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Moderate deviations of generalized N-urn

Ehrenfest models

Lirong Ren ∗

Beijing Jiaotong University
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Abstract: This paper is a further investigation of the generalized N -urn Ehrenfest model
introduced in [7]. A moderate deviation principle from the hydrodynamic limit of the model
is derived. The proof of this main result follows a routine procedure introduced in [3],
where a replacement lemma plays the key role. To prove the replacement lemma, the large
deviation principle of the model given in [7] is utilized.

Keywords: hydrodynamic limit, N-urn Ehrenfest model, moderate deviation, replacement
lemma.

1 Introduction and main results

In this paper we will prove a moderate deviation principle from the hydrodynamic limit of
the generalized N -urn Ehrenfest model introduced in [7]. We first recall the definition of the
model. Initially some gas molecules are put into N boxes, where N ≥ 2 is an integer. We
assume that numbers of gas molecules in different boxes are independent and the number
of gas molecules in the ith box follows Poisson distribution with mean φ( i

N
) for 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

where φ is a positive function in C ([0, 1]). For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N , each gas molecule in the ith box

jumps to the jth box at rate 1
N
λ
(

i
N
, j
N

)
, where λ is a positive function in C1,1 ([0, 1]× [0, 1]).

When λ ≡ 1, the above model reduces to the classicN -urn Ehrenfest model introduced in [1].
For any t ≥ 0, let XN

t (i) be the number of gas molecules in the ith box at moment t and

XN
t =

(
XN

t (1), XN
t (2), . . . , XN

t (N)
)
,

then {XN
t }t≥0 is a continuous-time Markov process with state space {0, 1, 2, . . .}N and

generator LN given by

LNf(x) =
N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

x(i)

N
λ

(
i

N
,
j

N

)[
f(xi,j)− f(x)

]

for any f ∈ C
(
{0, 1, 2, . . .}N

)
and x ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}N , where xi,j = x when i = j and

xi,j(l) =





x(l) if l 6= i, j,

x(i)− 1 if l = i,

x(j) + 1 if l = j
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when i 6= j.
Now we recall the hydrodynamic limit of {XN

t }t≥1 given in [7]. For each N ≥ 1 and any
t ≥ 0, we define the empirical measure µN

t as

µN
t (du) =

1

N

N∑

i=1

XN
t (i)δ i

N
(du),

where δ i
N
(du) is the Dirac measure concentrated at i

N
. That is to say, µN

t is a random linear

operator from C([0, 1]) to R that

µN
t (f) =

∫

[0,1]

f(u)µN
t (du) =

1

N

N∑

i=1

XN
t (i)f(

i

N
)

for any f ∈ C([0, 1]). Let P1 be the linear operator from C([0, 1]) to C([0, 1]) that

(P1f)(x) =

∫ 1

0

λ(x, y)f(y)dy

for any f ∈ C([0, 1]), x ∈ [0, 1] and P2 be the one that

(P2f)(x) =

∫ 1

0

λ(x, y)f(x)dy

for any f ∈ C([0, 1]), x ∈ [0, 1], then it is shown in [7] that there is a unique deterministic
measure-valued process {µt}t≥0 that

µt(f) =

∫ 1

0

f(x)φ(x)dx +

∫ t

0

µs ((P1 − P2)f) ds (1.1)

for any t ≥ 0 and f ∈ C([0, 1]). The following proposition is proved in [7], which gives the
hydrodynamic limit of {XN

t }t≥0 as N → +∞.

Proposition 1.1 ( [7, Theorem 2.3]). Let µ be defined as in Equation (1.1), then

lim
N→+∞

µN
t (f) = µt(f)

in probability for any t ≥ 0 and f ∈ C([0, 1]).

In this paper, we are concerned with the moderate deviation principle from the hydrody-
namic limit given in Proposition 1.1. To give our results, we first introduce some notations
and definitions. We use S to denote the dual of C([0, 1]), i.e., the set of linear operators
from C([0, 1]) to R. For later use, we use A to denote the subset of S consist of nonnegative
measures, i.e, ν ∈ A if and only if ν(f) ≥ 0 for any nonnegative f ∈ C([0, 1]). For given
T0 > 0, we use D([0, T0],S) to denote the set of càdlàg functions from [0, T0] to S. For any
ν ∈ S, we define

Iini(ν) = sup
f∈C([0,1])

{
ν(f)−

1

2

∫ 1

0

φ(x)f2(x)dx

}
. (1.2)

For any π ∈ D([0, T0],S), we define

Idyn(π) = sup
G∈C1,0([0,T0]×[0,1])

{
πT0(GT0)− π0(G0)−

∫ T0

0

πs ((∂s + P1 − P2)Gs) ds

−
1

2

∫ T0

0

(∫

[0,1]

(∫ 1

0

λ(x, y) (Gs(y)−Gs(x))
2
dy

)
µs(dx)

)
ds

}
, (1.3)
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where µ is defined as in Equation (1.1) and Gt(·) = G(t, ·) for any G ∈ C1,0([0, T0] ×
[0, 1]), 0 ≤ t ≤ T0. Let {aN}N≥1 be a given positive sequence that limN→+∞

aN

N
=

limN→+∞
√
N

aN
= 0, then we define random measure θNt as

θNt (du) =
1

aN

N∑

i=1

(
XN

t (i)− EXN
t (i)

)
δ i

N
(du)

for any N ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ N . We use θN to denote {θNt : 0 ≤ t ≤ T0}, then θN ∈
D([0, T0],S). Now we give our main result.

Theorem 1.2. Let Iini and Idyn be defined as in Equations (1.2) and (1.3) respectively,
then

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
logP

(
θN ∈ C

)
≤ − inf

π∈C
(Iini(π0) + Idyn(π)) (1.4)

for any closed set C ⊆ D([0, T0],S) and

lim inf
N→+∞

N

a2N
logP

(
θN ∈ O

)
≥ − inf

π∈O
(Iini(π0) + Idyn(π)) (1.5)

for any open set O ⊆ D([0, T0],S).

To make Theorem 1.2 easy to catch, our next result gives alternative representation
formulas of Iini and Idyn. For any f, g ∈ C([0, 1]) and 0 ≤ t ≤ T0, we define

〈f |g〉t =

∫

[0,1]

(∫ 1

0

λ(x, y) (f(y)− f(x)) (g(y)− g(x)) dy

)
µt(dx).

Furthermore, for any F,G ∈ C([0, T0]× [0, 1]), we define

≪ F,G ≫=

∫ T0

0

〈Fs|Gs〉sds.

For F1, F2 ∈ C([0, T0] × [0, 1]), we write F1 ∼ F2 when ≪ F1 − F2, F1 − F2 ≫= 0. We use
H to denote the completion of C([0, T0]× [0, 1])/ ∼ under the inner product ≪ ·, · ≫, then
we have the following result.

Theorem 1.3. If ν ∈ S makes Iini(ν) < +∞, then there exists g ∈ L2([0, 1]) that ν(dx) =
g(x)φ(x)dx and

Iini(ν) = ν(g)−
1

2

∫ 1

0

φ(x)g2(x)dx =

∫ 1

0 φ(x)g2(x)dx

2
.

If π ∈ D([0, T0],S) makes Idyn(π) < +∞, then there exists F ∈ H that

πT0(GT0)− π0(G0)−

∫ T0

0

πs ((∂s + P1 − P2)Gs) ds =≪ G,F ≫

for any G ∈ C1,0([0, T0]× [0, 1]) and Idyn(π) =
≪F,F≫

2 .

