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A bstract

W e investigate a one dim ensional chain of2N ham onic oscillators in which neigh—
boring sites have their energies redistribbuted random Iy. The sites N and N are

in contact with them al l:eservojrs at di erent tem perature and 4+ . Knis,

M archioro, and P resutti I_l§‘] proved that thism odel satis esFourier’'s law and that

In the hydrodynam ical scaling lim it, when N ! 1 , the stationary state hasa lin—
earenergy density pro ke @), u2 [ 1;1]. W e derive the large deviation finction
S ( ()) Prtheprobability of nding, in the stationary state, apro ke () di erent
from (u). The function S ( ) has strdking sin ilarities to, but also large di erences
from , the corresponding one ofthe sym m etric exclusion process. L ike the latter it is
nonlocaland satis es a variationalequation. Unlke the latter it is not convex and

the G aussian nom al uctuations are enhanced rather than suppressed com pared

to the localequilbrium state. W e also brie y discussm ore generalm odeland nd

the features comm on In these two and otherm odelswhose S ( ) is known.
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1. Introduction

T he properties of system sm aintained in stationary nonequilbrium states (SN S)
by contacts w ith very large (form ally in nite) them al reservoirs In di erent equi-
Ibrium states are ofgreat theoreticaland practicalin portance. T hese are arguably
the sin plest exam ples of nonequilbriim system s to which the elegant, universal,
and successfiil form alisn of equilbrium statistical m echanics m ight hopefully be
extended. A strking universal feature of equilbrium system s is the B olzm ann{
E Instein relation according to which uctuations in m acroscopic observables, arising
from the grainy m icroscopic structure of m atter, can be described fully in tem s
of the m acroscopic therm odynam ic fiinctions (entropy, free energy) w ithout any
recourse to the m icroscopic theory. In trying to develop a sin ilar form alism for
SN S we have to start with the uctuations. There has therefore been much ef-
fort devoted to developing a m athem atically rigorous uctuation theory for sin ple
m odelSN S. This has led to som e Interesting recent resuls for conservative system s
in contact w ith particle reservoirs at di erent chem icalpotentials ng'{lj.,icj{:_fzj].

In particular i has been possble to obtain explicitly the large deviation finc—
tionals (LDF) for som e one din ensional lattice system s. The intemal dynam ics
of these system s is govermed by sin ple excliusion processes, symm etric (SEP) or
asymm etric A SEP ), while the entrance and exit of particles at the tw o boundaries
are prescribed by the chem ical potentials, , of the right and left reservoirs. T he
LD F gives the logarithm ofthe probabilities of nding m acroscopic density pro les

(u), where u is the m acroscopic space variable, di erent from the typical values
(u);namely wehaveProb( @)) expf NF ( )JgwhereN isthenum beroflattice
sites.

In the sym m etric case, the situation we shallbe prim arily concemed w ith here,
the typicalpro ke (u) is given by the stationary solition ofthe di usion equation
Q. (u)= (=2)& DR, u),u2 [ 1;1]wih boundary conditions ( 1)=
T he values correspond to the densities in an equilbrium system w ih chem ical
potentials . The latter can be obtained by setting the chem icalpotential ofboth
end reservoirsequalto each other, . = . W enote that in thisequilbrium case,
the function F is sin ply related to the free energy ofthe system . For , 6 and
constant di usion coe cientD (that is density independent and spatially uniform )
thepro ke (u) is linear; this is the only case solved so far for the SEP . The results
forthe LDF ofthe SEP for this SN S contained som e surprises.

The m ost striking of these is non{locality: the probability of density pro les

a @) and  (u) Ih dispintm acroscopic regionsA and B isnot given by a product
ofthe separate probabilities, ie.the LDF isnot additive. T his isvery di erent from
the equilbrium casewhere the LDF isgiven (essentially) by an integralofthe local
free energy density forthe speci ed pro les a @) and (), and is thus autom at—
ically additive overm acroscopic regions (even at critical points). A dditivity is also
true for the LDF ofa system in full local them alequilbrium (LTE), eg. for the
stationary nonequilbriim state of the zero range process. T he m icroscopic origin
of the non{locality ofthe LDF for the open SEP lies in the O (N ') correctionsto
LTE which extend overdistances ofO N ); N is num ber of lattice sites, which goes
to in nity in the hydrodynam icalscaling lim i [,124]. So whil the deviations from
LT E vanish in this Iim it their contrbutionsto the LD F, w hich involves sum m ations
over regions of size N , does not

Thee ect ofthese O N ') correctionsto LTE is already present at the level of
Gaussian uctuationsabout (u). Thesewere com puted by Spohn in 1983 [_iﬁi] who
found that the contrdbutions from the deviations from LTE m ade a nite contrbu-—
tion to the variance ofthese G aussian uctuations, causing them to decrease, forthe
SN S ofthe SEP from their LTE values. T he reduction In the variance of G aussian



uctuations can be recovered from the LDF by setting (@)= ()+ N 72 @).
Tn fact in Byl1] it is shown thatF ( ) frthe SEP dom inatesthe LDF com ing from
the corresponding LT E state and therefore the uctuations are suppressed.

T he above cbservations about the SEP raisem any questions about the nature of
the SN S ofm ore realistic system s. Do their LDF and G aussian uctuationsbehave
sim flarly to those of the SEP ? In particular, to what extent do the LDF for SN S
play a \sin ilar role" to free energies in equilbrium system s? In the absence of
m ore solved exam ples it is di cul to answer these questions. It is therefore usefil
to nd and investigate the SN S of otherm odel system s for which the LDF can be
found and com pare them to that of the SEP. This is what we do In the present
paper and then discuss the lim ited universality of the resuls.

The SN'S we consider here is a sin ple stochastic m odel of heat conduction in a
crystal. Tt iswellknown, seeeg. 20,23, that ham onic chainsdo not cbey Fourier's
law of heat conduction. O n the other hand, K jpnis, M archioro, and P resutti U_é]
Introduced a m odel of m echanically uncoupled ham onic oscillators in which near—
est neighbor oscillators redistrbute random Iy their energy. This system is then
coupled to them alreservoirs at di erent tem peratures and, thanks to the stochas—
tic dynam ics, the validiy of Fourier's law is proven. In particular the stationary
energy density (u) is a linear pro ke as in the SEP.W e mention that a more
sophisticated stochastic m odel of coupled ham onic oscillators has been recently
nvestigated. T he evolution is given by superin posing the H am ilttonian dynam ics
w ith a stochastic one in which tw o nearest oscillators random ly exchangem om enta.
T hism odelhastw o conservations law s (energy and totallength); the hydrodynam ic
lim i isproven in f] orthe equilbrium caseand in ] Hrnonequilbrim , G aussian

uctuations are analyzed in l:_l-é_i‘]

In this paper we consider the K ipnis{M archioro{P resuttim odel, ourm ain resul
is the derivation of the corresponding LD F', that we denote by S ( ). &k tums out
that this fiinction has both strong sim flarities and signi cant di erences from that
ofthe SEP.Like for the SEP the LDF isnonlocaland yields G aussian uctuations
about (). Unlike the SEP, however, it is obtained by m inin ization, rather than
m axin ization, of a \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 discuss these sin ilarities and di erences in section :j, where we also give som e
generalization of our and previous results to a larger class ofm odel system s.

2. The model and main result

Follow ing 'g'g‘] we consider a chain of one{din ensional ham onic oscillators lo—

cated at sitesx 2 [ N;N ]\ Z =: y and described by the canonical coordinates
Ok s;Px). The oEgchJators arem echanically uncoupled so that the H am ittonian ofthe
chain sH =, | ©2 + of)=2. The ham onic oscillators are how ever coupled

by the follow ing stochastic dynam ics. Every pair of nearest neighbors sites waits
an exponential tim e of rate one and then the corresponding oscillators exchange
energy. M ore precisely, ket (4, ;py), @+ 17Py+ 1) be the canonical coordinates at the
sitesy, vy + 1; when the exponential clock between y and y + 1 rings then the new
values (@);p)), (@, 1P ) are distrbuted according to the uniform distriution
on the surface of constant energy

1 1 1 1
S @Y @) S @)t B’ = S Rt S et Pl

M oreovertheboundary site N , respectively + N , waitsan exponentialtin e ofrate
one and then the corresponding oscillator assum e an energy distribbuted according
to a G bbs distrbution w ith tem perature , respectively ; . A 1l the exponential
clocks nvolved in the dynam ics are independent.



From am athem aticalpoint ofview it issu cient to ook only at the localenergy
given by the random variables , = p2+ ¢ =2, orwhich we get a closed evolution
described by the ©llow ing M arkov process. The state space s y = R,", an
elementof y isdenotedby = f;;x2 yg.Thein nitesin algeneratorofthe
process is the sum of a bulk generator Ly plus two boundary generators L, and
L

Ly =N2Log+1L +L, 21)
in which we have speeded up the tin e by the factor N ?, this corresponds to the
di usive scaling.

