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CONSTRUCTION OF MASS MIGRATION PROCESS

L.FAJFROVA, E.SAADA

ABSTRACT. A general model of conservative particle systems on Z? is treated
in this report. We call it the Mass Migration Process. We bring out a con-
struction of an appropriate Markov process, we set conditions on existence,
attractiveness and we present many particular examples.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we are interested in a rather general model of conservative parti-
cle systems with interactions which generalizes or includes known particle systems:
particle systems with zero range/exclusion/Misanthrope interactions studied in the
80’s by Spitzer, Liggett, Andjel, Coccoza and others ([, [T, &]), the migration pro-
cesses recently studied by Godreche, Luck et al. ([id, 8]). All these particle systems
have dynamics consisting in separate jumps of particles among sites (nodes): if
an exponential clock (corresponding to a couple of sites - departure and arrival)
rings then one particle from the departure site attempts to jump to the arrival
site. Whether the particle really jumps and how long is time between two rings, it
depends generally on the current number of particles on departure site and on the
current number of particles on arrival site. Particulars of the dynamics are given
by an individual type of the model.

The generalization, we are interested in, consists in allowing jumps of more than
one particle in one moment. It means that if one of the exponential clocks rings
then a multiple jump of k-many particles may occur.

In such a way generalized zero range dynamics on Z was previously mentioned
by Seppalainen [2], the process called stick process had a constant rate of jumps
(independent of the number of particles at sites and also independent of the number
of jumping particles) and was studied in the context with Ulam’s problem.

In the framework of finite volume systems, the zero range processes (ZRP) with
multiple jumps were studied by Evans et al. [3, 8, ], Greenblatt and Lebowitz [4].
In [@, 5], authors use a rather different approach when they consider a continuous
mass instead of discrete particles moving among sites. These systems are called
mass transport models. In the work [0] of Greenblatt and Lebowitz, the generalized
zero range dynamics is considered in the same sense as we do. However the set of
sites is always assumed to be finite: it is interval {1,...,L} C Z in [B, ], a general
finite graph in [5] and cube {1, ..., L}¢ C Z% in [9].

This report is aimed on the construction and the description of some basic prop-
erties of the model which we will call the mass migration process (MMP). It includes
as a special case the generalized zero range process (GZRP) and it generalizes the
migration process (specially Misanthrope process) in the same way.

The concept of this report is following: in Section B, the model is defined and
in Section B, a construction of an appropriate Markov process with a semigroup
relevant to a formal infinitesimal generator is given. Finally, Section @ collects
some useful properties of a coupling process, the sufficient and necessary conditions
on attractiveness and some examples.
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2. MODEL DESCRIPTION

Let us consider a countable set X of sites where particles move, typically Z¢. Each
site is occupied by an arbitrary number o € N of particles. Particles move between
sites with respect to a mass migration dynamics, i.e. k particles from the total
amount « at leaving site z jump to a target site y occupied by S particles with rate

k
Ja.p

where g’;ﬁ are nonnegative for each o, § € N, 0 < k < @, ggﬁ =0 and gg’ﬁ =0 for
every i > «. The target site y is chosen with respect to probabilities p(z,y), z € X.
The misanthrope process (introduced in [2]) is then a special case with

9% 5 =Tn=yyg(e, B) (1)

for a nonnegative function g(+, -) on NxN increasing (decreasing) in the first (second)
coordinate, it means that only the jumps with one particle moving are possible.
In work of Godreche et al., arbitrary nonnegative g(-,-) on N x N is considered in
() and the process is then called the dynamic urn model or the migration process.
Another special cases are zero range processes (generalized or classical) which we
obtain when the dependence on 3 is dropped:

98 5 =95 (GZRP)
9% 5 =1Ip=ng(a) (ZRP).

Whole particle system in a single moment is described as a configuration n =
(n(x) : © € X) where n(z) stands for the number of particles at x. To stress a
particular time ¢, we write 7;.

The dynamics of the particle system can be described by a collection of Pois-
son processes — one Poisson process (with time dependent rate) for every cou-
ple of sites (z,y). In time ¢, the rate of the (x,y)-th Poisson process is equal to
p(z,y) Yh_y g(’i,ﬁ where o = n;_(x) and 8 = n:_(y). We are used to say that
(z,y)-th exponential clock rings when an event of (z,y)-th Poisson process occurs.
For arbitrary k > 0, if (z,y)-th exponential clock rings then k-particles from the
total amount « of particles at = leave site x and move to site y with § particles
with probability

k
a5
Xim1 90,8
which means exactly that the rate of this jump is

p(z,y)gk 5. (2)

In another words, if we denoted a changed configuration after a multiple jump
by

n(x) — k it z=x
() =4 0y +k o ifz=y
n(z) otherwise

then () refers to a transition rate between particle configurations n and n**v.