Theorem 1.3 is a routine result since Iini and Idyn are both defined as the supremum of
a linear function minus a positive definite quadratic one. The proof of Theorem 1.3 follows
the same procedure as those in proofs of analogue results such as Lemma 5.1 of [3] and
Equation (2.2) of [8], where a crucial step is the utilization of Riesz representation theorem.
Hence, we omit the proof of Theorem 1.3 in this paper.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows a routine strategy introduced in [3], where an expo-
nential martingale plays the key role. A replacement lemma is crucial for the execution of
the above strategy, which is the main difficulty we need to overcome in this paper. We prove
this replacement lemma according to the large deviation principle of our model given in [7].
For mathematical details, see Section 2.
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2 Replacement lemma

In this section we will prove the following replacement lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let µ be defined as in Equation (1.1), then for any G ∈ C([0, T0]× [0, 1]) and
ǫ > 0,

lim sup
N→+∞

1

aN
logP

(
sup

0≤t≤T0

∣∣µN
t (Gt)− µt(Gt)

∣∣ ≥ ǫ

)
= −∞. (2.1)

The large deviation principle of our model given in [7] is crucial for the proof of Lemma
2.1, which we recall here. For any ν ∈ S, we define

Jini(ν) = sup
f∈C([0,1])

{
ν(f)−

∫ 1

0

φ(x)
(
ef(x) − 1

)
dx

}
.

For any π ∈ D([0, T0],S), we define

Jdyn(π) = sup
G∈C1,0([0,T0]×[0,1])

{
πT0(GT0)− π0(G0)−

∫ T0

0

πs ((∂s + B)Gs) ds

}
,

where

Bf(x) =

∫ 1

0

λ(x, y)
(
ef(y)−f(x) − 1

)
dy

for any f ∈ C([0, 1]) and x ∈ [0, 1]. Then the following upper bound of large deviation
principle is given in [7].

Proposition 2.2 ( [7, Theorem 2.6]). Let µN = {µN
t }0≤t≤T0 , then

lim sup
N→+∞

1

N
logP

(
µN ∈ C

)
≤ − inf

π∈C
(Jini(π0) + Jdyn(π))

for any closed set C ⊆ D([0, T0],S).

Note that although Reference [7] adopts the assumption that λ(x, y) = λ1(x)λ2(y) for
some λ1, λ2 ∈ C([0, 1]), this assumption is utilized in the proof of the lower bound of the
large deviation principle. The upper bound does not rely on the this assumption.

To prove Lemma 2.1, we need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 2.3. If π ∈ D([0, T0],S) makes Jini(π0) + Jdyn(π) = 0, then π = µ.

Lemma 2.4. For any 0 < C < +∞,

AC := {π ∈ D([0, T0],S) : Jini(π0) + Jdyn(π) ≤ C and πt ∈ A for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T0}

is compact.

We first utilize Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4 to prove Lemma 2.1.

Proof of Lemma 2.1. For any ǫ > 0 and given G ∈ C1,0([0, T0]× [0, 1]), we define Dǫ,G as

Dǫ,G =

{
π ∈ D([0, T0],S) : sup

0≤t≤T0

|πt(Gt)− µt(Gt)| ≥ ǫ and πt ∈ A for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T0

}
.

Since µN
t ∈ A for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T0 and N2

a2
N

→ +∞, by Proposition 2.2, we only need to show

that
inf

π∈Dǫ,G

(Jini(π0) + Jdyn(π)) > 0

4



to prove Lemma 2.1. If infπ∈Dǫ,G
(Jini(π0) + Jdyn(π)) = 0, then there exists a sequence

{πn}n≥1 in Dǫ,G ∩ A1 that

lim
n→+∞

(Jini(π
n
0 ) + Jdyn(π

n)) = 0. (2.2)

By Lemma 2.4, A1 is compact. Hence, there exists π̂ ∈ A1 that a subsequence {πnk}k≥1 of
{πn}n≥1 satisfies that limk→+∞ πnk = π̂. Since Jini and Jdyn are both defined as supremums
of continuous functions, it is easy to check that Jini(π0) + Jdyn(π) is lower semi-continuous
of π. Then, by Equation (2.2),

Jini(π̂0) + Jdyn(π̂) = 0

and consequently π̂ = µ according to Lemma 2.3. However, since Dǫ,G is closed, µ̂ ∈ Dǫ,G

and hence
sup

0≤t≤T0

|π̂t(Gt)− µt(Gt)| ≥ ǫ,

which is contradict with π̂ = µ.

At last we prove Lemmas 2.3 and 2.4.

Proof of Lemma 2.3. Since Jini(π0) ≥ π0(0)−
∫ 1

0
φ(x)

(
e0 − 1

)
dx = 0 and

Jdyn(π) ≥ πT0(0)− π0(0)−

∫ T0

0

πs ((∂s + B)0)ds = 0,

Jini(π0) + Jdyn(π) = 0 implies that Jini(π0) = Jdyn(π) = 0. Then, for any f ∈ C([0, 1]),

Kf(c) := π0(cf)−

∫ 1

0

φ(x)
(
ecf(x) − 1

)
dx

gets maximum 0 at c = 0 and hence d
dc
Kf (c)

∣∣∣
c=0

= 0, which implies that

π0(f) =

∫ 1

0

φ(x)f(x)dx

for any f ∈ C([0, 1]) and hence π0(dx) = φ(x)dx. Similarly, for any h ∈ C1([0, T0]) and
f ∈ C([0, 1]), let Gh,f (t, x) = h(t)f(x), then

Γh,f (c) := πT0(cG
h,f
T0

)− π0(cG
h,f
0 )−

∫ T0

0

πs

(
(∂s + B)(cGh,f

s )
)
ds

gets maximum at c = 0 and hence d
dc
Γh,f(c)

∣∣∣
c=0

= 0, which implies that

hT0πT0(f)− h0π0(f)−

∫ T0

0

h′
sπs(f)ds =

∫ T0

0

hsπs ((P1 − P2)f) ds

for any f ∈ C([0, 1]), h ∈ C1([0, T0]) and hence {πt(f)}0≤t≤T0 is differentiable with

d

dt
πt(f) = πt ((P1 − P2)f)

for any f ∈ C([0, 1]). Consequently, π = µ.
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Proof of Lemma 2.4. By Arzelà-Ascoli Theorem, we only need to show that for any non-
negative f ∈ C[0, 1],

{πt(f) : 0 ≤ t ≤ T0}π∈AC

are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous. Let ~1 be the function that ~1(x) = 1 for all
x ∈ [0, 1], then for any π ∈ AC ,

π0(~1) ≤ C +

∫ 1

0

φ(x)
(
e
~1(x) − 1

)
dx = C + (e − 1)

∫ 1

0

φ(x)dx. (2.3)

For given 0 < t < T0 and sufficiently large n, let Λt
n be the function from [0, T0] to R that

Λt
n(s) = 0 when s ≤ t or s ≥ t + 1

n
and Λt

n(s) = −n when t < s < t + 1
n
. Since C([0, T0])

is dense in L1([0, T0]), let {Λ̃
t
n,m}m≥1 be a sequence in C([0, T0]) that Λ̃

t
n,m converges in L1

to Λt
n as m → +∞. Then we define ht

n ∈ C([0, T0]), h̃
t
n,m ∈ C1([0, T0]) that

ht
n(s) = 1 +

∫ s

0

Λt
n(u)du, h̃t

n,m(s) = 1 +

∫ s

0

Λ̃t
n,m(u)du

for all s ∈ [0, 1]. As a result, h̃t
n,m converges to ht

n uniformly in [0, 1] as m → +∞. Let

G̃t
n,m ∈ C1,0([0, T0] × [0, 1]) that G̃t

n,m(s, x) = h̃t
n,m(s)~1(x) for any 0 ≤ s ≤ T0, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1,

then for π ∈ AC ,

πT0

(
G̃t

n,m,T0

)
− π0

(
G̃t

n,m,0

)
≤ C +

∫ T0

0

πs

(
(∂s + B)G̃t

n,m,s

)
ds.

