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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 [31), 3], 4, B2] and Sompolinsky and his co-workers on the theoretical
physics side [42] 43], [12] 13]. Furthermore the large deviations of weakly in-
teracting diffusions has been extensively studied by Dawson, Gartner and
co-workers [17, [18, [16]. 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 [41] 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 [28, 33, 26]. 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, 136, 37, 10, B9]. 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) [36].

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
[34] for a biological viewpoint, and [19, 28, 26] 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 [36] B7] 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 [36] 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 [42} [43] and
in Mathematics by Alice Guionnet [32] 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 [I4] 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 [35] and the un-
derlying mathematical tools are those of the theory of point-processes [15].
Important results have been obtained in this framework by Gerstner and his
collaborators, e.g. [29, 27] 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 [§].
In the case of spiking neurons but with a continuous dynamics (unlike that of
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[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 M) is that the image law IIYV of
QY through i 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 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 . defined on a transformed set of
trajectories TZ. This is potentially very useful for applications since . 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 Bl 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, ¥, [TV and the image RY through iV of the
law of the uncoupled neurons. We state the principle result of this paper in
Theorem Ml In section 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 [3] 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



RY for any measure in M{ (T%). Using these results, section His dedicated
to the proof of the existence of a strong LDP for the measure IT"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
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 co. The state of the neurons
is described either by the rate variables (Xg ,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 which we assume to be Lipschitz
continuous. Its Lipschitz constant is noted k. 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.

2.1 The model equations

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

U =qUl + > TN fUL)+6;+Bl,, j=-n..n t=1...T (1)

=—n

This equation involves the parameters -, Ji]]\-f, ¢;, and Bf, 1, ] = —n,...,n,
t =0,...,7 —1. The initial conditions are discussed at the beginning of
section

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



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 60;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 JZ-]J\-[ s they are
random variables that we assume to be i.i.d. as N;(f, 6?), and independent
of the Jijsﬁ. We note © the N-dimensional random vector of the thresholds:

0= t(e—n>"' 7971)

The B/s represent random fluctuations of the membrane potential of neu-
ron 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 JZ-]]\-’ s are the synaptic weights. ij\-f represents the strength with which
the ‘presynaptic’ neuron j influences the ‘postsynaptic’ neuron i. They are
Gaussian random variables whose mean is given by

We note JV the N x N matrix of the synaptic weights:
N N
J — (JZ] )i7j:_n7...7n.
Their covariance is assumed to satisfy the following shift invariance property,

COU(JZ'J_;TJ]?Z) = COU(‘]Z'Z—Vi-m,j-i-nJli\-fi-m,l—i-n)
for all indexes i, 7, k, [ = —n,--- ,n and all integers m and n, the indexes
being taken modulo N. Here, and throughout this paper, ¢ mod N is taken
to lie between —n and n.
We stipulate the covariances through a covariance function A : Z? — R
and assume that they scale as 1/N. We write

coo(TYTN) = %A ((k — i) mod N, (I — j) mod N). )

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



The function A is even:
A(_k> _l) :A(k>l)a (3)

corresponding to the simultaneous exchange of the two presynaptic and post-
synaptic neurons (cov(J)) Jl)) = cov(Jl]JJ)!). 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 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, 1cz) is absolutely convergent, i.e.

o0

A= N AR D) < o0, (4)

k,l=—o00

and furthermore that

AP = i Ak, 1) >0 (5)

kil=—o00

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.

We let AN be the restriction of A to [—n,n]?, i.e. AN(i,5) = A(4,5) for
- <1,5 < n.

We next introduce the spectral properties of A that are crucial for the
results in this paper. We use the notation that if = is some quantity, T rep-
resents its Fourier transform in a sense that depends on the particular space
where z is defined. For example A is the 27 doubly periodic Fourier trans-
form of the function A whose properties are described in the next proposition.
Similarly, AV is the two-dimensional Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) of
the doubly periodic sequence A" .

Proposition 1. The sum A(wl,u@) of the absolutely convergent series
(A(k, l)em ket oy is continuous on [—m, 7[* and positive. The covari-
ance function A is recovered from the inverse Fourier transform of A:

1 ™ T '
A(l{?, l) = W/ / A(wl,wg)el(kw”lm) dwldw2
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Moreover there exists A™" > 0 such that
AN(0,0) > A™™ > 0., (6)
for all N's sufficiently large.

Proof. The existence and continuity of A(wy,w;) are a consequence of the
absolute convergence of the series (A(k,l))y 1ez) as is the inverse Fourier
relation between A and A. Being a covariance function (up to the scale
factor 1/N) AN (i, j) must be a positive function, i.e.

AN(pvq) Zovp7 q=-—"N,-,Nn,

where AV is the discrete Fourier transform (DFT) of the sequence (AN (k, 1))x. 1= ... .n

(since the eigenvalues of A" are given by its DFT, see lemma [6)). That is,

Z AN ]{Z l 27”(pk+ql p,qg=—-"n, - ,n, (7)

k,l=—n
with the inverse relation
N 278 (pk+ql)
AY N2 Z A p,
p,qg=—n

It is clear from the definitions that, if the series of integers (py) and (qy)
satisfy limy o0 2rpy /N = wy and limy o 27qn /N = wo, then

AN (pn, an) = Awr, ws),

and the positivity of Z\ follows from that of AN for all Ns.
The existence of A™" and the relation (@) follow from (&) and the con-
vergence of AY(0,0) to A(0,0) = A™in, O

2.2 The laws of the uncoupled and coupled processes

2.2.1 Preliminaries

We define T (resp. T7) to be the set RI*7] (resp. R T1) of finite sequences
(ut)i=0.... 7 (resp. (ug)i=1... 7) of length T'+ 1 (resp. T') of real numbers. TV
is the set of sequences (u™", -, u™) (N = 2n + 1) of elements of T.
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Similarly we note 7% the set of doubly infinite sequences of elements of
T. If uis in T% we note u’ its ith coordinate, an element of 7. Hence
U= (U")i=—oo-c0-

The shift operator S : TZ — TZ is defined by
(Su)' =u'tt, i€

Given the element u = (u™,...,u") of TV we form the doubly infinite
periodic sequence

u(N) = (.u" " u™u u u )

which is an element of T7%. We have (u(N))" = ul® mod ™),
We define the projection 7wy : T4 — TN (N = 2n + 1) to be my(u) =

—n

(u™",...,u"). The N-dimensional marginal ;" of a measure p in M7 (T%)
is such that p™ = oy,

We equip 7% with the projective topology, i.e. the topology generated
by the following metric. For u, v € TV, we define their distance dy(u,v) to
be

dy(u,v) = sup  |ul —0lf.
l71<n,0<s<T
This allows us to define the following metric over 7%, whereby if u,v € TZ,
then

d(u,v) = Z 27N (dy (myu, Tav) A 1). (8)

N=1

Equiped with this topology, 77 is Polish (a complete, separable metric
space).

The metrics dy and d generate, respectively, the Borelian o-algebras
B(TY) and B(T%). These Borelian o-algebras, also noted F» and Fr, re-
spectively, are generated by the coordinate functions (ui)i:_n...n,t:(]...T and
(ui)iezvtzo...T, respectively. We require later on the o-algebras F;, t =0---T
generated by the coordinate functions (ul)icz, s—o..1, and Fy 4, t = 1---T gen-
erated by the coordinate functions (Ui)iez,s:L--t- Similar definitions apply to
FY and FY,.

We note M (T%) (resp. M7 (T™)) the set of probability measures on
(T%, Fr) (vesp. (TN, F¥)). The marginal i, t = 0---T (respectively iy,
t = 1---T) of a probability measure u € M (T#) with respect to the
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variables (ul)iez r—o.... ¢ (respectively (u');ez r—1...+) is the restriction of u to
Fi (respectively to Fy,). Similar definitions apply to g’ and ', .
A strictly stationary measure p on (7%, Fr) satisfies

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

We note M7 (T%) the set of strictly stationary probability measures on 72
We now introduce the following empirical measure. Given an element
(u™,...,u") in TV we associate with it the measure, noted g™ (u™", ..., u"),

in M{,(T?#) defined by

1 n
N TN = MT(T?) such that  da™(u™, - u")(y) = I Z Osiun)(y)-

(9)

We next equip M (T%) 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 ,uN , VN e Mf(TN ), we note the Wasser-
stein distance induced by the metric krdy(u,v) A1,

Dy (™, V) = Eizgg{Eﬁ(kde(u,v) A1)}, (10)

where £y is a positive constant defined at the start of section 2 and J is the
set of all measures in M (7" x TV) with N-dimensional marginals p and
vN. For p,v € M (T#), we define

D(p,v) =2 knDy(p,v"), (11)
n=0
where N = 2n+ 1. Here k,, = max(\,,27") and \, = >0 |A(k,n)|. We
note that this metric is well-defined because Dy (u", ) < 1 and
>0 o kn < 00. It can be shown that M7 (T%) is Polish. The topology
corresponding to this metric generates a Borelian o-algebra which we denote
by B(M7 (T%)). The Borelian o-algebra on the set of stationary probability
measures is denoted by B(MT (T%)).

2.2.2 Coupled and uncoupled processes

We specify the initial conditions for () as /V i.i.d. random variables
(U3)j=—n,-.m- Let py be the individual law on R of Uj; it follows that the
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joint law of the variables is u$" on RN. We note P the law of the solution
to one of the uncoupled equations (1) where we take #; deterministic and
equal to 6 and Ji]]\-f =0,4, 7= —n,---,n. Pis the law of the solution to the
following stochastic difference equation:

U=vU,1+60+DB,_,t=1,---,T (12)

the law of the initial condition being g ;. This process can be characterized
exactly, as follows.
Let W : 7 — 7T be the continuous bijection

u="(ug, - ,ur) = ¥(u) = "(vo,vq,...,07), (13)

where vg = ug and for 1 < s < T,

vy =Vs(u) =us —yus_1—60 s=1,--- T. (14)
The following proposition is evident from equations (I2) and (I4]).

Proposition 2. The law P of the solution to ([[2)) writes
P = (NT(OT, UzldT) & ,u[) oV,

where Op is the T-dimensional vector of coordinates equal to 0 and Idr is the
T-dimensional identity matriz.

We later employ the convention that if v = (u™,...,u") € TV then
U(u) = (U(u™),...,¥(u")). Asimilar convention applies if u € TZ. We also
use the notation Wy 7 for the mapping 7 — T+ such that Uy 7 (u) = Uy(u),
s=1---T.

We reintroduce the coupling between the neurons, we note QV(J, ©) the
element of M (T?) which is the law of the solution to () conditioned on
(J,0). We let QV =E ®[QY(J,0)] be the law averaged with respect to the
weights and thresholds.

We define M (TV) € M{(TVN) such that all uV € M7 (TY) have the
following property. If (v™",...,v") are random variables governed by ',
then for all |m| < n, (v™",..., ™) has the same law as (v™",...,0")
(recall that the indexing is taken modulo N). We may thus infer that

Lemma 3. P2V, QN and (i™)N (the N marginal of iV ) are in M7 (TN).

12



Since the application ¥ defined in (I3) and (I4)) plays a central role in
the sequel we introduce the following definition.

