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Abstract

We revisit classic ergodic large-deviation principles: for the occupa-
tion measure (Donsker-Varadhan), and for the empirical flux. We show
that these problems can be embedded into a more general, discrete-time
framework. A conditioning and mixing argument then yields alternative
expressions for these well-known rate functionals, formulated in terms of
Markov bridges.

1 Introduction

Ergodic large-deviation principles

Consider a stochastic process (A(t));=0 on R? and its ergodic average Ap :=
71! Sg A(t)dt. Under sufficient ergodicity assumptions this average converges
as T — o to a deterministic ergodic limit. We revisit the classic problem of
deriving the corresponding large-deviation principle [DZ09], formally the expo-
nential rate of decay:

P(Ap ~ a) ~ e”T1(@), as T — oo. (1)

Here I(a) is called the “rate functional” and is minimised by the ergodic limit.
Our work is motivated by the following classic results:

(A) A(t) := L x( for an irreducible continuous-time Markov chain on a finite

space X with generator matrix Q. In this case Ay = T~! Sg Ixydt €
P(X) is simply the occupation measure, signifying the proportion of time
that the chain (X (¢)):>0 spends in each state x € X. The classic result due
to Donsker, Varadhan and Gértner shows that the large-deviation princi-
ple (1) holds with rate functional [DV75a, DV75b, DV76, DV83, Gar77]:

Ipva(p) == sup — Z (Qu)s

weR¥ ming (uz)>0 oy Ug

Pz (2)
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and Ipyg is minimised by the invariant measure 7 € P(X) of the chain
(X(t))e=o0-

(B) In the same model as in (A), the cumulative empirical flux

Way(t) := > Tix(s),x(s)) (@, 9) (3)
se[0,t]: X (s—)#X(s)

counts the number of jumps z to y in time interval [0,¢]. If A(t) :=

(Lx(t), W(t)) *, then the large-deviation principle (1) holds with rate func-
tional [BFG15a, BFG15b, BCFG13]:

: 22 $(Jay | P2Quy), divi=0,7 < p®Q,
Igra(p, j) = {oc e T Y olse . (@)
alog7 —a+0b, a,b>0,
s(a|b) =<0, a=0,b>0, (5)

o0, otherwise,

and Zgrc is minimised by p, = g, joy = (P ® Q)ay 1= Tz Quy.

(C) From the contraction principle one immediately recovers two separate large-
deviation principles (1) for the occupation measure (as above) and the

average empirical flux 77! Sg W (t)dt = T~'W(T) respectively:

i — inf T ; Tnw(j) = inf Igra(p. ).
pva(p) PRI BFG (0, J), flux (J) ot BrG(p, )

Comparing these results shows that — as common in large-deviation theory —
rate functionals are often only implicitly defined, but they may become explicit
after including more variables in the description.

In the current paper we derive a similar large-deviation principle as above
with an explicit rate functional, obtained by including different variables. In-
spired by [BCFG18], the main argument stems from rewriting T' = nTj for a
fized Ty > 0 and n € N, so that the ergodic average becomes 2,

m To

_ _ 1 &1
A" = Apr, = — —f A(t) dt, 6
T an:]1 To Jonim (t) (6)

and then considering the limit n — co.

In all examples above, the variables T}, * S&Tfl)TOA(t) dt in (6) become in-

dependent after conditioning on the values (X ((m — 1)Ty), X (mTp)) of another

IStrictly speaking the time derivative W(dt) exists as a singular measure in time, but since
A(t) appears as integrands only, we allow this minor abuse of notation in the introduction.

2The restriction to discrete values of T = nTp for n € N does not influence the large
deviations, as a straightforward Markov inequality shows that AnTg and A(7L+a)T0 for a €

(0,1) are exponentially equivalent as soon as {j 70 A(t) dt has finite mean.



but related Markov process (X (t)):=0 on a finite set X. Thus we might as well
consider the coupled, discrete-time process

ng
X = X(mTy), Ay, = Tio — A(t) dt. (7)

Result in discrete time

From here we focus on a general homogeneous and irreducible discrete-time
Markov chain (X,;)men, on a finite set X and another discrete-time process
(Ar)men on R, Define:

¢*¥(da) :=P(A; €da | Xo =z, X1 =y), (8)
67 (\) = log f e~ g7V (da), 6™V (a) = sup [A-a — 6" (\)],
AeR4
71 (s) 1= log [ 7 da), 1Y (r) = sup [rs — oY ()]

