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Lirong Ren *
Beijing Jiaotong University
Xiaofeng Xue |
Beijing Jiaotong University

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.
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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 qﬁ(ﬁ) for1<i<N,
where ¢ 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 £\ (4, &), where \ is a positive function in C*:* ([0, 1] x [0, 1]).
When A = 1, the above model reduces to the classic N-urn Ehrenfest model introduced in [IJ.
For any t > 0, let X}V (i) be the number of gas molecules in the ith box at moment ¢ and

X7 = (X7, X7 @2),.., X(N)
then {X/};>0 is a continuous-time Markov process with state space {0,1,2,...}" and
generator Ly given by

N

N . . .
Lf@) =33 %A <% %) [f@™7) = f(x)]

i=1 j=1
for any f € C ({O7 1,2,.. }N) and x € {0,1,2,...}", where 2%/ = 2 when i = j and
W) £
e ()= x(i) -1 ifl =1,
c(j)+1 ifl=j
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when i # 7.
Now we recall the hydrodynamic limit of {X/¥};>1 given in [7]. For each N > 1 and any

t > 0, we define the empirical measure pl¥ as

(du),

.
N

N
1 .
¥ (du) = - S° XN ()5
=1

where § i (du) is the Dirac measure concentrated at % That is to say, u is a random linear
operator from C([0,1]) to R that

N .
TGRS BEOTCOES SIEHONE S

(0,1]

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

1
(P f)(x) = / A, )f (v)dy

for any f € C([0,1]),z € [0,1] and P> be the one that

1
(Paf)() = / A, ) f(x)dy

for any f € C([0,1]),z € [0,1], then it is shown in [7] that there is a unique deterministic
measure-valued process {fu }¢>0 that

1 t
j(f) = / F(@)p(a)dz + / 1y (P — P)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 { X} };>0 as N — +o0.

Proposition 1.1 ( [7, Theorem 2.3]). Let p be defined as in Equation (L1I), then
. N o
e (f) = pe(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 [Tl 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, v € A if and only if v(f) > 0 for any nonnegative f € C([0,1]). For given
To > 0, we use D([0,Tp],S) to denote the set of cadlag functions from [0, Tp] to S. For any
v e S, we define

Lni(v) = sup {V(f) -3 / 1 ¢(x)f2(x)dx} . (1.2)

fec((o.1])
For any m € D([0, Tp],S), we define

To
Tign () = sup {T(TO (Gr,) — m0(Go) — / 75 ((0s + Py — P2)Gy) ds
GEC10([0,To] x[0,1]) 0

= " ( /H ( / M) (Caly) — Cala)? dy) us«m) ds}, (13)



where p is defined as in Equation () and Gi(-) = G(t,-) for any G € C10([0, To] X
[0,1]),0 < t < Tp. Let {an}n>1 be a given positive sequence that limy . G =
limpy 400 VN _ 0, then we define random measure 6}¥ as

anN

(du)

2
N

N
0N (du) = ;VE:(Xfa)_Ex?@»5-

for any N > 1 and 0 <t < N. We use 6V to denote {#Y : 0 < t < Ty}, then 0V €
D([0,Tp],S). Now we give our main result.

Theorem 1.2. Let I;y; and gy, be defined as in Equations (IL2) and (L3) respectively,
then
N
hrnsup— logP( oN e C) < — 1nf (Zini (o) + Layn (1)) (1.4)
N—+4oo @ N
for any closed set C' C D([O To],S) and

oN
— €0)>— 7o) + .
Jl\lfmmf logP( O) 1nf (Zini (m0) + Layn(m)) (1.5)

for any open set O C D(]0,Ty],S).

To make Theorem easy to catch, our next result gives alternative representation
formulas of I;;,; and I4y,. For any f,g € C([0,1]) and 0 <t < Ty, we define

(flgbe = /H ( / Ao, y) () — F(@)) (ay) — 9(2) dy) nde)

Furthermore, for any F, G € C(]0,Ty] x [0,1]), we define

To
<RG>=/<EW%%
0

For Iy, Fs € O([O,To] X [O, 1]), we write F; ~ Iy when < I — Fo, Fy — Fo >=10. We use
‘H to denote the completion of C(]0,Tp] x [0,1])/ ~ under the inner product < -, >, then
we have the following result.

Theorem 1.3. If v € S makes I;ni(v) < 400, then there exists g € L*([0,1]) that v(dx) =
g(x)o(x)dx and

' ' o(2)g2 (2)da
Toulv) = vlg) = 5 | ole)g?(@)da = o o))l

If 1 € D([0, To], S) makes Igyn(m) < 400, then there exists F € H that
To
w1, (Gr,) — 70(Go) — / s ((0s + P — P)Gs)ds =< G, F >
0

for any G € C10([0,Tp] x [0,1]) and Iy, (T) = <<FéF>>'

Theorem [[3]is a routine result since I;; and Igy, are both defined as the supremum of
a linear function minus a positive definite quadratic one. The proof of Theorem 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 in this paper.

