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A bstract

W e study general zero range processes w ith di erent types of particles on a d—
din ensional lattice w ith periodic boundary conditions. A necessary and su cient
condiion on the jump rates for the existence of stationary product m easures is
established. For translation invariant jum p rates we prove the hydrodynam ic Iin it
on the Euler scale using Yau’s relative entropy m ethod. The lim i equation is
a system of conservation law s, which are hyperbolic and have a globally convex
entropy. W e analyze this system In tem s of entropy variables. In addition we
obtain stationary density pro les for open boundaries.

1 Introduction

The zero range process is a stochastic particle system on the d-din ensional lattice Z¢
where the Jim p rate g k) of a given particke depends only on the occupation number k
at is current position. Thism odel was origihally introduced as a sin pl exam pl of an
interacting M arkov process {l]. Various properties have been established, am ong them
the existence of the dynam ics under very general conditions, classi cation of invarant
m easures, and hydrodynam ic 1im its B, 3, 4].

In thispaper we generalize the zero range process to n di erent types ofparticles. T he
Jum p rate g; of the i-th com ponent depends on the occupation num bers of alln soecies
at a given site. For the process to have stationary product m easures, these rates cannot
be chosen arbitrarily. W e nd that such m easures exist if and only if the logarithm of
the Jmp rates g; is given as the lattice derivative r ;G of a suitabl potential G. In
general, the stationary product m easures do not factorize w ith respect to the di erent
oom ponents.

O ur goal is the derivation of the hydrodynam ical equations on the Euler scale, which
are expected to be given by a system ofn conservation laws. For this purmpose we use
the relative entropy method of Yau [], which, while directly applicable to the present
case, has the disadvantage to yield the desired result only up to the rst shodk. So farwe
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did not attem pt to extend our resuk to all tim es ©llow Ing eg. the lines in 1. W e show
that the system of conservation law s is hyperbolic and the thermm odynam ic entropy of the
stationary m easure is a Lax entropy []]. This property follow s from certain reciprocity
relations for the steady currents of the com ponents. Such relations have recently been
established for one-dim ensional interacting particle system s restricted to nearest neighbor
interaction and nite occupation numbers [].

O ne source of m otivation for this work com es from the analysis of one-din ensional
driven di usive system sw ith open boundaries. For one-com ponent system s the analysis of
the hydrodynam ic lin it equation led to the theory ofboundary-induced phase transitions
which provides a general fram ework for a quantitative description of the steady-state
selection in system s which are in contact w ith particle reservoirs at their boundary [,
10]. In system s w ith m ore than one conserved quantity interesting new phenom ena have
been found such as phase separation and spontaneous symm etry breaking fi1, 12], for
a recent review see {13]. Agai it is naturalto ask for principles goveming steady-state
selection and the resulting phase diagram in system s with many species of particks.
T he m acroscopic behavior of such system s has been exam ined to som e extent {14] only
recently and there are very few rigorous results §,713]. In our note we analyze the system
of conservation law s for open boundaries in temm s of entropy variables {1§]. For stationary
solutionsthe system decouples, and we are able to derive stationary density pro les, which
we state explicitly for one-din ensional geom etry.

2 Stationary product m easures

2.1 The n—com ponent zero range process

Let us oconsider a zero range process with translation nvarant jump rates on the d-
dinensional torus ; = @=LZ)%. There are n di erent Soecies of particles and Xkt

;1) 2 N be the num ber of particles of component 12 fl;:::;ngon stex 2 , where
N = £0;1;2;:::g. The state space isgiven by [ = N") ' and we denote a particke

con guration by = (%) = 1 X);ii; o X) .Atagiven stex 2 .,
L

x2 %2
the number ;&) of i-type particles decreases by one aﬂ:erai’l exponential waiting tin e
wih mte g; () and the laving particlke jum ps to site x + y with probability p; ().
The Jmp probabilitiesp; :Z2 ! [0;1] are nom alized and assum ed to be of nite range
R 27", 1ie.
X
piy)=1; p:i0)=0 and piy)=0oryj>R : @d)