The conditional independence mentioned above can be exploited by studying
the two variables:

3 |>-—l
3 |**

2 AX X, Ams 20 M X

m=1 m=1

in (R*)*** and in the probability measures P(X x X) < R¥*¥ respectively. Of
course >, o K™ = A" = n~t3" _ A, and so (K™, ©m") indeed contains

more information than A™.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that:

|P(A1 eday,..., A, €day, | Xo = x0,..., X, = xn) = H Qzpy 120 (dam), (9)
m=1
zy*(

o
lim inf LI
r—00 r

= for all x,y € X. (10)

Then the sequence (K™, ©™) satisfies the large-deviation principle with good rate
Sfunctional:

Zw,yeX 9T‘J¢my* (%) + Zw,yeX 8(911/ | (el#e)iﬂpml)’
I(k,0) := k « 0& el #60 = 240,
0, otherwise,

(11)
where Py, is the transition pmbabzhty of (Xm)meng, marginals are denoted by
(el40), = Dyex Ozy, (e 2#0)y = >y Oy and k < 0 means that k*Y = 0
whenever Hmy =0.



A few comments on the assumptions are in place. First, (X, ), needs to be
a homogeneous Markov process, and but (A4, )., only needs to a hidden Markov
process. Indeed, the independence assumption (9) implies that (X,,, Ay, )m must
be a homogeneous Markov process. The other way around, the independence
assumption (9) is easily checked by showing that (X, Ay )m is a homogeneous
Markov process where the transition rates do not depend on A,,. Second, the
superlinear growth assumption (10) is really needed to ensure goodness of the
mappings a — 0,,¢™* (0, a) as 0., — 0.

Note that since we work in finite dimensions the topology is not an issue.
The proof will be fairly straight forward: the first sum in the rate functional (11)
arises from a reweighted Cramér’s Theorem, and the second one is the known
large-deviation rate for the pair-empirical measure ©". Nevertheless the re-
sult is interesting and relevant, as one obtains alternative, previously unknown
expressions for the two classic cases in one go.

Application to the classic cases in continuous time

Applying the discrete-time result to the classic cases discussed above yields the
following alternative formulations for (2) and (4), in terms of inf-convolutions.

Corollary 1.2 ((A) Occupation measure LDP). Fiz a Ty > 0 and let (X (t))i=0
be an irreducible continuous-time Markov chain on a finite state space X with
transition probability pr,(x,y). Then the large-deviation rate functional (2)
corresponding to the occupation measure T Sg]l x(¢+) dt has the alternative for-
mulation:

Ipve(p) =  inf inf I(k,0),
OEP(XXX) keP(Xx)¥*¥:
e HO=C"H#0 3, ox KTV =p
where I is given by (11), ¢*¥* by (8), and

¢"(dp) = P o Txw dt € dp | X(0) = o, X (Ty) = y). (12)

Corollary 1.3 ((B) Average flux LDP). Fiz a Ty > 0, let (X (t))i=0 be a
continuous-time Markov chain on a finite state space X with positive jump rates
Qzy > 0 between all states, and let Wy, (t) be the cumulative flux (3). Then the
large-deviation rate functional (4) corresponding to the pair (T ! S()T]lx(t) dt, T=*W(T))
has the alternative formulation:

I ,j) = inf inf 1(k,0),

BFG (0, J) BP(XxX) he(P(a) xR X)X (k,0)

et #O=E"#0 ¥, KTV =(p.)

where I is given by (11), ¢*¥* by (8), and

- . T )
q"Y(dp,dj) = [P(TiU §o" Lx () dt € dp, Tio (To) e dj | X(0) =2, X(Tp) = y)
(13)



Generalisations

To keep the notation simple we work with homogeneous Markov chains (X (t)):>o0-
However, the discrete-time chain (7) remains homogeneous if the continuous-
time chain (X (¢)):>0 has To-periodic jump rates Q(t), and Corollaries 1.2 and
1.3 remain true as long as those jump rates are bounded (from above, and below
away from zero). In fact, the continuous-time large-deviation principle (4) was
already extended to periodic rates in [BCFG18].

The discrete-time Theorem 1.1 can be generalised to infinite dimensions
using the Dawson-Gértner Theorem [DZ09, Th. 4.6.1]. More precisely, R? can be
replaced by a dual Banach space A that has a predual, and X’ can be generalised
to a measurable space, so that ©™ becomes a probability measure in P(X) and
K™ becomes a Banach-valued vector measures in M(X x X’; A), see [Din00]. The
exponential tightness argument of Lemma 2.1 is still applicable; thus a priori
one obtains exponential tightness in the vague topology of M(X x X'; A)x P(X).
This is a real issue, because both Cramér’s Theorem as well as the pair-empirical
measure large deviations are known to fail in infinite-dimensional measure spaces
when equipped with the narrow topology.