The proof of Theorem 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



2 Replacement lemma

In this section we will prove the following replacement lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let u be defined as in Equation (L)), then for any G € C([0,Ty] % [0,1]) and
e >0,

1
lim sup — log P ( sup ‘,uiv(Gt) — 1t(Gy)| = e) = —o0. (2.1)
N—+4o00 ON 0<t<Tp

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

Jini(V) = sup {V / o(x f(m) — 1) d:z:} )
fec((o,1))

For any m € D([0, o], S), we define

GEeC9([0,To] % [0,1]

1
:/A (v)~F(2) _ )dy
0

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

Jayn () = sup {WTO (Gr,) — m0(Go) — /0 ) s ((Os + B)Gs)ds} ,

where

Proposition 2.2 ( [7, Theorem 2.6]). Let uV = {ul }o<i<t,, then
limsup — logP (1™ e C) < - 1nf (Jim(wo) + Jayn(m))
N—+o0 N

for any closed set C C D([0,Tp],S).

Note that although Reference [7] adopts the assumption that A(z,y) = A1 (x)A2(y) for
some A1, Ay € 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 211 we need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 2.3. If 7 € D([0,Tp],S) makes Jini(mo) + Jayn(m) = 0, then m = p.
Lemma 2.4. For any 0 < C < +00,
Ao = {m € D([0,Tp],S) : Jini(mo) + Jayn(m) < C and m, € A for all 0 <t < Ty}
15 compact.
We first utilize Lemmas and 2.4 to prove Lemma 211
Proof of Lemma[Zdl For any € > 0 and given G € C1°(]0,Tp] x [0,1]), we define D, ¢ as

D.g = {ﬂ' € D([0,T0],S):  sup |m(Ge) — pu(Gy)| > eand mp € Afor all 0 < ¢ < TO} .
0<t<To

Since uY € A for all 0 <t < Ty and {;V; — 400, by Proposition 2.2] we only need to show
N
that
inf (sz(ﬂ'o) + den(ﬂ')) >0

TE€D g



to prove Lemma Tl If infrep, o (Jini(m0) + Jayn(m)) = 0, then there exists a sequence
{ﬂ-n}n21 in De,G N 2A; that

i (Jini (70) + Jagn (™)) = 0. (2.2)

n—-+oo

By Lemma [24] 2/, is compact. Hence, there exists 7 € 2y that a subsequence {7 };>1 of
{m™},>1 satisfies that limg_, 4 oo 7™ = 7. Since Ji,; and Jgyy are both defined as supremums
of continuous functions, it is easy to check that J,;(m0) + Jayn(m) is lower semi-continuous
of . Then, by Equation (22]),

Jini(7t0) + Jayn(7) = 0

and consequently 7 = u according to Lemma However, since D, ¢ is closed, fi € Dc g
and hence

sup |T:(Gr) — e (Ge)| > €,
0<t<Ty

which is contradict with 7 = p.
At last we prove Lemmas and [24]

Proof of LemmalZ3 Since Jip;(mo) > 70 (0 fo (eo — 1) dr =0 and

To
Jayn(m) = 71, (0) — 70 (0) — /0 s (85 + B)0)ds = 0,

Jini(10) + Jayn(m) = 0 implies that Jii(m0) = Jayn(m) = 0. Then, for any f € C([0,1]),

Ky(e) :=mo(cf) — Al o(x) (ecf(w) — 1) dx

gets maximum 0 at ¢ = 0 and hence £ K (c )

/¢
for any f € C([0,1]) and hence mo(dz) = ¢(x)dx. Similarly, for any h € C1([0,Tp]) and
f € C(0,1]), let G/ (t,z) = h(t)f(z), then

= 0, which implies that

To
Tht(c) = mr, (cGo') — mo(cGyT) — / 75 (95 + B)(cG™ 7)) ds
0

gets maximum at ¢ = 0 and hence %Fh, r(e)

= 0, which implies that
c=0

To To
Mwﬂﬁ—%mm—A %mmw=A hams (P — Po)f) ds

for any f € C([0,1]),h € C([0,Tp]) and hence {m:(f)}o<i<m, is differentiable with

d

Eﬂt(f) =m ((P1 — P2)f)

for any f € C([0,1]). Consequently, 7 = p.



Proof of Lemma[24) By Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, we only need to show that for any non-
negative f € C[0, 1],
{m(f): 0<t<Tp}

TeJo

are uniformly bounded and equicontinuous. Let 1 be the function that 1(z) = 1 for all
x € [0, 1], then for any 7 € ¢,

<c+/ e —1)d3:—C—|—e—1/¢) (2.3)

For given 0 < ¢ < T and sufficiently large n, let Al be the function from [0,7p] to R that
Al(s) =0 when s <tors>t+2<andAl(s) =—nwhent<s<t+2L Since C([0,Ty))
is dense in L*([0,Tp)), let {A? ,,}n>1 be a sequence in C([0, Tp]) that A? ,, converges in L*
to A, as m — +o00. Then we define b, € C([0,Tv)), A, ,, € C*([0,Tp]) that

? n m

B(s) =1+ / A (w)du, B (s) =1+ / Rt (w)du
0 0

for all s € [0,1]. As a result, hfl . converges to hl uniformly in [0,1] as m — +oo. Let

Gt . € CHO((0,To] x [0,1]) that G, (s,z) = At (s)I(z) for any 0 < s < Tp,0 < z < 1,
then for m € g,

1 (Ghnn) ~70 (o) SO+ [ (004 BICL0) o
Let m — 400, we have )
—mo(I) < C - n/H_n 7s(T)ds.
t

Since 7 is right-continuous, let n — oo, we have

—. -,

m(1) < (1) + C. (2.4)
Then, by Equation 23]),

m(f) < < max f(fc)) (1)

