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A bstract

W einvestigatea onedim ensionalchain of2N harm onicoscillatorsin which neigh-

boring siteshave theirenergiesredistributed random ly. The sites� N and N are

in contact with therm alreservoirs at di�erent tem perature �� and �+ . K ipnis,

M archioro,and Presutti[18]proved thatthism odelsatis�esFourier’slaw and that

in the hydrodynam icalscaling lim it,when N ! 1 ,the stationary state hasa lin-

earenergy density pro�le ��(u),u 2 [� 1;1].W e derivethe largedeviation function

S(�(u))fortheprobability of�nding,in thestationarystate,apro�le�(u)di�erent

from ��(u).The function S(�)hasstriking sim ilaritiesto,butalso largedi�erences

from ,thecorrespondingoneofthesym m etricexclusion process.Likethelatteritis

nonlocaland satis�esa variationalequation.Unlikethelatteritisnotconvex and

the G aussian norm aluctuations are enhanced ratherthan suppressed com pared

to thelocalequilibrium state.W ealso briey discussm oregeneralm odeland �nd

the featurescom m on in these two and otherm odelswhoseS(�)isknown.

K eyw ords:Stationary non reversible states,Large deviations,Boundary driven

stochasticsystem s.
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1. Introduction

Thepropertiesofsystem sm aintained in stationary nonequilibrium states(SNS)

by contactswith very large (form ally in�nite)therm alreservoirsin di�erentequi-

librium statesareofgreattheoreticaland practicalim portance.Thesearearguably

the sim plest exam ples ofnonequilibrium system s to which the elegant,universal,

and successfulform alism ofequilibrium statisticalm echanics m ight hopefully be

extended. A striking universalfeature ofequilibrium system s is the Boltzm ann{

Einstein relation accordingtowhich uctuationsin m acroscopicobservables,arising

from the grainy m icroscopic structure ofm atter,can be described fully in term s

ofthe m acroscopic therm odynam ic functions (entropy,free energy) without any

recourse to the m icroscopic theory. In trying to develop a sim ilar form alism for

SNS we have to start with the uctuations. There has therefore been m uch ef-

fortdevoted to developing a m athem atically rigorousuctuation theory forsim ple

m odelSNS.Thishasled to som einteresting recentresultsforconservativesystem s

in contactwith particlereservoirsatdi�erentchem icalpotentials[4{7,10{12].

In particularit hasbeen possible to obtain explicitly the large deviation func-

tionals (LDF) for som e one dim ensionallattice system s. The internaldynam ics

ofthese system s is governed by sim ple exclusion processes,sym m etric (SEP) or

asym m etric(ASEP),whiletheentranceand exitofparticlesatthetwo boundaries

areprescribed by the chem icalpotentials,�� ,ofthe rightand leftreservoirs.The

LDF givesthelogarithm oftheprobabilitiesof�nding m acroscopicdensity pro�les

�(u),where u is the m acroscopic space variable,di�erentfrom the typicalvalues

��(u);nam ely wehaveProb(�(u))� expf� N F (�)gwhereN isthenum beroflattice

sites.

In the sym m etric case,the situation weshallbe prim arily concerned with here,

thetypicalpro�le ��(u)isgiven by thestationary solution ofthedi�usion equation

@t�(t;u)= (1=2)@u
�
D @u�(t;u)

�
,u 2 [� 1;1]with boundary conditions ��(� 1)= �� .

The values�� correspond to the densitiesin an equilibrium system with chem ical

potentials�� .Thelattercan beobtained by setting thechem icalpotentialofboth

end reservoirsequalto each other,�+ = �� .W enotethatin thisequilibrium case,

thefunction F issim ply related to thefreeenergy ofthesystem .For�+ 6= �� and

constantdi�usion coe�cientD (thatisdensity independentand spatially uniform )

thepro�le ��(u)islinear;thisistheonly casesolved so farfortheSEP.Theresults

forthe LDF ofthe SEP forthisSNS contained som esurprises.

The m ost striking ofthese is non{locality: the probability ofdensity pro�les

�A (u)and �B (u)in disjointm acroscopicregionsA and B isnotgiven by a product

oftheseparateprobabilities,i.e.theLDF isnotadditive.Thisisverydi�erentfrom

theequilibrium casewheretheLDF isgiven (essentially)by an integralofthelocal

freeenergy density forthespeci�ed pro�les�A (u)and �B (u),and isthusautom at-

ically additiveoverm acroscopicregions(even atcriticalpoints).Additivity isalso

true forthe LDF ofa system in fulllocaltherm alequilibrium (LTE),e.g.forthe

stationary nonequilibrium state ofthe zero range process. The m icroscopic origin

ofthenon{locality oftheLDF fortheopen SEP liesin the O (N � 1)correctionsto

LTE which extend overdistancesofO (N );N isnum beroflatticesites,which goes

to in�nity in thehydrodynam icalscaling lim it[1,24].So whilethedeviationsfrom

LTE vanish in thislim ittheircontributionstotheLDF,which involvessum m ations

overregionsofsize N ,doesnot

Thee�ectoftheseO (N � 1)correctionsto LTE isalready presentatthelevelof

G aussian uctuationsabout��(u).Thesewerecom puted by Spohn in 1983[24]who

found thatthecontributionsfrom thedeviationsfrom LTE m adea �nitecontribu-

tion tothevarianceoftheseG aussian uctuations,causingthem todecrease,forthe

SNS oftheSEP from theirLTE values.Thereduction in thevarianceofG aussian
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uctuationscan be recovered from the LDF by setting �(u)= ��(u)+ N � 1=2�(u).

In factin [5,11]itisshown thatF (�)fortheSEP dom inatestheLDF com ing from

the corresponding LTE stateand thereforethe uctuationsaresuppressed.

TheaboveobservationsabouttheSEP raisem any questionsaboutthenatureof

theSNS ofm orerealisticsystem s.Do theirLDF and G aussian uctuationsbehave

sim ilarly to those ofthe SEP? In particular,to whatextentdo the LDF forSNS

play a \sim ilar role" to free energies in equilibrium system s? In the absence of

m oresolved exam plesitisdi�cultto answerthesequestions.Itisthereforeuseful

to �nd and investigate the SNS ofotherm odelsystem sforwhich the LDF can be

found and com pare them to that ofthe SEP.This is what we do in the present

paperand then discussthe lim ited universality ofthe results.

The SNS we considerhere isa sim ple stochastic m odelofheatconduction in a

crystal.Itiswellknown,seee.g.[20,23],thatharm onicchainsdonotobeyFourier’s

law ofheatconduction. O n the otherhand,K ipnis,M archioro,and Presutti[18]

introduced a m odelofm echanically uncoupled harm onicoscillatorsin which near-

est neighbor oscillators redistribute random ly their energy. This system is then

coupled to therm alreservoirsatdi�erenttem peraturesand,thanksto thestochas-

tic dynam ics,the validity ofFourier’slaw is proven. In particularthe stationary

energy density ��(u) is a linear pro�le as in the SEP.W e m ention that a m ore

sophisticated stochastic m odelofcoupled harm onic oscillators has been recently

investigated. The evolution isgiven by superim posing the Ham iltonian dynam ics

with astochasticonein which twonearestoscillatorsrandom ly exchangem om enta.

Thism odelhastwoconservationslaws(energyand totallength);thehydrodynam ic

lim itisproven in [2]fortheequilibrium caseand in [3]fornonequilibrium ,G aussian

uctuationsareanalyzed in [16].

In thispaperweconsidertheK ipnis{M archioro{Presuttim odel,ourm ain result

isthe derivation ofthe corresponding LDF,thatwe denote by S(�). Itturnsout

thatthisfunction hasboth strong sim ilaritiesand signi�cantdi�erencesfrom that

oftheSEP.LikefortheSEP theLDF isnonlocaland yieldsG aussian uctuations

about ��(u). Unlike the SEP,however,itisobtained by m inim ization,ratherthan

m axim ization,ofa \proto LDF" and the variance is increased com pared to that

obtained from LTE.Also in contrast to the SEP the LDF,S(�),is not convex.

W e discussthese sim ilaritiesand di�erencesin section 7,where we also give som e

generalization ofourand previousresultsto a largerclassofm odelsystem s.

2. T he model and main result

Following [18]we consider a chain ofone{dim ensionalharm onic oscillatorslo-

cated atsitesx 2 [� N ;N ]\ Z = :�N and described by the canonicalcoordinates

(qx;px).Theoscillatorsarem echanically uncoupled so thattheHam iltonian ofthe

chain is H =
P

x2� N
(p2x + q2x)=2. The harm onic oscillators are however coupled

by the following stochastic dynam ics. Every pairofnearestneighborssiteswaits

an exponentialtim e ofrate one and then the corresponding oscillators exchange

energy.M oreprecisely,let(qy;py),(qy+ 1;py+ 1)bethecanonicalcoordinatesatthe

sitesy,y+ 1;when the exponentialclock between y and y+ 1 ringsthen the new

values (q0y;p
0
y),(q

0
y+ 1;p

0
y+ 1) are distributed according to the uniform distribution

on the surfaceofconstantenergy

1

2

�
(q0y)

2 + (p0y)
2
�
+
1

2

�
(q0y+ 1)

2 + (p0y+ 1)
2
�
=
1

2

�
q
2
y + p

2
y

�
+
1

2

�
q
2
y+ 1 + p

2
y+ 1

�

M oreovertheboundarysite� N ,respectively+ N ,waitsan exponentialtim eofrate

one and then the corresponding oscillatorassum e an energy distributed according

to a G ibbsdistribution with tem perature �� ,respectively �+ .Allthe exponential

clocksinvolved in the dynam icsareindependent.



3

From am athem aticalpointofview itissu�cienttolook only atthelocalenergy

given by therandom variables�x :=
�
p2x+ q

2
x

�
=2,forwhich wegetaclosed evolution

described by the following M arkov process. The state space is �N := R
� N

+ ,an

elem entof�N isdenoted by � := f�x ;x 2 �N g.Thein�nitesim algeneratorofthe

process is the sum ofa bulk generatorL0 plus two boundary generatorsL+ and

L�

LN := N
2
�
L0 + L� + L+

�
(2.1)

in which we have speeded up the tim e by the factor N 2,this corresponds to the

di�usive scaling.

Thebulk dynam icsL0 isde�ned as

L0 :=

N � 1X

x= � N

Lx;x+ 1

where

Lx;x+ 1f(�):=

Z 1

0

dp
�
f(�(x;x+ 1);p)� f(�)

�
(2.2)

in which the con�guration �(x;x+ 1);p isobtained from � by m oving a fraction p of

the totalenergy acrossthe bond fx;x + 1g to x and a fraction 1� p to x + 1,i.e.

(�(x;x+ 1);p)y :=

8
<

:

�y if y 6= x;x + 1

p(�x + �x+ 1) if y = x

(1� p)(�x + �x+ 1) if y = x + 1

Theboundary generatorsL� arede�ned by a heatbath dynam icswith respect

to therm ostatsattem peratures�� ,i.e.