Thebuk dynam ics L isde ned as

IX 1
LO = Lx;x+l
x= N
w here
Z 1
Loge1f( )= dp £( & D®P) £() @2)

0

in which the con guration ®#*1® iscbtained from by m oving a fraction p of
the total energy across the bond fx;x+ lgtox and a fraction 1 ptox+ 1, ie.
8
<y if yv6 x;x+1
(HFEDR) = Pyt xs1) oy=x
T p)(x+ x+1) if y=x+1

T he boundary generators L. are de ned by a heat bath dynam ics w ith respect
to them ostats at tem peratures , ie.
Z
L f()= dr—e ™ f£( Y7 f()
0
in which the con guration N7 is cbtained from by setting the energy at N
equalto r, ie.
ir y if y&x
("7)y = : -
r if y=x
N ote that we have set the Boltzm ann constant equalto one. T he process generated
by @-j,'),denoted by (), willbe called the KM P process.

W edenoteby u 2 [ 1;1] the m acroscopic space coordinates and introduce the
space of energy pro kesasM = £ 2 Ly ([ 1;1;du) : @) 0Og.W e considerM
equipped w ith the weak topology nam ely, , ! i for each continuous test fiinc-
tion wehaveh,; i! h; i,whereh ; 1iisthe mnerproduct inlf 1;1];du).
G ven am icroscopicocon guration 2 y ,we introduce the em piricalenergy y ( )
by mapping to them acroscopic pro ke

R
[v ()W) = x I

x= N

PR ) @23)
notethat y ( )2 M isa piecew ise constant finction.

In the case when = , = it is easy to show that Iy is reversble wih re—
spect to the product of exponential distribution w ith param eter , ie.the nvariant
m easure is given by the equilbrium G bbsm easure at tem perature ,

dw; ()= —Xe 7 24)



W hen 2 y isdistrbuted accordingto y; then the empircalenergy y ( )
concentrates, asN ! 1 on the constant pro ke according to the follow ng law

of large num bers. Foreach > 0 and each continuous test function = ()
]jml n; hy(); i h; i> =0 2.5)
N !

where 2 M isthe constant function w ith that value.

In this equilbrium case i is also easy to obtain the large deviation principle
associated at the law of large num bers @;5) . M ore precisely, the probability that
the empirical energy y ( ) is close to some pro ke 2 M dierent from is
exponentially anallin N and given by a rate fiinctional Sy

n; (v () ) exp N So() @.6)
where y () m eans closeness in the weak topology ofM and  denotes loga-—
rithm ic equivalence asN ! 1 . The functional Sy is given by

Z

' @) ) !

So( )= du — 1 bg— = dusy( @); o) 2.7)

1 1
where ( = is the constant energy densiy pro ke for , = = . The above
functionalcan in fact be obtained as the Legendre transform ofthe pressure G, )

So( )=sup h ;hi Go ()
h
where Gy isde ned as
Z
. 1 N hh; oy ()i
Goh) = ]Jml N—JogE e, e = du og[l h@)] (2.8)
N ! ’ 1

In which E denotes the expectation w ith respect to y; .

If 6 ., theprocessgenerated by Ly isno longer reversble and its nvariant
measure y; is not explicitly known. Theorem 42 in {_l-é] In plies how ever the
follow ing law of large num bers. Foreach > 0 and each continuous

Nllin1 N ; hy (); i h; i> =0 (2.9)
where isthe linear pro l Interpolating and 4 ,ie.
1 u 1+ u
@ = > + 4 > (210)

It isnaturalto look for the lJarge deviations asym ptotic for y; . In the caseof
the sym m etric sin ple exclision process (SEP) this program has been carried out
in [5,:@',:_1-9,:_1-]_:] Them aln resul ofthis paper is an expression for the large deviation
rate functionalfor y; analogousto theone forthe SEP.The functionalwe obtain
is nonlocal, as is the one for the SEP, but it tums out to be nonconvex w hile the
one for SEP is convex. W e m ention that non convexityy of the rate finctional also
occurs for the asym m etric exclision process '_ﬂ-g:]

W ihout loss ofgenerality we assum e < 4 and ntroducethesetT = f 2
cl( 1;1) : °w)> 0; ( 1)= g, here %isthederivativeof .Given 2 M
and 2 T we Introduce the trial functional

Z .
Glior ) g ® gt T
T @) W) [+ B2

In this paperwe show that the em piricalenergy for y,; satis esthe large devia—
tion principle w ith a nonlocal, nonconvex rate functionalsS ( ) given by

S()= MmEG(; ) 2.12)
2T



that iswe have
n; (x () ) exp N S() (2.13)

W e note there is a very close sin ilariy be‘c_ﬂ_e_en {2:1:2) and the analogous resul
for the SEP, we em phasize however that in @;1_2) we m inin ize over the auxiliary
pro ke , whik In SEP one needs to m axin ize. This is, of course, related to the
non convexiy of our S versus the convexity of the rate functional for SEP. It
would be very interesting to understand this basic di erence also in tem s of the
com binatorialm ethods In {10{:12. besides the dynam ical approach presented here.

Given 2 M ,weshow thatthem inin izer in (2.12) isuniquely attained forsom e

pro ke @) = [ Ju); thereforeS( )= G(; [ ]). Morover [ ]@) isthe unique
strictly increasing solution of the boundary value problem

8

> ®

) 2(0)2+ =0 ©14)

?

(1=
which is the Euler{Lagrange equation G= = Owhen iskept =xed.
W e note that or = the solution of 12_.{4) isgiven by []1= therefore

S()=G(;) 0. On the other hand, by the convexity of the real functions

Ry 3x7 x 1 lgxandRy 3 x7 logx, oreach 2 M and 2 T we
have G ( ; ) OhenceS () O. Bythesameargumentwea]sogetthats( ) =
if and only if . This show s that the large deviation principle '(2 13 mphes
the law of large num bers @_ﬁ ) and gJyes_a_m exponential estin ate as N__!_ 1 .We
nally rem ark that the reversble case @.7) is recovered from @.11){€.13) in the
Im it 4 ! O0which mpose (u) constant.

O utline of the follow ing sections.

O ur derivation of the rate functional S follow s the dynam ical/variational ap—
proach introduced in §,8]. W e ook rst, in Section 4§, at the dynam icalbehavior
In the di usive scaling lim it In a bounded tim e Interval ;T ]. In particular, we ob—
tain a dynam ical Jarge deviation principle which gives the exponential asym ptotic
for the event in which the em pirical energy ollow s a prescribed space{tin e path.

In Section Eﬂ we introduce the quasipotential, i is de ned by the m inin al cost,
asm easured by the dynam ical rate functional, to produce an energy uctuation
starting from the typicalpro ke . By the argum ents in :j‘h;'_ﬁ], the quasipotential
equals the rate functional S ( ) of the nvariant measure y; . A mathem atical
rigorous proof of this statem ent for the SEP is given in ij]. A s discussed In '[fj,:_é],
the quasipotential is the appropriate solution ofa H am ilton { Jacobiequation which
nvolves the transport coe cients of the m acroscopic dynam ics. T he derivation of
the functionalS isthen com pleted by show ing that @;1:2) isthe appropriate solution
of this H am ilton {Jacobiequation. A s in the case ofthe SEP we are also abl, by
follow ing this dynam ical/variationalapproach, to characterize them inin izer forthe
variationalproblem de ning the quasipotential; thispath isthe one follow ed by the
process, w ith probability goingtooneasN ! 1 , in the spontaneous creation ofthe

uctuation . In Section :_4 we also show that the functionalS is not convex, obtain
its expression for constant pro les , and derive an additivity principle analogous
to the one for sim ple excluision processes obtained in @-]_;'ié]

In the rem aining part of the paper we discuss som e extensions of the previous
results. In particular, in Section B we discuss the KM P process in higher space
dinension, d 1, and obtaln an upper bound for the quasi potential in tem s of
the local equilbbriim one. W e note that for the SEP i is possble to prove [5,:_6]
an analogous ower bound. W e also discuss the G aussian uctuations around the
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stationary pro le ; as for the SEP :_[5;_9 ﬂ_ij,:_i_«h] the correction due to nonequilib-
rium is given by the G reen function of the D irichlet Laplacian. In particular, this
correction is non local; as In the case of the SEP, this is due to the long range
correlations t_l-§'] However, for the KM P process, the nonequilbrium enhances the
G aussian uctuationswhile in the SEP it decreasesthem . A s the covariance of the
Gaussian uctuations equals the inverse of the second derivative ofS ( ) at , the
enhancem ent of G aussian uctuations corresponds to the upper bound of S ( ) In
tem s of the bcal equilbriim finctional. In the analysis in [[8] a crucial rok is
played by a process, In duality w ith respect to the KM P process, in w hich the local
variable at the site x takes Integralvalues. In Section :_6 we discuss brie y the large
deviations properties of this dualm odel and obtain the expression for the large
deviation fiinctional. Finally in Section :_1 we discuss the derivation of the large
deviation functional for generic one{din ensionalnonequilbrium sym m etricm odels
w ith a single conservation law . W e obtain a sin ple condition, which is satis ed by
the zero range process, the G lnzburg{Landau dynam ics, the SEP,the KM P process
and its dual, that allow s the derivation of the large deviation function by m eans of
a suitable trial finctional. Even when this condition failsto hold, it yieldsa simple
criterion to predict the enhancem ent/supression of the G aussian uctuation in the
stationary nonequilbrium state w ith respect to the f1ll Iocal them alequilbrium .