0<z<1

< <0@3§1 f(:c)) (2c+ (e—1) /O 1¢(:v)d:v> (2.5)

for any 0 < t < Tp and hence {m:(f): 0 <t < TO}7T€gtc are uniformly bounded. For s <
t < Ty and sufficiently large n, we define A%* as the function from [0, Tp] to R that

0 ifu§8,8+%<u§toru>t+%,
AbS(u) =<{n if s<u<s+1,
—n ift<u<t+i

Then, via replacing A, by AL* and T by g € C([0,1]) in the analysis leading to Equation

24), we have
t
m(g) < ms(g) +C +/ Tu (Bg) du



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

R <mh)+ 5+ [ o (B

By Equation [Z3), for any 7 € A¢ and u € (s, 1),

w604 < (e, BOEN @) (204 - | 1 )iz )

Hence, for any € > 0, we can first choose M sufficiently large that < 5 and then there
exists 51 > 0 only dependmg on M and f that

/ i ))du<§

m(f) < ms(f) + e

for any t —s < §; and m € Ac. Let g = —M f, then it is proved similarly that there exists
02 > 0 only depending on € and f that

m(f) = ms(f) —€

for any t — s < é3 and 7™ € Ae. As a result, {m(f): 0 <t < To}ren are equicontinuous
and hence the proof is complete.

and hence

O

3 The proof of Equation (L.4)

In this section we give the proof of Equation ([]). With Lemma 2Tl 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 {cy}n>1 that limy_ 100 ey = 400 and a
sequence of random variables {Yn}n>1, we write Y as 0exp(cn) when

—_— >
yim o L 1og P([Yn| =€) = —o0

for any € > 0 and write Y as Oexp(cn) when
. 1
limsup — log P(|Yn| >€) <0
N—+oco CN
for any € > 0. Now we first prove Equation (L4) for compact K C D([0,Tp],S).

Proof of Equation (L) for compact sets. For each N > 1 and any G € C*1([0, Tp] x [0, 1]),
we define HY (t, X) as

S
z

2 N i
10X = exp { X0 (Go) | = ex {W > (XN G0) - BXN () Gtw)}

i=1



and define 'Y (G) as

HY (t, X]N) (054 Ly) HY (5, XN)
FNg_MeXp{_/ s G5 A ds}.
@ HE(0,X3) 0 HE (s, XN)

Then it is easy to check that {T'}(G)}o<t<r, is a martingale with mean 1 by It6’s formula.

Therefore, for any ¢t > 0 and f € C([0, ]

Eed T (X O-EXS D)%) — g (e“TN Zéil(Xé%)—EXéV(n)ﬂ%)pgv(G)) , (3.1)

According to our assumption of XV and the fact that limy oo A =0, it is easy to check
that

i Fe S TN (XN (0-BXY () 1) — /¢, )2 (@ (3.2)

N —+oc0
according to Taylor’s expansion formula_t up t_o the second order. For later use, for each N >
1, we define P f(x) = % 3230, A, §)f (4 ) BN @) = Sy Y M &), Kf (@) =

Jo M, p)(fy) = f(2)%dy and KN f(x) = % X0 Me, )(F(%) = f(2))? for any f €
C([0,1]),z € [0,1]. According to the generator Ly of {X}¥}i>0,

4 pxN Ny S~ A K) L g AR
L xp (i) = —pxp() Y. i) | 5 AR px
j=1 j=1
while
N i N N
)‘iaiXN(l) an IV_a, (L
LNHG tXN ; N ]\;V J;Hév(t,XtN) (eN(Gt(N) Gt(N))—l).

Then, by the fact that % — 0 and Taylor’s expansion formula up to the second order, it is
not difficult to show that

L'} (G) = exp {% (16N, G) + eN)} , (3.3)
where

To
l(?T,G) :FTO(GTO)—WQ(G())—/O Ts ((8S+P1—P2)Gs)ds

-3 / K ( /H ( / M) (Galy) — Gule))? dy) us(dw)> ds

for any m € D([0, 1], S) and

To
N _ N N N N
€ = / (fl,t +eyy ez, + E4,1:) dt,
0

where e{\f ; 1s the third order Lagrange’s remainder of the Taylor’s formula that

|51 t| < Cl

HMZ

(i) + EX]Y (i)



with constant C; < +o00 independent of ¢t and IV,

ey, =y (KGy) — me(KGy), €y = ) (KNGy) — ¥ (KGy)

and
fi\{t =6, ((PIN PGy — (P — P)Gy) .
According to the fact that val XN@G) = ZZ L XV (i) and our assumption of X', it is
easy to check that sup,.q |e1';] = Oexp N = Oexp (an) by Markov’s inequality. Since
A e CH([0,1] x [0,1]), Gy € CL([0,1]), it is easy to check that
Cr

€] < 3 K0 + BXY (@)
i=1

for some Cy < +00 independent of ¢t and N according to Lagrange’s mean value theorem.

Then, we similarly have sup;<q, |);| = Oexp (Nan) = 0exp (an) according to Markov’s
mequahty According to a similar analysis,

N
Cs
€53l < 2 2 %o (1)
=1

for some C3 < +oc independent of ¢, N and hence sup, <y, [€2| = Oexp (N?) = 0exp (an)
according to Markov’s inequality. By Lemma 1] sup, <y, |€3;| = 0exp (an). In conclusion,

N a%
€ = Oexp (aN) = Oexp W .
As a result, for any € > 0 and compact K C ’D([O7 To), S),

N N
limsup —-log P (0 € K, |eV| <€) = limsup —- logP (0N e K). (3.4)
N —+4o00 a N—+oo @

By Equation B3], T'}} (G) > exp{ ay (16N, G) - e)} when [¢V] < e. Therefore, by Equa-
tion (B.1),
Ee & T (X0 ) —EX (0) £ (%)
> E (G“TN ziil(x(év(w—fsxév(i))f(%)p%(G)l{GNEK)kN‘SE})
2
> exp{% 1nf {mo(f) +U(m,G) — e}}P(eN €K, || <e).