L� f(�):=

Z 1

0

dr
1

��
e
� r=��

�
f(�� N ;r)� f(�)

�

in which the con�guration �� N ;r isobtained from � by setting the energy at� N

equalto r,i.e.

(�x;r)y :=

�
�y if y 6= x

r if y = x

NotethatwehavesettheBoltzm ann constantequalto one.Theprocessgenerated

by (2.1),denoted by �(t),willbe called the K M P process.

W e denote by u 2 [� 1;1]the m acroscopic space coordinatesand introduce the

spaceofenergy pro�lesasM := f� 2 L1([� 1;1];du) : �(u)� 0g.W e considerM

equipped with theweak topology nam ely,�n ! � i� foreach continuoustestfunc-

tion � we have h�n;�i! h�;�i,where h� ;� iisthe innerproductin L2([� 1;1];du).

G iven am icroscopiccon�guration � 2 �N ,weintroducetheem piricalenergy�N (�)

by m apping � to the m acroscopicpro�le

[�N (�)](u):=

NX

x= � N

�x 1I
�

x

N
� 1

2N
;x
N
+ 1

2N

�(u) (2.3)

notethat�N (�)2 M isa piecewiseconstantfunction.

In the case when �� = �+ = � itiseasy to show thatLN isreversible with re-

spectto theproductofexponentialdistribution with param eter�,i.e.theinvariant

m easureisgiven by the equilibrium G ibbsm easureattem perature�,

d�N ;�(�)=

NY

x= � N

d�x

�
e
� �x =� (2.4)



4

W hen � 2 �N isdistributed according to �N ;� then the em piricalenergy �N (�)

concentrates,asN ! 1 on the constantpro�le � according to the following law

oflargenum bers.Foreach � > 0 and each continuoustestfunction � = �(u)

lim
N ! 1

�N ;�

��
�h�N (�);�i� h�;�i

�
�> �

�

= 0 (2.5)

where� 2 M isthe constantfunction with thatvalue.

In this equilibrium case it is also easy to obtain the large deviation principle

associated atthe law oflarge num bers(2.5). M ore precisely,the probability that

the em piricalenergy �N (�) is close to som e pro�le � 2 M di�erent from � is

exponentially sm allin N and given by a ratefunctionalS0

�N ;� (�N (�)� �)� exp
�
� N S0(�)

	
(2.6)

where �N (�)� � m eansclosenessin the weak topology ofM and � denotesloga-

rithm ic equivalenceasN ! 1 .ThefunctionalS0 isgiven by

S0(�)=

Z 1

� 1

du

�
�(u)

�
� 1� log

�(u)

�

�

=

Z 1

� 1

du s0(�(u);��0) (2.7)

where ��0 = � is the constantenergy density pro�le for �+ = �� = �. The above

functionalcan in factbeobtained astheLegendretransform ofthepressureG 0(h)

S0(�)= sup
h

�
h�;hi� G0(h)

�

whereG 0 isde�ned as

G 0(h):= lim
N ! 1

1

N
logE�N ;�

�

e
N hh;�N (�)i

�

= �

Z 1

� 1

du log[1� � h(u)] (2.8)

in which E�N ;�
denotesthe expectation with respectto �N ;�.

If�� 6= �+ theprocessgenerated by LN isno longerreversibleand itsinvariant

m easure �N ;�� is not explicitly known. Theorem 4.2 in [18]im plies howeverthe

following law oflargenum bers.Foreach � > 0 and each continuous�

lim
N ! 1

�N ;��

��
�h�N (�);�i� h��;�i

�
�> �

�

= 0 (2.9)

where �� isthe linearpro�leinterpolating �� and �+ ,i.e.

��(u)= ��
1� u

2
+ �+

1+ u

2
(2.10)

Itisnaturalto look forthelargedeviationsasym ptoticfor�N ;�� .In thecaseof

the sym m etric sim ple exclusion process(SEP)this program has been carried out

in [5,6,10,11].Them ain resultofthispaperisan expression forthelargedeviation

ratefunctionalfor�N ;�� analogoustotheonefortheSEP.Thefunctionalweobtain

isnonlocal,asisthe one forthe SEP,butitturnsoutto be nonconvex while the

one forSEP isconvex.W e m ention thatnon convexity ofthe rate functionalalso

occursforthe asym m etricexclusion process[12].

W ithoutlossofgenerality weassum e�� < �+ and introducethesetT�� := f� 2

C 1([� 1;1]) : �0(u)> 0;�(� 1)= �� g,here �
0 isthe derivativeof�.G iven � 2 M

and � 2 T�� we introducethe trialfunctional

G(�;�):=

Z 1

� 1

du

h
�(u)

�(u)
� 1� log

�(u)

�(u)
� log

�0(u)

[�+ � �� ]=2

i

(2.11)

In thispaperweshow thattheem piricalenergy for�N ;�� satis�esthelargedevia-

tion principlewith a nonlocal,nonconvex ratefunctionalS(�)given by

S(�)= inf
�2T�

�

G(�;�) (2.12)
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thatiswe have

�N ;�� (�N (�)� �)� exp
�
� N S(�)

	
(2.13)

W enotethereisa very closesim ilarity between (2.12)and theanalogousresult

forthe SEP,we em phasize howeverthatin (2.12)we m inim ize overthe auxiliary

pro�le �,while in SEP one needs to m axim ize. This is,ofcourse,related to the

non convexity of our S versus the convexity of the rate functionalfor SEP.It

would be very interesting to understand this basic di�erence also in term s ofthe

com binatorialm ethodsin [10{12]besidesthe dynam icalapproach presented here.

G iven � 2 M ,weshow thatthem inim izerin (2.12)isuniquely attained forsom e

pro�le �(u)= �[�](u);therefore S(�)= G(�;�[�]). M oreover�[�](u)isthe unique

strictly increasing solution ofthe boundary valueproblem
8
><

>:

�
2 �00

(�0)2
+ � � � = 0

�(� 1)= ��

(2.14)

which isthe Euler{Lagrangeequation �G=�� = 0 when � iskept�xed.

W e note that for � = �� the solution of(2.14) is given by �[��]= �� therefore

S(��) = G(��;��) = 0. O n the other hand,by the convexity ofthe realfunctions

R+ 3 x 7! x � 1� logx and R+ 3 x 7! � logx,foreach � 2 M and � 2 T�� we

haveG(�;�)� 0 hence S(�)� 0.By the sam eargum entwealso getthatS(�)= 0

ifand only if� = ��. This showsthat the large deviation principle (2.13)im plies

the law oflarge num bers(2.9)and givesan exponentialestim ate asN ! 1 . W e

�nally rem ark thatthe reversible case (2.7)isrecovered from (2.11){(2.13)in the

lim it�+ � �� ! 0 which im pose �(u)constant.

Outline ofthe following sections.

O ur derivation ofthe rate functionalS follows the dynam ical/variationalap-

proach introduced in [4,5]. W e look �rst,in Section 3,atthe dynam icalbehavior

in thedi�usivescaling lim itin a bounded tim einterval[0;T].In particular,weob-

tain a dynam icallarge deviation principle which givesthe exponentialasym ptotic

forthe eventin which the em piricalenergy followsa prescribed space{tim epath.

In Section 4 weintroducethe quasipotential,itisde�ned by the m inim alcost,

asm easured by the dynam icalrate functional,to produce an energy uctuation �

starting from the typicalpro�le ��. By the argum entsin [4,5],the quasipotential

equals the rate functionalS(�) ofthe invariant m easure �N ;�� . A m athem atical

rigorousproofofthisstatem entforthe SEP isgiven in [7]. Asdiscussed in [4,5],

thequasipotentialistheappropriatesolution ofaHam ilton{Jacobiequation which

involvesthe transportcoe�cientsofthe m acroscopicdynam ics.The derivation of

thefunctionalS isthen com pleted byshowingthat(2.12)istheappropriatesolution

ofthisHam ilton{Jacobiequation. Asin the case ofthe SEP we are also able,by

followingthisdynam ical/variationalapproach,tocharacterizethem inim izerforthe

variationalproblem de�ningthequasipotential;thispath istheonefollowed by the

process,with probabilitygoingtooneasN ! 1 ,in thespontaneouscreation ofthe

uctuation �.In Section 4 wealso show thatthefunctionalS isnotconvex,obtain

itsexpression forconstantpro�les�,and derive an additivity principle analogous

to the one forsim pleexclusion processesobtained in [11,12].

In the rem aining partofthe paper we discusssom e extensionsofthe previous

results. In particular,in Section 5 we discuss the K M P process in higher space

dim ension,d � 1,and obtain an upper bound forthe quasipotentialin term sof

the localequilibrium one. W e note that for the SEP it is possible to prove [5,6]

an analogouslower bound. W e also discuss the G aussian uctuations around the
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stationary pro�le ��;as for the SEP [5,9{11,24]the correction due to nonequilib-

rium isgiven by the G reen function ofthe DirichletLaplacian.In particular,this

correction is non local;as in the case ofthe SEP,this is due to the long range

correlations[18].However,forthe K M P process,the nonequilibrium enhancesthe

G aussian uctuationswhilein theSEP itdecreasesthem .Asthecovarianceofthe

G aussian uctuationsequalsthe inverse ofthe second derivative ofS(�)at��,the

enhancem entofG aussian uctuationscorrespondsto the upperbound ofS(�)in

term s ofthe localequilibrium functional. In the analysis in [18]a crucialrole is

played by a process,in duality with respectto theK M P process,in which thelocal

variableatthesitex takesintegralvalues.In Section 6 wediscussbriey thelarge

deviations properties ofthis dualm odeland obtain the expression for the large

deviation functional. Finally in Section 7 we discuss the derivation ofthe large

deviation functionalforgenericone{dim ensionalnonequilibrium sym m etricm odels

with a singleconservation law.W eobtain a sim plecondition,which issatis�ed by

thezerorangeprocess,theG inzburg{Landau dynam ics,theSEP,theK M P process

and itsdual,thatallowsthederivation ofthelargedeviation function by m eansof

a suitabletrialfunctional.Even when thiscondition failsto hold,ityieldsa sim ple

criterion to predicttheenhancem ent/supression oftheG aussian uctuation in the

stationary nonequilibrium state with respectto the fulllocaltherm alequilibrium .

Thediscussion in thispaperwillbekeptatthephysicistslevelofm athem atical

rigor. However,for the m ore m athem atically inclined reader,we shallpoint out

the m ain di�erencesand technicaldi�cultieswith respectto the case ofthe SEP,

which hasbeen analyzed in fullm athem aticalrigor[6].

3. M acroscopic dynamical behavior

In thisSection weconsidertheK M P processin abounded tim einterval[0;T]un-

derthedi�usivescaling lim it.W ediscussthelaw oflargenum bers(hydrodynam ic

lim it) and the associated dynam icallarge deviations principle for the em pirical

energy (2.3).