Let m → +∞, we have

−π0(~1) ≤ C − n

∫ t+ 1
n

t

πs(~1)ds.

Since π is right-continuous, let n → ∞, we have

πt(~1) ≤ π0(~1) + C. (2.4)

Then, by Equation (2.3),

πt(f) ≤

(
max
0≤x≤1

f(x)

)
πt(~1)

≤

(
max
0≤x≤1

f(x)

)(
2C + (e− 1)

∫ 1

0

φ(x)dx

)
(2.5)

for any 0 ≤ t ≤ T0 and hence {πt(f) : 0 ≤ t ≤ T0}π∈AC
are uniformly bounded. For s <

t < T0 and sufficiently large n, we define Λ̂t,s
n as the function from [0, T0] to R that

Λ̂t,s
n (u) =




0 if u ≤ s, s+ 1

n
< u ≤ t or u > t+ 1

n
,

n if s < u ≤ s+ 1
n
,

−n if t < u ≤ t+ 1
n
.

Then, via replacing Λt
n by Λ̂t,s

n and ~1 by g ∈ C([0, 1]) in the analysis leading to Equation
(2.4), we have

πt(g) ≤ πs(g) + C +

∫ t

s

πu (Bg)du

6



for any g ∈ C([0, 1]). For any given M > 0, let g = Mf , then we have

πt(f) ≤ πs(f) +
C

M
+

∫ t

s

1

M
πu (B(Mf))du.

By Equation (2.5), for any π ∈ AC and u ∈ (s, t),

πu (B(Mf)) ≤

(
max
0≤x≤1

|B(Mf)(x)|

)(
2C + (e − 1)

∫ 1

0

φ(x)dx

)
.

Hence, for any ǫ > 0, we can first choose M sufficiently large that C
M

< ǫ
2 and then there

exists δ1 > 0 only depending on M and f that

∫ t

s

1

M
πu (B(Mf))du <

ǫ

2

and hence
πt(f) ≤ πs(f) + ǫ

for any t − s ≤ δ1 and π ∈ AC . Let g = −Mf , then it is proved similarly that there exists
δ2 > 0 only depending on ǫ and f that

πt(f) ≥ πs(f)− ǫ

for any t − s ≤ δ2 and π ∈ AC . As a result, {πt(f) : 0 ≤ t ≤ T0}π∈AC
are equicontinuous

and hence the proof is complete.

3 The proof of Equation (1.4)

In this section we give the proof of Equation (1.4). With Lemma 2.1, the proof of our
main result follows a routine procedure introduced in [3], which has also been utilized in
References [2], [8] and so on to prove MDPs of models such as exclusion processes, density-
dependent Markov chains and so on. Hence, in this paper we only give a outline of the proof
without repeating too many similar details with those in above references.

For later use, for a given positive sequence {cN}N≥1 that limN→+∞ cN = +∞ and a
sequence of random variables {YN}N≥1, we write YN as oexp(cN ) when

lim
N→+∞

1

cN
logP (|YN | ≥ ǫ) = −∞

for any ǫ > 0 and write YN as Oexp(cN ) when

lim sup
N→+∞

1

cN
logP (|YN | ≥ ǫ) < 0

for any ǫ > 0. Now we first prove Equation (1.4) for compact K ⊆ D([0, T0],S).

Proof of Equation (1.4) for compact sets. For each N ≥ 1 and any G ∈ C1,1([0, T0]× [0, 1]),
we define HN

G (t,XN
t ) as

HN
G (t,XN

t ) = exp

{
a2N
N

θNt (Gt)

}
= exp

{
aN
N

N∑

i=1

(
XN

t (i)− EXN
t (i)

)
Gt(

i

N
)

}

7



and define ΓN
t (G) as

ΓN
t (G) =

HN
G (t,XN

t )

HN
G (0, XN

0 )
exp

{
−

∫ t

0

(∂s + LN )HN
G (s,XN

s )

HN
G (s,XN

s )
ds

}
.

Then it is easy to check that {ΓN
t (G)}0≤t≤T0 is a martingale with mean 1 by Itô’s formula.

Therefore, for any t ≥ 0 and f ∈ C([0, 1]),

Ee
aN
N

∑N
i=1(X

N
0 (i)−EXN

0 (i))f( i
N

) = E
(
e

aN
N

∑N
i=1(X

N
0 (i)−EXN

0 (i))f( i
N

)ΓN
t (G)

)
. (3.1)

According to our assumption of XN
0 and the fact that limN→+∞

aN

N
= 0, it is easy to check

that

lim
N→+∞

Ee
aN
N

∑N
i=1(X

N
t (i)−EXN

0 (i))f( i
N

) =
1

2

∫ 1

0

φ(x)f2(x)dx. (3.2)

according to Taylor’s expansion formula up to the second order. For later use, for each N ≥

1, we define PN
1 f(x) = 1

N

∑N
j=1 λ(x,

j
N
)f( j

N
), PN

2 f(x) = f(x) 1
N

∑N
j=1 λ(x,

j
N
), Kf(x) =∫ 1

0 λ(x, y)(f(y) − f(x))2dy and KNf(x) = 1
N

∑N
j=1 λ(x,

j
N
)(f( j

N
) − f(x))2 for any f ∈

C([0, 1]), x ∈ [0, 1]. According to the generator LN of {XN
t }t≥0,

d

dt
EXN

t (i) = −EXN
t (i)

N∑

j=1

λ( i
N
, j
N
)

N
+

N∑

j=1

λ( j
N
, i
N
)

N
EXN

t (j)

while

LNHN
G (t,XN

t ) =

N∑

i=1

λ( i
N
, j
N
)XN

t (i)

N

N∑

j=1

HN
G (t,XN

t )
(
e

aN
N (Gt(

j
N

)−Gt(
i
N

)) − 1
)
.

Then, by the fact that aN

N
→ 0 and Taylor’s expansion formula up to the second order, it is

not difficult to show that

ΓN
T0
(G) = exp

{
a2N
N

(
l(θN , G) + ǫN

)}
, (3.3)

where

l(π,G) =πT0(GT0)− π0(G0)−

∫ T0

0

πs ((∂s + P1 − P2)Gs) ds

−
1

2

∫ T0

0

(∫

[0,1]

(∫ 1

0

λ(x, y) (Gs(y)−Gs(x))
2 dy

)
µs(dx)

)
ds

for any π ∈ D([0, T0],S) and

ǫN =

∫ T0

0

(
ǫN1,t + ǫN2,t + ǫN3,t + ǫN4,t

)
dt,

where ǫN1,t is the third order Lagrange’s remainder of the Taylor’s formula that

|ǫN1,t| ≤ C1
aN
N

1

N

N∑

i=1

(
XN

t (i) + EXN
t (i)

)

8



with constant C1 < +∞ independent of t and N ,

ǫN2,t = µN
t (KGt)− µt(KGt), ǫN3,t = µN

t (KNGt)− µN
t (KGt)

and
ǫN4,t = θNt

(
(PN

1 − PN
2 )Gt − (P1 − P2)Gt

)
.

According to the fact that
∑N

i=1 X
N
t (i) ≡

∑N
i=1 X

N
0 (i) and our assumption of XN

0 , it is

easy to check that supt≤T0
|ǫN1,t| = Oexp

(
N2

aN

)
= oexp (aN) by Markov’s inequality. Since

λ ∈ C1,1([0, 1]× [0, 1]), Gt ∈ C1([0, 1]), it is easy to check that

|ǫN4,t| ≤
C2

NaN

N∑

i=1

(XN
0 (i) + EXN

0 (i))

for some C2 < +∞ independent of t and N according to Lagrange’s mean value theorem.
Then, we similarly have supt≤T0

|ǫN4,t| = Oexp (NaN ) = oexp (aN ) according to Markov’s
inequality. According to a similar analysis,

|ǫN3,t| ≤
C3

N2

N∑

i=1

XN
0 (i)

for some C3 < +∞ independent of t, N and hence supt≤T0
|ǫN3,t| = Oexp

(
N2
)
= oexp (aN )

according to Markov’s inequality. By Lemma 2.1, supt≤T0
|ǫN2,t| = oexp (aN ). In conclusion,

ǫN = oexp (aN ) = oexp

(
a2N
N

)
.