Then, according to Equations ([B2]) and (B4,

N N
hmsup—logP(6‘ EK)—hmsup—logP(HNeK eV <e)
N—+4o0 Q N—+o0o Q

< il {mo() +Um, @) + 5 /(b (2)dz + €

:—mf%Mﬁ—§A¢mw%mm+umG@+e

TeK



Since f,G, € are arbitrary,

N
lim sup —- log P (9N € K)
N—+oc A

1
< - sup inf {wo(f) - 1/ o) f2(x)dx +1(r, G)} . (3.5)
Fecqon, ek 2 Jo
Gecl1([0,7p)x[0.1])

Since mo(f) — % 01 é(z) f2(x)dz+1(m, G) is concave with (f, G) and convex with 7, according
to the minimax theorem given in [6],

1t

sup inf {wo(f) — —/ o(x) £ (z)dx + l(ﬂ—vG)}
Fec([0.1]), TeK 2 Jo

Gecl:1([0,Tg]x[0,1])

1 [t
= inf sup mo(f) — —/ o(x) f*(x)dax + U(,G)
TeK fec(o,1]), 2 0
cecl:1([0,19]x[0,1])

1 1
= inf sup {wo(f) - —/ ¢(x)f2(:v)d:v} + sup I(m,G)
TEK \ fec((o.1)) 2 Jo GeC11([0,Th]x[0,1])

= inf | Lini(mo) + sup (m,G) | .
[0,1])

TeK GeCL-1([0,To] x
Since C1 ([0, Tp] x [0,1]) is dense in C10 ([0, To] x [0, 1]),

sup I(m,G) = sup I(m,G) = Igyn(r)
GeC11(]0,Tp]x[0,1]) GeCt0([0,Tp]x[0,1])

and hence Equation (L) holds for all compact K C D([0,Tp],S) according to Equation

O
To prove Equation (4] for all closed sets, we need the following two lemmas as prelim-
inaries.

Lemma 3.1. Under our assumption of XY, XN (1), XN(2),..., XN (N) are independent
for any t > 0 and X}N (i) follows Poisson distribution with mean EX}{ (i) for all1 <i < N.

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

N
lim sup lim sup —- log P < sup
M—+o0c0 N—+oo AN 0<t<Tp,

>M)——oo

and

>€] = —0o0.

t
[ o nas
0

§—0 N-—o+4oo AN [t—s|<s

t
/ 0N (f)du
o<s<tzTy

The proof of Lemma [3.1]is given in Appendix [A.J] With Lemma B we have

E <exp{%9iv(f)}) — exp {iEXtN(z’) (Jv”f(%) - <%> - 1)} . (36)

We have shown in [7] that there exists C5 < 400 independent of N that

N
lim sup lim sup —- log P sup

su EX]N (i) < Cs. (3.7)

Z L, AU LV,USLS



With Equations (36) and (3I), the proof of Lemma 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
here.

At last, we give the proof of Equation (4] for all closed sets.

Proof of Equation (4. Since we have proved Equation (I4]) for all compact sets, we only
need to show that {#V}y>1 are exponentially tight to complete this proof. By the criteria
given in [4], we only need to show that

N
1imsuplimsup—210gP( sup ‘Giv(f)‘ >M) = -0 (3.8)
M—+o0o N—+4oo A 0<t<Tp,
and N
lim sup lim sup —- log sup P ( sup [68,,(f) — 60X (f)| > e) =—00 (3.9)
§—0 N—+oo AN TEY 0<t<s

for any f € C'(]0,1]) and € > 0, where T is the set of all stopping times bounded by T} from
above. With Lemmal[3.2] proofs of Equations (B8] 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 {T'Y (f)}o<¢<7,. Consequently, the proof
is complete.

|

4 The proof of Equation (L5

In this section we prove Equation (LI). 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
6N under the transformed probability measure with I‘% (G) introduced in Section [ as the
R-N derivative with respect to the original measure of {X}¥};>o. For later use, we first
introduce some notations and definitions. For any f € C([0,1]) and sufficiently large N, we
denote by P}V the probability measure of our process { XV };>¢ under the initial condition
that {X{V(i)}1<i<n are independent and XJ'(i) follows Poisson distribution with mean
¢ (L) + 2 f(%). For any G € CH'([0,Tp) x [0,1]), we define I:’]{VG as the probability
measure that

Then the following lemma is crucial for us to prove Equation (L)), which gives the law of
large numbers of %V under the transformed measure P]{YG.

Lemma 4.1. For given G € CY1 ([0, Ty x [0,1]), OV converges in P;YG—pmbability to 95¢
as N — +o0, where 95:C is the unique element in D ([0, o), S) that

{%ﬂ{ﬂ(m = 0% (P = Po)h) + (Gilh)e for all 0t < Ty and h € C(0,1]),

059 (dz) = f(x)da.