3. CONSTRUCTION AND MODEL ASSUMPTIONS

The above description of the mass migration process (MMP) defines under some
conditions a Markov process (1;);>0 with a state space X C NX given by transition
rates (). In this section we specify sufficient conditions for existence of a rigorous
mathematical object and prove it. The proof is based on methods of Andjel [I] and
Liggett, Spitzer [I].
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3.1. The idea. For finite set X of sites, the rates of transitions between particle
configurations 7, € NX are

n(x)
O = D0 > (@) 9wy i) [ie=ntes) = Tie=n)) (3)

z,yeX k=1

and form a generator matrix () = (q(n, ¢):n,Ce€ NX) since the state space ¥ = N*
is countable. From the standard theory of countable state space Markov processes,
the mass migration process with generator matriz @ is well defined as a Markov
process (1;)¢>0 with transition probability matrices P(¢). Here

P(t), >0, (4)

— form a semigroup,
— are a minimal solution of differential equation P’'(t) = QP(t), P(0) = I,
— for nac € NX’ P<t)(777<) = Pn(nt = C)v
for a function f on N* and n € NX, (P(t) - f)(n) = E"f(n).
For X countable infinite, we can write down (as analogy to the generator matrix)
an infinitesimal generator:

= > > 2@ Y) Gy (F () = £ () (5)

z,yeX k>0

where € NX, f is a function on NX. But the set N* is now uncountable and
moreover, we can not apply the Hille-Yosida Theorem (which provides usually the
existence of a Markov semigroup for uncountable state space Markov processes
given by a generator) since in our case its assumptions fail.

We use the following approximation introduced in [00]. Let X3 C Xy C ... X be
finite sets such that | X,, = X and

p(xvx)—’_Zngnp(xvz) r=y, T EXn

1 r=y, v €X,
n\ZT, = ’ 6
Pu(@y) p(z,y) r#y, v,y €X, ©)
0 otherwise.

Using p,, in (E)7 we obtain

= > DY) Gy (F () = F (). (7)

z#yeX, k>0

Since there is no possible movement of particles outside of X,,, generator L, de-
pends on 7 only through (n(z) : z € X,,) € N¥». So the dynamics of the pro-
cess given by L, is identical to one of the Markov process with generator ma-
trix @, = (¢(n,¢) : n,¢ € N¥») and corresponding transition probability matrices
P, (t), with properties as in (H).

Convention: We will use hereafter a natural embedding N*» into NX by identifying
configuration n € NX» with configuration n x 0X\X» € NX and do not distinguish
between processes given by L, and by Q.

Roughly speaking, since we have X,, — X and p,(z,y) — p(z,y), our existence
proof will consist in precise defining a limit of semigroups P, (t), n — oo.

3.2. Model assumptions. The MMP is certainly well defined when starting from
a configuration 7 with a finite total number of particles #7. Then there is the same
finite number of particles in the system at arbitrary time. In general, we care about
n¢(z) to be finite for every 2z € X and every ¢t > 0. So we need to avoid starting
from configurations which could cause explosions. From this reason we can’t let
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the process live on the whole set N* of all possible particle configurations and we
have to drop configurations with a big mass near infinity. We define

Xo = {n € N*: ||| < oo} (®)
where [|n|| = >, cx n(7)a,. Here a is a positive function on X such that
Zp(x, y)ay + Zayp(y7x) < Ma,, for every x € X 9)
y y

and for some constant M.
Let us assume that p(z,y) is irreducible transition probability on X and

sup » _p(x,y) = my, < oo. (10)
y xT

Then it is possible to choose any M > 1+ m, and set a, = Zn(%)”ﬁ"(az,xo)

where ¢ is a fixed reference site, p(x,y) are symmetric transition probabilities on

X defined by p(z,y) = 1+1mp (p(:c,y) +p(y,x)) for every x # y. We denote by P

the matrix (ﬁ(w,y) tx,y € X) and by P" = (ﬁ"(amy) tx,y € X) the matrix P to
the power of n. It is obvious then (8) holds. If moreover M > (1 + my,)m, then
Dy Gz < 00,