As a result, for any ǫ > 0 and compact K ⊆ D
(
[0, T0],S

)
,

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
logP

(
θN ∈ K, |ǫN | ≤ ǫ

)
= lim sup

N→+∞

N

a2N
logP

(
θN ∈ K

)
. (3.4)

By Equation (3.3), ΓN
T0
(G) ≥ exp

{
a2
N

N

(
l(θN , G)− ǫ

)}
when |ǫN | ≤ ǫ. Therefore, by Equa-

tion (3.1),

Ee
aN
N

∑N
i=1(X

N
0 (i)−EXN

0 (i))f( i
N

)

≥ E
(
e

aN
N

∑N
i=1(X

N
0 (i)−EXN

0 (i))f( i
N

)ΓN
T0
(G)1{θN∈K,|ǫN |≤ǫ}

)

≥ exp

{
a2N
N

inf
π∈K

{π0(f) + l(π,G)− ǫ}

}
P
(
θN ∈ K, |ǫN | ≤ ǫ

)
.

Then, according to Equations (3.2) and (3.4),

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
logP

(
θN ∈ K

)
= lim sup

N→+∞

N

a2N
logP

(
θN ∈ K, |ǫN | ≤ ǫ

)

≤ − inf
π∈K

{π0(f) + l(π,G)}+
1

2

∫ 1

0

φ(x)f2(x)dx + ǫ

= − inf
π∈K

{
π0(f)−

1

2

∫ 1

0

φ(x)f2(x)dx + l(π,G)

}
+ ǫ.

9



Since f,G, ǫ are arbitrary,

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
logP

(
θN ∈ K

)

≤ − sup
f∈C([0,1]),

G∈C1,1([0,T0]×[0,1])

inf
π∈K

{
π0(f)−

1

2

∫ 1

0

φ(x)f2(x)dx + l(π,G)

}
. (3.5)

Since π0(f)−
1
2

∫ 1

0 φ(x)f2(x)dx+ l(π,G) is concave with (f,G) and convex with π, according
to the minimax theorem given in [6],

sup
f∈C([0,1]),

G∈C1,1([0,T0]×[0,1])

inf
π∈K

{
π0(f)−

1

2

∫ 1

0

φ(x)f2(x)dx + l(π,G)

}

= inf
π∈K

sup
f∈C([0,1]),

G∈C1,1([0,T0]×[0,1])

{
π0(f)−

1

2

∫ 1

0

φ(x)f2(x)dx + l(π,G)

}

= inf
π∈K

(
sup

f∈C([0,1])

{
π0(f)−

1

2

∫ 1

0

φ(x)f2(x)dx

}
+ sup

G∈C1,1([0,T0]×[0,1])

l(π,G)

)

= inf
π∈K

(
Iini(π0) + sup

G∈C1,1([0,T0]×[0,1])

l(π,G)

)
.

Since C1,1 ([0, T0]× [0, 1]) is dense in C1,0 ([0, T0]× [0, 1]),

sup
G∈C1,1([0,T0]×[0,1])

l(π,G) = sup
G∈C1,0([0,T0]×[0,1])

l(π,G) = Idyn(π)

and hence Equation (1.4) holds for all compact K ⊆ D ([0, T0],S) according to Equation
(3.5).

To prove Equation (1.4) for all closed sets, we need the following two lemmas as prelim-
inaries.

Lemma 3.1. Under our assumption of XN
0 , XN

t (1), XN
t (2), . . . , XN

t (N) are independent
for any t ≥ 0 and XN

t (i) follows Poisson distribution with mean EXN
t (i) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N .

Lemma 3.2. For any f ∈ C([0, 1]) and ǫ > 0,

lim sup
M→+∞

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
logP

(
sup

0≤t≤T0

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

θNs (f)ds

∣∣∣∣ > M

)
= −∞

and

lim sup
δ→0

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
logP


 sup

|t−s|≤δ

0≤s<t≤T0

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

s

θNu (f)du

∣∣∣∣ > ǫ


 = −∞.

The proof of Lemma 3.1 is given in Appendix A.1. With Lemma 3.1, we have

E

(
exp{

a2N
N

θNt (f)}

)
= exp

{
N∑

i=1

EXN
t (i)

(
e

aN
N

f( i
N ) −

aN
N

f

(
i

N

)
− 1

)}
. (3.6)

We have shown in [7] that there exists C5 < +∞ independent of N that

sup
N≥1,1≤i≤N,0≤t≤T0

EXN
t (i) ≤ C5. (3.7)
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With Equations (3.6) and (3.7), the proof of Lemma 3.2 follows the same procedure as
that introduced in the proof of Lemma 2.2 of [2], where a crucial step is the utilization of
Garsia-Rademich-Rumsey Lemma. Hence we omit the details of the proof of Lemma 3.2
here.

At last, we give the proof of Equation (1.4) for all closed sets.

Proof of Equation (1.4). Since we have proved Equation (1.4) for all compact sets, we only
need to show that {θN}N≥1 are exponentially tight to complete this proof. By the criteria
given in [4], we only need to show that

lim sup
M→+∞

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
logP

(
sup

0≤t≤T0

∣∣θNt (f)
∣∣ > M

)
= −∞ (3.8)

and

lim sup
δ→0

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
log sup

τ∈Υ
P

(
sup

0<t≤δ

∣∣θNτ+t(f)− θNτ (f)
∣∣ > ǫ

)
= −∞ (3.9)

for any f ∈ C1([0, 1]) and ǫ > 0, where Υ is the set of all stopping times bounded by T0 from
above. With Lemma 3.2, proofs of Equations (3.8) and (3.9) follows same procedures as those
in proofs of Equations (3.3) and (3.4) of [2] respectively, where a crucial step is the utilization
of Doob’s inequality on the exponential martingale {ΓN

t (f)}0≤t≤T0 . Consequently, the proof
is complete.

4 The proof of Equation (1.5)

In this section we prove Equation (1.5). As we have introduced, our proof follows the
strategy introduced in [3], where a crucial step is to derive the law of large numbers of
θN under the transformed probability measure with ΓN

T0
(G) introduced in Section 3 as the

R-N derivative with respect to the original measure of {XN
t }t≥0. For later use, we first

introduce some notations and definitions. For any f ∈ C([0, 1]) and sufficiently large N , we
denote by PN

f the probability measure of our process {XN
t }t≥0 under the initial condition

that {XN
0 (i)}1≤i≤N are independent and XN

0 (i) follows Poisson distribution with mean

φ
(

i
N

)
+ aN

N
f
(

i
N

)
. For any G ∈ C1,1 ([0, T0]× [0, 1]), we define P̂N

f,G as the probability
measure that

dP̂N
f,G

dPN
f

= ΓN
T0
(G).

Then the following lemma is crucial for us to prove Equation (1.5), which gives the law of

large numbers of θN under the transformed measure P̂N
f,G.

Lemma 4.1. For given G ∈ C1,1 ([0, T0]× [0, 1]), θN converges in P̂N
f,G-probability to ϑf,G

as N → +∞, where ϑf,G is the unique element in D ([0, T0],S) that

{
d
dt
ϑf,G
t (h) = ϑf,G

t ((P1 − P2)h) + 〈Gt|h〉t for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T0 and h ∈ C([0, 1]),

ϑf,G
0 (dx) = f(x)dx.

