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DYNAMICAL LARGE DEVIATIONS FOR THE BOUNDARY DRIVEN
SYMMETRIC EXCLUSION PROCESS WITH ROBIN BOUNDARY
CONDITIONS.

T. FRANCO, P. GONCALVES, C. LANDIM, AND A. NEUMANN

ABSTRACT. In this article, we consider a one-dimensional symmetric exclusion process in
weak contact with reservoirs at the boundary. In the diffusive time-scaling the empirical
measure evolves according to the heat equation with Robin boundary conditions. We prove
the associated dynamical large deviations principle.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The investigation of the thermodynamic properties of stationary nonequilibrium states of
interacting particle systems has been proven to be an important step in the understanding of
nonequilibrium phenomena and a rich source of mathematical problems [11, 5, 21].
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In the context of lattices gases, the empirical measure is the only relevant thermodynamical
quantity in the macroscopic description of the system, and the thermodynamical functionals,
as the free energy, can be identified to the large deviations rate functional.

While in equilibrium the stationary state is given by the Gibbs distribution associated to
the Hamiltonian, in nonequilibrium the construction of the stationary state requires solving a
dynamical-variational problem which defines the so-called quasi-potential [19].

At the beginning of this century, Derrida, Lebowitz and Speer [14] considered the one-
dimensional symmetric exclusion process in strong contact with reservoirs. In this context,
the empirical measure evolves in the diffusive time-scale according to the heat equation with
Dirichlet boundary conditions [22|. Expressing the stationary state as a product of matrices
[12], they obtained an explicit formula for the large deviations principle rate functional of the
empirical measure under the stationary state, the so-called nonequilibrium free energy.

Later, [2] derived the Derrida-Lebowitz-Speer formula (in short DLS formula) for the
nonequilibrium free energy extending to infinite dimensions the dynamical approach intro-
duced in [19]. More precisely, they first proved a dynamical large deviations principle for the
empirical measure for symmetric exclusion processes in strong contact with reservoirs [3]. De-
note by Ijo 71(u) the large deviations rate function of the dynamical large deviations principle.
Hence, Ijo 7)(u) represents the cost of observing a trajectory u(t) in the time-interval [0, 7.
Let p be the stationary profile of the hydrodynamic equation, that is, the typical density
profile under the stationary state. Define the quasi-potential as

V(v) = finfom(u),

where the second infimum is carried over all trajectories u(t) connecting the stationary density
profile p to a density profile v in the time interval [0,T]: w(0) = p, u(T) = 7. It is proven
in [2| that the quasi-potential V' coincides with the nonequilibrium free energy, i.e., that it
satisfies the DLS’ equations.

In the sequel, [8, 16] derived a large deviations principle for the empirical measure under
the stationary state from the dynamical one, with rate functional given by the quasi-potential.
This result was later extended to weakly symmetric exclusion processes in strong contact with
reservoirs 15, 7, 6, 4] and to reaction-diffusion models [25, 18].

It has long been understood that these results extend to boundary-driven one-dimensional
symmetric exclusion processes in weak contact with reservoirs [10]. But only recently, this
result appeared in [13] through the matrix ansatz product method.

In this article, we accomplish the first step in the project of deriving the large deviations
principle for the empirical measure under the stationary state, through the dynamical ap-
proach, for boundary-driven one-dimensional symmetric exclusion processes in weak contact
with reservoirs. The law of large numbers has been obtained in [1, 20]. We prove here the dy-
namical large deviations, while in the companion paper [9], it is shown that the quasi-potential
satisfies the DLS’ equations obtained in [13] for this model.

2. NOTATION AND RESULTS

The model. We consider one-dimensional, symmetric exclusion processes in a weak contact
with boundary reservoirs. Fix N > 1, and let ey = 1/N, vty = 1—(1/N), Ay = {en, ..., (N —

2) ey, tn ). The state-space is represented by Qn = {0,1}*~ and the configurations by the
Greek letters 1, £ so that 7., x € Ay, represents the number of particles at site x for the
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configuration 7. Here and below all notation introduced in the text and not in displayed
equations is indicated in blue.

Fix throughout this article, 0 < o < § <1, A > 0, B > 0. The generator of the Markov

A,B,B
process, represented by Ly = LY B

, is given by
Ly = L% + LR 4 1.
In this formula, for every function f: Qx — R,

(LYY m) = N Y7 [fo™+ ) — f(n)], (2.1)

TEAS;

where A represents the interior of Ay, A} := Ax \ {ta} = {en,.... (N —2)en}, and

N
(LR f)() = T LA =mey) e+ A =a)ney [[f(e™n) = fF()], 02)
T N .
(LX) = 5 [A=ne) B+ (0= B)mey [[fle™n) = F(m)] -
From now on, we omit the subindex N from ey and ty. In the definitions above,
ny fy#Fwzte :
f
(™" N)y = < Nuge fy=2 and (07n), = {Uy 1 y# (2.3)
1—n, ify==z.

Na ify=xz+e

For a metric space X, denote by D([0,7],X), T' > 0, the space of right-continuous functions
x: [0,T] — X, with left-limits, endowed with the Skorohod topology and its associated Borel
o-algebra. The elements of D([0,T],Qy) are represent by n(-).

For a probability measure p on Qp, let P, be the measure on D([0,77,y) induced by
the continuous-time Markov process associated to the generator Ly starting from p. When
the measure p is the Dirac measure concentrated on a configuration n € Qp, that is p = 9,
we represent 5 simply by P,. Expectation with respect to P, P, is denoted by E,, E,,
respectively.

Hydrodynamic limit. Denote by M the set of non-negative measures on [0, 1] with total
mass bounded by 1 endowed with the weak topology. Recall that this topology is metrisable
and that, with this topology, M is a compact space. For a continuous function F' : [0,1] — R
and a measure m € M, denote by (m, F') the integral of F' with respect to m:

(m, F) = / Fla) n(dz) .

Given a configuration 7 € Qp, denote by m = 7(n) the measure in M obtained by assigning
a mass N1 to each particle:

™ =nn) = & Z N Og -
TEAN

The measure 7 is called the empirical measure. Denote by 7 : D([0,7],Qy) — D(]0,7], M)
the map which associates to a trajectory m(-) its empirical measure:

w(t) = 7(nt) = § Y 1a(t) s - (2.4)

TEAN
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For a probability measure p in Qy, let Qﬁf be the measure on D([0,7], M) given by @ﬁf =

]P’ﬁ[ o 1. The first result, due to [1], establishes the hydrodynamic behavior of the empirical
measure.

Theorem 2.1. Fizx T > 0, a measurable density profile v: [0,1] — [0,1], and a sequence
{I/N}N21 of probability measures on Q2 associated to v in the sense that

1
lim I/NH<7T,H>—/ ’y(a:)H(a:)dx‘ >(5] =0 (2.5)
N—oo 0

for all continuous functions H: [0,1] — R and § > 0. Then, the sequence of probability
measures QI]/VN converges weakly to the probability measure QQ concentrated on the trajectory
7(t,dx) = u(t,z)dx, where u is the unique weak solution of the heat equation with Robin
boundary conditions

Ou = Au

(Vu)(t,0) = A7 u(t,0) — o]

(Va)(t,1) = BB — u(t, 1)] (26)
u(0.9) = 7().

In this formula, Vu stands for the partial derivative in space of u, dyu for its partial
derivative in time and Aw for the Laplacian of u in the space variable. The definition of
weak solutions of equation (2.6) and the proof of uniqueness of weak solutions is provided in
Appendix B. Tt is also presented in [1].

The energy. Denote by M,. the subset of M of all measures which are absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure and whose density takes values in the interval [0, 1],
that is, Mae = {m € M : w(dz) = y(x)dr and 0 < y(z) < 1}.

For T' > 0, let the energy Qo7 : D([0,T], Mac) — [0, 00] be given by

Q[QT}(U) = Slcl;P Q[GO,T]

- sgp{/OTdt/Olu(t,x)(VG)(t,:E) do — %/OTdt/OlG(t,x)2 ar}

where the supremum is carried over all smooth functions G : [0,7] x (0,1) — R with compact
support.

(2.7)

Remark 2.2. In this definition and below, for a functional ®: D([0,T],Ma.) — R, we often
write ®(u) instead (7) when w(t,dr) = u(t,z) dz.

Clearly, the energy Q7] is convex and lower semicontinuous. Moreover, if Qg 7j(u) is
finite, u has a generalized space derivative, denoted by Vu, and

T 1
Qor(u) = % /0 dt /0 (Vi)? da - (2.8)

Denote by Dg([0, 7], M, ) the trajectories in D([0, 7], M) with finite energy.



LARGE DEVIATIONS FOR THE EXCLUSION WITH ROBIN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 5

The rate functional. For 7" > 0 and positive integers m,n, denote by C""([0,7] x [0, 1])
the space of functions G: [0,7] x [0,1] — R with m derivatives in time, n derivatives in space
which are continuous up to the boundary. Denote by C"" ([0, 7] x [0,1]) the functions G in
C™"([0,T] x [0,1]) such that G(t,0) = G(t,1) = 0 for all t € (0,77, and by C.""([0,T] % (0,1))
the functions in C"™"([0,T] x [0,1]) with compact support in [0,7] x (0,1).

ForO0<o<1,D>0,0<a<1, MeR,let

bon(a, M) = 5 {1 —alol™ —1] + all —o] ™~ 1]} (2.9

Fix a trajectory n(t,dx) = u(t,x)dx € Dg([0,T],Mac). Then, for almost all ¢t € [0,7],
fol(Vut)2 dz is finite, and therefore u(t,-) is Holder-continuous. In particular, u(¢,0) and
u(t, 1) are well defined for almost all .

Denote by (-, -) the usual scalar product in £2(]0,1] fo x)dx for f,g €
£2([0,1]). Recall the convention established in Remark 2 2 For each H in C 1 2([O T] % [0,1]),
let Jr i De(]0,T], Mac) — R be the functional given by

T
JT7H(’LL) = <uT,HT> — (uQ,H0> — /0 <ut,6th> dt
T T T
0 0 0
T
_ /0 (o(w), (VH;)?) dt
T
~ [ {Baaw0). 10) + bon(w). 101) far.

(2.10)

In this formula and below, o(a) = a(l — a) stands for the mobility of the exclusion process.
Since trajectories in Dg([0,7T], M,.) have generalized space-derivatives, we may integrate by
parts the second line and write the functional Jr g (-) as

Jra(u) = (ur, Hr) — (uo, Ho) / (ue, 0, Hy) d
T T
+ /0 <V’LLt, VHt> dt — /0 <0‘(’LLt), (VHt) > dt (211)

T
[ {Baa(w(©. 70) + s (). m1) .

We extend the definition of J7 g () to D([0,T], M) by setting
Jra(m) = oo if m & Dg([0,T], Mac) -

Remark 2.3. This definition differs from the one presented in [7, 17, 20| in the context
of exclusion processes with Dirichlet boundary conditions. There, one defines Jr () in
D(]0,T],Mac) by an equation similar to (2.10) with ut(0), ui(1) replaced by the densities
«, B, respectively. Here, as the boundary values appear and are not fized by the dynamics, in
the definition of the functional Jr i, one is forced to restrict the definition to trajectories with
finite energy. Otherwise, the boundary values of a density profile are not defined.
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Let Ijor(-): D([0,T], Mae) — [0, +00] be the functional defined by

Tory(w) = sup I (u) . (2.12)
HeC12(j0,T]x[0,1])

Fix a density profile v in My, and let Ijo 71(-|v): D([0,T], M) — R be given by

Tomy(u) if (0, ) = A(-) as.,
oo otherwise .

o (uly) = { (2.13)
Theorem 2.4. Fiz T > 0 and a measurable function v : [0,1] — [0,1]. The function
Lo (-lv) = D([0,T], M) — [0,00] is convex, lower semicontinuous and has compact level

sets.

This result is proved in Section 3, where we also show, in Lemma 3.1, that any path 7 with
finite rate function, Ijo 71(|y) < oo, is weakly continuous in time. Moreover, Proposition 3.5
states that there exists a finite constant C{ such that

T 1 [VUP
dt/ de < Cp{] u) + 1
| [ S o {Tom () +1)
for all w in Dg([0, 77, Mac).

In Section 4, we obtain an explicit formula for the action functional. Proposition 4.5 states

that I () can be expressed as [ [(01,)T]( )+ [((i )T}( -). The first term provides the contribution
to the rate function due to the evolution in the interior of the interval [0, 1], while the second
one the contribution due to the evolution at the boundary.

In Section 5, we show that trajectories with finite rate function can be approximated by

smooth ones. The precise statement requires some notation.

Definition 2.5. Given v € My, let IL, be the collection of all paths w(t,dz) = u(t,z)dz in
D(]0,T],Mac) such that

(a) There exists t > 0, such that u follows the hydrodynamic equation (2.6) in the time
interval [0,4]. In particular, u(0,-) = ~(-).

(b) For every 0 < § < T, there exists € > 0 such that e < u(t,z) <1—¢ for all (t,x) in
[0, T] x [0, 1];

(c) w is smooth on (0,T] x [0, 1].

Theorem 5.2 states that for all v : [0,1] — [0,1], the set IL, is Ijg7|(:|y)-dense. This
means that any trajectory 7 in D([0, 7], M) with finite rate function can be approximated by
a sequence of trajectories 7" € IL, in such a way that Ijo 7(7") converges to Ijg (). This is
one of the main technical difficulties in the proof of the lower bound.

We also provide in Section 4 an explicit formula for the rate function of trajectories in IL,.
ForO0<o<1,D>0,0<a<1, MeR,let

popn(a, M) = %{[1—&]@61\/] — a[l—g]e_M}, (2.14)

co,p(a, M) = %{[1—&]@[1—6M+M6M] + a[l—@][l—e_M—Me_M]}.
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Proposition 2.6. Fiz a density profile v : [0,1] — [0,1] and a trajectory w in IL,. Then, for
each t > 0, the elliptic equation
ou = Au — 2V{o(u) VH} ,
Vu(1) — 20(u(1)) VH (1) = pgp(w (1), Hi(1)) , (2.15)
Vue(0) — 20(ui(0)) VH(0) = —pa,a(ue(0), He(0))

has a unique solution, denoted by Hy. The function H belongs to C%2([0,T] x [0,1]), and the
rate functional Ijo 11(u) takes the form
T 1 T
I[O,T] (u) = / dt/ O'(Ut) (VHt)2 dx + / Cg’B(Ut(l) N Ht(l)) dt
0 0 0 (2.16)

T
+ / ca,A(ut(O), Ht(O)) dt .
0
Dynamical large deviations principle. The main result of this article reads as follows.

Theorem 2.7. Fiz T > 0, v € My and let {n™} nen be a sequence of configurations. Assume
that o,~ 1s associated to y in the sense of (2.5). Then, the sequence of probability measures
{Q,~ }N>1 satisfies a large deviation principle with speed N and good rate function Ir(-|y).
Namely, for each closed set C C D([0,T],M) and each open set O C D([0,T], M)

i 1
lim sup —

N [N <
m sy NlogIP’nN[w eC] < 71T1éfC’IT(7T|7)

.. 1 N N .
llj\gl_)lonofﬁlogpnj\; (" eO] > - ;Iel(fDIT(ﬂ'h) .