Yy

To exclude hidden conservation law s the p;’s have to be irreducible, so that every particle
can reach any site of the lattice w ith positive probability. The rate function g; :N" !
0;1 ) vanishes forallk = (K;;:::;k,) 2 N with k; = 0 and is otherw ise positive and
unifom Iy bounded from below, ie. using the shorthand k = &k*;ky),

gkk)=0, ki=0 and g, = sup infgik';k)> 0 22)



foralli= 1;:::;n. W ih these assum ptions the generator of the zero range process is
given by

X X »
LE)()= g & piy) £CFFY) £() 23)

X2 1 =1

regarded as a linear operator on C ( ;R). The con guration ¥™**Y results from
after one particle of component i ismoved from x to x + y, ie ;.L;X’wy @) = ;@) +
Pij( 2;(x+y)m od L4 .x) rallz2 1, 3j= 1l;:::;n. The number of particles N; ( ) =
x2 ., i®) of component i is conserved, and these are the only conserved quantities.
They divide the con guration space into nite, Invariant subsets with xed N; 2 27,
i= 1;:::;n.Restricted to such a subset, L. isa niedmens:onalmamxandtheprooess
iswellde ned. However, forL, = 1 this is true only for \reasonablk" initial conditions
and under additional assum ptions on the jum p rates, which are given in Section 31 (cf.

2,14).

2.2 Existence of stationary product m easures

For the one-com ponent processn = 1, aswell known, there exists a fam ily of translation
invarant stationary product m easures (see eg. 2,3, 17])

x) 1
L()=Y 1el(><’Y L wjch()=XlelY Iy
Zz () g k) o k)

x2 1 k=1 =0 k

24)

The param eter 2 R is the chem ical potential and controls the average particle density,
the nom alizing constant Z ( ) is the partition function. O ften  is replaced by the fu—
gacity = exp[ ]2 D;1 ). W e use this notation In Section 4 2, but for Sections 2 and
3 the chem ical potential tums out to be m ore convenient. In the case n > 1, the sta-
tionary m easures are of product form only underthe follow ing condition on the jim p rates:

A ssum ption: For every i;j 2 fl;:::;ng and k = 17:::5ky) 2 N® with kizks > 0
ket

gk g kk 1)=g5k)gkiks 1): 2 5)

This assum ption is equivalent to the existence of a potential G : N" ! R for the
logarithm ofthe jum p rates such that

oggik)=G k) G k5ks 1): 2.6)

G iven G, the jm p rates de ned via @.6) clearly satisfy ©.5) by construction. On the
other hand for given jum p rates g; cbeying £.5) one can de ne G recursively via €.6) by
xing G (0;:::;0) = 0. This construction does not depend on the order of summ ation,



since by £.35) the sum over every closed path vanishes. For exam ple one can choose

K1
G k)= logg; (31707:::;0) +
Ji=1
X2 ¥n
loggy ki;;0;:::;0) + o4 ogg, kij:iiikn 174h) ¢ @.7)
=1 =1

Theorem 1: (Stationary product m easures)

The zero range process de ned in (2.3) with m ore than one component, n > 1, has sta-
tionary product m easures if and only if the condition €.5), equivakntly @.8), is ful lkd.
In this case the fam ily of stationary m easures can ke written as

Y 1 h xn i
Py = — &Xp G &) + i1 ®X) 2.8)
X2 z ( ) i=1
with the chem icalpotentials = ( 1;:::; ,) 2 D asparameters. D is the domain of
convergence of the partition function
X h xo i
Z ( )= exp G (k)+ iki . (2.9)
k2N" i=1

D is a nonem pty, convex subset of R" with In nite volum e m easure.