Remark 4.1. Lemmal[{]is a routine auziliary result for the proof of the lower bound of the
MDP. Analogues of Lemma[{-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 Lemmal[f-1] roughly speaking, we can estimate
P(ON = dr) for some m € D ([0,Tp],S) as following. Choose f,G to make ¥/'¢ =, then

Lemma [{1] implies that PJ{VG (0N =dr) =1+ o(1) and hence our MDP holds when we can
show that

dP

W( ¥

a2
= exp {_WN (Iim-(wo) + Idyn(Tf) + 0(1))} )

ON=m

which can be obtained according to Theorem[L.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 [Tl

Lemma 4.2. For given f,h € C([0,1]) and G € C1([0,Ty] x [0,1]),

3 (0N (h) — 0Y-(1)” = 0exp(IV) (4.2)

0<t<Ty
N SN
under both Pf and Pf,G'

The proof of Lemma is given in Appendix For the proof of Lemma I we
introduce some notations and definitions. For a sequence of random variables {Yny}n>1,

we write Yy as 0,(1) when limy_ o Yx = 0 in probability. For any h € C1([0,1]) and
G € CH1([0,To] x [0,1]), we define

MO (0) = 030~ o ) — [ (0t L) 6N ()ds

=0N(h) —0Y (n /9N (P — PY)h) ds

and
t
M (HE) = HE (6, X)) — HF (0, X)) —/ (0s + Ln) HE (s, X1 )ds,
0

where HY is defined as in Section Bl According to basic properties of Markov processes,
{M(0N (h)) b0 and {M(HY)}i>0 are both martingales. In this paper, for two local mar-
tingales { M }+>0, {M?}i>0, we use {{(M*, M?);};1>0 to denote the predictable quadratic-
covariation process which is continuous and use {[M?*, M?];};>0 to denote the optional
quadratic-covariation process that

lim Z(M}M—Mtli) (M2, - M2 ) = M M2,

sup; (ti+1 —ti)—>0 P

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

dMHE), MO (),
= (—9N< >cNHé¥ (62X = HY (4, X)) LN () + L (0) (WHE (¢, X)) dt (4.3)
(4, 4) XN ()

N J
_ (% %) X

1 x2) (e O0)-e ) ) L) R i) g,

12



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

The proof of Lemma[{.dl The existence and uniqueness of Equation ([4J) is given in Ap-
pendix[A3 We further prove in Appendix[Adlthat {§"} y>1 are P/\;-tight. Since C*([0,1])
is dense in C([0,1]), we only need to check that if w is a PJ{YG—Weak limit of a subsequence

of {6V} n>1, then w satisfies Equation @) for all h € C1([0,1]).
According to It6’s formula and the definition of T'}Y (G),

N (v 1 /t (Ou + Ln)HE (u, X3) N
dr'z, (G) = Y0, X0 exp{ ; HY (0, X ) du y dAM(Hg )
=T (G)dM(HY), (4.4)

where N . .
M(HY) _/0 WdMu(Hg).
For any h € C1([0,1]), let
Mu(6N () = Me(6™ () — (M(ON (1), M(HE)):.
then according to Equation (£4]) and Theorem 3.2 of [5], which is a generalized version
of Girsanov’s theorem, {M\t(ﬁN(h))}OStSTO is a local martingale under I:’]{VG for all h €

C1([0,1]) and
MO (), MO ()] = [MO™ (1), M(6™ (1)

t t

under both P]{V and P]{VG Since { X} };>0 is a pure jump process and EX} (i) is differentiable
with ¢ for 1 <7 < N,

[M(ON (), MO (m)], = Y (05 (h) — 62 (n)”.

0<u<t

Hence, by Lemma and Doob’s inequjaiity, SUPg<<T, |M\t(9N (h))] = op(1) under P;VG
By Equation ([3) and the definition of M (HY),

Hiv(h) :og)v(h)+0p(1)+ 95 ((PlN —PQN)h) ds (4.5)
0
t [ N N)\(L,L)Xév(i) N (G ()Gl (4 h(L)—h(Z)
+/0 (z_lj_l - ]\J]V (GN(G(N) G(N))_l) B an S )ds

13



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

A (O F)-0n(4) _ 9 (Gs (%) -G, (N)) o),

Then, according to a similar analysis with that in the proof of Equation (L4,

[ (ii M ) X0 (6 (4)-604) 1)M>d5

an

where R4(G,h)(z) = fol Mz, y)(Gs(y) — Gs(x))(h(y) — h(x))dy for all 0 < z < 1 and
SUPg<i<1, |€8¢| = Ocxp (an) under P, the initial probability measure of our model. As

. . , APy
we have shown in the proof of Lemma [1.2] conditioned on Zfil X{M(i) < NM, —5¢
s

'Y (G) < exp{anMCs} for some Cg independent of N. Similarly, it is easy to check that

ap B Y, (55 () +o ()Y
aP e~ T o(%) Y, ¢ (4 )Xév(i)

=
< explan MCr}

for some C7 = C7(f) independent of N conditioned on sz\il XV (i) < NM. Then it is easy
to check that supg<;<q, |€8;] = Ocxp (an') under I:’]{VG according to Equation (AJ) with P}’
replaced by P. By Lemma 2]

t t
[ ¥ Ra(G s = [ (Ru(Go)ds + €
0 0

where supg<;<q, |€8;| = Oexp(an) under P. Then, according to a similar analysis with that
of €Y, supg <7, [€8'¢] = Oexp (an) under P;VG In conclusion, since ps(Rs(G, h)) = (Gs|h)s,