Remark 2.8. In contrast to |23, 7|, the large deviations principle is formulated for the em-
pirical measure and not the empirical density. We follow [17] to show that the rate function
can be set as +oo for trajectories that do not belong to D([0,T], Mac).

3. THE RATE FUNCTIONAL I} ()

In this section, we present some properties of the rate function I [O’T]( -) and prove Theo-
rem 2.4. Fix, once for all, a measurable density profile ~ : [0, 1] — [0, 1].

Note: Throughout this article, given a function w : [0,7] x [0, 1] — R, we represent by u; and
u(t) the function defined on [0, 1] and such that u:(z) = u(t, x).

We start with two elementary bounds. The first estimate asserts that the cost of a trajectory
in a interval [0,7] is bounded by the sum of its cost in the intervals [0, S] and [S,T]. Let
7u : Ry x [0,1] — R, » > 0, be the function defined by 7u(t,z) = u(t + r,z). For all
m(t,dz) = u(t,x)dr in D([0,T],Ms) and 0 < S < T,

Lo (u) < Ijgs)(u) + Ipr—g)(Tsu) . (3.1)

The proof of this claim is elementary and left to the reader. It relies on the fact that sup,, {a, +
b} < SUP, dy + SUP, by

The second assertion states that the cost of a trajectory on a subinterval of [0, 7] is bounded
by its total cost. For all 7(t,dx) = u(t,z)dr in D([0,T],M,e) and 0 < S < T,

Ijo,s1(u) < Tjoy(u) - (3.2)
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To prove this claim, assume that I|y gj(u) < 0o, and fix ¢ > 0. The same argument applies to
the case Iy gj(u) = co. By definition of the rate function, there exists H : [0, 5] x [0,1] — R
smooth such that

I[07S](u) < Jsu(u) + €.
Let o, : [0,T] — |
on(t) = 1 for 0 <

o
=

n 1, be a sequence of smooth, monotone functions such that
S and o,(t) = 0 for S+ (1/n) < t < T. Define the function
as Hy(t,x) = H(t,z), 0 < t < S and H,(t,x) = H(S,x)o,(t),

H, :[0,T] x [0,1]
S <t<T. Then,

1~
Z=HVAN

Jsp(u) = lim Jrpg,(u) < Io(u),

n—o0
as claimed.
A similar argument yields that the cost of a trajectory w in a time-interval [R, R + S] is
bounded by the total cost. More precisely,

Io,s1(TRu) < Ijo1y(u) - (3.3)
for all S >0, R > 0such that R+ S <T.
The proof of the next result is similar to the ones of [3, Lemma 3.5], [17, Lemma 4.1]. We
present it here in sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.1. FizT > 0 and v € Mye. Let u be a path in D([0, T, Mac) such that Ijg py(uly) <
o0. Then u(0,z) = y(x). Moreover, for each M > 0, g in C?([0,1]) and € > 0, there erists
0 > 0 such that

sup  sup | (ug,g) — (us,9)| < €.
wlp(uly)<M |t—s|<d

In particular, u belongs to C([0,T], Mac).

Proof. Fix T'> 0, v € My and u in D([0,T], Mac) such that Ijp 7j(uly) < oo. We first show
that u(0,-) = ~(-).

As Ijory(uly) < oo, u has finite energy. For ¢ > 0, consider the function Hs(t,z) =
hs(t)g(z), where hs(t) = (1 — 6 't)* and g is a C%([0,1]) function which vanishes at the
boundary of the interval [0,1]. Here a™ stands for the positive part of a. Of course, Hg
can be approximated by smooth functions. Since w is bounded and since ¢ — wu(t,-) is right
continuous for the weak topology,

oo T s () = (u(0),9) = (7,9) -
This proves that u(0) = v a.s. because Ijo 7)(uly) < oo.

We turn to the second assertion of the lemma. Fix g in C?([0,1]) and 0 < s < t < T such
that ¢t —s < 1. A convenient test function, depending only on time and similar to the one
proposed after equation (4.3) in [17], yields that

(w(t), 9) ~ (uls), 9) < = Tom(ul)
+ C1(|AGllso, IVgllos) a (t — 5) + Ca(A, B, |lgllec) a (t — s) eIl

for all @ > 0. The exponential term comes from the b, p contribution to Jr g in the definition
(2.10). Choose a = —(1/2) (1 + ||g/|so) log(t — s) to get that there exists a finite positive
constant Cy, depending only on A, B, g, such that

(w(t). g) — (uls), g) < bg(ffos)_l{f[o,mum t1}.
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This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Let H' be the Sobolev space of measurable functions G : [0,1] — R with generalized
derivatives VG in £2(]0,1]). H! endowed with the scalar product (-,-)1, defined by

(G, H)y, = (G, H) + (VG, VH) (3.4)

is a Hilbert space. The corresponding norm is denoted by || - ||4:

1
|Gl = /]G )|? dx +/ \VG(z)? dz .
0

Recall from (A.12) that any function v in H! has a continuous version. Hereafter, we always
replace v by its continuous version w.
Consider the function ¢ : R — [0, 00) defined by

1 1

—exp{—-———} if|r|<1,
o(r) = Z (1—1r2)

0 otherwise ,

where the constant Z is chosen so that fR r)dr = 1. For each 6 > 0, let

Fr) = zo(%). (3.5)

whose support is contained in [—4, d].
Denote by f * g the space or time convolution of two functions f, g:

(Fe9)@) = [ fa=b)g0)

where the integral runs over R.
Throughout this section, we adopt the following notation. Recall from Appendix A that

we denote by (Pt(R) :t > 0) the semigroup associated to the Robin Laplacian. For a bounded
measurable function u : [0,7] x [0,1] — R, define the smooth approximation in space, time
and space-time by

9
ut(t,x) = [PE(R)ut](a:), u‘s(t,az) = [u(-,x)*¢6](t) = /_6u(t+7‘,m)¢6(7‘) dr,

u(tz) = [P (@) = [PMPu](x).

In the above formulas, we extend the definition of u to [—1,7 4 1] x [0,1] by setting u; = ug
for -1 <t<0,uy =upfor T <t <T+1,

Note that we use the same notation, u¢ and u’, for different objects. However, u¢ and u’
always represent a smooth approximation of u in space and time, respectively. Moreover, the
time-convolution commutes with the operator which explains the identity in the last displayed
equation.

We summarize some properties of u° in the next result.

Lemma 3.2. Let u : [0,T] x [0,1] — R be a function in £2(0,T;H). Then, u® and Vu®
converge to u and Vu in £2([0,T] x [0,1]), respectively. Moreover, if u is bounded in [0, T] x
[0,1] and the application t — (ut, g) is continuous in the time interval [0,T] for any function

g in C*=([0,1]), then, for each € > 0, n > 1, u® and V™u® are uniformly continuous in
[0,T] % [0,1].
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Proof. Recall the notation introduced in Appendix A. As u belongs to £2(0,7;H") and the
norms H', Hp are equivalent,

T
/ lue I, dt < oo
0

This relation can be rewritten in terms of the eigenfunctions (fx : k& > 1) of the Robin
Laplacian as

j[ j{:Ak ut,j%> dt < o00. (36)

0 k>1

Since

wp = > (ue, fi) f s = Y e (ug, fi) i

k>1 k>1

we have that

and, by (A.9),

T T
/ | Vi — Ve |2dt < Co / s — w3, dt
0

= O Z)\k e e ]2(%&7 fu)? dt

0 k>1

By (3.6), the left-hand side of the previous two displayed equations vanish as € — 0, which
proves the first assertion of the lemma.
We turn to the second assertion. We may represent u®, V™*u® as

= Y e M (uy, fi) fulx), (V" = Y e (ug, fi) (V™))

k>1 k>1

The second assertion follows from these identities and from the two hypotheses of the lemma.
Indeed, the bound (A.5) on the eigenfunctions fj permits to restrict the sum to a finite number
of terms. O

For each a > 0, define the functions h, and o, on [0, 1] by

he(x) = ! ){(:17+a)10g(:n—|—a)+(1—:17—|—a)log(1—:17—|—a)},

2(1+42a
oo(z) = (x+a)(l—-z+a).

Note that b = (20,)7 L.
Until the end of this section, 0 < Cy < oo represents a constant independent of €, § and «a
and that may change from line to line.
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Fix T' > 0 and a path u in Dg([0,T], M,.). For a smooth function G : [0,T] x [0,1] — R
and a bounded function H in £2(0,T;H!'), define the functionals

T
Lofu) = {ur.Gr) = (u.Go) = [ (ur.01Gr) .
T T
Bl (u) = /0 (Vug, VH) dt —/0 (o(ug), (VHy)?) dt ,

T
B = [ {baa(m©). H0) + bop(w(1). H(1) bt
By (2.10), for paths u such that u(0) =+,

sup  { L)+ Bly(w) - Bh(w)} = Tom(uly) -
HeC12([0,T]x[0,1])

Lemma 3.3. Fora>0,e>0,0>0, let H. s = Rl (uf?),
R = Ly, ,(u™) — Ly -s(u) .
Then, for any fired a > 0, € > 0, R® converges to 0 as § | 0.

Warning: Until the end of Proposition 3.5 proof’s, we drop the dependence of H = H, 5 =
hg(ua";) on ¢, 0. Hence, H always stands for H, 5.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Recall that Cy represents a constant independent of €, § and a, that may

change from line to line. As P s a self-adjoint operator in £2([0,1]) and commutes with
the time-derivative,

T
Lir(u®®) = (ud, HE) — (ul, HE) — / (ul, O HE) dt
0

T
— ur Hy) ~ (w0, ") ~ [ (a0t + R
0

where
e,0 . ,0,T ,0,0 Ot ) £,0
R = R° — R° and R%":= (uj —w, Hy) + (w, Hf — H;")

for0<t<T.
A simple computation yields that

T T
/ (w0, O HEY dt — / (g, HES) di + RED
0 0

where \RZ’(S] < Cpd||0¢H?||so- To conclude the proof, it is enough to show that, for each fixed

a>0,e>0, Ry and 8[|, H®|| converge to zero as § | 0.
We first prove that

E%Re,CS,t =0 for t=0 and t=1T. (3.7)

We consider the case t = T', the argument being similar for ¢ = 0. As Pt(R) is symmetric,

RET = (ug® — s, Hr) + (ufp, Hy — HY) .
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By Lemma 3.2, for each = € [0,1], u®(-,x) is continuous. Therefore, by definition of H, for
any (t,2) € [0,7] x [0, 1],

limu®?(t,2) = us(t
im0 (t,x) = w(t,z)

. ) . / £,6\0 _ / £ I K / _

i H(T, ) = N (=) (T, @) = ho(u”)(T, ) = lim ho (u™ %) = lim H (T, )
because hl, is bounded and continuous on [0,1]. Note that the dependence on § of the last
term on the right-hand side is hidden, as H is actually A/, (u5?). Claim (3.7) follows from these
results, from the boundedness of u and A/, and the bounded convergence theorem.

It remains to show that §||0;H¢||« converges to 0 as 6 | 0. An elementary computation
gives that, for any t € [0,7],
0

o (t) = P[0 (0) [ () @) () dr
-0
Since ¢? is a symmetric function, a change of variables shows that
1)
[ wt-n @ ar = [t - w0 @ a
By Lemma 3.2, u¢ is uniformly continuous on [—1,7 + 1] x [0,1]. On the other hand,
1) fo () (r)dr = —¢(0). Therefore, the last expression multiplied by § converges to 0 as
640 umformly in [0, 7] x [0,1]. Since A is uniformly bounded, by the bounded convergence
theorem, 0||0;He||oo converges to 0 as d | 0. O

Lemma 3.4. There exists a positive constant Cy < oo such that

(v t
/ a / A i < Co Biy (uy(w) »  |Bjy oy ()| < Co (3.8)

for allu € Dg([0,T], Mac) cme < a < 1. Moreover, for eachw € Dg([0,T],Mae) andi = 1,2,
hmhmBHs(;( u) = Bh;(u)(u)'

el0 640
Proof. Let u be a path in Dg([0,T], Mac). We first show that
1
16%1 lgﬁ]l Bjyes(u) = By ((u) - (3.9)

By Lemma 3.2, Vu® is uniformly continuous in [0,7] x [0,1]. Therefore, for any (¢,x) €
[0,7] x [0, 1],

1 (t,x) = Vui(t,z) .
gf(f)qu (t,x) Vu(t, x)

Recall from the end of the Appendix B the definition of the semigroup Pt(M). By (B.11)
VPE(R) = PE(M)V. Hence,

[
lim V= (t.2) = lim POD [ 0l(u"?) Vus? | (1.2) = PO [(uf) Vi ) a)

Hence, as (Vu)(t,x)dz dt is a finite measure on [0,7] x [0, 1], by the bounded convergence
theorem,

hmBHs(g( u) = /()T{<Vut, G;) — (o(w), [G§]2>}dt, (3.10)
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where G¢(t,z) = P [ R (uf) Vs | (2).
On the one hand, since Pa(M) is a contraction in £2([0,1]), h” is bounded, and since, by
Lemma 3.2, Vu¢ converges to Vu in £2([0,T] x [0,1]),

T 1
lim [ dt / {POD[ 1) (Vi — Vg )]} de = 0
10 Jo 0

Therefore, on the right-hand side of (3.10), in the formula for G* we may replace Vu§ by Vuy
at a cost that vanishes as € — 0.

Since h!/ is Lipschitz continuous, by Lemma 3.2, as € | 0, h”(u®) converges in measure
to h)(u). In other words, for any b > 0, the Lebesgue measure of the set {(¢,z) € [0,7T] x
[0, 1]; |AY (ue(t, 2)) — A (u(t,x))] > b} converges to 0 as ¢ | 0. Therefore, as Vu; belongs to
(0,7 x [0,1]),

T 2 T 2
tim [ (1) (V) dt = /O (! (ug) [Vue] ®) dt .

In consequence, on the right-hand side of (3.10), in the formula for G* we may further replace
R (uf) by to h(u).
To complete the proof of (3.9), it remains to recall that for any f in £2([0,1]), PE(M)f

converges in £2([0,1]) to f as ¢ — 0.
We turn to the proof that

. . 2 2
o i Brres (u) = Biy () -
We examine the boundary condition at = 0, the other one being similar.

By Lemma 3.2, u¢ is uniformly continuous. Hence, as h/, is continuous in the interval [0, 1],
as & — 0, H%°(t,0) converges to P[;(R)[hfl(ui) 1(0). Therefore,

T

T
lgﬁ]l 0 ba,A(ut(O)v H€,5(t70)) dt = /0 ba,A(ut(0)7 Ps(R)[h:z(ui) ](0)) dt . (311)

To conclude the proof, we first replace on the right-hand side i [ Al (u$)](0) by hl(u5(0)).
Since h), is bounded, there exists a finite constant C; = Ci(a, A, @) such that

T

T
‘ /0 ba,A(ut(O) ) Ps(R)[h:z(uf)](O)) dt — / ba,A(ut(O) ) hg(ui(O))) dt ‘

. 0
< G [P )10) - (o) | dr
0
By (A.7), Lemma A.3 and (A.9),
| PP () 1(0) — Hwi(0)) ] < CovA| R, () [

for some finite constant Cy. Hence, the term on the right-hand side in the penultimate
displayed equation is bounded by

T
0151/5/0 0 ) | .

