arXiv:1302.1029v2 [math.PR] 12 Feb 2013

A large deviation principle for networks of rate
neurons with correlated synaptic weights

Olivier Faugeras and James Maclaurin

"NeuroMathComp Laboratory, INRIA Sophia-Antipolis,

France firstname.name@inria.fr

October 14, 2018

Contents
1 Introduction E
2 The neural network model 6
2.1 The equations . . . . . . . .. ... ... 4
2.2 The law of the synaptic weights . . . . . . . .. .. ... ...
2.3 The laws of the uncoupled and coupled processes . . . .. . . q
2.3.1  The uncoupled processes and the initial conditions . . . I
2.3.2 Coupled processes . . . . . . . . . ..o [
2.3.3 Infinite number of neurons . . . . . . .. ... ... .. 11

3 The averaged law of the coupled neurons with respect to the
synaptic weights and the thresholds

4 The image of the averaged law through the empirical mea-

sure

4.1  Gaussian processes . . . . . ... e g
4.1.1 Finite number of neurons . . . . . . . . ... ... ... Iﬁ
4.1.2 Infinite number of neurons . . . . . . . ... ... ... |2__4|


http://arxiv.org/abs/1302.1029v2

4.2 Definition of the functional I" . . . . . . . . .. . . ... ...
421 Ty oo
422 Ty o

5 The Large Deviation Principle
5.1 Lower bound on the opensets . . . . . .. ... ... . ... ..
5.2 Exponential Tightness of IIV . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
5.3 Upper Bound on the Compact Sets . . . . ... ... .. ...
5.3.1 An LDP for a Gaussian measure . . . . . . . . .. ...
5.3.2  An upper bound for ITV over compact sets . . . . . . .
5.4 His a good rate function . . . . .. ...

Bl EEEEEEE] EEE

6 The unique minimum of the rate function

7 Conclusion
7.1 Important consequences . . . . . .. . . ... ... ... ...
7.2 DPossible extensions . . . . . . ...
7.3 Discussion . . . . . . . ...

A A comment on lemma

gl Bl BERIEE]

B Proof of Proposition [37

AMS Mathematics Subject Classification:
28C20, 34F05, 34K50, 37L55, 60B11, 60F10, 60G10, 60G15, 60G5H7, 60G60,
60H10, 62M45, 92C20.

Abstract

We study the asymptotic law of a network of interacting neurons when the
number of neurons becomes infinite. Given a completely connected network
of firing rate neurons in which the synaptic weights are Gaussian correlated
random variables, we describe the asymptotic law of the network when the
number of neurons goes to infinity. We introduce the process-level empirical
measure of the trajectories of the solutions to the equations of the finite net-
work of neurons and the averaged law (with respect to the synaptic weights)
of the trajectories of the solutions to the equations of the network of neurons.
The main result of this article is that the image law through the empirical



measure satisfies a large deviation principle with a good rate function which
is shown to have a unique global minimum. Our analysis of the rate function
allows us also to characterize the limit measure as the image of a station-
ary Gaussian measure defined on a transformed set of trajectories. This is
potentially very useful for applications in neuroscience since the Gaussian
measure can be completely characterized by its mean and spectral density.
It also facilitates the assessment of the probability of finite-size effects.

1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is to study the asymptotic behaviour and large de-
viations of a network of interacting neurons when the number of neurons
becomes infinite. Our network may be thought of as a network of weakly-
interacting diffusions: thus before we begin we briefly overview other asymp-
totic analyses of such systems. In particular, a lot of work has been done on
spin glass dynamics, including Ben Arous and Guionnet on the mathemati-
cal side [23], 2], B, 24] and Sompolinsky and his co-workers on the theoretical
physics side [32, B3], @], 10]. Furthermore the large deviations of weakly in-
teracting diffusions have been extensively studied by Dawson, Gartner and
co-workers [12, 13, [I1] More references to previous work on this particular
subject can be found in these references.

Because the dynamics of spin glasses is not too far from that of networks
of interacting neurons, Sompolinsky also succesfully explored this particular
topic [31] for fully connected networks of rate neurons, i.e. neurons rep-
resented by the time variation of their firing rates (the number of spikes
they emit per unit of time), as opposed to spiking neurons, i.e. neurons
represented by the time variation of their membrane potential (including the
individual spikes). For an introduction to these notions, the interested reader
is referred to such textbooks as [21) 25 20]. In his study of the continuous
time dynamics of networks of rate neurons, Sompolinsky and his colleagues
assumed like in the work on spin glasses, that the coupling coefficients, also
called the synaptic weights in neuroscience, were random variables i.i.d. with
zero mean Gaussian laws. Mathematically speaking there are no proofs in
the work of Sompolinsky and colleagues but a very clever use of the local
chaos hypothesis. The main result obtained by Ben Arous and Guionnet for
spin glass networks (resp. by Sompolinsky and his colleagues for networks
of rate neurons) under the previous hypotheses is that the averaged law of



Langevin spin glass (resp. rate neurons) dynamics is chaotic in the sense that
the averaged law of a finite number of spins (resp. of neurons) converges to
a product measure.

The next theoretical efforts in the direction of understanding the averaged
law of rate neurons are those of Moynot and Samuelides [27, 28], completed
by the numerical and qualitative work of Cessac [7, [, 30]. From the techni-
cal viewpoint, the study of the collective dynamics is done in discrete time,
assuming no leak (this term is explained below) in the individual dynamics
of each of the rate neurons. Moynot and Samuelides obtained a large devia-
tion principle and were able to describe in detail the limit averaged law and
to prove rigourously the propagation of chaos property. Moynot extended
these results to the more general case where the neurons can belong to two
populations, the synaptic weigths are non-Gaussian (with some restrictions)
but still i.i.d., and the network is not fully connected (with some restrictions)

[21.

One of the next challenges is to incorporate in the network model the
fact that the synaptic weights are not independent and in effect often highly
correlated. Ome of the reasons for this is the plasticity processes at work
at the levels of the synaptic connections between neurons; see for example
[26] for a biological viewpoint, and [14] 211, 20] for a more computational and
mathematical account of these phenomena.

The problem we solve in this paper is the following. Given a completely
connected network of firing rate neurons in which the synaptic weights are
Gaussian correlated random variables, we describe the asymptotic law of the
network when the number of neurons goes to infinity. Like in [27, 28] we
study a discrete time dynamics but unlike these authors we cope with more
complex intrinsic dynamics of the neurons, in particular we allow for a leak
(to be explained in more detail below). The structure of our proof is broadly
similar to these authors; we have generalised their results. Indeed one may
directly obtain the LDP in [27] by applying a contraction principle to the
LDP to be proved below.

Because of the correlation of the synaptic weights, the natural space to
work in is the infinite dimensional space of the trajectories, noted 7%, of a
countably-infinite set of neurons and the set of stationary probability mea-
sures defined on this set, noted M{ (T%).

We introduce the process-level empirical measure, noted %, of the N
trajectories of the solutions to the equations of the network of N neurons
and the averaged (with respect to the synaptic weights) law Q% of the N
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trajectories of the solutions to the equations of the network of N neurons.
The main result of this article (theorem [)) is that the image law IIYV of
QY through p? satisfies a large deviation principle (LDP) with a good rate
function H which is shown to have a unique global minimum, pu.. Thus,
with respect to the measure IIY on M7 (T7%), if the set X contains the
measure 0, , then IIV(X) — 1 as N — oo, whereas if §,, is not in the
closure of X, TIV(X) — 0 as N — oo exponentially fast and the constant
in the exponential rate is determined by the rate function. Our analysis of
the rate function allows us also to characterize the limit measure p. as the

image of a stationary Gaussian measure p. defined on a transformed set of
trajectories S%. This is potentially very useful for applications since fe can

be completely characterized by its mean and spectral density. Furthermore
the rate function allows us to quantify the probability of finite-size effects.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2] we describe the equa-
tions of our network of neurons, the type of correlation between the synaptic
weights, define the proper state spaces and introduce the different proba-
bility measures that are necessary for establishing our results, in particular
the level-3 empirical measure, ¥, II"V and the image RY through iV of the
law of the uncoupled neurons. In section Bl we motivate our approach by
showing that when computing the Radon-Nikodym derivative of Q" with
respect to the law of the uncoupled neurons, one is led to consider certain
Gaussian processes which are directly related to the synaptic weights and
can be described with the help of the empirical measure fi'.

In section (] we extend the definition of the previous Gaussian processes
to be valid for any stationary measure, not only the empirical one. This
allows us to compute the Radon-Nikodym derivative of IT"V with respect to
RY for any measure in M{ (T%). Using these results, section Bis dedicated
to the proof of the existence of a strong LDP for the measure II"V. In section
we show that the good rate function obtained in the previous section has a
unique global minimum and we characterize it as the image of a stationary
Gaussian measure. We conclude with section [0 by stating some important
consequences and sketching a number of possible generalisations of our work.



2 The neural network model

We consider a fully connected network of N rate neurons. For simplicity
but without loss of generality, we assume N odd] and write N = 2n + 1,
n > 0. Further on, we asymptote N to oo, so that unless otherwise stated
the parameters are taken to be independent of N. The state of the neurons
is described either by the rate variables (X7), j = —n,--- ,n, t = 0,---, T
or the potential variables (U}), j = —n,--- ,n, t =0,--- ,T. These variables
are related as follows

where f: R —]0, 1[ is a monotonic bijection. We could for example employ
f(x) = (1 + tanh(gx))/2, where the parameter g can be used to control the
slope of the “sigmoid” f at the origin x = 0.

We consider the case where the time variable t takes the T+ 1 discrete
integer values 0,1,...,7T because it simplifies the problem. We leave for
future work the case of the continuous time variable.

2.1 The equations

The equation describing the time variation of the membrane potential U7 of
the jth neuron writes

Ul =UL+ Y Jif (U )+0,+BL,, j=-n,...on t=1,..,T (1)

=—n
This equation involves the parameters v, J;;, 0;, and Bg, 1, ] = —N,...,N,
t=0,....,T—1.

v is a positive real between 0 and 1 that determines the time scale of the
intrinsic dynamics, i.e. without interactions, of the neurons. If v = 0 the
dynamics is said to have no leak.

The J;;s are the synaptic weights. J;; represents the strength with which
the ‘presynaptic’ neuron j influences the ‘postsynaptic’ neuron i. They are
random wvariables whose laws are described below.

The 0;s are the thresholds: they change the value of the potential of the
neuron j at which the sigmoid f takes the value 1/2. Like the J;;s they are

"When N is even the formulae are slightly more complicated but all the results we
prove below in the case NV odd are still valid.



random wvariables that we assume to be i.i.d. as NV;(f, #%), and independent
of the JZ]EE

Finally the Btj s represent random fluctuations of the membrane potential
of neuron j. They are independent random processes with the same law.
We assume that at each time instant ¢, the B/s are i.i.d. random variables
distributed as N1(0,0%). They are also independent of the synaptic weights
and the thresholds.

The equation corresponding to (dl) for the rates writes

X/ =f (“Yf_l(th_l) + 3 JiXi 0+ B{_1> : (2)
where j = —n,---,n

t=1,---,T.. Note that the values of the rates are
in the open interval ]0, 1[.

2.2 The law of the synaptic weights

The N? synaptic weights are modelled as Gaussian random variables. We
assume that they have the same mean which scales as 1/N:

J

E[Ji;] = N

iv.j:_na"'vn' (3)
We next specify their covariance structure. The covariance is assumed to
satisfy the following symmetry,

cov(Jij i) = cov(Jivm,jnTktmiin)

for all indexes i, j, k, [ = —n,--- ,n and all integers m and n, the indexes
being taken modulo N. We may interpret this property by imagining that
the neurons are arranged on a ring with the following ‘shift invariance’. If
we fix two presynaptic neurons and shift the postsynaptic neurons, then the
correlations are invariant. Similarly if we fix two postsynaptic neurons and
shift the presynaptic neurons, the correlations are invariant.
We stipulate the covariance through a function A : Z? — R, which satis-
fies
A(élk,égl) = A(l{?, l) €1, €9 = +1. (4)

#We note N, (m, X) is the law of the p-dimensional Gaussian variable with mean m and
covariance matrix 3.



We assume furthermore that the covariances scale as 1/N. We write
1
cov(JijJg) = NA ((i — k) mod N, (j — 1) mod N). (5)

Here, and throughout this paper, ¢ mod N is taken to lie between —n and
n. It is important to note that the covariance function A and mean J are
independent of IV, so that these remain fixed when we asymptote N to infinity
later on. We let A be the restriction of A to [—n,n]?, i.e. AN(i,5) = A(i, )
for —n <i,5 <n.

Being a covariance function (up to the scale factor 1/N) A¥ (i, j) must be
a positive-definite function, i.e. it satisfies

Z AN(T - ka s — l))‘rs)\kl > O,

r,s,k,l=—n

for all reals A, Ay, the indexing being taken modulo N.

The fact that AV is a positive-definite function imposes that its two di-
mensional discrete Fourier transform (DFT), noted AN, is positiveﬁ, and also
called its spectral density or power spectrum. In detail

‘/~\N(pa Q) - Z A(ka l)e—%(pk+ql) p,q=—"n,---,n.
k,l=—n

Conversely, the values of the covariances can be recovered from the Inverse
DFT of the sequence (AN (p,q))p.g=—n.... m; 1-€.

1« & 2
Ak D =55 D A@e X0 k= —noon

k,l=—n

We must make further assumptions on A to ensure that the system is well-
behaved as the number of neurons N asymptotes to infinity. We assume that
the series (A(k,1))k 1ez) is absolutely convergent, i.e.

o0

A= N AR D) < 0. (6)

k,l=—o00

3This is a standard result in Fourier Analysis, see lemma



In practice one might expect there to exist a maximal correlation distance d
such that A(k,1) = 0if |k| + |I| > d (especially since in practice there is only
a finite number of neurons). The existence of such a maximal correlation
distance would be sufficient to guarantee the requirement (), however we
refrain from explicitly making this assumption as it is not necessary per se.

It follows from (6] that the series ZZ?I:_OOA(k,Z)e‘i(k““”“?) is absolutely
convergent and defines a continuous function, noted A(wy,ws), on [—m, 7[?
such that:

1

Ak, 1) = —/ etkortlen) £ () wo) dwy dws K, 1 € 7Z.
(27r)2 S 1, W2 1 aW2

The continuous function A is termed the spectral density of (A(k, 1))xez. It is
clear from the definitions that, if the series (px) and (qy) satisfy 27py /N —
wy and 2mqy /N — wy, then

AN (pwv, gn) = Aws, ws).
Since A" is a positive-definite function (for all N),
Awi,we) >0 Y(wy,ws) € [—m, 7%
We also assume that there exists A™" such that, for all N

AN(0,0) > Am > 0, (7)

2.3 The laws of the uncoupled and coupled processes

The trajectories of the (X7);—o s defined by (2)) are points in ]0, 1[[*7] = T.

The law of the solution of (@) is a probability measure on 7. We note
M7 (TY) the set of probability measures on 7.
def

The trajectories of the (U’),—o 1 defined by () are points in R>? = &S.
The law of the solution of () is a probability measure on SV. This law is
the image of the probability measure of that of the (X7),—q 7 by the function
f. We note M{(S™) the set of probability measures on SV.

2.3.1 The uncoupled processes and the initial conditions

We specify the initial conditions for () as IV i.i.d. random variables
(X?)j=—nn. Let p; be the individual law on the interval |0, 1[ of X7; it
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follows that the joint law of the variables is ¢ on ]0,1[¥. The initial

conditions for (), noted (U3);j—_p.... n, are also ii.d. with law HQ?N, where

B « wr o f is the image on R of the law p; defined on ]0, 1] through the

function f. We assume that p  is Gaussian under a change of variable, i.e.
there exists ¥y, a continuous bijection on R, such that

MI:NI(O,Uz)O\Ifo, (8)

We note P the law of the solution to one of the uncoupled equations @
where we take 0; deterministic and equal to ¢ and J;; = 0,4, j = —n,--- ,n.
P is the law of the solution to the following stochastic difference equation:

Xt:f(’yf_l(Xt—l)_‘_é_l_Bt—l))tzla"' 7T

with the law of the initial condition being p;. Hence the image P of P
through f is the law of the solution to the following stochastic difference
equation

Ut:”)/Ut_l—'—é—'—Bt_l,t:l,"',T (9)

the law of the initial condition being u r This last process can be character-
ized exactly, as follows.
Let ¥ : S — S be the continuous bijection

U(u) = "(vo, v1, ..., 07), (10)
where vy = Wg(ug) and for 1 < s < T,
Vo=V (u) =uy —Jue_1 — 0 s=1,---,T. (11)
The following proposition is evident from equations (8), (@) and (II).
Proposition 1. The law P of the solution to Q) writes
P = Np1(0741,0°ldr ) 0 0,

where Opy1 1s the T + 1-dimensional vector of coordinates equal to 0 and
Idryq is the T+ 1-dimensional identity matriz.

10



2.3.2 Coupled processes

If we reintroduce the coupling between the neurons, we note Q™ (J, ) the
conditional law of the (X7), j = —n,---,n, t = 0,---,T, solution to (),
for given (J,0). It is an element of M{(TYN). Similarly Q" (J,6) is the
corresponding law of the (U}), j = —n,--- ,n, t =0,---, T, solution to (),
for given (J,0). We let QN = EZ®[QN(J,0)] and QV = E*®[Q"(J,0)] be
the laws averaged with respect to the weights and thresholds.

2.3.3 Infinite number of neurons

We note 7% the set of doubly infinite elements of 7. If = (%),
is in 7%, we note 2, i € Z its ith coordinate. We define the projection
ay : T% — TV (N = 2n +1) to be my(z) = (x7,...,2"). The shift
operator S : T4 — T2 is defined by

(Sx)' =2 ieZ
Given the element (z7",...,2") of TV we form the doubly infinite peri-
odic sequence

s(N)y=(...,2" a2, 7", .. 2" 2™ ")

which is an element of 7%. We have (z(N))" = 20 m°d ™) where i mod N
lies between —n and n. We note M (T%) the set of probability measures on

TE.

We introduce the following empirical measure. Given an N-tuple (z=",... z™)
in 7% we associate with it the measure, noted g% (z™",...,2"), in M (T%)
defined by

( 0 —n n 1 -

AN TN = ME(T®) such that - 6@+ a")(dy) = 5 ) Osia (4):
: (12)

We also sometimes consider iV to be a function on 7% through the projection

TN © 7-Z — TN.

Using the notation defined above we note EN the image of iV through f.
Hence, if dv is the volume element of SV and v’ = f~1(2%),i = —n,---,n
we have

N/ —n . 1 —
HN(U LU )(dU) = N Z 5Siu(N)('U)a

=N

11



where the shift operator is defined analogously on SZ. Note that g (z=™", ..., 2")
(respectively EN (u™",...,u™)) is a strictly stationary measure on 7% (respec-
tively on SZ). We denote the set of strictly stationary probability measures
on T% (respectively S%) by M{ (T?) (respectively M7 (S7)).

We equip 7% with the projective topology, i.e. the topology generated
by the following metric. For z,y € TV, let

— J J
dN(xuy)_ sup ‘xs_ys"
7] <n,0<s<T

This allows us to define the following metric over 7%, whereby if z,y € TZ,
then

d(z,y) = 27 Vdy(mnz, TNY). (13)
N=1

The metrics dy and d generate, respectively, the Borelian sigma-algebras
B(T™) and B(T%). We note that 77 is Polish (a complete, separable metric
space). In turn, we equip M(TZ%) with the topology of weak convergence,
as follows. This can be defined in many ways, but the following definition
is the most convenient for our paper. For ¥, 0N € M (TV), we note the
Wasserstein distance

dv(p ™) = inf {EX(d(,9)} (14)

where 7 is the set of all measures in M (7%") with N-dimensional marginald]
p and vV, For p,v € M (T?), we define

d(,LL, V): Z AZdN(:U’vaN)? (15>

n=—oo

where N = 2n + 1. Here A} = max(\,,27") and A\, => ;- _ |A(k,n)|. We
note that this metric is well-defined because dy(p™, ") < 1 and

> AL < oo. It can be shown that M(T%) is Polish. The topology
corresponding to this metric generates a Borelian sigma-algebra which we
denote by B(M(T%)). The Borelian sigma-algebra on the set of stationary

probability measures is denoted by B(M{,(T%)).

4In what follows, the N-dimensional marginal x4~ of a measure yu in MfS(TZ) is such
that N = pomy'.
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The construction of the topologies of S%Z and MIS(SN ) is analogous,
except that in ([[3)), for u,v € SV, we must replace dy(u,v) by

dy(u,v)/(1+ dyn(u,v)),

the extra division being necessary because the finite-dimensional metric is
unbounded. An analogous substitution must also be made in (I4).

Finally we introduce the image laws in terms of which the principal results
of this paper are formulated.

Definition 1.

1. For each measure p € M (TV) (respectively M (T?%)) we define
f, and note it g o f, to be the element of MT (SV) (respectively of

M{ (8%)) which is the image of y through the application f&NT+
(respectively such that HN = (pomy)o fENIHY for all positive integers

N).

2. Similarly for each measure p € M7 (SV) (respectively M7 (S%)) we
define p, and note it g o ™', to be the element of MT (SV) (respec-
tively of M7 (S8%)) which is the image of p through the application
(p-hHeN (resi)ectively such that N = (po 75 0 (TN for all pos-
itive integers N). Note that we have

p=pof and p=poVw! (16)

3. Let IIV be the image law of @V through the function gV : 7V —
M (T?) defined by [I2).

4. We similarly define RV to be the image law of P®Y under j".

That is, VB € B(M7 (T?)),
mY(B)=Q" (" € B) and RM(B)= P*N(i" € B).

The principal result of this paper is in the next theorem.

13



Theorem 2. IV is governed by a large deviation principle with a good rate
function H (to be defined in definition[f]). That is, if F is a closed set in
M (T?), then

N@ON* log IV (F) < — inf H(p). (17)

peF

Conversely, for all open sets O in M (T%),

lim N~'log IY(0O) > — inf H(p). (18)
N—oco neo

By ‘good rate function’, we mean that H is not identically oo and the
sub-level sets

{ne MI(T®): H(p) < c},

where ¢ > 0, are compact.

3 The averaged law of the coupled neurons
with respect to the synaptic weights and
the thresholds

In the sections to follow we will obtain an LDP for the process with correla-
tions (QN) via the (simpler) process without correlations (P®"). However in
order for us to do this, we must first compute the Radon-Nikodym derivative
of QN with respect to P®N. It is easier to compute the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of QY with respect to P®N. We do this in the next proposition
where, and we will use the same notation throughout the paper, the usual
inner product of two vectors u and v of R7™! is noted (u,v).

Proposition 3. The Radon-Nikodym derivative of QN with respect to PN

s given by the following expression.

dQN

—_(u_n7 [P ’un) =

dP®N
I e (ai (Z (W), G) - %naﬂ'n?))] . (19)

E

i=—n j=—n

14



the expectation being taken against the N (T + 1)-dimensional Gaussian pro-
cesses (GY), i = —n, -+ ,n given by

G = 0

and the function U being defined by ([I0) and ([II).

Proof. Let us define the N random vectors Y7 (j = —n,--- ,n) of S = RT*!
by

vy Uy (U7)
Y = B§_1+§ j=-n,---,n t=1---.T.
It can be seen that

Yj >~ NT_H(éOZT_H, O'2IdT+1) j = —n,---,n, (21)

where OZr. 4 is the vector of R7+! whose first coordinate is equal to 0 and the
last T are equal to 1. Note that the variables Y7 are mutually independent.
For fixed (J,0), we let Ry : RNT*) — RN+ he the mapping u — v,
ie.
RJ’G(U_TL7 e ’un) = (y_”7 e ’yn)
such that
{ vy = Wolup) i
yi o= ul —yuly =y Jf(upy) —0;+0 t=1,--- T,
for j = —n,--- ,n. Since the determinant D of the Jacobian of Ry is equal
to H;‘:_n \If{](ué), which is non zero by definition of Wy, R ;g is a bijection of

RNT+Y into itself.
Let o € Cy(SY) and let us compute

S(J7 ‘9) =E [@(U_nv T 7Un) | (J7 ‘9)] - %E [(p(Rié(Y_nv e 7Yn)) | (J7 ‘9)] :

Since (Y7) (j = —n,--- ,n) are independent of (J, ), using (2I)) we write

S('L ‘9) = v @(RJ79(y_n7 e 7yn))5
S (il =02+ w0)?) [ T
_ N(T+1) n t=1
(270%) 5 exp - ( o ) ( 11 dez> |
j=—n t=0

15



Through the inverse change of variables

(y—n’ e ’yn) — (U_n> e ’un) = R;,é(y_n? e ’yn) we write

S(J,0) = /SN o(u™ - u")X

n T

_NT 1 . . . .

(2m0?) " 2 exp—ﬁq)(‘]’e)(u g u) H dﬁl(ué)Hdui.
t=1

j=—n
Here,

n

T
(I)(J’e)(u_”, ceeu) = Z Z (u{ - 7“?-1 -0 - Gg)z -
; =1

j=-n

T
D [(ud =iy = 0)* + (G)? = 2(u] —yuj_y = O)G]]
t=1

n

j=—n

where we have used the definition in (20). After noting proposition [I we
find that

S(Ja 9) = / ()O(u_n> e >Un)w(J’€) (u—n’ e ’un) d£®N(u_na e ’un)’ (22)
SN

where

PN (e u) = exp (% (Z (U (), G7) — %IIGJ'H?)) .

j=—n

Since ([22)) is true for all ¢ € Cy(RNT+Y) we conclude that

Q" (J,0 L (S~ .o - Yo
QU o) e (Z (0, 6") - 5”@”2) |

j=—n

where Q™ (J,6) is the regular conditional probability of  given (J,©). By
taking the expected value with respect to (.J,6) we obtain (I9). O

Note that the Radon-Nikodym derivative does not depend upon {W(u?)},
j = —n,---,n. We could have worked with 7T-dimensional processes G’ at
the cost of making the last part of the paper heavier on notation.
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We now study the Gaussian system (Gi)i:_n _____ n.s=0,...7 in more detail.
Throughout the rest of this section, we consider the u € S (in terms of
which the system is defined) to be fixed, as is x € T, where 27 = f(uf).
It will be seen that we may write the mean and covariance of the system
as a function of the empirical measure i¥(x) (defined in (I2)). This is of
crucial importance because it will mean that the image laws of P®V and QV
under %V, i.e. RN and IV, have Radon-Nikodym derivative given by the
‘push-forward’ of % For y € M{(T%), we define

0 t=0

= _ 23
=T . = (2)
Similarly, for 4V € MF(TN) let K*" be the N(T + 1) x N(T + 1) block

circulant matrix with ith block given by (for i = —n, ..., n)

N 0%0; + an:—n AN(@ m) fTIN ?J?—ly?il ,uN(dy)
Kl "= fors,t=1,---,T (24)
0 otherwise.