P roof: First we assume that £.5) and @.6) are satis ed and show that " de ned
in @.8) is stationary. Since G exists by assum ption, them easure “ iswellde ned on D
and 2R" ;< lbgg;;i= 1;:::;n D becaussof @J). ForZ ( 1),z ( ?)< 1
itiseasytoseethatZ @ '+ @ q) 2)< 1 Prallg2 D;1], thusD is convex. The
rem ainder ofthe rst part ofthe proofis a straightforw ard generalization ofthe standard
argument forn = 1, given eg. in 3]. To prove stationarity of “ we have to show that
forallf 2 C ( ;R)

X X X -
MLfi. = g ® pily) £CFFY) £() F()=0: 210)

2 xy2 p =1

W ith @) it iseasy to show that the one point-m arginal  satis es

kik; 1)
k)= —""" " expl 1] @ 11)
g; k)
foralli= 1;:::;n, k= (ky;:::;k,) 2 N® with k; > 0. Forevery X;y 2 1 one has
gi( ®)E(F*Y) 2 ()= g (17 i+ 1w )& y) £() B (FYR),

2 1 2 1



where we Introduced the shorthand ( 1; 5 o) X) = 1 X);uy o &®) . W ith thisand a
change of variables In the sum m ation over x we obtain

X DD ¢
hLfi.= £() P; ) ® vy) (17 5 17 o) &)
2 =1 x;y2
2
4gi (17 ++ 1 )X y) (17 4+ 15 )X y)
x v)
3
. Y
g &) x) 5 @) =0 212)

(173 1+ 17 n)®) 22 _nex yxg

which vanishesby €.11) forevery £ 2 C ( 1;R). Thus €.10) isshown and " is station-
ary.

Assume now that " is an arbitrary stationary product m easure of the zero range
process w ith generator L . Then

h.fi. =0 forall £2C ( ;;R) 213)
and, by inserting special functions £, one deduces conditions on the jum p rates. C onsider
a con guration where there arek = (ky;:::;k,) 2 N” particles at a xed site x and
the rest of the lattice isempty, ie. () = yxk orally 2 . From the stationarity
condition @.I3) with £ =  we obtain for the onepoint m arginalof *

h i X .

g k)+ it g k) k)= k5ks 1) ; @l14)

=1

wherewesst ()= 0 ifk < O forsome i2 f1;:::;ng. To get @.14) we used

i 1
0;:50;k;0;:50)= (O . J1s
( ! o _, 9:07:50;1;07:50) @15)

asknown from the stationary m easure of the one com ponent system @4).Now kt £ be

the indicator function of *#*Y, wih = .k g2 , asaboveandk;> 0.Using £.13)
to @.15) we obtain
h i
pity) 0)gik) k) kGky 1 =
X h i
= p;(y) k%iki Liky 1 gjli+ ey @+ ey €) : (16)
36 i

with the shorthand k = (';ki;ky) and e; 2 R™ the unit vector in direction i. @.18)
holdsforally 2 1 and iscbviously fiul lled ifthe two square brackets vanish individually.
U nder the assum ption that they do not vanish, one can easily construct a contradiction
to @.14). Thuswe cbtain

k)= (ki 1)=gik) 217)



foralli2 fl;:::;ng. Applying £.17) twice in di erent order for atbitrary 16 jwe get

et el 53 et el
) = K5k lllkj 1 &k Illk] 1) ; 2 .18)
g k)g; kk; 1) g;k)g;k;ks 1)
and £.5) easily ollows. 2

R em ark: If the jim p rates are site dependent and satisfy ©.6) with potential G, for
every site x, the m easure de ned analogous to @.8) is still stationary, since the temm s in
©.12) cancel for each site individually. However, we did not see how to generalize the
reverse argum ent to space-dependent rates.

2.3 P roperties of the stationary m easures
T he particle density R; ofcom ponent 12 f£1;:::;ng is translation Invariant and given by
Ri()= &) = 4;0) =@€,logz() O @19)

as a function of the chem icalpotentials . For 2 D themeasure has some nie
exponentialmomentsashe ©Y =2 ( + )=Z ()< 1 Prsu clently snall 2 R ®.