G iven a continuousstrictly positiveenergy pro�le� 2 C ([� 1;1];R+ ),wedenote

by �N� the probability on �N corresponding to a localequilibrium distribution

(LTE)with an energy pro�legiven by �.Itisde�ned as

d�
N
� (�):=

NY

x= � N

d�
N
�;x(�x)

where

d�
N
�;x :=

d�x

�(x=N )
exp

n

�
�x

�(x=N )

o

G iven twoprobabilitym easures�;� on �N wedenoteby h(�j�)therelativeentropy

of� with respectto �,itisde�ned as

h(�j�):=

Z

d�(�)
d�(�)

d�(�)
log

d�(�)

d�(�)

W eshallconsidertheK M P processwith initialconditiondistributed accordingto

theproductm easure�N
�0
forsom eenergy pro�le�0.A straightforward com putation

then shows there exists a constantC (depending on �0) such that for any N we

havethe relativeentropy bound

h(�N�0j�
N
��
)� C N (3.1)

where �� isthe stationary energy pro�le (2.10). By the weak law oflarge num bers

forindependentvariableswe also have that�N�0 isassociated to the energy pro�le
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�0 in the following sense.Foreach � > 0 and each continuous�

lim
N ! 1

�
N
�0

��
�h�N (�);�i� h�0;�i

�
�> �

�

= 0 (3.2)

W e rem ark thatforthe SEP itispossible (and convenient,see [6])to consider

determ inistic initialconditions. Forthe K M P process,as the \single spin space"

R+ isnotdiscrete,such initialconditionsdo notsatisfy the entropy bound (3.1),

which isrequired in the standard derivation,see e.g.[17,25],ofthe hydrodynam ic

lim it.Forthisreason wehavechosen theinitialcondition distributed according to

the productm easure �N�0. O n the otherhand,by the m ethod developed in [21],it

should be also possibleto considerdeterm inistic initialcon�gurations.

W edenotebyP�N
�0

thedistribution oftheK M P processwhen theinitialcondition

is distributed according to �N�0. The m easure P�N
�0

is a probability on the space

D ([0;T];�N ) of right continuous with left lim it paths from [0;T]to �N . The

expectation with respectto P�N
�0

isdenoted by E�N
�0

.

3.1. H ydrodynam ic lim it. Equation (3.2) is the law oflarge num ber for the

em piricalenergy attim et= 0;thehydrodynam iclim itstatesthatforeach m acro-

scopictim e t2 [0;T]thereexistsan energy pro�le�(t)such wehavethe sam elaw

oflargenum bers

lim
N ! 1

P�N
�0

��
�h�N (�(t));�i� h�(t);�i

�
�> �

�

= 0 (3.3)

Furtherm ore,we can obtain the energy pro�le �(t) by solving the hydrodynam ic

equation.Forthe K M P process(asforthe SEP)thisissim ply the the linearheat

equation with boundary conditions�� ,i.e.�(t)= �(t;u)solves
8
>>><

>>>:

@t�(t) =
1

2
��(t)

�(t;� 1) = ��

�(0;u) = �0(u)

(3.4)

where� istheLaplacian.Notethatthestationary pro�le �� in (2.10)istheunique

stationary solution of(3.4).

W e give below a briefheuristic derivation,which is particularly sim ple forthe

K M P process,ofthehydrodynam iclim it.W ereferto[14,15]forarigorousproofin

thecaseofthesocalled gradientnonequilibrium m odelswith �nitesinglespin state

space;the extension to the K PM processshould notpresentadditionalproblem s.

Let� beasm ooth function whosesupportisasubsetof(� 1;1);from thegeneral

theory ofM arkov processes,wehavethat

d

dt
E�N

�0

�
h�N (�(t));�i

�
= E�N

�0

�
LN h�N (�(t));�i

�
(3.5)

Since the support of � is a strict subset of [� 1;1], only N 2L0 contributes to

LN h�N (�(t));�i.A sim ple com putation showsthat,when y 6= � N ,

L0�y =
1

2

�
�y� 1 + �y+ 1 � 2�y

�
(3.6)

wethusget

LN h�N (�(t));�i =
N 2

2

X

x2� N

�
�x� 1(t)+ �x+ 1(t)� 2�x(t)

�
Z x=N + 1=(2N )

x=N � 1=(2N )

du �(u)

�
1

2N

X

x2� N

� N �(x=N )�x(t)�
1

2
h�N (�(t));��i
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here � N �(x=N ) := N 2
�
�((x � 1)=N )+ �((x + 1)=N )� 2�(x=N )

�
is the discrete

Laplacian. The �rststep above com esfrom (3.6)and (2.3),the second step from

discreteintegration by partsand laststep from the regularity of�.

W e have thus obtained the weak form ulation of(3.4);it rem ains to show that

also the boundary condition �(t;� 1)= �� issatis�ed.Forthiswe need to use the

boundary generatorsN 2L� . These are G lauberlike dynam icsaccelerated by N 2

so thatthe energy haswelltherm alized to itsequilibrium value.W eget

E�N
�0

(�� N (t))� �� (3.7)

A standard m artingalecom putation showsthat,with a negligibleerrorasN !

1 ,�N (�(t))becom esnon random . W e can then rem ove the expectation value in

the previousequationsand get(3.3).

3.2. D ynam ic large deviations. W e want next to obtain the large deviation

principle associated to the law oflarge num ber (3.3);m ore precisely we want to

estim ate the probability that the em piricalenergy �N (�(t)) does not follow the

solution of (3.4) but rem ains close to som e prescribed path � = �(t;u). This

probability willbe exponentially sm allin N and we look forthe exponentialrate.

W efollow theclassicprocedurein largedeviation theory:weperturb thedynam ics

in such a way that the path � becom es typicaland com pute the cost ofsuch a

perturbation.

LetH = H (t;u)beasm ooth function vanishingattheboundary,i.e.H (t;� 1)=

0.W e then considerthe following tim e dependentperturbationsofthe generators

Lx;x+ 1 in (2.2)

L
H
x;x+ 1f(�):=

Z 1

0

dpe
[H (t;x=N )� H (t;(x+ 1)=N )][p�x + 1� (1� p)�x ]

�
f(�(x;x+ 1);p)� f(�)

�

Notethatwehaveessentiallyjustadded asm alldriftN � 1r H (t;x=N )in theenergy

exchange acrossthe bond fx;x + 1g. W e denote by P
H

�N
�0

the distribution on the

path space D ([0;T];�N ) ofthis perturbed K M P process. As before EH
�N
�0

is the

expectation with respectto PH
�N
�0

.

The �rststep to obtain the dynam ic large deviationsisto derive the hydrody-

nam ic equation forthe perturbed K M P process.W e claim thatforeach t2 [0;T],

each continuous�,and each � > 0 wehave

lim
N ! 1

P
H

�N
�0

��
�h�N (�(t));�i� h�(t);�i

�
�> �

�

= 0 (3.8)

where�(t)= �(t;u)solves

8
>>><

>>>:

@t�(t) =
1

2
��(t)� r

�
�(t)2r H (t)

�

�(t;� 1) = ��

�(0;u) = �0(u)

(3.9)
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Theargum enttojustify(3.9)issim ilartothepreviousone.Includingthee�ectof

theperturbation,thecom putation following(3.6)now becom es(asbeforey 6= � N )

L
H
0 �y =

Z 1

0

dpe
[H (t;(y� 1)=N )� H (t;y=N )][p�y � (1� p)�y� 1]

�
(1� p)(�y + �y� 1)� �y

�

+

Z 1

0

dpe
[H (t;y=N )� H (t;(y+ 1)=N )][p�y+ 1� (1� p)�y ]

�
p(�y+ 1 + �y)� �y

�

�
�y� 1 + �y+ 1 � 2�y

2
+
�
H (t;(y� 1)=N )� H (t;y=N )

��y�y� 1 � �2y � �2y� 1

3

+
�
H (t;y=N )� H (t;(y+ 1)=N )

�� �y�y+ 1 + �2y + �2y+ 1

3

Asbefore,we considera sm ooth function � whose supportisa strictsubsetof

(� 1;1);then only N 2LH
0 contributesto LH

N h�N (�(t));�iand weget

L
H
N h�N (�(t));�i�

1

N

X

x

N
2
�(x=N )

�
�x� 1(t)+ �x+ 1(t)� 2�x(t)

2

+
�
H (t;(x � 1)=N )� H (t;x=N )

��x(t)�x� 1(t)� �x(t)
2 � �x� 1(t)

2

3

+
�
H (t;x=N )� H (t;(x + 1)=N )

�� �x(t)�x+ 1(t)+ �x(t)
2 + �x+ 1(t)

2

3

�

�
1

N

X

x

�x(t)� N �(x=N )

+
1

N

X

x

� �x(t)�x+ 1(t)+ �x(t)
2 + �x+ 1(t)

2

3
r N H (t;x=N )r N �(x=N )

where r N f(x=N ) := N [f((x + 1)=N )� f(x=N )]is the discrete gradient. In the

above com putations we just used Taylor expansions and discrete integrations by

parts.W ith respectto thevery sim plecasediscussed before,wefacenow them ain

problem in establishingthehydrodynam iclim it:theaboveequation isnotclosed in

�N (�(t)),i.e.itsrighthand sideisnotafunction of�N (�(t)).In orderto derivethe

hydrodynam icequation (3.9),weneed toexpress� �x�x+ 1+ �
2
x+ �

2
x+ 1 in term softhe

em piricalenergy �N (�).Thiswillbedoneby assum ing a \localequilibrium " state,

wereferto [6,14,15,17,25]fora rigorousjusti�cation in thecontextofconservative

interacting particlesystem s.

Letusconsideram icroscopicsitex which isfarfrom theboundaryand introduce

a volum eV ,centered atx,which isvery largein m icroscopicunits,butstillin�ni-

tesim alatthe m acroscopiclevel.The tim e evolution in V isessentially given only

by the bulk dynam icsN 2LH
0 ;since the totalam ountofenergy in V changesonly

via boundary e�ectsand wearelooking atwhathappensafterO (N 2)m icroscopic

tim eunits,weexpectthatthesystem in V hasrelaxed tothem icro{canonicalstate

corresponding to the localem piricalenergy �N (�(t))(x=N ).To com putethisstate

letusconstruct�rstthecanonicalm easurein V with constanttem perature� > 0,

nam ely the product m easure d�V;�(�):=
Q

x2V
�� 1 d�x e

� �x =�. Let now m V;� be

the associated m icro{canonicalm easurewith energy density �,i.e.

m V;�(d�):= �V;�

�

d�

�
�
�

X

x2V

�x = �jV j

�

W e introducethe function �(�)de�ned by

�(�):= lim
V "Z

Em V ;�

�
� �x�x+ 1 + �

2
x + �

2
x+ 1

�
(3.10)
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wherewerecallthatEm V ;�
denotestheexpectation with respectto theprobability

m V;�.By the equivalenceofensem blewecan com pute�(�)also as

�(�)= E�V ;�

�
� �x�x+ 1 + �

2
x + �

2
x+ 1

�
= 3�2

According to the previousdiscussion,the system in the volum e V iswellapprox-

im ated by a m icro{canonicalstate with energy density �N (�(t))(x=N ). As it is

shown by thestandard proofsin hydrodynam iclim its,seee.g.[17,25],wecan thus

replace,forN large,� �x(t)�x+ 1(t)+ �x(t)
2 + �x+ 1(t)

2 with 3[�N (�(t))(x=N )]2.W e

then obtain

d

dt
E�N

�0

�
h�N (�(t));�i

�
�
1

2
h�N (�(t));��i+ h�N (�(t))

2r H ;r �i (3.11)

which istheweak form ulation of(3.9).Theargum entsto show thatthe boundary

conditions�(t;� 1)= �� aresatis�ed and to rem ove the expectation value are the

sam eonesasin the derivation of(3.4).