By Lemma 3.2, u° converges to u in £2(0,T,H!). Since h/, and h! are bounded, the previous
integral is bounded uniformly in . In particular, the previous expression vanishes as € — 0.
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It remains to estimate the right-hand side of (3.11) with P;R)[hg(ui)](O) replaced by
h. (u$(0)). By (A.7) and since, by Lemma 3.2, u® converges to u in £2(0, T, H'), lim. o u$(0) =
ut(0). Hence, as R/, is continuous, and since, by (A.16), u° is uniformly bounded, by the
bounded convergence theorem,

T T
lim [ baa(w(0), h(u5(0))) dt = /0 ba,4(ue(0), Ry (ue(0) ) dt

e—0 0

which completes the proof of first assertion of the lemma.
We turn to the bounds (3.8). As o(z) < 04(z), for each € > 0,

T T
/ (Vi , V() dt / (0auf), (VRL(E)?) dt < By (o) (0F) |
0 0

Compute the left-hand side to get that

1 T 1 (Vu€)2
Z/0 dt/o dr < By (e (uf) -

oq(uf)

The arguments presented in the first part of the proof permit to let € — 0 on both sides of
this inequality and yield the first estimate in (3.8).
To estimate B, () (u), note that

bg,D(v, hg(v)) =

plen—a[(F5) ™ - n-a ()T -

In particular, b, p, as a function of v and a is bounded: for all 0 < p < 1, D > 0, there exists
a finite constant Cy = Cy(p, D) such that

sup sup ‘bgp(v, h;(v)ﬂ < Cp.
0<a<1vel0,1]

The second inequality in (3.8) follows from this estimate and the definition of B2, (w) (w). O

Proposition 3.5. There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that

T L vu(t, x)|?
/0 dt/o T dr < Colan() + 1)

for any path u in Dg([0,T], Mac).

Proof. We may assume, without loss of generality, that Ijg7)(u) is finite. By the variational
formula (2.12) and with the notation of Lemma 3.3,

Lit(u) + Blyes(u) = Blos(u) = R < Tom(u) | (3.12)

where, recall, H stands for the function A/ (u®?).
Since u? is smooth, an integration by parts yields that

1 1
Ly(ufd) = / ha(u;é) dr — / ha(ug’é) dz .
0 0
There exists, therefore, a constant Cp, independent of &, § and a, such that

L) < G



LARGE DEVIATIONS FOR THE EXCLUSION WITH ROBIN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 15

In (3.12), let 6 | 0 and then & | 0. It follows from the previous bound, and from Lemmata
3.3 and 3.4 that

By (W) = By () < Ir(u) + Co.

/dt/ W“xp de < Co{Ip(u)+1} .

It remains to let a | 0 and to apply Fatou S lemma. O

Thus, by (3.8),

Note: Since the rate function is declared to be infinite on trajectories with infinite energy,
this result is not meant to show that a trajectory has finite energy. Its interest lies on the fact
that it provides a uniform bound of a strong version of the energy for trajectories with rate
function bounded by a constant.

Corollary 3.6. The density u of a path w(t,dx) = u(t,x)dz in D([0,T]), M) is the weak
solution of the initial-boundary value problem (2.6) if, and only if I (u|y) = 0.

Proof. Suppose that the density u of a path 7(t,dz) = u(t,x) dz in D(]0,T], My.) is the weak
solution of the initial-boundary value problem (2.6). Then, by Lemma B.5, u has finite energy.

On the other hand, by Definition B.3 and the equation following it, u(0) = 7 a.s. and for any
G in CY2([0,T] x [0, 1]),

T
Jra) = — /O (o), (VG)?) dt
T
- /0 {95.5(ur(1), Go(1)) + Go.a(us(0), Go(0)) } dt |

where
1

Qo.0(a, M) = 5{[1—@]@[61\/‘[ ~M—1] +all—g[e ™+ M - 1]}. (3.13)

Here we used the fact that u — a can be written as u(1 —a) — (1 — u)a. As q,p(a,M) >0
Jrc(u) < 0. Hence, the supremum in the variational problem (2.12) is attained at H =
and Ijp 77(u) = 0. Since u(0) =, Ijor(uly) = 0.

On the other hand, if Ijg )(uly) = 0, then, for any G in C¥2([0,T] x [0,1]) and ¢ in R,
Jreq(u) < 0. Since Jro(u) = 0, the derivative in € of Jr.g(u) at ¢ = 0 is equal to 0.
Therefore, by Definition B.3, the density u is a weak solution of the initial-boundary value
problem (2.6). O

0

Let E4, ¢ > 0, be the level set of the rate function Ijg 7 (-|y):
Eq = {ﬂ'GD [OvT]7 )|I[0,T](7T|’7) S Q}-

Proof of Theorem 2.4. The rate function Ijg (- |7) is convex because the energy Qjo7(-)
and the functionals Jp g () are convex.

Let {7n™ : n > 1} be a sequence in D([0,T], M) such that 7" converges to some element 7
in D([0,T],M). We show that Ijg7j(7|y) < liminf, o0 o) (7"]y). If liminf Ijg (7" |7) is
equal to oo, the conclusion is clear. Therefore, we may assume that the set {7™ : n > 1} is
contained in £ for some ¢ > 0. In particular, by definition of /g 7/(-|y) and by Lemma 3.1,
" (t,dr) = u™(t,z) dx for some u" € C([0,T], Mac) with finite energy.
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Since u™ belongs to C([0,T],My.) and 7" (t,dz) = u™(t,z)dz converges to =(t,dx) in
D([0,T],M), n(t,dx) = u(t,z) dzx for some u € C([0,T], M,c). Moreover, by the lower semi-
continuity of the energy Qo 1) and by Proposition 3.5,

Qu,r(v) < lim Qr(u") < Colg+1) < oo

n—oo
for some finite constant Cj.
Claim 1: The sequence {u™ : n > 1} converges to u in £2([0,7] x [0, 1]).
Indeed, by the triangle inequality,

1 r n|2
3 =l a
T T T
< /0 lue — 513 dt + /0 s — €2 dt + /0 e — w3 dt

where uf = Py, u = PE(R)U?. By Lemma A.2 and (A.9), and since ||u¢]|co < 1, the first
and the last terms are bounded by

T
0062/3/0 Ul + P20 Ydt < Coe®{q+T+1}.

On the other hand,
T T
/ us —u %3 dt < / Ze_z)‘ke (Wl — g, fr)?dt .
0 0

k>1

As 7™ converges to m in D([0,T],M), for all g € C([0,1]), (up — uz, g) — 0 for almost all
t € [0,T]. In particular, for every e > 0, the right-hand side of the previous displayed equation
vanishes as n — 0o, which proves Claim 1.

Claim 2: We have that

T
lim / [ ug(0) — P (0) 2 + [ue(1) — (1) dt = 0. (3.14)
0

n—oo

We consider the boundary x = 0, the argument for x = 1 being identical. The proof is
similar to the one of Claim 1 and relies on Lemma A.3 instead of Lemma A.2. By the triangle
inequality, the previous integral, for = 0 only and divided by 3, is bounded by

T T T
u (0) — ug (0)[? ug (0) — up®(0))? up®(0) — u(0))? dt .
/0 e (0) — 6 (0) % dt + /O 1 (0) — u=(O)? dt + /O [#(0) — w2 (0)]? dt

As uy, uy are continuous for almost all ¢ [because they have finite energy|, we may repeat the
argument of Claim 1, using Lemma A.3 instead of Lemma A.2, to show that the first and
third integrals in the previous equation are bounded by Cj g2/5 {¢g+T+1}.

By (A.13), (A.5) and Schwarz inequality,

05 (0) —uf SO £ D€ (i — g, i) YN

k>1 k>1
= Cop(e) Z eME (Ul — g, fi)? .
k>1

At this point, we may repeat the arguments presented in Claim 1 to complete the proof of
Claim 2.
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By Claims 1, 2 and (2.11), for any function G in C12(]0, 7] x [0, 1]),
lim Jg(r") = Ja(n) . (3.15)

n—oo
Therefore, Ijo 7j(|y) < liminf,, o0 Ig 77(7" |7), proving that Ifo (- |y) is lower semicontinu-
ous.
The same argument shows that Ej is closed in D([0,7],M). By Lemma 3.7 below, E, is
relatively compact in D([0, 7], M). Thus, E; is compact in D([0,T],M), as claimed. O

The proof of the next result is similar to the one contained in the proof of Theorem 4.2 in
[7].
Lemma 3.7. For each ¢ > 0, the set E, is relatively compact in D([0,T], M).

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0 and let 7™ be a sequence in E,;. By Lemma 3.1, 7" (¢, dz) = u"(t,x) dx for
some u" € C([0,T],Mac). Since 0 < u"(t,x) < 1, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by
(u™ : m > 1), which converges weakly in £2([0,T] x [0, 1]) to some trajectory u. by the lower
semicontinuity of Qg 71, Qpo,1)(u) < c0.

The proofs of Claims 1 and 2 in Theorem 2.4 yield that u™ converges strongly to w in
L£2([0,T] x [0,1]) and that (3.14) holds. Therefore, by (3.15) and the fact that 7™ belongs
to Eq, Ijgry(mly) < liminf, o Ijo ry(7"]y) < ¢. By Lemma 3.1, u”, u are uniformly weakly
continuous in time. In particular, strong convergence in £2([0,T] x [0, 1]) implies convergence

in C([0,T], Mac)- O
4. DECONSTRUCTING THE RATE FUNCTIONAL

The main result of this section, stated in Proposition 4.5 below, shows that the rate function
Ijo,7)(+) can be decomposed as the sum of two rate functions. The first one measures the cost
of the trajectory due to its evolution in the bulk, while the second one measures the costs due
to the boundary evolution. This decomposition of the rate function is the main tool in the
proof that any trajectory u with finite rate function can be approximated by a sequence of
regular trajectories (u" :n > 1) in such a way that Ijg7(u™ |y) = Ijo(u|7y), the content of
the next section.

Weighted Sobolev spaces. Let Q7 be the cylinder [0, 7] x [0, 1]. Fix a non-negative weight
k : Qr — Ry, and denote by £?(x) the Hilbert space induced by the smooth functions in
C*>°(Qr) endowed with the scalar product defined by

T 1
(G, H))y =/ dt/ ke Gy Hy do .
0 0

Above and hereafter, induced means that we first declare two functions F', G in C*°(Qr) to
be equivalent if (F — G, F — G)), = 0 and then we complete the quotient space with respect
to the scalar product.

Denote by C7(€7) the space of smooth functions H : Q7 — R with support contained in
(0,T) % (0,1). Let H'(r), H}(x) be the Hilbert spaces induced by the sets C>(Q27), C¥(Qr)
endowed with the scalar products, (G, H))1 24, (G, H))1,, respectively defined by

(G H)ion = (G H)s + (VG VH),
(G, H)rx = (VG,VH)) .

The Poincaré’s inequality yields that the norms induced by the scalar products (G, H))1 2.,
(G, H)1, are equivalent in H} (k).
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Denote by || - ||x, || - |1, the norm associated to the scalar product (-, )x, (-, )1,x, respec-
tively. Let H~!(k) be the dual of H}(k); it is a Hilbert space equipped with the norm | - ||_1
defined by

L2y, = sup {2L(G) — |G|, }- (4.1)
GeCE(Or)
By Riesz’ representation theorem, an element L of H~!(x) can be written as L(H) =
(VG , VH)), for some G in H}(k).

When k = 1, we represent £2(k), H(k), Hi(x), H™ (k) as L2(Qr), HY(Qr), HE(Qr)
H(Qr), respectively. Next result is [7, Lemma 4.8]. It states that H~!(k) is formally the
space {VP : P € £%(x~1)}. For an integrable function H : [0,1] — R, let (H) = fol H(z) dx.

Lemma 4.1. A linear functional L : H}(x) — R belongs to H™1(k) if, and only if, there exists
P in £2(k~Y) such that L(H) = fOT dt fol P, VHdx for every H in CF2(Qdr). In this case,

T
ILI2 . = /O (PP wpyr — o) dt,

where ¢; = { (Py/ke)? ) (1/ke) } 1{(1/K¢) < 00}

Representation theorems. Until the end of this section, 7 (¢, dx) = u(t,z) dz is a path in
Dg([0,T),Mac). We assume that u is continuous on Q7 and smooth in time, there exists
e > 0 such that e < wu(t,r) <1 —¢ for all (t,z) € Qr, and Iy 7(u) < oo. These conditions
are fulfilled in sets of the form [, 7] x [0,1], 6 > 0, by paths in II3, a class of trajectories to
be introduced in Section 5. As u is bounded away from 0 and 1, the spaces £%(o(u)) and
L2(Qr) coincide, as well as, the other Hilbert spaces introduced in the previous subsection
with kK = o(u).
Denote by 20: C%!(Qr) — R the functional given by
T 1 T
W) = [t [ otw) WHPds + [ w6 H©.H() db
0 0 0

where
\P(t,M,N) = ba,A(ut(O),M) + 657B(ut(1),N),

and b, p(a, M) has been introduced in (2.9). For each 0 <¢ < T, (M,N) +— ¥(t,M,N) is a
smooth, convex function which takes negative values.

Fix a linear functional L : C%!(Qr) — R. Denote by Ly its restriction to Cg 1(Qr):
Lo(H) = L(H), H e CP' (), (4.2)

where
Cyl(Qr) == {HeC™(Qr): H(t,0)=H(t,1)=0,0<t<T}.
Let Z: Qp — R the function given by
1 r 1
E(t,r) = — /

Jo 1/o(u(t,y)) dy Jo o(u(t,y))
Note that Z belongs to C°(Q7), and that Z(¢,0) = 0, Z(t,1) = 1 for all 0 <t < T. Let £,
(@ C([0,T]) — R be the linear functionals given by

(On) = L(ht)[1—E(t,2)]), (Y(h) = L(h(t)E(t,2)) . (4.4)

dy . (4.3)
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Note that the right-hand sides of the previous identities are well defined because = belongs to
C 0’1(QT).
Note: The definition of ¢9, ¢! explains why we defined L in C%(Qr) and not in C°%°(Qr).
For L(h(t)[1 — E(t,z)]) to make sense, we need the map (¢,z) — h(t) [l — E(¢,z)] to belong
to the domain of definition of L.

Decompose a function H: Qp — R as H = HO + HO  where

HW(t,2) = H(t,0) + [H(t,1) — H(t,0)] E(t,z) . (4.5)

Note that HO)(¢,0) = HO)(¢,1) = 0 for all 0 < t < T In particular, H(© belongs to Cg’l(QT)
so that Lo(H©) is well defined and Lo(H®)) = L(H ).