We have just reduced the state space to (B) and put assumption (M) on p(x,y).
Furthermore we shall need some assumptions on rate function gfm 5. A natural
condition

(03
Zkgé;ﬂ <C(a+p) for every a > 0, 8 > 0, for some C, (11)
k=1
is not strong enough. A sufficient condition, under which technical inequalities in
paragraph B=3 shall be proved, is
aVy

Y klghs—dhsl < Clla—nl+|8—6l)  foreverya,5,7,620,  (12)
k=1

for some C' > 0. The condition (I2) can be equivalently reformulate as

a+1 @
k k k k
sup Z kl9at1,8 = 9ol + Z klgo gi1 — gapl < C
@B20 5 k=1

and obviously, the condition () implies (I).
Let us define the set of Lipshitz functions on Xy

L={f:%Xo— R such that |f(n) — f(¢)| < Ly|ln — (|| for some constant Ly}.

Now we can state the existence theorem which assigns a corresponding Markov
semigroup to the infinitesimal generator £ given by (H).

Theorem 3.1. Let us assume that irreducible transition probabilities p(x,y) satisfy
(D) and rates gfy,ﬁ >0 fork,a,8>0, gg)ﬁ =0 fork >« or k=0, satisfy (I2).

Then there ezist a Markov semigroup of operators S(t), t > 0, defined on Lipshitz
functions on Xo, and a constant ¢ > 0 such that for every f € L, t > 0 the following
items hold:

(1) St)f €L and Lswy < Lyect

@) S ) = F) + OftﬁS(S)f(n)ds for every 1 € %o

where L is the infinitesimal generator given by (H)
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(3) S@t)f(n) =E"f(n:) for every n with a finite number of particles
where (ny)i>0 on the right-hand side is a Markov process with rates (@)
started from n at time 0.

A proof of the theorem is a straight consequence of the facts we bring out in
paragraph 3.5 below. Paragraphs B=3, B4 include required inequalities and compu-
tations.

Having a Markov semigroup S(t) on L, a standard way using Kolmogorov ex-
tension theorem derives from this Markov semigroup the corresponding Markov
process defined by probabilities P" on trajectories where projections P7(m; € -)
concentrates on X and satisfy [ f(&)P"(m € d§) = S(t)f(n). Note that a special
care is necessary when proving right continuity and left limits existence of the pro-
cess’ trajectories.

3.3. Key inequalities. Let X be finite through this paragraph. The key issue is
to find a coupling process such that

SOSh—11GE, s < Clla—n]+ 13 -d) (13)
k=0 1=0
where coupling rate G’;’lﬁm s is related to a jump of k particles in the first coordinate
from the total amount « and ! particles in the second coordinate from the total
amount v where at target sites sit 8 particles in the first coordinate and § in the
second one.
We employ the coupling defined by Gobron, Saada [G], see (IR). Then:

Zzwf_”(;aﬁ'yé_Z( _Z)Gaﬁ'yé Z( _l)GaB'yé_

k=0 1=0 k>l k<l

gl l et e k—1
I DICTIED ORI B ST D SIS ST
k=0 k=1+1 1=0

[}

9
=> IR - kRj;
=0

k=0
where we have denoted

l «
R ST A Y
k=0 k=1+1
ol k—1
k.l k.l _
Ri = Y Glans = Gagyer k=000
1=k 1=0
using convention ZZ ---=0ifa>b. So R = gl%(; for ! > a Ay and R}, = _92,,6
for k > a Ay and we can write down:
aN\y
) SUSNICHES ST TIRSD SRV IRSD DR VPR LY
k=0 1=0 i>(aAy) i>(aAy)

Using telescopic argument [6, Lemma 3.6] (see () below) for partial sums of
Gk '5.~,6 and notation B 5= Yok g’géﬁ we obtain