(4.1)

Remark 4.1. Lemma 4.1 is a routine auxiliary result for the proof of the lower bound of the
MDP. Analogues of Lemma 4.1 such as Theorems 3.1 of [3], 4.1 of [2] and Lemma 4.2 of [8]
have been given in literatures to prove LDPs or MDPs for models such as exclusion processes
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and density dependent Markov chains. With Lemma 4.1, roughly speaking, we can estimate
P (θN = dπ) for some π ∈ D ([0, T0],S) as following. Choose f,G to make ϑf,G = π, then

P (θN = dπ) = E
P̂N

f,G

(
dP

dPN
f

(
ΓN
T0
(G)
)−1

1{θN=dπ}

)
.

Lemma 4.1 implies that P̂N
f,G

(
θN = dπ

)
= 1+ o(1) and hence our MDP holds when we can

show that

dP

dPN
f

(
ΓN
T0
(G)
)−1

∣∣∣∣∣
θN=π

= exp

{
−
a2N
N

(Iini(π0) + Idyn(π) + o(1))

}
,

which can be obtained according to Theorem 1.3. The rigorous statement of the above intu-
itive analysis is given at the end of this section.

The following lemma is a preliminary for us to prove Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 4.2. For given f, h ∈ C([0, 1]) and G ∈ C1,1([0, T0]× [0, 1]),
∑

0≤t≤T0

(
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
= oexp(N) (4.2)

under both PN
f and P̂N

f,G.

The proof of Lemma 4.2 is given in Appendix A.2. For the proof of Lemma 4.1, we
introduce some notations and definitions. For a sequence of random variables {YN}N≥1,
we write YN as op(1) when limN→+∞ YN = 0 in probability. For any h ∈ C1([0, 1]) and
G ∈ C1,1([0, T0]× [0, 1]), we define

Mt(θ
N (h)) = θNt (h)− θN0 (h)−

∫ t

0

(∂s + LN ) θNs (h)ds

= θNt (h)− θN0 (h)−

∫ t

0

θNs
(
(PN

1 − PN
2 )h

)
ds

and

Mt(H
N
G ) = HN

G (t,XN
t )−HN

G (0, XN
0 )−

∫ t

0

(∂s + LN )HN
G (s,XN

s )ds,

where HN
G is defined as in Section 3. According to basic properties of Markov processes,

{Mt(θ
N (h))}t≥0 and {Mt(H

N
G )}t≥0 are both martingales. In this paper, for two local mar-

tingales {M1
t}t≥0, {M

2}t≥0, we use {〈M1,M2〉t}t≥0 to denote the predictable quadratic-
covariation process which is continuous and use {[M1,M2]t}t≥0 to denote the optional
quadratic-covariation process that

lim
supi(ti+1−ti)→0

∑

i

(
M1

ti+1
−M1

ti

)(
M2

ti+1
−M2

ti

)
= [M1,M2]t

in probability, where the limit is over all partitions {ti} of [0, t]. Then, according to basic
properties of Markov processes and direct calculations,

d〈M(HN
G ),M(θN (h))〉t

=
(
−θNt (h)LNHN

G (t,XN
t )−HN

G (t,XN
t )LNθNt (h) + LN

(
θNt (h)HN

G (t,XN
t )
))

dt (4.3)

=

N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

λ
(

i
N
, j
N

)
XN

t (i)

N
HN

G (t,XN
t )
(
e

aN
N (Gt( j

N )−Gt( i
N )) − 1

) h
(

j
N

)
− h

(
i
N

)

aN
dt.
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Now we prove Lemma 4.1. Our proof follows the strategy introduced in the proof of
Lemma 4.2 of [8], where a crucial step is the utilization of a generalized version of Girsanov’s
theorem introduced in [5].

The proof of Lemma 4.1. The existence and uniqueness of Equation (4.1) is given in Ap-

pendix A.3. We further prove in Appendix A.4 that {θN}N≥1 are P̂
N
f,G-tight. Since C

1([0, 1])

is dense in C([0, 1]), we only need to check that if ̟ is a P̂N
f,G-weak limit of a subsequence

of {θN}N≥1, then ̟ satisfies Equation (4.1) for all h ∈ C1([0, 1]).
According to Itô’s formula and the definition of ΓN

T0
(G),

dΓN
T0
(G) =

1

HN
G (0, XN

0 )
exp

{∫ t

0

(∂u + LN )HN
G (u,XN

u )

HN
G (u,XN

u )
du

}
dMt(H

N
G )

= ΓN
T0
(G)dM̃t(H

N
G ), (4.4)

where

M̃t(H
N
G ) =

∫ t

0

1

HN
G (u,XN

u )
dMu(H

N
G ).

For any h ∈ C1([0, 1]), let

M̂t(θ
N (h)) = Mt(θ

N (h))− 〈M(θN (h)),M̃(HN
G )〉t,

then according to Equation (4.4) and Theorem 3.2 of [5], which is a generalized version

of Girsanov’s theorem,
{
M̂t(θ

N (h))
}
0≤t≤T0

is a local martingale under P̂N
f,G for all h ∈

C1([0, 1]) and [
M̂(θN (h)),M̂(θN (h))

]
t
=
[
M(θN (h)),M(θN (h))

]
t

under both PN
f and P̂N

f,G. Since {X
N
t }t≥0 is a pure jump process andEXN

t (i) is differentiable
with t for 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

[
M(θN (h)),M(θN (h))

]
t
=
∑

0≤u≤t

(
θNu (h)− θNu−(h)

)2
.

Hence, by Lemma 4.2 and Doob’s inequality, sup0≤t≤T0
|M̂t(θ

N (h))| = op(1) under P̂N
f,G.

By Equation (4.3) and the definition of M̃t(H
N
G ),

d〈M(θN (h)),M̃(HN
G )〉t

=

N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

λ
(

i
N
, j
N

)
XN

t (i)

N

(
e

aN
N (Gt( j

N )−Gt( i
N )) − 1

) h
(

j
N

)
− h

(
i
N

)

aN
dt.

As a result, under P̂N
f,G,

θNt (h) = θN0 (h) + op(1) +

∫ t

0

θNs
(
(PN

1 − PN
2 )h

)
ds (4.5)

+

∫ t

0

(
N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

λ
(

i
N
, j
N

)
XN

s (i)

N

(
e

aN
N (Gs( j

N )−Gs( i
N )) − 1

)h
(

j
N

)
− h

(
i
N

)

aN

)
ds.
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According to Taylor’s expansion formula up to the second order,

e
aN
N (Gs( j

N )−Gs( i
N )) =

aN
N

(
Gs

(
j

N

)
−Gs

(
i

N

))
+O(

a2N
N2

).

Then, according to a similar analysis with that in the proof of Equation (1.4),

∫ t

0

(
N∑

i=1

N∑

j=1

λ
(

i
N
, j
N

)
XN

s (i)

N

(
e

aN
N (Gs( j

N )−Gs( i
N )) − 1

)h
(

j
N

)
− h

(
i
N

)

aN

)
ds

+

∫ t

0

θNs ((PN
1 − PN

2 )h)ds

=

∫ t

0

µN
s (Rs(G, h))ds+

∫ t

0

θNs ((P1 − P2)h)ds+ ǫN7,t,

where Rs(G, h)(x) =
∫ 1

0
λ(x, y)(Gs(y) − Gs(x))(h(y) − h(x))dy for all 0 ≤ x ≤ 1 and

sup0≤t≤T0
|ǫN7,t| = oexp (aN ) under P , the initial probability measure of our model. As

we have shown in the proof of Lemma 4.2, conditioned on
∑N

i=1 X
N
0 (i) ≤ NM ,

dP̂N
f,G

dPN
f

=

ΓN
T0
(G) ≤ exp{aNMC6} for some C6 independent of N . Similarly, it is easy to check that

dPN
f

dP
=

e−
∑N

i=1(
aN
N

f( i
N )+φ( i

N ))∏N
i=1

(
aN

N
f
(

i
N

)
+ φ

(
i
N

))XN
0 (i)

e−
∑

N
i=1 φ( i

N )∏N
i=1 φ

(
i
N

)XN
0 (i)