By linearity and the previous paragraph, L(H) = Lo(H©)+L(H™). By definition of H(1),
O 0 L(HWY=L(H(,0)[1-2]) + L(H(,1)Z) = O(H(-,0)) + £*(H(-,1)), Hence, for
all H in C%1(Qy),

L(H) = Lo(H") + (°(H(-,0)) + ¢'(H(-1)) .
Lemma 4.2. Let L: C%Y(Qr) — R be a linear functional. Then,

sup {L(H) - WH)} = 51 + S, (4.6)
HeC%1(Qr)
where
Sy = sup  { Lo(G / dt/ o(uy) |VGy dr } , (4.7)
GeCyt (Qr)
and
T
Sy = sup / Ce[h g(t)]? dt —/ W(t,ge, hy) dt }
h,geC([o, T] 0

In this formula, ¢, = 1/(1/co(u;)) and ((g,h) = () (g) + ¢ (h).

The first variational problem concerns the interior of {27, while the second one the boundary
of the cylinder Q.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Fix a linear functional L : C%'(Q7) — R. Write H = H® + HD  as in
(4.5). Since H® belongs to Cg’l(QT), Lo(HO) is well defined and Lo(H©®) = L(H©).

By linearity, L(H) = Lo(H®) + L(HM). On the other hand, an elementary computation
yields that VH© and VH® are orthogonal in £2(o(u)):

T 1 0 1
/ dt/ ou) VHEY VHEY do = 0.

Therefore, the supremum appearing in (4.6) can be written as

sup / dt/ o (uy ]VH \2dm
HECOJ(QT)

+ L(HM) / GLH(E ) — H(t,0)]? dt —/ W(t, H,(0), Hy(1)) di |
0

The first line depends only on H(), while the second one only on H,(0), Hy(1). We may,
therefore, split the supremum in two pieces. Recall the definition of the functionals ¢ to
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rewrite the previous supremum as

T 1
— o\ug t2 X
s { L@ /0 dt/0 (u) [V Gy d }

Gecdt (Qr
T T
s {lgh) - / G Ih(E) — g(t)]? dt — / U(t, gu, o) dt )
h,geC([0,T7) 0 0

as claimed. O

We apply Lemma 4.2 to the linear functionals appearing in the definition of the rate func-
tional Ijo 71(-). Denote L@ LV) . C%1(Qr) — R the linear functionals given by

T T
Lo = / (O, Gy ) dt, L (H) = / (Vuy, VH,) dt | (4.8)
0 0

and let £ = L) 4+ L(V) Denote by £, [0, [* the linear functionals associated to £ by (4.2),
(4.4), so that

T T
SQ(G) = / (8tut,Gt> dt + / (Vut,VGt> dt s
0

T ’ T
0@ = [ a®ayd. P = [ w0 g,
where
a(t) = (O, [1 —Z4)) — (Vuy, VEi ), b(t) = (O, Z¢) + (Vug, VE;) . (4.9)
With this notation,
SH) = Lo(HO) + C(H(,0)) + N(H(-1)). (4.10)
Denote by T;: R? - R, 0 < t < T, the strictly convex map defined by
To(z,y) = Gz —y]* + baa(w(0),2) + bgplu(l),y),
and let ®; : R? - R, ¢t > 0 be its Legendre transform:

®y(a,b) = sup {az + by — Ty(z,y)}. (4.11)
z,yeR

Lemma 4.3. Under the hypotheses stated at the beginning of this subsection,

Iy (u) = I[(ol,)T](“) T I[(Oz,)T](u)’
where

1 T
Lom@) = 2120 P 1oy > 1o = [ @uanby) dt.
b 4 b 0

Proof. By definition of the rate functional Ijg 7}, given in (2.12),

Iomy(u) = . ng)lpm ){S(H) — W(H)} .
S )1 T

Hence, by Lemma 4.2, (4.1) and the definition of [°, ['| given above (4.9),

Tory(u) = I[(ol,)T](u) + I[(Oz,)T](u)’
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where
1
I @) = 71200700
o T (4.12)
oy (u) = sup  {Il(g,h) — / Ti(ge, he) dt }
h,geC([0,T7) 0
and (g, h) = °(g) + I'(h). The second term can be written as
T
swp [ {a(®)g(®) + b0 MO~ Yilaho) ) di
h,geC([0,T]) J0
T T
= / sup {a(t)z + b(t)y — Ti(z,y)} dt = / Dy (ag,by) dt .
0 =z,yeR 0
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

The function ®; is convex and continuous. Moreover, ®4(a,b) > 0 [take z = y = 0 in
the supremum]| and ®4(a,b) < ®Y(a) + ®}(b), where ®, ®! are the Legendre transform of

ba,a(ut(0),-), bg p(ur(1), - ), respectively:
0 < @a,b) < @ (@) + Dy, 1)(b)

a?+4fou 90w + a P EE—
CI)?L(CL) = a ln{ ;f’: - } - a? + 4f0,u 90,u + fO,u + 90,u >
U

fow = (1/A)[1 —u] o, gou = (1/A)u [l — a]. The formula for ®., is similar. One just needs to
replace A, a by B, 3, respectively. In particular,

0 < ®(a,b) < Co{l + |a| In* |a| + [b] In* |B] }, (4.13)

where InTz=0for0 <z <1and InT 2 =Inz for z > 1.

where

Note: It might be disconcerting that ®4(0,0) is not equal to 0. This is a consequence of the
fact that bg p(a, -) takes negative values. To remedy, one can add and subtract a linear term to
bg B(a,-), transforming bg g(a,-) into qg p(a,-), given by (3.13). In constrast with bg p(a,-),
qs,8(a, ) is nonnegative and attains its minimum at 0.

After these modifications, ®; becomes

Difa,b) = &i(a+ %[a—ut(O)], b+ %[ﬁ—ut(m) ,
where

Bifa,b) = swp {az + by = Glo -yl — daalw(0),2) — a5p(w(1),y) } ,
z,yeR

and ®;(a,b) > ®,(0,0) = 0.

Both functions ®; and EI;t are convex and continuous. As ®y, EI;t depend on the trajectory
u, whenever we wish to stress this dependence, we represent ®;(a,b), EI;t(a, b), by @Eu)(a, b),
§>£u) (a,b), respectively.

Lemma 4.3 decomposes the rate function as the sum of two independent functionals. The
first piece can still be simplified. This is the content of the next result. Under the hypotheses
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of this subsection, || L(()V) >
the previous lemma that

Lo < 00 Since fOT Oy (ag, by) dt is finite as well, it follows from

Lo (u) < oo if, and only if, ||L((]at) ||2_17U(u) < 00. (4.14)

Suppose that L(()at) belongs to H~'(o(u)). By Lemma 4.1, there exists P in £2(o(u)™!)
such that

P T
L\ (H) = /0 (P, VH,) dt

for all H in C32(Q7). This identity extends to C’g 1(Qr). Since Hy vanishes at the boundary
x = 0, z = 1, the same identity holds if we replace P by P; — ¢; for some function ¢ in
£1([0,T]). By choosing the right constant [that is ¢; = (P;/o(us))/(1/0(ut))], we may assume
that (P;/o(us)) = 0 for almost all 0 < ¢ < T. We denote by M the element of £2(o(u)™t)
satisfying this condition and the previous displayed equation:

M,

o(ut)

T 1
L2y = /0 (M, , VH,) ds , /0 z =0 (4.15)

for all H € C’g’l(QT) and almost all 0 < ¢ < T'. Moreover, as (M;/o(u;)) = 0 for almost all ¢,

by Lemma 4.1,
T 1 2
(@) |12 _ / / M
L o) = dt dx .
Lo ™ 121 0w ; o)

Lemma 4.4. Fiz a trajectory satisfying the hypotheses stated at the beginning of this section.
Then,

1 T
1) = 5 [ LM+ Vg |20 — R}t
(0,77 4 Jo

where

V’U,t

1 uy (1) 1 u(0) 1
o(ug

2 = 0g ———— o} ’ :
>>wm4w‘“grwm %—mm}wwrw

R =

Proof. As Ijo () is finite, by (4.14) and the paragraph preceding the statement of the lemma,

L(()at) belongs to H~!(o(u)) and there exists M in £2(o(u)~!) satisfying (4.15). Therefore, for
all H in Cg'' (Q),

T
So(H) = L\V(H) + L¢(H) = / (M, + Vuy, VH,) dt .
0
By Lemma 4.1,

T
12012100 = [ {10 + Vs = e}t

where R; has been introduced in the statement of the lemma. This completes the proof of the
lemma. O

We summarize the last two results in the next proposition.
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Proposition 4.5. Fiz a path 7(t,dz) = u(t,x)dz in D([0,T],Mac). Assume that u is con-
tinuous on Qp and smooth in time, that there exists € > 0 such that ¢ < u(t,z) < 1—¢ for
all (t,x) € Qr, and that Ijg r)(u) < oo. Then,

1 2
[[O,T}(u) = I[((),)T](u) + I[((],)T](u)7
where Lemma 4.4 provides a formula for first term and Lemma 4.3 for the second.

Remark 4.6. In the statement of Proposition 4.5, we imposed many reqularity assumptions
on u because this is the context in which this result is applied in the next section. The proof
shows that they can be relazed.

5. Ijo/r)(-)-DENSITY

In this section, we prove that any trajectory = € D([0,T], M) with finite rate function can
be approximated by a sequence of smooth trajectories {7n" : n > 1} such that

" — 7 and I[O’T](ﬂ'n"}/) — I[O’T](ﬂ"’y) .

We follow an approach proposed in |28, 7, 17]. Here, and throughout this section, ~: [0,1] —
[0,1] is a fixed density profile. We first introduce some terminology.

Definition 5.1. A subset A of D([0,T],M) is said to be Ij7)(-|v)-dense if for any 7 in
D([0,T], M) such that Ijo)(m|y) < oo, there exists a sequence {7" :n > 1} in A such that "
converges to m in D([0,T], M) and Ijo r)(7"|7y) converges to Ijgr(m|y).

Theorem 5.2. For all v :[0,1] — [0,1], the set IL, is Ijg7)(:|v)-dense. If there exists eg > 0
such that eg < v <1 — &g, condition (b) in Definition 2.5 can be replaced by the existence of
e > 0 such that e <u(t,x) <1—¢ for all (t,z) € [0,T] x [0, 1].

The proof of Theorem 5.2 is divided into several steps. Throughout this section, denote by
u) [0, 7] x [0,1] — [0,1] the unique weak solution of the boundary-initial valued problem
(2.6) with initial profile uy = .

Let II; be the set of all paths w(t,dz) = wu(t,z)dx in Dg([0,T], M), whose density u is
a weak solution of the Cauchy problem (2.6) in some positive time interval. In other words,

there exists > 0 such that u; = u?) for 0 <t <.
Lemma 5.3. The set I1y is Ijg 7(+|y)-dense.

Proof. Fix m in D([0,T], M) such that I r)(7|y) < oo. By definition of the rate function, 7
belongs to D([0, T}, Mac), 7(t, dr) = u(t,r) dz, and Q 11(u) < oo.
For each § > 0, consider the path 7(t, dz) = u®(t, ) dx defined by

u(t, x) if t €10,9],
Wt,r) = { w26 —t,z) ifte[s,20],

u(t — 20, ) if t € [20,T] .
Claim A: The trajectory 7 belongs to II;. Indeed, by definition, u? is the weak solution of
the Cauchy problem (2.6) in the time-interval [0,6]. On the other hand, by definition of u?,
Q) < 2Q)4 (u) + Qo,1)(w). By Corollary 3.6, Qo 4 (u()) < 0o. On the other hand,
Qpo,r](u) is finite because Ijg (7|y) < oo. Therefore, u® has finite energy, which completes
the proof of Claim A.
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It is clear that 7° converges to m in D([0,T],M) as 6 | 0. To conclude the proof of the

lemma it is enough to show that I} (70]y) converges to Loy (m|y) as 6 1 0.

Since the rate function is lower semicontinuous, Ijg7j(7|y) < liminfs g Ijo 1) (70]y). To
prove that limsups_,q Ijo,7) (o) < Ijo,r)(7|7y), decompose the rate function Ijg 7 (7]
the sum of the contributions on each time interval [0, ], [0, 20] and [26, T].

Recall the notation introduced at the beginning of Section 3. By (3.1), (3.2), since in the

interval [26,T] 7° is a time translation of the path ,

7v) into

Lom(7°1y) < Loq(®ly) + 1[0,5](76u5|u((57)) + Iomy(7ly) -

Since the density u9 is a weak solution of the equation (2.6) on the interval [0, d], by Corollary
3.6, the first contribution is equal to 0. It remains to show that the second term on the
right-hand side vanishes as § — 0.

Let o0 = r5u’. As v9(t) = u() (5 — t), the density v solves the backward heat equation:
O = — Av®. Thus, by Definition B.1 and (2.11), for each H in C12([0,T] x [0, 1]),

%ﬁw%::A%2um9,vm>—<d@”»aum%}ﬁ

T
— [ {Baa(u?©. 10) + o (af?(0). (D)}
where

bop(a, M) = %{[1—a]g[eM—1+M] + a[l—@][G_M—l—M]}.

By Schwarz inequality, the first integral on the right-hand side is bounded above by

1) 1 () 2
[a [ Towr,
0 0 U(u(y) (t,.’,l'))
By (B.6), this expression vanishes as § — 0. On the other hand, maximizing E& pl(a, M) over
M yields that the second integral is bounded above by

Il e Lo W1 L ey [ u (0)]a
| {50 O s s g t@ug¢mmu_ﬂ}ﬁ
18— —u)] | a—u0) [1-u(0)]
< /0 ‘ o pom - g 0 ‘dt + Cod

for some finite constant Cy = Cy(av, 8, A, B). By (B.6), this expression vanishes as § — 0.
Putting together the previous estimates shows that there exists a function ¢(d), independent
of H, such that lims_,o¢(d) = 0 and

Ts,u(tsu’) < e(d)

for all H € C*2([0,T] x [0,1]). This shows that lims_q jg 4 (5u? | u?)) = 0, and completes
the proof of the lemma. O

Let IIy be the set of all paths 7 (t,dx) = u(t,z)dx in II; with the property that for every
0 > 0 there exists ¢ > 0 such that ¢ < u(t,x) <1 —¢ for all (¢t,x) € [0,T] x [0, 1].

Lemma 5.4. The set Iy is I7( - |y)-dense.
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Proof. Fix 7(t,dr) = u(t,z)dr in II; such that Ijg 7(7|y) < oo. For each 0 < ¢ < 1, define
the path 7°(t,dz) = u®(t, z)dzx by v = (1 — &)u + eul?).
Claim A: For each 0 < € < 1, the trajectory 7° belongs to II;. Since 7w belongs to IIy, by

definition, there exists 6 > 0 such that n; = m; for 0 < ¢t < §. Therefore, 7 follows the
hydrodynamic equation in the time-interval [0, §]. On the other hand, by the convexity of the

energy, Qjo7)(u®) < Qo (u) 4+ (1 —¢) Qpo,r)(u). Hence, by lemma B.5, Qo 71(u®) < o0.
Therefore, ¢ belongs to IIy, as claimed.
Claim B: For each 0 < € < 1, the trajectory 7° belongs to Ils. By Theorem B.4, for every

6 > 0 there exists k > 0 such that x < u?) < 1—kforall 6 <t <T. This property is
inherited by u® for a different x = k(e) because 0 < u < 1, which proves Claim B.