Ri = gis—2|ghsh (Shp—Zhs AT
giy,é if Z;I:Hrl gi,é 2 Z?:iJrl giﬂ
= 95— 2<2£«5 - 2;,6) if Z;:iJrl g']y,é < Z?:iJrl gi,g < Z;/:z 9;,6
~95.5 if Dimid1 Tap = 2ojmi Tys
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Ry = 2[93,5 A (Efyfal ~ZLsA 2%1)} — Gos
~Yop it 3 i gi FEDIi Zgi 5
= { 2(B5 —Zhp) —ghs X0, < Z] zgv 5 < Xjmi s
o if i s 2 i G
forte=1,...,a Ay. We can compute
R, — R =
o ~ 95 if 0 gi,ﬁ >3 gi,é
93,5 - 93,5 if Z?:i+1 gi,ﬁ < Z}:i—&-l 9%,5 & Z?:i gi,ﬁ < Z;‘/:i gi,(;
Iorp ~ .6 it 3 i gi 5 < it gi 8 <= 19§ 5 < i s
=9 %5~ Yast i 31905 < Xjmit1 s < i Tys &
+ 2(22,6 - Efx,ﬂ) & Zj:i gawg = 2:7 gi,é
o — 9376+ if 3 i gi,ﬂ < Yj—is1 gi,é &
+2(B 5 -2 5) &3 gi,ﬁ <l gi,a < i gi,a

and we immediately obtain that |R; — R}| <| gé) 5~ gfy) s5|. Therefore, from (IA) and
using assumption (IF) we obtain the desired inequality

aVy
ZZIk UGRL < Y ilgh s —gigl < Cla—~|+8-4l.
k=0 =0 =1

We employ this result to prove item (iz) of the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let L, be given by ([1). Then
(i) Lo (lInll) < € (M +my) ] for every 5 € Xo, n > 1,

(ii) Lu(ln=Cll) < C (M +mp+ 1)l =C| for every n,¢ € Xo,n > 1,

where L, denotes the generator of the coupling process derived from rates Ga Bs
and probabilities py(z,y),

(iii) L (JInll) < € (M +3) ] for every n € Xo, n> 1,
where H|77||| = Zz,y p(xﬂ y)(a’l + ay) Zk kg’;(r),n(y)

Note that constants C, M, m, were introduced in section E2.

Proof. La(Jlnl) =

by (11)
Z Zp z,y) gn (@) m(y) (Kay — kag) < Zp Y ayzkgn(z ) S
TAYEXn TFY
<C Y p,y)ay (n(z) +ny) < C ZMaw(x) +C Y myayn(y)
Ty z y

Lol =cll) = X2 D Pal@ )Gy iy ciorcin (17777 = ¥ =l = ll) <

z,y k,l
by (13)

k.l
Z Zp(:c, WG @) ). @)y (@a Tay)lk =1 <
z#YyeXn k,l
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<C Y @ y)las+ay) (In(@) = @)+ n(y) = Cw)D)

TAYEXn

<OY @) =¢(@)] Y (p(z,y) + ply, 2))(ay + az)

IN

En(ll\nHI) = > ZP T, Y)In(a) ()

zAYEXn
by (12)
l l
ZP(U, U)(Clu + av) Zl (gn(u)_kl[u:z]77](v)+k1[v:y] - g,,(u)m(v)) <
= Zp nY Z kG (e)n(w) ((M +Dagk + (M + Dayk + (az + ay)2k)
z,y

O

3.4. Technicalities. Based on inequalities (i) a (ii) of Lemma B, the following
technical lemmas ([, Lemma 2.1-2.4]) can be proved for the MMP. Note that
through this paragraph set X is still finite.

Lemma 3.3. X finite.

8

E" (77t ) < eCme

IEX l=0

Proof. If we fix n € NX then Markov process 7; starting from 7 has finite state
space Sy, = {€ € NX : #£ = #n} and if P(t) = (p:(n,¢)) stand for its transition
probabilities we can write

E'(mw) = 3 cwpn )= > <l Z

¢eNX C:#C=#n Jj=

where Q7 = (¢7(n,¢)) is matrix Q = (q(,¢) : 1, € Sy,) powered by j and rates
q(n,¢) are given by (B). Since

n(z)
> Cwam ) <D0 P, y)gh )k<CZ77 p(x,y) + Cmyn(y)
¢eNX zeX k=1

and ¢/ (n,¢) = > ¢~ (n,£)q(€,¢) we can show by induction that

J

S (W), ¢ Zomﬂ St

¢eNX =0

where p°(z,y) = Ij,—,). We conclude that

E”(nt(y)) 3 ,CJZ< )m] lZn

7=0 ‘7 =0
and when summing in the opposite direction we obtain the statement of Lemma.
O
Remark 3.4. Let us note that matriz Z; := exp(tQ) is well defined also for Q =
(a(0,€)) e by formula Zy(n,¢) = Y72 L1¢? (0, C) since sum

X 4

t j m
> =’ (n,¢) < iy,
=07
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where q(n,¢) is given by (@), is convergent for every n uniformly in . Writing
formal derivation Z{ as a limit of (Zyyn — Zt)/h when h — 0 we can see that Z;
solve differential equation Z; = QZy, Zo = I. Since from Markov process theory we
know that P(t) is the minimal solution of the differential equation we can conclude
that P(t) < Z; = exp(tQ).