Proposition 4. Fiz x € TV and let u € SN be such that ¥3 = f(ul).
The covariance of the Gaussian system (GL), where i = —n,...,n and s =
0,...,T writes K@ @)Y where (N (2))N is the N-dimensional marginal of
i (x ) For each i, the mean of G' is ¢ ().

Proof. The mean of G¢ is 0 if ¢ = 0, or otherwise is equal to

Z f( ut 1) Z It 1= /7'Z vy i (x)(dy),

]——n ]——n

fort =1,---,T. This is indeed independent of the index .

Let us now examine the covariance function K of these N Gaussian pro-
cesses. It is an N(T'+1) x N(T'+1) matrix which has a block structure, each
block K* i, k = —n,--- ,n, being the (T + 1) x (T + 1) covariance matrix
of the two processes G* and G*. We have

K* =0,

if s or t is equal to 0. We deal with the case where s and t differ from 0 in
the remaining of the proof, i.e
K* = cov(GIGF) = Z cov(JygJw)wl_al | +0%0; g, s, t=1,--- T. (25)

jvl:_n
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Because of our definition (Bl of the covariance structure we have

. - 1 I
K¥ =Y AY(i—km) (N > xi_lx?:;“> 0%

m=—n j=—n
Since K** depends only on (i — k), it can be seen that K is a block circulant

matrix, and we may write

-7, def :
ik 2= i—k) mod N
K p— K( ) 9

where we recall that j mod N lies between +n. It follows from the symmetry
of AN in (@) that the matrix K? is symmetric, i.e. K = K!,. It also follows
from @) that K% = K*. Tt may be inferred from (23] that

K= 0% 30 AGom) [ @)V,

O

We note that K@ @)Y ig positive as (by definition) it is the covariance
matrix of a Gaussian system. For pV € M{ (TV), we denote the discrete

Fourier transform of (K“N’j), j=-n,...,n by (f(“N’l), ie. for —n <[ <n,

. = . 2mijl
KNl — J Al _
> ke (251,

j=—n

K*9 = N7V ST K exp (WTZ]) . (26)

l=—n

We employ the convention of denoting the discrete Fourier transform of a
sequence by a tilde throughout this paper. We state a basic result from the
theory of block-circulant matrices, noting that the matrix indexing is from
—N, ..., N,

Lemma 5. Let B be a symmetric block-circulant matriz with the (j, k) (T +
1) x (T + 1) block given by (BU=F) mod Ny ik — _p ... n. Let B* =
S, Blexp (=2 for |k| < n, and W) be the N x N Hermitian matriz

18



with elements Wj(,iv) = Tlﬁexp(2”;3ki), j,k = —n,---,n. Then B may be

‘block’-diagonalised in the follow manner (where ® is the Kronecker Product),
B=(W™ & ldp,.)diag (B—", . B"> (W @ Idry, )"

We observe also that A is an eigenvalue of B if and only if A is an eigenvalue
of B¥ for some k. Finally the sequence (B7) (j = —n,...,n) is both real and
even if and only if the sequence (B*) (k = —n, ... ,n) is both real and even.

We now provide another form of equation (I9) by applying to it the follow-
ing lemma from Gaussian calculus [27], 29] which we recall for completeness:

Lemma 6. Let Z be a Gaussian vector of RP with mean ¢ and covariance
matrix K. If a € RP and b € R is such that for all eigenvalues o of K the
relation ab > —1 holds, we have

E [exp (taz - gHZHﬂ .

1 . b, o 1, )
\/det(Idp+bK)XeXp<ac §||C|| +§ (a —be)K (Id, + bK) ™ (a bc))

This leads us to the following proposition.

Proposition 7. The Radon-Nikodym derivative of QN with respect to P®N
is also given by the following expression,

aQry 1
— (u n7...’un

dpet - \/det (Idy g1 + & K@ @)

exp (% (i <<CﬂN(I)’ \I/(u2)> _ %||CﬂN(:c)||2)

i=—n

+% i <\I,(uz) o Cﬂ”(w)’A(ﬂN(:v))N,ij (lp(u]) _ C/lN(l‘)>>>) . (27)

i, j=—n

X

Here AWDYi 5 — —p ... n are defined to be the (T +1) x (T +1) blocks
of the N(T + 1) x N(T + 1) matriz K#)" (621dy ) + KED)~L
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Proof. The eigenvalues of K®" @)™ are positive because it is a covariance
matrix. We thus obtain our result by the application of lemma [@] to equation
@) with p=N(T+1), Z=(G™, G, ... G"),

a=5(U(u™"), U(u "), -, U(u"),i=-n,---,n,and b= %. O

We define the subset M. (T%) = U,crn itV (z) € M{,(TZ). The
definition of M{Yj(SZ) is analogous.

The righthand side of (1) is the product of two terms which we analyse
in some detail in order to prepare the ground for the definition of a rate
function.

We first note that the first term can obviously be rewritten as described
in the following lemma.

Lemma 8. The following relation holds:

1 N
- = exp(NT1 (2" (x))")),
Vet (T + K6 @)
where for p € /\;ljl\f’;r(TZ), we define
. 1 1

The above expression has sense because the eigenvalues of Idy(ry1) +

o 2K @)Y are bounded below by 1. We next express the second term as a
function of the empirical measure V. This is done by elucidating the block
structure of the matrix A@" @)™ as revealed in the following lemma.

Lemma 9. The matriz A@" @)Y = @Y @)~ (o Idy(rs1) + K@Y @)My=1 g
symmetric and block circulant. It is built from an even sequence of (T + 1) X

(T'+1) symmetric matrizes A(ﬁN(””))N’i, 1= —n,---,n. Furthermore we have
exp [ 5 30 (1@, vy - L @) +
o2 = ' 2
1 — X g - X
5 > (W)=, AR f(@(uﬂ)—cﬂ”@»)) = exp(NTy (3" (x))),
1, j=—n
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where for u € M{VSJF(TZ), we define

Ty(u™) = 2%2 /SN ( > (W) - o, AP (T (0T) — )+

2(c", W) — HC“||2> w5 (u)(dv). (29)

Proof. Tt can be seen that the matrix A®" (@)™ is block-circulant through the
diagonalisation of K @" @)™ (given in lemma[H]) in the definition of AR @)Y

We index the blocks as A@ @)Yi ; — _pn ... where

AGN @) AN @)Y, (i=5) mod N

The diagonalisation in lemma [l allows us to write

AE @Y _ N @) (UzldTH L K(ﬂN(x))ij)_l

This means that A@" @™ = AG@N @)Y, - and the blocks are symmetric
(since these properties apply to the blocks of K (™ (x))N). In turn, this means
that A(p‘N(m))N7_j — A([J‘N(m))Nu] and tA(ﬂN(w))ij — A([J‘N(m))Nu] The result

now follows from a substitution of the definitions. O

It is useful to put together proposition [7 lemma [8 and lemma [ in the
following proposition.

Proposition 10. The Radon-Nikodym derivative onN with respect to PV
writes
dQ~

AP (™) = exp(NT((@Y (F(u™), -, f(@)))™)),

where for p € Mff:r(TZ), L) =Ty () +To(1) and the expressions for
I'y and I'y are given by lemmas|(8 and[9.

Before we close this section we define a subset of MIS which appears
naturally.

Definition 2. We define the subset & of M7 (T%) by

Ey = {1 € M (T%) B[ (u")*] < 00}
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For this set of measures, we may define the stationary process (v¥)iez in
S%, where v¥ = W(u*). This has a finite mean E£[v°], noted v#, where we
recall that p = po U~ It admits the following spectral density measure,

noted o*, such that

™

EE[O t] = 2i /_ " g " (dw). (30)

™

We similarly define
EMN = {u e MY (T | EE]| W (u)[|?] < oo},

and note that if p € & then ¥ € 52(N).

4 The image of the averaged law through the
empirical measure

In the previous section we saw that the Radon-Nikodym derivative of QV
with respect to P®" may be expressed as a function of the empirical measure,
i.e. exp(NT((a"(z))Y)). In this section we obtain an expression for the
Radon-Nikodym derivative of the image laws IIV and R" under the empirical
measure. We do this by extending I beyond the range of i’V to an arbitrary

measure in M7 (T%). We will see that %(p) is exp(NT' (1)), and that

the extended function I'(u) is lower semi-continuous.
4.1 Gaussian processes

We determine the Radon-Nikodym derivative at x4V by writing I as a function
of a Gaussian process G*" which is, in turn, determined by u. We begin
with finite NV, before proceeding to the infinite-dimensional projective limit.

4.1.1 Finite number of neurons

Given p™ in MT (T™) we define the stationary N (T + 1)-dimensional Gaus-
sian process G*" . We will use G*" to define T'(z).

In analogy to (23), the mean of foN’i is equal to 0 if t = 0, or otherwise
ch :j/ yi uN(dy), t=1,--- T, i=—n,--- n.
TN
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We note that the above integral is independent of 7 due to the stationarity

of v, which is why we have omitted the superscript i from ¢/’ "
For each p¥ € M (TV) let M#Yk (k= —n, - n), be the (T + 1) x
(T + 1) matrix defined by (for s,¢ € [1,T]),

N
Mg = [ ), 1)

If s=0ort=0, then MS‘QN’k =0.
The covariance matrix of G*" is defined by the block circulant N(T +
1) x N(T+1) matrix K #™ which has blocks given (in analogy with equation

@4)) by

Kl = 020,01 - 8)(1—6)+ > Ali,m)My ™, (32)
for © = —n,--- ,n. The discrete Fourier transform (f( g )of the sequence

(K+"i) is given by (20).

We now state some properties of the matrices we have just defined. We
will prove that K m g positive, which means that it is a well-defined covari-
ance matrix.

Lemma 11. For all k = —n,--- ,n,
DU Gl (33)

The blocks (K#F) are symmetric and satisfy Kr=k — KNk Furthermore
MYk (for all k = —n, -, n), K'* (for allk = —n,--- ,n) and K*" are
all positive.

Proof. The identity ([33]) follows directly from the stationarity of u®. The
evenness of the series (K*"7), i = —n, ..., n, follows from (@) and B2). It
follows from (33)) that

K;;N’i = 92(51(1 1 — 5t Z A ’L m ,u —m.
We find, in turn, by (@), that

Kl = 020,01 = 6)(1—6)+ > Ali,m)Mj ™ = KfL 7,

m=—-n
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which means that K" is symmetric.

Let M*" be the block-circulant matrix with blocks given by M C kok =
—n,...,n. Let 7: T — TN be the map such that for all |k| < n, 7(z)k =0
and for s € [1,T], 7(z)* = 2% ,. It may be observed from (BI)) that M*"
is the correlation matrix of y o 77!, which means that it is positive. It then
follows from lemma [5] that the matrixes

n
/J'N7l — Z MﬂNyke_Qw—]\lfkl
k=—n
are positive. We also observe from this lemma that
1 n
E_ ~ VAR
=~ lz M* e ™R (34)
=—n

To prove that the matrix K 1 is positive, it suffices (by lemma [H) to prove
that K" is positive for all [ = (—n,...,n). Using @B4), we write

KNN _ 920ZT+1 OZT+1 + - Z ( Z Z A ]{; m 27r1(k:l mp)) M,Uz p

p——n m=—nk=—n

Using the symmetry A(k, —m) = A(k,m), this can be rewritten in terms of
the spectral density AV of A, i.e.

- 1 < - -
N1 _ p2 t - N N
Kr 't =40 OZT+1 OZT+1 + NPZZ_nA (l,p)M“ P
Hence, for W € S, we have
WEFW = 62(0Zri1, W) + Z Mp) (wartew) . (35)
p——n
This is positive because the spectral density AV is positive and ‘WM b

is positive. ]

4.1.2 Infinite number of neurons

Given p in M7 (T?) we define a stationary Gaussian process G* with values

in SZ. It will be seen that G* is the limit of G*" (where p is the N-
dimensional marginal of ) as N — oo, in the sense that the means and
covariances converge.
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The mean is the same as the finite-dimensional case. That is, for all 7 the
mean of G}"" is given by ¢}', where

cf:J/TZyi_ldu(y),tzl,-~-,T,iEZ, and ¢ =0, (36)

the above integral being independent of ¢ due to the stationarity of u.
We now define the covariance of G*. The definition of M** is analogous
to the previous definition, i.e.

Definition 3. Let M** k € Z be the (T + 1) x (T + 1) matrix defined by
(for s,t € [1,T]),

MY = / Yo 1yr 1 dp(y). (37)
TZ
If s =0 ort =0, then M"" = 0.

These matrixes satisfy ‘M#*F = M=% because of the stationarity of
p.  Furthermore, they feature a spectral representation, i.e. there exists
a (T + 1) x (T + 1) matrix-valued measure M* = (M"), —o... 7 with the
following properties. Each MS‘; is a complex measure on [—m, w| of finite
total variation and such that
1 ™

Mk — —
2 J_.

e M (dw). (38)

Furthermore, for all vectors W € RT*, ‘WM (dw)W is a positive measure
on [—m,m|.
The covariance between elements G** and G**** is defined to be

K" = 06,0Z741'0Zrsa + Y Ak, 1) M. (39)

l=—00

We note that the above summation converges for all k£ € Z since the series
(A(k, 1))k 1ez is absolutely convergent and the elements of M*! are bounded
by £1 for all I € Z. We next prove that the sequence (K"*).cy admits
a spectral representation (which in turn implies that K* is a well-defined
covariance operator).

Proposition 12. The sequence (K**)cy has spectral density K" given by

- 1 T ~
K#(w) = 92OZT+1 tOZT_H + % / A(w, ’}/)M(d”y)
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That is, K" is positive and satisfies
1 s

:% B

K+ e KM (w)dw.

Proof. First we prove that the matrix function

K'(w)= Y Kmhemke
k=—00
is well-defined on [—m, 7| and is equal to the expression in the statement of

the proposition. Afterwards, we will prove that K* is positive.
From (B9) we obtain that, for all s,¢ € [0, 7],

KL < TO%0+ > Ak, D). (40)
l=—00
This shows that, because by (@) the series (A(k,1))r, ez is absolutely conver-
gent, K*(w) is well-defined on [—, 7.
Using (B8)) we write

KH(w) = 92OZT+1tOZT+1+%/ ( Z Z A(k,m)t?_i(kw_m)) M*(dr).

m=—00 k=—00

Using the symmetry A(k,—m) = A(k,m) this can be rewritten in terms of
the spectral density A of A

~ 1 T ~
K‘u(w) = HQOZTH tOZT_H + %/ A(W,V)M“(d’y).

We note that K*(w) is positive, because for all vectors W of RT*1,

WRH )W = 02(0Zp0, W)? + % / Alw,”) (tWM“(dy)W> ,

—T

the spectral density A is positive and the measure Y M (dv)W is positive.
!

The finite-dimensional system ‘converges’ to the infinite-dimensional sys-
tem in the following sense. In what follows, we use the Frobenius norm on the
(T+1)-dimensional matrices. We write K*" (w) = Sor KWk exp(—ikw).
Note that for |j| < n, K*"(2rj/N) = K#". The lemma below follows
directly from the absolute convergence of >, [A (4, k)|.
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Lemma 13. Fiz p € M{ (T?). For all €, there exists an N such that for

all M > N and all j such that 2|j|+1 < M, | K9 — Kmi|| < e and for all
w € [=m, 7, |IB* (w) - K*w)| < .

Lemma 14. The eigenvalues of K" and K*(w) are upperbounded by

DK o (T +1) (0° + A*™),

where A*“™ s defined in ().

Proof. Let W € S. In the finite-dimensional case, we find from (33]) that
- 1 & -
t pNI < 2 2 t N p
W < 03T + 1)|W)| +A1Np§:_nj ( W W).

= 02T + 1)|W|* + WM+ Ow.

The eigenvalues of M*" 0 are all positive (since it is a covariance matrix),
which means that each eigenvalue is upperbounded by the trace, which in
turn is upperbounded by 7'+ 1. Furthermore ); is upperbounded by A**" by
definition. Through taking the limit N — oo we also obtain the upperbound
for K*(w). O

We let A" = K ”N(JQIdN(TH) + K#")~1. This is well-defined because
K s diagonalizable (being symmetric and real) and has positive eigenval-

ues. Furthermore, it follows from lemma [ that this is even block circulant,
with symmetric blocks A*"* (k= —n,--- ,n) and that

AR — Z ARN ko= TR f(“N’l(UzldTﬂ + K“N’l)_l. (41)
k=—n
In the limit N — oo we may define

At (w) = K*(w) (0?1 + K*(w) ™!

as the product of two functions defined on [, 7[ whose Fourier series are ab-
solutely convergent. The Fourier series of (o2Idy,; + K*(w))™" is absolutely
convergent as a consequence of Wiener’s theorem because the eigenvalues of
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0?1dry; + K*(w) are strictly positive. Hence the Fourier series of A*(w), i.e.
(A#K) ez, is absolutely convergent. We thus find that, for [ € Z,

amt— L Af(w)e™dw = lim A* (42)

N 2 N—oo

and .
A”(w) = Z Artemilw,
l=—00
Let A*™ (w) = Yo APk exp(—ikw) and note that for [j| < n,
AN (2mj /N) = AP
Lemma 15. The map B — B(c*ldr,; + B)™! is Lipschitz over the set

A = {K" (), KMw) : p € MT(T#),N > 0,w € [—m,w[}. That is, there
exists a positive constant Ay, such that for all By, By € A,

| B1(0*ldrs1 + Bi) ™' — Ba(0®Idrs1 + Bo) 7| < Awpl| By — Bl

Proof. The eigenvalues A of the matrixes in A satisfy 0 < A < pg. Thus,
both B and (¢*Idr,; + B)~! are bounded in the operator norm (which is
equal to the largest eigenvalue) for all B € A. They are thus bounded over
every matrix norm (as the matrix norms are all equivalent). The first term
is clearly Lipschitz, and the second term is also Lipschitz because

(0*Idyiq + B1) ™' — (0%1dgpyy + By) ™t
= (01dgyy + By) ' (By — By) (0®1dpyy + By) ™"
]
The following lemma is a consequence of lemmas [13] and

Lemma 16. Fiz p € M{ (T?%). For all ¢, there exists an N such that for
all M > N and all w € [—m, 7, |A*" (w) — A*(w)| <e.

The above-defined matrices have the following ‘uniform convergence’ prop-
erties.

Proposition 17. Fiz v € M{ (T?*). For all € > 0, there exists an open
neighbourhood V.(v) such that for all p € V.(v), all s,t € [0,T] and all
w € [—m, 7,

Kj(w) = Kiw)| <e, (43)

28



A w) - Alyfw)| <<, (44)
‘CZ - Cg| <€, (45)
and for all N > 0, and for all k such that |k| < n,

K- R < (46)
and . .
| A — A < e (47)

Proof. The bounds are evident if s =0 or ¢t = 0 as the elements are all zero,
hence we may assume that s and ¢ are nonzero throughout this proof. Let
be in MY (T%) and w € [—7, w[. We have

Riy(w) — Ri(w) = 3 (R4 — Kbyt

k=—o00

Using (89) we have

Kh(w) = KG(w) = > Ak, (MY = Myhe ™,
k,l=—o00

hence

o0

Kﬁt(w) - ffﬁt(@) < Z |A(K, D) /T2L }xg—lxllt—l - yg—lyllt—l‘ L5 (da, dy),

kl=—o00

where L = 2|l] + 1 and £* has marginals pX and v%. Since |20 2! | —
vyl | < 2dp(mpx, mry), we find (through (IH)) that

() — K4(w)]| < 2d(p.0).

Thus for (43) to be satisfied, it suffices for us to stipulate that V.(v) is a ball
of radius less than e (with respect to the distance metric in (IH)). Similar
reasoning dictates that ({6) is satisfied too.

However in light of lemma [I5], it is evident that we may take the radius
of V.(v) to be sufficiently small that ({A3)), (46) and ([4T) are satisfied. In fact
(@2 is also satisfied, as it may be obtained by taking the limit as N — oo
of ([@T). Since ¢ is determined by the zeroth marginal of yu, it follows from
the definition of the metric in ([I3]) that we may take the radius of V.(v) to
be sufficiently small that ([43]) is satisfied too. O
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A direct consequence of the above proposition is that c*, K “N, Kr, A
and A" are continuous with respect to p.

4.2 Definition of the functional I

We have previously (in (8) and (29])) defined a functional I" := I"; + I’y on
the image of V. We now extend these definitions to functionals I';, T :
MT(TY) — R. It will be seen that these functionals asymptote to a limit
as N — 00, so that we may consider I'; and I to be defined on M7 (T%)
as well.

Let € M{(T?), and let (u™)y>1 be the N-dimensional marginals of
p (for N =2n+ 1 odd). It is clear that u” belongs to M (TV) .

4.2.1 I,

We define
Iy (1Y) = —— log ( det (1d L g 48
1(p) = oy el de N(T+1) T o2 . (48)
Because of lemma [ the spectrum of K" is positive, that of Idygn) +

U%K m g strictly positive and the above expression has a sense. Moreover,
I'y(u™) <0.

We now define 'y (1) = limpy oo I'1 (1
that this is well-defined.

N). The following lemma indicates

Lemma 18. When N goes to infinity the limit of ({A8) is given by

1 (7 1 -
Iy(p) = ——/ log (det (IdTH + —2K“(w))) dw (49)
dr J_. o
for all 1€ MY (T?).
Proof. Through lemma [5, we have that

Ly (V) = —% i log (det (IolT+1 +o 2K (%ﬂ))) . (50)

l=—n

where we recall that K#" (%) = K#"1. Since, by lemma I3, K*" (w) con-
verges uniformly to K*(w), it is evident that the above expression converges
to the desired result. O
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Proposition 19. I'y is bounded below and continuous on both MIS(TN) and
ML (T?).

N

Proof. Applying lemmal@lin the case of Z = (G“N’_"—c" o ,G“N’"—CMN),

a=0,b=0"2, we write
exp [ —555 37 fl6H -
202 — '
Using Jensen’s inequality we have
N ]. N N
Z ||G“ — H2] = —T‘QE [HG“ 0 — Hz] .

By definition of K", the righthand side is equal to —5kTrace(K""0).
From (32), we find that

1
Dy (™) = NlogE

Iy () >

2N2

Trace(K”N’O) =T0* + Z A(0, m)Tl"ace(MuN’m)-

m=—-n

It follows from the definition (BI]) that
0 < |Trace(M*" ™| < T.

We obtain

Trace(K*" ) < T (e? + ) \A(O,m)\) < T (67 4+ A™™)

Hence
Fl(/J“N)z_ﬁla
where
= 57 (62 A7), G

It follows from lemma [I§ that —f3; is a lower bound for I'; (i) as well.
The continuity (over both M (T™) and M (T#)) follows from the

expressions () and (B0), continuity of the applications p¥ — K*" and
wu — K* (proposition [I7) and the continuity of the determinant. O
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4.2.2 T,
We define, analogously to (29),

k=—nt,s=1

La(p) = 2(17/ (Z D AL () =)ok = )+
2 (0% = ||t H2> dv), (52)

with [|c#" [|2 = ZtT:o <cf N>2 and p defined in (I6). This quantity is finite in
the subset 57 of M7 (T™V) defined in definition B If u~ ¢ £V, then we set
La(u™) = 0.
We define
Po(p) = lim To(p™),

N—o0

where 1V is the N-dimensional marginal of p. If u ¢ & then pv ¢ &N
and T'y(p) = 0o. We assume throughout the rest of this section that p €
MT(T?) is in &. This means that the spectral measure 0" (as given in
[B0)) exists. The following proposition indicates that I's() is well-defined.

Proposition 20. If the measure p is in E, i.e. if EE[|[v°]|?] < oo, then
Co(p) is finite and writes

1 1 [7 -
S B - mi
Do) = 5o <27T /_ () ()
R (AP(0) — Tdps, e 4 2EE [%O(IdT+l - AM(O))CMD .
The “:7 symbol indicates the double contraction on the indexes. One also

has

1 L =
Fo(p) = 557 (JEE‘O Z /SZ L0 — ey AR Rk — o) dg(v)
k=—n

+2EE(c,0%)] — [l*]%) -
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Proof. We note firstly that c“iv = ¢". Using (30), the stationarity of p and
the fact that S27__ A*"F = A#"(0), we have

I . Njo -
Lo(p) = 47?02/ exp(ikw) AP F - o1 (dw)
T k=—n
! vty — ter AP (0)0°d Lton (1dpoy — A (0)) . (53
b g ) =1 A 0 (o) + e (1 = A7) & (53)

From the spectral representation of AR we find that

Py(u) = — / A () 5 (dw)

- 2
Ao -

4%ﬂ%Wmﬂﬁ@Wwﬂ+%ﬂ%mm—MWW&(w
Since (according to proposition [6) A" (w) converges uniformly to A*(w) as
N — oo, it follows by dominated convergence that I's(u) converges to the
expression in the proposition.

The second expression for I'y(p) follows analogously, although this time
we make use of the fact that the partial sums of the Fourier Series of A*
converge uniformly to Ar (because the Fourier Series is absolutely conver-
gent). O

~ We next obtain more information about the eigenvalues of the matrices
Ark = A (21 (where k = —n,...,n) and A*(w).

Lemma 21. There exists a < 1, such that for all N, p and w, the eigenvalues
of Ar™MFk - Ar(w) and A*" are less than or equal to o.

Proof. By lemmal[Id] the eigenvalues of K*(w) are positive and upperbounded

by pk. Since K*(w) and (02IdT+1 + f(“(w)>_ are coaxial (because K" is
real and symmetric and therefore diagonalisable), we may take

PK
0%+ px

This upperbound also holds for A#"+*, and for the eigenvalues of A*" because
of lemma O
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We wish to prove that T'y(u!Y) is lower semicontinuous. A consequence
of this will be that T'y(”) is measureable with respect to B(M; (TV)). In
order to do this, we must first prove that its integrand possesses a lower
bound. We do this by diagonalising AR into its spectral representation.
We use the fact that the measure p” is stationary to rewrite (52) in a

more symmetric fashion,

1 1 «— LNy N N
Ly(u?) = ﬁ/&‘f\’ (N Z Z e . e (e
2 <vj—c~N,cuN>+||c“”||2) W (d), (55)

where we recall that the neuron-indexing is taken modulo N. Define the N
(T + 1)-dimensional vectors

N
k k_c,u

w® =0 , k=-n,--- ., n.