It is clear that 7€ converges to m in D([0,T], M) as € | 0. Therefore, to conclude the proof
it is enough to show that Ijo )(7|y) converges to Ijg)(7|y) as € | 0. Since the rate function
is lower semicontinuous, I ry(7|y) < liminfeyg fjg71(7|7). On the other hand, as the rate
function I 7(-|7) is convex, by Corollary 3.6,

Lom(7°ly) < (1 —e)om(xly) + elpn(u|y) < A —e)fop(nly) -
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Let II3 be the set of all paths 7(¢,dx) = u(t,x) dz in IIs whose density u is continuous in
(0,77 x [0, 1] and smooth in time: For all z € [0, 1], u(x, -) belongs to C*>°((0,T1).

Lemma 5.5. The set 3 is Ijg7)(:|7)-dense.

Proof. Fix 7(t,dx) = u(t, z)dz in Il such that Ijg 7)(7|y) < oo. Since 7 belongs to the set I,
the density u solves the equation (2.6) in a time interval [0, 36] for some § > 0. Let ¢ : R - R
be a smooth, nonnegative function such that

1
supp ¢ C (0,1) and / o(s)ds = 1.
0

Set p2(s) = e~ p(s/e).
Let x : [0,7] — [0,1] be a smooth, nondecreasing function such that

xt) =0 if tel0,d],
0 <x(t) <1 if te(6,29), (5.1)
x(t) =1 if t€[20,17,

and set x,,(t) = x(t)/n for n > 1. Hence, x,(t) = 1/n for t > 26.
Let n"(t,dz) = u™(t, z) dx where

1
wita) = [ ult e xn()9)e(s) ds = [ ult+ 9o 0s) ds.

0 R
In the above formula, we extend the definition of w to [0,7 + 1] by setting u; = uﬁz:}) for
T <t < T+ 1. This means that on the interval [T,T + 1], u; follows the hydrodynamic
equation (2.6) starting from the initial condition wp. [If w represents the solution of equation
(2.6) with v = up, upsy = wy for 0 <t < 1].
Claim A: The trajectory 7" belongs to II; for all n > 6L
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Fix such n € N. By construction, the density u" coincides with the solution u(?) of the
hydrodynamic in the time-interval [0,6]. To estimate the energy of u™, we consider the time-
intervals [0, 4], [8,20] and [26,T)] separately. On [0, 6], u™ coincides with u(?). Therefore, by
Lemma B.5, the energy of u™ in this interval is bounded (uniformly in n). In the interval
[6,25], u} is a convex combination of us, s for 0 < s < 1/n < §. Since u coincides with u(?) in
the interval [0, 36], and since the solution is smooth in this interval and bounded away from 0
and 1, the energy of u" in this interval is bounded (uniformly in n). Finally, for 26 <t < T

1/n
u(t,z) = /0 u(t + 8) p1/n(s) ds .

By convexity of the energy,

1/n
Qpus)(m") < ; Qp2s.1)(Tsm™) P1/n(8) ds < Qpasryi/m)(7) -

where the translation 7, has been introduced in (3.1). This quantity is finite because u has
finite energy and by Lemma B.5. This proves Claim A.

Claim B: The trajectory 7" belongs to II3 for all n. > 1.

As 7 belongs to Ilo, by construction, so does n". By Definition B.3 and Theorem B.2,
the function u is smooth in the set (0,3d) x [0, 1]. Therefore, by definition, the function u™ is
smooth in time on (0,7] % [0,1]. Asn > ¢6~', and since u = u(?) is continuous in (0, 38) x [0, 1],
by definition, ¢ is continuous in (0, 26) x [0, 1]. We turn to the set [2d, T x [0, 1]. By convexity,
forall 26 <t<T,

1 1/n 1
/O(Vu?)zda: §/0 dsgpl/n(s)/o [Vugrs ) da

t4+(1/n) 1 T+1 1
< C’n/ ds/ [Vug]? de < C’n/ ds/ [Vug|? dx
t 0 0 0

for some finite constant C),. The last integral is finite for two reasons. By Lemma B.5, the
integral restricted to [T',T + 1] is finite. The integral on [0,7] is finite because 7 has finite
energy as all elements of Ils. It follows from this bound and from its definition that u} is
continuous on [20,T] x [0, 1], which proves Claim B.

It is clear that 7" converges to 7 in D([0,7], M). It remains to show that Ijo m(u" |y) —
Tior)(u|y). As the rate-function Ijp7j(-|7y) is lower semicontinuous, we turn to the bound
limsup,, o Ljo,7y(7"|7) < o 7y(7]7)-

By (3.2), the cost of the trajectory n«" in the interval [0,7] is bounded by the sum of its
cost in the intervals [0, 0], [d,26], [20, T]. As u" = w in the time-interval [0,4], and as w is the
solution of the hydrodynamic equation in this interval,

Tos("h) = 0. (5.2)

Consider the contribution to Ijg 7] (7™|y) of the piece of the trajectory corresponding to
the time interval [20,7]. Recall the definition of the functional 7, introduced just above
(3.1). Since xn(t) = 1/n in this interval, by the concavity of o(-), for any smooth function
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H:[0,T—20] x [0,1] — R,
Jr_os m(T2su") < /901/n(8) Jr_25, 1 ( T2s4su) ds

< /901/n(3) To7—26) (T2s4su ) ds .

By (3.1), the right-hand side is bounded by

/901/n(8){I[o,T_25_s}(Tza+SU) + Ijoq(7mru) } ds .

Since u solves the hydrodynamic equation on the interval [T', T'+1], by Corollary 3.6, Ijp g ( Tru ) =
0 for s < 1. Hence, by (3.3), the previous integral is bounded by

[ Ton(u) ds < T (u).
Therefore, optimizing over H,

Tor—25) (257" ) < Ioy(u) . (5.3)

We turn to the contribution to Ij 7 (7™]) of the piece of the trajectory corresponding to
the time interval [d,24]. Since u solves the hydrodynamic equation (2.6) on the time interval
[d,30], it is smooth in (0,30) x [0,1]. Hence, by definition of u™,

o (t,x) = / Opu(t + s,7) oy, 1)(s) ds + / u(t + s,2) Opy, 1)(s) ds .
R R

As u solves the hydrodynamic equation (2.6) on the time interval [4,34], for any function G
in CH2([0, 7] x [0,1]),

20 20
(us, Gas) — (ug, Gs) —/5 (uf, 04Gy) dt = —/5 (Vul', VGy) dt
20 1 1 20
+ [ B @)G) + o -G OIGO}dt + [ 7.Godr.
J d
where

ri(x) = /Ru(t +5,%) Oy, (1) (8) ds .

Therefore,

26 26 1
Js.a(Tsu”) 5/5 (r', Gy) dt —/6 dt/o o(ul) [VGy)? da
20
-, {58l (1),Ge(1) + da,a(u(0),G¢(0)) } dt

where q, p(a, M) has been introduced in (3.13). Since u belongs to IIy, there exists ¢ > 0
such that e < wu(t,z) < 1—cforall § <t <T,0 <z <1. By Theorem B.4, this bound
extends to T' <t < T+ 1, 0 < x < 1. By definition, it is inherited by «”. Therefore, there
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exists a positive constant ¢y = ¢o(e) such that
26 26 1
Do) < [ 01Gidt — e [ d [(VGE do
é 4 0

— ¢ 25{Gt(1)2 + G¢(0)* } dt ,
é

Adding and subtracting G¢(0) to Gy in (r{*, Gy) yields, by Young’s inequality, that this scalar
product is bounded by (1/2A471)((r*)?) + A1([G¢ — G1(0)]?) + A1G4(0)? for all A} > 0. Hence,
by choosing A; appropriately,

26 1
Jsq(msu™) < C’o/ dt/ (r{‘)2 dz |
1 0
so that
26 1
[[075}(7'511,”) § C()/ dt/ (7‘?)2 dx, (5.4)
4 0

It remains to show that r"(¢, z) converges to 0, as n — oo, in £2[(,24) x [0, 1]). Fix a point
(t,) in this set. Since [, 9 ¢y, )(s)ds = Ot [ Py, 1)(5)ds = 0, 7"(t,x) can be written as

/ [ult +s,2) —u(t,2) ] O oy, 1)(s) ds .
R
Since u is Lipschitz continuous on [0,3d] x [0,1], there exists a positive constant C'(§) > 0,
depending only on 4, such that
|ut +s,2) —u(t,z)| < C(0)s,
for any (¢,x) € [0,20] x [0,1] and s € [0,6]. Therefore 7" (¢, x) is bounded above by

C(é)/{Rs | O 0y 1) (5) | ds .

By the change of variables s’ = s/x,(t),

/ 1
/Rs‘atcpm(t)(sﬂds < %/{) {scp(s)—i—sQ]cp'(s)\}ds.

Therefore, as n — oo, r™ converges to 0 uniformly in (6,24) x [0, 1], and, by (5.4),
Jim To g (757" ) = 0.

By (3.1), (5.2), (5.3) and the previous estimate, limsup,,_,o. o 7)(7" [v) < ljo7(7[7),
which completes the proof of the lemma. O

Let 114 be the set of all paths 7(t,dr) = u(t,z)dz in II3 whose density u(t,-) belongs to
the space C*°([0,1]) for any ¢ € (0,7]. Note that II; = II,, introduced in Definition 2.5.

Denote by (Pt(D) 1t >0), (Pt(N) :t > 0) the semigroup associated to the Laplacian on [0, 1]
with Dirichlet, Neumann boundary conditions, respectively. The following property will be
used many times below. For all s > 0 and function f in C1([0,1]),

vPP f = PMNVF. (5.5)
To check this identity, fix f in C1([0,1]), and let us := pP) f. Clearly us is the solution of
the heat equation on [0, 1] with boundary conditions us(0) = us(1) = 0 and initial condition

ug = f. Let vg := Vug, Then, vg solves the heat equation on [0, 1] with boundary conditions
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Vus(0) = Vug(l) = 0 and initial condition vy = Vf Hence, vs can be represented as
vy = PNV, that is, PV = vy = Vu, = VPP £, as claimed.

Fix 7(t,dz) = u(t, z) dz in II3 such that Ijg 77(7|y) < co. Since 7 belongs to the set I1;, the
density u solves the equation (2.6) in some time interval [0,36], § > 0. Recall the definition
of the function x,(-) introduced in (5.1). Let 7" (¢,dx) = u"(t, z) dx, where

ul = wp + P)Ef()t)[ut —w]. (5.6)
In this formula, w() is the smooth function given by w;(x) = u(0) + [ui(1) — u(0)] z.

Lemma 5.6. Fiz n(t,dr) = u(t,r)dv in Il3 such that Ijg r(7]y) < oo. Define u™, n > 1, by
(5.6). For each n > 1, ©"(t,dz) = u"(t,x) dzx belongs to Iy and the trajectory u™ has finite
energy.

Proof. Claim A: The trajectory n™ belongs to II;.

By definition, uy’ = u; = u?) for 0 <t <. It remains to estimate its energy. As up = u?)

for 0 <t < §, by Lemma B.5, the contribution to the total energy of the evolution of u™ in
the time interval [0,0] is bounded. We turn to the contribution in the time interval [, T].

By definition and (5.5), Vuy = Vw + P( &)V[ut —wy], so that (Vul)? < 2(Vwy)?

2{P)E V]us — wi] }2. Therefore, as E(&)Sut <1—¢(0)fordo <t<T,
n|2 T 1
/dt/ |V”t| dz < Co(e) /dt/ VP da
< Cole /dt/ (V) dz + Cyle /dt/{P( —w ]} da

where the constant Cy(¢) changed from line to line. The first term is bounded by the definition

of wy. As PV is a contraction in £2([0,1]), the second term is bounded by

5 /éTdt/Ol(Vut)z dz + Co(e) /éTdt/Ol(thF do

The first term is bounded because m;(dx) = u(t, z) dx belongs to II3. We already estimated
the second one. This completes the proof of Claim A.

Claim B: The trajectory n™ belongs to IIo. By Theorem B.4, and since 7w belongs to Iy, for
every &' > 0, there exists € > 0 such that ¢ <wu; <1 —¢ for all t € [¢/,T]. Denote by £(d) the
constant ¢ When d =46, As u}) = uy for 0 <t <4, this property extends to u} in the interval
[0,0]: for every 0 < ¢’ < 4, there exists £ > 0 such that e <wu} <1—¢ forall t € [§,].

We turn to the interval [§,T]. Fix § <t < T. Let vy = «u,ﬁt) = wt—i—Rq(D)[ut —wyl, s > 0. Note
that v} = U;?L @ By definition, v is the unique solution of the heat equation with Dirichlet
boundary conditions:

Osv = Av,
vs(0) = u(0) , ws(1) = ue(1)

U(Ov ) = ut() :
Here we used the fact that w(t,0) = u(t,0), w(t,1) = u(t,1) and that Aw; = 0. By the
maximum principle, for all s > 0, ming<z<; u(z) < ming<gy<i vs(r) < maxo<z<i vs(z) <
maxo<g<1 ut(x). Hence, the bound £(0) < uy < 1 — (d), which holds for all ¢ € [§,T] by

definition of £(9), extends to USZ W= uy’. Therefore, 7™ belongs to Ils, as claimed.
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The condition Aw; = 0 selects w; among other possible choices. More precisely, in principle
one could define w; as wy(x) = uw(0) + [u(1) — w(0)] f(x) for any smooth function f(z)
such that f(0) = 0, f(1) = 1. However, the proof that u™ belongs to IIy is based on the
maximum principle for the heat equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions. For v to be a
solution we need Aw; = 0 which imposes the choice f(z) = x.

It remains to examine the regularity in space and time of the trajectory wj. Since wu
belongs to I3 and as the time-derivative commutes with the operator PS(D), by definition, the
trajectory uj also belongs to II3. Furthermore, as w; is smooth in space, by Theorem B.4 and
its equivalent version for the heat equation with Dirichlet boundary conditions, u}* € C'*°([0, 1])
for all 0 < ¢t < T, and u} belongs to II4. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.7. The set Iy is Ijg 7)(+|7)-dense.

Proof. Fix 7(t,dz) = u(t,z)dz in II3 such that Ijg7)(7|y) < oo. Keep in mind that u is
continuous in (0,77] x [0,1]. Define v, n > 1, by (5.6), and let 7" (¢,dz) = v"(¢t,z)dz. B
Lemma 5.6, #” belongs to Ily.

By definition, 7™ converges to 7 in D([0, 7], M). Hence, by the lower semicontinuous of the
rate function, it remains to show that limsup,,_,, o 71(7"|7) < Ijo 77(7[7).