Definition 1. For each measure € M (T") or M7 (T%) we define u to
be o WL,

In particular, note that
P = Np(0p,0°ldr) ® pi (15)

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

Definition 2.

1. Let IIV be the image law of QY through the function g% : 7V —
M (T?) defined by (@).

2. We similarly define RY to be the image law of P®Y under i%.
That is, VB € B(M] (T?)),

Y(B)=Q"(pY € B) and RM(B)=P*N(i" € B).
The principal result of this paper is in the next theorem.

Theorem 4. 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
M (T#), then

lim N~ log ITY(F) < — inf H(p). (16)

N—o0 peF

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

lim N~'log ITY(0O) > — inf H(u). (17)

N—o0 neo

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

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

where ¢ > 0, are compact.
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Our proof of theorem [ will occur in several steps. We prove in sections
@1 and B3] that TIV satisfies a weak LDP, i.e. that it satisfies (I6) when
F' is compact and () for all open O. We also prove in section 2] that
{TIV} is exponentially tight, and we prove in section 4] that H is a good
rate function. It directly follows from these results that I1"V satisfies a strong
LDP with good rate function H [20]. Finally, in section [l we prove that H
has a unique minimum which 4% converges to weakly as N — oo.

3 The good rate function

In the sections to follow we will obtain an LDP for the process with corre-
lations (IIV) via the (simpler) process without correlations (RY). However
to do this we require an expression for the Radon-Nikodym derivative of ITV
with respect to RY, which is the main result of this section. The derivative
will be expressed in terms of a function I' : MY (TV) — R. We will firstly
define I'(pY), demonstrating that it may be expressed in terms of a Gaus-
sian process G*" (to be defined below), and then use this to determine the
Radon-Nikodym derivative of IV with respect to RY.

Definition 3. Let p be a positive integer. For v = (v/);—_,,.., € (R?)V
we note H,Y (v) = vy = (v;",...,0f) € (RP)Y, where v; is defined from the

Discrete Fourier Transform ¢ = (07", --- ,0") of v as follows
ot = Z 1! exp (— W]i}y ) . (18)
j=—n

. : . ] 2mijk
] — LTYR
The inverse transform is given by v/ = N >, D" exp ( ~

Because v is in (RP)" the real part of its DFT is even (Re(07%) = Re(o%),
k = —n,---  n) and similarly its imaginary part is odd. As a consequence

we define
o V2Im(o*) k= -—n,---, -1
T 1 V2Re(d*) k=0,---,n

It is easily verified that the mapping v — v = H['(v) is a bijection from
(RP)N to itself and that

n
Z lof|I* = Z Tt =Nyt

(19)
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For a probability measure i € MY ((R?)Y), we define iy = po (H))™"
to be the image law.

For simplicity we note : the measure p o (H7)™" (where p is given in
definition [I). We note that

P. ~ Np (07, No?1dr) . (20)

The following lemma from Gaussian calculus [36], B8] which we recall for
completeness is used several times in the sequel:

Lemma 5. Let Z be a Gaussian vector of RP with mean ¢ and covariance
matric K. If a € RP and b € R is such that for all eigenvalues o of K the
relation ab > —1 holds, we have

oo (a2 21217) | -

1 b, 1, . )
xexp ( ‘ac — —||c||” + =z "(a — bc)K (Id, + bK) ~ (a — bc
T (e Sl 5 b0 0, 40 (0

The same holds for the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 6. Let B be a symmetric block-circulant matriz with the (7, k) T xT

block given by (BU=F) mod Ny 5k — —n ... n. Let W) be the N x N
) = \/iﬁexp(zwk), j,k=—n,---,n. Then
B may be ‘block’-diagonalised in the follow manner (where & is the Kronecker

Product and * the complex conjugate),

Unitary matriz with elements VV](,iV

B = (W™ @ Idy)diag (B—", o B“) (W™ & Idp)*.

Here B is a T x T Hermitian matriz and is the DFT defined in (IX). We
observe also that A is an eigenvalue of B if and only if A is an eigenvalue of
B* for some k.

In this section we introduce a certain stationary Gaussian process at-
tached to an element of M (T%).

15



3.1 Gaussian process

Given ju in M7 (T#) we define a stationary Gaussian process G* with values
in (RT)Z. '
For all ¢ the mean of G} is given by ¢}', where

=17 . flul Ddp(u), t=1,---,T,i €7, (21)

the above integral being well-defined because of the definition of f and inde-
pendent of ¢ due to the stationarity of .

We now define the covariance of G*. We first define the following matrix-
valued process.

Definition 4. Let M** k € 7Z be the T x T matrix defined by (for s,t €
[1,T7),

Mi* = . Flug_) f(ug_y)dp(u). (22)
These matrixes satisfy
MR = MR (23)

because of the stationarity of u. Furthermore, they feature a spectral repre-
sentation, i.e. there exists a T'x T matrix-valued measure M* = (M”)s,tzl,... T
with the following properties. Each M" is a complex measure on [—m, 7 of
finite total variation and such that

1 ™

MHk —
2 ) _,

e M (dw). (24)
Relations (23) and (24) imply the following relations, for all Borelian sets
A C [—m, 7], ) ) )

M!(—A) ="M"(A) = M"(A)", (25)
from which we may infer that M*H is Hermitian-valued. The spectral rep-
resentation means that for all vectors W € RT, ‘WM (dw)W is a positive
measure on [—, 7|.

The covariance between the Gaussian vectors G** and G**** is defined
to be

KMF =661 1p + Y A(k, D) M™, (26)

l=—c0
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where 17 is the T-dimensional vector with all coordinates equal to 1. 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.

The following lemma is necessary for the covariance function to be well-
defined.

Lemma 7. For € M{ (T?) and k € Z we have
CRE = R (27)
Proof. From (26]) we have

KPR =060 i+ > A=k m) M

By (23) and the evenness of A we obtain (27]). O

We next prove that the sequence (K**).c; admits a spectral representa-
tion (which in turn implies that K* is a well-defined covariance operator).

Proposition 8. The sequence (K**)cy has spectral density K" given by
. 1 [ - 5
KMw) = 01717 + o A(w, —y)M*(d).
T J-n
That is, K* is Hermitian positive and satisfies K"(—0) = 'K*(0) and
1 ™

KWk —
2 ) _,

e K (w)dw.
Proof. First we prove that the matrix function
Kr'(w) =Y  Kmhemke (28)
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.
From (26]) we obtain that, for all s,¢ € [0, 7],

[KUF < TO%0,+ > Ak, D). (29)

l=—0c0
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This shows that, because by () the series (A(k, 1)), ez is absolutely conver-
gent, K*(w) is well-defined on [—m,7[. The fact that K*(w) is Hermitian
follows from (28) and (21)).

Combining (24) ([28) and [28) we write

K*(w) = 921Tt1T+% / ( >y A(k,m)e—“kw—mﬂ) M*(d).

m=—o0 k=—o0

This can be rewritten in terms of the spectral density A of A

KM w) = 0*1p 17 + %/ Aw, —y) M*(d~).

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

N 1
WERH@)W = 0°(17,W)* +

™

/ " R(w, ) (wir@nw).  (0)

—T

the spectral density Ais positive and the measure YW M*(dr)W is positive.
The identity K*(—60) ='K*(#) follows from the previous lemma. O

If we consider the Nth order marginal ;v of ;1 we define the N-dimensional
Gaussian process G*" with values in (RT)Y. The mean of G+ i =

—n,---,n is given by @I) and the covariance between G and GH" -t
is given by
K = 026,10 1+ Y Ak, m)M™ (31)

for Kk = —n,--- ,n, where the matrixes M 1Yk are defined by the finite di-
mensional analog of (22)

M = / F ) F k™ (dy). (32)
TN

Equations 23) (resp. ([@217)) hold for the matrixes M*" % (resp, K*"*) for
k = —n---n. These finite sequences also have Hermitian positive spectral
representations M*" 4 (resp. K*"1) for | = —n---n which are obtained by
taking DFT's.

The finite-dimensional system ‘converges’ to the infinite-dimensional sys-
tem in the following sense. In what follows, we use the Frobenius norm on

18



the T-dimensional matrices. We write K*" (w) = Yo K Wk exp(—ikw).
Note that for |j| < n, K*"(2rnj/N) = K#". The lemma below follows
directly from the absolute convergence of >, [A(j, k)|.

Lemma 9. Fiz y€ M{ (T?). For alle, there exists an N such that for all
M > N and all j such that 2|j| +1 < M, ||[K*""9 — Kmi|| < ¢ and for all

w € [=m,wl, K" (W) — K*(w)[| <e.
Lemma 10. The eigenvalues of K*" ! and K*(w) are upperbounded by

DK déf T (02 4 Asum) ’

where A**™ s defined in ().
Proof. Let W € RT. We find from (B0), (), and (@) that

- Asum ™ -
WK (w)W < 02T||W|* + 2—/ WM (dy)W
7T —Tr

= OT|[W |2 + A W MPOW.

The eigenvalues of M*C are all positive (since it is a correlation matrix),
which means that each eigenvalue is upperbounded by the trace, which in
turn is upperbounded by 7". The proof in the finite dimensional case follows
similarly. O

We note K#" the (NT x NT) covariance matrix of the sequence of Gaus-
sian random variables (G#" " ... G,

We let A*" = K" (62Id g+ K*" )=, This is well-defined because K#" is
diagonalizable (being symmetric and real) and has positive eigenvalues (being
a covariance matrix). It follows from lemma [6] that this is a symmetric block
circulant matrix, with blocks A#*"* (k= —n,--- ,n) such that

ANkt ANk
and that the matrixes

AN N7 AR B 2 fe (o21d g KR (33)

k=—n

are Hermitian positive.

19



In the limit N — oo we may define

At (w) = K*(w)(o?Tdy + K*(w))™

as the product of two matrix-valued functions defined on [—m, 7| whose
Fourier series are absolutely convergent. The Fourier series of (o?Idy +
K"(w))~" is absolutely convergent as a consequence of Wiener’s theorem
because the eigenvalues of o2Idy + K*#(w) are strictly positive. Hence the
Fourier series of A*(w), i.e. (A"F).ez, is absolutely convergent. We thus find
that, for [ € 7Z,

L[
At = — [ At(w)e™dw = Tim AF, (34)

a 2T N—oo

and .
A”(w) = Z Arl =il
l=—00
Let AM™ (w) = 320 AP exp(—ikw) and note that for |j| < n,
AN (2mj /N) = A"
Lemma 11. The map B — B(o®ldp + B)™" is Lipschitz continuous over
the set A = {K"" (w), KH(w) : p € MT(T#),N >0,w € [-m,7[}.

Proof. The eigenvalues A of the matrixes in A satisfy 0 < A < pg. Thus,
both B and (0?Idy + 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?Idyp + By) ™" — (0?1dy + By) ™t
= (0’2IdT + Bl)_l (Bg — Bl) (O’zldT + Bg)_l.

]
The following lemma is a consequence of lemmas [0 and [I11

Lemma 12. Fiz p € M{ (T*). For all ¢, there exists an N such that for
all M > N and all w € [—n, 7], || A" (w) — A*(w)|| < e.
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The above-defined matrices have the following ‘uniform convergence’ prop-

erties.