We use ({I)) to replace AR by its Fourier representation, so that the
quadratic component of the above expression becomes

n

N § : § :tijMN7kwk+j: RE § : tijMN7lwk+j62ﬂ](}kl‘

k=—nj=—n J.k,l=—n

Using the shift property of the Discrete Fourier Transform we write
77/ 2 !
- 2mikl Tij
Z wk'HQT = 'le*e_TJ’
k=—n
where the * denotes the complex conjugate. Finally we obtain
i Xn: tpd AR Aqpkti — L Zn: tt AR Lt *
N - ON? ‘
jk=—n l=—n

We notice that each of the terms in the above summation is positive. Indeed
for all I A*™! is real and symmetric positive, hence

Lt AP bt = "Re(@h) AP 'Re (@) + Tm(@h) A*™ Hm(a!).
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The linear term = Z]__n@ﬂ — ™ eV writes Z (w°, ™). We conclude
that the mtegrand in the definition of [y(1?) is equal to 1/(20?) times

N " 2 N N
> A 1 2, o) + o (56)

l=—n

In order to show that this expression is bounded below, it is sufficient to

show that ) 5

w5 AT+ S (@, ), (57)
is bounded below, where we have made use of the fact that @ is real. Let
K#0 = or" Dt tOrY where D is diagonal and O*" is orthonormal. We
define X =t O*"°, so that (57) is equal to

T

1

ﬁtXD” (0*dpyy + D) Z "X, (58)
t=0

In order that (58)) is bounded below, we require that the coefficient of X
converges to zero when D*" does. The following lemma is sufficient.
Lemma 22. For each 0 <t < T,
72
- Amm

(@, 00" < =Dl

where Oé‘N is the t-th column vector of O*" .

Proof. If J = 0 the conclusion is evident, thus we assume throughout this
proof that J # 0. It follows from the definition that

= i K,

m=—-n

Expressing K* ™ in terms of the matrixes M* * we write

K”N’O = 92OZT+1 tOZT+1 + Z AN(m, k’)M“N’k

k,m=—n
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Since D! = tOF K+ 001" we find that
DY = 0%(0%rr, OF )2+ > AN (k,m) 'Ol MR Op”
k,m=—n

We introduce the matrixes (L“N’k)k:_n,...vn, where for 1 < s,t <T,
Nk ulN k P 0 I k P N
Ly " =My ™ —cc = . (Ys—1 — C1)(Yiq — G1) 1™ (dy)

Wherec“—j Wedeﬁneijtk—Olfs—Oort—O

These matrices have the same properties as the matrixes M*"*, in par-
ticular their spectral representation (E”N’l)l:_n,...,n is positive. Using this
spectral representation we write

DY = 0*(0Zpiy, OF Y +AY(0,0) (e, 01" Z AN(0, =1y tor" M or”
l——n
and since AN (0, —1) is posmve for all | = —n,--- ,n and 'OF L 1OM s
positive for all t =1,---,T, we have
AN
py" > 00 oy

and the conclusion follows from assumption ().
0

We may use the previous lemma to obtain a lower-bound for the quadratic
form (B8]). We recall the easily-proved identity from the calculus of quadratics

that, for all z € R,
2

ax® + 2bx > ——.
a

We therefore find, through lemma 22] that (58]) is greater than or equal to

J? S J? - N

~ Amin (T +1)o* + Z Dl | = ~ T <(T +1)o? + Trace( K* ’0))> :
=0

(59)
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. - N
Since K* 0 =" K** and

K" = 0°6,0Z711'OZgsa + > A(k, m)M™™,

it follows that .
Trace(K" ") < (T +1) (6> + A*™).
Putting all this together we find that the integrand of I'y(uY) (we denote
this ¢” further below) is greater than —#3,, where
(T +1)J2
202Amm
Note that we have ‘recollected’ the factor of 1/202. This is a ‘universal’ con-

stant which depends only on the model parameters and not on the particular
measure /.

By = (02 + 6>+ A°"™) (60)

We then have the following proposition.
Proposition 23. T'y(p?) is lower-semicontinous.

Proof. We take the integrand of (B3] and ‘shift’ it up, so that it is positive.
That is, we define

n

(Y 0) = ot (N S (e (0 = ) e+

¥ Z Z DA k”‘cw))’ (61)

which, as we have just proved is greater than or equal to zero. We define
HNM (N ) = 1g,,0™ (1, v), where v € By if NPT ||[07|2 < M. We
also define

j=—n

= [N o () = o

Suppose that gl — p” with respect to the weak topology. Observe that

2% - 1G] < | [ 6o o) [ o, o)
I . I

+

M o) (o) [ M o) (o)
SN — SN
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We may infer from the above expression that ') (1”) is continuous (with
respect to V) for the following reasons. The first term on the right hand side
converges to zero because ¢™'* is continuous and bounded (with respect to
v). The second term converges to zero because ¢™'M(u v) is a continuous
function of ', see proposition 7l

Since ') (1) grows to I'y(u?Y) as M — oo, we may conclude that I'y(

is lower semicontinuous with respect to . O

)

We define I'(u") = Iy (4™) + o). We may conclude from proposi-
tions M9 and 23] that I" is measureable. It thus follows from definition [0 and
proposition [I0 that

Corollary 24. The Radon-Nikodym derivative of 1IN with respect to RN is
given by
ary
d}TN(M) = exp(NT (™)),

where u” denotes the N-dimensional marginal of .

We have the following alternative expression for I'(u™).

Proposition 25. I'(u?) is given by the following expression
L(u") =
R f[ exp (0, oy — i a2 ) | N o). (62)
N N g 1l p 0_2 ) 9 g .

Proof. This is a matter of applying lemma [0l in the case of

7 = (G“N’_”, e ,G“N’”), a= J%(v‘”, <o "), and b = 0—12, using the expres-
sion [E8) for T'y(u"), and the fact that the measure p € M (TV). O

5 The Large Deviation Principle

In this section we prove the principle result of this paper (proposition [2),
that the image laws ITV satisfy an LDP with good rate function H (to be
defined below). We do this by firstly establishing an LDP for the image law
with uncoupled weights (RY), and then use the Radon-Nikodym derivative
of corollary 24] to establish the full LDP. Therefore our first task is to write
the LDP governing R".
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Let 1 € M7 ,(T%). The Kiillback-Leibler divergence, noted I (', P¥V),
of uV with respect to PPN = (PZ)N is defined as

N N
log( d ) du dP®N

10, P - [

v 0\ dPEN | dPEN

if 4V is absolutely continuous with respect to P®Y, and I® (uV, P®N) = oo
otherwise. The process-level entropy of y with respect to PZ% is defined to be

1
I, PE) = lim T (", PEY). (63)

N—oo

RY is governed by the following large deviation principle [I7, [1]. If F is
a closed set, then

T ar—1 N < (3) 7
]\}I_IE(I)ON log R™ (F) < ;relgl (p, P%),
and for all open sets O

lim N~'log RN(0) > — inf I®(u, P%).

N—o0 neo
We note the following two properties of 1),

Lemma 26. I® is a good rate function (i.e. its level sets are compact). In
addition, the set of measures { RN} is exponentially tight. This means that,
for all w < oo, there exists a compact set K, C Mfrs(TZ) such that for all N

lim N~'log RV (K¢) < —w.
N—o0

Proof. The fact that I©® is a good rate function is proved in Ellis [I9]. In
turn, a sequence of probability measures (such as { RV}) over a Polish Space
satisfying a large deviations upper bound with a good rate function is expo-
nentially tight [I5]. O

Before we move to a statement of the LDP governing IV, we prove the
following relationship between the set & (see definition [2) and the set of sta-
tionary measures which have a finite Kiillback-Leibler information or process
level entropy with respect to PZ.
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Lemma 27. We have
{pe MIS(TZ), 1(3)(,u, PZ) < oo} C &s.

Proof. Let € M{ (T#). We use the classical result that

1PN, PNy = sup / o —log / exp(p) PN ) .
PeCy(TN) TN TN

We let p(y) = S, o2 and ¢ = ap(B(/ (™), ..., B(F @),
where W is given in () and @ > 0. The function py(z) = p(2)lp@)<m

is in Cp(T™), hence for all a > 0
a / par N < log / exp(apar) PEN + 13 (u, PEN).
TN TN

According to proposition [l P o ¥~ ~ A (0741, 0%Idr, ). Hence, as soon as
1 — 2a0? > 0, we obtain using an easy Gaussian computation that

N(T +1)

5 log(1 — 2ac?).

log/ exp(ap) PPN = —
TN

By dominated convergence, letting M — oo, we write
a/ pu < log/ exp(ap) PPN + 1P (uN, PEN).
TN TN

Hence, since [y ppu™ = NEE[|[0°]]?], we have

T+1 @ (N peN
aBE[[|v°[?] < _T+) log(1 — 2a0?) + M
2 N
By taking the limit N — oo we obtain the result. [

We are now in a position to define what will be the rate function of the
LDP governing I1%V.

Definition 4. Let H be the function M7 ,(7%) — R U {+o0} defined by

| oo if IO (u, PE) =00
Hiw) = { I (u, P%) —T(n) otherwise.
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Note that because of proposition 20 and lemma 27, whenever 14 (u, P%)
is finite, so is ['(1). It also needs to be noted that, for all N and z € T,
/:LN(LL’) c 82.

Our proof of the principal result, proposition 2l of this paper will occur in
several steps. We prove in sections 5.1l and [5.3] that 1TV satisfies a weak LDP,
i.e. that it satisfies (I7) when F'is compact and (8] for all open O. We also
prove in section 5.2 that {IIV} is exponentially tight, and we prove in section
G.4lthat H is a good rate function. It directly follows from these results that
[TV satisfies a strong LDP with good rate function H [I5]. Finally, in section
6 we prove that H has a unique minimum which iV converges to weakly as
N — o0.

5.1 Lower bound on the open sets

We prove the second half of proposition

Lemma 28. For all open sets O,

lim N~'log ITY(O) > — inf H(u).

N—o0 neo

Proof. From the expression for the Radon-Nikodym derivative in corollary
we have

1%(0) = [ exp (VD)) dRY 1),
o
If 1®)(u, P%) = oo, then H(u) = oo and evidently

lim N~ og ITY(0) > —H (p). (64)

N—o0

We now prove (64)) for all 1 € O such that I®)(u, P%) < co. Let € > 0 and
ZN(u) € O be an open neighbourhood containing y such that

inf e v T(YY) > T(p) — €. Such {ZN (1)} exist for all N because of the
lower semi-continuity of I'(u") (see proposition 23)) and the fact that the
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projection p — p!V is clearly continuous. Then

lim N~'log [1Y(0) = lim N‘llog/ exp(NT(yY))dR" (v)
O

N—o0 N—o0

> lim N~ 'log (RN(ZéV) x inf exp(NF(ny))>

N—oo YEZY (1)

> I (p, P%)+ lim inf T(yV)

N—ooYEZN (1)

I, P%) + lim T(pu) — e

N—o0

v

— I (u,)P% 4+ T() — c.

The last equality follows from lemma and proposition 20 Since € is
arbitrary, we may take the limit as ¢ — 0 to obtain (64). Since (64]) is true
for all i € O the lemma is proved. O

5.2 Exponential Tightness of 1TV

We recall that if p € M7 (T%) but p & &, then I (u, P4) = (1) = oo.
Otherwise, I® and T satisfy the following affine inequality.

Proposition 29. There exist constants a > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that for all
2 € MIS(TZ) N 827

P < {20 PH+e)

We have (from (G3])) that

I®(p, P%) = lim N7'@ (pN, PN,

N—o0

We recall that 7®® may be expressed using the Fenchel-Legendre transform
as

1N, PoN)

— ( [ o da) —tog |

dNeCy(TN) TN

exp(asN(z))P@N(dx)), (65)

where ¢ is a continuous, bounded function on 7. We choose a specific
function ¢ to be N times the sum of I'; () and the integrand of I'y(u?)
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(i.e. (BH)) to which we add the constant § = 81 + [ to make it positive. In
detail, ¢V (2) = ¢"(v), where v/ = U(f~!(27)) (hence " = & o f o U~

and

9" (0) = N (Ta(u™) 4+ 6) + 5 ( D W = AT e

j?k:_n

+2 ) (0 —NIIC“NH2>7 (66)

j=—n

and 5 = B1+f,. (1 and P are defined in equations (B1I) and (60), respectively.
¢" is continuous but not bounded in general. Hence we multiply it by
1||v||2§M(I) to obtain

o (@) = OV (2) Loz (@),

which is continuous and bounded.
It follows from ([63]) that, for all @ > 0,

o [ o) < log [ exp (a0 (@) PPN o) +1 (¥, PN, (67)
TN TN

We wish to use the dominated convergence theorem to prove that (€7) holds
in the limit as M — oo.
We may do this using the following lemma,

Lemma 30. There exists a positive constant ¢ < oo and a > 1 such that,
for all N,

[ explas™ (@) PN () < exp(Ne-+aN D)

Proof. We find from proposition [ that
| expas @) P (o) = [ explag® (0) 2 (do)
TN SN — -
We use the spectral representation of (B6) to rewrite the third term in (6]
as
1 < -
= >t At 4+ 2(c i) + Njet |12,

l=—n
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where

n
~ _ 2mikl
= E whe™™N l=-—n,---,n,

k=—n

k N _ k N
—c*, k=—n,---,n. Because the sequence (V" = Ve

and wk = v
is real, the real part (Re(10'));=_n..., of the sequence (w!);=_,,..., is even and
the imaginary part (Im(@'));—_,..,, odd. We perform the bjective affine

change of variables in S

where, for s € [0,7],

fRe( M k=-1,---,—n
Vi = k=

fhn( B k=1,---.n

Moreover, the sequence (A“N’ Jk=—n,... n 1S symmetric even, which implies
that

n n

Z twlAuN,lwl* _ Z tyl/I“N’lyl

l=—n l=—n

We thus find that

1 (1
0" (h™'(y)) ZNF1(M)+NB+272< P AR OY0 4 2(ct, 4°) + Nl |+

N
1 ¢ t L ApNI 1
O AT,
l|=1

Under h, it is easy to check, using the properties of the Discrete Fourier
Transform, that

Z I ]* = Z 7117 + 11" + N[

Jj=-n l7]=1
It follows that

CN(T+1)
PN o b7 (dy) = ( 27TNU2> X

n T n
1 N .
exp —2N02(||y°+zvc“ ||2+Z||yﬂ||2> [TIT a9

jI=1 =0 j=—
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Hence we write

[ esplag™ )P (an) = [ explag (674 w) 2 o 1 ) =
SN = SN =
exp(aN(I'y (u ) B)) x Gy x Gy,

where
—(T+1) 1
G, = (\/ 27TNU2> /exp [—x
S 2N02
T
N
[y A0y 4 20N (e ")+ a2 = [y + Ne 2] | TT

t=0

and

—(N=1)(T+1)

Gy = (\/W)

n n T
1 P ) )
J ARSI 0 — |7 |2 d? .
/S(NDGXPQNU? > aly? A9y — |y T [T aw

= jl=11=0

We assume that a > 1 is such that (1 — a«) > 0, where « is an upperbound
for the eigenvalues of A*" given in Lemma PI We find

—(N=1)(T+1)

Gy < (W)

n

/s(Nl) P 2]\102 Z(aa = Dy|”? H det

l7l=1 lj|=1t=0

= TT&" oo (g171)]

li1=1

where
Y7 ~ Npii(Opgr, No?ldryy), [jl=1,---,n

The application of lemma [6] yields
o o 5] -7
exp (s V9I?)] = (1~ aa) (772,
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and
Gg S (1 . aa)—(N—l)(T+1)/2.

Similarly
(=Dl o[ @a o a=1 0
GisexpN——7 - xE WHY I +7<Y NN
where

Y% ~ N741 (0741, No?Idry1).
Another application of lemma [ yields

N N
(a—Dfe|I* (a— 1) |I*

—(T+1)/2
G <expN 552 X (1 —aa)"THD/2 x exp N 30— aa)o?
Since
L) + B < B,
we have
Ty(p™) + B < B.
Putting all this together we obtain
[ exp(a0(@)) PN (da) < exp (Ne + V). (69)
TN
where T ( N )
+ ala — - N
- _ log(1 — “U12 > 0.
c 5 og(l —aa) + 202(1 — aa) |l |l >0

We may now conclude the proof of the proposition.

Proof. We take M — oo and apply the dominated convergence theorem to
([67), noting that ¢}, grows to ¢"v. We thus find that

a [ ¢M(x)p(dr) <log / exp (ag™ (x)) PN (dw) + 1@ (u™, PEY).

This and (69)) imply that, for all N,
aN (T("V) + B) < Ne+ aNB + I (uN, POV,

as required. We divide both sides by a/N and let N — oo to obtain the
required result. 0

46



Proposition 31. The family {IIN} is exponentially tight.
Proof. Let B € B(M{ (T?)). We have

mY(B) = / exp NT'(@ (z)) PPN (dx).
(7N)1(B)

Through Holder’s Inequality, we find that for any @ > 1 such that 1 —aa > 0:

1
a

Y(B) < RN(B)1—w) (/(AN)l(B) exp (aNT (i (z))) P®N(dx)) :

Now it may be observed that NT'(i" (z)) = ¢ (z) — N3, where ® is defined
by (G4)). It therefore follows from lemma B0 that

1V(B) < RN(B)1~4) exp (&) . (70)

B a

By the exponential tightness of {R™} (as proved in lemma [26]), for each
L > 0, there exists a compact set K, such that

lim N~'log(RY(KY)) < —L.
N—oo
It may be seen that if we choose

B = KCL(LJrg)

a—1

then we obtain from ([7Q) that

lim N~'logIV(B) < —L

N—oo

as required. O

5.3 Upper Bound on the Compact Sets

In this section we obtain an upper bound on the compact sets. Our method
is to obtain an LDP for a simplified Gaussian system (with fixed A” and ¢”),
and then prove that this converges to the required bound as v — pu.
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5.3.1 An LDP for a Gaussian measure

We linearise I' in the following manner. Fix v € M{ (T#) and assume for
the moment that pu € &. Let

n

v 1 v 1% v
() = 27‘2/‘@ ( Z F® — ) AN E (R — )+
k

=N

2 (¢", ") — ||C”H2> N (dv), (71)

where AVMF k= —n, ... nis the kth (T 4+ 1) x (T + 1) block of the
N(T + 1) x N(T + 1) symmetric block circulant matrix

KV’N(O'2IdN(T+1) + KV’N)_l,

and K" is the N(T + 1) x N(T + 1) covariance matrix of the Gaussian
process (G"9);—_,.... , defined in section 1.2
Let us also define

1 -
FiV(V) = _ﬁ ].Og det (IdN(T+1) + EK ’N) s

and let

L (™) =7 (v) + Ty (u™).
We let T% () = limy_oo [%(pY), (for a = 1 or 2) and find, using the second
identity in proposition 20, that

500 = 553 (5 [ A )

—T

—2'C A (O + A (O) + 2 ) — ), (72)

where 9# = EE[vY], and ©* is the spectral measure of the process (¥ o
f~Y2%))rez given in [BQ). The spectral measure exists as long as u € &, in
which case the above is finite. We recall that : denotes double contraction
on the indices.

Similarly to lemma [I8] we find that

im V() = —ﬁ /_ : <1og det <IdT+1 + %f(”(w))) dw = T1(v). (73)

1
N—o0
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For pu € &, we define H"(ju) = I®(u, P%) — T¥(p); for p ¢ &, we define

IY(p) =TI'"(u) = oo and HY(p) = oo. In fact it will be seen that H is the

rate function for the Gaussian Stationary Process Q¥ to be defined below.
We define the following measure over SV. For B € B(SY),

QV,N(B) _ /

e (NPV@N(U))) PN (dv). (74)

This defines a law Q" over TV according to the correspondence in (I]).
Through the usual change of variables we find that

1
QV’N(B) = (det (IdN(T+1) + EKV’N)) X

1 - t(,J v\ Av, N, k¢, k+j v
/Bexpﬁ<z (v — A (V" — )+

j?k:_n

=

2) (e 07) — NIIC”II2>£®N(dv)- (75)

j=—n

We note ¢V the N(T + 1)-dimensional vector obtained by concatenating N
times the vector ¢”. We also have that

1
S5 (Idxray — A7) = (Pldwgran + K27

Thus, through proposition [Il we find that

N

-1
QV’N(B) = (271')_% <det (%(IdN(T_H) — AV’N)) )

1 n T
/ exXp —ﬁt (U — CV’N) (IdN(T+1) — AV’N) (U — CV’N) H H dvf. (76)
B j=-nt=0

It is seen that Q"’N is an N(7T"+ 1)-dimensional Gaussian measure with mean

N inverse covariance matrix = (Idyr41) — A»Y), and covariance matrix
g

o?Idy(r+1) + K*V. Hence Q" is in M (SN).
We may thus define the measure Q" of a stationary Gaussian process

over the variables {v!};cz s—0... T, with N-dimensional marginals given by
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([fG). The corresponding infinite dimensional Gaussian measure Q" on S%

has covariance operator o2Id + K* and mean ¢”. It may be observed that

the spectral density of the covariance is 02Idp,; + K".
Let II*" be the image law of Q" under 2", i.e. for B € B(M; (S%)),

Lemma 32. The image law EV’N satisfies a strong LDP (in the manner of
proposition[2) with good rate function
H"(

) =19, P¥) = T"(n), (77)

|
I=
I=

where I® : M (8%) — R U oo is defined analogously to (€3).

This result is deduced from [I}[I7], see appendix[Al For B € B(M{ (T%)),
we define the image law

V(B) = Q'(1" € B) = Q" (1" € Vo f7(B)).

It follows from the contraction principle that if we write H"(u) := H"(p),
then =

Corollary 33. The image law II"N satisfies a strong LDP with good rate

function
H (1) = 19 (i, P%) =T (p). (78)

In particular, we note that I®)(u, P%) = I® (u, P%).

5.3.2 An upper bound for II"V over compact sets

In this section we derive an upper bound for II"V over compact sets using
the LDP of the previous section. Before we do this, we require some lemmas
governing the ‘distance’ between IV and I'. Let

Ci= sup A= AWM RV = KM, (79)

M=N,2[l[+1)<M

where we have taken the operator norm. Recall that K*™ and A*M are
defined in Section [£.3.1]
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Lemma 34. For allv € M{ (T?), C% is finite and
Cy —0as N = oo.

Proof. We recall from proposition 29 that K% (w) converges uniformly (in
w) to K% (w). The same holds for K" because this represents the partial
summation of an absolutely converging Fourier Series. That is, for fixed
w = 2rly /M, KM 5 K% (w) as M — co. The result then follows from
the equivalence of matrix norms. The proof for A” is analogous. O

Lemma 35. There exists a constant Cy such that for all v in MT (T?), all
e>0andall pe V. (v)Né&,,

D(u™) =T (™)] < Co(CF + ) (1 + EX[[[0°[1%)).
Here V_(v) is the open neighbourhood defined in proposition [I7,
Proof. We firstly bound I';.

‘Fl(:UN) - Fiv(’/)‘ <

1 & ) ~
N Z ‘log det (IdT+1 + U_ZK”N’l> — log det (IdT+1 + U‘zK”N’l>’
I=—n

n

+ N ‘log det (IdTH + 0_2[(,,1”) — log det <IdT+1 + U—2f<u,N,z) ‘ _
- (80)
It thus follows from proposition [[7 and lemma [34] that
T (™) = TV ()| < Co(C% + ),

for some constant Cjj which is independent of v and N.

It remains for us to bound I's. The proof uses a slightly modified version
of the spectral representation used in the proof of lemma We write the
integrand of T') (1Y) (up to the factor 1/20?) as

n

1
N2

l=—n

~ 2 ~ ~
tylAV’N’lyl + N(CV o AV,N,OCV’yO> + tCVAV,N,OCV . ||CV||2’
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where

V2Re(57F) k= —1,---,—n
yh =< 0 k=0 : (81)
V2Im(o¥)  k=1,---.n
(%), k = —n, -+ ,n is the discrete Fourier transform of the sequence (v*).

Similarly we write the integrand for T'y(u'Y)

n ~ 9 ~ ~
Z tylA“N’lyl + N(c“ — A“N’Oc“, y0) + b AN Ok _ [

l=—n

N2
Hence we have
Do (™) =T ()] <

1 I =, v 0 2
%5M(ﬁaXNW“hAWWMW+NMWMfM%W0g%M@%
l=—n
where d,, = c* — & + AWNOF — A Octand e, = tet AR Ock — ||ct||? —
ter AWNO 4| |2, Here || A — A»N4|| is the operator norm but ||d,,,|| is the
vector norm. We may bound the coefficients through the following identities.
It was proved in proposition [I7 that for all 0 < s,t < T, /ié‘tN’l — AZ;V H<e
and |¢¥ — ¢#| < . We may thus infer that [|A*" " — A¥"|| < (T + 1)e and
¢ — || < (T'+ 1)e. Furthermore, we have from lemma B4l that [
AWNY| < %, and ||¢”| is bounded by T'J? for all v.
We thus observe that

HA”NJ _ AI/,N,lH S HAuN,l . AVNJH + ||A,,N,l o AI/,N,lH | = —n,---,n,
oyl < 1" =+ 1A 0" — A" | (A0 — 2710 4],

|€u,u| < |tc“AMN,OCM o tCVAVN’OCV| + |tcu <A,/N,0 - AV’N’()) Cu|.

It is evident from the above considerations that each of the above terms
is bounded by C*(C% + €) for some constant C*. The lemma now follows
after consideration of the fact that [gp [[v*|?u(dv) = EE[||[W°)%], [|y°]* <

NYr_ |lv*]|* and, because of the properties of the discrete Fourier trans-

form . N
STIP =N (k). (82)

l=—n k=—n
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U
We are now ready to begin the proof of the upper bound on compact sets.