Similarly we can proceed with the coupling process. For X finite, the process is
well defined by coupling rates GZIB - 6 > 0. The matriz Q has then elements

a((1.€): (71,Q)) = Xy Sy P 9) G n(r) n(w)C(@), <<y)( fi=noy e=ciov] ~ L i=q)
which are bounded by >°, ., >y p(z, y)gk In(x)n)- SO0 exp(tQ) is well defined.

Let us denote by S(t) an operator on functions f :N¥X - R derived from transition
probability matrix P(t) such that S(t)f is function equal to matrix product P(t)- f.
Note that f is here written as a vector (f(n) : n € N*) since X is finite.

We have

SWOFm) =E"(Fm) =3 FQOpeln. ) < Z S QP00 =3 D).
CENX j= 0/ T ¢eNX j:0j'

(15)
Lemma 3.5. X finite. If f € L then S(t)f € L and Lg(y); < Lye®M+mpt1)t

Proof. For f € L we define g(1,¢) = £() — £(¢) and h(n, ¢) = | — ¢| for every
n,¢. If we denote S(t) the semigroup of operators for coupling process given by

rates GZV,lﬁ,v,é we have
_ by (15) )
1S(t).f(n) = SO = [St)g(n, )| < LySH)R(n,¢) < LfZﬁQ]h(U,C)-
j=0"7"
Using Lemma B2 (ii) we obtain
Qh(n,¢) = L{n — ¢l < C(M +my + 1)ln — ¢
Therefore Q7 h(n, () < CI(M +m, + 1) |n—(|. O

Lemma 3.6. X finite. If f € L & |f(n)| < col|nl| then |S(t)f(n)| < coeCM+m)t||n]|.

Proof. |S(t)f(n)] < co X2 pe(m Q)ICI < c0 32320 5@ || (m) where by Lemma B2(3)
Qll - 1) = L(Inll) < C(M +myp)|ln]. u

In the following lemma, we consider two different probabilities p(z,y) and p(z, y)
on X. Generator L is then derived from p instead of p.

Lemma 3.7. X finite, f € L.
(L= L)f )| < CLy > Ip(x,y) — Bz, 9)|(n(x) + 1)) (az + ay)

"E’y
Proof. |(L — f)f(n)l < Zm;ﬁy 2k g:(az),n(y) p(x,y) — pla,y)|Ll[n**Y =l <
Corollary 3.8.
t
S(®)1(n) = S(07 ) < CLyeCms" [ OB

= (Cs)
BPWEIPRE

T#y =z =0

(' (2, ) + 9 (2,9) ) (@2 + a)Ip(w,y) = B, y)|ds
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Proof. The result follows from the fact

S()f(n) = S(t)f(n) = /O S(s)(L = L)S(t — ) f(n)ds
and using Lemmas B=3, B3, B™. [l

3.5. Approximation of infinite volume. Through this paragraph X is infinite.
Xy Pn, L and P, (t) are as in paragraph Bl

For each n € N let S, (t),t > 0, denote the semigroup of operators on func-
tions f : NX = R, f € L, derived from probability matrices P, (t): S,(t)f(n) =
(Pn(t) - f [an)(n[an) and corresponding with £,, by

Su(t)f(n) = f(n) + / £.5a(5) £ (n)ds. (16)

In the previous we obtained some properties of finite volume processes with
generators L, and semigroups S,(t), ¢ > 0 which now ensure a good sense of
limiting procedure when n is approaching infinity.