T he discussion in this paper w ill be kept at the physicists level of m athem atical
rigor. However, for the m ore m athem atically inclined reader, we shall point out
the m aln di erences and technicaldi culties w ith respect to the case of the SEP,
which hasbeen analyzed In fullm athem atical rigor g].

3. M acroscopic dynamical behavior

In this Section we considerthe KM P process in a bounded tin e interval 0; T Jun—
der the di usive scaling lin it. W e discuss the law of Jarge num bers (hydrodynam ic
lim i) an_d_ the associated dynam ical large deviations principle for the em pirical
energy 3).

G en a continuous strictly positive energy pro e 2 C ([ 1;1];R4 ), we denote
by Y the probability on y corresponding to a local equilbbrium distrdoution
(LTE) wih an energy pro ke given by . It isde ned as

¥
at ()= d ", (%)

w here 4 n o
d N_X = — > exp _x
! x=N) x=N)
G Wen two probabiliymeasures ; on y wedenoteby h( j ) the relative entropy
of wih respectto , i isde ned as
. d (), _d ()
h(3j) = d()d( bgd(
W e shalloconsiderthe KM P processw ith initial condition distribbuted according to
the product m easure NO for som e energy pro e . A straightforw ard com putation
then show s there exists a constant C (depending on ) such that forany N we

have the relative entropy bound
N . N
h(%3%) cN G1)

where isthe stationary energy pro le EZ:.l:Q) . By the weak law of large num bers
for independent variables we also have that NO is associated to the energy pro e



o In the ollow Ing sense. Foreach > 0 and each continuous
Im Y hy(); i ho;j i> =0 3B2)
N1

W e ram ark that for the SEP i is possble (and convenient, see E]) to consider
determ inistic initial conditions. For the KM P process, as the \single spin space"
R, is not discrete, such iniial conditions do not satisfy the entropy bound @:]:),
which is required in the standard derivation, see eg. [_l-j,z-ﬁ], of the hydrodynam ic
lim it. For this reason we have chosen the iniial condition distributed according to
the product m easure NO . On the other hand, by the m ethod developed in [_2-]_:], i

should be also possible to consider determ inistic initial con gurations.
W edenoteby P " the distrbution ofthe KM P processw hen the initialcondition

is distrbuted according to NO . Themeasure P v is a probability on the space
0

D (0;T]; n) of rdght continuous with lkft lin i paths from [0;T]to yx . The
expectation w ith respect to P v isdenoted by E v .

0 0
31. H ydrodynam ic lim it. Equation {32) is the law of large number or the
em piricalenergy at tim e t = 0; the hydrodynam ic 1m it states that for each m acro—
sopictine t2 [0;T ] there exists an energy pro ke () such we have the sam e law
of large num bers

]jm1 Py hy(®); i h (©®; i> =0 33)
N ! 0

Furthem ore, we can obtain the energy pro ke (t) by solving the hydrodynam ic
equation. For the KM P process (as for the SEP ) this is sin ply the the linear heat

equation wih boundary condiions ,ie. ()= (tu) solves
8 1
60 = ®
3 @ 1 = 34)
ToOu) = @)

where isthe Laplacian. Note that the stationary pro ke n 2_-_-_@) is the unique
stationary solution of B84).

W e give below a brief heuristic derivation, which is particularly sim ple for the
KM P process, ofthe hydrodynam ic lin it. W e refer to [_Ié,:_[ﬁ] for a rigorousproofin
the case of the so called gradient nonequilbbrium m odelsw ith nite sihgl soin state
space; the extension to the KPM process should not present additional problem s.

Let Dbea anooth function whose support isa subset of ( 1;1); from the general
theory ofM arkov processes, we have that

d
EZE v hy ( ©); 1=E v Lyhy ( ®©); 1 35)

Since the support of is a strict subset of [ 1;1], only N °L, contrbutes to
Lyhy ( (©); i.A sinpl com putation showsthat,wheny$ N,

1
LOyZE y1+ y+1 2y (3-6)
we thus get
X Z x=N + 1= (2N )

N
Iyhy ( ®); 1 = — x 1O+ x+10 20 du ()
2 x=N 1=(2N )

2
! =N t }h ©); 1
= ¢ B L0 Sha (o) i



here y &N) = N? (& 1)=N)+ (&xk+ 1)=N) 2 x=N) is the discrete
Laplacian. The st step above com es from C_B-Lé.) and C_Z-g), the second step from
discrete integration by parts and last step from the regularity of

W e have thus obtained the weak form ulation of 34); it rem ains to show that
also the boundary condition (; 1) = is satis ed. For this we need to use the
boundary generators N 2L . These are G Jauber like dynam ics accelerated by N 2
so that the energy has well them alized to is equilbrium valie. W e get

E ( w ©) 3.7

A standard m artingale com putation show s that, w ith a negligble errorasN !
1, x ( () becomesnon randcznl . W e can then rem ove the expectation value in
the previous equations and get 8.3).

32. D ynam ic large deviations. W e want next to obtain the large deviation
principle associated to the law of large num ber {_?:;3); m ore precisely we want to
estin ate the probability that the em pirical energy y ( (t)) does not ollow the
solution of C_§;Z‘|) but rem ains close to som e prescribed path = (t;u). This
probability w illbe exponentially snallin N and we look for the exponential rate.
W e Pllow the classic procedure In lJarge deviation theory: we perturb the dynam ics
In such a way that the path  becom es typical and com pute the cost of such a
perturbation.
LetH = H (t;u) bea sn ooth fiinction vanishing at theboundary, ie.H & 1) =

0. W e then consider the follow ing tin e dependent perturbations of the generators
Lx;x+ 1 n C_Zg)

Z 1
f() = dpe[H (Gx=N) H (Gx+1)=N)lpP x+1 @ p) x] £ ( (x7x+ 1)79) £()
0

N ote that we have essentially jist added a sm alldriftN 'r H (t;x=N ) i the energy

exchange across the bond fx;x + 1g. W e denote by P!, the distrdution on the
0

path space D (0;T]; x ) of this perturbed KM P process. A s before E®, is the

0
expectation w ith respect to P, .
0
The st step to obtain the dynam ic Jarge deviations is to derive the hydrody—
nam ic equation for the perturbed KM P process. W e clain that oreach t2 ;T ],
each continuous ,and each > 0 we have

ijl P, hy( @®); i h ®©; i> =0 (3.8)
N ! 0
where (t) = (t;u) solves
8 1
60 =5 O r Frie
. _ 3.9)
& 1) =
2

Ou) = (@)
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T he argum ent to justify C_B-;gl) issin flarto tlle_prevjousone. Incliding thee ectof
the perturbation, the com putation follow ing @;6) now becom es (@asbeforey$ N)

Z
Lg v = dpe[H Gy L)=N) H &y=N)lpy @@ p)y 1] ul p)(y+ v 1) .
2,
+ dpe[H (Ly=N) H &+ 1L)=N)lp y+1 (1 p)y]p(y+1+ y) v
0
2 2
1t 1 2 1 1
: YZ Y+ By 1) H GyN) — T

2 2
YY+1+ y+ y+ 1

3

+ H@EGyN) HEE+ L))

A s before, we consider a an ooth function whose support is a strict subset of
( 1;1); then only N °LY contrbutesto L¥ h y ( (©)); iand weget
1X r 1O+ i1 24
iy () i L N? ey 21O w1 ® ®)
N 2
B x 10 x®F 10
3
x 0 xr1 O+ O+ 41 ®7
3

+ HEG 1)) H (Gx=N)

+ xN) H G x+ 1)=N)

H
1 X
N_ X (t) N (X:N )

i& 01O+ O+ a1
N 3

+ ryH GxN)ry &)

X

wherery f&x=N) = N [f(x+ 1)) f x=N )] is the discrete gradient. In the
above com putations we just used Taylor expansions and discrete integrations by
parts. W ith respect to the very sin ple case discussed before, we face now them ain
problem in establishing the hydrodynam ic lim it: the above equation isnot closed in
n (), ie. s right hand side isnot a function of y ( (t)). In order to derive the
hydrodynam ic equation {_5_.@.),weneed toexpress y yx+1+ -+ 2, Intem softhe
empiricalenergy y ( ). Thiswillbe done by assum ing a \localequilbbrium " state,
we refer to fa,14,15,17,25] or a rigorous isti cation in the context of conservative
Interacting particle system s.
Letusconsideram icroscopic site x which is far from the boundary and introduce
a volum eV, centered at x, which is very large in m icroscopic units, but still in ni-
tesim al at the m acroscopic level. The tin e evolution in V is essentially given only
by the buk dynam ics N ZLg ; since the total am ount of energy in V changes only
via boundary e ects and we are looking at what happens after O (N ?) m icroscopic
tin e units, we expect that the system in V has relaxed to them icro{canonicalstate
corresponding to the localem piricalenergy y ( (£)) ®=N ). To com pute this state
Jet us construct st the canonicalm easur%jn V wih constant tem perature > 0,

namely the product measured v; () = . ldxe *= . Letnow mvy; be
the associated m icro{canonicalm easure w ith energy density , ie.
X
my; da) = v; d x= V3
x2V
W e Introduce the function ( ) de ned by
()= lin By, w1t 2+ 2 (3.10)

v "z
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where we recallthat E, ,, denotes the expectation w ith respect to the probability
my; .By the equivalence of ensemble we can compute ( ) also as
()=EV; x x+1 T )2;+ 54—1:32

A ccording to the previous discussion, the system in the volim e V is well approx—
In ated by a m icro{canonical state with energy density yx ( () &N ). As i is
show n by the standard proofs in hydrodynam ic Iim its, seeeg. '_ﬂj:,:_2§], we can thus
replace, OrN Brge, () w1 ®+ O+ 1 ®© with3[y ( ©)&N)f.Wwe
then obtain

1
%E v ohy (®); 1 EhN( ©); i+hy ( ©FrH;r i 3411)

which is the weak form ulation of C_i_.-i{) . The argum ents to show that the boundary
conditions & 1) = are satis ed and to rem ove the expectation valie are the
sam e ones as in the derivation of {_3_.4) .