Proposition 13. Fiz v € M{ (T?*). For all ¢ > 0, there exists an open
neighbourhood V.(v) such that for all p € V.(v), all s,t € [1,T] and all

w € [—m, 7,
Kz (w) - Risfw)| <=,

A w) - Ayw)| <,

s — el <e,

and for all N > 0, and for all k such that |k| < n,
‘f(;/tN’k - f(gtNk} <,

and N N
vk Atk
’Ast — AL ‘ <e.

Proof. Let pu be in MY (T%) and w € [—n, w[. We have

[e.e]

Kf(w) — K (w) = Z (K — KYFye ke,

k=—00

Using (26]) we have

Ki(w) = KG(w) = > Ak, (M= Myhe ™,

k,l=—o00

hence

|Rty(w) - Rifw)| <

L£2L
k,=—o00

where L = 2|l|+1 and £?* has marginals * and vL. Since |f(u?_,)f(

(35)

S Mk [P ) = £ S| £ ),

up_q) —

SO ) fFol )| < 2(kpdp(mpu, mrv) A 1), where kf is the Lipschitz constant

of the function f, we find (through (1)) that

Kii(w) = K (w)| < 2D(p,v).
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Thus for ([BH) to be satisfied, it suffices for us to stipulate that V.(v) is a ball
of radius less than § (with respect to the distance metric in (III)). Similar
reasoning dictates that (B8] is satisfied too.

However in light of lemma [1], it is evident that we may take the radius
of V.(v) to be sufficiently small that B5), (3]) and (B9) are satisfied. In fact
([34)) is also satisfied, as it may be obtained by taking the limit as N — oo of
[B9). Since ¢* is determined by the one-dimensional marginal of y, it follows
from the definition of the metric in ([I]) that we may take the radius of V.(v)

to be sufficiently small that ([B1) is satisfied too. O

A direct consequence of the above proposition is that ¢, K “N, Kr, A"
and A" are continuous with respect to p.

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

Definition 5. Let & be the subset of M (T%) by
& = {p € MY (T?) | B [|[o°]7] < oo}

For this set of measures, we may define the stationary process (v¥)iez in
TZ, where v* = U, (u*), s = 1,--- ,T. This has a finite mean E*.7 [v%], noted

s —

v*. Tt admits the following spectral density measure, noted v*, such that

S or

Rl [0 Tk = ! / ek i (dw). (40)

—Tr

We similarly define 52(N) to be the subset of M (T™) such that for all " in
this subset and for all |j| < n,

B [||v7]|?] < oo

and note that if y € & then v € EQ(N). Also note that gV € &,.

3.2 Definition of the functional I

In this section we define and study a functional I' = I'y + I's, which will be
used to characterise the Radon-Nikodym derivative of II"V with respect to
RN. Let p € M{(T?%), and let (u™)n>1 be the N-dimensional marginals of
w (for N =2n + 1 odd).

22



3.2.1 T,

We define . .
Ny N
Cy(p) = —ﬁlog (det <IdNT + EKH )) . (41)

Because of lemma 7 the spectrum of K*" is positive, that of Idyr + U%K m g
strictly positive and the above expression has a sense. Moreover, I't (u¥) < 0.

We now define I'; (1) = limy_oo 1 (V). The following lemma indicates
that this is well-defined.

Lemma 14. When N goes to infinity the limit of (A1) is given by

L) = /_ log (det (IdT + %f(“(w))) d (42)

for all p e My (T?).

Proof. Through lemma [, we have that
1 < 1 -~ (27l
D) =—=) 1 I — K" [ = 4
=gy 3 og(det(dT+02 (N))) (43)

where we recall that K*" (&) = K+ Since, by lemma @, K*" (w) con-

verges uniformly to K* (w), it is evident that the above expression converges

to the desired result. O
Proposition 15. I'; is bounded below and continuous on both M{(T™) and
ML (T?).

Proof. Applying lemma[din the case of Z = (G“N’_"—C“N, e ,G“N’”—C“N),

a=0,b= 072, we write

1
Dy (u") = 57 log E

1 < N N
exp (—ﬁ oGk e HQ)] :
k=—n

Using Jensen’s inequality we have

. 1
>l - c“NrP] = —o5E[ler 0 -]
= 20

23
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By definition of K", the righthand side is equal to —ﬁTrace(K “N’O).
From (31I), we find that

Trace(K*" %) = T6? + Z A(0, m)Trace(M*"™).

m=—-n

It follows from the definition (32]) that
0 < |Trace(M*" ™| < T.

We obtain

Trace(K* ) < T (92 + Y |A(O,m)|> < T (6% + A*™)

Hence
FI(MN) 2 _ﬁla
where T
b = 257 (92 + Asum) . (44)

It follows from lemma [I4] that —f3; is a lower bound for I'; (i) as well.
The continuity (over both M{(TV) and M (T#)) follows from the

expressions (1)) and @), continuity of the applications u — K" and

1 — K" (proposition [[3) and the continuity of the determinant. O
3.2.2 Iy
We define
Do) = [ 6" o)) (45)
TN ’
where
) = (LS a2 S (e e ).
’ 202\ N = N =, ’
(46)
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This quantity is finite in the subset &Y of M{(T?) defined in definition
B If u¥ ¢ &Y, then we set I'y(u") = oco. Equivalently, we note that

Do) = fr & (1, o) (dvy), where

n

1 - N
N o § t~1,x =1~
¢"‘ (/”L? UT) - 2N20_2 v Au v

l=—n

L oo _ AN P _ AmMN i
+ 55 (IdT A (O))c S5l (IdT A (0))0, (47)

and 0 is implicitly given by (I9) as a function of v;. We have used definition
and the DFT diagonalisation of Lemma Bl We note that, since A" is
Hermitian positive, tplx AWl i real and positive.
We define
Do(p) = lim Ty(u"),
N—oo

where p¥ is the N-dimensional marginal of u. If u € & then p ¢ EN
and I'y(p) = oo. We assume throughout the rest of this section that pu €
M7 ,(T?#) is in &. This means that the spectral measure o (as given in
(0)) exists. The following proposition indicates that I's() is well-defined.

Proposition 16. If the measure p is in &y, i.e. if EF1r[||00||?] < oo, then
Uo(p) is finite and writes

PMFiﬂiﬁmwmww

O (AR(0) — Tdg)e! + 2B [tvo(IdT . AH(O))CHD .

The “:7 symbol indicates the double contraction on the indexes. One also has

1 , u
Tao(p) = 53 (,}EE‘O > [r (00— ) AR — )y (v)
k=—n T
+2EFLT (e, o)) — [|e))?) -

Proof. Using ([@0), ([A5) the stationarity of ;¢ and the fact that Y, ARk —
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Ar™(0), we have

IV AR N
Dy(p) = yo— Z exp(ikw) A"k - 51 (dw)
T k=—n
b e e A )l () + 5 e (T — A (0)) e (48)
o2 7—]{\{ c,v C (% Hl,T (% 952 & T c.

From the spectral representation of A" we find that

N

Po(u) = /A (—w) : 0 (dw)

- 2
Ao -

i By |t,,0 _AuN I Lt I _ AuN n
+ B [U(IdT i (0))c}+2020 (IdT i (0))0. (49)

Since (according to proposition [2) 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(u) follows analogously, although this time
we make use of the fact that the partial sums of the Fourier Series of A*
converge uniformly to A* (because the Fourier Series is absolutely conver-
gent). O

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

Lemma 17. There exists 0 < « < 1, such that for all N, p and w, the
eigenvalues of A"k, A (w) and AP are less than or equal to a.

Proof. By lemmallQ the eigenvalues of K" (w) are positive and upperbounded

by px. Since K*(w) and (0’2IdT + f(“(w)) ~ are coaxial (because K" is Her-
mitian and therefore diagonalisable), we may take

PK
o+ pi’

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(u) is measureable with respect to B(M;(T™)). In
order to do this, we must first prove that its integrand ¢ (i, v) possesses a
lower bound. Letting @’/ = o7 for all j, except that w® = ©° — Nc#, we may
write the integrand as qu(,u, wi) = qbév(,u, v;), where

1 t~l* w1 l 1 i ~0 1 w2
O (1, 01) = 52 lZ AV (e @) + e (50)
=—n
ote that the correspondence between w and wy is given .
Note that th d bet 0 and w; is gi by
Thus in order that the integrand possesses a lower bound, it suffices to
prove, since the matrixes A1 are Hermitian positive that there exists a

lower bound for ) 5

5 AT+ S (@), (51)
We have made use of the fact that w° and A*™0 are real (since they are each
a sum of real variables). Let K w0 — Om D“N tO“ , where D" is diagonal

and O"" is orthonormal. We define X =* O*" ", so that (5I) is equal to

1 N
5 XD" (6X1dy + DM )X 4+ = Z o™ ey X, (52)

where O} " is the #-th column vector of O*". In order that (52) is bounded
below, we require that the coefficient of X converges to zero when DY does.
The following lemma is sufficient.

Lemma 18. For each 1 <t <T,
J?
< OH > A tt >

where A™" is given in proposition [l

Proof. If J = 0 the conclusion is evident, thus we assume throughout this
— N - N ~ N

proof that J # 0. Since DI =tO" K+ 00! we find from the definition

that

DY = 02(1y, 012 Z AN (ke m) tor” M mor”,

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 _ N
L =g et = [ () — ) () — )
T
where ¢ = %—C“N.
These matrices have the same properties as the matrixes M #Nkin par-
ticular the discrete Fourier Transform (L“N’l)l:_n,...vn is Hermitian positive.
Using this spectral representation we write

DY = 0*(17, 04" )? + AV (0,0)(e", 01" Z AN (0, —1)tor" L op”
l——n

and since AN (0, —1) is positive for all [ = —n,--- ,n and tOfoﬂN’lOfN is

positive for all t =1,---,T, we have

and the conclusion follows from assumption ().
0

We may use the previous lemma to obtain a lower-bound for the quadratic
form (B2]). We recall the easily-proved identity from the calculus of quadratics

that, for all z € R,
2

b
ax® + 2bx > ——.
a

We therefore find, through lemma [I§ that (52]) is greater than or equal to

J? a N J?
~ o To* + Z Dl o (TO’ + Trace(K* 0))) : (53)
=1

Since K0 =S K#Fand KWF = 020,10 o+ 327" _ A(k,m)M#™ it
follows that

Trace(lN(“N’O) < T (6% + A™™).
Putting all this together we find that ¢™(u,v) is greater than —f,, where
T.J?

ﬁ2 - 20-2]\nlin

(0% + 62 + AsmY . (54)
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This is a ‘universal’ constant which depends only on the model parameters
and not on the particular measure pu.

We then have the following proposition.

NY is lower-semicontinuous.

Proposition 19. I's(u

Proof. We define ¢™M (1N, v) = 15, (v) (¢~ (1N, v) + B2), where v € By, if
N7 W72 < M. We have just seen that ¢™* > 0. We also define

D) = [ 6 o)y l) — B

Suppose that vV — pV with respect to the weak topology. Observe that

2" () =T ()] <

O o (o) = [ 6N o)

77 77

+

¢N’M(MN= U)Zi\,]T(dU) - ¢N’M(VN7 U)Zi]T(dv)
T T

We may infer from the above expression that '} (u) is continuous (with
respect to u™) 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 ;V, see proposition

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 I'(u™) = T'y (1) + o (pY). We may conclude from propositions
and [[d that T' is measureable.