By (3.1), the cost of the trajectory 7" in the 1nterval [0,T] is bounded by the sum of its
cost in the intervals [0, 4], [d,T]:

Lo (u™) < Tjos(u™) + Ijor—s)(Tsu™) - (5.7)
As u" = u) in the time-interval [0, d],

I[ng](u") =0. (5.8)

We turn to the interval [0, 7]. Recall the notation introduced in (3.1). The cost of the
trajectory in this interval is given by Ijgp_g(msu™). Let X, (t) = xn(t —0), Ts = T — 4,
v =Tsu, V" = 15u", W = 75w, and observe that v}’ = w; + P}%n()t)[fut —wy), 0 <t < Tp.
Moreover,

e(6) < v <1 —€(9) (5.9)

for 0 <t < Ty, where £(6) has been introduced at the beginning of the proof of Lemma 5.6.
With this notation, Ijg 7_s(7su™) = Ijo7) (V")

By Lemma 4.3, Ijg7(v") = I[(OI?T(;](,U”) + I[(oz)T(;} (v™). We estimate each term of this sum
separately. The next observation will be useful in the argument.

Let L@, L(()at) be the functional introduced in (4.8), (4.2) with T, u; replaced by Ty, vy,
respectively. Keep in mind that these linear functionals depend on the trajectory u(-,-), that
is, on v. Since Ijg 7y (v) = Ijor—5(Tsu) < Ijo)(u) < oo, by (4.14), (4.15), L(()at) belongs to
H~1(o(v)) and there exists M in £2(o(v)~1) such that

Ts 1
L(()at)(H) = / (Mg, VHg) ds , / M, de = 0 (5.10)
0 0 o(vs)

for all H in CF(Qdr,), and almost all 0 < s < Tj.
We turn to I[(O)T ]( ™). By Lemma 4.3, I[(O)T ]( ") = (1/4)[|Lo]%, o(un)- The linear functional
£ introduced just below (4.8) is the sum of L((]at) with L((]V). We first examine L(()at).
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The linear functional L((]at). By definition, since PS(D) is a symmetric operator in £2([0,1]), for
every H € C2(Qr),

& & (D)
/0 <8t’l)?,Ht>dt = /0 <(I—P?n(t))8tﬁ7t,Ht>dt

o (D) ’ (D)
+ / <8ﬂ}t, P)?n(t)Ht > dt + / S(Vn(t) <AP)?n(t)[Ut — ’l/bt] s Ht > dt .
0 0

The last integral runs from 0 to ¢ because X),(t) vanishes for ¢ > ¢.

As (t,x) — (Péf()t) H;)(x) is a smooth function which vanishes at x = 0 and = = 1, by (5.10),

the second term on the right-hand side is equal to the time integral of ( My, V P)%?()t)Ht ). By

(5.5), this scalar product is equal to (M;, ™) VH;) = (P(N) M, , VH;) because the

Xn (t) Xn ()
operator P)%:f()t) is symmetric in £2(]0, 1]).
On the other hand, as H; vanishes at the boundary, an integration by parts yields that the

third term on the right-hand side is equal to

6 6
- /0 Xn () (VP;f()t)[vt —wy], VHy)dt = — /0 Xn (1) <P)%V&)V[vt —w ], VHy)dt ,
where we apllied the identity (5.5) once more.

In conclusion,

& & (D)
/ (Opvi", Hy)dt = / <([_Pgn(t))at@t7Ht>dt
0 0 (5.11)

) " p™) -
+ (PL iy Mi, VHy)dt — |55, (8) (P ) Vv — @], VHy ) dt .
0 0
We estimate the first and the last term on the right-hand side. By Young’s inequality
ry < (1/2A1)2 + (A1/2)y?, A1 > 0, the first term on the right-hand side is bounded by

1 Ts Ay Ts

_— _ pD) ~ 19 A1 2
4, J, ([(I P?n(t))atwt] )ydt + 2 ), (Hf)dt

for all Ay > 0. As H, vanishes at the boundary of [0, 1], by Poincaré’s inequality and (5.9),
this sum is bounded by

Lo I — PP Yo,m,12Vdt + Cy A " VH, )2\
E()([(_Qn(t))twt]> + o10<( ¢ ) )dt

1 Ts R Ts 1
<on | U= PO e+ Coar [Car o) (VH: ) da

241 Jo Xn (t) 0 0
for some finite constant Cy = Cy(u) which may change from line to line.

Since X7, (t) = (1/n) X' (t — 0), by Young’s inequality, the third term on the right-hand side
of (5.11) is bounded by

Co [° . 1[0
@ [ ery Vo -alyya + 5 [((vH?ar

n 0 " n
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for some finite constant Cy which depends on x(-). As PS(N), s > 0, is a contraction in L?(]0, 1])
and since £(d) < vj* <1 —¢(), this expression is less than or equal to

CO o 1 S Cl ) 1 . )
— dt [ [Vv —Vw|*de + — dt | o(v})[VH]* dz
n Jo 0 n Jo 0

)

for some finite constant C; = C(u). We turn to the linear functional L((]V :

The linear functional L((]V). By definition of v},
o & () o)
/0 (Vul', VH ) dt = /0 ((I — P%L(t))th,VHt)dt + /0 <P>?n(t) Voug, VHy ) dt .

For similar reasons to the ones presented above, the first term on the right-hand side is bounded
by

24,
for all As > 0 and some finite constant Cy = Cp(u).

IR (N) \ o 12 i Lo 2
/ (1= PN ) Va2 dt + COAQ/ dt/ (o) (VH,; )? do
0 0 0

The linear functional £9. We are now in a position to estimate I[(ol)T(g] (™) = (1/4)[1L0]|* , o)
Let

_ [ (D) \ s~ 2 _Co [ g
ri(n) = ; <[([_Pyn(t))atwt] ydt, ra(n) = - ; dt ; [Vuy — Vg )* de

Ts
nw = [ - P VR ar.

As both semigroups are continuous, lim, . rj(n) = 0 for j =1, 3. As u (and, thus, v) has
finite energy, by definition of w, lim, o r2(n) = 0. Set A; = \/7;(n) =:¢j(n), j =1, 3, and
ca(n) :=re(n), to get from the bounds obtained above that

Ts Ts Ts 1
2/ (O, Hy)dt + 2/ (Yo, VH, ) dt —/ dt/ o) (VH,; 2 da
0 0 0 0

Ts Ts
< 2/0 (P My, VH,)dt + 2/0 (P, Vo, VH, ) dt

Ts 1
_ [1—an]/ dt/ o) (VH; ) da + o |
0 0

where ¢, = > o;c3¢j(n), en = Co[e1(n) + c2(n) + (1/n)] so that lim, oo en = 0. Note

that ¢, &, do not depend on H. Hence, by definition of I[(Ol)T&]( <) and (4.1),

L n 1 "o
I[O7T5}('U ) < TE. Il Lo H—l,a(un) + ¢,

where Li(H) = [{*(PL)) My + P vy, VH, ) dt.
By Lemma 4.1, the first term on the right-hand side of the previous displayed equation is

equal to

1 Ts oot (N) (N) 2 n
e /0 {/0 oy [Pty Mi + Py Vol do — }dt,

where R} = <[P§:7()t) M, + ng&) Vol /o(wP))2 / (1/a(u})).
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Consider the limit, as n — oo, of the two previous displayed equations. Since &, — 0 and
¢n — 0 we may ignore these constants. On the other hand, by (5.9), £(6) < vy < 1 — g(9).

Therefore, as the semigroup (Pt(N) :t > 0) is continuous in £2([0,1]), we may replace in the

previous equations P)%N()t) M, P}%N()t) Ve by My, Vg, respectively, at a cost which vanishes as

n — oo. Finally, as v = v; a.e., we conclude that

Ts 1
. 1) ny < 1 / / 1 2 . pr
llyl;Il_)Solcl)pI[O’Té}(’U ) < 1]/ { ot [My + Vo |° do Rt}dt,
where R, = ([ M; + Vv /o(v))? / (1/a(v)). By (5.10), this expression is equal to R;, where
Ry = (Vui/a(vy))? /{1/o(vy)). Hence, by Lemma 4.4 [with u; replaced by vy,

limsupI[(O{)Té}(v”) < I[(()l,):n;}(v)'
n—oo

We turn to I(z)

0.75) (v™). By Lemma 4.3,

@) o
Ien) = [ e ar,

where af’, b} are given by (4.9), (4.3) with u replaced by v™. To stress the dependence of ®
on v,, we denoted this functional by ®¥». However, as v"(t,1) = v(t, 1), v"(t,0) = v(¢,0),
P = PV,

Let Z", Z be given by (4.3) with v™, v in place of u, respectively. As v — v almost
everywhere, and since £(6) < v" < 1 — g(6), the continuous function E" converges to =
pointwisely.

An elementary computation, similar to the one presented above when we examined the rate

function [ [(01 )T(ﬂ, yields that

n D ~ —n N ~ —n
af = ((I =P, oy, 1 - 2p) — (I — PLY,))Viy, VE})

D —n N —_n
+ (P oy, 1 = E1) — (P Vo, vED)

+ Xu(t) (v — @y, AP, 1 - 20))

Note that in the last term the operator AP)%f()t) is acting on [1 — Z}] instead of v; — 1wy,

as in the first part of the proof. Here, we simply used the fact that the semigroup P,gD) is
symmetric.

As vy — wy vanishes at the boundary, an integration by parts and (5.5) yield that the last
term is equal to

~ AN — AN N A —
— R (Vor — @), VDL [1 = Z7]) = %) (PL) Vv — @], VE})
where we used that the semigroup PM s symmetric in £2(]0, 1]).

Since €(0) < v™ < 1 — ¢(), there exists a finite constant Cp such that |E}| < C,
|[VEY| < Cp for all n > 1, 0 < ¢t < Ts. Therefore, as X, (t) = (1/n)x'(t — ) and since the
operators PV, P{P) are contractions in £2([0,1]), there exists a finite constant Cy such that
lal |2 < Co{1 + ((Ov)?) + ((Vuy)?) } forall m > 1, 0 < t < Ts. Moreover,

(&) (PN Vv, — @), VE}) = 0,

i 0
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and, as =P — =, VEP — V=, in £2(]0,1]), for all 0 < ¢ < Ty,

11_)111 CL? = at = <at'Ut7 1 - Et> — <V'Ut, VEt> . (512)
A similar bound and limit hold for the sequence b7. Since ®" is continuous and the map
t = ((Ove)?) + ((Vuy)?) is integrable, by (4.13), (5.12) and the dominated convergence
theorem,

Ts Ts
lim OV (ay, b)) dt = / DY (ag, by) dt .
By Lemma 4.3, the right-hand side is equal to [, [(02 )Td (v). Therefore,
: 2 ny _ 72
Jimn Ty (V) = Tz, (v) -
Since v = 15u", v = T5u, adding together the estimates on I[(ol,)T(;} (v™) and I[(Oz’)Té](v"), yield

that
lim sup Ij 7y (75u™) < Ijo,15)(Ts5u) -

n—oo
By (3.3), this expression is bounded by Ijg 71(u|v), which completes the proof of the lemma
in view of (5.7), (5.8). O

Proof of Theorem 5.2. The first assertion follows from Lemma 5.7 and the definition of the
set Il4.

Assume that there exists g > 0 such that ¢ < v < 1 —¢g. Fix 7 € D([0,T],M) such
that Ijg7j(m|y) < oo. Let 7"(t,dz) = u"(t,r)dx be the sequence in IL, which Ijo7(-[v)-
approximates 7 in the sense of Definition 5.1. Since 7" belongs to IL,, there exists ¢ > 0 and
e > 0 such that u = u?) for 0 <t <dande <u"(t,x) <1—e¢ forall (¢,2) € [6,T] x [0,1].
By (B.4), there exists 1 > 0 such that e; < u"(t,2) < 1—¢; for all (¢,z) € [0, ] x [0,1]. This
completes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 5.8. The difference between the present context and 7] is that the rate function is
conver. We used this property to restrict our attention to trajectories bounded away from 0
and 1 and smooth in time [that is to paths in 13].

We conclude this section deriving the explicit formula for the rate functions of trajectories
in IL,.
¥

Proof of Proposition 2.6. As u belongs to IL,, u is smooth in (0,7] x [0,1], and for each
0 <t <T, there exists § = d(t) > 0 such that 0 < u(t,z) < 1— 0. Therefore, equation (2.15)
is strictly elliptic and can be solved explicitly. The solution H inherits the smoothness from
u. In particular, it belongs to C*2((0,T] x [0,1]).

As u belongs to I, u follows the hydrodynamic equation in a time-interval [0, {] for some
t > 0. Hence, for 0 < t < t, the solution of (2.15) vanishes: H(t,z) = 0 for all (¢,z) €
[0,¢] x [0,1]. Hence, H actually belongs to C*2([0, 7] x [0, 1]).

We turn to the formula for the rate function. For a function G in C*2([0,T] x [0,1]), let

T T
LT7g(u) = <uT,GT> — <U(),G0> — / <ut,8th> dt + / <VU¢,VG¢> dt .
0 0
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Multiply equation (2.15) by G, integrate over space and time, integrate by parts in space, and
recall the boundary conditions to get that

T
LT7g(’LL) = 2 /0 <0’(ut) VHt, VGt> dt

T
+ /0 {Ge(V)ps,p(ue(1), Hi(1)) + Ge(0)pa,a(ue(0), H(0)) } dt .

Insert this expression in (2.11) and add and subtract some terms to get that
T
Jrou) = — / (o(ur) [VH, — VG ]?) dt
0
1 T
- Z / [1 - ’LLt(O)]a [th(O) — th(O) — [Gt(O) _ Ht(O)] th(O)] dt
0

T

- % / Ut(O) (1 — a) [e_Gt(O) — e_Ht(O) _ [Gt(O) _ Ht(O)] e—Ht(O)] dt
0

= B + Ipr(u),

where g 7(u) is the expression appearing on the right-hand side of (2.16) and B is a term
similar to the second and third lines of this formula with the left boundary conditions replaced
by the right ones. Since the expressions inside the integrals are all positive, the supremum in
G is attained at G = H, so that

I ry(u) = Sup Jra(u) = Tom(u),

which completes the proof of the lemma. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.7

In this section, we prove the dynamical large deviations. The strategy is by now classical and
we just indicate the main steps. The main point here is that the dynamics can be considered as
a small perturbation of the exclusion process with Neumann boundary conditions (the process
induced by the generator Llj’\}ﬂk) because the boundary dynamics is speeded-up only by N.

The reversible stationary measures for the exclusion process with Neumann boundary con-
ditions are the uniform measures with a fixed total number of particles. The grand canonical
versions are the product Bernoulli measures with a fixed density. For this reason, we take one
of these measures as reference measure.

There is an important difference between our model and the exclusion process with Dirichlet
boundary conditions. Recall the definition the functional Jp g introduced in (2.10) and (2.11).