2 Proof of the result in discrete time

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The claim will follow immediately from a mixing argu-
ment [Big04, Th. 5] after checking the following properties.

1. The random variable ©™ takes values in the compact set P(X x X) and
is thus exponentially tight. In Lemma 2.1 we show the uniform expo-
nential tightness of K™, conditioned on ©™ = 6" for arbitrary converging
sequences Pp(X x X) 30" — 0 € P(X x X) from the set

Pp(X x X) := P(X x X) A (n IN)T*Y, (14)
Together, this implies that (K™, ©™) is exponentially tight [Big04, Prop. 6].

2. The random variable ©™ satisfies the large-deviation principle in P(X x X)
with good rate functional [dHO08, Th. IV.3]:

0, otherwise.

0 {Zz,yex S(Ouy | (€'#0)2Pyy), e '#0 = e2#0,

3. In Lemma 2.2 we show that for arbitrary converging sequences P, (X x
X) 20" - 0 e P(X x X), the random variables K™ conditioned on
O" = 0" satisfies the large-deviation principle with rate functional

Zz,ye)’( 9my¢mu*(zmi:)a k<« 6‘,

0, otherwise,

Icond(k | 9) = (15)



where we implicitly set 0,¢™¥*(k*¥/0,,) := 0 whenever 6,, = 0 and
k¥ = 0. Here it is essential that we chose P, (X x X) so that 0}, > 0 for
all z,y.

4. Finally, Leona(k | 0) = X, e x SUPrrve k™Y - ATV — 059" (A*Y)] is clearly
jointly lower semicontinuous in k£ and 6.

O

In the following, the key will be to observe that both K™ and ©" are invari-
ant under permutations of the indices m = 1,...,n, so that the independence

assumption (9) yields, for box sets dk = X,  y dk™:

P(K"edk| 0" =0") = [] P(L3mey Az € dko), (16)
z,yeX
where the new variables Aﬁ{! are independent identically distributed with prob-

ability ¢*Y.

Lemma 2.1. For each pair x,y € X the sequence of conditional probabilities
P(K™™ € da | ©™ = 6™) is uniformly exponentially tight, i.e. for each n > 0
there exists an R, > 0 such that for all convergent sequences Py, (X x X) 3 ™ —
feP(X x X),

1
limsup — log P(|K™"|; > R, |©" = 6) < —.
n—oo N
As a consequence, K™ is also uniformly exponentially tight.

Proof. By (16), using a standard Chernoff bound and then 67, < 1:

1
lim sup - log P(|[K™*]; = Ry, | ©" = 0) < limsup —sup[sR, — 05,67 (s)]

n—o0 n—oo seR H
(17)
< 4TI (R,).
The result then follows from Assumption (10). O
Lemma 2.2. Take an arbitrary sequence Pp(X x X) 2 0" — 0 € P(X x X).

Then the sequence of conditional probabilities P(K™ € dk | ©™ = 0™) satisfies
the large-deviation principle with good rate functional I.ona(k | 9).

Proof. By the independence (16) we can show the large-deviation principle for
each pair z,y separately. We distinguish between three cases.
Let =,y € X be a pair for which 6;, > 0. By Cramér’s Theorem [DZ09,

or. ~
Cor. 6.1.6] ® the sequence (nf?,)~1 )" "4 A2¥ satisfies the large-deviation prin-
ciple with speed nfly, — oo and good rate functional ¢*¥*(k*¥). The sequence

3In fact, that particular version of Cramér’s Theorem requires an additional condition
to derive goodness of the rate functional, but this follows from our Assumption (10) since
7% (a) > 671* ([al1).



nt Z"m"fg AzY thus satisfies the large-deviation principle with speed n and good
rate functional 0, ¢™V* (Z—y)

Now let x,y € X be a pair for which 6., = 0 but £*¥ # 0. For arbitrary
€ > 0 the Chernoff bound (17), 0 < 6, — 6, = 0 and Assumption (10)

together yield:

1
lim sup - log P(|K™™Y|; =€) < flimiorolf G;Iygbri‘“’*(e%) = —o0. (18)
n—00 n— xy
This shows that I.ona(k|f) = o0 whenever k « 6 is violated.
Finally, consider a pair for which 0 < 67 — 6,, = 0 and k™ = 0.
Since K™"¥ is exponentially tight by Lemma 2.1, the corresponding rate func-

tional for that particular pair z,y must have infimum zero. We conclude that
05y Y* (k™Y /04,) = 0. O

3 Proof for the classical cases in continuous time

Now (X (t))i=0 is a given continuous-time Markov chain on finite state space
X, and to keep notation tidy let us restrict to homogeneous chains. In order to
prove Corollaries (1.2) and (1.3), the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 need to be
checked for the two specific settings; the results then follow immediately from
the Contraction Principle [DZ09, Th. 4.2.1].

The second result requires more work than the first one. Unfortunately it is
generally difficult to obtain an explicit expression for ¢*¥. However, the following
bridge representation will be helpful. As before, the transition probability and
generator matrices of the unconditioned chain are denoted by P(t) and Q.

Lemma 3.1. Conditioned on X(0) = x, X(Ty) = y, the process (X (t))e[o,10]
s an inhomogeneous Markov chain with transition probabilities, for 0 < s <t <
TO;

P (s,t) = [P(X(t) =b| X(0)=2x,X(s)=a,X(Tp) = y)
Pab(t — S)Pby(To — t)
Pay(TO — S) ’

and the corresponding time-dependent generator matrix is given by:

(P(t = $)Q) , Poy(To — t) — 1ap (QP(To — t))by

Qi) = o E ey

The Markovianity follows from Doob’s h-transform [FPY92]; the transition
probability follows trivially from the Markov property of the unconditioned
chain, and the generator is derived from the transition probability using the
forward and backward Kolmogorov equations. Because of the Markov property
of the new, conditioned chain the transition probabilities P Y (s, t) do not depend
on x, but we shall keep the z in the superindex for consistency of notation.



(A) Occupation measure LDP. In this setting A(t) := L x¢) in R? := R¥,
and the discrete-time process (X, A )m is defined by (7). Let ¢, ¢, ¢* be given
by (12) and (8).

Proof of Corollary 1.2. The coupled process (X (t), Ty " Sé T x(s)ds)i=0 is also
Markovian, with generator

Qf x p Z Q:Ey f(xvp)] + TLO]IJC : fo(l',p).

yeX

Therefore (X, Am)m 18 Markovian, and since the jump and drift rates in the
generator do not depend on p, the conditional independence (9) holds.

For the growth condition (10): A%Y € P(X) almost surely, implying that
¢W*( ) = o whenever r ¢ [0, 1]. O

(B) Average flux LDP. Recall that W(t) is the camulative empirical flux (3)
and A(t) := (Lx ), W(t)), which lies in R? := R* x R¥*¥_ Define the discrete-
time process (X, Am)m by (7), and ¢, ¢, ™ by (13) and (8).

Proof of Corollary 1.8. Similar to the argument above, the coupled process
(X(t), Tyt Sé Ly (s ds, Ty "W (t))i=0 is Markovian with generator

(Qf)(xvpaj) = Z wa[f(yapaj + %]lmu) - f(xapvj)] + %]II ’ vpf(xvpuj)a

yeX
and since the jump and drift rates do not depend on (p,j), the conditional
independence (9) holds.
To check the growth condition (10) for each pair z,y € X', we use |T0_1 S()Tollx(t) dt|, =
1 and replace the conditional process (|Tg W (t)|1)ie[o,7,] by a simpler, real-
valued process (U (t))efo,1,] With higher jump rates. To this aim, note that for
any paira #be X:

Qab Qb
—yu a, b 7* Y,
. Qab Py (To) : Qay
Ty _ Yy Yy —
lim &y (t) = P (To) tliHTlo Qap () = § QuvPoy(To), a=1y,
0, b=y,
so that by continuity Qgy := supsejo 1) Qg (t) < o for b # y (we assumed

that all Qu > 0). The process (U(t))se[o,7,] With U(0) = 0 makes independent
jumps +T, " with Poisson rates Q%7 for a # b,a,b # y, and jumps +27; ' with
rate Qw for b # y; the factor 2 represents an instantaneous jump back to y.

Then, setting Q™Y := >’ abeX, Qab + ZbeX be7
a#b,a b;éy

d11(s) < log Ee* U0 < 5 4 QT (/™0 — 1),

From this one obtains the claimed superlinear growth:

G0 > s — 1] 207,
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