3.3 The Radon-Nikodym derivative

In this section we determine the Radon-Nikodym derivative of IIV with re-
spect to RY. However in order for us to do this, we must first 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 R is noted (u,v).
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Proposition 20. The Radon-Nikodym derivative of Q" with respect to P®N
1s given by the following expression.

dQN

Tpan (Ut =

E

wpﬁg(ijaﬂwxw»—gmwﬁ)],@m

j=—n

the expectation being taken against the N T-dimensional Gaussian processes
(G"), i=—n, -+ ,n given by

n

j=—n

and the function ¥ being defined by (I3) and (14).

Proof. For fixed (JV,0), we let Ryx o : RVTH) — RN+ he the mapping

n---

uw—1vy, i.e. RJN7@('UJ_n, s ’un) = (y_ , ’yn)’ where forj =-—n,--,n,

{yé W
W= w—qul —G t=1- T

The determinant of the Jacobian of R~ ¢ is 1 for the following reasons.

Since gzi = 0if t > s, the determinant is H;F:O Dy, where Dy is the Jacobian
t
of the map (u;™,...,ul) = (y;",...,yy) induced by R~ g. However D, is

? s

evidently 1. Similar reasoning implies that R~ g is a bijection.
It may be seen that the random vector Y = R~ o(U) is such that Yy =
U} and Y/ = B} | + 0 where |j| <nandt=1,---T. Therefore

Y] ~ NT(élT,O'z]:dT> ®,U,I’ j = =N, ,N.

Since the determinant of the Jacobian of R~ g is one, we obtain the law of
QN (JN,©) by applying the inverse of R~ g to the above distribution, i.e.

n

_NT 1 T -
QN (JY,0)(du) = (210%) "% exp (—@HRJN,QWF) 1T welaud) [ ] dui-
t=1

j=—n
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Recalling that P®Y = QN (0,01y), we therefore find that

%(u) = exp (—2%2 ([[Ry~ o (u)|® — ||RO,91N(u)||2)) .

Taking the expectation of this with respect to J» and © yields the result. O

We now prove that the Gaussian system (G%);—_,, 1. 7 has the same

law as the system G as defined in BI) and afterwards.

Proposition 21. Fizu € TY. The covariance of the Gaussian system (G),
where i = —n,...,n and s = 1,...,T writes K& " yhere (@ (u)N s
the N-dimensional marginal of i™ (). For each i, the mean of G is ¢*" )

Proof. The proof follows from the definition (50]).
The mean of G} is equal to

Gl =2 3 fdy = [ S0 i),

j=—n

for t =1,---,T. This is indeed independent of the index 1.
Let us now examine the covariance function K of these N Gaussian pro-
cesses. It is an NT x NT matrix which has a block structure, each block K%,

i, k= —n,---,n, being the T x T' covariance matrix of the two processes G"
and G*. We have

K* = cov(GIGF) = Z cov(JNJkl)f(u{_l)f(ui_l)jté’zéi_k, s,;t=1,---,T.

Jyl=—n
Because of our definition (2]) of the covariance structure we have
Kk = ZA —i,m < qutl ]+m))+925m (57)
m=—n j=—n

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

-7, def :
ik 2= k—i) mod N
K*'= gk ,
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where we recall that 7 mod N lies between 4+n. It may be inferred from

(57) that

K= 0%+ 30 Adum) [ 100 F67) () o).

m=—-n

After a comparison of this with (&), we find that K = K@ @)Y O

We obtain an alternative expression for the Radon-Nikodym derivative in
(B) by applying lemma [l That is, we substitute
Z = (G- ,G"), a = J%(v_",~-~ ,0™), and b = 0—12 into the formula in

lemma [Bl After noting proposition 2I] we thus find that

Proposition 22. The Radon-Nikodym derivatives write as

dQN -n n ~N/( —n n\\N

W(u 77u):exp(NF((:U’ (U U )) ))7
drry
dRN

Here € MY (T%), T(n) = T1(pn) + T2(p) and the expressions for 'y and
[y have been defined in equations ([A1l) and (45]).

(1) = exp(NT(u™)).

The second expression in the above proposition follows from the first one
because I' is measureable.

4 The large deviation principle

In this section we prove the principal result of this paper (Theorem M), 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 (RY), see definition B, and then use the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of corollary B2 to establish the full LDP for IIV. Therefore our
first task is to write the LDP governing R™.

Let p,v be probability measures over a Polish Space ) with respect to
the Borelian o-algebra B(2). The Kiillback-Leibler divergence of p relative

to v is q
® - / log (£ d
(1, v) Jloel g, ) dn
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if 1 is absolutely continuous with respect to v, and I® (1, v) = oo otherwise.

Let vZ be the infinite product measure on Q% induced by v. If u is a
stationary probability measure over Q% then the process-level entropy of p
with respect to vZ is defined to be

1
I (p, ") = lim =TI (", 5N), (58)

N—o00
RY is governed by the following large deviation principle [23] 2].

Theorem 23. If F' is a closed set in Mfs, then

lim N~'log RN (F) < — inf I®(u, P%),

N—o0 peF

and for all open sets O

lim N~'log RN(0) > — inf 18 (u, P%).
ns

N—o0

Here
% (1, P?) = ¥ (10, 17) + /]Roo ¥ (1tuo» PL) dpo(uo), (59)

where ju,, € MY (TF) is the conditional probability distribution of . given
ug in R%Z. 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. RY satisfies an LDP with good rate function I® (u, PZ) [25]. In turn,
a sequence of probability measures (such as { RV}) over a Polish Space satisfy-
ing a large deviations upper bound with a good rate function is exponentially
tight [20].

It is an identity in [22] that

IO (N, PNy = 1P (g, ™) +/Nf( (trag Pia™) 1 (g™ -« duy).
R

We divide by N and then take N — oo to obtain (BJ). O
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Because U is bijective and continuous, it may be easily shown that

1(2) (,uNa P®N) — 1(2) (HN>£®N) (60)
1 (p, P%) = 1) (p, P"). (61)

Before we move to a statement of the LDP governing I1"V, we prove the follow-
ing relationship between the set & (see definition[0]) and the set of stationary
measures which have a finite Killback-Leibler information or process level
entropy with respect to PZ.

Lemma 24. We have
{p e MI(T?), I®(u, P%) < 0} C &,.

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

1® (", PV) = sup ( / o dp — log /
" L

exp(p) d£®N) ()
weCy(TN) ™

We let p(y) = S, 50 (¥%)? and ¢(y) = ap(y), where a > 0. The
function pys(z) = p(x)1uy<ar is in Cp(T™), hence for all a > 0

a / par dp™ < log / exp(apar) dPN + 19 (uN, PN,
TN - TN -

According to proposition B P, ~ N(0r,0%Idr). Hence, as soon as 1 —
2a0? > 0, we obtain using an easy Gaussian computation that

NT
log/ exp(ap) dP®Y = ———log(1 — 2ac?).
- 2

Hence, since [y pdp™ = NER.7[[[0°]]?], after taking M — oo and applying
the dominated convergence theorem we have

T 1
aBsr [[[of]) < — 5 log(1 — 2a0”) + 1V, P2Y).

By taking the limit N — oo we obtain the result. O

We are now in a position to define what will be the rate function of the
LDP governing IV,
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Definition 6. Let H be the function M7 ,(7%) — R U {+o0} defined by

| oo if I8 (u, PE) = o0
Hp) = { I (u, P%) —T(n) otherwise.
Here I'(1) = I'y(p) 4+ I'a(p) and the expressions for I'y and I'y have been

defined in equations ([@I]) and ([43]). Note that because of proposition [I6] and
lemma 24, whenever I®) (1, P%) is finite, so is I'(u1).

4.1 Lower bound on the open sets
We prove the second half of proposition [4

Lemma 25. 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 € O is such that I®(u, PZ) = oo, then H(u) = co and evidently
lim N~ og II¥(0) > —H (p). (63)

N—o0
We now prove (63) 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,ezn ) D(YY) = D(u™) —e. Such {ZN ()} exist for all N because of the
lower semi-continuity of I'(u") (see proposition d) and the fact that the
projection p — p? is clearly continuous. Then

lim N og I1¥(0) = lim N log | exp(NT(2))dRY (3)
O

N—o0 N—oo

> lim V-'log (RN(ZeN(M))X inf expm(w)))

N—oo veZN (1)
> —I®(u, P%) + lim inf T(yV)
N—oov€ZN (1)
> 19 (u, P%) + lim I'(p™) — ¢

N—o0

191, PE) + T () — <.
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The last equality follows from lemma [I4] and proposition [I6 Since ¢ is
arbitrary, we may take the limit as ¢ — 0 to obtain (G3]). Since (G3)) is true
for all 1 € O the lemma is proved. !

4.2 Exponential Tightness of IIV

We recall that if p € MY (T%) but p & &, then I®(u, PZ) = T'(n) = oo.
We begin with the following technical lemma.

Lemma 26. There exist positive constants ¢ > 0 and a > 1 such that, for
all N,

[ exp (@V6® (1 (), W) PY(du) < exp(e)
TN
where ¢V is defined in ({E8]).

Proof. We have from (B0) that ¢~ (u,v) = Q‘;V(,u,wT), where w! = v{ for
all j, except that w{ = v — N¢*. Since (by ([20)) the distribution of the
variables vy under B?N is N7 (07, N azldT)®N, the distribution of w; under

B?N is Np (Nc“,NazldT)®N. By lemma [[7, the eigenvalues of A" are
upperbounded by 0 < a < 1, for all j. Thus

N a - 112 1 0 N 2
No uut) < gz 30 IllP+ plenu) + gl (6
Hence we find that

/ exp (aN6" (" (u), (u)) PV (du) < (VarNo?) " x
-

n

n T

1 . . .

2 _ |,,9112 j

/TTwlgl exp | 5oz | 2o eally’I” = Iy |‘| |1t| |1 dy}.,
‘]: =

lj]=1

where

g / ! X
1= €XP (57 5
T 2NU2

T
AN AN AN
[0y + 20N (™ 4%) + aN? e | — [}y + Ne H] [T
t=1
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We note the dependency of Gy on (y?) (for all |j| # n) via ¢®". After
diagonalisation, we find that

o [V Pea -y - )]
G = /TT P [ 2(1 — aa)o? ]

T 21 T
(1 —a«q) Nc“ (a—1) 0
xp "2No?2 Z( —ax ) des’

s=1

We assume that a > 1 is such that 1 —aa > 0. To bound this expression, we
note the identity that if A : R — R satisfies | A| < B > 0 and 7, > 0, then

/]Rexp (—21% (t — .A(t))2) dt < 2B+ /277,

Since |¢#"| < |J|, and hence ||¢*"||2 < T'J?, we therefore find that G; < G,
where

- _ T
. NTJ*a(a—1)(1 —a)] [ 2N|J|(a — 1) [2nNo?
Gi = exp { 202%(1 — ac) } 1 —aa VIz ao

Thus
N(~N ®N c —IW-1) 2\~ %
exp (aNo™ (™ (v), U(u))) P (du) < Gi(1 —aa)” "2 (2rNo?) 2,
TN
which yields the lemma. O

Proposition 27. The family {IIN} is exponentially tight.
Proof. Let B € B(M{ (T?)). We have

Y(B) = / exp NT'(a™ (w)) PN (du).
(AN)~1(B)

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

Q=

m(5) < RYB) D ([ e (@30 0) P )
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Now it may be observed that

/T exp (aNT(Y () P (du)
— /T e (aNG™ (AN (w), U(u)) + aNT (AN (u))) PN (du).