N =0y O t N 1 — 12 S t s sas
0N (h) = 03 (h) + p<1>+/0 6N (P — Py)h)d +/O<G 1)

under PJ{YG, where o0,(1) can be chosen uniformly for 0 < ¢ < Tj. Since we have proved that
{0V} N> s PJ{YG—tight in Appendix [A.4] we only need to show that

(1) = [ rle)hia)ds + 0,1 (46)

under P]{VG to finish the proof. As we have introduced in Section B distributions of #} under

PJ{VG and P]{V are equal. As a result, Equation (L) follows directly from the definition of

P;V and Chebyshev’s inequality and hence the proof is complete.
O
At last we prove Equation ([CB). The proof is a rigorous statement of the intuitive
analysis given in Remark .11
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Proof of Equation (LH). Equation (A is trivial when infrco{lini(m0) + Lgyn(m)} = +00.
Hence we only deal with the case where infco{lini(mo) + Iiyn(m)} < +00. For any € > 0,
there exists 7€ € O that

Tini(7G) + Layn (7€) < irelfo{[ini(ﬂo) + Layn(m)} + €.
Then, by Theorem [[3] there exist f¢ € L([0,1]) and F¢ € H that 7§(dz) = f(x)dx,
To
W;“O(GTO) —WS(GQ)—/ 7T§ ((8S+P1 —PQ)GS) ds =< G,F€ > (47)
0
for any G € C19([0, Tp] x [0,1]) and

o 1M (fe@)? o < FFC>
Lini(mG) = 5/0 Tx)dx’ Tayn (7€) = -5

By Equation (), let G(s,z) = I(s)h(z) for some [ € C1([0,Tp]) and h € C(]0,1]), then

To To To
Lry w5y, () — Lo (h) — /0 V() (h)ds = /O 1(s)7<((Py — Py)h)ds + /0 1(s)(FE ) ods.

Since [ can be chosen arbitrarily, 7 (h) is absolutely continuous with respect to ¢ and

d

27t (h) = mi((Py = Pa)h) + (Fy|h)e.

Therefore, as we have shown in Appendix [A3]
t

mf = et e 4 / elt=W(Pi=FP) 2l gy (4.8)
0

Since C([0,1]) is dense in L?([0,1]) and C*°(]0,To] x [0, 11) is dense in H, there exist a
sequence {f"},>1 in C([0,1]) and a sequence {F"},,>1 in C*9(]0, Tp] x [0,1]) that f™ — f€
in L2 and F™ — F€ in H and then,

L@’ ()
s ), S ea), S

For each n > 1, let 7 be the unique element in D([0, Ty, S) that

. L " F > L FFC >
,  lim = .
o(x) n—r+4o0 2 2

{%wf(h) =77 (P1 — Pa)h) + (F{*|h), for all 0 < ¢ < T and h € C([0,1]),
7wy (dz) = f(x)dz.

ie., m = et(Pl’P2)*7T3 + fot elt=)(P1=P) =" 4 as we have shown in Appendix [A:3] Then,
by Equation @8), 7™ — = in D([0,Ty],S). Furthermore, by Theorem [[3 I, (7)) =
n 2 n n
z 01 %dw and gy, (") = @2& Then, since O is open, there exists m > 1 that
7™ € O and
Lini(m5") + Layn (™) < if {Tini(m0) + Layn ()} + 2¢.

By Equation (B3],
2

TN (F™) = exp {GWN (16N, F™) + eN)} ,
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where €V = 0gxp(an) under P. According to a similar analysis with that of 6%, it is easy
to check that eV = Oexp(an) under P}YRFM Let

D ={rm: [[(m, F™) = I(x™, F™)| <€} NO,

then PJ{Y,I7FT,1 (0N € D) =1+ 0(1) as N — +oo by Lemma [l and the fact that 7™ € D*.

According to the definition of F™ and 7™, it is easy to check that I(7™, F™) = <<Fm27Fm>> =

Ljyn (™). By Chebyshev’s inequality and the definition of P;V , it is easy to check that

ar a (1 [* (" (@)

under P}Ym pm- As a result, let

~e,N __ € ap a2 1 ! (fm(x))2
DN_{HNED}ﬁ{|6N|<6}ﬁ{@Zexp{—WN(§/o Wd(ﬂ—f—é)}},

then P}YnFm (DSN) =1+ 0(1) as N — 400 and

apP N ~1 dP a?
e — m > _ Lo m m
dp;\fn - (I‘TD (F )) deJYn > exp{ N (Lini(78") + Layn (7™) + 36)}

on DN, Since DN C {9V € O},
. P
PO € 0) > P(D°Y) = Epy (71{36,”)

DN
dem)Fwn

a2
> exp {_WN (Lini(75") + Layn (7™) + 36)} (I1+o0(1))

and hence
}\}gfg pry log P(0% € O) > — (Lini(7{") + Layn(7™)) — 3¢
> — he% (Lini(m0) + Layn(m)) — Be.