Proposition 36. Let K be a compact subset of My ((T*). Then
Jim N=tog(IIV(K)) < —infyx H.
—00

Proof. Fixe > 0. Let V.(v) be the open neighbourhood of v defined in propo-
sition 7}, and let V.(v) be its closure. Since K is compact and {V.(v)},ex is
an open cover, there exists an r and {v;}/_; such that K C {J;_, V-(1;). We
find that

Z}l_r)nooN Mog (HN (U Vo(v) N K))

i=1
< sup lim N7'log (ITY (V.(v;) N K)).

1<i<r N—o0

It follows from the fact that iV € &, lemma B3 and the definition of IIV
that

Y (Vo(vy) N K) < / exp <NF”"(/1N(!L"))+
N (@)eV (v)nK

NCo(e + Cy) <1+ ~ Z ||vjll2)> PN (dx), (83)

j=—n

where v/ = WU(f~1(27)). From the definition of Q*" in (74) and Holder’s
Inequality, for p, ¢ such that % + % = 1, we have

¥ (V) N K) < (QV(AV(2) € Vaw) NK))P DY, (84)

where

D= / exp (qNCo(€ +CY) (1 + = Z ||UJH2>> Q"N (dx)
AN (2)€Vz (v)N K

j——n
=expgNCo(e + Cy) %

/ exp (qu e+Cy) <Z ||v]||2)> Q"N (dv).
AN (v)eWof =1 (Ve (vi)NK) -

J=n"n
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We note from lemma [I4] that the eigenvalues of the covariance of Q”“N are

upperbounded by o2 + pg. Thus for this integral to converge it is sufficient

that
1

= 2(0% + pg)’
This condition will always be satisfied for sufficiently small € and sufficiently
large N (since Ci — 0 as N — o0). By corollary B3]

lim N'log (Q“N(aV(z) € Voa(v) NK)) < — inf  H"(p).  (86)

N—o0 HEV: (1)) NK

qCo(e +CY) < (85)

We know that Q"“N is Stationary Gaussian with mean ¢ and covariance
o Idy i1y + KN, We apply lemma [l to find

exp ¢Co(e + C%) (Z ||wy|2> Q"N (dv) <

/EN(U)E\I!ofl(\_/E(Vi)ﬁK) j=—n
(det ((1 —2qCy(e + CY)o 2)IdN(T+1 —2qCo(e + Cyi)KVi7N))_§ X
exp (205¢°((e + C%)) (Lver4n) ) B(Iner4ye”™) + NgCo(e + CF) | [)

where 141y is the N(T'4 1) x (T + 1) block matrix with each block Idp i,
and

B = (0’ ldy e +EK"N)((1-2C0q(e+C3) o) dn(r11)—2Coq(e+CF) K7 N)

is a symmetric block circulant matrix.
We note B¥, k= —n,--- ,nits T x T blocks. We have

t(lN(T_H) )B(lN(T+1 ' Nt Vi <Z Bk) Vi — NtCViBOCVi,

k=—n

where BY is the 0th component of the spectral representation of the sequence
(B k=—n - Let v,, be the largest eigenvalue of B. Since (by lemma [3]) the
eigenvalues of B? are a subset of the eigenvalues of B, we have

‘() B(Insye”) < Nog ||
From the definition of B and through lemma [I4] we have

" o’ + pi
"= 1 —2Coq(e + CR) (0% + pK )

o4



2§Tj2

Hence we have, since ||¢”i

exp (205 (¢*(¢ + CF)* (Inrsnye”) B(Inr4ye”)) <
2034 (e + C) (0 + pic) T
1 —2Coq(e + CF)(0® + px)

exp NT' X

Since the determinant is the product of the eigenvalues, we similarly find
that

1
(det ((1 — 2Coq(e + CX)o*)dn(r+1) — 2Cog(e + CK;)KW’N)) P <
_N(T+D)

(1 —2Cq(e + C¥)(o? +pK)) 2

Upon collecting the above inequalities, and noting that ||c¢’||?> < (T + 1).J2,
we find that
D < exp(Nsy(q; €)),

where

s%i(q,e) = (T +1) (—% log (1 — 2Coq(e + C)(0® + px))

202¢% (e + CX)2*(0? + pr) J?
1 —2Chq(e + CY) (0% + pK)

: 1 -
+ QCO(E + CK;) (T——Fl + J2)) .

We let s(q,e) = Nm shi(q,e), ie.
—00

s(ge) = (T'+1) (—% log (1 — 2Chge(0” + pi))

2C2q%* (0 + prc) J? < 1 2))
+ +qCoe (7 + ) ).
1 —2Cyqe(0? + pi) qCoe n

Notice that s(q, ) is independent of v; because of lemma B4l and s(g,&) — 0
as ¢ — 0. Using (83) and (84)) we thus find that

- 1 1
lim N 'log(IIV(K)) < sup ——  inf  H"(p) — ;s(q,é)-

N—roo 1<i<r D peKnVe(v)

Recall that H" (1) = oo for all p ¢ &. Thus if KN&; = (), we may infer that
]\}im N=1log(IIV(K)) = —oo and the proposition is evident. Thus we may
—00
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assume without loss of generality that inf,cx H" (1) = inf,cxne, H" (1)
Furthermore it follows from proposition B7 (to be proved below) that there
exists a constant C; such that for all p € V.(1;) N &y,

H" (1) > I (u, P%) = T(p) — Cre(1+ I (u, P7)).
We thus find that

lim N ' log(IIV(K)) <

N—o0

L. s(g,€) | €
_ ®3) Zy(1 — _ _ h
p 1:2£2 (1% (u, P*)(1 — Cre) — D(p)) p + pCI’

We take ¢ — 0 and find, through the use of proposition B7 (below), that

1
i -1 N < (3) Zy _
A}l_r)ICl)ON log(ITY(K)) < p 1%f (1% (u, P") = T(n)) -
The proof may thus be completed by taking p — 1. O

Proposition 37. There exists a positive constant Cy such that, for all v
in M (T?)N &, all e > 0 and all p € V.(v) N & (where V.(v) is the
neighbourhood defined in proposition [17),

() = T#(p)| < Cre (1419 (, P%)) . (87)

The proof is very similar to that of proposition 29 and we have therefore
left it in the Appendix.

5.4 H is a good rate function

Lemma 38. H(u) is lower-semi-continuous.

Proof. Fix p and let (fi,,,)m>0 converge weakly to p as m — oo. We let (y,,,)
be a subset such that lim H (u,,) = lim H(u,,, ). Suppose firstly that
m—0o0

m—r0o0

lim 7@ (p,,,, P%) = oc. (88)

m—o0

From proposition 29 we have that, if p, € &, then
H(pp,) > (1= 1% (,,) — <, where a > 1 and ¢ > 0 are constants.
Otherwise, if y,,, ¢ & then (through lemma 27) H(p,,,) = co. In either
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case, we find that lim H (u,, )= lim H(u,, ) = oo, so that in this instance
m—r0o0 m—0o0

H is lower-semicontinuous at .

In the second instance, we assume that (88]) does not hold, so that there
exists an M such that for all m > M, {I® (., P%)} is upperbounded (and
by lemma 27, p,. € &). We then find that

h_m H (:upm) = h_m ([(3)(:upm>PZ) - F(/”me))

m—roo m—0o0
> lim H*(p,,) + lm (I = ) (p,,)-
m—o0 m—o0

Recall that I'(uy,,,) = [ (p,,,). It follows from proposition B7 and the
boundedness of I®) (p,, ) that the second term is zero. However H* is

lower-semi-continuous [I], which allows us to conclude that lim H*(fx,,,) >
m—r0o0

H*(p) = H(p) as required. O

Because {II"} is exponentially tight and satisfies the weak LDP with rate
function H (p), the following corollary is immediate [16], Lemma 2.15].

Corollary 39. H(u) is a good rate function, i.e. the sets {p : H(u) < d}
are compact for all 6 € RY.

6 The unique minimum of the rate function

We first prove that there exists a unique minimum g, of the rate function,
before proving that I converges weakly to d,,. We finish by providing
explicit equations for p, which would facilitate its numerical simulation.

Lemma 40. For p,v € MY (T?%), H*(v) =0 if and only if v = Q".

Proof. Using the correspondences in section [£.3.1] it suffices to prove that
H"(v) = 0 if and only if v = Q". Let (K**)cz be the Fourier Coefficients

2

of (021d + f(”) , l.e.

Y
2

1 [ -
ok = %/ exp (ikw) (O’zldT_H + K“(w)) dw.

This is well-defined because o2Idr1 + K#(w) is symmetric and its eigenval-
ues are strictly positive. Let 7# : SZ — S% be the map v — (7#(v))F =

Do oo KRt — ), and let P~ Ny (0744, Id74).
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The result in [I7] stipulates that
G) -1 pZ
() = 19 (zo ()7, 22).
In turn a contraction principle [19] dictates that
(3) -1 pz
! (gO(T“) ,QO) >0,

with equality if and only if v o (T")~1 = £?- We note that g? = Q"o
(7#)71, and that if H*(v) = I® < o (H)7h PZ) < 00 then v is absolutely

continuous with respect to PZ (as noted in Section [.31]). The lemma now
follows from the fact that 7 is 1s one-to-one on the set of all measures absolutely
continuous with respect to goz. O

Proposition 41. There is a unique distribution j. € MfS(TZ) which min-
imises H. This distribution satisfies H(p1e) = 0.

Proof. By the previous lemma, it suffices to prove that there is a unique .
such that

Q" = . (89)
Let F; be the o-algebra over T% generated by (zl)iez, r—o,..+, and F; the

o-algebra over 8% generated by (y')icz r—o...+- We define the mapping L :
M (T) = M (T?) by

p— L(p) = Q"

It follows from (&) that
ey = 1T (90)

which is independent of .

It may be inferred from the definition in Section that the marginal
of L(p) = Q" over F; only depends upon the marginal of p over F; .
This follows from the fact that Q" r (which determines Q"|z,) is com-

pletely determined by the means_{czt = 0,...,5s — 1} and covariances
{K!3: 5 € Z,u,v € [0,s—1]}. In turn, it may be observed from (B8] and (39)

uv

that these variables are determined by y|z, ,. Thus for any p, v € M7 (T%)
and t € [1,T, if
HFir = VIFi-as
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then
L(p)ym = L(v) 7.
It follows from repeated application of the above identity that for any v
satisfying v, = p%,
LY (v)i7p = LILT (V)17 (91)
Defining
pe = L7 (v), (92)

it follows from (@I that p. satisfies (89)).

Conversely if u = L(p) for some pu, then we have that p = L?*(v) for
any v such that vz, , = pyz. ,. Continuing this reasoning, we find that
p = LT (v) for any v such that vz = px. But by [@0), since Q" = p, we
have pyr, = p#. But we have just seen that any p satisfying p = LT (v),
where vz, = p%, is uniquely defined by (@2), which means that g = p.. O

Theorem 42. Iy converges weakly to 0,,, i.e., for all ® € Co(MT (T#)),

lim | @(a"(2)) dQ" (x) = ®(pe)

N—o00 TN

Proof. The proof follows directly from the existence of an LDP for the mea-
sure Iy, see theorem a

We may use the proof of proposition ] to characterize the unique mea-
sure fi, such that g, = Q"¢ in terms of its image j.. This characterization

allows one to directly numerically calculate .. We characterize fe TECUT-
sively (in time), by providing a method of determining p.|7 in “terms of
He|F,_,- However we must firstly outline explicitly the bijective correspon-

dence between fer, and fic|r,, as follows. For v € S, we write U~'(v) =
(U~ (v)g, ..., U (v)r). We recall from (B) that ¥~'(v)y = ¥y (vg). The
coordinate ¥~1(v); is the affine function of vy, s = 0---¢ obtained from
equations (I0) and (I

t—1

\If_l(v)t = Z’yivt_i —+ ’}/t\Ifal(U(]) -+ é y— 1 .
=0

-1

Let \If(_t)l(v) : R — R be such that
\If(_t)l(vo, convy) = (Ut (vo), U Hw)y, L, U w),).
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where w € S is such that wy = v, for 0 < s < ¢. With the same notations as
in definition [l we have |z, = p|7 0 Wy o f71.

In the course of the previous proof we saw that ez = p&% and He|Fy =

N(0,02)®Z which gives us the first step in our induction. It remains for
us to explicitly outline how we determine p. 7, from g z,_, for each ¢ > 1.

We saw in the previous proof that both of these are Gaussian Processes. As
was explained, it suffices for us to provide expressions for ¢ and { K ;‘f” ,S =
0,...,t,j € Z} in terms of j7_, (note that K"/ is symmetric). The

other components of the mean and covariance of He|F, are the same as their
analogues in p7,_,. The mean is given by

=T [yt =7 [ (£ouik @) gl (do),
Jo,1[t R? -

where p! is the marginal distribution over one neuron.
The formula for K*<J can be obtained from equations (39) and (B7).
Indeed, we have

K#) = 0°0%p41 'OZrsa + Y A(j, ) MH,

l=—0

and

Mbet = /ny_lyi_ldue(y) s, t>1.
T

If =0 ors =0, then Mt<* = 0. This can be rewritten, in the case of
1<rs<t, as

Mpet = /Rt . <fo‘1’(t1 1)( )r—l) (fo‘l’(tl 1)( )5—1) &(O’I)Vt,l(dvodvl).

Here ,ue((” . (dv°dvt) is distributed as No((c”

Uy = = (o ely)

) K"y where

Clt—1) € (t—1)

K/"/ev Kuev

e,0 el
K0 [Kf K42 ) ] ,
oy Ko

and K (‘f’l is the ¢t x t submatrix of K*e! composed of the elements from
times 0 to (t — 1).
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One cannot in practice numerically calculate all of the K (’fjj at each time
step, as there are an infinite number of neurons. However since A(j, k) must
decay to zero as either j or k asymptotes to infinity, we strongly expect that
if we only simulate N neurons, then the results will converge as N — oo.
We note that numerical simulation using the above procedure would likely
be highly unstable as one would expect errors to accumulate exponentially.
It is possible that numerical simulation of the spectral densities would be
much more accurate. We will explore these questions further in a subsequent

paper.

7 Conclusion

In this section we sketch out some important consequences of our work and
possible generalizations.

7.1 Important consequences

We note that the LDP of Moynot and Samuelides [27, 28] may be obtained
from ours by stipulating that A(a, b) is nonzero if and only if a = b = 0. Their
LDP may then be obtained by applying a contraction principle to our LDP
through taking the 1-dimensional marginal of i". More generally, we may
obtain other LDP’s by applying a contraction principle to the d—dimensional
marginal of the empirical measure.

We state some implications of our result.

Corollary 43. For all h € Cy(T?%),

. 1 < i N/ N
fm oy > /T (S (V) QY () = /T _h(a) dpe(x)

Proof. Tt is sufficient to apply theoremE2]in the case where ® in Cy(M7 (T%))

is defined by
(p) = / hdp
TZ

0

Since the proof of theorem only requires the use of the rightmost
inequality in the definition of the LDP, we can in fact obtain a quenched
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convergence result through the use of the Borel-Cantelli lemma. We recall
that QN (J,0) is the conditional law of N neurons for given .J and ©.

Theorem 44. For each closed set F' of M7 (T?) and for almost all (.J,0)

. 1 N ~N .
dim log [QV(J.0)(a" € F)] < — inf H(u).
Proof. The proof is a combination of Tchebyshev’s inequality and the Borel-
Cantelli lemma. 0

This result allows us to state the quenched analog to theorem 42l
Corollary 45. For all ® € Co(M{ (T?)) and for almost all (J,0) we have

lim | (" (2)) dQ™ (. 0)(x) = P(pe)

N—o00 TN

7.2 Possible extensions

Our results hold true if we assume that equation () is replaced by the more
general equation

l n
Ug:Z’}/kUg_k—FZ lef( f_l)+9j+B§_1, j:—n,...,n t:l,...,T,
k=1

1t=—n

where [ is a positive integer strictly less than 7' (in practice much smaller).
This equation accounts for a more complicated ”intrinsic” dynamics of the
neurons, i.e. when they are uncoupled. The parameters v, k = 1---] must
satisfy some conditions to ensure stability of the uncoupled dynamics.

We have described an LDP for the averaged law of the neurons with
respect to the synaptic weights and thresholds. It would be nice if we could
provide some quenched results as in [23] 27]. These results are probably
reachable in our case where time is discrete.

The extension to continuous time is certainly worth considering even
though we expect it to be quite difficult.

The hypothesis that the synaptic weights are Gaussian is somewhat unre-
alistic from the biological viewpoint. In his PhD thesis [27], Moynot has ob-
tained some promising preliminary results in the case of uncorrelated weights.
We think that this is also a promising avenue.
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Moynot again, in his thesis, has extended the uncorrelated weights case, to
include two populations with different (Gaussian) statistics for each popula-
tion. This is also an important practical problem in neuroscience. Extending
Moynot’s result to the correlated case is probably a low hanging fruit.

Last but not least, the solutions of the equations for the mean and covari-
ance operator of the measure minimizing the rate function derived in section
and their numerical simulation are very much worth investigating and their
predictions confronted to biological measurements.

7.3 Discussion

In recent years there has been a lot of effort to mathematically justify neural-
field models, through some sort of asymptotic analysis of finite-size neural
networks. Many, if not most, of these models assume / prove some sort
of thermodynamic limit, whereby if one isolates a particular population of
neurons in a localised area of space, they are found to fire increasingly asyn-
chronously as the number in the population asymptotes to infinity (prop-
agation of chaos). Indeed this was the result of Moynot and Samuelides.
However our results imply that there are system-wide correlations between
the neurons, even in the asymptotic limit. The key reason why we do not
have propagation of chaos is that the Radon-Nikodym derivative % of the
average laws in proposition [3] cannot be tensored into N i.i.d. processes;
whereas the simpler assumptions on the weight function A in Moynot and
Samuelides allow the Radon-Nikodym derivative to be tensored. A very
important implication of our result is that the mean-field behaviour is in-
sufficient to characterise the behaviour of a population. Our limit process
e is system-wide and ergodic. Our work challenges the assumption held by
some that one cannot have a ‘shorthand’ macroscopic description of a neu-
ral network without an assumption of asynchronicity at the local population
level.

The utility of this paper extends well beyond the identification of the limit
law p.. The LDP provides a powerful means of assessing how quickly the
empirical measure converges to its limit. In particular, it provides a means
of assessing the probability of finite size effects. For example if it could be
shown that the rate function H is sharply convex everywhere, then one would
be more confident that the system converges quickly to its limit law. The rate
functions of many classical LDPs, such as the one in lemma [32] are indeed
convex (in fact the rate function H"(-), for fixed v, is affine). However it is
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not clear whether our rate function H is convex. Indeed if it could be shown
that the rate function H is not sharply convex, and in particular that it has a
local minimum at another point p,,, then perhaps if NV is not too great there
could be a reasonable probability that the empirical measure lies close to fi,,.
The upshot of this discussion is that further exploration of the topology of the
rate function H could provide a very fruitful avenue of research for assessing
the probability of finite-size effects. It would be of interest to compare our
LDP with other analyses of the rate of convergence of neural networks to
their limits as the size asymptotes to infinity. This includes the system-
size expansion of Bressloff [4], the path-integral formulation of Buice and
Cowan [5] and the systematic expansion of the moments by (amongst others)

22, 18, [6].
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A A comment on lemma

We firstly suppose that ¢’ = 0, so that Q" is a centred stationary Gaussian

Process. We denote the corresponding image law by g”(;N . There exists an
LDP for g”o’N with good rate function

Y 1
HY () = 191, P%) — o BA(0) — (T + 1) log o+
1 T ~ . 1 (" ~
o7 / (Idpy — AY(w)) = 9 (dw) + E/ log det(0?Idry; + K (w)) dw.

(93)

If i ¢ &, then the spectral density 0 does not exist (as we noted in (30))
and H| is infinite. We now comment on how this expression ([@3)) is obtained.

The existence of an LDP for H”N was proved by Baxter and Jain [I], al-
though they did not provide an exphclt expression for the rate function. The
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above expression for the rate function may be obtained through a straight-
forward extension of the proof in Donsker and Varadhan [I7]. Donsker and
Varadhan proved their expression (labelled (1.9) in their paper) in the case
of RZ, finding (in their notation)

Hy(R) = EF U_oo r(ylw) logr(ylw)dy] + % log 27

1 [*™dG(v) 1 [
Tr ; Wd’YWLE/O log f(v)dy. (94)

Here R is a stationary measure in MIS(]RZ) with regular conditional prob-
ability distribution r(y|w) and continuous spectral density G(v). The sta-
tionary Gaussian process against which the entropy is taken has continuous
spectral density f(v) : [0,27] — R and zero mean. We briefly explain how
this expression corresponds to ours.

Donsker and Varadhan obtained their expression H;(R) through a similar
technique to ours: they ‘diagonalise’ the covariance operator using a ‘moving
average’ transformation (note that the diagonalised variables in Donsker and
Varadhan have variance 1, whereas in our case they have variance o?). Tt is
easily shown that the transformed operator (which is analogous to our P%)
satisfies an LDP because the variables are independent and identically dis-
tributed. Recall that, in our model, the entropy of the ‘diagonalised’ system
is 1) (p, P%) = limy_yoo NH@ (N, PEN). In fact the terms 1) (u, P%) —
s BE[[[0°]]?] in @3) correspond to the terms ER[ [ r(y|w)logr(y|w)dy] +

1log 27 in (@4)) (this may be inferred from the expression (@8) for 1@ (u™V, PEN)).
The expression

! / (g — A%(w)) : 5 (dw)

2
dmo? J_.

1
— lim N'EX 5% (IdN(T+1) — A”’N) v

N—o0

may be thought of as the asymptotic limit of the expectation of the quadratic

form induced by the inverse covariance operator. It corresponds to ﬁ Ozﬂ dfG(S;)
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in ([©@4)). Finally, the terms in (@3)) of the form

1 T ~
- / log det (0®Idr1) + K¥(w)) dw — (T + 1) log(o)

N det (0Idn(r41) + KV)
= lim §N log ( SN =T (v),

N—oo

are the asymptotic limit of the logarithm of the ratio of the determinant of
the original system divided by the determinant of the ‘diagonalised’ system.
They corresponds to the term ;- fo% log f(v)dvy in ([@4]). The extension of the
proof in Donsker and Varadhan to our case is straightforward because & =
R is finite-dimensional and N~*logdet (o*Idy(r+1) + K*) is bounded
below by 2log o, although we must omit the details because of a shortage of
space.

We now use the rate function (@3] governing the zero-mean process to
establish an LDP for a process with nonzero mean ¢”. Let © : M (S%) —
M ,(8%) be the translation map, such that for measureable A, ©(u)(A) =
(A 4+ ¢”). Since

B+ [vOt0k] = EOW [(UO — c”) ! (vk — c”)], (95)
we find that
7 (dw) = 7°W (dw) + 27 (w) (¢t — EPW 10 — EOW 0] ‘). (96)

n— ¥ e 0" = ) under O,

Since i (v™", -+ ,v") is the image of 4" (v~
it follows from the Contraction Principle that there exists an LDP for g”’N
with rate function H"(u) := 28(9_1@)- Since A¥(0) is symmetric, we may

infer from ([@3) and (@) that

H (1) = I9(07 (). P) — / " A (w) 5 (dw)
_Tﬂ (tCVAV(O)CV -9 tCVAV(O)EH[UO])—i-% /_: logdet(IdTH—i—a_zK"’(w)) dw.
(97)

We now determine an explicit expression for I®®(©7(n), P%). If 4V does

not possess a density then 7@ (", P#N) is infinite (becaﬁse pPeN possesses a
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density, and therefore HN is not absolutely continuous with respect to £®N ).

Otherwise, let the den;ity of uV be rY (v, o™). We find that

N
r= (v
](2)(HN>£®N) _ / log T ( ) -
- SN (2mo?) =77 exp(—gz 0|12

202

)) Y (v)dv, (98)

where dv =[[7__, [T._, dv’. Upon expansion, we find that

19O (). 2% = [ (tox (" 0+ )

N(T+1) 9 1 o\ i Y
+# log(2mo®) + 2T‘2||v|| ™ (v + ”)dv.
Thus
@ (a-1(,, Ny p&Ny _ 712)(, N peN N om0 N o2
10O (), BN) = 19(u, P) — N mep) — e (99)

Noting that EE[v°] = o# (definition B)), the identity (77) now follows from

©3), (), [@3), (@7) and @)

B Proof of Proposition 37

Proof. We have already proved that I'y is continuous in proposition It
thus suffices for us to prove that for some constant Cf,

05 (k) = Da(p)| < Cre (1+ 19 (u, PE)) . (100)

Fix e. We define ®"(z) to be the integrand of CN (Ty(uY) — T4 (")) for
some positive constant C. Taking the expression from the proof of lemma
33, we have

n

C 1 TN v
o= L (L3 () )

=—n

Here y is defined in (8I). This is a continuous real function on 7% which is
unbounded. We have that

C (1 &, vy
P <5m (N D0 A = A 4 24 ) + N|ew\) .

l=—n
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In turn, using the identities in lemma B3 we find that &V < & where

max

C 1 % (YU - * (W
(I)anax = T‘Q (NC (CN + 6) Z ||ylH2 + 2<dl/,u7y0> + NC (CN + E)) .

l=—n

Note that &V

mae 1S integrable with respect to p because p € &. For M > 0,
let

Bty = {y: ®he.(y) < 0or [ly[> < NM}.
It may be observed that By, is compact, because the eigenvalues of the

quadratic form in @Y are strictly positive. It follows that ®" and ®Y  are

bounded over By, (for all M). Let @} be ® multiplied by the indicator

function over the set Bi'y;. Since ®}} is bounded and continuous, we find
from the Fenchel-Legendre transform that

/ Y, (y) 1N (de) < log / exp &Y (y) PEN (da) + I (Y, PEY). (101)
T~ ™

In order that [y exp ®),.(y) PN (dx) < oo, we stipulate that

C
c- G
C*(C¥ +¢)
for some constant 0 < C; < 1, where C* is given in lemma B3 Since

oY, < ®N  over By » we may apply the dominated convergence theorem

to (I0I) (taking M — oo) to obtain
[ 0w an) <tog [ exp@uo) P (dn) + 190, PV
TN TN

We observe from proposition [[l and equation (82) that, under the trans-
formation h : v — y, £®N(dv) becomes

PN o b7 (dy) = Q) N (0741, No*Idr)dy'".

l=—n

An application of lemma [6] thus yields

NC,
202

_N(T+1) NC?
(1 — Cl) X exp m

/ exp O (y) PPN (d) = exp L
TN

lduull*. (102)
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We use the fact (proved in lemma B5)) that ||d,, .|| < C*(C% +¢) to find that

NC(Ty(p™) = T5(p™)) < Ns+ I (u™, PEY)

where o _— o
1 + 1
=— — log(1 - C —.
$= 52~ g el =)+ 5T
We divide by NC' and take the limit as N — oco. The result (I00) follows
since, by lemma [34, C¥, — 0 as N — oo. O
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Abstract

We study the asymptotic law of a network of interacting neurons when the
number of neurons becomes infinite. Given a completely connected network
of firing rate neurons in which the synaptic weights are Gaussian correlated
random variables, we describe the asymptotic law of the network when the
number of neurons goes to infinity. We introduce the process-level empirical
measure of the trajectories of the solutions to the equations of the finite net-
work of neurons and the averaged law (with respect to the synaptic weights)
of the trajectories of the solutions to the equations of the network of neurons.