Let = t;u), @Gu) 2 0;T] [ 1;1] be a given path. W e recall that our
task is to estin ate the probability that the em pirical energy y ( () is close to

() (short or (;u)). W e write this probability n termm s of the perturbed KM P
process, nam ely

dP w

Py y( @®  ®©jt2 D;T]=E" L, (o) © 3a12)
0 0 dp N

0

E quation {_5_.-2) tellsus orwhich H the path becom es typical for the perturbed
KM P process. W e thus choose H (t;u) so that

(
1
r ®rH GO = @ (t)+5 )

H&G 1)=0

(3.13)

which is essentially a Poisson equation for H (recall that is xed). W ith this
choice we have, forN large, pH, y ( ©) (€) 1 and to derive the dynam ical
0
large deviation principle we only need to com pute the R adon {N ykodin derivative
dP « :dPHN .
0 0

W e consider rst the case of a determ inistic Initial con guration (2 yx . In
this case, by a standard com putation in the theory of jum p M arkov processes, see
eg. [17, Appendix 1.7] or B, Appendix A ), we have

dP"( ) = ex NI ( H)
apt P o1t 7
0
where
ZT
J[IS;T]( 7H) = hy ( (T));H T)L hy (o0);H O)1 dth y ( ©);@H (1
0
% 1271 21 n o
N 2 dt  dp el ExN) HEE DN 1@ @ P a®)

x= n 0 0
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By Taylor expansion we then get

Z T
TR H) hy ( @)H @)L hy (o)H O1 dthy ( (©);@H ©i
0
Z
Tdti 7 (t) H E;x=N )
. N x N 7 X
x= N+1
1ZT
5 dt y @N H ( 1+ 1=N) H @& 1)
1ZOT
+ E dt y ®N H (1) H (1 1=N)
0
Z
T XY 00+ 2O+ 4,0 2
dt— ry H x=N)
o N 3

By the sam e argum ent given in the derivation ofthe perturbed hydrodynam ic equa-
tion @), wecan replace () x+1 O+ x©°+ 1 by 3w () &N)F.

R ecalling that in {_3;1_2) there is the indicatorofthe event n which y ( (b)) isclose
to (b, weget

Z T
Jpai( #H)  Jori() = h (T)H (@)L h 0)H O dth ©);@H ©i
Z T Z T 0
1 . 1 2 ,
> dth ); H ©i > dth ©%;rH ©Fi
1Z 2 1Z TO
5 dc rH & 1)+ 5 dt + rH 1)

0

where we used the fact that the valie of is xed at the boundary, (; 1) =
. Recalling that the perturbation H has been chosen as the solution of (:}11-_3),
Integration by parts show s that
121
Jori( )=  dthcH @) ©°rH ©i (314)
0
To com plete the derivation of the dynam ical large deviation functional, we only
need to consider the uctuations of the initial condition. Recalling that we have
chosen the iniial condition distributed according to the product m easure NO , a
straightforw ard com putation on product m easures (the one carried out In {_é_.?}){
£8)) shows that

Noon () 0) exp NSp( 03o)

0
where Sp ( (0)J o), which representsthe contribution to the dynam ic large deviation
from the initial condition, is given by
Z
. ! 0;u) O;u)
So( 0)Jo) = du 1 Iog
1 o @) o @)
By collecting all the com putations perform ed we nally get the dynam ical large
deviation principle

(3.15)

Py x(®) ©i;t2 0;T] exp N Ip;ri( Jo) 3.16)

0

w here

Tp;r1( Jo)=So( ©Jo)+ JTp;r () 317)
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W e note again that Sg ( (0)jo) represents the cost to create a uctuation at tine
zero whereas Jp;r( ) represents the dynam ical cost to follow the path () in
the tim e interval 0;T ]. In the case of detem inistic iniial conditions, as the one
discussed in i_é] forthe SEP,wewould have Sg( (0)jg)= +1 unlkss @©)= g.

33. Rem arks. W e conclude this section w ith som e rem arkson the rigorousderiva—
tion of the dynam ical large deviation principle @;1_6) . The probability estin ates
needed are (not surprisingly) m ore subtle than discussed here. In fact, while in
the proof of the hydrodynam ic Im it it is enough to show that we can replace
<0 1+ 20O+ 2,0 by 3y ( ) xN)f with an error vanishing as
N ! 1 ,in theproofofthe Jarge deviationsweneed such an errorto beofoe V).
This can be proven by the so called super exponential estin ate, see I_l-j,:_l-g'], which
is the key point in the rigorous approach. T his estin ate has been extended to the
non equilbrium SEP in f_d]. For the KM P process there is the additional com —
plication of a unbounded single soin space. In ﬂ_l-I_*i] the dynam ical large deviation
principle is proven for the G inzburg{Landau m odel; however for the KM P process
the situation is m ore troublesom e because the m obility 2 is unbounded and the
reference m easure is only exponentially decaying for large . T here is also another
technical point which requires som e care. In the usual proofs of large deviations
from hydrodynam icbehavior, one rst obtainsthe lowerbound for a neighborhood
of strictly positive sm ooth paths and then uses approxin ations argum ents to
extend the lowerbound to any open set. T he approxin ations argum ents used for
the SEP, see [17,19] for the equilbrium case and 8] r nonequilbrium , take fall
advantage of the fact (special for the SEP ) that Jp,r;( ) isa convex functional. In
order to prove the dynam ic large deviation principle for the KM P process a m ore
robust approxin ation m ethod, possbly analogous to the one In [_2gi], is required.

4. The quasipotential and its properties

In this Section we introduce the quasi potential, which m easures the m inim al
cost to produce a uctuation ofthe energy pro le In the stationary state, and show s
that it can be obtained by solving the one{din ensionalnon linear boundary valie
problem @€.14).W e also characterize the m ost probable path ©llowed by the KM P
process In the spontaneous creation of such a uctuation. W e nally show that the
functional S is not convex and derive an additivity principle analogous to the one
in {3,09].

Given T > 0 and a strictly positive sm ooth 2 M , we introduce the set of
energy pathswhich connect to Inatime interval[ T;0], ie.we de ne

E,r = = @©u): (T;u)= @@; Ou= (W) 4.1)

where we recall that the stationary energy pro ke  has been de ned In i_2:i_d)).

Paths 2 E ;; must also satisfy the boundary condition (t; 1) = ; In fact it
can be shown E_é]that Jr r;01( )= +1 ifthepath doesnot satisfy thisboundary
condition. T he quasi potential is then de ned as

T>0 2E ;¢

w here we recall that the functional J is given In @:1-_4) . By the general argum ents
in 5], see also the rigorousproof in [j] forthe SEP, we have that the rate functional
S () orthe nvarantmeasure y; ,see @;1_3), concidesw ith the quasipotential,
ie.S( )=V ().
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41. So]utigrl ofthe H _aan_ﬂton {Jacobiequation. R_ec_:a]Jjng that the perturba-
tion H i @;1_4) solves (3.13), the variationalproblm @ J) consists in m nin izing
the action that correspond to the Lagrangian

L(;&)=1r ' —r e ) @3)
; =-r = )i—r =
2 to2 2 co2
T he associated H am ittonian is
. 1 2 1
H(;H)=sup HH; 1 L(;)=§rH; rH +§H; 44)
Noting that V isnom alized so thatV ( ) = 0, we obtain, by a classical resul in

analytic m echanics, that V ( ) solves the H am ilton {Jacobiequation H ( )= 0,
ie.

D v o, VE D v E
r—; ‘r— + —; =0 @.5)
where V= vanishes at the boundary and ( 1)= .W e ook for a solution of
{4 3) in the form
\Y 1 1
== = 4.6)
forsome function = [ ]J(u) to be detem ined satisfying the boundary conditions
( 1)= .Bypluggihg @;6) into {4.3) and elem entary com putations, analogous
to the ones for the SEP discussed in 3], we get
P 1 1, 1F
0 = r — - ;°‘r—
D E D E
r (r
= r ()it —i (27 @
D E
= Pt )& i

T herefore a solution of @-:/:) is obtained when satis es the non linear bound-

ary value problem @.14). Let usdenote by [ ] the solution of!(2.14); recall the
de nition @Ll_l:) of the functional G ( ; ) and that, since :_(2_.1'(1) is the associated
Euler{Lagrange equation or xed ,wehave [ G= ](; [ ] = 0. By a direct

com putation we then get
G G (1 1
[

1
(i [ D—= - @.8)

—G(; [ D= ]

(7 [D+

which showsthatV ( )= G( ; [ 1) isa solution of the H am ilton {Jacobi equation
Cfl-;ﬁ) To com plete the derivation of @21:3) we next show that V ( ) meets the
criterion in E_S, x2.6], ie. it is the \right solution" ofthe H am ilton {Jacobiequation,
and that the n mum i @.12) is uniquely attained or = [ ], the solution of

214).