Let � = �(t;u),(t;u) 2 [0;T]� [� 1;1]be a given path. W e recallthat our

task is to estim ate the probability that the em piricalenergy �N (�(t)) is close to

�(t)(shortfor�(t;u)). W e write thisprobability in term softhe perturbed K M P

process,nam ely

P�N
�0

�
�N (�(t))� �(t);t2 [0;T]

�
= E

H

�N
�0

� dP�N
�0

dPH
�N
�0

1If�N (�(t))� �(t)g

�

(3.12)

Equation (3.9)tellsusforwhich H the path � becom estypicalforthe perturbed

K M P process.W e thuschooseH (t;u)so that

(

r
�
�(t)2r H (t)

�
= � @t�(t)+

1

2
��(t)

H (t;� 1)= 0
(3.13)

which is essentially a Poisson equation for H (recallthat � is �xed). W ith this

choicewehave,forN large,PH
�N
�0

�
�N (�(t))� �(t)

�
� 1 and to derivethedynam ical

large deviation principle we only need to com pute the Radon{Nykodim derivative

dP�N
�0

=dPH
�N
�0

.

W e consider �rst the case ofa determ inistic initialcon�guration �0 2 �N . In

thiscase,by a standard com putation in the theory ofjum p M arkov processes,see

e.g.[17,Appendix 1.7]or[5,Appendix A]),wehave

dP�0

dPH
�0

(�)= exp
�
� N J N

[0;T ](�;H )
	

where

J N
[0;T ](�;H ):= h�N (�(T));H (T)i� h�N (�0);H (0)i�

Z T

0

dth�N (�(t));@tH (t)i

� N
2

N � 1X

x= � N

Z T

0

dt

Z 1

0

dp

n

e
[H (t;x=N )� H (t;(x+ 1)=N )][p �x + 1(t)� (1� p)�x (t)]� 1

o
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By Taylorexpansion wethen get

J N
[0;T ](�;H )� h�N (�(T));H (T)i� h�N (�0);H (0)i�

Z T

0

dth�N (�(t));@tH (t)i

�

Z T

0

dt
1

2N

N � 1X

x= � N + 1

�x(t)� N H (t;x=N )

�
1

2

Z T

0

dt�� N (t)N
�
H (t;� 1+ 1=N )� H (t;� 1)

�

+
1

2

Z T

0

dt�N (t)N
�
H (t;1)� H (t;1� 1=N )

�

�

Z T

0

dt
1

2N

N � 1X

x= � N

� �x(t)�x+ 1(t)+ �2x(t)+ �2x+ 1(t)

3

�
r N H (t;x=N )

�2

By thesam eargum entgiven in thederivation oftheperturbed hydrodynam icequa-

tion (3.9),we can replace � �x(t)�x+ 1(t)+ �x(t)
2 + �x+ 1(t)

2 by 3[�N (�(t))(x=N )]2.

Recalling thatin (3.12)thereistheindicatoroftheeventin which �N (�(t))isclose

to �(t),weget

J N
[0;T ](�;H ) � J[0;T ](�) = h�(T);H (T)i� h�(0);H (0)i�

Z T

0

dth�(t);@tH (t)i

�
1

2

Z T

0

dth�(t);�H (t)i�
1

2

Z T

0

dth�(t)2;[r H (t)]2i

�
1

2

Z T

0

dt�� r H (t;� 1)+
1

2

Z T

0

dt�+ r H (t;1)

where we used the fact that the value of� is �xed at the boundary,�(t;� 1) =

�� . Recalling thatthe perturbation H has been chosen asthe solution of(3.13),

integration by partsshowsthat

J[0;T ](�)=
1

2

Z T

0

dthr H (t);�(t)2r H (t)i (3.14)

To com pletethederivation ofthedynam icallargedeviation functional,weonly

need to considerthe uctuations ofthe initialcondition. Recalling that we have

chosen the initialcondition distributed according to the product m easure �N�0,a

straightforward com putation on product m easures (the one carried out in (2.6){

(2.8))showsthat

�
N
�0

�
�N (�)� �(0)

�
� exp

�
� N S0(�(0)j�0)

	

whereS0(�(0)j�0),which representsthecontribution tothedynam iclargedeviation

from the initialcondition,isgiven by

S0(�(0)j�0)=

Z 1

� 1

du

�
�(0;u)

�0(u)
� 1� log

�(0;u)

�0(u)

�

(3.15)

By collecting allthecom putationsperform ed we�nally getthedynam icallarge

deviation principle

P�N
�0

�

�N (�(t))� �(t);t2 [0;T]

�

� exp
�
� N I[0;T ](�j�0)

	
(3.16)

where

I[0;T ](�j�0)= S0(�(0)j�0)+ J[0;T ](�) (3.17)
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W e note again thatS0(�(0)j�0)representsthe costto create a uctuation attim e

zero whereas J[0;T ](�) represents the dynam icalcost to follow the path �(t) in

the tim e interval[0;T]. In the case ofdeterm inistic initialconditions,asthe one

discussed in [6]forthe SEP,wewould haveS0(�(0)j�0)= + 1 unless�(0)= �0.

3.3. R em arks. W econcludethissectionwith som erem arkson therigorousderiva-

tion ofthe dynam icallarge deviation principle (3.16). The probability estim ates

needed are (not surprisingly) m ore subtle than discussed here. In fact,while in

the proof of the hydrodynam ic lim it it is enough to show that we can replace

� �x(t)�x+ 1(t)+ �2x(t)+ �2x+ 1(t) by 3[�N (�(t))(x=N )]2 with an error vanishing as

N ! 1 ,in theproofofthelargedeviationsweneed such an errortobeofo(e� C N ).

Thiscan be proven by the so called superexponentialestim ate,see [17,19],which

isthe key pointin the rigorousapproach.Thisestim ate hasbeen extended to the

non equilibrium SEP in [6]. For the K M P process there is the additionalcom -

plication ofa unbounded single spin space. In [13]the dynam icallarge deviation

principleisproven fortheG inzburg{Landau m odel;howeverforthe K M P process

the situation is m ore troublesom e because the m obility �2 is unbounded and the

referencem easureisonly exponentially decaying forlarge�.Thereisalso another

technicalpoint which requiressom e care. In the usualproofs oflarge deviations

from hydrodynam icbehavior,one�rstobtainsthelowerbound fora neighborhood

ofstrictly positive sm ooth paths � and then uses approxim ations argum ents to

extend the lowerbound to any open set. The approxim ationsargum entsused for

the SEP,see [17,19]forthe equilibrium case and [6]fornonequilibrium ,take full

advantageofthefact(specialfortheSEP)thatJ[0;T ](�)isa convex functional.In

orderto prove the dynam ic large deviation principle forthe K M P processa m ore

robustapproxim ation m ethod,possibly analogousto the onein [22],isrequired.

4. T he quasipotential and its properties

In this Section we introduce the quasipotential,which m easures the m inim al

costtoproduceauctuation oftheenergy pro�lein thestationarystate,and shows

thatitcan be obtained by solving the one{dim ensionalnon linearboundary value

problem (2.14).W ealso characterizethem ostprobablepath followed by theK M P

processin thespontaneouscreation ofsuch a uctuation.W e�nally show thatthe

functionalS isnotconvex and derive an additivity principle analogousto the one

in [11,12].

G iven T > 0 and a strictly positive sm ooth � 2 M ,we introduce the set of

energy pathswhich connect �� to � in a tim e interval[� T;0],i.e.we de�ne

E�;T :=
�
� = �(t;u) : �(� T;u)= ��(u);�(0;u)= �(u)

	
(4.1)

where we recallthat the stationary energy pro�le �� has been de�ned in (2.10).

Paths� 2 E�;T m ustalso satisfy the boundary condition �(t;� 1)= �� ;in factit

can beshown [6]thatJ[� T;0](�)= + 1 ifthepath � doesnotsatisfy thisboundary

condition.Thequasipotentialisthen de�ned as

V (�):= inf
T > 0

inf
�2E �;T

J[� T;0](�) (4.2)

wherewe recallthatthe functionalJ isgiven in (3.14).By the generalargum ents

in [5],seealsotherigorousproofin [7]fortheSEP,wehavethattheratefunctional

S(�)fortheinvariantm easure�N ;�� ,see(2.13),coincideswith thequasipotential,

i.e.S(�)= V (�).
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4.1. Solution ofthe H am ilton{Jacobiequation. Recalling thattheperturba-

tion H in (3.14)solves(3.13),thevariationalproblem (4.2)consistsin m inim izing

the action thatcorrespond to the Lagrangian

L(�;@t�)=
1

2



r � 1(@t� �

1

2
��);

1

�2
r � 1(@t� �

1

2
��)

�
(4.3)

The associated Ham iltonian is

H (�;H ):= sup
�

�
hH ;�i� L(�;�)

	
=
1

2



r H ;�2r H

�
+
1

2



H ;��

�
(4.4)

Noting thatV isnorm alized so thatV (��)= 0,weobtain,by a classicalresultin

analytic m echanics,thatV (�)solvesthe Ham ilton{Jacobiequation H (�;�V
��
)= 0,

i.e.

D

r
�V

��
;�

2r
�V

��

E

+

D
�V

��
;��

E

= 0 (4.5)

where �V =�� vanishesatthe boundary and �(� 1)= �� .W e look fora solution of

(4.5)in the form

�V

��
=

1

�
�
1

�
(4.6)

forsom efunction � = �[�](u)to be determ ined satisfying the boundary conditions

�(� 1)= �� .By plugging (4.6)into (4.5)and elem entary com putations,analogous

to the onesforthe SEP discussed in [5],weget

0 =

D

r

�
1

�
�
1

�

�

;�
2r

1

�

E

= �

D

r (� � �);
r �

�2

E

+

D
(r �)2

�4
;(�2 � �

2)

E

=

D
� � �

�4
;�

2�� + (� � �)(r �)2
E

(4.7)

Therefore a solution of(4.7) is obtained when � satis�es the non linear bound-

ary value problem (2.14). Let us denote by �[�]the solution of(2.14);recallthe

de�nition (2.11) ofthe functionalG(�;�) and that,since (2.14) is the associated

Euler{Lagrange equation for �xed �,we have [�G=��](�;�[�]) = 0. By a direct

com putation wethen get

�

��
G(�;�[�])=

�G

��
(�;�[�])+

�G

��
(�;�[�])

��[�]

��
=

1

�[�]
�
1

�
(4.8)

which showsthatV (�)= G(�;�[�]) isa solution ofthe Ham ilton{Jacobiequation

(4.5). To com plete the derivation of(2.13) we next show that V (�) m eets the

criterion in [5,x2.6],i.e.itisthe\rightsolution" oftheHam ilton{Jacobiequation,

and that the in�m um in (2.12) is uniquely attained for � = �[�],the solution of

(2.14).