The main result of this article is that the image law through the empirical
measure satisfies a large deviation principle with a good rate function which
is shown to have a unique global minimum. Our analysis of the rate function
allows us also to characterize the limit measure as the image of a station-
ary Gaussian measure defined on a transformed set of trajectories. This is
potentially very useful for applications in neuroscience since the Gaussian
measure can be completely characterized by its mean and spectral density.
It also facilitates the assessment of the probability of finite-size effects.

1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is to study the asymptotic behaviour and large de-
viations of a network of interacting neurons when the number of neurons
becomes infinite. Our network may be thought of as a network of weakly-
interacting diffusions: thus before we begin we briefly overview other asymp-
totic analyses of such systems. In particular, a lot of work has been done on
spin glass dynamics, including Ben Arous and Guionnet on the mathemati-
cal side [29] 3], 4, B0] and Sompolinsky and his co-workers on the theoretical
physics side [39, 40, 1T}, 12]. Furthermore the large deviations of weakly in-
teracting diffusions has been extensively studied by Dawson, Gartner and
co-workers [16], [I7, [I5]. More references to previous work on this particular
subject can be found in these references.

Because the dynamics of spin glasses is not too far from that of networks
of interacting neurons, Sompolinsky also succesfully explored this particular
topic [38] for fully connected networks of rate neurons, i.e. neurons repre-
sented by the time variation of their firing rates (the number of spikes they
emit per unit of time), as opposed to spiking neurons, i.e. neurons represented
by the time variation of their membrane potential (including the individual
spikes). For an introduction to these notions, the interested reader is referred
to such textbooks as [26, B1],24]. In his study of the continuous time dynam-
ics of networks of rate neurons, Sompolinsky and his colleagues assumed, as
in the work on spin glasses, that the coupling coefficients, called the synaptic
weights in neuroscience, were random variables i.i.d. with zero mean Gaus-
sian laws. The main result obtained by Ben Arous and Guionnet for spin
glass networks using a large deviations approach (resp. by Sompolinsky and
his colleagues for networks of rate neurons using the local chaos hypothesis)
under the previous hypotheses is that the averaged law of Langevin spin glass



(resp. rate neurons) dynamics is chaotic in the sense that the averaged law of
a finite number of spins (resp. of neurons) converges to a product measure.

The next theoretical efforts in the direction of understanding the av-
eraged law of rate neurons are those of Cessac, Moynot and Samuelides
[9, 34) [35], 10, B7]. From the technical viewpoint, the study of the collective
dynamics is done in discrete time, assuming no leak (this term is explained
below) in the individual dynamics of each of the rate neurons. Moynot and
Samuelides obtained a large deviation principle and were able to describe in
detail the limit averaged law that had been obtained by Cessac using the local
chaos hypothesis and to prove rigourously the propagation of chaos property.
Moynot extended these results to the more general case where the neurons
can belong to two populations, the synaptic weights are non-Gaussian (with
some restrictions) but still i.i.d., and the network is not fully connected (with
some restrictions) [34].

One of the next challenges is to incorporate in the network model the
fact that the synaptic weights are not independent and in effect often highly
correlated. Ome of the reasons for this is the plasticity processes at work
at the levels of the synaptic connections between neurons; see for example
[32] for a biological viewpoint, and [I8, 26] 24] for a more computational and
mathematical account of these phenomena.

The problem we solve in this paper is the following. Given a completely
connected network of firing rate neurons in which the synaptic weights are
Gaussian correlated random variables, we describe the asymptotic law of the
network when the number of neurons goes to infinity. Like in [34] B5] we
study a discrete time dynamics but unlike these authors we cope with more
complex intrinsic dynamics of the neurons, in particular we allow for a leak
(to be explained in more detail below). The structure of our proof is broadly
similar to these authors; we have generalised their results. Indeed one may
directly obtain the LDP in [34] by applying a contraction principle to the
LDP to be proved below.

To be complete, let us mention the fact that this problem has already
partially been explored in Physics by Sompolinsky and Zippelius [39} [40] and
in Mathematics by Alice Guionnet [30] who analysed symmetric spin glass
dynamics, i.e. the case where the matrix of the coupling coefficients (the
synaptic weights in our case) is symmetric. This is a very special case of cor-
relation. The work in [I3] is also an important step forward in the direction
of understanding the spin glass dynamics when more general correlations are
present.



Let us also mention very briefly another class of approaches toward the
description of very large populations of neurons where the individual spikes
generated by the neurons are considered. The model for individual neurons
is usually of the class of Integrate and Fire (IF) neurons [33] and the un-
derlying mathematical tools are those of the theory of point-processes [14].
Important results have been obtained in this framework by Gerstner and his
collaborators, e.g. [27, 25] in the case of deterministic synaptic weights. Re-
lated to this approach but from a more mathematical viewpoint, important
results on the solutions of the mean-field equations have been obtained in [g].
In the case of spiking neurons but with a continuous dynamics (unlike that of
[F neurons), the first author and collaborators have recently obtained some
limit equations that describe the asymptotic dynamics of fully connected
networks of neurons [I] with independent synaptic weights.

Because of the correlation of the synaptic weights, the natural space to
work in is the infinite dimensional space of the trajectories, noted 7%, of a
countably-infinite set of neurons and the set of stationary probability mea-
sures defined on this set, noted M (T%).

We introduce the process-level empirical measure, noted iV, of the N
trajectories of the solutions to the equations of the network of N neurons
and the averaged (with respect to the synaptic weights) law Q% of the N
trajectories of the solutions to the equations of the network of N neurons.
The main result of this article (theorem [)) is that the image law IIYV of
QY through p? satisfies a large deviation principle (LDP) with a good rate
function H which is shown to have a unique global minimum, .. Thus,
with respect to the measure IIV on M7 (T7%), if the set X contains the
measure 0, , then II"V(X) — 1 as N — oo, whereas if d,, is not in the
closure of X, TIV(X) — 0 as N — oo exponentially fast and the constant
in the exponential rate is determined by the rate function. Our analysis of
the rate function allows us also to characterize the limit measure p. as the
image of a stationary Gaussian measure p. defined on a transformed set of

trajectories S%. This is potentially very useful for applications since fe can

be completely characterized by its mean and spectral density. Furthermore
the rate function allows us to quantify the probability of finite-size effects.
The paper is organized as follows. In section 2l we describe the equa-
tions of our network of neurons, the type of correlation between the synaptic
weights, define the proper state spaces and introduce the different proba-
bility measures that are necessary for establishing our results, in particular



the level-3 empirical measure, 4V, II"V and the image RY through iV of the
law of the uncoupled neurons. We state the principle result of this paper in
Theorem 2l In section [8] we motivate our approach by showing that when
computing the Radon-Nikodym derivative of Q" with respect to the law
of the uncoupled neurons, one is led to consider certain Gaussian processes
which are directly related to the synaptic weights and can be described with
the help of the empirical measure fi'.

In section [4] we extend the definition of the previous Gaussian processes
to be valid for any stationary measure, not only the empirical one. This
allows us to compute the Radon-Nikodym derivative of II"V with respect to
R for any measure in M{ (T%). Using these results, section Blis dedicated
to the proof of the existence of a strong LDP for the measure IT"V. In section
6] we show that the good rate function obtained in the previous section has a
unique global minimum and we characterize it as the image of a stationary
Gaussian measure. We conclude with section [0 by stating some important
consequences and sketching a number of possible generalisations of our work
as well as discussing some further connections with other approaches.

2 The neural network model

We consider a fully connected network of N rate neurons. For simplicity but
without loss of generality, we assume N odd] and write N = 2n+1,n > 0. In
the course of this paper, we will asymptote N to oo, so that unless otherwise
stated the parameters are taken to be independent of N. The state of the
neurons is described either by the rate variables (X7), j = —n,--- ,n, t =
0,---,T or the potential variables (U}), j = —n,--- ,n,t =0,--- ,T. These
variables are related as follows

X/ =f(U}) j=-n...n t=0..T-1,

where f: R —]0, 1[ is a monotonic bijection. We could for example employ
f(z) = (1 + tanh(gz))/2, where the parameter g can be used to control the
slope of the “sigmoid” f at the origin = 0.

We consider the case where the time variable ¢ takes the 7"+ 1 discrete
integer values 0,1,...,7T because it simplifies the problem. We leave for
future work the case of the continuous time variable.

"When N is even the formulae are slightly more complicated but all the results we
prove below in the case NV odd are still valid.



2.1 The equations

The equation describing the time variation of the membrane potential U7 of
the jth neuron writes

U} =qUl + Y Jif (UL )+0;+BL,, j=-n...n t=1..T (1)

i=—n
This equation involves the parameters v, J;;, 0;, and Bg, 1, ] = —MN,...,Nn,
t=0,....,T—1.

v is a positive real between 0 and 1 that determines the time scale of the
intrinsic dynamics, i.e. without interactions, of the neurons. If v = 0 the
dynamics is said to have no leak.

The J;;s are the synaptic weights. J;; represents the strength with which
the ‘presynaptic’ neuron j influences the ‘postsynaptic’ neuron i. They are
random wariables whose laws are described below.

The 6;s are the thresholds: they change the value of the potential of the
neuron j at which the sigmoid f takes the value 1/2. Like the J;;s they are
random variables that we assume to be i.i.d. as Ni(f, 6%), and independent
of the JZ-]-SE.

Finally the Bg s represent random fluctuations of the membrane potential
of neuron j. They are independent random processes with the same law.
We assume that at each time instant ¢, the BJs are i.i.d. random variables
distributed as N1(0,0%). They are also independent of the synaptic weights
and the thresholds.

The equation corresponding to (dl) for the rates writes

X =f <7f_1(th—1) + Y X 0+ Btj—1> ; (2)
where j = —n,--- | n

t=1,---,T.. Note that the values of the rates are
in the open interval ]0, 1[.

#We note N, (m,X) the law of the p-dimensional Gaussian variable with mean m and
covariance matrix 3.



2.2 The law of the synaptic weights

The N? synaptic weights are modelled as Gaussian random variables. We
assume that they have the same mean which scales as 1/N:

J

E[Ji;] = N

iv.j:_na"'vn' (3)
We next specify their covariance structure. The covariance is assumed to
satisfy the following symmetry,

cov(Jij i) = cov(Jizm j+ndktm,itn)

for all indexes i, j, k, [ = —n,--- ,n and all integers m and n, the indexes
being taken modulo N. We may interpret this property by imagining that
the neurons are arranged on a ring with the following ‘shift invariance’. If
we fix two presynaptic neurons and shift the postsynaptic neurons, then the
correlations are invariant. Similarly if we fix two postsynaptic neurons and
shift the presynaptic neurons, the correlations are invariant.
We stipulate the covariance through a function A : Z? — R, which satis-
fies
A(€1k‘,€2l) = A(k‘, l) €1, €9 = +1. (4)

We assume furthermore that the covariances scale as 1/N. We write
1
cov(Jij ) = NA ((i — k) mod N, (j — 1) mod N). (5)

Here, and throughout this paper, ¢ mod N is taken to lie between —n and
n. It is important to note that the covariance function A and mean J are
independent of IV, so that these remain fixed when we asymptote N to infinity
later on. We let A be the restriction of A to [—n,n]?, i.e. AN(i,5) = A(i, )
for —n <i,5 <n.

Being a covariance function (up to the scale factor 1/N) AY (i, j) must be
a positive-definite function, i.e. it satisfies

> AY(r =k s = DA >0,

r,s,k,l=—n

for all reals A, Ay, the indexing being taken modulo N.



The fact that A is a positive-definite function i imposes that its two di-
mensional discrete Fourier transform (DFT), noted AV, is posﬂ:weﬁ and also
called its spectral density or power spectrum. In detall

Z A k l (pk—i—ql p,qg=—n,-,N. (6)

k,l=—n

Conversely, the values of the covariances can be recovered from the Inverse
DFT of the sequence (AN (p,q))p g=—n.... m; 1-€.

N2 Z AN(p, e ¥ WD 1= —n . n.
k,l=—n

We must make further assumptions on A to ensure that the system is well-
behaved as the number of neurons N asymptotes to infinity. We assume that
the series (A(k,[))k 1ez) is absolutely convergent, i.e.

o0

A= N AR, D) < 0. (7)

k,l=—o00

In practice one might expect there to exist a maximal correlation distance d
such that A(k,[) = 0 if |k| 4 |I| > d (especially since in practice there is only
a finite number of neurons). The existence of such a maximal correlation
distance would be sufficient to guarantee the requirement ([7), however we
refrain from explicitly making this assumption as it is not necessary per se.
It follows from () that the series > 5 A(k,1)e™ (kortlw2) js absolutely

convergent and defines a continuous function, noted A(wy,ws), on [—m, m[?
such that:
1

A D = s

/ et (kw1 +w2) ]\(wl’wg) dwidws k, l € Z.
[—m, m[2

The continuous function A is termed the spectral density of (A(k,1))kiez-
It is clear from the definitions that, if the series (py) and (qn) satisfy
limy oo 27mpn /N = wy and limy o 2mqn /N = wo, then

/N\N(PNa QN) — A(Wla Wz)-

3This is a standard result in Fourier Analysis, see lemma



Since AV is a positive-definite function (for all N),
Awy,wa) >0 Y(wy,w,) € [-m, 72
We also assume that there exists A™" such that, for all N

AN(0,0) > Am > 0. (8)

2.3 The laws of the uncoupled and coupled processes

The trajectories of the (X7),—q..7 defined by (@) are points in the T + 1-

dimensional space |0, 1[[07] © 7. The law of the solution of @) is a proba-
bility measure on 7. We note M{ (T™) the set of probability measures on
TV,

The trajectories of the (U7);—o 7 defined by (I)) are points in R s
The law of the solution of () is a probability measure on V. This law is the
image of the probability measure of that of the (X7);—q..7 by the function f.
We note M (SY) the set of probability measures on SV.

2.3.1 The uncoupled processes and the initial conditions

We specify the initial conditions for ([2) as N i.i.d. random variables

(X])j=—n.m- Let p; be the individual law on the interval ]0, 1] of X7; it
follows that the joint law of the variables is i on ]0,1[¥. The initial
conditions for (@), noted (U])j=_n.... n, are also iid. with law pSN, where

I, o pr o f is the image on R of the law p; defined on |0, 1] through

the function f. Throughout this paper we employ the convention that if
x € T then f(z) = (f(x0),..., f(xp)), and if z = (z7™,...,2") € TV then
f(x) = (f(@™"),.... f(z")). We assume that y  is Gaussian under a change
of variable, i.e. there exists Wy, a continuous bijection on R, such that

,LLI:NI(O,O'2)O\I]0, (9)

We note P the law of the solution to one of the uncoupled equations @
where we take 0; deterministic and equal to 6 and J;; = 0,4, j = —n,--- ,n.
P is the law of the solution to the following stochastic difference equation:

Xo=f(f X)) +0+By), t=1,-- T

10



with the law of the initial condition being p;. Hence the image P of P
through f is the law of the solution to the following stochastic difference
equation

U=vU,1+60+DB,_1,t=1,---,T (10)

the law of the initial condition being u r This last process can be character-
ized exactly, as follows.
Let ¥ : S — S be the continuous bijection

\I](U) :t('U(),Ul,...,’UT), (11)

where vy = Ug(ug) and for 1 < s < T,

vs =Vs(u) =us —yus_1—0 s=1,--- T. (12)

We employ the convention that if u = (u™™,...,u") € S then V(u) =
((u™™),...,¥(u")). The following proposition is evident from equations

@), (IQ) and (I2).

Proposition 1. The law P of the solution to (I0)) writes
P = Np1(0741,0°1dr ) 0 0,

where Opy1 1s the T + 1-dimensional vector of coordinates equal to 0 and
Idyyq is the T+ 1-dimensional identity matriz.

2.3.2 Coupled processes

If we reintroduce the coupling between the neurons, we note Q™ (J, ) the
conditional law of the (th), j=-n,---,n,t=0,---,T, solution to (2,
for given (J,0). It is an element of M (7). Similarly Q" (J,6) is the
corresponding law of the (U7), j = —n,--- ,n, t =0,--- , T, solution to (),
for given (J,0). We let QN = EZ®[QN(J,0)] and QV = E*®[Q"(J,0)] be
the laws averaged with respect to the weights and thresholds.

2.3.3 Infinite number of neurons

We note 7% the set of doubly infinite elements of 7. If = (%), o
is in 7%, we note 2, i € Z its ith coordinate. We define the projection

11



ay T2 — TN (N = 2n + 1) to be ny(z) = (z7",...,2"). The shift
operator S : TZ — T% is defined by

(Sx)' =2 el

Given the element (x7 ", ... 2") of T we form the doubly infinite peri-
odic sequence

o(N) = (..,a" o a7 o e )

which is an element of 7%. We have (z(N))" = 20 m°d ™) where i mod N
lies between —n and n.

We equip 7% with the projective topology, i.e. the topology generated
by the following metric. For z,y € TV, let

— J J
dN(zay)_ sup ‘xs_ys“
lj]<n,0<s<T'

This allows us to define the following metric over 7%, whereby if z,y € TZ,
then

d(z,y) = Z 2 Ndy(nyz, TNy). (13)
N=1
The metrics dy and d generate, respectively, the Borelian sigma-algebras
B(TY) and B(T%). We note that TZ is Polish (a complete, separable metric
space).
A strictly stationary measure p on T2 with its Borelian sigma-algebra
satisfies

u(S(B)) = u(B) VB e B(T").

Its N-dimensional marginaﬂ also satisfies
p(S(B)) = u™(B) VB e B(TY)
where for each 2z € TV we have defined
Sz =7 (S(z(N)))-

We note M7, (T?) (respectively M (T™)) the set of strictly station-
ary probability measures on TZ (respectively on 7). Note that everything

4In what follows, the N-dimensional marginal u” of a measure x in MfS(TZ) is such
that u = pomy'.
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above applies mutatis mutandis to SZ (respectively V) and M{(S§7) (re-
spectively M7 (SV)).

We now introduce the following empirical measure. Given an N-tuple
(7™, ..., 2") in TV we associate with it the measure, noted i~ (z™, ..., "),
in M (T%) defined by

AN TV S ME(T?) such that da(z ", a™)(y) = % S bsiin (1):
(14)
We also sometimes consider i to be a function on 7% through the projection
TN © TZ — TN.
Note that gV (z™™,...,2") is a strictly stationary measure on T Z.
We introduce the following definition and notation.

Definition 1. For each measure p € M7 (TV) or M (T?%) we define p to
be o f.

We next equip MIS(TZ) with the topology of weak convergence, as fol-
lows. This can be defined in many ways, but the following definition is
the most convenient for our paper. For p™, v € M{ (TV), we note the
Wasserstein distance

dy (i, v") = inf {E%(dw(z,9))} . (15)

where J is the set of all measures in M (72") with N-dimensional marginals
p and vN. For p,v € MY (T?), we define

d(p,v) = QZKndN(:uNﬂ/N% (16)

where N = 2n + 1. Here &, = max(\,,27") and A\, = > ;= _ |A(k,n)|.
We note that this metric is well-defined because dy (1", ") < 1 and
> o kn < 00. It can be shown that M7 (T%) is Polish. The topology
corresponding to this metric generates a Borelian sigma-algebra which we
denote by B(M7 (T%)). The Borelian sigma-algebra on the set of stationary
probability measures is denoted by B(M{(T%)).

The construction of the topology of MIS(SN ) is analogous, except that

in ([I3), for u,v € SV, we must replace dy(u,v) by
dn(u,v)/(1+ dy(u,v)),

13



the extra division being necessary because the finite-dimensional metric is
unbounded. An analogous substitution must also be made in (I3]).
Using the notation in definition [l we note EN the image of iV through

f. Hence, if u' = f~Y(a%), i = —n, -+ ,n we have
N/ —n " 1 &
dHN(u RN )(U) = N Z (55iu(N)(U),

where the shift operator is defined analogously on S%. Since the application
U defined in (1)) and ([I2]) plays a central role in the sequel we introduce the
following definition

Definition 2. For each measure y € M7 (SV) or M (S%) we define p to
be po W1, -

Finally we introduce the image laws in terms of which the principal results
of this paper are formulated.

Definition 3.

1. Let IIV be the image law of QY through the function g% : 7V —
Mfs(Tz) defined by (I4).
2. We similarly define RY to be the image law of P®Y under i%.
That is, VB € B(M7{ (T?)),
mY(B)=Q" (" € B) and RM(B)= P*N(i" € B).
The principal result of this paper is in the next theorem.

Theorem 2. IV is governed by a large deviation principle with a good rate
function H (to be defined in definition[@). That is, if F' is a closed set in
MIS(TZ), then

T ar—1 N < _;

A}l_r)ICl)ON log IT™ (F) < ,ilellf?H(’u) (17)
Conversely, for all open sets O in M (T%),

lim N~'log IY(0O) > — inf H(p). (18)

N—oco neo

By ‘good rate function’, we mean that H is not identically oo and the
sub-level sets

{pe M{(T?): H(p) <c},

where ¢ > 0, are compact.

14



3 The Radon-Nikodym derivative of the av-
eraged law of the coupled neurons with re-

spect to the synaptic weights and the thresh-
olds

In the sections to follow we will obtain an LDP for the process with correla-
tions (QV) via the (simpler) process without correlations (P®"). However in
order for us to do this, we must first compute the Radon-Nikodym derivative
of QN with respect to P®N. It is easier to compute the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of QY with respect to P®Y. We do this in the next proposition
where, and we will use the same notation throughout the paper, the usual
inner product of two vectors u and v of R7™! is noted (u,v).

Proposition 3. The Radon-Nikodym derivative of QN with respect to PN
s given by the following expression.

dQ~

— (u_n7... ’un):

d QN
[T e (ai (Z (W (), ) - %naﬂ'n?))] . (19)

E

i=—n j=—n

the expectation being taken against the N (T +1)-dimensional Gaussian pro-
cesses (GY), i = —n, -+ ,n given by

o= 0
{Gi = X defl) 60, =11 )

and the function ¥ being defined by () and ([12I).

Proof. The result can be obtained by an application of the Girsanov Theo-
rem. We propose a detailed proof because it introduces important ideas that
are used in the sequel.

Let us define the N random vectors Y7 (j = —n,--- ,n) of S = RT™! by

Y = W(U7)
Y'tj — Bi_l_‘_e j:_n’...’n t:lj..-

15



It can be seen that
Yj >~ NT_H(éOZT_H, O'2IdT+1) j = —n,---,n, (21)

where OZry; is the VeCtOIH of RT*! whose first coordinate is equal to 0
and the last 7' are equal to 1. Note that the variables Y7 are mutually
independent.
For fixed (J,0), we let Ry : RNT*) — RN+ he the mapping u — v,
ie.
RJ’Q(U_"’ . ’u") — (y‘"’ . ’y")
such that
{ vy = Wolup) i
yi = up =iy — o Jfupy) —0;+0 t=1,--- T,
for j = —n,--- ,n. Since the determinant D of the Jacobian of Ry is equal
to [T/—_, W/ (u), which is non zero by definition of ¥y, R4 is a bijection of
RNT+D into itself.
Let o € Cy(SY) and let us compute

n n 1 - n
Since (Y7) (j = —n,--- ,n) are independent of (J, ), using (2I)) we write

. 1

S(J7 ‘9) = QP(RJ,O(y_m e 7yn))5
SN

N(T+1) Z;‘L:—n Zf:l( g_ 5)2 +( 8)2 no T )
(2m0%) "5 exp - ( ;; ) (H Hdw).

j=—nt=0

Through the inverse change of variables
(y=", - y") — (u™™ o u) = R}é(y‘”, <+ y") we write

S(J,0) = /SN o(u™ - u") X

n T

_NT 1 . . , )

(2m0?) "2 exp—ﬁq)(‘w)(u g u) H Hl(dué)Hdui.
t=1

j=—n

5 A more natural notation would have been ZO7,; but we prefer the former in reference
to the celebrated wizard.
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Here,

n T

Uy = 3N (= quly — - GY) =
Jj=—n t=1

> ] —yuly =0 + (G —2(u] —yul_, — 0)G]],

t=1

j=—n

where we have used the definition in (20). After noting proposition [I we
find that

S(J,0) = / o(u™, - ,u")w(‘w) (w™" - u”) £®N(du_” ceedu™),  (22)
SN

where

w(Jﬂ)(u—"’ R 7u") = exp <% <Z <\If(u])’G]> — %HGHP)) .

j=—n

Since ([22) is true for all ¢ € Cy(RNT+Y) we conclude that

Ve o, N T
Gpav (W) = e j;n<\1/<uﬂ>,af>—§||aﬂ|| ,

where QN (J,0) is the regular conditional probability of @ given (J,0). By
taking the expected value with respect to (J,6) we obtain (I9). O

Note that the Radon-Nikodym derivative does not depend upon {W(u?)},
j=—n,---,n. We could have worked with T-dimensional processes G’ at
the cost of making the last part of the paper heavier on notation.
Throughout the rest of this section, we consider the u € S (in terms of which
the system is defined) to be fixed, as is x € T, where 27 = f(ul). It will be
seen that we may write the mean and covariance of the system as a function of
the empirical measure i (x) (defined in ([4))). This is of crucial importance
because it will mean that the image laws of P®Y and QV under gV, ie. RN

and 1"V, have Radon-Nikodym derivative given by the push-forward of CZ?TIYV.
For y € M{(T#%), we define

0 t=0
@=97 23
: {Jszy?_ldu(y), t=1,....T. (23)
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Similarly, for 4V € MF(TN) let K*" be the N(T 4 1) x N(T + 1) block

circulant matrix with i¢th block given by (for i = —n, ..., n)
N 0%0; + Zﬁz_n AN(@ m) fTN ?J?—lyﬁl ,UN(dy)
Kl ' = fors,t=1,---,T (24)
0 otherwise.