42. The exit path. The characterization of the optin alpath for the variational
problem @_.-2) can be carried out according to the general schem e in E]. LetV ()=
G(; [ Dand @®,t2 [ T;0]a strictly positive an ooth path such that (0) =

By using that V ( ) solves H am ilton {Jacobi equation £4:.5), a sin ple com putation
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show s that

1 1 1 2 v 2 .
J[T;O]()=5 dt r ° @ > tr r—() r© “r—() ;
T .
1D 1 , v , vV *
T Q > +r r— () r r— ()
lzo h 1 v i
= V() V((T))+E dat r ! e 5t 2Zr—() ;
T
h i
ir l@t E + r 2r—V()
2 2

Since the last tem above ispositive, the optim alpath forthe variationalproblm
{4 2) solves
1 ()2

1 , v
@ == r ( )Yr—( ) = = +r

2 2 Tt P @9

where [ ]= [ I(ju) denotes the solution of @ 14) with replcedby ().
Let us denote by t) = ( ©,t2 D;T] the tin e reversed of the optim al
path . It is then not di cult to show, see [53 Appendix B] for the analogous
com putation in the case ofthe SEP, that  (t) can be constructed by the follow ing
procedure. G iven = 0) = 0), rstlt o= [ ]1be the solution of-'_(2_.l:4),
then solve the heat equation w ith initial condition o, ie.lt (t) be the solution of

AKX 0
™
e
(G
I
|
(G

and nally set

()
= © G——
r ©f
Since () ! ast! 1 weget (T)! asT ! 1 ,henceV ( ( T))!
V ()= 0. The identi cation ofthe solution of the H am iltton {Jacobiequation w ith
the quasipotential ollow s from the characterization of the m inin izer obtained
before. In particularV ( ) satis es the criterion discussed in :L$, x2 6].

43. Solution of equation _(:_2-_.i_41:) . The existence of a solution for the nonlnear
boundary value problem ©.14) can be proven by the sam e strategy as i [5,:_@].
W ewrite @.14) i the integral{di erential form

Z Z
" PRV LW w)]%w)°
dv exp dw
=+ ) 72— 7L s
" “1dvexp““vdw[ w)  w)1°w)°
1 1 w ¥

Then a solution of é:l:ll) isa xed point ofthe integral{di erentialoperatorK [ ]
de ned as

Z Z
b PRV LW w)]%w)°
dv exp dw
K [ 1) = + ( ) 7t 7t ¥
' " o1 DEYL ) @)1%w)°

dv exp dw
1 1 Wy
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W e consider the case in which is bounded, nam ely we assume that k k =
sup, J @)j< +1 . Recalling that must be strictly increasing and such that
(1)= ,weget

kko ( )O 0

which yields
1+ X d 1+ 2%
- @ - _K u - @@ -
> ; i [ 1) >
Tt isnow easy to show, see t_é] form ore details, that foreach 2 M , the operator
K [ ]Imapsa compact convex subset of T Into itself. Hence, by Schalu_der’s xed
point theorem , we conclude the proof of the existence of solution to @;1_4) .

U niqueness of solution to @;1_4) can also be proved w ith a slight variation ofthe
argum ent in Q}']. Let us consider two di erent increasing solutions of @ ._14) 1 )

and ). If 2( 1) = 2( 1) then uniqueness of the Cauchy problkm implies
1= 2. 0n the other hand, if 2( 1) > 2( 1) > 0 then we denote by u the
¥fim ost point in ( 1;1] such that 1) = 2 @m). The point u exists because
1 (1) = 2 () moreoverwe have that ;) ). From {-_2:1:4) we get

d p—

du ©°

w hich integrated gives

@) W
= + av ——
W D, @
we then deduce
Z .
L@ @) e 1t
) f@ (D 20D, V) W)

Since 2( 1)> J( 1)and ;) 2 (v) orv 2 [ 1;ul, the right hand side above
is strictly negative. Recalling that 1 (u) = , ) we get 10(u) > zo(u), the desired
contradiction.

In order to prove that the in mum 1n @;1_2) is uniquely attained for = [ ],
the solution of @zlfl),we perform the change of variable = € . W e then get the
functional

21 n ’og i
o " @) u)
G(;'")=G(;e)= du (e 1 og @) lbg— (4.10)
1 [+ 2
which is strictly convex In ’/ ; this trivially in plies the clain .

44. N on convexity ofthe quasipotential. A swem entioned before, In the case
ofthe SEP the quasipotential can be obtained by a variationalproblem analogous
to @;1:]1') w here onem axin izes over the auxiliary pro le E,@,:_fc_i,.‘jj_}]. In such a case,
since the functional G ( ; ) is convex in for xed , the rate functionalS ( ) is
trivially convex in . In the case ofthe KM P process we need Instead to m inin ize
overthe auxiliary pro ke , therefore there isno reason to expect S ( ) to be convex.
W e now show, by an explicit com putation, that the rate functional is indeed not
convex .

W em ention that non convexity of the rate finctional S hasbeen shown for the
asym m etric exclusion process '@-2:]; in that case how ever the functional is degenerate,
In the sense that there are In nitely m any pro les for which S vanishes. T herefore
the m echanisn ofthe non convexity is som ehow di erent from the one In the KM P
process, where S ( ) vanishesonly at
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To prove the non convexiy of the rate functional S we shallexhbit pro les
and g so that, by choosing " am all enough, we have

S()_Sl[+"]+l[ "]>lS(+")+1S( "g) 411)
2 d 2 g 2 d 2 g
Let = [ ] be the_strictly increasing solution of the boundary value problem

£.14), then by using {2.14) or " sn allenough and any pro k f vanishing at the
boundaries, £ ( 1) = 0, we have

S( +"g) G( + "g; + "f)
Z1 n g £ £00
= G(; )" du - 1 = -— -
1
w2 2, n 2 0y2 O
gf 2
+ = du 2- 1 —+ =5 2=+ + o(")
2 ] 2 2
where we brutally Taylor expanded {-_2:1:]:) .

Sihce S( )= G(; ), the J'nequaljty:_(fl;]:l) w ill ollow if we show that, for an
appropriate choice of £ (recallthat = [ ]isthe solution of:_(g ._14)) we can m ake
the quadratic tetm In the previous equation strictly negative, ie.

Z1 n 2 0,2 O
£2 ¢ _gf (9
du 2— 1 -t 2—2+ (02 < 4.12)
1
Let us Introduce the function
64
2 +— (. ya uw®) i 1 u 1=2
— 81
h@) = S A
n E (+ Yyu 1) if 1=2<u 1
Notethath 2 ¢t ([ 1;1]),h( 1) = and h is strictly increasing. W e choose the
pro ke as
() h()hl h()hmm)l (413)
)= h@ u)—— .
hO(u)Z
Notethat > 0,ie. isanallbwedpro inM ;the corresponding solution ofthe
boundary value problem .14) is [ 1= h.W e furtherchoose f u) = (1  ¥)h°@)

(note that f vanishes at the boundaries as required) and g = £ *=h®. W ith the
above choices the Jeft hand side of ¢4.13) equals

Z 1 n f2 f2 2 (fO)ZO
du 2— 1 — —+
1 h h2 h4 (hO)2
Z 1 n 2 f2 (fO)ZO
= du - 1 —+
h h2 (hO)Z
Z
_ 1 @ n (h.(I))Z 5 . (fO)ZO
1 ho)* h0)?
Z, n 02 22
1 u 1
= du (h)(oz L —  2un®+ @ uh®’
1 h®) h)
Z, n @O0
2 2\ h
= 4 du u u@l u’)—
hO
Zl Z
néai , 1=2 , o n, 250
= 4 duu 5 du @ u®) = 4 - <0

1 1 3 24

T his com pletes the proof of @_ :2) and therefore of the non convexiy of the rate
functionals .
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45. The rate functionalon constant pro les. Herewe show that for constant
pro les the boundary valie problem i2:.l:4) can be integrated; the corresponding
value of the rate functional S ( ) can be expressed In tem s of special functions.