Since € 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 LemmalZdl For 1 < i,j < N, we use pl’ (i,j) to denote probability that a given
gas molecule is in the jth box at moment ¢ conditioned on it is in the ith box at moment 0.
Then, according to our assumption of X}V,

N
EXN ) = S0 BX O (1) = Y0 6wl (). (A1)
=1

=1
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Fori#jand 1 <k < XN(i ( ), we use AN (i, 7) 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 ¢, then
for given r1,79,...,ry € R,

N N X)) N
exp erXtN(j) = exp Z ZTJANt (1,9)
j=1 =1 k=1 j=1

Therefore, according to our assumption of XV and Equation (A,

N
exp{ Y XN o | X¢

|
—
]
™

S
S
<

. X3
=TI (D evp.4)
=1 \j=1
and
N N N x50
expq > XN @) | =11E | [ Do eni i) (A2)
=1 =1 j=1
=[Texpq | D epN(.4) ¢ <N> =exp{ Y (e =1)> ¢ <N> P (L, 4)
=1 j=1 j=1 =1
N
=exp{ Y (€7 —1) EX(j)
j=1

Since r1,72,...,7N are arbitrary, Lemma B.] follows from Equation (A2]) directly.

A.2 Proof of Lemma

In this subsection, we prove Lemma

Proof of Lemma[4.2 We first show that Equation (42]) holds under PJ{V . For any M > 0,
according to Markov’s inequality,

1
hmsupﬁlong < ZXO > )S(e—l)/o o(x)de — M

N ——+4oc0o

and hence

M —+o00 N~>+oo

N
1
lim sup hmsup — log Pf <N ZXéV(z) > M) = —o0. (A.3)
—

Note that Equation (AZ3)) still holds when P;V is replaced by the original probability mea-
sure P of our process according to the same analysis as that under PJ{V . Conditioned on

~ Zﬁl X(i) < M, 0 jumps at rate at most |A[[NM, where [|A]| = supg<, ,<1 [A(,)]
and o

(65 () — 6Y (n))* < %W
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when ¢ is a jump moment, where [|h|| = supg<,<; [h(2)]. As a result, conditioned on

+ Zil XV (i) < M, Y ocpem, (01 () — 077 (h))2 is stochastically dominated from above by

%#IPY(NMH)\HTO), where {Y(t)}+>0 is a Poisson process with rate 1. Hence, by Markov’s
7 >
inequality,

N 2
pN ON () — 6N () > XN < NM | < P{YV(NM|AT,) > 2N
f 0<;T ( t ( ) tf( )) _67; 0 (Z) = = ( ||A|| 0) - 4||h||2
Sts1o 1=

a%ve
< o AMIZ p(e—DNMTo A

and consequently

N
. 1 2 ,
lzirriilig N log P;V E (va(h) - Hﬁ(h)) > e, E X)) < NM | = —
0<t<Tp i=1
since % — +00. As a result,
1
lim sup — log P (6N (h) — 6N (h))” > €
N—+4o00 N

1 1
<limsup —log Pf | = XN(i)> M |.
= NN o8y (NZ 002 )
Since M is arbitrary, Equation [#2) holds under P}¥ according to Equation (A3).

Now we prove that Equation ([@2]) holds under PJ{VG Conditioned on + Zﬁl XN ()

<
M, it is easy to check that there exists Cs = Cg(G) < 400 independent of N that I‘%} (@) <
eaNCsM for sufficiently large N. Then, for sufficiently large N,

N
PR ST (0N () -0 () e % SOXNG) <M
=1

0<t<Tp
_ N
= EPfN (FTO(G)l{ZOStSTO (eg\’(h)_eg{(h)fze,% zgle(g\’(i)gM})

< e CMpN [ 5™ (9N () — 0N (h)” > e

0<t<T,

Since we have shown that Equation (£2]) holds under P;V and limy 4 o0 5 = 0,

N
1 A 2 1
lim —log P\, Z (0] (h) =0 (h)” > €, — ZX(J)V(Z) <M|=-
N—+oo N 0<1<Tp N
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and hence

1 .
limsupﬁlogpfj\fc Z (Giv(h)—Gi\i(h))zZe
N —+o00 0<t<To
1 1 <
<1l —logPMo [ =Y XY@y >Mm).
_]bniiligNOg f,G<N; 0 (1) = )

Since T('(G) = 1 and {T')Y(G)}o<t<, is a martingale, distributions of X¢' under P/’ and

PJ{YG are the same. Then, since M is arbitrary, Equation (2] holds under P]{VG according

to Equation (A.3]).
|

A.3 Existence and uniqueness of the solution to Equation (1)

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

Proof of existence and uniqueness of the solution to Equation ([&I]). For any p € S, we use
li£]] to denote the norm of u, i.e.,

[l = sup{lu(f)l : feC([0,1]) and sup [f(x)] < 1}.

0<z<1
We further define (P — P2)* as the linear operator from S to S that

(P =Po) ) (f) = n((Pr — P2)f)

for any p € S and f € C([0,1]). Then it is easy to check that ||(P1 — P2)*ull < 2||A||||p]| for
any € S. As a result, it is reasonable to define

too n *\n
e(Pi—P2)* _ (P = P)”)
e 1 2 — Z n'
n=0
for any ¢ € R and the domain of e*(P1=F2)" is S. For G € C1([0,Ty] x [0,1]) and any
0 <t < Ty, let ZF be the element in S that ZF(f) = (G| f); for any f € C(]0,1]). Then
Equation ([@J) can be considered as a S-valued linear ODE that

49l% = (P, — Po) 9% + ES for 0 <t < Ty,
059 (dx) = f(x)da.

Therefore,

%(e—t(Pl—Pg)*ﬂtf,G) _ e—t(Pl—Pg)*EtG

and hence

t
916 :et(P17P2)*19g,G+/ c=w(P=P2) =Gy,
0

where ﬁé"G(dx) = f(x)dx. Since we have directly solved Equation (Z]), the solution exists
and is unique.

O
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A.4 P]{YG—tightness of {0V} N1
In this subsection we prove that {#%} x> is P;Yc—tight.