Proposition 4. Fiz z € TV and let u € SN be such that 7 = f(u).
The covariance of the Gaussian system (GY), where i = —n,...,n and s =
0,...,T writes KW @Y “where (i (2))N is the N-dimensional marginal of
,&N( ) For each i, the mean of G' is ¢*" @),

Proof. The mean of Gt is 0 if t = 0, or otherwise is equal to

LS INUIEES SEREEY R

]__" ]__"

fort =1,---,T. This is indeed independent of the index i.

Let us now examine the covariance function K of these N Gaussian pro-
cesses. It is an N(T'+1) x N(T'+1) matrix which has a block structure, each
block K%, i, k = —n,--- n, being the (T + 1) x (T + 1) covariance matrix
of the two processes G* and G*. We have

K% =0,

if s or ¢ is equal to 0. We deal with the case where s and t differ from 0 in
the remaining of the proof, i.e

K* = cov(GIGF) = Z cov(JijJw)wl_jal |+ 6026y, s,t=1,--- T. (25)

Jyl=—n
Because of our definition ([l of the covariance structure we have
Kk = Z AV —k,m ( Z ) lxﬁm) + 025, .
m=—n j=—n

Since K depends only on (i — k), it can be seen that K is a block circulant
matrix, and we may write

-7, def .
ik = i—k) mod N
K = K ( ) ,

18



where we recall that j mod N lies between +n. It follows from the symmetry
of AY in (@) that the matrix K’ is symmetric, i.e. Ki = K!,. It also follows
from (@) that K¢ = K®. It may be inferred from (23] that

K= 0% 30 AGom) [l G @) ),

m=—n

O

We note that K@ @)Y is positive as (by definition) it is the covariance
matrix of a Gaussian system. For pV € M (TV), we denote the discrete

Fourier transform of (K“N’j), j=-n,...,n by (f(“N’l), ie. for —n <[ <n,

)

n
ForNil Z FoHN o

j=—n

KN = N7V RS (26)

l=—n

We employ the convention of denoting the discrete Fourier transform of a
sequence by a tilde throughout this paper. We state a basic result from the
theory of block-circulant matrices, noting that the matrix indexing is from
—N, ..., N,

Lemma 5. Let B be a symmetric block-circulant matriz with the (j, k) (T +
1) x (T + 1) block given by (BU=F) mod Ny g} — —p ... n. Let B* =
S, Blexp (=2 for [k| < n, 'qnd WW) be the N x N Hermitian matriz
with elements W/j(,iv) = \/—lﬁexp(zz\,”k), gk = —n,---,n. Then B may be
‘block’-diagonalised in the follow manner (where ® is the Kronecker Product
and * the complex conjugate),

B = (W™ & ldp.,)diag (B—", - Bn> (W @ Idry, )"

We observe also that A is an eigenvalue of B if and only if A is an eigenvalue
of B* for some k. Finally the sequence (B?) (j = —n,...,n) is both real and
even if and only if the sequence (B*) (k = —n, ..., n) is both real and even.

We now provide another form of equation (I9) by applying to it the follow-
ing lemma from Gaussian calculus [34], 36] which we recall for completeness:
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Lemma 6. Let Z be a Gaussian vector of RP with mean ¢ and covariance
matrix K. If a € RP and b € R is such that for all eigenvalues o of K the
relation ab > —1 holds, we have

E [exp (taz - gHZHﬂ .

1 . b, o 1, B
\/det(Idp+bK)XeXp<ac §||C|| +§ (@ —be)K (Id, + bK) ™ (a bc))

This leads us to the following proposition.

Proposition 7. The Radon-Nikodym derivative of QN with respect to PPN
is also given by the following expression,

aQv 1
Q (u—n7 . ’un) X

dret : \/det (Idneren) + S EE @)

exp (Ui (Z (e, - 51 oe)

i=—n

b i <\If(u’) — AN (@) | AGN @)Y, i <\If(u]) — c’lN(x)>>>) . (27)

i7j:_n

DN —

Here AWDYi 5 — —p ... n are defined to be the (T +1) x (T +1) blocks
of the N(T + 1) x N(T + 1) matriz K" (621dy ) + K@)~

Proof. The eigenvalues of K®" @)™ are positive because it is a covariance
matrix. We thus obtain our result by the application of lemma [@] to equation
@) withp=N(T +1), Z=(G™, G ... G"),

a= (U™, U(u"), -, U(u"),i=-n,-,n, and b= %. O

We define the subset M{; (T%) = U,crn itV (z) C M{(TZ). The
definition of /\;lff;r(SZ) is analogous.

The righthand side of (1) is the product of two terms which we analyse
in some detail in order to prepare the ground for the definition of a rate
function.

We first note that the first term can obviously be rewritten as described
in the following lemma.
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Lemma 8. The following relation holds:

1

(NI @)Y)),
Vet (I + & K6 @)Y)
where for 1 € M7."(T%), we define
w1 1

The above expression has sense because the eigenvalues of Idy(ry1) +

o2 K@ @)Y are bounded below by 1. We next express the second term as a
function of the empirical measure V. This is done by elucidating the block
structure of the matrix A@" @)™ as revealed in the following lemma.

Lemma 9. The matriz A@" @)Y = K(ﬂN(m))N(UzldN(TH) + K(‘ALN(”E))N)_1 is
symmetric and block circulant. It is built from an even sequence of (T'+ 1) x

(T'+1) symmetric matrizes AGN @)Y G — _p oo n. Purthermore we have
exp [ 5 30 (1@, vy - L @) +
o2 = ' 2
2 <\If<u’>—cﬂ”<f>,AWW”’f(\lf(uﬂ)—cﬂ”@»)) = exp(NTa (3" (2))),
i, j=—n

where for u € /\;lfj(ﬂ), we define

Do) = % /8N ( D (W(0) — e, AW () — )+

i=—n

2(c", T (")) — ||C”||2> " (u)(dv). (29)

Proof. Tt can be seen that the matrix A®" @)™ is block-circulant through the
diagonalisation of K" @)™ (given in lemma [F) in the definition of A% @)™

We index the blocks as A([‘N(m))N’i, i=—n,---,n, where

AGN @) i AN @)Y, (i=5) mod N
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The diagonalisation in lemma [l allows us to write

AN @5 _ fr N @)Y, (azldﬂl n k(ﬂN(z))N,j)‘l

This means that A@"@)Y.3 = AGY @)Y, —j and the blocks are symmetric
(since these properties apply to the blocks of K (™ (x))N). In turn, this means
that A(p‘N(m))N7_j — A([J‘N(m))Nu] and tA(ﬂN(w))ij — A([J‘N(m))Nu] The result
now follows from a substitution of the definitions. O

It is useful to put together proposition [7 lemma [8 and lemma [ in the
following proposition.

Proposition 10. The Radon-Nikodym derivative onN with respect to PN
writes
dQy

APy (™, u) = exp(NT(( (f(u™), - f(u™))™)),

where for € MY (TZ), T(™) = T1(uN) +To(p™) and the expressions for
I'y and I'y are given by lemmas (8 and[9.

Before we close this section we define a subset of MIS which appears
naturally.

Definition 4. We define the subset & of M{(T%) by
Er = {p € MT(TE) | EX[¥(u°)]] < oo}

For this set of measures, we may define the stationary process (v¥)iez in
S%, where v* = W(u*). This has a finite mean E£[v°], noted v#, where we
recall from definition 2] that p = po U~t It admits the following spectral

density measure, noted 0", such that

EE[O t] = 2i /_ " e " (dw). (30)

™ ™

We similarly define
& = {u e ML (TY) | BH|[ W (u°)]°) < oo},
and note that if u € & then pV € 52(N).
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4 The image of the averaged law through the
empirical measure

In the previous section we saw that the Radon-Nikodym derivative of Q¥
with respect to P®" may be expressed as a function of the empirical measure,
i.e. exp(NT((4%(x))")). In this section we obtain an expression for the
Radon-Nikodym derivative of the image laws II"V and R" under the empirical
measure. We do this by extending I" beyond the range of iV to an arbitrary

measure in M7 (T%). We will see that %(p) is exp(NT'(1%)), and that

the extended function I'(u) is lower semi-continuous.

4.1 (aussian processes

We determine the Radon-Nikodym derivative at x4V by writing I as a function
of a Gaussian process G which is, in turn, determined by . We begin
with finite NV, before proceeding to the infinite-dimensional projective limit.

4.1.1 Finite number of neurons

Given g in MY (T") we define the stationary N (7 + 1)-dimensional Gaus-
sian process G*" . We will use G*" to define T'(uN).
In analogy to (23), the mean of GfN’i is equal to 0 if ¢ = 0, or otherwise
ch :j/ yi pwN(dy), t=1,--- T, i=—n,--- n.
TN
We note that the above integral is independent of ¢ due to the stationarity

of 1V, which is why we have omitted the superscript ¢ from ¢/’ "
For each p € M (T"V) let M# k(= —n,--- n), be the (T + 1) x
(T + 1) matrix defined by (for s,¢ € [1,T]),

N
Mt = /TN Oy (dy). (31)

If s=0ort=0, then M;‘tN’k =0.
The covariance matrix of G*" is defined by the block circulant N (T +
1) x N(T+1) matrix K*" | which has blocks given (in analogy with equation

24)) by )
KU = 026,01 —6,)(1—6) + > Ali,m)M; ™, (32)

m=—n
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for ©+ = —n,--- ,n. The discrete Fourier transform (f( g )of the sequence
(K+"i) is given by (20).

We now state some properties of the matrices we have just defined. We
will prove that K m g positive, which means that it is a well-defined covari-
ance matrix.

Lemma 11. Forallk = —n,--- ,n,
USRI Vo (33)

The blocks (K“N’k) are symmetric and satisfy Kr=k = ek Furthermore
MYk (for all k = —n, -, n), K** (for allk = —n,--- ,n) and K*" are
all positive.

Proof. The identity ([33]) follows directly from the stationarity of u”. The
evenness of the series (K*" ), i = —n, ..., n, follows from (@) and [B2). It
follows from (33)) that

Kl =020,(1—8,)(1—6) + > Ali,m)Mf ™

m=—n

We find, in turn, by (4), that

Ki = 020,(1—8)(1 =)+ > Ali,m)MJ ™ = KL 7,

m=—n

which means that K*"+ is symmetric.

Let M*" be the block-circulant matrix with blocks given by M “N’k, k=
—n,...,n. Let 7: TN — T¥ be the map such that for all |k| < n, 7(z)k =0
and for s € [1,T], 7(z)* = 2% ,. It may be observed from (BI)) that M*"
is the correlation matrix of p o 77!, which means that it is positive. It then
follows from lemma [5] that the matrixes

n
~ N,l N,k) __2mikl
M¥ = E M*¥ Fem N
k=—n
are positive. We also observe from this lemma that

MHE = % SR (34)

l=—n
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To prove that the matrix K 1™ is positive, it suffices (by lemma [B)) to prove
that K" is positive for all [ = (—n,...,n). Using @B4), we write

- 1 & " - _ 2mi(kl—mp) ~
KM = 020Z040 'OZras + 1 D ( > Akym)e® ) M

p=—n \m=—-nk=—n

Using the symmetry A(k, —m) = A(k,m), this can be rewritten in terms of
the spectral density AV of A, i.e.

- 1 < - -
K" = 020Zg41 'OZpsy + ~ > AN ()M

p=—n

Hence, for W € S, we have

tiir N, . n2 21n~N tras Ay,
WESW = 02(0Z20, W)+ - 3 A (z,p)( WAL pW). (35)
p=—n

This is positive because the spectral density AV is positive and ‘WM a7
is positive. [

4.1.2 Infinite number of neurons

Given p in M7 (T?) we define a stationary Gaussian process G* with values

in SZ. Tt will be seen that G* is the limit of G*" (where ;i is the N-
dimensional marginal of ) as N — oo, in the sense that the means and
covariances converge.

The mean is the same as the finite-dimensional case. That is, for all 7 the
mean of G}"" is given by ¢}', where

cf:j/ﬂyi_ldu(y),tzl,---,T,ieZ, and cff = 0, (36)

the above integral being independent of ¢+ due to the stationarity of .
We now define the covariance of G*. The definition of M** is analogous
to the previous definition, i.e.

Definition 5. Let M** k € Z be the (T + 1) x (T + 1) matrix defined by
(for s,t € [1,T7]),

MEF = / Yo_ e du(y). (37)
TZ

If s =0 ort =0, then M"" = 0.
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These matrixes satisfy ‘M#**F = M=% because of the stationarity of
p. Furthermore, they feature a spectral representation, i.e. there exists
a (T + 1) x (T + 1) matrix-valued measure M* = (M"), —o... 7 with the
following properties. Each MS‘; is a complex measure on [—m, w| of finite
total variation and such that

1 T -
M“v’f:§ / e* MM (dw). (38)

—T

Furthermore, for all vectors W € RT*', ‘WM (dw)W is a positive measure
on [—m,m|.
The covariance between elements G** and G*'** is defined to be

K"F = 026,0Z741 "OZriy + Z Ak, D) M*™, (39)
l=—0o0

We note that the above summation converges for all k € Z since the series
(A(k, 1))k 1ez is absolutely convergent and the elements of M*! are bounded
by £1 for all [ € Z. We next prove that the sequence (K"*).cy admits
a spectral representation (which in turn implies that K* is a well-defined
covariance operator).

Proposition 12. The sequence (K**)cp has spectral density K" given by
By 1 (7. .
K*(w) = 0*°0Zpy1 'OZpy1 + %/ A(w,v)M (dy).

That is, K" is positive and satisfies

1 oL
Kb = — [ ™K w)dw.
o /_ 7Te (w)dw
Proof. First we prove that the matrix function
Kr'(w)= Y  Kmhemke
k=—o00

is well-defined on [—7, 7| and is equal to the expression in the statement of
the proposition. Afterwards, we will prove that K* is positive.
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From (B9) we obtain that, for all s,t € [0, 7],

[KGEI < TO6 + > Ak D). (40)

l=—0c0

This shows that, because by () the series (A(k, 1))k, icz is absolutely conver-
gent, K*(w) is well-defined on [—, 7.
Using ([B8) we write

N 1 [T e e . N
KH(w) = 920ZT+1tOZT+1+%/ ( Z Z A(k,m)e_l(kw_m7)> M*¥(dry).

m=—00 k=—00

Using the symmetry A(k,—m) = A(k,m) this can be rewritten in terms of
the spectral density A of A

_ 1 [ N
K"(w) = 0°0Zg11'O%p41 + %/ Aw,v)M*(dv).

We note that K*(w) is positive, because for all vectors W of RT+!,

WRHW = (02 W)+ o= [ Awoon) (W a)W).
™

—Tr

the spectral density A is positive and the measure Y M (dv)W is positive.
!

The finite-dimensional system ‘converges’ to the infinite-dimensional sys-
tem in the following sense. In what follows, we use the Frobenius norm on the
(T+1)-dimensional matrices. We write K*" (w) = S0 K" Fexp(—ikw).
Note that for |j| < n, K*"(2rj/N) = K#"-. The lemma below follows
directly from the absolute convergence of >, [A(j, k)|.

Lemma 13. Fiz p € M{ (T?%). For all ¢, there exists an N such that for

all M > N and all j such that 2|j|+1 < M, | K3 — Kmi|| < e and for all
we [-m 7], |k (W) — K*w)| <e.

Lemma 14. The eigenvalues of K" and K*(w) are upperbounded by

prc Z (T +1) (62 + A™™) |

where A*“™ s defined in ().
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Proof. Let W € S. In the finite-dimensional case, we find from (B3]), (@),
and ([7) that

- 1 & -
t N1 2 2 sum t N
WEW < (T + 1)[WIP + A" S (WM“ PW).

p=—n

= 0X(T + 1)|W > + A*“™ W M+ O

The eigenvalues of M*" 0 are all positive (since it is a covariance matrix),
which means that each eigenvalue is upperbounded by the trace, which in
turn is upperbounded by 7"+ 1. Through taking the limit N — oo we also
obtain the upperbound for K*(w). O

We let 44" = K “N(U2IdN(T+1) + K#)=1. This is well-defined because
K" is diagonalizable (being symmetric and real) and has positive eigenval-
ues. Furthermore, it follows from lemma [ that this is even block circulant,
with symmetric blocks A*"* (k= —n,--- n) and that

A= N AR = R (0% Tdgy + K T (41)

k=—n

In the limit N — oo we may define
At (w) = K*(w)(0Tdryy + K*(w))™!

as the product of two functions defined on [—7, 7| whose Fourier series are ab-
solutely convergent. The Fourier series of (¢2Idy1 + K*(w))~! is absolutely
convergent as a consequence of Wiener’s theorem because the eigenvalues of
0?1dry; + K*(w) are strictly positive. Hence the Fourier series of A*(w), i.e.
(A#K) ez, is absolutely convergent. We thus find that, for [ € Z,

1 T . N
wl . = m ilw — T il
ARt = o _WA (w)e™dw A}l_r)ICl)OA , (42)
and .
At(w) = Y Al
l=—00

Let A*™ (w) = D APk exp(—ikw) and note that for [j| < n,
AN (2mj /N) = A"
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Lemma 15. The map B — B(o*ldp, + B)™' is Lipschitz over the set
A= {K" (), KMw) : p € ME(T?),N > 0,w € [—m,n[}. That is, there
exists a positive constant Ay, such that for all By, By € A,

|Bi(0*ld sy + By) ™" = Ba(0®Idrsy + Bo) 7| < Awpl| By — Bl

Proof. The eigenvalues A of the matrixes in A satisfy 0 < A < pg. Thus,
both B and (¢*Idr,; + B)~! are bounded in the operator norm (which is
equal to the largest eigenvalue) for all B € A. They are thus bounded over
every matrix norm (as the matrix norms are all equivalent). The first term
is clearly Lipschitz, and the second term is also Lipschitz because

(0'2IdT+1 + Bl)_l — (UzldT_H + Bg)_l
= (0MIdr41 4 B1) ™ (By — B1) (0°ldpgs + By) ™t
]
The following lemma is a consequence of lemmas [13] and

Lemma 16. Fiz p € M (T*). For all ¢, there exists an N such that for
all M > N and all w € [, 7, |A*" (w) — A(w)| <e.

The above-defined matrices have the following ‘uniform convergence’ prop-
erties.

Proposition 17. Fiz v € M{ (T?*). For all € > 0, there exists an open
neighbourhood V.(v) such that for all p € V.(v), all s,t € [0,T] and all
w € [—m, 7,

Kw) - Kyw)| <e, (43)
A (w) = Aty(w)| <, (44)
¢~ <e, (45)

and for all N > 0, and for all k such that |k| < n,

KRG <, (46)
and . e
A - At <e. (47)
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Proof. The bounds are evident if s =0 or ¢ = 0 as the elements are all zero,
hence we may assume that s and ¢ are nonzero throughout this proof. Let u
be in MY (T%) and w € [—m, 7[. We have

Kly(w) — K%(w) = Z (K1 — KRy ek,

k=—00

Using (BY) we have

Kh(w) = KGw) = > Ak, (MY = Myhe ™,

k,=—o00

hence
o0

Kﬁt(w) - f{;/t(w)‘ < Z |A(K, D) /T2L ‘xg—lxllt—l - yg—lyz{,—l‘ L (da, dy),

k=—o00

where L = 2|l| + 1 and £?* has marginals pu’ and vL. Since |29 2! | —

vyl | < 2dp(mpx, wry), we find (through (I6)) that
4 w) = Kiw)| < 2d(n.v).

Thus for (43) to be satisfied, it suffices for us to stipulate that V.(v) is a ball
of radius less than fe (with respect to the distance metric in (IG)). Similar
reasoning dictates that ({6 is satisfied too.

However in light of lemma [IH] it is evident that we may take the radius
of V.(v) to be sufficiently small that ({#3)), (46) and ([@T) are satisfied. In fact
(44)) is also satisfied, as it may be obtained by taking the limit as N — oo of
([@7). Since ¢* is determined by the one-dimensional marginal of i, it follows
from the definition of the metric in ([I6]) that we may take the radius of V.(v)
to be sufficiently small that (%) is satisfied too. O

A direct consequence of the above proposition is that c*, K “N, Kr, A
and A" are continuous with respect to p.

4.2 Definition of the functional I

We have previously (in (8) and (29])) defined a functional I" := I"; + I’y on
the image of V. We now extend these definitions to functionals I';,T5 :
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MIS(TN ) — R. It will be seen that these functionals asymptote to a limit
as N — o0, so that we may consider I'; and I'y to be defined on M7 (T%)
as well.

Let € M7 ,(T?), and let (4")n>1 be the N-dimensional marginals of
w (for N =2n + 1 odd).

4.2.1 I}
We define

1 1 N

Because of lemma [I1] the spectrum of K g positive, that of Idy 1) +
J%K i g strictly positive and the above expression has a sense. Moreover,
Fl(MN> S 0.

We now define 'y (i) = limy 00 I'1 (12
that this is well-defined.

N). The following lemma indicates

Lemma 18. When N goes to infinity the limit of [{AS)) is given by

Ty () = —ﬁ /_ 7; log (det (IdT+1 + %f(“(w))) o (49)

for all € MY (T%).
Proof. Through lemma B, we have that
(™) = _ L i log ( det ( Idp y + o 2K"" 2l (50)
B )= 2Nl:—n g T+1 N )

where we recall that K*" (=) = K+ Since, by lemma I3, K*" (w) con-
verges uniformly to K*(w), it is evident that the above expression converges
to the desired result. O

Proposition 19. I'y is bounded below and continuous on both M (T™) and

M (T?).
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N

Proof. Applying lemmalBin the case of Z = (G —e™ ... Grn— ™),

a=0,b=0"2 we write
exp  —55 37 l6H -
202 — '
Using Jensen’s inequality we have
N ]. N N
Z G e H2] = 5B 1670 =]

By definition of K", the righthand side is equal to —55Trace(K*"°).
From (32), we find that

1
Dy (™) = NlogE

Iy () >

2N2

Trace(K*" %) = T6> + Z A0, m) Trace(M*" ™).

m=—n

It follows from the definition (31]) that
0 < |Trace(M*" ™| < T.

We obtain

Trace(K* %) < T (e? + ) \A(O,m)\) < T (67 4+ A*™)

Hence
Ti(p™) > =B,
where
B = o (62 + A7), (51)
202

It follows from lemma [I§ that —f3; is a lower bound for I'; (i) as well.
The continuity (over both M7 (T™) and M (T?#)) follows from the

expressions ([A8)) and (@J), continuity of the applications pN = K* and
wu — K* (proposition [I7) and the continuity of the determinant. 0
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4.2.2 T,
We define, analogously to (29),

k=—nt,s=0

La(p) = 2(17/ (Z D AT ) =)ok = )+
wﬂwuw@ dv), (52)

2
with || |2 = EtT:o <c,ﬁ‘ N) and y defined in definition 2l This quantity is

finite in the subset £ of MIS(TN_) defined in definition @ If x~ ¢ £J, then
we set Ty (plV) = oc.
We define

Po(p) = lim To(p™),

N—o0

where 1V is the N-dimensional marginal of p. If u ¢ & then puv ¢ &N
and T'y(p) = 0o. We assume throughout the rest of this section that p €
MT(T?) is in &. This means that the spectral measure 0" (as given in
[B0)) exists. The following proposition indicates that I's() is well-defined.

Proposition 20. If the measure p is in E, i.e. if EE[|[v°]|?] < oo, then
Co(p) is finite and writes

o) = 53 (52 [ ) )

R (AP(0) — Tdps, e 4 2EE [%O(IdT+l - AM(O))CMD .

The “:7 symbol indicates the double contraction on the indexes. One also
has

1 L =
Fo(p) = 557 (JEE‘O Z /SZ L0 — ey AR Rk — o) dg(v)
k=—n

+2EE(c,0%)] — [l*]%) -
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Proof. We note firstly that c“iv = ¢". Using (30), the stationarity of p and
the fact that S27__ A*"F = A#"(0), we have

I . Njo -
Lo(p) = 47?02/ exp(ikw) AP F - o1 (dw)
T k=—n
! vty — ter AP (0)0°d Lton (1dpoy — A (0)) . (53
b g ) =1 A 0 (o) + e (1 = A7) & (53)

From the spectral representation of AR we find that

Py(u) = — / A () 5 (dw)

- 2
Ao -

4%ﬂ%Wmﬂﬁ@Wwﬂ+%ﬂ%mm—MWW&(w
Since (according to proposition [6) A" (w) converges uniformly to A*(w) as
N — oo, it follows by dominated convergence that I's(u) converges to the
expression in the proposition.

The second expression for I'y(p) follows analogously, although this time
we make use of the fact that the partial sums of the Fourier Series of A*
converge uniformly to Ar (because the Fourier Series is absolutely conver-
gent). O

~ We next obtain more information about the eigenvalues of the matrices
Ark = A (21 (where k = —n,...,n) and A*(w).

Lemma 21. There exists a < 1, such that for all N, p and w, the eigenvalues
of Ar™MFk - Ar(w) and A*" are less than or equal to o.

Proof. By lemmal[Id] the eigenvalues of K*(w) are positive and upperbounded

by pk. Since K*(w) and (02IdT+1 + f(“(w)>_ are coaxial (because K" is
real and symmetric and therefore diagonalisable), we may take

PK
0%+ px

This upperbound also holds for A#"+*, and for the eigenvalues of A*" because
of lemma O
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We wish to prove that T'y(u!Y) is lower semicontinuous. A consequence
of this will be that T'y(”) is measureable with respect to B(M; (TV)). In
order to do this, we must first prove that its integrand possesses a lower
bound. We do this by diagonalising AR into its spectral representation.
We use the fact that the measure p” is stationary to rewrite (52) in a

more symmetric fashion,

1 1 «— LNy N N
Ly(u?) = ﬁ/&‘f\’ (N Z Z e . e (e
2 <vj—c~N,cuN>+||c“”||2) W (d), (55)

where we recall that the neuron-indexing is taken modulo N. Define the N
(T + 1)-dimensional vectors

N
k k_c,u

w® =0 , k=-n,--- ., n.