Since I'y < 0, it follows from lemma 26 that

Y(B) < RN (B)1H exp (%) | (65)

By the exponential tightness of {R™} (as proved in lemma 23)), for each
L > 0, there exists a compact set K, such that

lim N~'log(RY(KY)) < —L.
N—o00
It thus suffices for us to choose
B - K%(L-i—%)'
]

We finish with another technical lemma which will be of use later on.

Lemma 28. There exist constants a > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that for all p €
ME(TH)NE,,

Proof. We have (from (58])) that

1(3)(% PZ) N—l[(2) (MNa P®N) )

= lim
N—oo

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

7@ (MN’ P®N)

— )( [ o [ et )P ). (60

SNeCy (TN
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where ¢/ is a continuous, bounded function on TV. We let ¢} = alp, ¥,
where ¢ (u) = N (&Y (p, U (u))+T1 (")), and u € By only if either || U (u)|| <
NM or (&N (u, ¥(u)) + T1(p)) < 0. We proved in section that
&N (p, U(u)) possesses a lower bound, which means that ¢} is continuous
and bounded. Furthermore ¢} grows to ¢, so that after substituting <3
into (G6) and taking M — oo (i.e. applying the dominated convergence
theorem), we obtain

o [ ) <los [ exp (o (w) POV du) + 19, PN, (67)
TN TN

It can be easily shown, similarly to lemma 26| that
log [y exp (as) (u)) PN (du) < Ne. We may thus divide both sides by aN
and let N — oo to obtain the required result. O

4.3 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 [l for F' 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.

4.3.1 An LDP for a Gaussian measure

We linearise I' in the following manner. Fix v € MTS(TZ) and assume for
the moment that p € &. Let

Iy (u™) = i Goo (v, v)dpry' (v), where (68)

TR [ o Y (IR SR S
U T2\ N & N & ‘
(69

Let us also define

1 1
F{V(l/) = —ﬁ logdet (IdNT + ;KV’N) s
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where K"V is the NT x NT matrix with elements given by K;jl, l=—-n---n.
Its T x T blocks are noted K™, We define

["(u™) =T7 (v) + Ty (u"), and

[5(p) = limy oo Ty (pY). We find, using the first identity in proposition [I8],
that

00 = 553 57 | A5 8¥(aw

—T

—21 AV (0)0" + LeP AV (0) e + 2(c”, M) — Hc”||2) . (70)

where v# = E*.7[00], and 9# is the spectral measure defined in ({@Q). We
recall that : denotes double contraction on the indices.
Similarly to lemma [I4] we find that

—00

dim V) = —% /_ 7; <log det <IdT + %f(”(w))) dw=Ty(v). (71)

For p € &, we define H”(u) = I®(u, PZ) — T¥(p); for u ¢ &, 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¥ which we now define.

Definition 7. Let @Q” € M{, (T%) with N-dimensional marginals Q"""
given by

QN(B) = [ e (N () 2V(0) (72)

where B € B(T™). This defines a law Q" € M{_ (T%) according to the
correspondence in definition [I1

It is easily shown that Q’l’ 18 Gaussian, with covariance operator o?Id +

K" and mean ¢”. The spectral density of the covariance is o2Idy + K¥. In
addition,

Q= uf. (73)

Definition 8. Let II" be the image law of Q”’N under EN, ie. for B €
B(M{(T%)),
EV,N(B) — QV,N (EN c B) )
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Lemma 29. The image law O"" satisfies a strong LDP (in the manner of
Theorem[{]) with good rate function

H" () = 1% (u, P*) = T (). (74)

This result is proved in appendix[Al For B € B(M{ (T7)), we define the
image law
HV,N(B) — QV,N(/:LN c B) — QV,N(EN c B)
It follows from the contraction principle that if we write H"(u) := H"(p),
then

Corollary 30. The image law 11"V satisfies a strong LDP with good rate

function
H () = I (1, P%) = T"(p). (75)

4.3.2 An upper bound for IIV over compact sets

In this section we derive an upper bound for IT"V over compact sets using the
LDP of the previous section. Before we do this, we require some lemmas gov-
erning the ‘distance’ between I' and I'. Let K**" be the DFT of (K*J)"

~ ) j=—n
and similarly A*" is the DFT of (A*9)" We define

j=-n"

Ci= sup  {[JA = ARV = RMY Y, (76)

M>N, @i +1)<M

where we have taken the operator norm.

Lemma 31. For allv € M{ (T?), C; is finite and
Cy—0as N — oc.

Proof. We recall from proposition [3 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 = 2l /M, KM KV (w) as M — oco. The result then follows from
the equivalence of matrix norms. The proof for A” is analogous. O

Lemma 32. There exists a constant Cy such that for all v in MY (T%), all
e>0and all p € Vo(v) N &,

D) =T ()] < Co(CF + &) (1 + EAr[J|o°]2).
Here V_(v) is the open neighbourhood defined in proposition[13, and p is given
in definition [1.
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Proof. We firstly bound I';.
Ti(p™) = T7' ()] <

1 — . B
IN Z \bg det (IdT + a—2K“N’l) — log det (IdT + 0_2K”N’l> ’

+ ﬁ ‘bg det (IdT +o 2K l) — log det (IdT + O'_2KV’N’l) ’ .

It thus follows from proposition [[3] and lemma [3T] that
D () T ()] < C(C + ),

for some constant Cjj which is independent of v and N.
We define ¢ . (v,v;) = o5 (v, (H7) ™" (v)), where HY is given in definition
Bland ¢ is given in (63), and find that

n

1 Dk Tl
X ) = b 3

l=—n

ST (IdT - 21”(0)) ¢ —t

— S5l (IdT | (0)) &L (T7)

This means that
P5e) =T = [ X stn) = G an). (78)
T
Upon expansion of the above expression, we find that

|6 (v, o) = &Y (1) | <

Y B B TS 2 §
g(ﬁ DA = AN P 4 1) + |ey,u|),

l=—n

where d,, = c* — & + ANO — A" Ockand e, = tet AR Ok — ||cH||? —
v AWNO ||| Tt follows from proposition [2 and lemma BT that the
(Euclidean) norm each of the above terms is bounded by C*(C% +¢) for some
constant C*.

The lemma now follows after consideration of the fact that fTTZ |v*]|? p, T(dv) =

Efvr ||, [|12°)1> < N >7p_ [[vF|1* (Cauchy-Schwarz) and, because of the
properties of the DFT, >>)" ||| = N0 ||o%]2 O
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We are now ready to begin the proof of the upper bound on compact sets.

Proposition 33. Let K be a compact subset of My (T%). Then
Nm N=tlog(IV(K)) < —infx H.
—00

Proof. Fixe > 0. Let V.(v) be the open neighbourhood of v defined in propo-
sition I3}, 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

jélian 'og (HN (U V()N K))

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

1<i<yr N—o0

It follows from the fact that g € &, lemma B2 and the definition of IT%
that

HN(\_/E(I/Z-) NK)< / exp NF”"(,&N(U))—I—
iV (u)eVe (v))NK

NCy(e + C%) <1 + = Z |y 7 (u) ||2)> PEN (du), (79)

j——n

where if w € T, ¥y r(u) = (U(u)y,..., ¥(u)r). From the definition of Q*"
in (72) and Hoélder’s Inequality, for p, ¢ such that % + % =1, we have

I (V. (1) 0 K) < (Q“N (i (u) € Vo(w) N K))? D, (80)
where
p= [ exp <qNOo(e e <1 Ly ||\111,T<uj>||2)> v (du)
AN (W) EVe (v;)NK N j=—n 7

< expgNCy(e + CF) x

exp | qCo(e + Cy) ||Uj||2>> P )
/ﬂN(v)E‘I/(Vs(Vi)ﬁK) ( (Z

j=-n
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We note from lemma [I0] that the eigenvalues of the covariance of Q”“N are
upperbounded by o2 + pg. Thus for this integral to converge it is sufficient

that ]
Cole +C¥) < ———. 81
q 0(8 N>_2(U2+pK) ( )
This condition will always be satisfied for sufficiently small £ and sufficiently
large N (since Cj — 0 as N — 00). By corollary B0]

lim N~ 'log (Q"N(aN(u) € Vo(v;) N K)) < — inf  H"(n), (82)
N—o0 MEVE(Vi)ﬂK

where we defined Q"“N in the previous section. We apply lemma [l to find

exp qCo(e + CY) ( ij||2> Qv (dv) <
/ﬂN(v)E‘P(Vs(w)ﬂK) j;n -

(det ((1 = 2¢Co(e + CX)o*)Idnr — 2qCo(e + CR)K")) 2 x
exp (2C5¢°((e + CX)*) (Inre”)B((Idr @ 1n)c”) + NqCo(e + CR)|||1?)

where Idr ® 1 is the NT x T block matrix with each block Idr and
B = (o*ldyg + K*)((1 — 2C0q(e + C5)o*)dnr — 2Caq(e + CR) )™

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

H(Idr ® 1x)¢")B((Idy @ 1x)e%) = N " ( > B’f) =Nt B,

k=—n

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

2

t((IdT X 1N)CVZ)B((IdT & 1N)Cyi) S NUmHCW

From the definition of B and through lemma [I0l we have

o < o2 + pi
"1 = 2Chq(e + C) (02 + pr )
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2§Tj2

Hence we have, since ||¢”i

exp (265 (¢*(e + C)* ((1dr ® 1x)c”)B((Idr @ 1y)c")) <
2030 (= + CR)*(0” + pK>J2)
1—2Chq(e + C¥) (02 + pr) )

exp (NT X

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

(det (1 — 2Cog(e + C¥)oR)Idyr — 2Coq(e + CR) K" N)) 72 <
_NT
(1 —2Coq(e +C)(0” +pK)) 2 .

Upon collecting the above inequalities, and noting that ||c”||* < T'J?, we find
that
D < exp(Ns}i (4 ) (33)

where

| 1 L
sv(g,e) =T <—§ log (1 —2Cyq(e + CX)(0® + pK))

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

(1 -
+qCo(e + C}) (T + Jz)) :

We let s(q,e) = NE sh(q,¢€), and find through lemma [31] that
—00

1
s(qe) =T <—§ log (1 — 2Coqe(0® + px))

2C2q%* (02 + pi)J? | R,
Coe|=+J .
T 0G0+ o) L\ T T

Notice that s(g,¢) is independent of v; and that s(q,e) — 0 as € — 0. Using

[®0), B2) and (83) we thus find that

- 1 1
lim N~ 'log(IIV(K)) < sup —= inf  H"(u) — ~s(q,¢).
N—o0 1<i<r P peRNVe(vi) q

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 B4l (below) that there exists a con-
stant C such that for all u € V(1) N &y,

H" (1) > I®(, P*) = T(p) = Cre(1 4 1% (, P%)).