Therefore R = 1;7:::;Ry) :D ! D iswelldenedwihD = R D 0;1 ).

Due to @.19), IogZ ( ) is monotonic increasing on D and the com pressbility is given
by the m atrix of second derivatives as

DR ()= @.,Ri() ”=D2]ogZ( )= @2i j]OQIZ( ) = h;0) 50)1° 7220)
ij 1] 1]
where J_(O) 3(0) c = J_(O) ](O) 1(0) ](0) . ThusDR ( ) ]SSYITImetl:IC
and positive de nite, because
D X 2Ec
a" D?’bgz () a= a; 10) > 0 2 21)

=1
Pralla 2 R® with fgj= 1. Hence the eigenvalues of D 2 logZ ( ) are real and positive,
which ensures that logZ ( ) is strictly convex and R is invertbbleon D . Since DR ()
is also continuous, D is di eomorphic to D . W e denote the inverse of R by M =

M.;:::;M,) :D ! D andde nethemeasure ' = DT;(),which is .ndexed by the
particle densities . Thereexistsan > Osuchthat 2 D fralljj< ,so0 ' is
de ned for analldensities. lhmany cases it isD = (0;1 )", eg.under the assum ption

B3) or B4) in Section 3.1. However, there are also cases where there is no stationary
product m easure for large densities. These systam s show an interesting condensation
phenom enon for large  and have been studied for one-com ponent system s in {17, 1§]. Tn
this case the behaviorofZ ( ) and R ( ) at theboundary @D is of in portance. W e will
not discuss this point any further here.

T he stationary current of com ponent i is given by

Ji()=m @E)hyi =m ;) exp M () 222)



as a function of the particle densities. Herem (o) = F v2 1 ypi (y) 2 RY denotes the

rst m om ent of the jum p probabilities p;, which in general is non-zero and detem ines

the direction of the current. The strength is proportionalto exp M ;( ) and thus a
m onotonic increasing function of the chem ical potential.

T he them odynam ic entropy S ( ) of the stationary m easure is the convex conjigate

oflogZ ( ) given by the Legendre transform
xn
S()= sup 11 9z () 223)

2b =1

W ith @27) wehave oralli2 fl;:::;ng
@,S()=M;()= loghgii : 224)

T herefore we have the follow ng relation for the determ inants, denoted by J:1j

D?S() =DM ()= DRM ()) ‘= D2bgz®™ ()) ~>0: @ 25)

Thus S is strictly convex on D . N ote that due to the structure of the stationary m easure
the densities are given as derivatives ofthe partition finction w ith respect to the chem ical
potentials. This keads to

@, boghgii = @, loghgsi 2 26)

foralli;j2 £1;:::;ng, which can be considered as the m acroscopic analogue of condition
©.5) on the jum p rates.

3 H ydrodynam ics

3.1 The hydrodynam ic Im it

W e will show that under Eulerian scalngt! t=L,x ! u= x=L hthelmit L ! 1
the tin e evolution of the localparticle densities (t;u) is given by the follow ing system
of conservation law s:
Xd
Q ;(u) + @uka tbu) = 0; 1i= 1;:::5n ; 3J)
k=1

where J¥f is the k-th spatial com ponent of the ith current J;( ) de ned n @27)

and u = (Ui;:::;uyg) 2 = R=Z . is the continuous space variabl. To prove the
convergence, the dynam ics of the zero range process has to be well de ned in the Iin it
L ! 1 which isguaranteed by (see B, 3))

sip spiklki+ 1) gk)i<1o: 3B2)

;32 f1;:::ng k2N

W e also need to inpose an extra condition on the stationary m easure, which is needed
for the one block estin ate (see 3], Chapter 5), as one in portant part of the convergence



proof. There are two altematives, the rst one is to require that the partition function
Z () is nite orall 2 R", which is equivalent to the existence of nite exponential
m om ents, ie.