We use ({I)) to replace AR by its Fourier representation, so that the
quadratic component of the above expression becomes

n

N § : § :tijMN7kwk+j: RE § : tijMN7lwk+j62ﬂ](}kl‘

k=—nj=—n J.k,l=—n

Using the shift property of the Discrete Fourier Transform we write
77/ 2 !
- 2mikl Tij
Z wk'HQT = 'le*e_TJ’
k=—n
where the * denotes the complex conjugate. Finally we obtain
i Xn: tpd AR Aqpkti — L Zn: tt AR Lt *
N - ON? ‘
jk=—n l=—n

We notice that each of the terms in the above summation is positive. Indeed
for all I A*™! is real and symmetric positive, hence

Lt AP bt = "Re(@h) AP 'Re (@) + Tm(@h) A*™ Hm(a!).
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The linear term = Z]__n@ﬂ — ™ eV writes Z (w°, ™). We conclude
that the mtegrand in the definition of [y(1?) is equal to 1/(20?) times

I < - 2
- >t At N@O,CM + [l )12, (56)
l=—n

In order to show that this expression is bounded below, it is sufficient to
show that

1 ~ 2
w7 AT+ = (@, ), (57)
is bounded below, where we have made use of the fact that @ is real. Let
Kr0 = om” D”N tO”N where D*" is diagonal and O"" is orthonormal. We

define X = O*" 4", so that (&) is equal to

T

1

ﬁtXD“ (0X1drsy + D*Y) § X, (58)
t=0

where O} " is the #-th column vector of O*". In order that (B8) is bounded
below, we require that the coefficient of X converges to zero when DH does.
The following lemma is sufficient.

Lemma 22. For each 0 <t <T,

Proof. If J = 0 the conclusion is evident, thus we assume throughout this
proof that J # 0. It follows from the definition that

- Y e
Expressing K #¥om i terms of the matrixes M*" * we write
"0 = 0°0%Z41 ' 0%y + »_ AV(m, k)M F
k,m=—n
Since D! = tOF K#¥ 001" we find that
N

DE = 62(0Z741, 082+ 3 AN (kym) tOR M RO

k,m=—n
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We introduce the matrixes (L“N’k)k:_n,...vn, where for 1 < s,t <T,
N,k‘ N,k‘ . _ k _
Ly "= MG " - = /FN (Yo1 — - (Wi — Ty) 1 (dy)

where ¢ = %—C“N. We define L‘s‘tN’k =0ifs=0ort=0.

These matrices have the same properties as the matrixes M*" %, in par-
ticular their spectral representation (E“N’l)l:_n,...,n is positive. Using this
spectral representation we write

- 1 < - -
DY = 02(0Zpyr, OF" V2 4+AN (0, 0) (e, 0#”>2+N ST AN, o Loy

l=—n

and since AN (0, —1) is positive for all [ = —n,--- ,n and tOfo/“N’lOfN is
positive for all t =1,--- T, we have
Dg > T<Cu 705 >27

and the conclusion follows from assumption ().
0

We may use the previous lemma to obtain a lower-bound for the quadratic
form (B8]). We recall the easily-proved identity from the calculus of quadratics

that, for all z € R,
b2
ax® + 2bx > ——.
a

We therefore find, through lemma 22] that (G8]) is greater than or equal to

J? L J? - N
B /~\min (T + 1)02 - Z Dg - _/NXmin <(T + 1)02 + Trace(KM 70))> ’

= (59)

. - N
Since K* 0 =57 K®** and

K" = 626,0Z041 ' 0Zga + Y Ak, m)M™™,

m=—-n

it follows that .
Trace(K" ") < (T +1) (6> + A*™).
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Putting all this together we find that the integrand of I'y(u) (we denote
this ¢V further below) is greater than —3,, where

(T +1)J?

S (00O AT (60)

B =

Note that we have ‘recollected’ the factor of 1/202. This is a ‘universal’ con-
stant which depends only on the model parameters and not on the particular
measure /.

We then have the following proposition.
Proposition 23. I'y(p?) is lower-semicontinous.

Proof. We take the integrand of (B5]) and ‘shift’” it up, so that it is positive.
That is, we define

n

8 0) = ot 5 (% Do @ =) e P

202 ,
j=—n
N Z Z DA (v k“—C“N)), (61)
k=—nj=—n

which, as we have just proved, is greater than or equal to zero. We define
PN (N, v) = 1, 0N (0N, v), where v € By if N7 YT [[o7|]P < M. We
also define

M) = [ 6" o) (@) = o

Suppose that pl — Y with respect to the weak topology. Observe that

2% - 1G] < | [ 6o o) [ oM, o)

SN
[ o) = [N o ).

SN
We may infer from the above expression that I'}(u) is continuous (with
respect to V) for the following reasons. The first term on the right hand side

converges to zero because ¢™'* is continuous and bounded (with respect to
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v). The second term converges to zero because ¢™"M (u, v) is a continuous
function of ', see proposition [I7l

Since T2 (V) grows to Ta(u?) as M — oo, we may conclude that Ty (u)
is lower semicontinuous with respect to pu'. O

We define T'(u™) = I'y(u) + Ta(p?Y). We may conclude from proposi-
tions M9 and 23] that I" is measureable. It thus follows from definition Bl and
proposition [I0 that

Corollary 24. The Radon-Nikodym derivative of IV with respect to R is
given by
d}TN(M) = exp(NT'(p™)),
where p denotes the N-dimensional marginal of .
We have the following alternative expression for I'(u™).

Proposition 25. T'(u”) is given by the following expression

D) =

1 - 1, e Loawao)|

¥ /., losE il__[nexp <§<U G =S IE )] " (dv). (62)
Proof. This is a matter of applying lemma [0l in the case of
Z = (G“N’_”, e ,G“N’”), a= J%(v‘”, <o "), and b = 0—12, using the expres-
sion (@) for I'y(u™), and the fact that the measure p™ € MY (TV). O

5 The large deviation principle

In this section we prove the principle result of this paper (Theorem ), that
the image laws IT%V satisfy an LDP with good rate function H (to be defined
below). We do this by firstly establishing an LDP for the image law with
uncoupled weights (R"), and then use the Radon-Nikodym derivative of
corollary 24 to establish the full LDP. Therefore our first task is to write the
LDP governing RV,

Let 1 € M7 (T#). The Kiillback-Leibler divergence, noted I® (', P¥N),
of uV with respect to PN = (PZ)N is defined as

du™N du™
](2) N P®N — / 1 dP®N
(,LL ’ ) N 08 dP®N | dP®N ’
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if 1V is absolutely continuous with respect to PV, and I® (uN, P®N) = o0
otherwise. The process-level entropy of p with respect to PZ is defined to be

1
I, Py = Jim 1P (™, PEY). (63)

N—oo

RY is governed by the following large deviation principle 21, 2]. If F is
a closed set, then

lim N~ 'log RN (F) < — inf 1®(u, PZ),

N—o00 neEF

and for all open sets O

lim N~'log RV (0) > — ing 1® (u, PZ).
ne

N—o00
We note the following two properties of 1),

Lemma 26. I®) is a good rate function (i.e. its level sets are compact). In
addition, the set of measures { RN} is exponentially tight. This means that,
for all 0 < a < oo, there exists a compact set K, C M (T?) such that for
all N

lim N~ 'log RY (K¢) < —a.

N—o00

Proof. The fact that I is a good rate function is proved in Ellis [23]. In
turn, a sequence of probability measures (such as { RV}) over a Polish Space
satisfying a large deviations upper bound with a good rate function is expo-

nentially tight [19]. O

Before we move to a statement of the LDP governing IV, we prove the
following relationship between the set & (see definition []) and the set of sta-
tionary measures which have a finite Kiillback-Leibler information or process
level entropy with respect to PZ.

Lemma 27. We have
{pe MIS(TZ), 1(3)(,u, PZ) < oo} C &s.

Proof. Let € M (T#). We use the classical result that

1@, PNy = sup / pdp™ —log / exp(p) dPEN ) .
peCH(TN) TN TN
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We let p(y) = 35—, [IV*I” and ¢ = ap(¥(fH(z™)),..., W(f~ (")),
where VU is given in (I2) and a > 0. The function py(z) = p(2)L,@)<m
is in Cy(T?), hence for all a > 0

a/ o dp Slog/ exp(apy) dPEN + 1@ (N, PEN).
TN TN

According to proposition [l P o ¥~ ~ A(07y1,0%Idr, ). Hence, as soon as
1 — 2a0? > 0, we obtain using an easy Gaussian computation that

N(T +1
log/ exp(ap) dP®N = NI+
TN 2
By dominated convergence, letting M — oo, we write

a / pdp” <log / exp(ap) dP®N + 1@ (uN, PEN).
™ TN

log(1 — 2ac?).

Hence, since [y pdp™ = NEE[||v°]|?], we have

(T+1) 1) (N, PEY)
)

By taking the limit N — oo we obtain the result. O

aBE[|[v°]?] < — log(1 — 2ac?) +

We are now in a position to define what will be the rate function of the
LDP governing I1%V.

Definition 6. Let H be the function M (T%) = R U {400} defined by

[ oo if I®)(u, PE) =00
Hiw = { I3 (u, P%) —T(n) otherwise.

Note that because of proposition 20 and lemma 27, whenever I® (u, P%)
is finite, so is ['(). It also needs to be noted that, for all N and z € T,
/:LN(LL’) c 82.

Our proof of the principal result, Theorem [2, of this paper will occur in
several steps. We prove in sections 5.1l and [5.3] that IIV satisfies a weak LDP,
i.e. that it satisfies (IT) when F' is compact and (8] for all open O. We also
prove in section B2 that {11} is exponentially tight, and we prove in section
LAl that H is a good rate function. It directly follows from these results that
[TV satisfies a strong LDP with good rate function H [19]. Finally, in section
we prove that H has a unique minimum which iV converges to weakly as
N — oo.
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5.1 Lower bound on the open sets
We prove the second half of proposition
Lemma 28. For all open sets O,

lim N~'log IY(0O) > — inf H(p).

N—o0 neo

Proof. From the expression for the Radon-Nikodym derivative in corollary
we have

1(0) = [ exp (NT(:%) d ()
0
If ;1 € O is such that I®(u, PZ) = oo, then H(u) = co and evidently
lim N~ log TV (0) > —H (u). (64)

N—o00
We now prove (64)) for all 2 € O such that I®)(u, P%) < co. Let € > 0 and
ZN(u) € O be an open neighbourhood containing y such that
inf e v T(YY) > T(p) — €. Such {ZN (1)} exist for all N because of the
lower semi-continuity of I'(u") (see proposition 23)) and the fact that the
projection p — p!¥ is clearly continuous. Then

lim N~ 'log [1Y(0) = lim N‘llog/ exp(NT(yY))dR" (v)
O

N—o00 N—oo
> lim N~ 'log (RN(Z;V) X inf exp(NF(*yN))>
N—oo YEZY (1)

> I (u, P%)+ lim inf T(yV)

N—ooYEZN (1)

I, P") + lim T(pu) — e

N—o0

v

— I (u,)P% 4+ T() — e.

The last equality follows from lemma and proposition 20 Since € is
arbitrary, we may take the limit as € — 0 to obtain (64]). Since (64)) is true
for all 4 € O the lemma is proved. O

5.2 Exponential Tightness of IT"V

We recall that if p € M7 (T%) but p & &, then I®(u, P%) = (1) = oo.
Otherwise, I® and T satisfy the following affine inequality.
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Proposition 29. There exist constants a > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that for all
RS MIS(TZ) N 52,

We have (from (G3])) that

I®(p, P%) = lim N'@ (pN, PoNY

N—o0

We recall that I®® may be expressed using the Fenchel-Legendre transform
as

1N, PoN)

= s ([ @ on [ e @) 69

N eCy(TN)

where ¢V is a continuous, bounded function on 7. We choose a specific
function ¢ to be N times the sum of I'; (1) and the integrand of I'y(u?)
(i.e. (BH)) to which we add the constant § = 1 4+ 55 to make it positive. In
detail, " (z) = ¢™ (v), where v/ = ¥(f (7)) and

8"(0) = N (C1(u") + 8) + 5.3 ( Do W AT = e

jk=—n
+2) (e v) - N||c“”r|2), (66)
j=—n

and = f1+P. f1 and Py are defined in equations (51]) and (60)), respectively.
¢" is continuous but not bounded in general. Hence we multiply it by
1||v||2§M(I) to obtain

o (@) = ™ (@) 1< (@),

which is continuous and bounded.
It follows from (63]) that, for all @ > 0,

a [ oa(x)p” (dr) <log / exp (agy(w)) PN (dw) + 1@ (u, PEY).
” r (67)
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We wish to use the dominated convergence theorem to prove that (67) holds
in the limit as M — oo.
We may do this using the following lemma,

Lemma 30. There exists a positive constant ¢ < oo and a > 1 such that,
for all N,

[rN exp(ag™ (x))P®N (dx) < exp(Nc+ aNp).

Proof. We find from proposition [I] that

| expad @) P (da) = [ explag® (o) (ao)
TN SN = —
We use the spectral representation of (B6) to rewrite the third term in (6]

as
n

1 1 N - -
— Bt AP 2(ct @) + Nt
N Y Y
l=—n
where
n
N _ 2mikl
W = E whe™ N l=—n,---,n,
k=—n
N N
and w* = v* —c*" | k= —n, -+ n. Because the sequence (v* —c* )p—_p.n

is real, the real part (Re(@!))j=_n.., of the sequence (w!);—_,.., is even and
the imaginary part (Im(@!));—_,..,, odd. We perform the bjective affine
change of variables in S

where, for s € [0, 7],

k

V2Re(w;*) k=-1,---,-n
ys = W

w, E=0
V2Im(@®)  k=1,---,n

Moreover, the sequence (A* *),—_, ., is symmetric even, which implies
that

n n

Z twlAuN,lwl* _ Z tyl;l“N’lyl.

l=—n l=—n
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We thus find that

04040 1 9(ck %) 4 N2+

1 & -
N > tylA“N’lyl)

=1

9V (h(w)) = NT1() + N+ <}V y

Under h, it is easy to check, using the properties of the Discrete Fourier
Transform, that

Dol = N DR + Ny + Net|?

Jj=-n l71=1
It follows that
N(T+1)

PN o b (dy) = (\/W)_ x

n T n
1 N . .
exp —2N0,2<Hy0+Nc“ ||2+Z||yﬂr|2> ITII avl (68)

ljl=1 t=0 j=—n

Hence we write

[ explag )2 ) = | explag (17 ) 0 1 ) =
exp(aN(Dy(p) + B)) x Gi x Gy,

where
—(T+1) 1

_(+/ 2

G, ( 27TNO’) /exp [QN 5 X
T
N

[y A0y 4 20N (e ") 4+ a2 = [y + Ne 2] | TT

and

a (\/W)_(N_”(TH)
2 = TINO

n T
/sw 5 ° P 3 S atyi Ay )| T] [ at-

lil=1 lj|=1t=0
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We assume that a > 1 is such that (1 — aa) > 0, where « is an upperbound
for the eigenvalues of A*" given in Lemma 21l We find

—(N=-1)(T+1)

G, < (VarNo?)

/5(1\71) P 2]\102 Z(aa _1 Hy H2 H det

ljl=1 lj|=1t=0

& : aa ,
= [T [ew (5551717) )

l71=1

where
Y7 ~ Npyi(0piq, No®Idr ),  |jl=1,---,n

The application of lemma [0l yields

B [exp (5 1Y7I)] = (1 = aa) @072,

and
G2 S (1 . aoz)_(N_l)(T+1)/2.
Similarly
a—1|ler™ |2 -1
G < expzv% x B [M —— YO+ —— (YO, ) |
where

YO ~ Np1(0p4q, No?Idpg ).
Another application of lemma [6] yields

(a — 1?2
2(1 — aa)o? -

(a = )]l |

Gy < expN
b= 202

X (1 —aa)"THD/2 x exp N

Since
Ty (u™) + 81 < B,

we have
Fl(,uN) + 8 <p.
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Putting all this together we obtain

/ exp(ag™ (z)) PPN (dx) < exp (Nc+aNp), (69)
TN
where T41 -1 )
c=—— 10g(1_aa>+a§0-2(1_aa)a [ |12 > 0.
]

We may now conclude the proof of the proposition.

Proof. We take M — oo and apply the dominated convergence theorem to
([67), noting that ¢} grows to ¢"v. We thus find that

a [ ¢M(x)p(dr) <log / exp (ag™ () PN (dw) + 1@ (™, PEY).

This and (69]) imply that, for all N,
aN (T(u™) + B) < Ne+aNB + 1P (uN, PPN,

as required. We divide both sides by a/N and let N — oo to obtain the
required result. 0

Proposition 31. The family {1V} is exponentially tight.
Proof. Let B € B(M{ (T?)). We have

mY(B) = / exp NT'(pN (2)) PPN (dx).
(AN)=1(B)

Through Hélder’s Inequality, we find that for any a > 1 such that 1 —aa > 0:

1
1

() < RYB) D ([ o @V ) PV )
(aN)~1(B)
Now it may be observed that NT'(4¥ (x)) = ¢ (x) — N3, where ®¥ is defined
by (G4]). It therefore follows from lemma B0 that

1V(B) < RN(B)~#) exp (%) . (70)
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By the exponential tightness of {RY} (as proved in lemma 26, for each
L > 0, there exists a compact set K such that

lim N~ 'log(RY(K$)) < —L.
N—o00
It may be seen that if we choose

B = KCL(L+§)

a—1

then we obtain from ([7Q) that

lim N~'logIV(B) < —L

N—oo

as required. O

5.3 Upper Bound on the Compact Sets

In this section we obtain an upper bound on the compact sets, i.e. the first
half of theorem [2] for F' is compact. Our method is to obtain an LDP for a
simplified Gaussian system (with fixed A” and ¢”), and then prove that this
converges to the required bound as v — pu.

5.3.1 An LDP for a Gaussian measure

We linearise I' in the following manner. Fix v € M (T#) and assume for
the moment that p € &. Let

n

v 1 14 14 14
F2(MN):2T‘_2/SN<Z t(UO—C)A’N’k(’Uk—C)—i—

k=—n

2 ("0 — ||C"||2) p (dv), (71)
where AVMF k= —n,--- nis the kth (T 4+ 1) x (T + 1) block of the
N(T +1) x N(T + 1) symmetric block circulant matrix

KV’N(O'2IdN(T+1) + KV’N)_l,

and K" is the N(T + 1) x N(T + 1) covariance matrix of the Gaussian
process (G"9);—_,.... , defined in section 1.2
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Let us also define
1 1,
Fiv(l/) = _ﬁ log det (IdN(T+1) + ;K ’N) s

and let
L (™) =17 (v) + Ty (u™).
We let T (1) = limy 00 % (pY), (for @ = 1 or 2) and find, using the seecond
identity in proposition 20, that
() = — (i /W A (w) : 0 (dw)
2 =552 \ on

2 A + RO + 245 ) (72

where o# = EE[¢°], and ©* is the spectral measure of the process (¥ o
f~Y(2")) ez given in BU). The spectral measure exists as long as pu € &, in
which case the above is finite. We recall that : denotes double contraction
on the indices.

Similarly to lemma [I8 we find that

s

. 1 1 -,

]\}1_{20 MY (v) = e <log det <IdT+1 + ;K (w))) dw =T1(v). (73)

For pu € &, we define H"(ju) = I®(u, P%) — T¥(p); for p ¢ &, we define

Y (p) =TY(u) = oo and HY(p) = oo. In fact it will be seen that H is the

rate function for the Gaussian Stationary Process Q¥ to be defined below.
We define the following measure over S™. For B € B(SY),

Q(B) = [ exp (VI 0) 2V(a0) (74)

This defines a law Q*" over 7" according to the correspondence in definition
2l We find that

=

1 _
QV’N(B) = (det (IdN(T+1) + EKV’N)) X

n

1 : ,
/BeXp 5o < Z t(,U] _ Cu)Au,N,k(vkﬂ _ Cu)+

j?k:_n

2) (¢ 07) — NIIC”II2)£®N(dv)- (75)

j=—n
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We note ¢V the N(T + 1)-dimensional vector obtained by concatenating N
times the vector ¢”. We also have that

1
ﬁ(ldN(T—i-l) — AN) = (0®Idn(rin) + K7Y) 7L

Thus, through proposition [I] we find that

N

-1
QV’N(B) = (271')_% <det (%(IdN(T_H) — AV’N)) )

1 v v v - d ]
/Bexp—?t (v =) (Idygry — A”Y) (v = V) H H dv]. (76)

j=—nt=0

It is seen that Q”’N is an N(T"+ 1)-dimensional Gaussian measure with mean
V| inverse covariance matrix U—lz(Id N(T+1) — A»N)and covariance matrix
02IdN(T+1) + KN Hence Q”’N is in MIS(SN).

We may thus define the measure Q" of a stationary Gaussian process

over the variables {v!};cz s—o... 7, with N-dimensional marginals given by
(fG). The corresponding infinite dimensional Gaussian measure Q" on S%

has covariance operator o?Id + K” and mean ¢”. It may be observed that

the spectral density of the covariance is o?Idy,, + K.
Let II"" be the image law of Q" under 2", i.e. for B € B(M{ (5%)),

gu,N(B) _ gj <£N c B) ‘

Lemma 32. The image law EV’N satisfies a strong LDP (in the manner of
proposition[D) with good rate function

H" () = 1% (p, P*) =T (p), (77)
where I® : MY (8%) — R U oo is defined analogously to (G3).

This result is deduced from [2, 21], see appendix[Al For B € B(M7 (T7)),
we define the image law

V(B) = Q'(i" € B) = Q" (1" € Vo f7(B)).

It follows from the contraction principle that if we write H"(u) := H"(p),
then =
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Corollary 33. The image law II"N satisfies a strong LDP with good rate
function
H" () = 1 (u, P") =T (p). (78)

In particular, we note that I®(y, P*) = I¥(p, P%).

5.3.2 An upper bound for IIV over compact sets

In this section we derive an upper bound for IIV over compact sets using
the LDP of the previous section. Before we do this, we require some lemmas
governing the ‘distance’ between I'V and I'. Let

Ci= sup  {JAT = AWM RV = KM, (79)
M>N,2|l|+1)<M

where we have taken the operator norm. Recall that K*™ and A*M are
defined in Section [£.3.1]

Lemma 34. For allv € M{ (T?%), C¥, is finite and
Cy —0as N = oc.

Proof. We recall from proposition 29 that K" (w) converges uniformly (in
w) to K%(w). The same holds for K" because this represents the partial
summation of an absolutely converging Fourier Series. That is, for fixed

w = 2rly /M, KZM 5 KV (w) as M — oo. The result then follows from
the equivalence of matrix norms. The proof for A is analogous. O

Lemma 35. There exists a constant Cy such that for all v in M{ (T%), all
e>0andall p e V. (v)Né&,

[T(1™) =T (™)| < Co(CR + e)(1+ EE[[[o°]).

Here V_(v) is the open neighbourhood defined in proposition[17, and p is given
in definition 2. B
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Proof. We firstly bound I';.

Tu(p™) =T (v)] <

% Zn: ‘log det (IdT+1 + a_2f(“N’l) — log det (IdT+1 + 0_2K"’N’l>’
I=—n
+ % l:zn_:n ‘log det (IdT+1 + U_zf(”N’l> — log det (IdT+1 + U_QK”’N’l) ’ )
(80)
It thus follows from proposition [[7 and lemma 4] that
T (u™) =TT (V)] < C3(CR + ),

for some constant Cjj which is independent of v and V.

It remains for us to bound I's. The proof uses a slightly modified version
of the spectral representation used in the proof of lemma BO. We perform
the bijective affine change of variables in SV

h:(v_n’... 7@”) — (y_n’... ’yn)7

where, for s € [0, 7],

V2Re(97F) k= —1,---,—n
ys =4 0 k=0 (81)
V2Im(o%)  k=1,---,n
(%), k = —n, - -+ ,n is the discrete Fourier transform of the sequence (v¥).

This allows us to write the integrand of Iy (1) (up to the factor 1/20?)
as

1 = s 2 . _
m Z tylAu,N,lyl + N(CV _ AV’N’OCV,y0> + tcuAu,N,OCu _ ||CV||2,

l=—n

Similarly we write the integrand for T'y(u'Y)

1 — - 2 - -
i Z byt AWyl 4 N(c“ — A0 y%) + b AN Och _ [

l=—n
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Hence we have
Do) = Ty (™) <

1 1 &= iy 5y 2 _
§§:w<ﬁ5§:wwJWWMWWW+NWhMMWH@M>g%h%@%

l=—n

where d,, = c* — & + ANO — A" Ockand e, = tet AR Ok — ||ct||? —
Ly AvNO e ||2. Here || AP — A»N4|| is the operator norm but ||d,,,|| is the
vector norm. We may bound the coefficients through the following identities.
It was proved in proposition [T that for all 0 < s,t < T, AgtN” — AZ;V < e

and |¢¥ — ¢#| < e. We may thus infer that ||A*"1 — A¥" || < (T + 1)e and
" — ¢#|| < (T 4 1)e. Furthermore, we have from lemma B4 that [|A*"! —
AN < % and ||¢’|| is bounded by T'.J? for all v.

We thus observe that

HAIU‘N’Z o AI/,N,ZH S HA”N’Z _ AVNJH _'_ ||AVN,I o AI/,N,ZH l — _n, - ’n’
Idoull < lle” = e + A7 0 = A0 4 | (A0 — A70) ¢,

‘ey’u‘ < |tCuAMN,OC,u _ tC”AVN’OCV‘ + ‘tcu (AVN,O B Au,N,O) CV‘.
It is evident from the above considerations that each of the above terms

is bounded by C*(C% + ¢€) for some constant C*. The lemma now follows
after consideration of the fact that [gp [[v*|?u(dv) = EE[||[v°)%], [|y°]* <

N0 |[v¥]|* and, because of the properties_of the discrete Fourier trans-

form . .
STIP =N (k). (82)

l=—n k=—n

O
We are now ready to begin the proof of the upper bound on compact sets.

Proposition 36. Let K be a compact subset of My (T*). Then
Jim N=tog(IIV(K)) < —infyx H.
—00

Proof. Fixe > 0. Let V_(v) be the open neighbourhood of v defined in propo-
sition [I7, and let V.(v) be its closure. Since K is compact and {V.(v)}, ek is
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an open cover, there exists an r and {v;}/_; such that K C {J_, V-(1;). We
find that

T AT—1 N ,
Jim N™log (H (L_Jl V() N K))

< sup lim N7'log (ITY (V(v;) N K)).