We thus find that

lim N~ log(ITV(K)) <

N—o0

1. 7 s(q,e) €
— 3) — _ S L
1:2{12 (I (e, P*)(1 — Cre) F(,u)) p +=Cr,

We take ¢ — 0 and find, through the use of lemma 28], that

T N log(I¥ (K)) < —~ inf (I®)(u, P%) — T(11)

N—o0 p K
The proof may thus be completed by taking p — 1. O

Proposition 34. There erists a positive constant Cy such that, for all v
in M{ (T2 N &, all e > 0 and all p € V.(v) N & (where V.(v) is the
neighbourhood defined in proposition[13),

0% (1) — TH(p)| < Cre (1 + IO (u, P)). (84)

The proof is very similar to that of lemmaB2land we leave it to the reader.

4.4 End of the proof of theorem {4

Lemma 35. H(u) is lower-semi-continuous.

Proof. Fix p and let (f,,)m>0 converge weakly to p as m — oo. We let (uy,,)
be a subset such that lim H (u,,) = lim H(u,,, ). Suppose firstly that
m—r00

m—0o0

lim 7@ (p,,., P%) = oo. (85)

m—0o0

From lemma [28 we have that, if 1, € &, then
H(pp,) > (1= 1% (,,.) — <, where a > 1 and ¢ > 0 are constants.
Otherwise, if u,, ¢ & then (through lemma 24) 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 (85]) does not hold, so that there
exists an M such that for all m > M, {I® (., P%)} is upperbounded (and
by lemma 24] p,, € &). We then find that

h_m H (:upm) = h_m ([(3)(:upm7PZ) - F(/”me))

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

Recall that I'(uy,,,) = [ (p,,,). It follows from proposition B4l and the
boundedness of I® (1, ) that the second term is zero. However, from
lemma ({5 H* is lower-semi-continuous, which allows us to conclude that

lim H"(1,,) > H*(1) = H(p) as required. O

m—r0o0

Because {II"} is exponentially tight and satisfies the weak LDP with rate
function H(u), the following corollary is immediate [2I, Lemma 2.1.5].

Corollary 36. H(u) is a good rate function, i.e. the sets {p : H(u) < d}
are compact for all 6 € R, and it satisfies the first condition of theorem [}

This allows us to complete the proof of theorem [k

Proof. By combining lemmas [35] and R3] proposition 27l and corollary [36], we
complete the proof of theorem [l O

5 The unique minimum of the rate function

We first prove that there exists a unique minimum g, of the rate function.
We finish by providing explicit equations for u. which would facilitate its
numerical simulation.

Lemma 37. For p,v € M{ (T?), H" (1) = 0 if and only if p = Q".

Proof. Using the correspondences in section [4.3.1] it suffices to prove that
H" (H) = 0 if and only if p = Q. We have from theorem B4l that if p €
&, then H”(p) = I® (o (7)~1, P%). In turn a contraction principle [27]
dictates that

19 (o (7)1, P%) > 0,
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with equality if and only if o (7%)~" = P”. However since P* = Q"o (7)™},
it follows from lemma @7 that H"(u) is zero if and only if p = Q". O

Proposition 38. There is a unique distribution p. € M{ (T*) 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

Q" = pe. (86)
We define the mapping L : M{ (T%) — M7 (T?) by
p— L{p) = Q"
It follows from (73)) that
QO = /"L_?’ (87)

which is independent of p.

It may be inferred from the definitions in Section B.] 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‘s‘ (which determines Q*) is completely determined
by the means {c};t = 0,...,s — 1} and covariances {K"J:j € Z,u,v €

[0, s—1]}. In turn, it may be observed from (21]) and (26]) that these variables
are determined by ps — 1. Thus for any p,v € MY (T?%) and t € [1,T7, if

/,Lt—lzl/t—l,

then
L(p)e = L(v):.-
It follows from repeated application of the above identity that for any v

satisfying vy = pZ,
LY (v)r = L(LT(v))r. (88)

Defining
Me = LT(V>’ (89)

it follows from (B8] that p. satisfies (8@l).

Conversely if = L(p) for some p, then we have that u = L*(v) for any v
such that vy —2 = pup—2. Continuing this reasoning, we find that p = LT (v)
for any v such that vy = po. But by 1), since Q* = u, we have py = p2.
But we have just seen that any pu satisfying u = LT (v), where vy = u%, is
uniquely defined by (89]), which means that u = .. O
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We may use the proof of proposition[38|to characterize the unique measure
tte such that g, = Q*¢ in terms of its image p.. This characterization allows
one to directly numerically calculate p.. We characterize pi. recursively (in
time), by providing a method of determining P, in terms of e, - However
we must firstly outline explicitly the bijective correspondence between g,
and p,, as follows. For v € T, we write U~'(v) = (¥ (v)g,..., U~ (v)7).
We recall from (I3) that ¥~!(v)y = vy. The coordinate ¥~ (v); is the affine
function of vg, s = 0---¢ obtained from equations (I3) and (I4))

t ) 7fyt _ 1
Th= 3 e b (90)
=0

We have the following proposition.

Proposition 39. The mean of the limit law p. can be computed iteratively
by

o = J/Rt (f o™ (v)im1) por—1(dv), (91)

where the measure jly_y is given by

&%—l(dv) - ,U](d'l}()) ®-/V;f—l( (t 1) Kg;hl t—1) )d'Ul cee dvt—l-

Kéf’ls )y is the (t — 1) X (s — 1) submatriz of K#el composed of the rows
from tzmes 1 to (t — 1) and the columns from times 1 to (s — 1), and
clizyy = (e d).

The covariance K" of the limit law p. can be computed from equation (20))
and

Mgﬁo :/ o (f © \Il_l(v)t—l) X (fO \I]_I(U)S—l) &Ilnax(t—l,s—l)(dv)v (92>
R max t,s
and for 1 # 0
Mt = / (F oW (W")ma) x (F o U™ (v)am) prety o (o) (93)
R!xRS T
fors=1---t. Moreover (with a slight abuse of notation):

L s (ddvt) = pur(dvd) @ pr(dvh)®
e, Ol
Nie—1y+6-1((¢ (t—1) ( )) Kfff (15 1)0“’1 d“to—ldvl dvs 13
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where

ng,lm - tK€’1t 1) ng’ls 1)
Kte’ls 1) Ks&ls 1)

Proof. In the course of the previous proof we saw that .o = peo = p2. It
remains for us to explicitly outline how we determine p.; from ,u_;_l for each
t > 1. We saw in the previous proof that ., = H? ® Hey 4 where Hey is a
Gaussian Process (for ¢ > 1). Hence it suffices for us to provide expressions
for ¢ and {K!' : s =1,...,t,j € Z}, since K7 = K" in terms
of pies—1. The other components of the mean and covariance of ji.; are the
same as their analogues in fi;—1. The mean is given, through the change of
variable v = W(u), using definition [ by

= [ f) sl = T [ (700 0)a) phia(ao)
R Rt
where p! is the marginal distribution over one neuron and

par—1(dv) = pr(dvo) @ piyg—i(doy - - - dvp_y),

where ,uél,t_l is a (t — 1)-dimensional Gaussian measure described below.

The formula for K#<J can be obtained from equations (26) and (22]).
Indeed, we have

Kred = 06,10 1y + > A(j, 1) MM,
l=—c0
and

Mgt = )l s =1t

This can be rewritten, again through the change of variable v = ¥(u), using
definition [I, as

Mot = Jrmaxcsy (F 0 WTH0)im1) X (f 0 UTHV)5-1) Hemanr—1.5-1)(dV) =0
’ Jroeme (Fo U™ 00)21) x (fo U (0!)smn) pregy oy (d0Odv’) 150

for s=1---t. Forl# 0 (with a slight abuse of notation):

L s (ddvt) = pur(dvd) @ pr(dvh)®
e, Ol
Nie—1y+6-1((¢ (t—1) ( )) Kfff (15 1)0“’1 d“to—ldvl dvs 13
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and

He _t( Me Me
1y = (e, ..., ),
te,0 fhe;l
Kue,(o,l) _ K(t—l,t—l) K(t—Ls—l)
(t—1,s—1) — tK,ue,l K,ue,O )
(t—1,s—1) (s—1,s—1)

and Kéill,s—l) is the (¢ —1) x (s — 1) submatrix of K*<! composed of the rows

from times 1 to (¢t — 1) and the columns from times 1 to (s — 1). Obviously,

if either t — 1 or s — 1 is equal to 0, the corresponding matrixes are empty.
For [ = 0 we have

&%—1@[”) = p1(dvo) ® _/\ft_l(cé‘i_l), Kéi?,t—l))dvl o dug
0

Note that the integral in the righthand side of equation (@1]) can be re-
duced through a change of variable to an integral over at most R?. Similarly,
the integrals in the righthand side of equations (02) and (@3) can be reduced
to integrals computed over at most R*.

6 Conclusion

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

6.1 Important consequences

We note that the LDP of Moynot and Samuelides [36, [37] 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 important consequences of our results, culminating in an
analog of the Ergodic Theorem. We recall that Q™ (.J,©) is the conditional
law of N neurons for given J and ©.
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Theorem 40. IIV converges weakly to 0,,, i.e., for all ® € Co(MT (T%)),

lim | (" (u) QV(du) = D(pee).

N—o0 TN

Simalarly,
lim [ ®(a" (u) QV(J,0)(du) = (p)

N—o00 TN

Proof. The proof of the first result follows directly from the existence of an
LDP for the measure Iy, see theorem ], and is a straightforward adaptation
of the one in 36, Theorem 2.5.1]. The proof of the second result uses the
same method, making use of theorem HI] below. O

We can in fact obtain the following quenched convergence analogue of

(IG).
Theorem 41. For each closed set F of M{ (T?) and for almost all (J,0)

Tim %log [QV(J,0)(3" € F)] < — inf H(u).

N—o0 neF

Proof. The proof is a combination of Tchebyshev’s inequality and the Borel-
Cantelli lemma and is a straightforward adaptation of the one in [36, Theorem
2.5.4, Corollary 2.5.6]. O

We define QN (JV,0) = % Z;.L:_n QN (JN,0) o S77, where we recall the
shift operator S defined at the start of section 2.2

Corollary 42. Fiz M and let N > M. For almost every J and ©, and all
h e Cb(TM),

lim h(u) QNM(JN, ) (du) = / h(u) dul (u).

N—oo [rum TM

lim h(u) QN’M(du):/ h(u) dp (u).