exp [ 0] =2z2(+ )Z()<1l Prall 2R" , D =R": 33)

Note that thisinpliesD = (0;1 )", avolding possble problm s In case (t;u) reaches
the boundary ofD . A lftematively, we can in pose sublinearity of the jum p rates, ie. for
alli2 fl1;:::;ngand allb 2 (0;1 )" there exist a; o) 2 R such that

gk) ab)+b k and ']ij()=l forall 2 @D : (34)

The second statem ent is needed to ensure D = (0;1 )", sihce sublinearity does not
rukout D $ R™. Given a solution (t;u) of 3.0) we denote the corresponding local
equilbrium measureby © iy w hich w illbe com pared to the tin e dependent distrioution
¢ ofthe zero range process,

Y

L L L
) = (L) and t = oSw (3.5)

X2 4
where Sy is the sam Igroup S: associated to the generator I speeded up by L. The
proof of the follow ing theorem is an application of Yau'’s relative entropy method [,
which requires som e reqularity ofthe solution (t;u). In general solutions of conservation
law s develop shocks aftera nite tin e even for am ooth nitialdata (seeeg. [7:]) . Thusthe
convergence proofisvalid only up to thetim e T ofthe appearance ofthe rst discontinuity.

Theorem 2: Hydrodynam ic lim it)

Let 2 C? D;T] ;0;1 )" be a solution of (3.1) rsome T 2 (0;1 ) with smooth
and bounded initialpro ke  (0;:), satsfying ;(O;u) ;> 0,i= 1;:::;n. Under the
assum ptions (34) and (33) resp. (34) Bt § ke a ssquence of prokability m easures on

r,whoseentropy H § ", rehtiveto * . isoforder o(L?). Then

g Lt =o@?) Prall t2 O;T]: (3.6)

t (t;:)

Applying the entropy inequality in the standard way (see B], Chapter 6), Theorem 2
In plies the follow ing

C orollary : Under the assum ption of Theorem 2, for any an ooth test function £ : ! R,
t2 0;T]and i= 1;:::;n, the lowing Iim it
X Z
-  f&=L) sGx)=  f@) iGuwdu 3.7
Lt 1 Ld

X2 1
holds in prokability, where (t;x) denotes the tim e t con guration of the zero range pro-—
cess with distrdoution [ .

The proof of Theorem 2 is close to the ones given In 3, §] and its m ost in portant
steps w illbe sketched in Section 3.3.



32 Properties of the Im it equation

Introducing the matricesD J*( ) = @ Jf 4 one can rew rie @.0) i the quasilinear
form

Q. (Gu)+ DJ* (Gu) @, @u)=0: 3.8)

T he current is given by

DJ()= *()DM () with §()= ymyf) exp Mi() ; (3.9)
where ¥ isa diagonalm atrix and m , (o;) is the k-th space com ponent ofm o;). Since
DM ()= D?3Ss( ) is sym m etric and positive de nie, we can wrte forallk = 1;:::;d

DJ*= D% ' Dp2s ' ¥p?s T p3s T (3.10)

ThusPD J* is sin flar to the real symmetricmatrix D2S ~ X D2S 7, which inplies
that  [_,!,.D J* isdiagonalizable orall! = (!;;:::;!9) 2 R wih 3 j= 1 and that
@:.E) is hyperbolic {1§]. The question of strict hyperbolicity, ie. whether all eigenvalues
of izl ! «D J¥ are nondegenerate, cannot be ansvered in general. It depends on the
dynam ics of the zero range process and one has to chedk for each system ssparately.
W ith @24) and B9) it iseasy to see that S ( ) satis es
xn
@iS()DJ}i‘j()=@ijM () forallj= 1;:::;n; k= 1;:::;d; 311)
=1

n

provided we sst F () = . m () jexp[;]. @Al are the dn de ning relations
for entropy entropy— ux pairs of hyperbolic system s [/, 16]. For general system s w ith
dn > d+ 1 these equations are overdeterm Ined and the existence ofan entropy entropy— ux
pair isnot guaranteed. H owever, aswe jist have shown, fora zero range process the Euler
equation hasalvays a strictly convex entropy S, de ned in € 23), w ith corresponding  ux
E.