Proof of PN_.-tightness of {6 }n>1. By Aldous’ criteria, we only need to check that the
.Gt > y

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

lim i PNo (108 (h)| > M) =0
yhim timsup Pri (67 (k)] > M)

for all 0 <t < Ty.
Claim 2. For any € > 0 and h € C([0,1]),

lim limsup sup PN (|62, (k) — 6N (h)| > €) =0,
6—0 Na+£reT,E§5 HG (| + (") (0 )

where T is the set of stopping times of {X };>0 bounded by Tj.
We first check Claim 1. As we have shown in Sections [B] and [4]

F%}(G) —exp{% (Z(HN,G) —I—eN)},

where €V = 0gxp(an) under both P and I:’]{VG Hence, to check Claim 1, we only need to

show that . N N
lim i Pio (16) (h)] > M <1)=0. Ad
i timsup Ne (107 (h)] = M, Y] < 1) (A.4)

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

(dP;\fg> _ (F%(G)f < exp{% (Z(HN,G) + 1)}

when |¢V] < 1, to prove Equation (A4) we only need to show that

N 2
limsup —-log sup E_, (exp {a—NﬁtN(h)}) < 400 (A.5)
N—s4oo Ay 0<t<T, *f N
and )
N
limsup —-log sup E (exp {%Z(GN, G)}) < +o00 (A.6)
Notoo AN 0<t<Ty, 7 N

for any C' > 0. By Lemma B under P;V, {X]N(i)}1<i<n are independent and X}V (i)
follows Poisson distribution with mean

EP;VXtN(i) - i_v; <¢ (%) + %Nf <%>) pr (4, 4)

forall 1 <i < N. As a result,

EP;\, <exp {%95 (h)})

L aN i ; s . .
Zévzl EPNXtN(l) (e N }L(N)*GTNh(N)71>+Z£V:1 QTNh(W)(EPNXtN(Z)fEXtN(Z)>
f

= e !
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Since Zfilp,{v(j,i) =1,
N

an ;i ) ' 2
2N (2, 0) - 20 ) < S

According to a similar analysis with that given in Section 4 of [7], there exists Cy independent
of N such that
sup E_ XN() < Cy
1<i<N,0<t<T, 7

I IV,USES

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

N 2 !
imsup - log sup B,y (exp{ N0¥ 00} ) <o [ w2+ [nll)
Nostoo Ay 0<t<Ty, ©f N 0

and hence Equation (AJ5) holds. Now we check Equation (A.G). By repeated utilizing
Holder’s inequality and Jensen’s inequality,

C 2 C 2 To C 2
2 (exp{%@%((}%) - ;Negv(co) - ;N9§((85+P1 —PQ)GS)dsD
0

a2 a2 - 2
< \/EPNGTNH%(ZCGTOHTN%V(ZCGo)\/EPNeJOTo LGN (—2C(85+P1—P)G.s)ds (A7)
s b

i N T o} N P
< (E 6N0T0(4CGT0)> (EP;VGNGO (—4000))

1 To .2
X E ~ ? / eTNeév(—2CT0(83+P1—P2)GS)dS
Py 0.Jo

1

_ (E N@ﬁ\f@%@cam)) (E e‘fye{,v(—z;cco)) 1
P

Bl

N
Py

f
1 [T o2

X —/ E e n 0N (—2CTo(0:s+P1—P2)Gs) | (g.
To Jo Py

Equation (A6]) follows from Equations (AJ) and (A7) and hence Claim 1 holds.
Now we check Claim 2. As we have shown in Section [, under P]{YG,

t

1 t
N = z)h(x)dx + o NP, — Py s s|h)sds,
0] (h)—/o F(@)h(z)dz + p<1>+/0 0N (P, — Po)h)d +/<G h)ad

0

where o,(1) can be chosen uniformly for 0 < ¢ < T,. Hence, to prove Claim 2, we only need
to check that

T+s
/ 0 ((PL — P2)h)du

lim limsup sup P;VG ( > 6) =0. (A.8)

00 N 400 7€TY,5<5

As we have shown in Section E]

dpP a% (1 ' f2(x) N
w—e’q’{‘%(é/o ¢<x>d“€9>}’
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where €)' = 0,(1) under P, and P{,. Hence, to prove Equation (A8), we only need to check
that

T+s
lim limsup sup P}YG ( / ON((P, — Py)h)du

00 N 400 7€TY,5<5

> e |V <1, €| < 1> =0. (A.9)
By Holder’s inequality,

T+s
P]{YG < / ON (P, — Py)h)du

>e,|eN|§1,|eéV|§1)

a} T+s
< \/EPNeZ)AfV(l(eNp)Jrl)\/P]{V ( / ON((Py — Py)h)du| > e, || < 1>
! ’ T
a2 a2 - P
= \/EPNGZ)A;VU(GN’GHI)\/eJifv<1+§fol f¢((z)) dﬂﬂ) \/P ( / ON((Py — Po)h)du| > 5)
' T
CL2 =
< \/EPNe@(l(GN,G)H)\/eTN(H%fOl f;((t)> dz)
f

X |P sup
0=ty <t2<Ty,
[tg—t1]<d

> €

/tz 95[((131 — Pg)h)d’u,

t1

As a result, Equation (AL9)) follows from Lemma [3.:21and Equation (AZ6) and hence Claim 2
holds. Since Claims 1 and 2 both hold, the proof is complete.
|
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