4.2. T he exit path. The characterization ofthe optim alpath forthe variational

problem (4.2)can becarried outaccordingto thegeneralschem ein [6].LetV (�)=

G(�;�[�])and �(t),t2 [� T;0]a strictly positive sm ooth path such that�(0)= �.

By using thatV (�)solvesHam ilton{Jacobiequation (4.5),a sim ple com putation
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showsthat

J[� T;0](�)=
1

2

Z 0

� T

dt

�

r � 1
h

@t� �
1

2
�� + r

�

�
2r

�V

��
(�)

�

� r

�

�
2r

�V

��
(�)

�i

;

1

�2
r � 1

h

@t� �
1

2
�� + r

�

�
2r

�V

��
(�)

�

� r

�

�
2r

�V

��
(�)

�i�

= V (�)� V (�(� T))+
1

2

Z 0

� T

dt

�

r � 1
h

@t� �
1

2
�� + r

�

�
2r

�V

��
(�)

�i

;

1

�2
r � 1

h

@t� �
1

2
�� + r

�

�
2r

�V

��
(�)

�i�

Sincethelastterm aboveispositive,theoptim alpath �� forthevariationalproblem

(4.2)solves

@t�
� =

1

2
�� � � r

�

(��)2r
�V

��
(��)

�

= �
1

2
�� � + r

�
(��)2

(�[��])2
r �[��]

�

(4.9)

where�[��]= �[��](t;u)denotesthe solution of(2.14)with � replaced by ��(t).

Let us denote by ��(t) = ��(� t),t 2 [0;T],the tim e reversed ofthe optim al

path ��. It is then not di�cult to show,see [5,Appendix B]for the analogous

com putation in thecaseoftheSEP,that��(t)can beconstructed by thefollowing

procedure. G iven � = ��(0)= ��(0),�rstlet�0 = �[�]be the solution of(2.14),

then solvetheheatequation with initialcondition �0,i.e.let�(t)bethesolution of

8
>>><

>>>:

@t�(t) =
1

2
��(t)

�(t;� 1) = ��

�(0;u) = �0(u)

and �nally set

�
�(t)= �(t)� �(t)2

��(t)

[r �(t)]2

Since �(t)! �� ast! 1 we get��(� T)! �� asT ! 1 ,hence V (��(� T))!

V (��)= 0.The identi�cation ofthe solution ofthe Ham ilton{Jacobiequation with

the quasipotentialfollowsfrom the characterization ofthe m inim izer�� obtained

before.In particularV (�)satis�esthe criterion discussed in [5,x2.6].

4.3. Solution ofequation (2.14). The existence ofa solution forthe nonlinear

boundary value problem (2.14) can be proven by the sam e strategy as in [6,11].

W e write(2.14)in the integral{di�erentialform

�(u)= �� + (�+ � �� )

Z u

� 1

dv exp

n Z v

� 1

dw
[�(w)� �(w)]�0(w)

�(w)2

o

Z 1

� 1

dv exp

n Z v

� 1

dw
[�(w)� �(w)]�0(w)

�(w)2

o

Then a solution of(2.14)isa �xed pointoftheintegral{di�erentialoperatorK �[�]

de�ned as

K �[�](u):= �� + (�+ � �� )

Z u

� 1

dv exp

n Z v

� 1

dw
[�(w)� �(w)]�0(w)

�(w)2

o

Z 1

� 1

dv exp

n Z v

� 1

dw
[�(w)� �(w)]�0(w)

�(w)2

o
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W e consider the case in which � is bounded,nam ely we assum e that k�k :=

supu j�(u)j < + 1 . Recalling that � m ust be strictly increasing and such that

�(� 1)= �� ,weget

�
k�k�0

�� �
�
(� � �)�0

�2
�
�0

�

which yields

�+ � ��

2

�
��

�+

�1+ k�k

�
�

�
d

du
K �[�](u)�

�+ � ��

2

�
�+

��

�1+ k�k

�
�

Itisnow easy to show,see [6]form ore details,thatforeach � 2 M ,the operator

K �[�]m apsa com pactconvex subsetofT�� into itself.Hence,by Schauder’s�xed

pointtheorem ,weconcludethe proofofthe existenceofsolution to (2.14).

Uniquenessofsolution to (2.14)can also beproved with a slightvariation ofthe

argum entin [11].Letusconsidertwo di�erentincreasing solutionsof(2.14)�1(u)

and �2(u). If�01(� 1) = �02(� 1) then uniqueness ofthe Cauchy problem im plies

�1 = �2. O n the other hand,if�01(� 1) > �02(� 1) > 0 then we denote by �u the

leftm ost point in (� 1;1]such that �1(�u) = �2(�u). The point �u exists because

�1(1)= �2(1)m oreoverwe havethat�
0
1(�u)� �02(�u).From (2.14)weget

d

du

�
�

�0

�

=
�

�

which integrated gives

�(u)

�0(u)
=

��

�0(� 1)
+

Z u

� 1

dv
�(v)

�(v)

wethen deduce

�1(�u)

�01(�u)
�
�2(�u)

�02(�u)
=

��

�01(� 1)
�

��

�02(� 1)
+

Z �u

� 1

dv�(v)

h
1

�1(v)
�

1

�2(v)

i

Since �01(� 1)> �02(� 1)and �1(v)� �2(v)forv 2 [� 1;�u],the righthand sideabove

isstrictly negative.Recalling that�1(�u)= �2(�u)we get�
0
1(�u)> �02(�u),the desired

contradiction.

In orderto prove that the in�m um in (2.12)isuniquely attained for � = �[�],

the solution of(2.14),we perform the change ofvariable � = e’.W e then getthe

functional

eG(�;’):= G(�;e’)=

Z 1

� 1

du

h

�(u)e� ’(u)� 1� log�(u)� log
’0(u)

[�+ � �� ]=2

i

(4.10)

which isstrictly convex in ’;thistrivially im pliesthe claim .

4.4. N on convexity ofthe quasipotential. Aswem entioned before,in thecase

oftheSEP thequasipotentialcan beobtained by a variationalproblem analogous

to (2.11)whereonem axim izesovertheauxiliary pro�le[5,6,10,11].In such a case,

since the functionalG(�;�) is convex in � for �xed �,the rate functionalS(�) is

trivially convex in �.In thecaseofthe K M P processweneed instead to m inim ize

overtheauxiliary pro�le�,thereforethereisnoreason toexpectS(�)tobeconvex.

W e now show,by an explicitcom putation,thatthe rate functionalis indeed not

convex.

W em ention thatnon convexity ofthe ratefunctionalS hasbeen shown forthe

asym m etricexclusion process[12];in thatcasehoweverthefunctionalisdegenerate,

in thesensethattherearein�nitely m any pro�lesforwhich S vanishes.Therefore

them echanism ofthenon convexity issom ehow di�erentfrom theonein theK M P

process,whereS(�)vanishesonly at��.
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To prove the non convexity ofthe rate functionalS we shallexhibit pro�les�

and g so that,by choosing " sm allenough,wehave

S(�)= S

�
1

2
[� + "g]+

1

2
[� � "g]

�

>
1

2
S(� + "g)+

1

2
S(� � "g) (4.11)

Let � = �[�]be the strictly increasing solution ofthe boundary value problem

(2.14),then by using (2.12)for" sm allenough and any pro�le f vanishing atthe

boundaries,f(� 1)= 0,wehave

S(� + "g) � G(� + "g;� + "f)

= G(�;�)+ "

Z 1

� 1

du

n�
�

�
� 1

��
g

�
�
f

�

�

�
f0

�0

o

+
"2

2

Z 1

� 1

du

n�

2
�

�
� 1

�
f2

�2
+
g2

�2
� 2

gf

�2
+
(f0)2

(�0)2

o

+ o("2)

wherewebrutally Taylorexpanded (2.11).

Since S(�) = G(�;�),the inequality (4.11) willfollow ifwe show that,for an

appropriatechoiceoff (recallthat� = �[�]isthe solution of(2.14))wecan m ake

the quadraticterm in the previousequation strictly negative,i.e.
Z 1

� 1

du

n�

2
�

�
� 1

�
f2

�2
+
g2

�2
� 2

gf

�2
+
(f0)2

(�0)2

o

< 0 (4.12)

Letusintroducethe function

h(u):=

8
><

>:

�� +
64

81
(�+ � �� )(1� u

6) if � 1 � u � � 1=2

�+ +
4

27
(�+ � �� )(u � 1) if � 1=2< u � 1

Note thath 2 C 1([� 1;1]),h(� 1)= �� and h isstrictly increasing.W e choosethe

pro�le� as

�(u)= h(u)

h

1� h(u)
h00(u)

h0(u)2

i

(4.13)

Notethat� > 0,i.e.� isan allowed pro�lein M ;thecorresponding solution ofthe

boundary valueproblem (2.14)is�[�]= h.W efurtherchoosef(u)= (1� u2)h0(u)

(note that f vanishes at the boundaries as required) and g = f�2=h2. W ith the

abovechoicesthe lefthand side of(4.12)equals

Z 1

� 1

du

n�

2
�

h
� 1

�
f2

h2
�
f2�2

h4
+
(f0)2

(h0)2

o

=

Z 1

� 1

du

n

�

�
�

h
� 1

�2f2

h2
+
(f0)2

(h0)2

o

=

Z 1

� 1

du

n

�
(h00)2

(h0)4
f
2 +

(f0)2

(h0)2

o

=

Z 1

� 1

du

n

�
(h00)2(1� u2)2

(h0)2
+

1

(h0)2

�
� 2uh0+ (1� u

2)h00
�2
o

= 4

Z 1

� 1

du

n

u
2 � u(1� u

2)
h00

h0

o

= 4

n Z 1

� 1

du u
2 � 5

Z � 1=2

� 1

du (1� u
2)

o

= 4

n
2

3
�
25

24

o

< 0

This com pletes the proofof(4.12)and therefore ofthe non convexity ofthe rate

functionalS.
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4.5. T he rate functionalon constant pro�les. Hereweshow thatforconstant

pro�les� the boundary value problem (2.14)can be integrated;the corresponding

valueofthe ratefunctionalS(�)can be expressed in term sofspecialfunctions.