System s of conservation law s w ith entropy are studied in detailin [1]. In general, by
transfom ation to the so-called entropy variables the quasilinear equation (3.8) sim pli es
to a symm etric system . In our case these variables are given by the chem ical potentials

tbu) = M (t;u) and the derivative ofthe current w ith regpect to  iseven diagonal,

Xd
DR (Gu) @ (u)+ “ Gu) @, Gu)=0; 312)
k=1
where *( )= * R () isde nedin B9).

To summ arize we have shown that the lin it equation (3.3) isa hyperbolic system w ith
globally convex entropy. G eneral results on the existence and unigueness of solutions of
such system s are rare, even forthe simple form (3.12). So further results for system sw ith
open boundaries are based on solid argum ents rather than rigorous proofs and presented
In Section 4.



33 ProofofTheorem 2

T he proof ©llow s closely the one given in 3], Chapter 6, and §] and we only sketch the
maln steps. The only part of the proof where the structure of the stationary m easure
for n-com ponent system s enters is 8.18§), where we use the symmetry ofDM ( ). Since

¢ and ", are absolutely continuous with respect to each other and w ith respect to a
reference nvariant measure *, 2 (0;1 )", one can de ne the density

Ly 2 Y _ ¥ zM ) Tep seMs GxL)
at 2 M ((GxL) e ieMi()
LetH. () = H [ ., betheentropyof ! rehtiveto ., .Toestablish theestin ate
6), we willprove a G ronwall type inequality
Z t
Hy® Hy 0+ C Hy(s)ds+ o?) (3.14)

0

w ith uniform error bound forallt2 [0;T ]. T he entropy production is bounded above by
Z
1

%()LL F0) B () di; 3.15)

@H ()

L

where L istheadjpintofL in L?( '). This inequality is proved in ], C hapter 6, under
very general conditions covering our case. U sing the regularity of M (t;:) , the rdght
hand side of 3.15) can be rew ritten as

. . X X0 xd .
c() LL ()= @, J; (Gx=L)
x2 1 i=1 k=1

QM;: @EGx=L) myp)g &) Jf (Gx=L) +0 @’

X XB
Qe £ ()= QM ; (x=L) ;&) i@x=L) : 316)

x2 =1

The right hand side of the st lne is a telescoping sum and vanishes up to an error
0 L9 !). Because ofthe reqularity ofM ( ) a summ ation by parts pem its to replace the
localvariables by theirblock averages. T hey are de ned as

\ 1 X . 1 X

S S WY i 9 = NI 14 i 317

; &) cr 10 v); o &) AR ‘g V) ( )

X Y3 X Y3
fori= fl;:::;ngand ‘2 Z*. Usig the hyperbolic system (3.3) and the symm etry of
DM we cbtain
X x4
QM ; (Gx=L) = Q. J¢ x=L) @, M; (x=L) : (3.18)

i¥j
=1 k=1

10



Z Z y x x
= Q ' L ! gql= m ' gk dt
. °t t t t = ki) g, X) i () £
r t Lx2 g =1 k=1
Z  x xooxd ‘
+ Q,M; @x=L) ff '); @Gx=L) d.; (319
L x2 ¢ =1 k=1
w here
ffa;b =J'@) Jfb) rJd‘b) @ b): 320)

A bound for the second tem on the right hand side of (3.19) com es from the entropy
inequality (see B, Chapter 6). D ropping the argum ent of £f we get

Z x x xd
@,M; @Gx=L) £ffd¢ CH [ P, +0@™™hH: (@21

L' x2 ¢ i=1 k=1

The rsttem is estin ated integrated in tin e by using the so-called one block estin ate
(see 3], Chapter 5)

2 x x xd ‘ ‘
Jm Ilm L ° my g &) Jf &) dlds=0:@322)
LR 0 Lx2 [ =1%k=1

This is the only part of the proofwhere either one of the two regularity assum ptions on

the stationary measure 3.3) or B4) is used. Inserting @21) and @22) n @I9) we
obtain B.14) via 3.15) and Theorem 2 Pllows.