Lemma 3.9. S,,(t)f(n) converges whenn — oo for every f € L, n € Xy and t > 0.
Proof. From Corollary B9 we obtain

t
|Sn(t) f(n) — Sm(t) f(n)] < C’Lfecmpt/ integrand ds where
0

integrand < 2e¢(M+2)(t=s) Zn(z) Z ( lf) ph(z,2)a,(M +1) <

x,z =0
< 2(M + 1))

because > a;p,(z,7) < a,(M + 2)!. So we are allowed to use the dominate
convergence theorem. Since also

|S7L(t)f(77) - Sm(t)f(n)| < OLfecmpt/O 2(M + 1)eC(M+2)td8 |pn('rv y) - pm(x7y)‘

and |pn(z,y) — pm(x,y)| tends to 0 when n, m — oo the proof is done. O

Definition 3.10. For every f € L, n € Xg and t > 0 we define
S(0)£(n) = lim_S,.(8)(n). a7)

The following lemma shows that such defined (S(¢) : ¢ > 0) has semigroup prop-
erties and that corresponds to infinitesimal generator £ given by (B). We bring it
without the proof since the properties of our process stated and proved in Lemmas
above are sufficient to use exactly the same arguments as in the paper [I0].

Lemma 3.11. [0, Lemma 2.16] Let f € L, ¢,t1,t3 > 0
(i) S(t1 +t2) = S(t1)S(t2), S(0) =1

(i) S(0)1(1) = £(0) + [ £(5) () for every n € %o
(iti) |S(t) f(n) — F(m)| < ||| Ly(eCPFmetDE 1)

(iv) S(s)f(n) is continuous in s for every n € X

(v) LS(s)f(n) is continuous in s for every n € Xg

(0) limpe o SOLD=IW _ £ ()

(vii) LS(t)f(n) = SE)LS(n)
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4. ATTRACTIVENESS, EXAMPLES

4.1. Coupling process. Let us consider coupling rates define by Gobron and
Saada [B]. For each «, 8,7, >0

Golprs = (95,5 Ja5 N (Ev 5= s A EZ,B)) A
<glw; —gha A (Bhs—Zhs A 2’;@), kol > 1,
GES = gha—ghsn (B —Z0aAZh ) k2, (18)
Gg},ly = 92,5 - 93,5 A (23,5 - 23,5 A Elws)» 1>1,
where

aﬁ_zgaﬁ

k' >k

We also use the following expressions [6, Lemma 3.6]: for arbitrary «, 8,7, > 0,
each 1 <k<a, 1<I<y

k,l k — k k l k l
Galprs = Jap/ (2% = Do AT ) = Joup N (Ew — g A 2%5)
or (19)
k,l
Gaprs = Ghsh (EZ, =S AT ) — o5 (Ei,ﬂ Sas AN E )

We can obtain an explicit formula from which it is obvious that the coupling is well
defined: for arbitrary «, 3,7,d > 0 and each 1 <k < «

0 forl € Ly
gE g+, -3 5 forle L

aht = 0 for L€ Ly 0
’ 9o p forl € L}
glws Ekﬂ+2 forl € Lg
0 forl € Lg

where

Li= {0<i<y: B ;>gF ;430 5}

lo = min {0,...7}\ Ly

Ly= {0<l<y: X ;>3 3n{l}

Ly= {0<i<y: X2 ;>3 51\ (L1 ULy

Li= {l}\ L3

Li= {0<i<y: g ;+% ;>38 3\ (LiUL3 ULz ULY)
L= {0<1<~}\(L1ULSUL3UL;UL}).

Let us note that

— the star by sets L3, L}, L symbolizes that these sets are at most singleton;

— L4 is nonempty if and only if Lo is empty and also if and only if Lo U Lg is empty;
— L4 is nonempty if and only if Ls is empty.
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Furthermore, the following characterization holds
lely iff 0<i<y& Y 100,>30, 4,
lels iff 0<l<v& [(z_O)sz (Ts > Vi) &

& Z] 1195 < Z] kg(xﬁ & Z] l+1g’y6 2 Zj k+19a5
lels if 0<l<vy& 37, 97 5 < 2ok A s & 9%5 > ik ga,ﬁ
leLy i 0<1<y& [U=0)VE),a,s =50 dhs] &

&Y g s < s
leLly iff 0<i<y& 31 gi P DI g s & gi,a < ekt giﬁ
leLle iff 0<i<~y& 377 lgw5<zj k+lga5

4.2. Attractiveness. Let us start this section with defining some basic terms. We
consider the following partial order on state space X C NX. For n,( € X

n < ¢ if and only if n(x) < ((z) for every z € X.

We say that a function f on X is monotone if f(n) < f(¢) whenever n < .

