffices to show that
%pe(é\i’ab’g) = o.(1). This is a consequence of the bound U(x) > H + aJ?}* on
524“15’6, which holds by definition, the bound V01(52+’ “Be) < Vol(5+15’e) < Ondéd=1, and
(3-5)-

Now, we turn to M 5. By Lemma , we have T - v > ¢JJ for @ € 5+B€ \ %’“Be;
hence, we can use the elementary inequality

b e < / e 124t < Lov2 >0
b2+ 1 ) b
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to obtain
€ W
1—p(T) = [1+o0.(1 “ac@V)
Now, we apply this result along with the Taylor expansions of U and £ around o = 0

to My o to get

1+ 0,(1 Lz -
My, = odl) Sk

L _
: , (@) = 2% Hpvav)@ g
(2m) (@172, 1/2 ¢(d+3)/2 /5+Be\5f’“85 x-v

Note here that we have replaced several ’s with ’s without changing the error term
since |€ — x| = O(n). Let r > 0 be the constant appearing in Lemma . Then, we
claim that, for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0,

(]5 J5 _ _ — ~ ~ a
(W, W +n| xII; 1<'DT5/2(0)) C 0.B.NW, C 0.8, \ ({942_’ B. .
1 1
The second inclusion is immediate from the definitions of V/\Z and (792 “B.. On the other
hand, the first inclusion is a consequence of Lemma and the fact that n = €*. For

convenience, we write

Jo Jo

_ v -1
A = (A}/Q, E +1] X 117 (Dy512(0))

We further decompose My o = My 9 1+ Ms 9 o Where My 5 1 and My o o are obtained
from My 5 by replacing the integral f§+66\5i’“65 with f(@&\ﬁ"‘&)\Ae and [, , respec-
tively. We argue that M o 1 = o(1). By Proposition and the fact that T-v > aJd
on 048, \ &E’ali, it suffices to show that

e~ 2% Hpve)® g ((d-1)/2 0c(1) ,

/Rdl\ﬂe1 (Dr5/2(0))

where x is defined in . The previous identity can be directly verified by the change
of variable y = II. ().

Next, we turn to Ms 2 5. On A., we have ¢.(x) = m.(i) + o.(1) by Proposition
Hence, we can write

1+o0.(1)
(2m)@TD/2y, 172 (d=1)/2

y / Lz - e e,ia (H+pv@v) T g2 (7.19)
I 1

My o0 = [m(7) + oc(1)]

H(Drspa(0)) TV
We can use [32, Lemma 8.11] to show that the last integral can be written as
(2me) =12 (—p LH ') - e,

[1+0.(1)]
\/det (H + 1 © %)
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Inserting this into (7.19)) along with the fact that M o 1 = o.(1) proves that

1 L 1 .
My oy = — — LH "v)-e; |m.(z) + oc(1) . 7.20
27TV*\/det(H+m7®17)[( )oedm) o). (120
Combining this estimate with the fact that My ; = o.(1) completes the proof. O

Now, the proof of (7.7 follows immediately from ([7.15) and Lemmas [7.6]
This concludes the proof of Proposition [5.7}
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