4 Stationary solutions for system s w ith open bound-
aries

4.1 Unigueness criterion for the physical solution

In this section we tum to one of the m otivations of our study and apply the resuls
of the previous sections to determm ine stationary density pro les of system s with open
boundary conditions. G eneral resuls on existence and uniqueness of solutions to system s
of hyperbolic conservation laws like (3.) and (3.12) are not available and we have no
other choice than to base our resuls on solid argum ents rather than rigorous proofs. W e
explicitly state our assum ptions.

A Yhough @.I7) isderived only up to the rstdiscontinuity, we assum e in the ollow ing
the validiy ofthe Euler equation in the sense ofweak solutions. They are In generalnot
unique and we have to nd a crterion to single out the physical solution, ie. the one
which describes density pro ls of the underlying zero range process. T here has been a
lot of work on this problem (see eg. [}]) and one possibility is to add a viscosity term

wih a snall parameter on the right hand side of {312). A natural choice of this

11



term is the di usive correction which was neglected in the derivation of (1), where the
an all param eter is interpreted as = O (L ¢). Th our context this tem is given by the
G reen-K ubo form ula for the corresponding reversble zero range process w th sym m etric
Jam p probabilities (see [19], Chapter II2 2). Since the symm etric zero range process is a
gradient system , the viscosity is already determm ined by the stationary m easure itself. W e
get the follow Ing dissipative equation

X x4 x4
DRy ( )@ 5+  my ()@, expl )= k@) @7, expl i]; (4.1)

=1 k=1 k;E=1

P I
fori= 1;:::5n,wih )=, § X X1P; ). The solution (t;u) ofEquation (4.1)
is unique and, if it converges in a proper sense for & 0, the Iimit °(@;u) is a weak
solution of 3.12). This convergence is in generaldi cul to show and in the Pllow ngwe
will Jast assum e that it holds, for details see {1§] C hapter 3.8 and references therein.
SinceD?S () i x1®:)Q@  exp M () is sin ilar to a sym m etric, positive de nite
i
m atrix (@nalogousto @.L0)),wehave forsome > 0and arbitrary g 2 R, k= 1;:::;d,
x4 x4
aiDzs( ) i k)@ exp Mi() & kakkﬁ 0: “42)
ki1 H k=1
T his expresses the viscous dissipation for the entropy and ensures (see {16], Chapter 3.8)
that °(@;u) satis es the entropy inequality

Xd
@S R ( “u)) + Q. F. ‘w0 423)

as to be expected for a physical solution. Thus we expect that the zero viscosity lim it
of @) describes the m acroscopic chem ical potential pro les of the zero range process.
N ote that for stationary solutions the system {.1) decouples and stationary pro s can
be obtained very easily. They are only detemm ined by the rst and second m om ent of
the jim p probabilities and the boundary conditions, whereas they are independent ofthe
Jum p rates. T he rates only enter the partition finction Z ( ) and thus the transfom ation
to density pro kesviaR () ©.19), which is illustrated in the next section.