W e use the variable ’ = log�;we then have S(�)= eG(�;’[�]),where the func-

tionaleG hasbeen de�ned in (4.10)and ’[�]istheuniquestrictly increasingsolution

ofthe boundary value problem
8
<

:

e
’ ’00

(’0)2
+ � = 0

’(� 1)= log��

(4.14)

Ifwerestrictto constantpro�les� thisequation can be integrated obtaining

log’0[�](u)= log’0[�](� 1)+ �

�

e
� ’[�](u)�

1

��

�

(4.15)

and from this

S(�)= eG(�;’[�])= 2

n

� 1+
�

��
� log� � log’0[�](� 1)+ log

�+ � ��

2

o

From equation (4.15)weobtain also

’
0[�](� 1)=

1

2
e

�

�
�

Z log�+

log��

d e
� �e

�  

and �nally with a changeofvariables

S(�)= 2

h

� log

�

�

Z 1

�
�

1

�+

dy
e� �y

y

�

� 1+ log(�+ � �� )

i

(4.16)

In particularfor� large,from (4.16)we deducethe asym ptoticexpansion

S(�)= 2

n
�

�+
+

�

log
�+ � ��

�+
� 1

�

+
�+

�

o

+ O

�
1

�2

�

(4.17)

Recallthat the equilibrium functionalS0 is given in (2.7) and note that for

constantand largevaluesofthepro�le� wehaveS0(�)� 2�=�.By com paring this

with the expansion (4.17),we see thatthe leading orderisthe sam e butonly the

warm ertherm ostatm atters,asitisquitereasonablefrom a physicalpointofview.

Aswe showed earlier,the rate functionalS isnotconvex. The restriction ofS

to constantpro�les obtained in (4.16)m ight howeverbe convex;we do not have

an analyticproofoftheconvexity of(4.16),butrough num ericalevidencessuggest

thisisthe case.

4.6. A n additivity principle. In [11]the rate functionalS wasderived forthe

SEP by com binatorialtechniques. It was then shown that S satis�es a suitable

additivity principle which allowsto constructthe rate functionalfora system in a

m acroscopic interval[a;b]from the rate functionalofsubsystem s in the intervals

[a;c]and [c;b],herea < c< b.M oreprecisely,in [11]isintroduced a m odi�ed rate

functionaleS[a;b](�a;�b;�)where�a,�b arethedensity attheendpointsand � = �(u)

isthe density pro�lein [a;b].The additivity principle isthen form ulated as

eS[a;b](�a;�b;�)= sup
�c

�
eS[a;c](�a;�c;��[a;c])+ eS[c;b](�c;�b;��[c;b])

	
(4.18)

where ��[a;c], respectively ��[c;b], denotes the restriction of the pro�le �, which

is de�ned on the interval[a;b],to the subinterval[a;c],respectively [c;b]. The

additivity principle(4.18)playsacrucialrolein thederivation oftheratefunctional

forthe asym m etric exclusion process.In [12]the expression ofthe rate functional

from thisprinciple isthen deduced.
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Here we show that the rate functionalS for the K M P process satis�es an ad-

ditivity principle analogousto (4.18). Here,however,we need to m inim ize on the

m idpoint value �c. This is due to the fact that in (2.12) we need to m inim ize

over the auxiliary pro�le �;a direct derivation ofthe additivity form ula,as was

done in [12]forthe asym m etric exclusion process,would clarify the basic physical

di�erencebetween the K M P processand the SEP.

Let us consider the K M P process on the m acroscopic interval[a;b], here we

denote the tem peraturesofthe heatbathsatthe boundary by �a,�b.W e then let

S[a;b](�a;�b;�)be the corresponding ratefunctionaland introduce

eS[a;b](�a;�b;�)= S[a;b](�a;�b;�)� (b� a)log
�b � �a

b� a
(4.19)

by using (2.11)and (2.12)wethen get

eS[a;b](�a;�b;�)= inf
� :

�(a)= �a;�(b)= �b

Z b

a

du

h
�(u)

�(u)
� 1� log

�(u)

�(u)
� log�0(u)

i

(4.20)

where the in�m um isoverthe strictly m onotone auxiliary pro�les�(u),u 2 [a;b].

W e then getthe additivity principleforthe K M P process:

eS[a;b](�a;�b;�)= inf
�c2[�a ;�b]

�
eS[a;c](�a;�c;��[a;c])+ eS[c;b](�c;�b;��[c;b])

	
(4.21)

Itisnotdi�cultto show,see[11],thattheexpression (2.11){(2.12)fortherate

functionalfollowsfrom theadditivity rule(4.21).

4.7. R em arks. W eagainconcludewith afew m athem aticalrem arks.W ehavedis-

cussed existenceand uniquenessof(2.14)only forbounded pro�les�;theextension

to� 2 M should behoweverstraightforward.LetV (�)bethequasipotentialasde-

�ned bythevariationalproblem (4.2).Sincetheoptim alpath �� hasbeen explicitly

constructed,the rigorousproofofthe upperbound V (�)� inf�2T�
�

G(�;�)should

be carried outasin [6]. The proofofthe lowerbound V (�)� inf�2T�
�

G(�;�) is

instead m oretroublesom e.The com putationspresented hereessentially provethis

bound for strictly positive sm ooth paths �,but the argum entin [6]to extend it

to arbitrary pathsin E�;T takesadvantagesofthe convexity (specialforthe SEP)

ofthe dynam icalrate functionalJ.Thisproblem isofcourse related to the proof

ofthe lower bound for the dynam icallarge deviation principle for any open set

m entioned attheend ofSection 3.Theidenti�cation ofthequasipotentialV with

theratefunctionalfortheinvariantm easureS hasbeen proven fortheSEP in [7];

although the strategy is ofwider applicability,the technicalpoints m ightrequire

som eextra e�ort.

5. H igher space dimensions

TheK M P processintroduced in Section 2can beeasily generalized tothecaseof

spacedim ensionsd > 1.Let� bea sm ooth dom ain in R d and set�N := Z
d \ N �.

W ethen de�netheprocesson � N := R
� N

+ asfollows:everypairofnearestneighbors

oscillatorsexchangesenergy according to theruledescribed in Section 2 and every

oscillator at a boundary site x is in contact with a therm ostat at tem perature

~�(x=N )fora �xed function ~�.

Severalcom putationsofthispapercan berepeated step by step when them odel

isnotone{dim ensional.In particularthehydrodynam icequation hasstillthesam e

form (3.4)with the boundary condition ��@�= ~� and the dynam ic large deviation

functionalJ hasthe sam e form as(3.14).Form ula (4.2)aswellasthe Ham ilton{

Jacobiequation (4.5)for the quasipotentialholds in any dim ension;we can still

perform thechangeofvariables(4.6)and reduce(4.5)to(4.7).Howeverthesolution
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ofthe boundary value (2.14)doesnotgive the quasipotentialbecause,with this

choice,the righthand side of(4.6)isa functionalderivativeonly ifd = 1.

However,by analyzing thevariationalproblem (4.2),wederivean upperbound

forquasipotentialV (�)thatholdsin any space dim ension. W e also discusshere

theG aussian uctuationsoftheem piricalenergy when � isdistributed accordingto

theinvariantm easure.W eshallobtain thecovarianceoftheG aussian uctuations

by expanding the largedeviationsfunctionalS(�)around the stationary pro�le��.

W e note thatin the one{dim ensionalcase the argum entsare easierthanksto the

m oreexplicitform ofS.

5.1. U pper bound for the quasipotential. Letusdenote by ��(u),u 2 � the

stationary solution of(3.4) with boundary condition ��(u)= ~�(u),u 2 @�. Note

that,forgenericboundary conditions~�,thepro�le�� doesnothavethesim pleform

(2.10).O fcourse �� isstillthem ostlikely pro�lefortheem piricalenergy underthe

invariantm easure.W ealso introducethelocalequilibrium largedeviation function

Seq(�)=

Z

�

du

�
�(u)

��(u)
� 1� log

�(u)

��(u)

�

; (5.1)

and notethatitcoincideswith thefunction de�ned in (3.15)and itisthustherate

functionalforthe productm easure�N�� .

W hen d = 1 wecan use (2.11)and easily obtain the upperbound

S(�)= inf
�2M T �

�

G(�;�)� G(�;��)= Seq(�) (5.2)

Ford > 1 we use a di�erent strategy. G iven a path � = �(t;u) satisfying the

boundary condition �(t;u)= ~�(u),u 2 @�,a straightforward com putation shows

that

J[� T;0](�) =
1

2

Z 0

� T

dt

D

r � 1
h

@t� �
1

2
��

i

;
1

�2
r � 1

h

@t� �
1

2
��

iE

=
1

2

Z 0

� T

dt

D

r � 1
h

@t� +
1

2
�� + r

�

�
2r

1

��

�

� �� � r

�

�
2r

1

��

�i

;

1

�2
r � 1

h

@t� +
1

2
�� + r

�

�
2r

1

��

�

� �� � r

�

�
2r

1

��

�iE

= Seq(�(0))� Seq(�(� T))�
1

2

Z 0

� T

dt

D
(r ��)2

��4
;(� � ��)2

E

+
1

2

Z 0

� T

dt

D

r � 1
h

@t� +
1

2
�� + r

�

�
2r

1

��

�i

;

1

�2
r � 1

h

@t� +
1

2
�� + r

�

�
2r

1

��

�iE

The quasipotentialisde�ned by the variationalproblem (4.2). Hence,to obtain

an upper bound forV (�) itisenough to exhibita path � which connects�� to �.

W e choose�(t)= ~�(� t)where~�(t)solves

8
>>><

>>>:

@t
~�(t) =

1

2
� ~�(t)+ r

�
~�(t)2r

1

��

�

~�(t;u) = ~�(u); u 2 @�

~�(0;u) = �(u)
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W e note thatthe path � connects �� to � since~�(t)! �� ast! 1 . By using the

path � in the aboveexpression forJ[� T;0](�)and letting T ! 1 weget

V (�)� Seq(�)�
1

2

Z 0

� 1

dt

D
(r ��)2

��4
;[�(t)� ��]2

E

� Seq(�)

which shows that the upper bound V (�) � Seq(�) holds in any space dim ension.

W e also note thatthe aboveinequality isstrictunless� = ��.

5.2. G aussian uctuations. In the case d = 1 we can follow step by step the

argum entgiven in [11]fortheSEP.W e considera sm allperturbation,� = �� + "�,

ofthe stationary pro�le ��,and consequently have �[�]= �� + "T,where,to �rst

orderin ",(2.14)gives

��2

(r ��)2
�T � T = � � (5.3)

The functionalS(�)hasa m inim um at�� so thatitsexpansion in " is

S(�)= S(��)+
1

2
"
2h�;C � 1�i+ o

�
"
2
�

(5.4)

The operator C is the covariance for the G aussian uctuations ofthe em pirical

energy underthe invariantm easure�N ;�� .SinceS(�)= G(�;�[�]),weget

h�;C � 1�i =

Z 1

� 1

du

n
[T(u)� �(u)]2

��2(u)
+
[r T(u)]2

[r ��]2

o

=

Z 1

� 1

du

n ��(u)2[�T(u)]2

[r ��]4
�
T(u)�T(u)

[r ��]2

o

=

D

�T;
W

(r ��)2
�T

E

whereweused Taylorexpansions,integrationsby parts,T(� 1)= 0,and (5.3).The

operatorW isde�ned as

W :=
��2

(r ��)2
1I+ (� �)� 1 (5.5)

From equation (5.3)we get� = � W �T and thisim plies

h�;C � 1�i=

D

�T;
W

(r ��)2
�T

E

=

D

�;
W � 1

(r ��)2
�

E

so thatthe covarianceC isgiven by

C = (r ��)2 W = ��21I+ (r ��)2 (� �)� 1 (5.6)

The �rst term above is sim ply the covariance ofthe G aussian uctuations ofthe

em piricalenergy forlocalequilibrium productm easure�N�� ,while the second term

represents the contribution to the covariance due to the long range correlations

in the stationary nonequilibrium state. As in the case ofthe SEP [5,9{11,24]

thiscorrection isgiven by (� �)� 1,the G reen function ofthe DirichletLaplacian.