For the sake of this discussion, denote by JTD%C the corresponding functional in the context of

exclusion dynamics with Dirichlet boundary conditions [3, 7, 17, 20]. While J:R]?{C is defined
on the set D([0, T, Myc), in the present context, the functionals Jr g are defined only on the
subset Dg([0,T], M,c) of trajectories with finite energy because only for such trajectories are
the boundary densities well defined. As a consequence, in the two-blocks estimate, the usual
empirical density, (2Ne+1)7! ZyeAN,\y—xKe 1y which, as a function of x, has jumps needs to
be replaced by a smooth approximation. See (6.1) below.
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A super-exponential estimate. We follow the proofs presented in |7, Section 3], [17, Section
6], [20]. Denote by vy the Bernoulli product measure on Qy with density 1/2 and by Dy the
Dirichlet form given by

]DN(f) = <_L1/3\}11kf7f>1/1\77 f:QN%R-l-‘

Next result is [7, Lemma 3.1| adapted to the present context. The proof is elementary and
left to the reader. It relies on a Schwarz inequality.

Lemma 6.1. There exists a finite constant Cy, which only depends on the parameters o, 3,
A, B, such that

(Enfs Floy < =DN(f) + CoN Eyy[ f7]
forall f: Qn — R,

Given a cylinder function h, that is a function on {0,1}? depending on 7., = € Z, only

through finitely many z, denote by 71(04) the expectation of h with respect to v, the Bernoulli
product measure with density a:

h(a) = Ey[h] .

Denote by {7, : # € Z} the group of translations in {0, 1}* so that (7,¢), = (. for all z,
z in Z and configuration ¢ in {0, 1}%. Translations are extended to functions and measures in
a natural way. They are also extended to configurations, functions and measures in Q. In
this case, for x, y € {k/N : k € Z} such that y, z +y € An, (Tan)y = Noty-

Fix a strictly decreasing sequence {U; : € > 0} converging to 1: U, > U > 1 fore > &’ > 0,
lim, o U. = 1. Recall from (3.5) the definition of the approximation of the unity ¢°. For e > 0,
m € M, denote by Z.(m) the measure in M,. defined by

1
Ee(m) (dx) = Uie/o ¢ (y — z)w(dy)dx . Let 7V = = («V). (6.1)

Clearly, 7V¢ belongs to M, for N sufficiently large because U. > 1. Denote its density by
u™¢. We have just pointed out that 0 < u™*(z) < 1 for N large. The map z + u™5(x) is
smooth, and, if x is at distance less than e from the boundary of the interval [0, 1], u™*(z)
does not represent the density of particles around x because the integral is carried over an
interval which does not contain the support of ¢(- — ).

Let H € C(]0,T] x [0,1]) and h a cylinder function. For ¢ > 0 and N large enough, define

Va2 10,7] x Qn — R by
1 T €
Vel (tm) = 5 D Hlta/N){rh(n) — h(u*(2)} .
TEAN

The sum is carried over all x € Ay for which the support of 7,k is contained in Ay. For a
function G € C([0,T]) and cylinder functions h, f whose supports are contained in N, —N;
respectively, let Wg :[0,T] x Ay — R be defined by

WG (tn) = Gt) { h(n) — h(u™(e)) } ,
WGt = G@) { (v f)m) — Fa=(1-e) } .
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Theorem 6.2. Fix H in C(]0,T] x[0,1]), G in C([0,T]), a cylinder function h whose support
ia contained in N, a sequence of configurations {n’¥ € Qn : N > 1} and § > 0. Then

hm hmsup log]P’ ‘/ VHh t m)dt‘ > 5} = —00,

=0 Nooo

lim lim sup

Goh— o
e=0  Nooo Nlog]P’ /0 WN,& (t,?’]t)dt‘ > (5] - .

A similar result holds if the cylinder functions h has support contained in —N and the
minus sign in Wﬁ’:’_(t,nt) is replaced by a plus sign. The proof of this result follows from
Lemma 6.1 and the computation presented in the proof of [24, Lemma 3.2].

An energy estimate. The next result is Lemma 3.3 and Corollary 3.4 in [7]. The proof is
similar and the details are left to the reader.

Proposition 6.3. Fiz a sequence {G; : j > 1} of functions in C%1([0,T] x [0, 1]) with compact
support in [0,T] x (0,1) and a sequence {n™ € Qn : N > 1} of configurations. There exists a
finite constant Cy, depending only on o, 8, A, B, such that

hmsuphmsupﬁlog]? [lrgjaé(k QGj(uN,a) > g] < —l 4 Cy(T+1).

e—0 N—oo

forallk, £>1.

Upper bound. The upper bound proof relies on the super-exponential estimate presented
in Theorem 6.2 and on the energy estimate stated in Proposition 6.3. It is similar to the one
presented in [17, Subsection 6.3|. As a consequence of the argument, the rate function can
be set as +o0o for trajectories that are not absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure or which do not have finite energy. In other words, in the proof of the upper bound
one can set Ijg 7)(7|y) = +o0 for m ¢ De([0, T], Mac).

Lower bound. We follow the arguments presented in |7, Subsection 3.4] and [17, Subsection
6.4]. Fix an open set § of D([0,7],M) and a density profile v : [0,1] — [0,1]. Recall the
definition of the set I, introduced in Definition 2.5. Fix a path 7 (¢, dz) = u(t,z) dx € II,NG.

Let (" : N > 1) be a sequence of configurations associated to the density profile in the
sense (2.5). Denote by IP’TI;[N the probability measure on D([0,7],Qy) induced by the weakly
asymmetric exclusion process with Robin boundary conditions defined in Section 7.

Given two probability measures P and @) we denote by Ent (Q | P) the relative entropy of
Q@ with respect to P. By Theorem 7.1, Proposition 2.6 and an elementary computation,

1
dim - Ent ( PPy ) = Tory(l) -

Therefore, since N~ log(deN /dP,~) is absolutely bounded, by the proof of the lower bound
presented at [22, page 277|,
hmmf logP,~[§] > —

n—oo N

f I
ﬂEISI}W [0,T) (uly) .

The lower bound follows from this result and the Ijo 7)( - |y)-density stated in Theorem 5.2.
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7. WEAKLY ASYMMETRIC EXCLUSION WITH ROBIN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Recall the notation introduced in Section 2. Fix H € CY2([0,7] x [0,1]). Consider the
weakly asymmetric exclusion process induced by the external field H with Robin boundary
conditions. The generator of this process, denoted by £ is given by

H H.,lb H bulk Hib
Ly = Ly~ + Ly + LY, (7.1)

where, for a function f: Qy — R,
(L") = N2 Y e e =@ pgmeten) — f(n) ),

xEA(J)\,
(V) = S {00 —n) + O (- a)n H flo%n) — F)}

r N -
(LR Hm) = Z {080 —n) + e 1= Byn p{ Flo'n) — )}
Denote by P/ ;i a probability measure on Q, the measure on D([0, 7], Q) induced by the

o
Markov process with infinitesimal generator L% and initial state u. Let Qﬁl be the probability

on D([0,T],M) induced by the empirical measure 7 and the measure ]P’,If : @ﬁ[ = ]P’{j om L

Theorem 7.1. Fiz a measurable profile v : [0,1] — [0,1]. Let {un : N > 1} be a sequence
of probability measures on QU associated to v in the sense (2.5). Then, the sequence of prob-
ability measures QEN converges to the probability measure QY concentrated on the trajectory
7(t,dx) = u(t, z) dz, whose density u is the unique weak solution of

ou = Au — 2V{o(u) VH} ,

Vur(1) — 20(ur(1)) VH(1) = pgp(w(1), Hi(1)),
Vuy(0) — 20(uy(0)) VH(0) = —pa,a(uw(0), Hi(0)) ,
u(0,) = () -

The proof of this result is by now classical and divided in several steps. One first proves
tightness. Then, one shows that any limit point of the sequence QEN is concentrated on
trajectories 7(t,dz) = u(t,r) dz whose density belongs to £2(0,T;H!), where the H! is the
Sobolev space introduced in Section 4. Finally, one shows that limit points of the sequence

EN are concentrated on trajectories which satisfy the identity (B.7). It remains to invoke the
uniqueness of weak solutions, stated in Theorem B.7, to complete the proof. The technical
details are standard and the arguments rely on the bound presented in Lemma 6.1. We refer

to [22, 1].

(7.2)

APPENDIX A. THE ROBIN LAPLACIAN

We present in this section some results on the Robin Laplacian needed in the previous
section. We refer to |26, 29] for details. Denote by Apr the Laplacian on [0, 1] with Robin
boundary conditions, sometimes called the Robin Laplacian [29, Section 4.3].

Fix A € R and consider the eigenvalue problem

~Af=)f,
(VF)(0) = A7 £(0) (A1)
(VA1) = —B7Lf(1).
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This problem has only the trivial solution f = 0 for A < 0. For A > 0, the equation —Af =\ f
can be turned into a two-dimensional ODE which yields that the solutions of (A.1) are given
by f(z) = a[cos(v/Ax)+b sin(v/Ax)] for some a, b € R. The boundary conditions are satisfied
if and only if

VA

AMB -1~
in which case b = (Av/A)~!. This identity excludes A = 0 from the set of eigenvalues of the
Robin Laplacian.

An analysis of (A.2) shows that it has a countable set of solutions {); : j > 1}, where
0 <A1, Aj < Ajpqpand Aj ~ 42 in the sense that there exists 0 < ¢y < ¢1 < oo such that

cj? < Aj < a 4% forall j>1. (A.3)

Denote by {f; : j > 1} the associated orthonormal eigenvectors, which form a basis of
£2([0,1]). By the previous analysis,

fi(x) = a;{ cos(v/Njz) +

tan VX = (A+ B) (A.2)

1

sin(4/A;x) ¢, A4

where a; is chosen for f; to have £2-norm equal to 1. It can be shown that |a;| < Cj for all
j > 1, where Cj is a finite constant depending only on A and B. Therefore, by (A.3),

[ fillo < Cor V" fille < CoW)"? < Coj" (A.5)

for all j > 1, n > 1. A straightforward computation provides a formula for the Green function
of the Robin Laplacian: Let K : [0,1] x [0,1] — Ry be given by

1 {(B+1—a;)(A+y), 0<y<az<l,

Kr(z,y) = (A.6)

1+A+B |B+1—y)(A+2), 0<z<y<l1.
Denote by Kg the integral operator defined by

1
(Knf)(z) = /0 Kn(e.y) f(y) dy .

Then, Kr = (—AR)_l.
Denote by Hp the Hilbert space obtained by completing the space

Cip(l0.1) = {feC(0.1): (V(0) = A7 f(0) . (VH(1) = =B~ f(1) }
endowed with the scalar product (-, - )y, defined by
<f7.g>7‘lR = <f7 (_AR)9>

= L r0) 400 1 v v d L ryg0 (A7)
— 51050 + [ (VH@) (Vo)) do + 3 D).
Denote by || f||7, the norm induced by the scalar product (-, - )3 ,. We have that

k>1

for all f € Hp.
Recall from (3.4) the definition of the Sobolev space H!. The norms || - ||z, and || - |3
are equivalent. There exist finite constants 0 < C7 < Uy < oo such that

Cillfllae < lflle < Callflln (A.9)
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for all f € C2([0,1]). In particular, the spaces Hp and H' coincide.
In terms of the eigenfunctions fj,

13, = Z)‘k‘<f7fk>‘2‘ (A.10)

k>1

Moreover, a straightforward computation yields that for all f € C’i 5([0,1]),
IF 1% < 2(AV ) Ifl, - (A.11)

Fix a function f in H!. It is well known that there exists a continuous function f(©) :
[0,1] = R (actually Holder continuous, | (y) — £ (z)| < || f|l2]ly — z|'/?) such that f = f{)
almost surely. Moreover, for all h € C'([0,1]),

/1thdx = fO)n1) - 90 / Vfhdz. (A.12)
0

The next result provides an explicit formula for f(©) in terms of the eigenvectors fy.

Lemma A.1. There exists a finite constant Cy such that

ST £ | < Coll fllne

k>1

for all f € HY. In particular, >, <1 (f, fr) fx(:) defines a continuous function, and, for almost
all z € [0,1], N

f@) = > (f fi) fulz) - (A.13)

k>1

Proof. By (A.9), f belongs to Hr. By Schwarz inequality,

(1 ml) < Sxnl . 5| z—

k>1 k>1 >1

The second sum is finite by (A.3) and the first one is finite by (A.10). This proves the first
assertion.

Since each function fj is continuous, and a summable sum of uniformly bounded continuous
functions is continuous, >~ (f, fr) fx(-) defines a continuous function. As (fy : k£ > 1)

forms an orthonormal basis of £2([0,1]), f = S ws1(fs fx) fr as an identity in £2([0,1]). In
particular, these functions are equal almost everywhere. O

Denote by (P, P > > 0) the semigroup in £2([0,1]) generated by the Robin Laplacian: For
any function f € L2([ 1]), t >0,

= D e i) fr- (A.14)

k>1

In particular, for each t > 0, Pt( Jisa symmetric operator in £2([0,1]) and P f e C*([0,1])
for all f € £2(]0,1]). Moreover, as Pt( ) is symmetric, by (A.10), P, t(R) is a contraction in Hp
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and £2([0,1]):
I P f By = D e Nl (F L P < 1 B
k>1
IR FIE = S e (L fi) [P < (I FIB
E>1
Let f € £2([0,1]) be given by f = > k>1(f s fk) fr. For each t > 0, there exists a finite
constant Cy(t) such that

R
IPEFIZ < Co®) I F1B, 1P Uu%lﬁ < Colt) 14113 (A.16)
Indeed, by (A.10) and since Pt( ) is symmetric and P fk = e_)‘ktfk,
1P f By = Do Aee ([P < o) 31U P = o 117153

k>1 k>1

(A.15)

for some finite constant Cy(¢). On the other hand, by Schwarz inequality and (A.5),
2
IPfIR = || Do e s fid | < A A = QOIS
k>1 k>1

for some finite constant Cy(t).

Lemma A.2. There exists a ﬁmte constant Cy such that
1P F = Flla < Cot || £l

forallt >0, f € Hp.

Proof. Since (fy : k > 1) is an orthonormal basis of £2([0, 1]),
— 2 2
I PEf = 15 = Y [e™ =17 [(f. 4) |
k>1
Fix kg > 1. Since the sequence \; increases, the right-hand side can be bounded by
ko—1

[et — 112N [4F, f) [P+ 7 ST |
k=1

0 k>ko

The first sum is bounded by || f ||3. In view of (A.10), the second one is bounded by | f ||%_£R
so that

R _ 2 1
IPPF = 118 < (1= e PUTI + 5l £ By
0

As1—e ™ <z, x>0, and since, by (A.9), || f |2 < Col| f ||ny for some finite constant Cj,
R 1
1727 = 718 < {Cot) + 5=} 1 B
0
To complete the proof, it remains to choose kg such that /\,;03 ~ 2. O
Lemma A.3. There exists a finite constant Cy such that

1P F = flloo < Cot™ || £ |l
for allt >0, f e C([0,1]) N Hrg.