N—oo T™ T™

That is, the M marginals Q"M (J,0) and QNM converge weakly to p as
N — o0.
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Proof. It is sufficient to apply theoremAQin the case where ® in Cy(M{ (T7))

is defined by
o) = [
T]VI

and to use the fact that QV,QN(J,0) € M{(TV) (lemma [3). O

We have the following analogue of the Ergodic Theorem. We may rep-
resent the ambient probability space by 20, where w € 20 is such that
w = (Jij,Hj,Bgt,ué), where i,7 € Z and 1 < s,t < T. We denote the
probability measure governing w by B. Let u™(w) € TV be defined by ().
As an aside, we may then understand Q™ (J,©) to be the conditional law of
P on uN)(w), for given (Ji;, ;)"

i,j=—mn"

Theorem 43. Fizx M > 0 and let h € Cy(TM). For u™)(w) € TV (where
N > M) and|j| < n, let N (w) = (™7 (w), u™MTH (W), ... aM)ITM=1(4))
the indexing being taken modulo N. Then B almost surely,

Jim % S k(69 (w)) = / h(u)dp (u). (94)

j:—TL 7’]\/1

That is, i (u™N)(w)) converges P-almost-surely to fi..

Proof. Our proof is an adaptation of [36]. We may suppose without loss of
generality that [, h(u)dpe(u) = 0. For p > 1 let
3
>4
p

[, pdatt

Since pi. ¢ F),, but it is the unique zero of H, it follows that infz H = m > 0.
Thus by theorem [ there exists an Ny, such that for all N > N,

F,= {u € ML (T

QY (4N € F,) < exp(—mN).

However
B (wlp™ (WM (W) € F) = QN (ulai"(u) € F,) .
Thus

SR (@A V(W) € Fy) < oo
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We may thus conclude from the Borel-Cantelli Lemma that 3 almost surely,
for every w € 20U, there exists N, such that for all N > N,,,

Zhu b (

j——n

<

Sl B

This yields ([@4) because p is arbitrary. The convergence of ™ (u™(w)) is a
direct consequence of ([@4)), since this means that each of the M** marginals
converge. O

6.2 Possible extensions

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

Zkagk+Z —|—(9+B§ n J=-n,....n t=I1,...,T,

it=—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, £ = 1---1 must
satisfy some conditions to ensure stability of the uncoupled dynamics.

This result can be straightforwardly extended to the case when the noise
is correlated but stationary Gaussian, that is cov(BJ, BF) is some function
of s,t and (k — j). It can also be easily extended to the case that the initial
distribution is correlated but mixing, using the Large Deviation Principle in
1.

The hypothesis that the synaptic weights are Gaussian is somewhat un-
realistic from the biological viewpoint. In his PhD thesis [36], Moynot has
obtained some preliminary results in the case of uncorrelated weights. We
think that this is also a promising avenue.

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.

o4



6.3 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 inﬁnityé 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 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 29] are
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 p,,, 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

3We noted in the introduction that this is termed propagation of chaos by some.
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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) [30} 24], [7].
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A  Proof of Lemma

We note RV the image law of P®N under EN . This satisfies a strong LDP
with good rate function see (B9)))

1(3) (H’ BZ) = 1(3) <HO’H?> + /oo ](3) (HUO’B%T) dﬁo(uo) (95)

This may be obtained by applying the contraction principle to the result in
Theorem We recall that I is considered to be a probability measure on

M (TF) (the definition of the latter is at the start of section 22), and we
note from (5) that P% = P, ie. it is independent of .

We obtain the LDP governing II""" by applying a contraction principle to
the LDP governing R". A proof of an LDP for stationary Gaussian processes
over (R%)Z has already been obtained in [2], however these authors do not
provide an explicit expression for the rate function. We therefore adapt their
proof to our problem, which has a non-Gaussian initial condition, and we
derive the required expression for the rate function. We assume for simplicity
throughout this appendix that ¢ = 0; the results may be easily generalised.

For w € [—m, 7], let

\/IdT + 02KV (w) = i Fiexp (—ijw). (96)

j=—00
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The T xT matrixes F are the coefficients of the absolutely converging Fourier

series of the positive square root \/IdT + 072K?(w). Define 7% : T% — T%
k

and T(”M) - TZ 5 TZ a5 follows. We let (TV(u))]g = (T(VM)(U)>O — u’g and (for

1<s<T)

00 T
_ § § : J, k=i
- Ftsut )

j=—o0 t=1

(thny(w) = > Z Fl (1 — M) g (97)

ljl<m t=1

where M = 2m + 1. We note that T(ar) 1s @ continuous map, but 7¥ is not

continuous (in general). We note that (P% o (7¥)7Y)1 1 has spectral density
o2Idr + K, and the spectral density of (P% o (T(VM))_l)l 7 is defined to be

hany(w). We write €/(M) = supge(_r [ ||\/02IdT + K¥(w)— /Ry (w)]|? (this
is the Euclidean norm). By Fejer’s Theorem, ¢” (M) — 0 as M — oo.

Theorem 44. IT"Y satisfies a strong LDP with good rate function
HY () =1¥ (o (m)7h), (98)
forpe & If p ¢ &, then H”(p) = oo.

Our proof makes use of results in [23] and [2]. Before we prove this
theorem, we require some preliminary lemmas. We define, in analogy to (1))

and (70),

1 [7 1 -
Lion(v) = i (log det (IdT + EKE/M)(W))> dw

11 [ .

LY (1) = %0797 | Al (—w) 9 (dw)

where fl(”M) = f(E’M) (O'QIdT +K’(M)> and f(é’M)(w) = han(w) — o*Idr.
Since we have assumed that ¢” = 0, it may be shown that I'y () (v) converges
to I'1(v) and, for all p € &, I' (1) converges to I'; (1) as M — oco.
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Let (¢7) be i.i.d random variables in 7~ governed by P%. Let (ﬂ%)) be the
image laws of the empirical measures generated by the stationary sequence
Ty (€). Since Ty is continuous, an application of the contraction principle
to [@5) dictates that (Eé\]fw)) satisfies a strong LDP with good rate function
given by

Hyy(@)=  inf | 19, P, (99)

Z:E:Z"T(A;)
Lemma 45. If p € &, then H"(p) (as defined in ([O8)) is equal to
I (1, PF) = T(r).
H" () is lower-semi-continuous (as a function of ).

Proof. We use results from the following section. From lemma (9], we find
that

H" () = 1% (1o, 47 +/

” e (Hu07£1Z,T> - (II"LUO) dpto (u0)7
R

where I'?(j,,) is defined in (I07), and we substitute K = Idp + o 2K”. Now,
after noting ([71]) and (70)), and recalling our assumption that ¢ = 0, we find
that

. 1
/ I () dtoluo) = T% + Tim — [ 6N (v, 0)dpe. (0) dpo(o),
RZ N—oo N TN o

=T"(n),

from which the expression in the lemma follows.
It remains for us to prove that if 4 — u then lim H”(uW) > H"(u).

J—00

We may assume without loss of generality that

li_mﬂ”(ﬁ(j)) = lim ﬂ”(ﬁ(j)) € RU 0.

j—oo Jj—roo

Suppose firstly that E£*” [|}0°]2] — oo for some subsequence (pj). Tt
follows from lemma that 14 (u®), P%) — oo. It may be proved very

similarly to lemma 28 that there exist constants @ > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that
I"(p) < L (I®(u, P%)+c¢). This means that H"(u®)) — oo as well, and

therefore lim;_,, A ”(HU)) = oo , satisfying the requirements of the lemma.
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Otherwise we may assume that there exists a constant / such that
E£Y [||u®||?] < 1 for all j. We therefore have that, for all M,

lim H" (%) = lim (H{yy (17) + gy (1) =T (1)) -

j—00 - j—00

I (1) = T3 (1) =5 / ” ( o () - A”(—m) i (w).

dmo?
< 1 do*
<z | A Z ol

where A, (w) is max{|A|}, where \ is an eigenvalue of (A’(’M) (w) — fl”(w)).
Since

ST 19 ([, w]) = 27BAY [[0°]12], we may write

T30 (1) =15 ()] < lefay,

where €/, = ey SUD e[ 1| ||/1’(’M) (w) — A”(w)|| = 0 as M — oo because of
the Fejer approximation in (@7). Thus

lim HY(u) > lim (HYyp (p) — — T o = TY]) -

Jj—00 Jj—00

— 0 as

However it follows from the Fejer approximation that ‘F’i( M)~ Iy
M — oco. In addition, lim H{y, (,u(J ) = H{yy(p) due to the lower semi-

]—)OO

continuity of H(). On taking M — oo, we therefore find that

li_mﬁ”(ﬁ(j)) > ﬁu(ﬁ(j))-

j—o0

Lemma 46. If0 < A < then for all odd N = 2n + 1

25”(A4

1
3&; loggﬂilzz

exp <§ S it () - f'f(u)knz)] < —3 log (1 - 2A"(M)).
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The proof is almost identical to that in [23]. We are now ready to prove
theorem [44]

Proof. 1t follows from the above lemma, the LDP for H in (@) and [2,
Theorem 4.9] that 1" satisfies a strong LDP with good rate function

lim lm inf H{,(7), (100)

0=0 M 00 7EBS (1) -

where Bo(n) = {v : d(u,v) < o0}. Here d is the Prohorov metric over
M (T?), induced by the metric d(z,y) = > o 27 Whmin (|27 — ¢, 1)
over TZ. Note that the above expression with a closed ball is equivalent to
the expression with the open ball in [2].

It follows, very similarly to [23], that if F' is a compact set, then

lim inf H = inf H” 101
Jim inf Hipy(y) = inf B (). (101)

The theorem now follows since H" is lower semicontinuous, by lemma[5. [

A.1 Properties of the Entropy

Let £ be a zero-mean stationary measure on M{ ((R")%). Let K : [-m, 7] —
RT*T possess an absolutely convergent Fourier Series, i.e. K(—7) = K(n),
and be such that the eigenvalues of C(w) are strictly greater than zero for all
w. We require that IC is the density of a stationary sequence, which means
that we must also assume that for all w

K(-w) ="'K(w) = K(w)*.

This means, in particular, that K(w) is Hermitian. We write

00 T
(Q( Z ZRmut , where (102)
j=—o0 t=1
> RIexp (—ijw) = K2, (103)

j=—o0

Here K2 is understood to be the positive Hermitian square root of . In this
section, we determine a general expression for ¢ (§ oL, BLT). We are
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generalising the result for 7' = 1 given in [23]. These results are necessary
for the proofs in the previous section.
We similarly write that

oo T
(A(u))ls€ = Z Zstuf_j, where (104)
j=—o0 t=1
S Sexp (—ijw) = K2 (105)

j=—o00

As previously, K2 is understood to be the positive Hermitian square root.
The Fourier Series of K% is absolutely convergent as a consequence of
Wiener’s Theorem. We note that R™7 = 'R/ and S™7 = S/, Similarly
to definition B, we let £ 1 be the subset of M ((R”)?) such that

Ear = {p € M (RT)Z) | EE][[0°[*] < o0}
Lemma 47. For all§ € &7, oA™Y and {0 Q71 are in Eyp and
éoA‘loQ_l :§OQ_1OA_1 =¢.

Proof. We make use of the following standard lemma from [40], to which
the reader is referred for the definition of an orthogonal stochastic measure.
Let (U7) € RT be a zero-mean stationary sequence governed by § € &

Then there exists an orthogonal R”-valued stochastic measure Z¢ = Z5(A)
(A € B([—m,7]), such that for every j € Z (§ a.s.)

i — % /_ W exp(ico]) ZE(dw). (106)

Conversely any orthogonal stochastic measure defines a zero-mean stationary
sequence through (I06]). It may be inferred from this representation that

ZEA (dw) = 'K 2 (w) Z8(dw),
Z89 (dw) = K7 (w) 2 (dw).