Since (� �)� 1 > 0,for the K M P process this correction enhances the G aussian

uctuations,while in the case ofSEP it decreases them . W e also note that,by

exploiting the duality ofthe K M P processwith the processwe shallintroduce in

Section 6,theexpression (5.6)forthecovariancecould berigorously deduced asin

the caseofthe SEP [9,24].

To obtain the covariance ofG aussian uctuationsin the case d > 1 we instead

argue asin [5]. Letusintroduce the \pressure" asthe Legendre transform ofthe

ratefunctionalS(�),i.e.

G (h):= sup
�

�
h�;hi� S(�)

	
(5.7)
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W e then getthatG (h)satis�esthe Ham ilton{Jacobiequation dualto (4.5),i.e.

D

r h;

�
�G

�h

�2
r h

E

=

D

r h;r
�G

�h

E

(5.8)

whereh(u)satis�esthe boundary conditionsh(u)j@� = 0.

Letusdenote by G eq the pressure associated via (5.7)to the localequilibrium

functionalSeq;welook fora solution of(5.8)in the form

G (h)= G eq(h)+ hg;hi+
1

2
hh;B hi+ o(h2) (5.9)

forsom efunction g = g(u)and som elinearoperatorB .From (5.4)weget

G (h)= h��;hi+
1

2
hh;C hi+ o(h2) (5.10)

hence the second derivative ofG ath = 0 isthe covarianceofthe density uctua-

tions.By com paring (5.9)to (5.10)we�nd

C =
�2G eq

�h2

�
�
�
h= 0

+ B = ��2 1I+ B (5.11)

By plugging(5.9)into(5.8)and expandingup tosecond orderin h,itisnotdi�cult

to show,see[5]forthe caseofthe SEP,thatg = 0 and

hh;�B hi= �


h;jr ��j2h

�
(5.12)

The operatorB thereforesatis�es

1

2
[�B + B �]= � jr ��j2 (5.13)

See[24]foranotherderivation ofthisequation based on uctuating hydrodynam ic

instead oflargedeviations.

From (5.13)we see that ifr �� is constant(this condition can be realized by a

suitablechoiceofthe therm ostat~�),the operatorB hasthe kernel

B (u;v)= jr ��j2(� �)� 1(u;v) (5.14)

where (� �)� 1(u;v) is the G reen function ofthe Dirichlet Laplacian in �. The

interpretation of(5.11)and (5.14)isasin the one dim ensionalcase (5.6);we note

thefactthatB isa positiveoperatorcan also beobtained asa consequenceofthe

bound S(�)� Seq(�).

6. T he dual process

Theanalysisin [18]isbased on a duality relationship between theK M P process

and anotherprocesswe discussnextin the one{dim ensionalcase.The state space

is�N := N
� N whereN := f0;1;:::g isthesetofnaturalnum bers.If� = f�x ;x 2

�N g 2 �N ,the value �x atthe site x can therefore be interpreted asthe num ber

ofparticles at x. As for the K M P process,at each bond fx;x + 1g there is an

exponentialclock ofrateone;when itringsthetotalnum berofparticles�x + �x+ 1

is redistributed uniform ly across the bond fx;x + 1g. M oreover the boundary

sites � N evolve according to a heat bath dynam ics with respect to a geom etric

distribution with param eterp� .M oreform ally,thein�nitesim algeneratorhasstill

the form (2.1)butnow the bulk dynam icsisde�ned by

Lx;x+ 1f(�):=
1

�x + �x+ 1 + 1

�x + �x + 1X

k= 0

�
f(�(x;x+ 1);k)� f(�)

�
(6.1)
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wherethe con�guration �(x;x+ 1);k isde�ned as

�
�
(x;x+ 1);k

�

y
:=

8
<

:

�y if y 6= x;x + 1

k if y = x

�x + �x+ 1 � k if y = x + 1

The boundary partofthe generatorisde�ned asfollows

L� f(�):=

1X

k= 0

p� (1� p� )
k
�
f(�� N ;k)� f(�)

�
(6.2)

wherep� 2 (0;1)aretheparam etersofthereservoirsand thecon�guration �x;k is

de�ned as

�
�
x;k
�

y
:=

�
�y if y 6= x

k if y = x
(6.3)

Ifp+ = p� = p the dynam ics is reversible with respectto the productofgeo-

m etricdistributionsofparam eterp,i.e.the invariantm easureis

�N ;p(�)=
Y

x2� N

�
p(1� p)�x

�
(6.4)

By a com putation analogousto (2.6){(2.8),itiseasy to show thatwhen � isdis-

tributed according to �N ;p then theem piricaldensity �N (�),which isde�ned asin

(2.3),satis�esa largedeviation principlewith the ratefunctional

S0(�)=

Z 1

� 1

du

n

�(u)log
�(u)

��
+ [1+ �(u)]log

1+ ��

1+ �(u)

o

(6.5)

where the param eter �� is related to p by the relation �� =
P 1

k= 0
kp(1 � p)k =

(1� p)=p.

W hen p+ 6= p� them odelisnolongerreversibleand theinvariantm easure�N ;p�

isnotexplicitly known.In thesequelweshallassum ep� > p+ .W ecan repeatthe

com putationsdonefortheK M P processand getthehydrodynam icequation.This

isstillthe linearheatequation with the appropriateboundary conditions,i.e.

8
>>><

>>>:

@t�(t) =
1

2
��(t)

�(t;� 1) = �� =
1� p�

p�
�(0;u) = �0(u)

(6.6)

Asbeforethe m ostlikely density pro�le �� isthe stationary solution of(6.6).

To obtain thedynam iclargedeviation principleweintroducea sm ooth function

H = H (t;u)vanishing atthe boundary and considerthe following tim edependent

perturbation ofthe generatorLx;x+ 1 in (6.1)

L
H
x;x+ 1f(�) :=

1

�x + �x+ 1 + 1

�x + �x + 1X

k= 0

e
(�x � k)[H (t;(x+ 1)=N )� H (t;x=N )]

�
�
f(�(x;x+ 1);k)� f(�)

�

The hydrodynam icequation associated to thisperturbed dynam icsisgiven by

@t�(t)=
1

2
��(t)� r

�

�(t)[1+ �(t)]r H (t)

�

(6.7)
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with the sam e boundary conditions as (6.6). By the sam e com putations as in

Section 3,wegetthatthe dynam icallargedeviation functionalis

J[0;T ](�)=
1

2

Z T

0

dt


r H (t);�(t)[1+ �(t)]r H (t)

�
(6.8)

where H has to be obtained from the path � by using equation (6.7) with �(t)

replaced by �(t).

Thisleadsto the following Ham ilton{Jacobiequation forthe quasipotential
D

r
�V

��
;�(1+ �)r

�V

��

E

+

D
�V

��
;��

E

= 0 (6.9)

where�V =�� vanishesatthe boundary and �(� 1)= �� .

W e look fora solution ofthe form

�V

��
= log

�

1+ �
� log

F

1+ F
(6.10)

By thesam ecom putationsasin Section 4,wereducetheHam ilton{Jacobiequation

(6.9)to

D
� � F

F 2(1+ F )2
;F (1+ F )�F + (� � F )(r F )2

E

= 0 (6.11)

W e thusobtain a solution of(6.9)considering the functional

V (�)=

Z 1

� 1

du

n

�(u)log
�(u)

F (u)
+ [1+ �(u)]log

1+ F (u)

1+ �(u)
� log

F 0(u)

[�+ � �� ]=2

o

(6.12)

whereF (u)hasto becom puted from �(u)astheuniquestrictly increasingsolution

ofthe boundary value problem
8
><

>:

F (1+ F )
F 00

�
F 0
�2 + � � F = 0

F (� 1)= ��

(6.13)

AsfortheK M P processitispossibleto check thatthisisthe rightsolution ofthe

Ham ilton{Jacobiequation (6.9).

By thechangeofvariableF = e’,itiseasy to verify thattherighthand sideof

(6.12)isstrictly convex in ’.W ethereforehave,analogously to theK M P process,

V (�)= inf
F

Z 1

� 1

du

n

�(u)log
�(u)

F (u)
+ [1+ �(u)]log

1+ F (u)

1+ �(u)
� log

F 0(u)

[�+ � �� ]=2

o

where the in�m um iscarried outoverallstrictly increasing functionsF satisfying

the boundary condition F (� 1)= �� .

7. C onclusions: few comments on generic models

FortheSEP,thederivationoftheratefunction forthestationarynon equilibrium

stateobtained in [10,11]dependsheavily on thedetailsofthem icroscopicprocess.

O n theotherhand,thevariationalapproach in [5]dependsonly on them acroscopic

transportcoe�cients,bulk di�usion D and m obility � ofthesystem .Thesearenot

independentfunctions,they arerelated by theEinstein relation D (�)= �(�)�(�)� 1

where �(�) is the com pressibility. It is de�ned as �(�)� 1 = �0(�) = f000 (�) where

f0 isthe (equilibrium )Helm holtz free energy ofthe system and � isthe chem ical

potential.Thism eansin particularthatwhilethederivation in [10,11]isonly valid

fornearestneighborjum ps,the resultholdsforthe generalSEP.In thispaperwe

havediscussed am odel,theK M P process(in facttwom odelsifweconsideralsoits
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dualprocess),in which theratefunctionalhasan expression very sim ilarto theone

forthe SEP.Herewediscusswhataretheessentialfeaturesofthefunctionalform

ofthesecoe�cientsin thederivation oftheratefunctionalS.In thisdiscussion we

shallconsiderD and � asgiven and discussthe large deviationspropertiesofthe

nonequilibrium state.

W ediscussonly one{dim ensional(sym m etric)di�usivesystem with asinglecon-

servation law and particle reservoirsat the boundary. Here it willbe convenient

to think ofthe conserved quantity asthe density ofparticles.Forgeneralm odels,

the hydrodynam icequation isexpected (proven forequilibrium m odelsin [26]and

in [14,15]for nonequilibrium under the so called gradientcondition),to be given

by a nonlineardi�usion equation with Dirichletdata atboundary,i.e.
8
>>><

>>>:

@t�(t;u) =
1

2
r

�

D
�
�(t;u)

�
r �(t;u)

�

�(t;� 1) = ��

�(0;u) = �0(u)

(7.1)

where the bulk di�usion D (�) = �(�)�(�)� 1 is given by a G reen{K ubo form ula,

see e.g.[25,II.2.2]. Forthe K M P process,aswellasforthe SEP,we sim ply have

D = 1,i.e.� = �.