1<i<yr N—o0

It follows from the fact that g € &, lemma BH and the definition of IT
that

Y (Va(vi) N K) < / exp <NF”(/1N($))+
N ()€ V2 ()

NCy(e + C%) (1 = Z IIU’IP)) PEN(dz), (83)

j——n

where v/ = WU(f~1(27)). From the definition of Q*" in (74) and Holder’s
Inequality, for p, ¢ such that % + % =1, we have

IV(V.() N K) < (QWN (7Y (x) € Vo(w) NK))P D3, (84)
where
. U

D= / exp (qNC’o(e +CY) (1 +— Z ||v]||2>> Q"N (dx)

AN (2)eVe (v)NK N J—

=expgNCoy(e + C})x
/ exp (qu e+CY) (Z HUJ||2>> Q" (dv).
QN (v)eWof~1 (Ve (v)NK) p— =

We note from lemma [[4] that the eigenvalues of the covariance of Q’”’N are

upperbounded by % + pg. Thus for this integral to converge it is sufficient

that
1

~ 2(0% + pk)
This condition will always be satisfied for sufficiently small € and sufficiently
large N (since Cj — 0 as N — 00). By corollary B3]

lim N~ 'log (Q""N (4" (z) € Vo(u) NK)) < — inf  H"(u).  (86)

N—o0 HeV (1) NK

qCo(e +CF) < (85)
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We know that Q"“N is Stationary Gaussian with mean ¢** and covariance
o Idy(r41) + KN, We apply lemma [ to find

exp qCo(e + C) (Z ||v]||2> Q" (dv) <

/EN(U)E\IIOfl(Vs(Vi)ﬂK) i—n
(det ((1 —2qCo(e + CY)o 2)IdN(T+1 —2qCy(e + C"’i)K”i’N))_§ X

exp (2C5¢°((2 + CX)*) (Iner+n) ) BLn+n)c”) + NqCo(e + CF) [

’)

where 1y (41 is the N(T'4 1) x (T'+ 1) block matrix with each block Idp4
and

B = (0’ ldy sy +EK"N)((1-2C0q(e+C3) o) Idn(r11)—2Coq(e+CF) K N)

is a symmetric block circulant matrix.
We note B¥, k= —n,--- ,nits T x T blocks. We have

n

(1N(T+1) )B(lN(T—i-l) ) = NtCVi (Z Bk> = NtCViBOCVi,

k=—n

where BY is the 0th component of the spectral representation of the sequence
(B¥) e e Let v,, be the largest eigenvalue of B. Since (by lemma [3]) the
eigenvalues of B? are a subset of the eigenvalues of B, we have

"I+ B(nasnc”) < Nog [l
From the definition of B and through lemma [I4] we have

“ o’ + px
™S T 20 + OO0 + )

Hence we have, since 2<TJ?

exXp (203( (5 + CVZ)2t(1N(T+1)C )B(lN(T+1)C )) <

2.2 Vi\2/( ~2 72
exp <NT y 2C3¢% (e + CY) V(.a + pK)J )
1—2Coq(e + CY) (02 + pg)
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Since the determinant is the product of the eigenvalues, we similarly find
that

1
(det ((1 — 2Coq(e + CX)o*)dn(r+1) — 2Cog(e + CK;)KW’N)) * <
_N(T+D)

(1—2Coq(e + CY)(0® + pr)) *

Upon collecting the above inequalities, and noting that ||c¢’||?> < (T + 1).J2,
we find that
D < exp(Nshi(q,e)), (87)

where

s%i(q,e) = (T +1) (—% log (1 — 2Coq(e + C¥)(0” + px))

202¢°% (e + C)2(0* + pi ) J? ” 1 -
T 20+ C%) (02 + pk) T+ F7 ) )

We let s(q,e) = Nm shi(q,€), and find through lemma B4 that
—00

s(q,e) = (T +1) (—% log (1 —20qe(0® + pK))

202¢%c%(0? + pr) J? 1 -
Coe | =——+J .
T 2@+ o) T\ T T

Notice that s(g, ¢) is independent of v; and that s(q,e) — 0 as e — 0. Using

&), [BE) and (87) we thus find that

_ 1 1
Nlim N og(IIV(K)) < sup —— inf  H"(u) — =s(q, ).
—o0 q

1<i<r P peKnVe(vy)
Recall that H" (1) = oo for all p ¢ &. Thus if KN&; = (), we may infer that
]\}im N=tlog(IIV(K)) = —oo and the proposition is evident. Thus we may
—00

assume without loss of generality that inf,cx H" () = inf,cxne, H" (1).
Furthermore it follows from proposition 7 (below) that there exists a con-
stant C7 such that for all u € V.(1;) N &,

HY () > 1%, P) = T(p) — Cre(1 + 19 (u, P7)).
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We thus find that

lim N ' log(IIV(K)) <

N—oo
1. s(q,e) €
_Z (3) Zy(1 — _ _ 2\ e
» K2£2 ([ (:U“a P )(1 CIE) P(:u)) q + pCI>
We take ¢ — 0 and find, through the use of proposition 29, that
T— Al 1.
Jim N7 log(ITY(K)) < — inf (I, P") =T (1)) -
The proof may thus be completed by taking p — 1. O

Proposition 37. There exists a positive constant Cy such that, for all v
in M (T?)N &, all e > 0 and all p € V.(v) N & (where V(v) is the
neighbourhood defined in proposition [17),

() = T#(p)| < Cre (1419 (, P%)) . (88)

The proof is very similar to that of proposition 29, and we have therefore
left it in the Appendix.

5.4 H is a good rate function

Lemma 38. H(u) is lower-semi-continuous.

Proof. Fix p and let (fi,,,)m>0 converge weakly to p as m — oo. We let (y,,,)
be a subset such that lim H (u,,) = lim H(u,,, ). Suppose firstly that
m—0o0

m—ro0

m [® Zy _
Tim 1% (py,,,, P¥) = oo. (89)
From proposition 29 we have that, if p, € &, then
H(pp,) > (1-1) I® () — ¢, where a > 1 and ¢ > 0 are constants.
Otherwise, if p,,, ¢ & then (through lemma 27) H(p,,,) = oo. In either
case, we find that lim H (u,, ) = lim H(p,,, ) = 0o, so that in this instance
m—0oQ m—00

H is lower-semicontinuous at .
In the second instance, we assume that (89) does not hold, so that there
exists an M such that for all m > M, {I®® (y,,., P%)} is upperbounded (and
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by lemma 27, p,, € &). We then find that

m—o0 m—0o0
2 —hm HM(/”LPm) + —hm (Fl" - P)(:upm)
m—roo m—ro0

Recall that I'(u,,,) = [*m(p,,,). It follows from proposition B7 and the
boundedness of I®) (p,, ) that the second term is zero. However H* is

lower-semi-continuous [2], which allows us to conclude that lim H*(fx,,,) >
m—r0o0

H*(p) = H(p) as required. O

Because {II"} is exponentially tight and satisfies the weak LDP with rate
function H (p), the following corollary is immediate [20, Lemma 2.15].

Corollary 39. H(u) is a good rate function, i.e. the sets {p : H(u) < d}
are compact for all 6 € RY.

6 The unique minimum of the rate function

We first prove that there exists a unique minimum g, of the rate function,
before proving that I converges weakly to d,,. We finish by providing
explicit equations for p. which would facilitate its numerical simulation.

Lemma 40. For p,v € M{ (T?), H*(v) = 0 if and only if v = Q".

Proof. Using the correspondences in section [5.3.1] it suffices to prove that
H"(v) = 0if and only if v = Q". Let (K*F),ez be the Fourier Coefficients

2

of (021d + f(”) , l.e.

1
2

1 i ~
ook = L / exp (ikw) (a2ldT+1 + K“(w)) do.
T J_x

This is well-defined because o2Idr,; + K#(w) is symmetric and its eigenval-
ues are strictly positive. Let 7# : SZ — S% be the map v — (7#(v))F =
S Kk — ), and let P~ Nz i1(07, 1, Idryq).

The result in [21] stipulates that

1) = 19 (o () £F)
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In turn a contraction principle [23] dictates that
(3) my—1 pZ
19 (go (7)1, 22) > 0,

with equality if and only if v o (")~ = ﬁ?- We note that EOZ = Q"o
(7#)71, and that if H*(v) = I® ( o (TH)7L, PZ> < 00 then v is absolutely

continuous with respect to PZ (as noted in Section (.3.1]). The lemma now
follows from the fact that 7/ is 1s one-to-one on the set of all measures absolutely
continuous with respect to g?. ]

Proposition 41. There is a unique distribution . € Mfs(Tz) which min-
imises H. This distribution satisfies H () = 0.

Proof. By the previous lemma, it suffices to prove that there is a unique .
such that

QM = pe. (90)
Let F; be the o-algebra over T# generated by (z.)iez, r—o,..+, and F; the

o-algebra over 8% generated by (y.)icz r=o..+- We define the mapping L :
MY (TE) = M{(T?) by

p— L(p) = Q"

It follows from (@) that

o = 1T (91)

which is independent of p.

It may be inferred from the definitions in Section that the marginal
of L(p) = Q" over F; only depends upon the marginal of p over F; .
This follows from the fact that @Q"z (which determines Q"|r,) is com-

pletely determined by the means {¢';t = 0,...,s — 1} and covariances
{K!3: 5 € Zyu,v € [0,s—1]}. In turn, it may be observed from (B8] and (39)

uv

that these variables are determined by y|z, ,. Thus for any p, v € M7 (T?)
and t € [1, T, if
HFiy = VIFias
then
L), = LWz
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It follows from repeated application of the above identity that for any v
satisfying vz, = 7,
LT(V)\}—T = L(LT(V))\}—T‘ (92>

Defining
Me = LT(V>’ (93)

it follows from (O2) that p. satisfies (@0I).

Conversely if y = L(u) for some p, then we have that yu = L*(v) for
any v such that vz, , = . ,. Continuing this reasoning, we find that
pw = LT(v) for any v such that vz, = yz. But by @), since Q" = p, we
have 7 = p#. But we have just seen that any p satisfying p = L (v),
where vz, = p%, is uniquely defined by ([@3), which means that g = p.. O

Theorem 42. IIV converges weakly to 0,,, i.e., for all ® € Co(MT (T%)),

lim | ®(i" (2)) Q" (dw) = D(pe)

N—oo TN

Proof. The proof follows directly from the existence of an LDP for the mea-
sure Iy, see theorem 2] and is a straightforward adaptation of the one in
[34, Theorem 2.5.1]. O

We may use the proof of proposition ] to characterize the unique mea-
sure p. such that p. = Q"¢ in terms of its image p.. This characterization

allows one to directly numerically calculate p.. We characterize He TECUT-
sively (in time), by providing a method of determining |7 in ‘terms of
He|F,_,- However we must firstly outline explicitly the bijective correspon-

dence between fte|r, and fic|7,, as follows. For v € S, we write U~'(v) =

(U)o, ..., U v)r). We recall from (@) that U~'(v)y = ¥y (vg). The
coordinate ¥~1(v); is the affine function of vy, s = 0---¢ obtained from

equations (1)) and (I2))

B : B At
T (v), = Zvvt_,-jtvtllfol(vo)jt@z_ -
=0

Let \If(_t)l(v) : R — R be such that

\If&)l(vo, convg) = (Ut (o), U Hw)y, L U Hw),).
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where w € S is such that wy = v, for 0 < s < ¢. With the same notations as
in definition Bl we have |z, = p|7 0 ¥y o f7.

In the course of the previous proof we saw that ez = p&% and He|Fy =

N(0,02)®Z which gives us the first step in our induction. It remains for
us to explicitly outline how we determine p. 7, from g z,_, for each ¢ > 1.

We saw in the previous proof that both of these are Gaussian Processes. As
was explained, it suffices for us to provide expressions for ¢ and { K ;‘f” ,S =
0,...,t,j € Z} in terms of j7_, (note that K"/ is symmetric). The

other components of the mean and covariance of He|F, are the same as their
analogues in p7,_,. The mean is given by

o = J/ Vet Pl 7o (dy) = j/ (fo‘l’(il)(“)t—l)
. RS

where p! is the marginal distribution over one neuron.
The formula for K*<J can be obtained from equations (39) and (B7).
Indeed, we have

| Fe—1 (d’l}),

||Ch —

K#) = 0°0%p41 'OZrsa + Y A(j, ) MH,

l=—0

and

Mt = /Zy?_lyi_ldue(y) r,s>1.
T

If r =0 ors =0, then Mt<* = 0. This can be rewritten, in the case of
1<rs<t, as

Mpet = /Rt . <fo‘1’(t1 1)( )r—l) (fo‘l’(tl 1)( )5—1) &(O’I)Vt,l(dvodvl).

Here ,ue((” . (dv°dvt) is distributed as No((c”

Uy = = (o ely)

) K"y where

Clt—1) € (t—1)

K/"/ev Kuev

e,0 e
K0 [Kf K42 1)]
oy Ko

and K (‘f’l is the ¢t x t submatrix of K*e! composed of the elements from
times 0 to (t — 1).
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One cannot in practice numerically calculate all of the K (’fjj at each time
step, as there are an infinite number of neurons. However since A(j, k) must
decay to zero as either j or k asymptotes to infinity, we strongly expect that
if we only simulate N neurons, then the results will converge as N — oo.
We note that numerical simulation using the above procedure would likely
be highly unstable as one would expect errors to accumulate exponentially.
It is possible that numerical simulation of the spectral densities would be
much more accurate. We will explore these questions further in a subsequent

paper.

7 Conclusion

In this section we sketch out some important consequences of our work and
possible generalizations.

7.1 Important consequences

We note that the LDP of Moynot and Samuelides [34, [35] may be obtained
from ours by stipulating that A(a,b) is nonzero if and only if a = b = 0.
Their LDP may then be obtained by applying a contraction principle to our
LDP through taking the 1-dimensional marginal of i". More generally, for
any d € Z" one may obtain a process-level LDP governing the interaction of
each neuron with its d neighbours by applying a contraction principle to the
d—dimensional marginal of the empirical measure.
We state some implications of our results (particularly theorem [I).

Corollary 43. For all h € C,(T?%),

B B i N _
30 [ S ) Q) = [ hiw) dufa)

=N

Proof. It is sufficient to apply theoremE2]in the case where ® in Cy(M{ (T7))

is defined by
(p) = / hdp
TZ
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Since the proof of theorem only requires the use of the rightmost
inequality in the definition of the LDP, we can in fact obtain a quenched
convergence result through the use of the Borel-Cantelli lemma. We recall
that Q™ (J,0) is the conditional law of N neurons for given J and ©.

Theorem 44. For each closed set F' of M7 (T?) and for almost all (.J,0)

. 1 N ~N .
dim —log [Q7(J,0)(a" € F)] < — inf H(u).
Proof. The proof is a combination of Tchebyshev’s inequality and the Borel-

Cantelli lemma and is a straightforward adaptation of the one in [34) Theorem
2.5.4, Corollary 2.5.6]. O

This result allows us to state the quenched analog to theorem [421
Corollary 45. For all ® € Co(M{ (T?)) and for almost all (J,0) we have

lim [ ®(a"(2)) QV(J,0)(dx) = D(ue)

N—o0 TN

7.2 Possible extensions

Our results hold true if we assume that equation () is replaced by the more
general equation

it=—n

l n
Ug:Z’}/kUg_k—FZ lef( f_1)+9j+B§_1, j:—n,...,n t:l,...,T,
k=1

where [ is a positive integer strictly less than 7" (in practice much smaller).
This equation accounts for a more complicated ”intrinsic” dynamics of the
neurons, i.e. when they are uncoupled. The parameters v, £ = 1---1 must
satisfy some conditions to ensure stability of the uncoupled dynamics.

The extension to continuous time is certainly worth considering even
though we expect it to be quite difficult.

The hypothesis that the synaptic weights are Gaussian is somewhat unre-
alistic from the biological viewpoint. In his PhD thesis [34], Moynot has ob-
tained some promising preliminary results in the case of uncorrelated weights.
We think that this is also a promising avenue.

63



Moynot again, in his thesis, has extended the uncorrelated weights case, to
include two populations with different (Gaussian) statistics for each popula-
tion. This is also an important practical problem in neuroscience. Extending
Moynot’s result to the correlated case is probably a low hanging fruit.

Last but not least, the solutions of the equations for the mean and covari-
ance operator of the measure minimizing the rate function derived in section
and their numerical simulation are very much worth investigating and their
predictions confronted to biological measurements.

7.3 Discussion

In recent years there has been a lot of effort to mathematically justify neural-
field models, through some sort of asymptotic analysis of finite-size neural
networks. Many, if not most, of these models assume / prove some sort
of thermodynamic limit, whereby if one isolates a particular population of
neurons in a localised area of space, they are found to fire increasingly asyn-
chronously as the number in the population asymptotes to inﬁnityﬁ Indeed
this was the result of Moynot and Samuelides. However our results imply
that there are system-wide correlations between the neurons, even in the
asymptotic limit. The key reason why we do not have propagation of chaos
is that the Radon-Nikodym derivative % of the average laws in propo-
sition B cannot be tensored into N i.i.d. processes; whereas the simpler
assumptions on the weight function A in Moynot and Samuelides allow the
Radon-Nikodym derivative to be tensored. A very important implication of
our result is that the mean-field behaviour is insufficient to characterise the
behaviour of a population. Our limit process . is system-wide and ergodic.
Our work challenges the assumption held by some that one cannot have a
‘concise’ macroscopic description of a neural network without an assumption
of asynchronicity at the local population level.

The utility of this paper extends well beyond the identification of the limit
law p.. The LDP provides a powerful means of assessing how quickly the
empirical measure converges to its limit. In particular, it provides a means
of assessing the probability of finite size effects. For example if it could
be shown that the rate function H is sharply convex everywhere, then one
would be more confident that the system converges quickly to its limit law.
The rate functions of many classical LDPs, such as the one in lemma [32] are

6We noted in the introduction that this is termed propagation of chaos by some.
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indeed convex (in fact the rate function H”(-), for fixed v, is affine). However
it is not clear whether our rate function H is convex. Indeed if it could be
shown that the rate function H is not sharply convex, and in particular that
it has a local minimum at another point u,,, then perhaps if N is not too
great there could be a reasonable probability that the empirical measure lies
close to fi,. The upshot of this discussion is that further exploration of the
topology of the rate function H could be a very fruitful avenue of research
for assessing the probability of finite-size effects. It would be of interest to
compare our LDP with other analyses of the rate of convergence of neural
networks to their limits as the size asymptotes to infinity. This includes the
system-size expansion of Bressloff [5], the path-integral formulation of Buice
and Cowan [6] and the systematic expansion of the moments by (amongst

others) [28] 22| [7].
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A A comment on lemma

We firstly suppose that ¢” = 0, so that Q" is a centred stationary Gaussian

Process. We denote the corresponding image law by g”(;N . There exists an
LDP for g”(’]N with good rate function

1
HY () = 19, P) = —BE(0°)) — (T + 1) log o+
1

dro?

™

/_7r (Idp iy — AV (w)) : 0#(dw) + ﬁ/_ log det(o*Tdry; + K (w)) dw.
(94)

If 1 ¢ &, then the spectral density 0 does not exist (as we noted in ([B0))
and H}' is infinite. We now comment on how this expression ([94]) is obtained.
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The existence of an LDP for QS’N was proved by Baxter and Jain [2], al-
though they did not provide an explicit expression for the rate function. The
above expression for the rate function may be obtained through a straight-
forward extension of the proof in Donsker and Varadhan [21I]. Donsker and
Varadhan proved their expression (labelled (1.9) in their paper) in the case
of R%, finding (in their notation)

Hy(R) =E" [/_OO r(ylw) 10gr(yIW)dy] + % log 27

” 1 2 dG(’}/) 1 2
=) T dv+ - /0 log f(7)dy. (95)

Here R is a stationary measure in Mfs(]RZ) with regular conditional prob-
ability distribution r(y|w) and continuous spectral density G(vy). The sta-
tionary Gaussian process against which the entropy is taken has continuous
spectral density f(7v) : [0,27] — R and zero mean. We briefly explain how
this expression corresponds to ours.

Donsker and Varadhan obtained their expression H;(R) through a similar
technique to ours: they ‘diagonalise’ the covariance operator using a ‘moving
average’ transformation (note that the diagonalised variables in Donsker and
Varadhan have variance 1, whereas in our case they have variance o?). It is
easily shown that the transformed operator (which is analogous to our P%)
satisfies an LDP because the variables are independent and identically dis-
tributed. Recall that, in our model, the entropy of the ‘diagonalised’ system
is 1®(u, P%) = limy 0o N"H@ (N, PPN). In fact the terms I (u, P%) —
> EE[[[0°]?] in @) correspond to the terms EF[ [ r(y|w)logr(y|w)dy] +
1log 2 in ([@5) (this may be inferred from the expression (@) for I (p, PN)).

The expression

! / Mgy — A%(w)) : 5 (dw)

2
dro? J_ .

1
— lim N'EX 5% (IdN(T+1) — A”’N) v

N—oo

may be thought of as the asymptotic limit of the expectation of the quadratic

. . . 1 (27 dG(v)
form induced by the inverse covariance operator. It corresponds to ;- /; o)
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in ([@F)). Finally, the terms in (@4)) of the form

1 T ~
- / log det (0®Idr1) + K¥(w)) dw — (T + 1) log(o)

N det (0Idn(r41) + KV)
= lim §N log ( SN =T (v),

N—oo

are the asymptotic limit of the logarithm of the ratio of the determinant of
the original system divided by the determinant of the ‘diagonalised’ system.
They corresponds to the term ;- fo% log f(7v)dvy in ([@). The extension of the
proof in Donsker and Varadhan to our case is straightforward because & =
R is finite-dimensional and N~*logdet (o*Idy(r+1) + K*) is bounded
below by 2log o, although we must omit the details because of a shortage of
space.

We now use the rate function (@4 governing the zero-mean process to
establish an LDP for a process with nonzero mean ¢”. Let © : M (S%) —
M ,(8%) be the translation map, such that for measureable A, ©(u)(A) =
(A 4+ ¢”). Since

B+ [vOt0k] = EOW [(UO — c”) ! (vk — c”)], (96)
we find that
7 (dw) = 7°W (dw) + 27 (w) (¢t — EPW 10 — EOW 0] ‘). (97)

n— ¥ e 0" = ) under O,

Since i (v™", -+ ,v") is the image of 4" (v~
it follows from the Contraction Principle that there exists an LDP for g”’N
with rate function H"(u) := 28(9_1@)- Since A¥(0) is symmetric, we may

infer from (@4) and ([@7) that

H (1) = I9(07 (). P) — / " A (w) 5 (dw)
_Tﬂ (tCVAV(O)CV -9 tCVAV(O)EH[UO])—i-% /_: logdet(IdTH—i—a_zK"’(w)) dw.
(98)

We now determine an explicit expression for I®®(©7(n), P%). If 4V does

not possess a density then 7@ (", P#N) is infinite (becaﬁse pPeN possesses a
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density, and therefore HN is not absolutely continuous with respect to £®N ).

Otherwise, let the den;ity of uV be rY (v, o™). We find that

N
r= (v
](2)(HN>£®N) _ / log T ( ) -
- SN (2mo?) =77 exp(—gz 0|12

202

)) Y (v)dv, (99)

where dv =[[7__, [T._, dv’. Upon expansion, we find that

19O (). 2% = [ (tox (" 0+ )

———log(2 — # Vdv.
+ 5 og(2mo®) + 202||v|| ™ (v +¢”)dv
Thus

@) /a-1(,, N\ p®N @), N p®N N a0 N e
1O (), BN) = 10, oY) — X By — e (100

Noting that E£[v°] = o# (definition M), the identity (77) now follows from

@3), @), [73), @) and ([T00).

B Proof of Proposition 37

Proof. We have already proved that I'y is continuous in proposition It
thus suffices for us to prove that for some constant Cf,

%) — Talpt)| < Cre (1+ 1) (1, PB)) | (101)

Fix e. We define ®"(z) to be the integrand of CN (Ty(uY) — T4 (")) for
some positive constant C. Taking the expression from the proof of lemma
33, we have

n

C 1 TN v
o= L (L3 () )

=—n

Here y is defined in (8I). This is a continuous real function on 7% which is
unbounded. We have that

C (1 &, vy
P <5m (N D0 A = A 4 24 ) + N|ew\) .

l=—n
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In turn, using the identities in lemma B3 we find that &V < & where

max

C 1 % (YU - * (W
(I)anax = T‘Q (NC (CN + 6) Z ||ylH2 + 2<dl/,u7y0> + NC (CN + E)) .

l=—n

Note that &V

mae 1S integrable with respect to p because p € &. For M > 0,
let

Bty = {y: ®he.(y) < 0or [ly[> < NM}.
It may be observed that By, is compact, because the eigenvalues of the

quadratic form in @Y are strictly positive. It follows that ®" and ®Y  are

bounded over By, (for all M). Let @} be ® multiplied by the indicator

function over the set Bi'y;. Since ®}} is bounded and continuous, we find
from the Fenchel-Legendre transform that

/ Y, (y) 1N (de) < log / exp &Y (y) PEY (da) + 1Y, PEY). (102)
T~ ™

In order that [y exp ®),.(y) PN (dx) < oo, we stipulate that

C
c- G
C*(C¥ +¢)
for some constant 0 < C; < 1, where C* is given in lemma B3 Since

oY, < ®N  over By » we may apply the dominated convergence theorem

to (I02) (taking M — o0) to obtain
[ 0w an) <tog [ exp@uo) P (dn) + 190, PV
TN TN

We observe from proposition [[l and equation (82) that, under the trans-
formation h : v — y, £®N(dv) becomes

PN o b7 (dy) = Q) N (0741, No*Idr)dy'".

l=—n

An application of lemma [6] thus yields

NC,
202

_N(T+1) NC?
(1 — Cl) X exp m

/ exp O (y) PPN (d) = exp L
TN

Idull*. (103)
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We use the fact (proved in lemma B5)) that ||d,, .|| < C*(C% +¢) to find that
NC(Ty(p™) = Ty (™)) < Ns+ I (u™, PEY)

where

C, T+1 C?
=— — log(1 — —_—
T i = sy
We divide by NC' and take the limit as N — oco. The result (I0I)) follows
since, by lemma [34 C¥, — 0 as N — oo. O
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