42 Stationary pro les for one-dim ensional system s

T here has been considerable activity to understand the structure of the nonequilioriuim
steady state of system s w ith open boundaries. H ere we study this issue in one din ension
on the level of the hydrodynam ic equations. It tums out that the fugacity variables

i = exp[ ;] are the m ost convenint choice. A's a consequence of @.1), ord = 1 the
stationary fugacity pro ls S(u), u 2 [;1] are the lim it solutions for & 0 of the
equation

mE)e, ;)= @e ;@) ; i= l;:::;n 4.4)

12
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Figure 1: Stationary solution of ¥4) with = 002 for a onedin ensional two-com ponent
system w ith open boundary conditions . ©0) = 15, 1 (1) =12, ,0)= 2, ,(@1)= 12 and
Jum p rates @-_.é.) wih ¢ = 13, ¢ = 1. Fugacities: dashed lnes 1 -9, 2 ({ { {) given by
{4 5), densities: dash-dotted lines 1 (=), 2 ({ {{). Lefttm (1) = 1, m () = 05. Right:

m@E)=1,m ()= 05.

T he equations are decoupled and for a system with open boundary conditions ;@) =
exp M;( u)) oru= 0;1, the solution is given by

s@W= 0+ Q) 0 &) 1 () 1; 4.5)

whereg ( )= expm (;)=( (@) .Thepro ks #.5) have a very sin ple structure. T hey
are bounded above and below by ;) rep. ;(1) and for & 0 they converge pointw ise
to atcurves S (u) wih a jum p at one oftheboundaries, if ;(0) & ;(1). The location of
the jum p depends on the sign ofm (p;), which corresponds to the direction ofthe current.
T he coupled transform ation to the stationary density pro le ; (u) nvolves the fugacities
of all com ponents and isgiven by ? = R; 9;:::;1og ¥ de ned in @19).

W e illustrate our result wih a sinplk exam pl with two com ponents, for which the
Jum p rates are given by the potential

G kijkz) = ki logg + ky Iogg, + Iog k; + kp)! “4.6)

and thus read g; ki;kz) = k>0 ki + kp), 1= 1;2. The two types of particles just
m ove w ith di erent speeds, but in this case one can caloulate the partition finction @.9)
analytically. In tem s of the fugacities | and , it is given by

(

1=cpexp[i1=c1] o= expl =], _ _
Z ( 17 2) = 1=C1 2= ’ for 1=C 6 2= . @)
exp[ 1=¢ ]+ =¢) ; Pr (== ,=¢
The transform ation to densities is then obtamned via R;( 15 2) = @ Z ( 1; 2) (f
@.19)). The junp probabilities are chosen such that @) = @)= landm () = 1.

T herefore the bulk value g(u), u 2 (0;1) is equal to the ¥ft boundary ;). For
m () = 05 the sam e istrue r , and also the density pro ls are determ ned by their
¥ft boundary value. This can be seen In Figure 1 (left), where we plot the pro ks for
anall = 002, Porbetter illustration. Form (@) = 05 the particle species are driven in
opposite directions, leading to a com bination of fligacities in the bulk, which at neither of
the two boundaries is present. So the bulk densities no longer agree w ith their boundary
values, cf. Figure 1 (right).
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4.3 Concluding rem arks to steady-state selection

The eigenvalues ;( ) of the current derivative D J( ) de ned in B.9) detemm ne the
characteristic velocities at which sn all perturbations ofa at fugacity pro l propagate.
For zero range processes the sign of ;( ) is xed by the sign of the rst moment of
the jum p probabilities m ;) and independent of the densities . So no m atter how the
boundary conditions are chosen, the qualitative behavior of the stationary pro les does
not change. This is In contrast to one-dim ensional driven lattice gases w ith exchision
dynam ics, where a change of sign of the characteristic velocities is the key Ingredient
for boundary induced phase transitions (see [, 10]). So our analysis show s that these
phenom ena are not present In zero range processes and the selection of stationary states
In tem s of ugacities is particularly sin ple. The construction of stationary pro ls as
shown above can be readily generalized to higher space din ensions. D espite the absence
of boundary phase transitions, the zero range process is a very im portant nteracting
particle system , Jast but not Jeast due to its close relation to exclusion m odels [ 7]. & is
one of the faw exam ples of m ultispecies systam s, where the selection of stationary states
is well understood under very general conditions.
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