W e use the variable ’ = Iog ;wethen haveS ( ) =&( ;' [ 1), where the func-
tional® hasbeen de ned in (4.1d) and ’ [ ]is the unique strictly increasing solution
of the boundary value problem

;7

< '
ozt =0 @.14)
"(1)= log

Ifwe restrict to constant pro les this equation can be Integrated cbtaining
bg’ O ta) = g Ol I W+ oUW (415)
and from this
n
S()=6(i"[)=2 1+— Dg By’ D+ bg——
From equation @:1:5) we obtain also

7Z og
POl 1)=Ze d e °©
2 by
and nally wih a change of variables
h ZL oy i
S()=2 Ilg dy 1+ log(+ ) (4 1e)

1
+

In particular or large, from §4: :6) w e deduce the asym ptotic expansion

n O 1
S()=2 —+ bg— 1 +— +0 — @17)

2
+ +

Recall that the equilbrium fiinctional Sy is given in {__.:f.) and note that for
constant and large valiesofthepro 2 wehave Sy () 2 = .By comparing this
w ith the expansion @:l:’l), we see that the leading order is the sam e but only the
wam er them ostat m atters, as it is quite reasonable from a physicalpoint ofview .
A swe showed earlier, the rate functional S is not convex. T he restriction of S
to constant pro les obtained In @:1:6:_) m ight however be convex; we do not have

an analytic proof of the convexity of ¢4 _.1_6), but rough num erical evidences suggest
this is the case.

46.An additivity principle. In {L1] the rate functional S was derived for the
SEP by combinatorial techniques. It was then shown that S satis es a suitable
additivity principle which allow s to construct the rate functional for a system in a
m acroscopic interval [a;b] from the rate fiinctional of subsystem s in the intervals
Bicland [cib), herea < c< b. M ore precisely, in {L1] is introduced a m odi ed rate
ﬁmctjonal§[a;b]( 27 b; ) where 5, parethedensity at the endpointsand = @)
isthe density pro e in [g;b]. The additiviy principle is then form ulated as

Sami(aibvi )=3P Suici(aici @)t Semilci bi em) (418)
where 4, respectively 4, denotes the restriction of the pro e , which
is de ned on the interval R;b], to the subinterval [g;c], respectively [c;b]. The
additivity principle 4.18) playsa crucialroke in the derivation ofthe rate fanctional
for the asym m etric exclusion process. In g_z_i] the expression of the rate functional
from this principle is then deduced.
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Here we show that the rate finctional S for the KM P process satis es an ad—
ditivity principle analogous to ('fl-._l-g) . Here, however, we need to m Inin ize on the
m dpoint valie .. This is due to the fact that n £.12) we need to m inin ize
over the auxiliary pro ke ; a direct derivation of the additiviy formula, as was
done In {_l-Z_i] for the asym m etric exclision process, would clarify the basic physical
di erence between the KM P process and the SEP.

Let us consider the KM P process on the m acroscopic interval [;b], here we
denote the tam peratures of the heat baths at the boundary by ., . W e then lt
Sam (ai bi ) be the corresponding rate functional and introduce

a

S (ai i )= Spm(aini ) © a)bg; " 419
by using (-21:]: (-2- :2) we then get
Zy h i
Sapi(aivi )= inf du _ 1 logi) bg “@) 420
W) )

@= .; b= 2

where the In mum is over the strictly m onotone auxiliary pro les (@), u 2 [R;b].
W e then get the additivity principle for the KM P process:

§[a;b]( ai bi )= nf §[a;c]( ar cr [a;c]) + §[c;b]( cr br [c;b]) 421)

c2laip

It isnot di cul to show, see [il], that the expression (2 11}{ @12} orthe rate
functional ollow s from the additivity rule ({1.21)

4.7. Rem arks. W eagain concludew ith a few m athem aticalrem arks. W e have dis-
cussed existence and unigqueness of {2:1:4) only forbounded pro les ; the extension
to 2 M shouldbehoweverstraightforward. LetV ( ) be the quasipotentialasde—

ned by the variationalproblem €j4- ;2) . Since the optin alpath hasbeen explicitly
constructed, the rigorous proof of the upper bound V ( ) nf,r G(; ) should
be carried out as in Eﬁ]. T he proof of the lower bound V ( ) inf,r G(; ) is
Instead m ore troublesom e. T he com putations presented here essentially prove this
bound for strictly positive sm ooth paths , but the argum ent in 'ié] to extend it
to arbitrary paths In E ;; takes advantages of the convexiy (special for the SEP)
of the dynam ical rate functional J. This problem is of course related to the proof
of the Iower bound for the dynam ical large deviation principle for any open set
m entioned at the end of Section :_.4. . The identi cation ofthe quasipotentialV w ith
the rate functional for the Invariant m easure S hasbeen proven for the SEP in t_‘}];
although the strategy is of w ider applicability, the technical points m ight require
som e extra e ort.

5. Higher space dimensions

TheKM P process Introduced In Section :_Z can be easily generalized to the case of
space din ensionsd > 1.Let beasnoothdomain MR %andset y = 29\ N
W ethen de netheprocesson y = R." asfollow s: every pair ofnearest neighbors
oscillators exchanges energy according to the rule described in Section :2: and every
oscillator at a boundary site x is In contact with a them ostat at tem perature
~ x=N ) fora xed function ~.

Severalcom putations ofthis paper can be repeated step by step when them odel
isnot one{dim ensional. In particular the hydrodynam ic equation has still the sam e
form @;4) w ith the boundary OOl'ldji_:jiblll @ = ~ anc} :che dynam ic lJarge deviation
finctional J has tl'l_e sam e form as @;1_4) . Fomula {fl_.g) as well as the H am ilton {
Jacobi equation (flf; ) for the quasipotenu'al ho]ds n any din ension; we can still
perform the change ofvariables @ Q) and reduce @ ) to {fl 7 H ow everthe solution
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of the boundary value {j2:1:4) does not give the quasi potential because, w ith this
choice, the right hand side of {4.8) is a functional derivative only ifd= 1.

H owever, by analyzing the variationalproblem Cfl- ;2.‘), w e derive an upper bound
for quasi potentialV ( ) that holds In any space din ension. W e also discuss here
the G aussian uctuationsofthe em piricalenergy when  isdistrbuted according to
the invariant m easure. W e shallobtain the covariance of the G aussian uctuations
by expanding the large deviations fiinctional S ( ) around the stationary pro ke
W e note that in the one{dim ensional case the argum ents are easier thanks to the
m ore explicit form ofS.

51. Upper bound for the quasi potential. Let usdenoteby @), u2 the

stationary solution of @:4) w ith boundary condition ()= ~ ), u2 @ . Note

that, for generic boundary conditions ~ , thepro e doesnot have the sin ple form

{2:1:(1) .0 foourse isstillthem ost lkely pro le for the em pirical energy under the

Invariant m easure. W e also introduce the local equilbriuim Jlarge deviation function
Z

()
Seq( )= du 1 og——— ; (51)

()

e‘e

and note that it coincides w ith the finction de ned in @ _-5) and it is thus the rate
fiinctional or the product m easure N .
W hen d= 1we can use @;1_]:) and easily obtain the upper bound

S()= 2MJ'1'1f G(i; ) G(;)= Sq() (52)
Ford > 1 we use a di erent strategy. Given a path = (tu) satisfying the
boundary condition (;u) = ~ @), u 2 @ , a straightforward com putation show s
that
Z .
J ) 140 dtD 1h@ 1 i 1h@ 1 ik
, = = r - i—rT —
[ 701 > € 2 2 t 2
Z
170 D 1h 1 , 1 , 1 i
= = dt r Qe + — +r r — r r— ;
2 . 2
h ik
1 1 1 1
—r ! Qe + — + r 2r r 2r
120 D « E
Sea( 0) Seg( (TN - de ——i( 7
T
1Z o D h 1 ;1
+ — dt r ? Qe + — + r 2r=
2 . 2
1B 1 , 1 1E
—2]:’ Qe + — + r r—

T he quasipotential is de ned by the variational problem Cfl-g) . Hence, to obtain
an upper bound forV ( ) i is enough to exhibit a path which connects to
Wechoose (@)= " ( t) where™ (t) solves

1
O+ r ~fr -

N

“EGu) = ~@; u2a@
%

“Qju) = ()
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W e note that the path connects to since™ () ! ast! 1 . By using the
path in the above expression for J; t,0;( ) and letting T ! 1 weget

Z

170 D(r )2 E

V) Sql) o de ———il e T Se()
1

w hich show s that the upper bound V ( ) Seq ( ) holds In any space din ension.
W e also note that the above nequality is strict unless =

52. Gaussian uctuations. In the case d = 1 we can follow step by step the
argum ent given In [_1-1:] for the SEP.W e consider a sm allperturbation, = + ",
of the stationary pro k , and consequently have [ ]= + "T, where, to rst
order in ", R.14) gives

2

T T= (53)
@ ¥
The functionalS ( ) hasam ninum at so that its expansion in " is
1
s<)=s<>+5"2h;c Livo ™ G4)
T he operator C is the covariance for the G aussian uctuations of the em pirical
energy under the nvariantmeasure y; .SnceS( )=G(; [ ]),weget
Z, n 2 o
T
hse i o= du T @) )] + T ¥
. 1 2 () r f
L GPIT@I? T T DT W TE
= u - ;
1 r 1 r ? r P

where we used Taylor expansions, integrationsby parts, T ( 1) = 0, and C_S-;-?i) .The
operator W is de ned as
2

= T+ () * 6.5)
@ ¥
From equation C_5-;3) weget = W T and thisinplies
- D W E D w ! E
h ;C i= T; T = ;
@ ¥ r P

so that the covariance C is given by
C=( FYw = ?m+ @ F( ) * (5.6)

The rst term above is sin ply the covariance of the G aussian uctuations of the
em pirical energy for local equilbriim product m easure Y , while the second tem
represents the contrbution to the covariance due to the long range correlations
In the stationary nonequilbrium state. As In the case of the SEP Eﬁ,:_é{:_fi,:_ié]
this correction is given by ( ) 1, the G reen finction of the D irichlet Laplacian.
Sihce () ! > 0, for the KM P process this correction enhances the G aussian

uctuations, whil in the case of SEP it decreases them . W e also note that, by
exploiting the duality of the KM P process w ith the process we shall introduce in
Section :_6, the expression {5_.-6}) for the covariance could be rigorously deduced as In
the case ofthe SEP @,:_2-4].