We call a particle system attractive if for every bounded, monotone continu-
ous function f and every time ¢ > 0, function S(¢)f is again bounded, monotone
continuous function.

A particle system (7, (;) on X x X is called the coupling process (derived from
MMP) if both its marginals 7, (; are a copies of the same MMP.

We usually define a coupling process (n:, (;) by setting rates of coupled jumps:
for a time ¢ and sites x,y € X, a jump of k particles in the first coordinate and
together [ particles in the second coordinate from z to y occurs with a rate Gl~C Bs
where a =n;_(z), B=m_(y), v = G_ (%), 6 = G_(y ),OSkSaandOSZSv
Another jumps are not allowed. Note that jumps in both coordinates in the same
time may occur just simultaneously from a common site z to a common site y
(chosen with probability p(z,y)). The coupling process is then given by a following
generator:

LI, Q) =D p(@y) DY Gl e F (F0.C) = £ (0,) -

zEX yeX k>01>0
(21)

Since by the definition of a coupling process, the following equality
Lf(n,¢) = Lf(n) for each ¢

must hold for every n and every f on X x X which does not depend on the second
coordinate, i.e. f(n,¢) = f(n), then the rates have to satisfied:

~

ZGZ:lﬁmé = gg’ﬁ for each «, 3,7, >0 and 0 < k < a. (22)
1=0

The same for the second coordinate symmetrically.
If we know that there exists a coupling process which even preserves ordering of
its marginals, i.e.
no < (o implies 7, < ¢, P"0:€0) almost surely, for every t > 0,

(so called increasing coupling) then the original process is attractive.

For the classical ZRP, a construction of an increasing coupling process can be
found in [0] under the condition that rate function g¢(-) is nondecreasing. The
Misanthrope process was originally (in [?]) considered just attractive, it means
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when rate function g(-, -) is nondecreasing in the first coordinate and nonincreasing
in the second one (here the Misanthrope name is originated).

A thorough characterization of coupling rates, and also equivalent conditions
on the original jump rates to have attractiveness, for a big class of conservative
processes, MMP among them, can be found in [G]. As a consequence of the general
results presented in [B], we can obtain the following lemma concerning coupling
rates of GZRP and MMP.

Lemma 4.1. Let us consider (a) the mass migration process given by generator (@)
with rate function g(’iﬁ and, specially, (b) the generalized zero range process with
rate g(lz.

(a) The MMP is attractive if and only if for every «, 8,7, >0, a <=, 8 <9,

[

.
W20 Y gns < D dhe

k' >6—B+1 >l
&
o v
’ l/
VE>0 Y gk, > Y 4,
K>k U>y—atk
(b) The GZRP is attractive if and only if for every a >0, k >0,
a+1 « a+1
k/ !’ k/
Z Ja+1 S Z 9o S Z ga+1'

K >k+1 K>k K>k

If the conditions in (a) hold, there exists an increasing coupling process of MMP’s
with rate Gzlﬁ .6 given by formula (20). Analogously, if the condition in (b) holds,

there exists an increasing coupling process of GZRP’s with rate Gfilv given by for-
mula (Z0) where we omit the dependence on f3,46.

Remark 4.2. (a’) The MMP is attractive if and only if Ya>0,0< 3 <46, k>0,

a+1 X « , « K a+1 K
Z Ja+1,5 < E Yo, & Z a8 < Z Ja+1,5 &
k' >k+1 k'>k k'>k+(6—58) k'>k

[e3

« «
k' k' K
> 9aps < D Yapi1 S O Gape
k'>k+1 k'>k k!'>k

4.3. Examples. In this paragraph, we bring some particular examples of MMPs,
we focus on existence condition ([2) and the attractiveness conditions, possibly
coupling rates. The examples can be sorted into three basic types: examples on
generalized zero range processes when rate g(’;’ 5= g* does not depend on j3, exam-

ples on generalized target processes when rate g(’; 5= gfﬁl[kga] does not depend on
a except the condition k¥ < o and examples on mass transport processes when rate
is depending on both «, 3.

Example 4.3. Special case of GZRP with g& = h(k) Ijp<a) for k> 1.