≤ exp{aNMC7}

for some C7 = C7(f) independent of N conditioned on
∑N

i=1 X
N
0 (i) ≤ NM . Then it is easy

to check that sup0≤t≤T0
|ǫN7,t| = oexp (aN ) under P̂N

f,G according to Equation (A.3) with PN
f

replaced by P . By Lemma 2.1,

∫ t

0

µN
s (Rs(G, h))ds =

∫ t

0

µs(Rs(G, h))ds+ ǫN8,t,

where sup0≤t≤T0
|ǫN8,t| = oexp(aN ) under P . Then, according to a similar analysis with that

of ǫN7,t, sup0≤t≤T0
|ǫN8,t| = oexp (aN ) under P̂N

f,G. In conclusion, since µs(Rs(G, h)) = 〈Gs|h〉s,

θNt (h) = θN0 (h) + op(1) +

∫ t

0

θNs ((P1 − P2)h) ds+

∫ t

0

〈Gs|h〉sds

under P̂N
f,G, where op(1) can be chosen uniformly for 0 ≤ t ≤ T0. Since we have proved that

{θN}N≥1 is P̂N
f,G-tight in Appendix A.4, we only need to show that

θN0 (h) =

∫ 1

0

f(x)h(x)dx + op(1) (4.6)

under P̂N
f,G to finish the proof. As we have introduced in Section 3, distributions of θN0 under

P̂N
f,G and PN

f are equal. As a result, Equation (4.6) follows directly from the definition of

PN
f and Chebyshev’s inequality and hence the proof is complete.

At last we prove Equation (1.5). The proof is a rigorous statement of the intuitive
analysis given in Remark 4.1.
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Proof of Equation (1.5). Equation (1.5) is trivial when infπ∈O{Iini(π0) + Idyn(π)} = +∞.
Hence we only deal with the case where infπ∈O{Iini(π0) + Idyn(π)} < +∞. For any ǫ > 0,
there exists πǫ ∈ O that

Iini(π
ǫ
0) + Idyn(π

ǫ) ≤ inf
π∈O

{Iini(π0) + Idyn(π)} + ǫ.

Then, by Theorem 1.3, there exist f ǫ ∈ L2([0, 1]) and F ǫ ∈ H that πǫ
0(dx) = f ǫ(x)dx,

πǫ
T0
(GT0)− πǫ

0(G0)−

∫ T0

0

πǫ
s ((∂s + P1 − P2)Gs) ds =≪ G,F ǫ ≫ (4.7)

for any G ∈ C1,0([0, T0]× [0, 1]) and

Iini(π
ǫ
0) =

1

2

∫ 1

0

(f ǫ(x))
2

φ(x)
dx, Idyn(π

ǫ) =
≪ F ǫ, F ǫ ≫

2
.

By Equation (4.7), let G(s, x) = l(s)h(x) for some l ∈ C1([0, T0]) and h ∈ C([0, 1]), then

lT0π
ǫ
T0
(h)− l0π

ǫ
0(h)−

∫ T0

0

l′(s)πǫ
s(h)ds =

∫ T0

0

l(s)πǫ
s((P1 − P2)h)ds+

∫ T0

0

l(s)〈F ǫ
s |h〉sds.

Since l can be chosen arbitrarily, πǫ
t (h) is absolutely continuous with respect to t and

d

dt
πǫ
t (h) = πǫ

t ((P1 − P2)h) + 〈F ǫ
t |h〉t.

Therefore, as we have shown in Appendix A.3,

πǫ
t = et(P1−P2)

∗

πǫ
0 +

∫ t

0

e(t−u)(P1−P2)
∗

ΞF ǫ

u du. (4.8)

Since C([0, 1]) is dense in L2([0, 1]) and C1,0([0, T0] × [0, 1]) is dense in H, there exist a
sequence {fn}n≥1 in C([0, 1]) and a sequence {Fn}n≥1 in C1,0([0, T0]× [0, 1]) that fn → f ǫ

in L2 and Fn → F ǫ in H and then,

lim
n→+∞

1

2

∫ 1

0

(fn(x))
2

φ(x)
dx =

1

2

∫ 1

0

(f ǫ(x))
2

φ(x)
dx, lim

n→+∞
≪ Fn, Fn ≫

2
=

≪ F ǫ, F ǫ ≫

2
.

For each n ≥ 1, let πn be the unique element in D([0, T0],S) that

{
d
dt
πn
t (h) = πn

t ((P1 − P2)h) + 〈Fn
t |h〉t for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T0 and h ∈ C([0, 1]),

πn
0 (dx) = fn(x)dx.

i.e., πn
t = et(P1−P2)

∗

πn
0 +

∫ t

0 e
(t−u)(P1−P2)

∗

ΞFn

u du as we have shown in Appendix A.3. Then,
by Equation (4.8), πn → πǫ in D([0, T0],S). Furthermore, by Theorem 1.3, Iini(π

n
0 ) =

1
2

∫ 1

0
(fn(x))2

φ(x) dx and Idyn(π
n) = ≪Fn,Fn≫

2 . Then, since O is open, there exists m ≥ 1 that

πm ∈ O and
Iini(π

m
0 ) + Idyn(π

m) ≤ inf
π∈O

{Iini(π0) + Idyn(π)} + 2ǫ.

By Equation (3.3),

ΓN
T0
(Fm) = exp

{
a2N
N

(
l(θN , Fm) + ǫN

)}
,
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where ǫN = oexp(aN ) under P . According to a similar analysis with that of ǫN7,t, it is easy

to check that ǫN = oexp(aN ) under P̂N
fm,Fm . Let

Dǫ = {π : |l(π, Fm)− l(πm, Fm)| < ǫ} ∩O,

then P̂N
fm,Fm(θN ∈ Dǫ) = 1 + o(1) as N → +∞ by Lemma 4.1 and the fact that πm ∈ Dǫ.

According to the definition of Fm and πm, it is easy to check that l(πm, Fm) = ≪Fm,Fm≫
2 =

Idyn(π
m). By Chebyshev’s inequality and the definition of PN

f , it is easy to check that

dP

dPN
fm

= exp

{
−
a2N
N

(
1

2

∫ 1

0

(fm(x))
2

φ(x)
dx+ op(1)

)}

under P̂N
fm,Fm . As a result, let

D̂ǫ,N = {θN ∈ Dǫ} ∩ {|ǫN | < ǫ} ∩

{
dP

dPN
fm

≥ exp

{
−
a2N
N

(
1

2

∫ 1

0

(fm(x))
2

φ(x)
dx+ ǫ

)}}
,

then P̂N
fm,Fm(D̂ǫ,N ) = 1 + o(1) as N → +∞ and

dP

dP̂N
fm,Fm

=
(
ΓN
T0
(Fm)

)−1 dP

dPN
fm

≥ exp

{
−
a2N
N

(Iini(π
m
0 ) + Idyn(π

m) + 3ǫ)

}

on D̂ǫ,N . Since D̂ǫ,N ⊆ {θN ∈ O},

P (θN ∈ O) ≥ P (D̂ǫ,N ) = E
P̂N

fm,Fm

(
dP

dP̂N
fm,Fm

1{D̂ǫ,N}

)

≥ exp

{
−
a2N
N

(Iini(π
m
0 ) + Idyn(π

m) + 3ǫ)

}
(1 + o(1))

and hence

lim inf
N→+∞

N

a2N
logP (θN ∈ O) ≥ − (Iini(π

m
0 ) + Idyn(π

m))− 3ǫ

≥ − inf
π∈O

(Iini(π0) + Idyn(π)) − 5ǫ.