The proof that this is well-defined makes use of the fact that Kz and K2
are uniformly continuous, since their Fourier Series’ each converge uniformly.
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This gives us the lemma. We note for future reference that, if { has spectral
density X'(#), then the spectral density of £ o Q7" is

O

It remains for us to determine a specific expression for 1) (o Q-1 pP%)
when § € & 7. We define

() = % (Eé [o72)0"))?] — E& [0_2HUOH2]> - % /W log det (K(w)) dw.
- (107)

Lemma 48. For all { € M{ (T?%),
19 (g0 ™!, Ply) < 1P (&, Piy) = T9(¢).

Proof. We assume for now that there exists a ¢ such that R, = 0 for all
s,t and j > ¢, denoting the corresponding map by €2,. Let NqL be the

TL x TL block-circulant matrix, with the 5% block given by R7. Let gq N =
éuNO o (N, qN )~L. Tt follows from this assumption that the L = 2]+1 dimensional

marginals of \éq v and (§o Q,) 1), are the same, as long as [ < n — ¢ (where
N =2n+1). Thus

I (g () )%, P2E) =1 ((

<I® (gq PN ) . (108)

§,0)5 P

This last inequality follows from a property of the Kiillback-Leibler Diver-
gence 1) namely that it is nondecreasing as we take a ‘finer’ o-algebra.
If §N does not have a density for some N then I®) (& £1Z,T) is infinite and
the lemma is trivial. If otherwise, we may readily evaluate (% @% . B?g )
using a change of variable to find that

N 1 N
190 (&, PEN) = 19 (€Y, PEN) + B [INVul = [Jul?]

202
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We divide (I08)) by L, substitute the above result, and finally take L — oo
(while fixing N = L + 2¢) to find that

I (g0 ()™, Plg) <19 (& Piy)
+ 1 <E§o(ﬂ)’1 [[lu]f2] — BE [||u0||2]) + ﬁ /_7r log det (K(w)) dw

202
=1 (& Ply) = T5(9).
Here ' (€) is equal to I'*(€) as defined above, subject to the above assump-
tion that R/ = 0 for j > ¢. On taking ¢ — oo, it may be readily seen that
Ff} — T pointwise. Furthermore the lower semicontinuity of I® dictates

that
I (o™, PE) < lm I® (€0 Q;Y), PEy),

q—0o0

which gives us the lemma. O

Lemma 49. If £ € Ep, then I® ({0 Q71 PYL) = 10 (¢, PTy) — T ().

Proof. We find, similarly to the previous lemma, that if v € M ((T%) then
I ((yo A™), Piy) <19 (v, Piy) +

! [EC°A™ [Jlu]?] — B2 [Jlu?))7] —ﬁ/ log det K(w)dw. (109)

202 -

We substitute v = £ o Q7" into the above and, after noting lemma U7, we
find that

I (& Pry) < 1P (€097, Piy) +

1 1 1 [7
i 3 011271 _ (§0Q ) 012 o
5 (ES [Ila"12) —E€2 [J’)2]) - - /_W log det (K (w)) duw
= 1% ((€oQ™), PL) +T9(E). (110)
The result now follows from the previous lemma and (I10). O
References

[1] J. BALADRON, D. FasoLl, AND O. FAUGERAS, Three applications of
GPU computing in neuroscience, Computing in Science and Engineer-
ing, (2012).

63



2]

3]

[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[10]

[11]

[12]

J. R. BAXTER AND N. C. JAIN, An approximation condition for large
deviations and some applications, in Convergence in Ergodic Theory
and Probability, V. Bergulson, ed., Ohio State University Mathematical
Research Institute Publications, 1993.

G. BEN-AROUS AND A. GUIONNET, Large deviations for langevin spin
glass dynamics, Probability Theory and Related Fields, 102 (1995),
pp. 455-509.

—, Symmetric Langevin Spin Glass Dynamics, The Annals of Proba-
bility, 25 (1997), pp. 1367-1422.

P. BRESSLOFF, Stochastic neural field theory and the system-size ex-
pansion, SIAM J. Appl. Math, 70 (2009), pp. 1488-1521.

M. Buice AND J. COWAN, Field-theoretic approach to fluctuation ef-
fects in neural networks, Physical Review E, 75 (2007).

M. Buicge, J. Cowan, AND C. CHOW, Systematic fluctuation ez-

pansion for neural network activity equations, Neural computation, 22
(2010), pp. 377-426.

M. J. CACERES, J. A. CARILLO, AND B. PERHAME, Analysis of
nonlinear noisy integrate and fire neuron models: blow-up and steady
states, The Journal of Mathematical Neuroscience, 1 (2011).

B. CEssAc, Increase in complexity in random neural networks, Journal
de Physique I (France), 5 (1995), pp. 409-432.

B. CEssac AND M. SAMUELIDES, From mneuron to meural networks
dynamics., EPJ Special topics: Topics in Dynamical Neural Networks,
142 (2007), pp. 7-88.

T. CHIYONOBU AND S. KUSUOKA, The large deviation principle for hy-
permizing processes, Probability Theory and Related Fields, 78 (1988),
pp. 627-649.

A. CRISANTI AND H. SOMPOLINSKY, Dynamics of spin systems with
randomly asymmetric bonds: Langevin dynamics and a spherical model,

Physical Review A, 36 (1987), pp. 4922-4939.

64



[13]

[14]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

— Dynamics of spin systems with randomly asymmetric bounds: Ising
spins and Glauber dynamics, Phys. Review A, 37 (1987), p. 4865.

L. F. CuGLIANDOLO, J. KURCHAN, P. LE DoussAL, AND L. PELITI,

Glassy behaviour in disordered systems with nonrelaxational dynamics,
Physical review letters, 78 (1997), pp. 350-353.

D. DALEY AND D. VERE-JONES, An introduction to the theory of point
processes: volume II: general theory and structure, vol. 2, Springer, 2007.

D. DAwsoN AND P. DEL MORAL, Large deviations for interacting
processes in the strong topology, in Statistical Modeling and Analysis for
Complex Data Problems, Springer US, 2005.

D. DAWSON AND J. GARTNER, Large deviations from the mckean-
vlasov limit for weakly interacting diffusions, Stochastics, 20 (1987).

—, Multilevel large deviations and interacting diffusions, Probability
Theory and Related Fields, 98 (1994), pp. 423-487.

P. DAvAN AND L. ABBOTT, Theoretical Neuroscience : Computational
and Mathematical Modeling of Neural Systems, MIT Press, 2001.

A. DEMBO AND O. ZEITOUNI, Large deviations techniques, Springer,
1997. 2nd Edition.

J.-D. DEUSCHEL AND D. W. STROOCK, Large Deviations, vol. 137 of
Pure and Applied Mathematics, Academic Press, 1989.

M. DONSKER AND S. VARADHAN, Asymptotic evaluation of certain
markov process expectations for large time, v, Communications on Pure

and Applied Mathematics, XXXVI (1983), pp. 183-212.

M. DONSKER AND S. VARADHAN, Large deviations for stationary
Gaussian processes, Commun. Math. Phys., 97 (1985), pp. 187-210.

S. ELBOUSTANI AND A. DESTEXHE, A master equation formalism for

macroscopic modeling of asynchronous irreqular activity states, Neural
computation, 21 (2009), pp. 46-100.

R. ELLIS, Entropy, large deviations and statistical mechanics, Springer,
1985.

65



[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

G. B. ERMENTROUT AND D. TERMAN, Foundations of Mathematical
Neuroscience, Interdisciplinary Applied Mathematics, Springer, 2010.

W. GERSTNER, Time structure of the activity in neural network models,
Physical Review E, 51 (1995), pp. 738-758.

W. GERSTNER AND W. KISTLER, Spiking Neuron Models, Cambridge
University Press, 2002.

W. GERSTNER AND J. VAN HEMMEN, Coherence and incoherence in a

globally coupled ensemble of pulse-emitting units, Physical review letters,
71 (1993), pp. 312-315.

I. GINZBURG AND H. SOMPOLINSKY, Theory of correlations in stochas-
tic neural networks, Physical Review E, 50 (1994).

A. GUIONNET, Dynamique de Langevin d’un verre de spins, PhD thesis,
Université de Paris Sud, 1995.

—, Averaged and quenched propagation of chaos for spin glass dynam-
ics, Probability Theory and Related Fields, 109 (1997), pp. 183-215.

E. IzHIKEVICH, Dynamical Systems in Neuroscience: The Geometry of
Excitability And Bursting, MIT Press, 2007.

E. KANDEL, J. SCHWARTZ, AND T. JESSEL, Principles of Neural Sci-
ence, McGraw-Hill, 4th ed., 2000.

L. LAPICQUE, Recherches quantitatifs sur l’excitation des nerfs traitee
comme une polarisation, J. Physiol. Paris; 9 (1907), pp. 620-635.

O. MoynNoT, Etude mathématique de la dynamique des réseaur neu-
ronauzr aléatoires récurrents, PhD thesis, Université Paul Sabatier,
Toulouse, 1999.

O. MoyNOT AND M. SAMUELIDES, Large deviations and mean-field

theory for asymmetric random recurrent neural networks, Probability
Theory and Related Fields, 123 (2002), pp. 41-75.

J. NEVEU, Processus aléatoires gaussiens, vol. 34, Presses de I’'Université
de Montréal, 1968.

66



[39] M. SAMUELIDES AND B. CESSAC, Random recurrent neural networks,
European Physical Journal - Special Topics, 142 (2007), pp. 7-88.

[40] A. SHIRYAEV, Probability, Springer, 1996.

[41] H. SOMPOLINSKY, A. CRISANTI, AND H. SOMMERS, Chaos in Random
Neural Networks, Physical Review Letters, 61 (1988), pp. 259-262.

[42] H. SOMPOLINSKY AND A. ZIPPELIUS, Dynamic theory of the spin-glass
phase, Physical Review Letters, 47 (1981), pp. 359-362.

[43] ——, Relazational dynamics of the Edwards-Anderson model and
the mean-field theory of spin-glasses, Physical Review B, 25 (1982),
pp. 6860-6875.

67



	1 Introduction
	2 The neural network model
	2.1 The model equations
	2.2 The laws of the uncoupled and coupled processes
	2.2.1 Preliminaries
	2.2.2 Coupled and uncoupled processes


	3 The good rate function
	3.1 Gaussian process
	3.2 Definition of the functional 
	3.2.1 1
	3.2.2 2

	3.3 The Radon-Nikodym derivative

	4 The large deviation principle
	4.1 Lower bound on the open sets
	4.2 Exponential Tightness of N
	4.3 Upper Bound on the Compact Sets
	4.3.1 An LDP for a Gaussian measure
	4.3.2 An upper bound for N over compact sets

	4.4 End of the proof of theorem 4

	5 The unique minimum of the rate function
	6 Conclusion
	6.1 Important consequences
	6.2 Possible extensions
	6.3 Discussion

	A Proof of Lemma 29
	A.1 Properties of the Entropy