42 T. FRANCO, P. GONCALVES, C. LANDIM, AND A. NEUMANN

Proof. Fix z € [0,1]. Since f is continuous, by (A.13) and (A.5),
(PP a) - 1)) < G (X[ - e[ 5 ])
k>1

for some finite constant Cy. By Schwarz inequality and (A.10), the right-hand side is bounded

by
cgz MY N[ )| —CSZ = e f e

k>1 k>1 k>1

It remains to estimate the sum. Fix kg > 1. Since the sequence A\ increases, as 1 — e % < x,
x >0, by (A.3), the sum is less than or equal to

C1—eMot]? Z—<C{ )2+kio}
k>ko

for some finite constant C. It remains to choose ko such that kj ~ t=2. O

APPENDIX B. INITIAL-VALUE PROBLEMS WITH ROBIN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

We present in this section some result on the initial-boundary value problems (2.6), (7.2).
Recall the definition of the Sobolev space H! introduced in (3.4). Fix a function ¢ € £2([0,1]),
and consider the initial-boundary problem

ou = Au

(Vu)(t,0) = AL (t 0)
(Vu)(t,1) = =B lu(t, 1)
u(0,-) = o(-) .

Definition B.1. A function u in £2(0,T;H') is said to be a generalized solution in the
cylinder [0,T] x [0,1] of the equation (B.1) if

/uthdx—/qﬁHodx—/ds/us@H dx

/ds/ Vu, VHy dx — / {—us H,(1) + %uS(O)HS(O)}ds
for every 0 <t < T, function H in C+2([0,T] x [0,1]).

(B.1)

Next result is proved in [1]. We present it here in sake of completeness.

Theorem B.2. For each ¢ € £%(]0,1]), there exists one and only one generalized solution to
(B.1). The solution is smooth in (0,00) x [0, 1] and can be represented as u(t,z) = (Pt(R)qS)(a:),
where Pt(R) 1s the semigroup associated to the Robin Laplacian. Moreover,

min{ 0, essinf ¢ } < w(t,z) < max{0, esssup¢ } (B.2)

for all (t,x) € Ry x [0,1]. Finally, if ¢(x) < b for some b > 0, then, for each ty > 0 there
exists € > 0 such that u(t,x) < b—e for all (t,z) € [to,o0) x [0,1]. Analogously, if ¢(x) > a
for some a < 0, then, for each ty > 0 there exists € > 0 such that u(t,x) > a + ¢ for all
(t,l‘) € [t(],OO) X [07 1]
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Proof. Existence and uniqueness of generalized solutions, as well as their representation in

terms of the semigroup Pt(R) is the content of Theorems 1 and 3 in [26, Section VI.2|.

We turn to (B.2). Assume first that ¢ belongs to H'. By (A.9), ¢ € Hpg, and, by
Lemma A.3, u(t) converges to ¢ in £°([0,1]) as ¢ — 0. Since the solution is smooth in
(0,00) x [0,1], by the maximum principle stated in Theorems 2 and 3 of |27, Chapter 3],

min{ 0, inf wu(to,y)} < u(t,z) < max{0, sup u(to,y)}
0<y<1 0<y<1

for all (t,z) € [to,00) x [0,1]. Letting to — 0, as u(tp) converges to ¢ in £°°([0,1]), yields
(B.2).

To extend this result to ¢ € £2([0,1]), we consider a sequence ¢, € H' which converges to
¢ in £2([0,1]) and such that essinf ¢ < ¢,(x) < esssup¢ for all 0 < z < 1. Denote by u"
the solution of (B.1) with initial condition ¢,. Fix ¢ > 0. By the result for initial conditions
in H*,

. . < mi .
min{ 0, essinf ¢ } < min{0, oégfgl on(y) }

< u"(t,x) < max{0, sup ¢n(y)} < max{0, esssup¢}.
0<y<1

for all 0 <z < 1. By (A.16), u™(t) converges to u(t) in £°°([0,1]). This completes the proof
of (B.2).

Assume that ¢(z) < b for some b > 0. By (B.2), u(t,z) < bforallt >0,0 <z < 1.
Fix tp > 0, and assume that maxg<z<i u(to,x) = b. As b > 0, the boundary conditions
imply that the maximum cannot be attained at the boundary. On the other hand, if it
is attained at the interior, by Theorem 2 of |27, Chapter 3| and by the smoothness of the
solution, u(t,z) = b for all (t,x) € (0,t9] x [0,1]. This is not possible at the boundary.
Therefore, maxo<z<i1 u(to, ) < b. By the maximum principle, this bound can be extended to
all (t,x) € [tg,00) x [0,1]. The same argument applies to the lower bound. O

Let p € M, be the unique stationary solution of the equation (2.6). That, is p is the
solution of the elliptic equation

Ap =0
(Vp)(0) = A7 [p(0) — ] (B.3)
(Vp)(1) = BB = p(1)]

An elementary computation yields that p is given by

a(l+ B)+BA (B—a)z

P = T BTrA 1+B+ A

Note that p is the linear interpolation between p(—A) = a and p(1 + B) = .

Definition B.3. Fiz vy : [0,1] — [0,1]. A function u in £2(0,T;H") is said to be a generalized
solution in the cylinder [0,T] x [0,1] of the equation (2.6) if u(t,z)—p is a generalized solution
of the initial-boundary problem (B.1) with initial condition v — p.
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Therefore, a function v in £2(0,T;H") is a generalized solution in the cylinder [0, 7] x [0, 1]
of the equation (2.6) if

/Oluthdx - /OlvHodx - /Otds /01u383H3d$: —/Otds /OIV’LLSVHSdZE
t
- [ {F = a1m0) + 100 —al7(0) } ds

for every 0 < ¢t < T, function H in C12([0,T] x [0, 1]).

Theorem B.4. Fiz v : [0,1] — [0,1]. There exists a unique generalized solution of (2.6).
The solution is smooth in (0,T] x [0,1] and satisfies the bounds

min{ «, essinfy } < u(t,z) < max{ 3, esssup~} (B.4)

for all (t,z) € [0,T] x [0,1]. Moreover, for all 0 < to < T there exists € > 0 such that
e <u(t,x) <1—e¢ forall (t,x) € [to,T] x [0, 1].

Proof. The proof of this result is similar to the one of Theorem B.2. O

Fix v : [0,1] — [0,1], and denote by u(?) the unique weak solution of (2.6) with initial
condition ~.

Lemma B.5. There exists a finite constant Cy, which depends only on «, 8, A, B such that

/ / (Vius)” d +—/‘us loglz_ﬁﬁ‘ds

1 1
[us(1) — B] log ———— ] Us ‘ds < Copt + / Fo(y)dx — / Fo(uy) dx
- 0 0

for allt >0 and all v : [0,1] — [0,1].

Proof. Fix F € C%([0,1]), an initial profile 7 : [0,1] — [0, 1], and denote by u the solution of
(2.6). Since u is smooth on (0,00) x [0, 1], integrating by parts and in view of the boundary
conditions, for all 0 < § < t < o0,

/01 F(u)dx — /OIF(u(g)da; = - /;ds/ol F" (us) (Vus)? da
— [ 50—l o) ds — [ s - 51 F () ds.
As ug converges to v in £2([0,1]), letting § — 0 yields that for all ¢ > 0,
/ ds/ F (1) (Vug)? da + / 2 [s(0) — 0] F'(us(0)) ds
b [ gt -y = [ Foa — [ F .

Since for each ¢t > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 such that ¢ < u(s,z) < 1—¢ for all (s,z) € [t,00) x
[0, 1], the previous argument can be applied to the function Fy(r) = rlogr+ (1 —r)log(l—r).
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It yields that

t L (Vuy)? t1 us(0)
/o ds/o ouy) /o a0 —alloe 7= Gy &
‘1 8llog W [ v — [ Ro(u)da
+/0 7 [us() 6]1g1_u5(1)d = /0 Fo(v)d /OFo( t)d

for all t > 0. Clearly, for each o > 0, the function f, : (0,1) — R defined by f,(r) =
[r — o] log[r/(1 — r)] is bounded below by a finite constant, say —c1(0) < 0. Hence,
| fo(r)| < fo(r) + 2¢1. Therefore, there exists a finite constant Cy = Cy(A, B, «, B) such that

/ / d +—/ ‘us —a]logi‘ds
o(us) 1 —ug(0
+§/0

for all t > 0, as claimed. O

(B.5)

u

1 1
[us(1) — B] log#s(l)‘ds < Cot + /0 Fo(vy)dz — /0 Fo(uy) dx

As u; converges to v in £2([0,1]), letting ¢ — 0 in the previous lemma yields that

t 1 (Vu, ”
}gl(l){ /0 ds/o (av(us T + —/ ‘ us(0 logliqf)(o)‘ds
+§/0 ‘[us(l)—ﬂ]log%‘ds}:ﬁ

Definition B.6. Fiz H € C%1([0,7]x[0,1]). A functionu in £2(0,T;H') such that 0 < u < 1
a.e. is said to be a generalized solution in the cylinder [0,T] x [0,1] of the equation (7.2) if

1 1 t 1
/uthd$—/7God:E—/ds/ ugs 0,Gg dx
0

/ds/ { = Vu; VG, + 20(us) VH; VG, } da (B.7)

/{pﬁ, us(1), Hy(1)) Gs(1) + pa,a(us(0), Hs(0)) G5(0) } ds

for every 0 <t < T and function G in C*2([0,T] x [0,1]).

Theorem B.7. Fiz v : [0,1] — [0,1] and H in C%L([0,T] x [0,1]). There exists a unique
weak solution of (7.2).

Proof. Existence follows from the hydrodynamic limit of the WASEP. Uniqueness is based on
the energy estimate. Fix two initial conditions vV, ) and denote by u(!), u® two weak
solutions of (7.2) with initial conditions A1~ respectively.
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Before presenting a rigorous argument we provide an heuristic one. Approximate w =

u® — uM by a sequence of functions G in CH2([0, T] x [0, ]) By (B 7), forall 0 <t < T
1! 1 Yo
5 wt de — = [ 2dx + ds sz
/ ds / (uM) | VH, Vw, da (B.8)

- / { 5(1)? Psp(Hs(1)) + ws(0)2ﬁa7A(Hs(0))} ds

0
where p, p(M) = D' {oeM 4+ (1 — p)e ™ }. As B, p(M) > 0, the last integral is negative.
Therefore, by Young’s inequality 22y < ax? 4 a~'22, and since VH is uniformly bounded and
o Lipschitz continuous,

1t 1/t
—/wtda:——/[(z) 2dr + — /ds/VwS
2

< Co(H /ds/wdm

for some finite constant Cy(H) which depends on H. It remains to apply Gronwal inequality

to conclude that ) .
/ w? dr < eCol / [7(2) - ’Y(l) |? da
0 0

which yields uniqueness.

We turn to a rigorous proof. Recall the notation introduced in the proof of Lemma 3.3. Fix
a smooth function F : R — R and recall that w = v — ). As w? is a smooth function,
for0 <t <T,

t 1
€0 SOYY = s "(wE0) O da .
(Fi®)) — (Fwf >>—/Od /0 F(w®) 9wt d

Integrating by parts, the right-hand side becomes

1 1 t 1
/ wf’5 F'(wf’5) dx — / w8’5 F'(wg’é) dr — / ds/ w?‘s 8SF'(w§’6) dz
0 0 0 0

By Lemma 3.3, actually its proof since we changed the definition of w®, this expression is
equal to

1 1 t 1
/ wy F'(wf’é)a"s dx — / wo F'(wé’(s)a"S dx — / ds/ wg s[F' (wS)*°|dx + R.;5, (B.9)
0 0 0 0

where for all € > 0, lims_,o R. 5 = 0.
Take F(a) = (1/2) a®. Let ¢ be the convolution of ¢ with itself:

@ (t /m—s

and set c]b((f) (t) = 61 P (t/5). Since Pt( )is a semigroup and since Pt(R) comutes with the
time convolution, for any function f € £2([0,T] x [0, 1]),

(P ta) = [ [P 5+ 5))(a) o (s) s
R



LARGE DEVIATIONS FOR THE EXCLUSION WITH ROBIN BOUNDARY CONDITIONS 47

Therefore, the first three terms of (B.9) are equal to

1
/wtwfddx—/ wow?f&dx—/ds/ w38w2€5d$
0

with the convention, starting from this equation and up to the end of the proof, that the

superscript ¢ represent now convolution with ¢((52) instead of ¢g.
By (B.7), this sum is equal to

t 1
/ ds / { — Vu, Vw?® + 2{cw?) - o)} VH, Vw?*? }dx
0 0

- /0 {Pp.5(Hs(1) ws(1) wi* (1) + Po,a(Hs(0)) ws(0) wi*(0) } ds

where p, p(M) has been introduced in (B.8). By (A.16), (A.9), for cach £ > 0, Vw?® belongs
to £2([0,T] x [0,1]). Therefore, as § — 0, Vw?* = (Vw?*)? — Vw?® in £2([0,T] x [0, 1]).
On the other hand, by (A.7) and (A.9),

2.6 2.6
|wt€ (1)_wt()|2 CHw6 _wt€||7-[1

for some finite constant Cy independent of ¢ and t. A similar inequality holds at = = 0.
Therefore, as Vw20 — Vw2 in £2(]0,T] x [0,1]) as § — 0, w?® 2(1) = w2 (1) in £2(]0,T7)) as
6 — 0. In conclusion, letting 6 — 0, the sum appearing in the penultimate displayed equation
converges to

/tds/l{—szVw§€+2{0(u§2)—J( ))} VH, Vw2 } dx
0 0
- /0 {Pa.p(Hs(1) ws(1) wiF (1) + Pa,a(Hs(0)) ws(0) wi(0) } ds .

By the first assertion of Lemma 3.2, as € — 0, Vw?® converges to Vw in £2([0,T] x [0, 1]).
Therefore, as € — 0, the first line converges to

t 1
/ ds/ { = Vw, Vw, + 2[o(u?) — o(ulV) | VH, Vws } da .
0 0

On the other hand, as w € £2(0,T;H"'), by Lemma A.3, w§(1) — w(1) in £2(]0,T)).
Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem, as € — 0, the second line converges to

- /O (555 (Ha(1) wa(1)? + Faa(Ha(0)) wa(0)? } ds

This proves that equation (B.8) is in force and completes the proof of the theorem. O

We conclude this section with a heat equation with mixed boundary equations. Fix a
function ¢ € £2([0,1]), and consider the initial-boundary problem

ou = Au

(Au)(t,0) = A~1Vu(t,0)
(Au)(t,1) = — B~ Vu(t, 1)
u(0,:) = ¢() -

(B.10)
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One can define generalized solutions of this problem as in Definition B.1 and prove existence
and uniqueness as stated in Theorem B.2. The solution can be represented as u; = Pt(M)(b,
where (Pt(M) : t > 0) represents the semigroup associated to the Laplacian with boundary

conditions
(ANO) = A7H(VH0), (AN = =B~H(V().
Denote this operator by Ajs. An elementary computation shows that the eigenvalues of Ay
coincide with those of Ag.
We claim that for all s > 0 and function f in C'*([0,1]),

vPR f = pMyyf (B.11)

To check this identity, fix f in C1(]0,1]), and let ug := PS(R)f. Clearly us is the solution of (B.1)
with initial condition ug = f. Let vs := Vug, Then, vy solves (B.10) initial condition vy = V f.
Hence, v, can be represented as vy = PS(M)Vf, that is, PS(M)Vf = vy = Vus = VPS(R)f, as
claimed.
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