Since ǫ is arbitrary, the proof is complete.

A Appendix

A.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1

In this subsection we prove Lemma 3.1.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N , we use pNt (i, j) to denote probability that a given
gas molecule is in the jth box at moment t conditioned on it is in the ith box at moment 0.
Then, according to our assumption of XN

0 ,

EXN
t (i) =

N∑

l=1

EXN
0 (l)pNt (l, i) =

N∑

l=1

φ(
l

N
)pNt (l, i). (A.1)
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For i 6= j and 1 ≤ k ≤ XN
0 (i), we use AN,t

k (i, j) to denote the indicator function of the event
that the kth gas molecule in the ith box at moment 0 is in the jth box at moment t, then
for given r1, r2, . . . , rN ∈ R,

exp





N∑

j=1

rjX
N
t (j)



 = exp





N∑

l=1

XN
0 (l)∑

k=1

N∑

j=1

rjA
N,t
k (l, j)



 .

Therefore, according to our assumption of XN
0 and Equation (A.1),

E


exp





N∑

j=1

rjX
N
t (j)





∣∣∣∣∣X
N
0


 =

N∏

l=1

XN
0 (l)∏

k=1




N∑

j=1

erjpNt (l, j)




=

N∏

l=1




N∑

j=1

erjpNt (l, j)




XN
0 (l)

and

E


exp





N∑

j=1

rjX
N
t (j)






 =

N∏

l=1

E







N∑

j=1

erjpNt (l, j)




XN
0 (l)


 (A.2)

=
N∏

l=1

exp








N∑

j=1

erjpNt (l, j)− 1


φ

(
l

N

)
 = exp





N∑

j=1

(erj − 1)
N∑

l=1

φ

(
l

N

)
pNt (l, j)





= exp





N∑

j=1

(erj − 1)EXN
t (j)



 .

Since r1, r2, . . . , rN are arbitrary, Lemma 3.1 follows from Equation (A.2) directly.

A.2 Proof of Lemma 4.2

In this subsection, we prove Lemma 4.2.

Proof of Lemma 4.2. We first show that Equation (4.2) holds under PN
f . For any M > 0,

according to Markov’s inequality,

lim sup
N→+∞

1

N
logPN

f

(
1

N

N∑

i=1

XN
0 (i) ≥ M

)
≤ (e − 1)

∫ 1

0

φ(x)dx −M

and hence

lim sup
M→+∞

lim sup
N→+∞

1

N
logPN

f

(
1

N

N∑

i=1

XN
0 (i) ≥ M

)
= −∞. (A.3)

Note that Equation (A.3) still holds when PN
f is replaced by the original probability mea-

sure P of our process according to the same analysis as that under PN
f . Conditioned on

1
N

∑N
i=1 X

N
0 (i) ≤ M , θNt jumps at rate at most ‖λ‖NM , where ‖λ‖ = sup0≤x,y≤1 |λ(x, y)|

and (
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
≤

4

a2N
‖h‖2
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when t is a jump moment, where ‖h‖ = sup0≤x≤1 |h(x)|. As a result, conditioned on
1
N

∑N
i=1 X

N
0 (i) ≤ M ,

∑
0≤t≤T0

(
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
is stochastically dominated from above by

4‖h‖2

a2
N

Y (NM‖λ‖T0), where {Y (t)}t≥0 is a Poisson process with rate 1. Hence, by Markov’s

inequality,

PN
f


 ∑

0≤t≤T0

(
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
≥ ǫ,

N∑

i=1

XN
0 (i) ≤ NM


 ≤ P

(
Y (NM‖λ‖T0) ≥

a2N ǫ

4‖h‖2

)

≤ e
− a2

N
ǫ

4‖h‖2 e(e−1)NMT0‖λ‖

and consequently

lim sup
N→+∞

1

N
logPN

f


 ∑

0≤t≤T0

(
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
≥ ǫ,

N∑

i=1

XN
0 (i) ≤ NM


 = −∞

since
a2
N

N
→ +∞. As a result,

lim sup
N→+∞

1

N
logPN

f


 ∑

0≤t≤T0

(
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
≥ ǫ




≤ lim sup
N→+∞

1

N
logPN

f

(
1

N

N∑

i=1

XN
0 (i) ≥ M

)
.

Since M is arbitrary, Equation (4.2) holds under PN
f according to Equation (A.3).

Now we prove that Equation (4.2) holds under P̂N
f,G. Conditioned on 1

N

∑N
i=1 X

N
0 (i) ≤

M , it is easy to check that there exists C6 = C6(G) < +∞ independent of N that ΓN
T0
(G) ≤

eaNC6M for sufficiently large N . Then, for sufficiently large N ,

P̂N
f,G


 ∑

0≤t≤T0

(
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
≥ ǫ,

1

N

N∑

i=1

XN
0 (i) ≤ M




= EPN
f

(
ΓN
T0
(G)1{∑

0≤t≤T0
(θN

t (h)−θN
t−(h))2≥ǫ, 1

N

∑

N
i=1 XN

0 (i)≤M
}

)

≤ eaNC6MPN
f


 ∑

0≤t≤T0

(
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
≥ ǫ


 .

Since we have shown that Equation (4.2) holds under PN
f and limN→+∞

aN

N
= 0,

lim
N→+∞

1

N
log P̂N

f,G


 ∑

0≤t≤T0

(
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
≥ ǫ,

1

N

N∑

i=1

XN
0 (i) ≤ M


 = −∞
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and hence

lim sup
N→+∞

1

N
log P̂N

f,G


 ∑

0≤t≤T0

(
θNt (h)− θNt−(h)

)2
≥ ǫ




≤ lim sup
N→+∞

1

N
log P̂N

f,G

(
1

N

N∑

i=1

XN
0 (i) ≥ M

)
.

Since ΓN
0 (G) = 1 and {ΓN

t (G)}0≤t≤T0 is a martingale, distributions of XN
0 under PN

f and

P̂N
f,G are the same. Then, since M is arbitrary, Equation (4.2) holds under P̂N

f,G according

to Equation (A.3).

A.3 Existence and uniqueness of the solution to Equation (4.1)

In this subsection we give the proof of existence and uniqueness of the solution to Equation
(4.1).

Proof of existence and uniqueness of the solution to Equation (4.1). For any µ ∈ S, we use
‖µ‖ to denote the norm of µ, i.e.,

‖µ‖ = sup

{
|µ(f)| : f ∈ C([0, 1]) and sup

0≤x≤1
|f(x)| ≤ 1

}
.

We further define (P1 − P2)
∗ as the linear operator from S to S that

((P1 − P2)
∗µ) (f) = µ ((P1 − P2)f)

for any µ ∈ S and f ∈ C([0, 1]). Then it is easy to check that ‖(P1 − P2)
∗µ‖ ≤ 2‖λ‖‖µ‖ for

any µ ∈ S. As a result, it is reasonable to define

ec(P1−P2)
∗

=

+∞∑

n=0

cn((P1 − P2)
∗)n

n!

for any c ∈ R and the domain of ec(P1−P2)
∗

is S. For G ∈ C1,1([0, T0] × [0, 1]) and any
0 ≤ t ≤ T0, let ΞG

t be the element in S that ΞG
t (f) = 〈Gt|f〉t for any f ∈ C([0, 1]). Then

Equation (4.1) can be considered as a S-valued linear ODE that

{
d
dt
ϑf,G
t = (P1 − P2)

∗ϑf,G
t + ΞG

t for 0 ≤ t ≤ T0,

ϑf,G
0 (dx) = f(x)dx.