[e%
(i) A sufficient condition on existence is: > kh(k) < Ca for every a, for some C.
k=1

(ii) The process is attractive if and only if
h(k) is nonincreasing for k > 1, nonnegative.
Then there exists an increasing coupling process with rate function G’;’f,yz
for each a,y >0 and each 1 <k < «
k0 _ prk—1, k,
Ga’% - Ha ’yl 0 — Hapy

Gglv = (Hg,_vl’l - H&“Q) A (Hijﬂ,_l - Hféﬂ/) for 0 <1<~
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here Hid =[S0 (k) — X3 h(t)] usi tion Y0 =0ifa>b
where Hyl = 370 h(K') =37, h(l")| using convention >/ ---=01if a > b.

Example 4.4. Special case of GZRP with g = r(a) Ijx<a) for k > 1 where r(-) is
a nonnegative function.

(i) A sufficient condition on existence is: there exists C' such that

Va>0: o?r(a+1)—r(a)|+ar(a) <C.
Note that if specially 7 is a constant function, this condition failed.
(ii) The process is attractive if and only if

r(a) is nonincreasing & ar(a) nondecreasing for a > 1.

Then there exists an increasing coupling process with rate function G’;”ﬂ/:
for each a < yand each 1 <k <«

0 for 1 =0,..... 1
rla)(@—k+1)—r(y)(y=1) forl=1+1
Gl =4 () for i =1 +2, ..., 3
r((y—=1014+1) —r(a)(a—k) forli=I3+1
0 forl=103+2,...,v
where
i = max{I{=0,..,7v=2: r(v)(y =1 >r(a)(a—k+1)}

Is = max{l=0,..,v: r(v)(y=1) > r(a)(a—k)}.

Note that [3 may be equal to I3 + 1 and then the third case does not occur.
Fora>~vand 1<k <a

0 forl=0,..,0I"—-1
okl rla)—c*  forl=1*
v c* fori=1"+1
0 forl=10"4+2,...,y
where
= min{l=0,...,v: r(v)(v =) <r(a)(a—k+1)}

c* (r(M(y =17 = r(a)(a— k)"

Note that [* may be equal to 0 and then the first case does not occur.

Example 4.5. Special case of GZRP with
gt =pla)pla—1)-...-pla—k+ 1)<y fork>1.

(i) A sufficient condition on existence is: there exists C' such that
forala >0, 1<k<a:

°lQ

pla)pla—=1)-...-p(1) <
and

lp(a+1)p(a) ... pla—k+2) —pla)pla—1) ... pla—k+1)| < &.
(ii) The process is attractive if and only if

k
0<p(a)<1 & > p(k)-...-p(i) < % foralla >0, 1<k<a.
i=1

Note that a sufficient condition is p positive, bounded by 1 and nondecreasing.
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Example 4.6. Special case of GZRP with gk = WETOE;)’C) for k > 1 where w(-) is
a positive function on NV. It is useful to consider an extension of @ on Z by

m(0) =1, 7(i) =0 fori € Z~.

(i) A sufficient condition on existence is: there exists C' such that

— | <C for every a > 0.

a+1
mla+1—-k) w(a—k)
Z M m(a+1) ()

k=1
(ii) The process is attractive if and only if
i—o (1)

Yie (i)

(o) <mla+1) < 7(a) forall1 <j<a.

Example 4.7. Special case of MMP called the target process with 92,5 = I[kga]gfﬁ.

(1) A sufficient condition on existence is: there exists C' such that

«
Zk |gfﬁ+1 - gfﬁl + agly <C  forevery B,a > 0.
k=1

Note that if gfﬁ is independent of k, this condition failed.
(ii) The process is attractive if and only if for all 0 < 5 <4§, k>0
k k k—1
g*BJrl < gfﬁ < g*ﬁJrl +g*ﬁ+1

k+1 <

and  gM k—(6-F)

g g+ 4 g :

IN

9’:,3

Example 4.8. Special case of MMP with g(’féﬁ = Ijp<ayb(a, B) where b is a nonneg-
ative function.

(i) A sufficient condition on existence is: there exists C' such that
Va,3>0:  o?[b(a+1,5) = bla, B)| + o® [b(a, B+ 1) = b(ev, B)] + ab(e, B) < C.
(ii) The process is attractive if and only if forall 0 < a <~, 0< <4

b(e, ) = b(7,9) and b(e, B)(a + B) < b(y,8)(y + )+ (b(a, ) = b(7,9)).

Note that sufficient conditions on attractiveness are
b(a, B) > b(7,d) and b(a, B)(a+ 8) < b(7,0)(y+9) foral0 <a<~v, 0< B <4.
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