The probability ofa large deviations from the hydrodynam ic behavior are ex-

pected (to ourknowledge foropen system sthishasbeen proven only forthe SEP

in [6],seehowever[25,II.3.7]foran heuristicderivation forequilibrium latticegas

m odels)to have the form (3.16){(3.17)where the dynam icalcostJ[0;T ] should be

ofthe form

J[0;T ](�)=
1

2

Z T

0

dthr H (t);�(�(t))r H (t)i (7.2)

in which the perturbation H hasto be chosen so thatthe uctuation � solvesthe

perturbed hydrodynam ic
8
>>><

>>>:

@t�(t) =
1

2
r

�

D
�
�(t)

�
r �(t)

�

� r

�

�
�
�(t)

�
r H (t)

�

�(t;� 1) = ��

�(0;u) = �0(u)

(7.3)

and �(�)isthem obility ofthesystem .FortheSEP processwehave�(�)= �(1� �)

(notethatin thiscasewehave0� � � 1)whilefortheK M P process,respectively

itsdual,wehave�(�)= �2,respectively �(�)= �(1+ �).

W e �rst m ention the few exam ples in which it is possible to obtain the rate

function S in a closed form . The following m odelsare howevereven sim plerthan

theSEP ortheK M P processsincethey do notexhibitthenon{locality ofS,which

reects,atthelargedeviation level,thelong rangecorrelationsofthesystem which

areexpected [1,24]to be a genericfeatureofnonequilibrium m odels.

The easiestexam ple isprovided by independentparticles. In thiscase we have

D constantand � linear.The nonequilibrium state isa productm easureand itis

easy to verify thatS(�)=
R1
� 1
du f

�
�(u);��(u)

�
,where

f(�;�)= f0(�)� f0(�)+ (� � �)f00(�)= � log(�=�)� (� � �) (7.4)

and �� isthestationarysolution of(7.1).Anotherexam pleisthesocalled zerorange

process,see e.g.[25,II.7.1].In thiscase D (�)= �0(�)and �(�)= �(�)where the

(increasing) function � depends on the m icroscopic rates. As shown in [8]the

nonequilibrium state is again a product m easure and, as discussed in [4,5], its

rate function is S(�) =
R1
� 1
du f

�
�(u);��(u)

�
for f again given by (7.4) with the
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appropriatef0..These exam ples(the �rstbeing a specialcaseofthe second)are

characterized by thefactthat�(�)= C expf�(�)g whereC > 0 isa constantand �

isthe chem icalpotential.The Einstein form ula then givesD (�)= �0(�).The last

exam pleisthe G inzburg{Landau m odel,seee.g.[25,II.7.3],where � isa constant

while D is determ ined by the Einstein relation. In this case the nonequilibrium

stateisstilla productm easureand itsratefunction hasthesam eexpression asin

the zero rangeprocess.

W enotethatfortheSEP,aswellasfortheK M P processand itsdual,wehave

D (�) constant and �(�) a second order polynom ialin �. W e next show that an

expression ofthe ratefunction S ofthenonequilibrium statecan be derived under

a generalhypothesis.M oreprecisely,weshallassum ethatthe di�usion coe�cient

D (�)and them obility �(�)satisfy thefollowing condition.Thereexistsa constant

a 2 R such thatforany � 6= �

�(�)� �(�)
R�
�
drD (r)

=
�0(�)

D (�)
+ a(� � �) (7.5)

Thiscondition,ofcourse,identi�esa rathertiny classofm odelsthatin factcoin-

cideswith theclassofalltheexam plesdiscussed.W eshould notexpectto beable

to obtain S in alm osta closed form forany m odel.Asweshallsee,the locality of

the functionalS correspondsto the specialcase(in thisclass)a = 0.

Letus�rstdiscusswhich functionsD and � satisfy condition (7.5).W e rewrite

itwith � and � exchanged

�(�)� �(�)
R�
�
dr D (r)

=
�0(�)

D (�)
+ a(� � �)

Thisequation togetherwith (7.5)im ply

�0(�)

D (�)
�
�0(�)

D (�)
= 2a(� � �)

Itiseasy to see thatthisisequivalentto

�0(r)

D (r)
= 2ar+ c (7.6)

with c an arbitrary constant. Condition (7.6) is a necessary condition for the

validity of(7.5).W e rewrite(7.6)in the integrated form

�(�)� �(�)= 2a

Z �

�

drrD (r)+ c

Z �

�

drD (r)

and substitute itinside(7.5).W e thusobtain

2a
R�
�
drrD (r)

R�
�
drD (r)

= a(� + �) (7.7)

A pair(�;D )isa solution of(7.5)ifand only ifisa solution of(7.6)and (7.7).

W hen a = 0,equation (7.7)isalwayssatis�ed and (7.6)becom es�0(r)= cD (r).

Ifc6= 0 wehavethesolutionscorresponding to zero rangedynam ics(with an extra

m ultiplicativefactorc);ifc= 0 wehavethe solutionscorresponding to G inzburg{

Landau m odels.

W hen a 6= 0,equation (7.7)becom es

2

Z �

�

drrD (r)= (� + �)

Z �

�

drD (r) (7.8)

W e di�erenciatewith respectto � and obtain

(� � �)D (�)=

Z �

�

drD (r)
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thatissatis�ed ifand only ifD isconstant.Now condition (7.6)im posesthat�(�)

isa second orderpolynom ialin �.In thisclassofsolutionsfallthesim pleexclusion

m odel,the K M P m odeland itsdual.

To write the rate functionalS we need to introduce a little m ore notation.W e

letd(�)=
R�
0
drD (r),since D > 0 the function d isstrictly increasing;we denote

itsinverseby b.W e�nally setA(’):= �
�
b(’)

�
.W enextdenotepartialderivatives

by a subscript. Letusintroduce a function oftwo variablesf = f(�;�)such that

f��(�;�)= D (�)�(�)� 1 = �� 1(�)and norm alize f so thatf(� ;�)hasa m inim um

at� and f(�;�)= 0.Therefore

f(�;�)=

Z �

�

dr

Z r

�

dr
0 1

�(r0)

Itiseasy to verify thatin theequilibrium case,�+ = �� = ��0,theratefunction S0

issim ply given by S0(�)=
R1
� 1
du f

�
�(u);��0

�
.To obtain theratefunction S in the

nonequilibrium case�+ 6= �� we introducethe functionaloftwo variables

G(�;’):=

Z 1

� 1

du

n

f
�
�(u);b(’(u))

�
�
1

a
log

r ’(u)

r d(��(u))

o

(7.9)

where �� isthe equilibrium pro�le.Note thatr d(��(u))= D (��(u))r u isa constant

sinceitsdivergencem ustvanish in the stationary state.

W e claim that,under condition (7.5),the rate function S can be expressed as

S(�)= G(�;’[�])where,given �,the auxiliary function ’ = ’[�]isthe solution of

the Euler{Lagrangeequation �G(�;’)=�’ = 0,thatis

8
>><

>>:

1

a

�’
�
r ’

�2 +
� � b(’)

A(’)
= 0

d(’(� 1))= d(�� )

(7.10)

whereweused f�(�;�)= � D (�)(�� �)=�(�),b0(’)= D (b(’))� 1 and thede�nition

ofA.

The de�nition ofthe functionalG and the above equation are notreally m ean-

ingfulifa = 0,asitisthe caseforthe sim ple m odelsin which S islocaldiscussed

above. However,in such a case we understand (7.10)as �’ = 0 whose solution

is ’(u) = d(��(u)). Plugging it into the functionalG we get,by understanding

(log1)=0 = 0,the correct localfunctionalS(�). O n the other hand,as soon as

a 6= 0,the functionalS isnonlocal.

To establish theclaim ,wenextshow thatthefunctionalS solvestheHam ilton{

Jacobiequation

D

r
�S

��
;�(�)r

�S

��

E

+

D
�S

��
;r

�

D (�)r �

�E

= 0 (7.11)

Theargum enttoconcludetheidenti�cation ofS with thequasipotential,asde�ned

in (4.2),isindeed essentially the one carried outin section 4.2 and itistherefore

om itted.
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By the de�nition ofS,we get�S(�)=�� = �G(�;’)=�� = f�(�;b(’))so thatthe

lefthand sideof(7.11),afteran integration by parts,reducesto

D

f��(�;b(’))r � +
f��(�;b(’))

D (b(’))
r ’;

�(�)f��(�;b(’))r � + �(�)
f��(�;b(’))

D (b(’))
r ’ � D (�)r �

E

=

D

f��(�;b(’))r � +
f��(�;b(’))

D (b(’))
r ’;�(�)

f��(�;b(’))

D (b(’))
r ’

E

=

D

r d(�);
� r ’

A(’)

E

+

D

r ’;
�(�)

A(’)2
r ’

E

where we used the Einstein relation �(�)f��(�;b(’))= D (�)in the �rststep and

f��
�
�;b(’)

�
= � D (b(’))=A(’)in the second one.

W e nextwrite r d(�)= r [d(�)� ’]+ r ’ and integrate by partsthe �rstterm

in the last expression above (recallthat d(�) and ’ satisfy the sam e boundary

conditions).W e �nally getthatthe lefthand side of(7.11)equals

�

d(�)� ’;r

�
r ’

A(’)

�

+
�(�)� A(’)

d(�)� ’

1

A(’)2

�
r ’

�2
�

W etherefore�nd thatthefunctionalS solvestheHam ilton{Jacobiequation (7.11)

provided ’ satis�esthe equation

A(’)�’ +

h

� A
0(’)+

�(�)� A(’)

d(�)� ’

i�
r ’

�2
= 0 (7.12)

In general,we have no reason to expect to be able to expressthe solution ofthe

functionalderivative equation (7.11) by a boundary value problem analogous to

(7.12),itsim ply worksunderourspecialassum ption.

Up to thispointwe did notyetreally use condition (7.5)but,to com plete the

argum ent,weneed toshow that(7.12)isequivalenttotheEuler{Lagrangeequation

(7.10).By writing (7.5)with � = b(’)weget

�(�)� A(’)

d(�)� ’
= A

0(’)+ a
�
� � b(’)

�

and,by com paring (7.10)with (7.12),weseethatthey areindeed equivalentunder

the abovecondition.

Asweem phasized,theratefunction forSEP isobtained bytakingthesuprem um

over’ ofG(�;’),whileforthetheK M P processweneed to takethein�m um .W e

can now realize that this depends on the sign ofa. Indeed for a > 0 (as in the

K M P process)the functionalG(�;’)isconcavein r ’ while itisconvex fora < 0

(asin the SEP).

Itisquitetem ptingtoextend thepreviousderivationtoabroaderclassofm odels,

possibly by a di�erentde�nition ofthetrialfunctionalG,howeverourattem ptsin

thisdirection werenotsuccessful.
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