To obtain the covariance of G aussian uctuations In the case d > 1 we instead
argue as In _[5]. Let us ntroduce the \pressure" as the Legendre transform of the
rate functionalSs ( ), ie.

Gh) =sup h;hi S() .7
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W e then get that G (h) satis es the Ham ilton {Jacobiequation dualto { ;E’i)r ie.
D g2 E D GE
rh; — rh = rh;r— 5.8)
h h

where h (u) satis es the boundary conditionsh u)} = 0.

Let us denote by Geq the pressure associated via {_5;:4) to the local equilbbrium
fiinctional Seq; we look fora solution of {5.8) in the orm

1
G ) = Geg ) + hg;hi+ 5kh;B hi+ o®?) (5.9)
for som e function g = g (u) and som e linear operator B . From {_5_,2;) we get
1
G ()= h jhi+ - Hh;C hi+ oh?) (5.10)

hence the second derivative of G at h = 0 is the covariance of the density uctua-
tions. By com paring (5.9) to 6.10d) we nd
2G oq

K n-o

By plugging é;gl) into {_5;5}) and expanding up to second orderin h, it isnot di cult
to show , see Ez] for the case of the SEP, that g= 0 and

C = +B= 21+ B (511)

th; B hi= h;¥ Jh (5.12)

T he operator B therefore satis es
1 .
E[B +B 1= ¥ 3 (5.13)

See @-Z_L'] for another derivation of this equation based on uctuating hydrodynam ic
Instead of large deviations.

From {5:1:3) we see that if r  is constant (this condition can be realized by a
suitable choice of the themm ostat ~ ), the operator B has the kemel

Buvi=% 3( ) 'wv G.14)

where () '@;v) is the G reen function of the D irichlet Laplacian in . The
Interpretation of {?_5:1:]:) and (:!_5-._1-_4) is as in the one din ensional case {_5_.2}); we note
the fact that B is a positive operator can also be obtained as a consequence of the
bound S () Seq( ).

6. The dual process

The analysis in t_l-é_i'] isbased on a duality relationship between the KM P process
and another process w e discuss next in the one{dim ensional case. T he state space
is §y =N ¥ whereN = £0;1;:::g isthe set ofnaturalnumbers. If = f,;x2

N9g2 y,thevalue ; at the site x can therefore be Interpreted as the num ber
of particlkes at x. As for the KM P process, at each bond fx;x + 1g there is an
exponential clock of rate one; when it rings the totalnum ber of particles » + x4+1
is redistrbuted uniform ly across the bond fx;x + lg. M oreover the boundary
sites N evolve according to a heat bath dynam ics w ith respect to a geom etric
distrdbbution w ith param eterp .M ore form ally, the In nitesin algenerator has still
the orm 1) but now the buk dynam ics is de ned by

1 XX o x;x+ 1);k
Lywe1£ () 57 —/——— £CTT ) £0) 6.1)

+ +1
X x+ 1 k=0
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x;x+ 1)k
8
< oy if v6 x;x+ 1

= k if y=x
Toxt ox+1 ki y=x+1

w here the con guration isde ned as

(x;x+ 1)k
y

T he boundary part of the generator is de ned as Hllow s

®
Lf()= p @ p)eC ™™ £() 62)
k=0
wherep 2 (0;1) are the param eters of the reservoirs and the con guration ** is
de ned as
. if yv6 x
x;k — Yy
vy © k if y=x 63)

Ifpy = p = p the dynam ics is reversible w ith respect to the product of geo—
m etric distrdbutions of param eter p, ie. the Invariant m easure is
Y
Np()= pl p-* (6.4)

X2 N

By a com putation analogous to C_Z-_.-é}){ C_Z-;E{), it is easy to show that when  is dis-
t:c_ik_)uted according to y j then the empiricaldensity y ( ), which isde ned as in
C_2§), satis es a large deviation principle w ith the rate functional

Z
1 n @) 1 o

+
So( )= 1du @) log— + L+ (u)]bgm (6.5)

P
where the param eter is related to p by the relation = ]1(=Okp(l p)¥ =

1 p)=p.

W henp, § p them odelisno longerreversible and the invariantm easure y 4
isnot explicitly known. In the sequelwe shallassumep > p; . W e can repeat the
com putations done forthe KM P process and get the hydrodynam ic equation. T his
is still the linear heat equation w ith the appropriate boundary conditions, ie.

8 1
e =5 ®

G 1 = =L (6.6)
: P

Ou) = o)

A sbefore the m ost lkely density pro ke  is the stationary solution of :{6_-6) .
To obtain the dynam ic lJarge deviation principle we introduce a an ooth function
H = H (tju) vanishing at the boundary and consider the ©llow ing tin e dependent
perturbation of the generator Ly ;x+ 1 1 {6.1)
1 x X x+ 1
LH;x+1f () = ol KHE E&+ D) H (Ex=N))

- + +1
X x+1 k=0

f( (x;x+1);k) f( )

T he hydrodynam ic equation associated to this perturbed dynam ics is given by

1
¢ ©= > © r ©L+ ®©kH O 6.7)
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w ith the sam e boundary conditions as C_G-:é). By the sam e com putations as in
Section g, we get that the dynam ical lJarge deviation functional is
Z T
Jp;r1( )= > dt rH @©); OL+ ©OKH O (6.8)
0
where H has to be obtained from the path by using equation C_é_.:fl) wih (b)
replaced by ().
T his leads to the follow ing H am itton { Jacobiequation for the quasipotential

D v VE D v E
r—; 1+ )r— + —; =0 6.9)
where V= vanishes at the boundary and ( 1)=
W e ook for a solution of the form
Vo F
——log1+ bg1+F ©10)

B_y_the sam e com putations as in Section :ff, w e reduce the H am ilton { Jacobiequation
69 to
D E
- ;FA+F)F + F)eF)? =0 611
F2l+F)2 ( ) ( ) F) ( )
W e thus obtain a solution of @:9) considering the functional

V() Zldrl S O 0 LV U
= u u U
. S v @ YL R

(6.12)

o

whereF (u) hastobe com puted from  (u) asthe unique strictly increasing solution
of the boundary value problem
8

@
2 F(+F)

2
FO (6.13)
2
CF(D=
As forthe KM P process it ispossble to check that this is the right solution of the
Ham ilton {Jacobiequation ©.9).
By the change of variabke F = €, i is easy to verify that the right hand side of
{_6:1_2) is strictly convex In / . W e therefore have, analogously to the KM P process,
23 n

e Y YT U, =

O

where the In mum is carried out over all strictly increasing functions F satisfying
the boundary condiion F ( 1) =

7. Conclusions: few comments on generic models

Forthe SEP, the derivation ofthe rate fiinction forthe stationary non equilbbrium
state obtained in [_Ig‘i,:_ii-] depends heavily on the details of the m icroscopic process.
O n the other hand, the variationalapproach in 5] depends only on the m acroscopic
transport coe cients, bulk di usion D and m obility ofthe system . These arenot
Independent functions, they are related by the E instein relationD ( )= () () 1
where () isthe compresshbility. Tt isde nedas () ' = 9 )= £() where
fy is the (equilbrium ) Heln holz free energy of the system and  is the chem ical
potential. Thism eans in particular that while the derivation in [L0,11] is only valid
for nearest neighbor jum ps, the result holds for the general SEP . In this paperwe
have discussed am odel, the KM P process (in fact twom odels ifwe consider also its
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dualprocess), In which the rate functionalhas an expression very sin ilar to the one
for the SEP . Here we discuss what are the essential features of the fiinctional form
of these coe cients in the derivation of the rate functionalS . In this discussion we
shallconsider D and  as given and discuss the large deviations properties of the
nonequilbriim state.

W e discuss only one{din ensional (sym m etric) di usive system w ih a single con—
servation law and particle reservoirs at the boundary. Here it w ill be convenient
to think of the conserved quantity as the density of particles. For generalm odels,
the hydrodynam ic equation is expected (proven for equilbrium m odels in [_2-§] and
n [_il_l,:_l-é] for nonequilbriim under the so called gradient condition), to be given
by a nonlinear di ug,ion equation w ith D irichlet data at boundary, ie.

§ Q. Gu) = Er D t;u) r (u)
< 2
s 6D - a1
T O = o)
where the buk diusion D ( )= () ()*! isgiven by a G reen{K ubo om ula,

e eg. @-5, II22]. For the KM P process, as wellas for the SEP, we sin ply have
D =1ie. = .