Therefore,
d

dt

(
e−t(P1−P2)

∗

ϑf,G
t

)
= e−t(P1−P2)

∗

ΞG
t

and hence

ϑf,G
t = et(P1−P2)

∗

ϑf,G
0 +

∫ t

0

e(t−u)(P1−P2)
∗

ΞG
u du,

where ϑf,G
0 (dx) = f(x)dx. Since we have directly solved Equation (4.1), the solution exists

and is unique.
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A.4 P̂
N
f,G-tightness of {θN}N≥1

In this subsection we prove that {θN}N≥1 is P̂N
f,G-tight.

Proof of P̂N
f,G-tightness of {θN}N≥1. By Aldous’ criteria, we only need to check that the

following two claims hold.
Claim 1. For all h ∈ C([0, 1]),

lim
M→+∞

lim sup
N→+∞

P̂N
f,G

(
|θNt (h)| ≥ M

)
= 0

for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T0.
Claim 2. For any ǫ > 0 and h ∈ C([0, 1]),

lim
δ→0

lim sup
N→+∞

sup
τ∈Υ,s≤δ

P̂N
f,G

(
|θNτ+s(h)− θNτ (h)| > ǫ

)
= 0,

where Υ is the set of stopping times of {XN
t }t≥0 bounded by T0.

We first check Claim 1. As we have shown in Sections 3 and 4,

ΓN
T0
(G) = exp

{
a2N
N

(
l(θN , G) + ǫN

)}
,

where ǫN = oexp(aN ) under both P and P̂N
f,G. Hence, to check Claim 1, we only need to

show that
lim

M→+∞
lim sup
N→+∞

P̂N
f,G

(
|θNt (h)| ≥ M, |ǫN | ≤ 1

)
= 0. (A.4)

By Hölder’s inequality, Markov’s inequality and the fact that

(
dP̂N

f,G

dPN
f

)2

=
(
ΓN
T0
(G)
)2

≤ exp

{
2a2N
N

(
l(θN , G) + 1

)}

when |ǫN | ≤ 1, to prove Equation (A.4) we only need to show that

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
log sup

0≤t≤T0

E
PN
f

(
exp

{
a2N
N

θNt (h)

})
< +∞ (A.5)

and

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
log sup

0≤t≤T0

E
PN
f

(
exp

{
Ca2N
N

l(θN , G)

})
< +∞ (A.6)

for any C > 0. By Lemma 3.1, under PN
f , {XN

t (i)}1≤i≤N are independent and XN
t (i)

follows Poisson distribution with mean

E
PN
f

XN
t (i) =

N∑

j=1

(
φ

(
j

N

)
+

aN
N

f

(
j

N

))
pNt (j, i)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N . As a result,

E
PN
f

(
exp

{
a2N
N

θNt (h)

})

= e

∑N
i=1 E

PN
f

XN
t (i)

(

e
aN
N

h( i
N

)− aN
N

h( i
N

)−1

)

+
∑N

i=1

aN
N

h( i
N

)

(

E
PN
f

XN
t (i)−EXN

t (i)

)

.
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Since
∑N

i=1 p
N
t (j, i) = 1,

N∑

i=1

aN
N

h(
i

N
)

(
E

PN
f

XN
t (i)− EXN

t (i)

)
≤

a2N
N

‖h‖‖f‖.

According to a similar analysis with that given in Section 4 of [7], there exists C9 independent
of N such that

sup
1≤i≤N,0≤t≤T0

E
PN
f

XN
t (i) ≤ C9

for sufficiently large N . Therefore, according to Taylor’s expansion formula up to the second
order,

lim sup
N→+∞

N

a2N
log sup

0≤t≤T0

E
PN
f

(
exp

{
a2N
N

θNt (h)

})
≤ C9

∫ 1

0

h2(x)dx + ‖h‖‖f‖

and hence Equation (A.5) holds. Now we check Equation (A.6). By repeated utilizing
Hölder’s inequality and Jensen’s inequality,

E
PN
f

(
exp

{
Ca2N
N

θNT0
(GT0)−

Ca2N
N

θN0 (G0)−

∫ T0

0

Ca2N
N

θNs ((∂s + P1 − P2)Gs) ds

})

≤

√
E

PN
f

e
a2
N
N

θN
T0

(2CGT0)+
a2
N
N

θN
0 (−2CG0)

√
E

PN
f

e
∫ T0
0

a2
N
N

θN
s (−2C(∂s+P1−P2)Gs)ds (A.7)

≤

(
E

PN
f

e
a2
N
N

θN
T0

(4CGT0)

) 1
4
(
E

PN
f

e
a2
N
N

θN
0 (−4CG0)

) 1
4

×

√√√√E
PN
f

(
1

T0

∫ T0

0

e
a2
N
N

θN
s (−2CT0(∂s+P1−P2)Gs)ds

)

=

(
E

PN
f

e
a2
N
N

θN
T0

(4CGT0)

) 1
4
(
E

PN
f

e
a2
N
N

θN
0 (−4CG0)

) 1
4

×

√
1

T0

∫ T0

0

(
E

PN
f

e
a2
N
N

θN
s (−2CT0(∂s+P1−P2)Gs)

)
ds.

Equation (A.6) follows from Equations (A.5) and (A.7) and hence Claim 1 holds.

Now we check Claim 2. As we have shown in Section 4, under P̂N
f,G,

θNt (h) =

∫ 1

0

f(x)h(x)dx + op(1) +

∫ t

0

θNs ((P1 − P2)h)ds+

∫ t

0

〈Gs|h〉sds,

where op(1) can be chosen uniformly for 0 ≤ t ≤ T0. Hence, to prove Claim 2, we only need
to check that

lim
δ→0

lim sup
N→+∞

sup
τ∈Υ,s≤δ

P̂N
f,G

(∣∣∣∣
∫ τ+s

τ

θNu ((P1 − P2)h)du

∣∣∣∣ > ǫ

)
= 0. (A.8)

As we have shown in Section 4,

dP

dPN
f

= exp

{
−
a2N
N

(
1

2

∫ 1

0

f2(x)

φ(x)
dx+ ǫN9

)}
,
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where ǫN9 = op(1) under P
f
N and P̂ f

N . Hence, to prove Equation (A.8), we only need to check
that

lim
δ→0

lim sup
N→+∞

sup
τ∈Υ,s≤δ

P̂N
f,G

(∣∣∣∣
∫ τ+s

τ

θNu ((P1 − P2)h)du

∣∣∣∣ > ǫ, |ǫN | ≤ 1, |ǫN9 | ≤ 1

)
= 0. (A.9)

By Hölder’s inequality,

P̂N
f,G

(∣∣∣∣
∫ τ+s

τ

θNu ((P1 − P2)h)du

∣∣∣∣ > ǫ, |ǫN | ≤ 1, |ǫN9 | ≤ 1

)

≤

√
E

PN
f

e
2a2

N
N

(l(θN ,G)+1)

√
PN
f

(∣∣∣∣
∫ τ+s

τ

θNu ((P1 − P2)h)du

∣∣∣∣ > ǫ, |ǫN9 | ≤ 1

)

≤

√
E

PN
f

e
2a2

N
N

(l(θN ,G)+1)

√
e

a2
N
N

(

1+ 1
2

∫

1
0

f2(x)
φ(x)

dx
)

√
P

(∣∣∣∣
∫ τ+s

τ

θNu ((P1 − P2)h)du

∣∣∣∣ > ǫ

)

≤

√
E

PN
f

e
2a2

N
N

(l(θN ,G)+1)

√
e

a2
N
N

(

1+ 1
2

∫ 1
0

f2(x)
φ(x)

dx
)

×

√√√√√P


 sup

0≤t1<t2≤T0,

|t2−t1|<δ

∣∣∣∣
∫ t2

t1

θNu ((P1 − P2)h)du

∣∣∣∣ > ǫ


.

As a result, Equation (A.9) follows from Lemma 3.2 and Equation (A.6) and hence Claim 2
holds. Since Claims 1 and 2 both hold, the proof is complete.
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