T he probability of a lJarge deviations from the hydrodynam ic behavior are ex—
pected (to our know ledge for open system s this has been proven only for the SEP
n E;], see how ever [_ig‘p, I1.3.7] r an heuristic derivation for equilbriim lattice gas
m odels) to have the om (.14){ 817) where the dynam ical cost Jp;r; should be
of the fom

191
Jp;ri( )= 2 dtlr H ®; ( ©)rH ©1 (712)
0
In which the perturbation H has to be chosen so that the uctuation solvesthe
perturbed hydrodynam ic

8
1

%@t ® = rD ©Or O r © rH @

s 6D - 73)

T 0w = o)
and ( ) isthem obility ofthe system . Forthe SEP processwehave ( )= (1 )
(note that in this case we have 0 1) whilk forthe KM P process, resoectively
itsdual, wehave ( )= 2, respectively ( )= @1+ ).

W e rst mention the few examples n which it is possbl to obtain the rate
function S in a closed form . T he follow Ing m odels are how ever even sim pler than
the SEP orthe KM P process since they do not exhibit the non{locality of S, which
re ects, at the lJarge deviation level, the long range correlations ofthe system which
are expected rg:,:_éﬁi] to be a generic feature of nonequilbriim m odels.

T he easiest exam ple is provided by independent particles. In this case we have
D constant and linear. %he nonequilbrium state is a product m easure and it is

easy to verify that S ()= ,duf (); (), where

£, )=80) H()+ ( )£(>= Iog( =) ( ) (7.4)
and isthe statjor_lary solution of I_%_:J‘,).Anotherexample isthe so called zero range
process, see eg. l_2§,]1.7.1].1nthjscaseD (Y= % )yand ()= () wherethe

(increasing) function depends on the m icroscopic rates. As shown in [é:] the
nonequilbrium state is ?{gajn a product m easure and, as discussed In Ef,g], its
rate function is S ( ) = 11du f @); L) Hr f again given by ¢_7_.4) w ith the
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appropriate fy. . These exam ples (the rst being a special case of the second) are
characterized by the fact that ( )= C expf ( )JgwhereC > 0 isa constant and
is the chem icalpotential. T he E instein form ula then givesD ( ) = 9C ). The last
exam ple is the G nzburg{Landau m odel, see eg. f_2-§‘, I1.7.3], where isa constant
while D is determ ined by the Einstein relation. In this case the nonequilibbriim
state is stilla product m easure and its rate finction has the sam e expression as in
the zero range process.

W e note that for the SEP, aswellas or the KM P process and is dual, we have
D ( ) constant and ( ) a second order polynom ialin . W e next show that an
expression of the rate fiinction S of the nonequilbbrium state can be derived under
a general hypothesis. M ore precisely, we shall assum e that the di usion coe cient
D ( ) and them obility ( ) satisfy the follow Ing condition. T here exists a constant
a2 R such that forany €

S0 O %0
)

+ 7.5
drD (r) D ( 2 ) )

T his condition, of course, identi es a rather tiny class ofm odels that In fact coin—
cides w ith the class of all the exam ples discussed. W e should not expect to be ablke
to obtain S in alm ost a closed form for any m odel. A s we shall see, the locality of
the finctional S corresponds to the specialcase (in this class) a =
Letus rstdiscusswhich functionsD and  satisfy condition {_7_.-5}) . W e rew rite
twih and exchanged
() () °0)

R = + a( )
drD (r) D ()

T his equation together w ith @;3) mnply
0 0
() ()

=2
p() nhr =t )
Tt is easy to see that this is equivalent to
%(r)
= 2ar+ c (7.6)
D (r)

with ¢ an arbitrary constant. Condition Ud is a necessary condition for the
validity of {78). W e rew rite (7.6) mthemtegrated ﬁ)nn

() ()=2a drr (xr)+ c drD (r)

and substitute it Inside {7-3) . W e thus obtain
o R

2a  drrD (r)

B -

=a( + ) (7.7)
drD (r)

A pair ( ;D) isa solution of [7.3) ifand only if is a solution of [7.§) and [7.7).

W hen a = 0, equation C7 7) isalways satis ed and C76: ) becomes °@) = D ().
Ifc$é 0 we have the solutions corregoonding to zero range dynam ics W ith an extra
m ultiplicative factor c); if c= 0 we have the solutions corresoonding to G inzburg{
Landau m odels.

W hen a6 0, equation Z@:’Z) becom es

Z
2 drD (r)= ( + ) drD (r) (7.8)
W e di erenciate w ith respect to and obtain
Z

( D ()= drD ()
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that is satis ed ifand only ifD is constant. Now condition C]-;é:) inposesthat ()
isa second orderpolynom ialin . In this class of solutions fall the sim ple exclusion
m odel, the KM P m odel and its dual.

To wx:it%the rate functional S we need to Introduce a little m ore notation. W e
ktd()= ,drD (r), sihce D > 0 the function d is strictly increasing; we denote
tsinversebyb. We nallysetA (') = b(") .W enext denote partialderivatives
by a subscript. Let us Introduce a function oftwo variables £ = £ ( ; ) such that
f (; )=D() ()= 1()andnomalize f so that f( ; ) hasam inimum
at and f( ; )= 0. Therefore

Z Z
£(; )= dr af

1
(0

Itﬁeasytoveﬁ@&atht]&eequﬁbrﬂm case, ; = = 4, the rate function Sy
issinply givenby So ()= ,duf (); o . To cbtain the rate fanction S in the
nonequilbriim case ;. 6 we Introduce the fiinctional of tw o variables

G(;") du £ (u);b( W) llo i © (7.9)
; = u u); u — _ .
1 a g]:d( w))

where isthe equilbrium pro . Notethatrd( (u))= D ( ())r u isa constant
since is divergence m ust vanish in the stationary state.

W e clain that, under condition Cj;{), the rate function S can be expressed as
S()=G(;"[ ] where, given ,the auxiliary function * = ’ [ ] is the solution of
the Euler{Lagrangeequation G( ;" )= ’ = 0, thatis

: IR b(")
? a2 A O
. r (7.10)
Sode(1)=4d( )
whereweused f (; )= D ( )( )= ( )9®)=D ©()) ! andthede niion

ofA .
The de nition of the fiinctional G and the above equation are not really m ean—
ngfulifa = 0, as it is the case for the sin ple m odels in which S is localdiscussed

above. However, in such a case we understand (-rj-;l-ﬂ) as ' = 0 whose solution
is’ (u) = d( @)). Plugging it into the functional G we get, by understanding
(logl)=0 = 0, the correct local functional S ( ). On the other hand, as soon as

a6 0, the functionalS is nonlocal.
To establish the clain , we next show that the fiinctionalS solves the H am ilton {
Jacobiequation

E D s E
r—; ()r— 4+ —;r D ()r =0 (7.11)

T he argum ent to conclude the identi cation ofS w ith the quasipotential, asde ned
in {42), is ndeed essentially the one carried out in section 42 and i is therefore
om itted.
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By the de njtjo_n_c_JfS,weget S ()= = G(;")= = £ ;b(")) so that the
keft hand side of {7 ;1_1:), after an Integration by parts, reduces to

D

£ (b0 )r +wr’;
D b()) E
()t (b)) + (wr’ D ()r
D b())
Y. Cipp e 4 EUBON L E (ben "
o o D b()) D ("))
= rd(); r’ r'’; ()r’
A(") A ()2
where we used the Einsteln relation ( )£ ( ;b(")) = D ( ) In the st step and
£ ;b)) = D ©())=A () in the second one.
Wenextwriterd( )= r d( ) ']+ r’ and integrate by parts the rst tem

In the last expression above (recall that d( ) and ’ satisfy the sam e boundary
conditions). W e nally get that the left hand side of 7 ._1;[:) equals

Q) e EL L0 A0 1
NG d() ' AC()

W e therefore nd that the functionalS solves the H am ilton { Jacobiequation {j7_ :]:)
provided ’ satis es the equation

AC) "+ Ay ——— 7 “=0 (712)

In general, we have no reason to expect to be able to express the solution of the
ﬁ_n:lcztjonal derivative equation {7:1:]:) by a boundary value problem analogous to
{7.12), it sin ply works under our special assum ption. .

Up to this point we did not y_e‘E I;ea]Jy use condition {_7_.5}) but, to com plte the
argum ent, we need to §how that {_7:1_2) isequivalent to the E uler{Lagrange equation
(71]).Bywrithg {3 with = b()weget

() A()=AO(’)+a b )
ac) '
and, by com paring {7:1:(1) w ith @:1:2),we see that they are indeed equivalent under
the above condition.

A swe em phasized, the rate function for SEP isobtained by taking the suprem um
over’ ofG( ;’),whilk Porthe the KM P processwe need to takethe in mum . W e
can now realize that this depends on the sign ofa. Indeed ora > 0 (@s in the
KM P process) the functionalG ( ;’ ) isconcave in r / whilk i is convex fora < 0
(@sn the SEP).

Tt isquite tem pting to extend the previousderivation to a broader classofm odels,
possbly by a di erent de nition of the trial finctional G, how ever our attem pts in
this direction were not successfiil.
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