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ABSTRACT. The aim of this paper is to investigate the large deviations for a class
of slow-fast mean-field diffusions, which extends some existing results to the case
where the laws of fast process are also involved in the slow component. Due to
the perturbations of fast process and its time marginal law, one cannot prove
the large deviations based on verifying the powerful weak convergence criterion
directly. To overcome this problem, we employ the functional occupation measure,
which combined with the notion of the viable pair and the controls of feedback
form to characterize the limits of controlled sequences and justify the upper and
lower bounds of Laplace principle. As a consequence, the explicit representation
formula of the rate function for large deviations is also presented.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we focus on the asymptotical behavior of the following mean-field equation with
fast oscillations

de = b(Xfa ZX?? }/tév fYt‘s)dt + \/SU(Xfa ZX?? }/:‘,67 fYté)thlv Xg =T, (11)
where the fast oscillating process Yt‘; satisfies the equation

1 1
dYP = Zf(Y7)dt + —=g (Y )dWE, Y5 =y, (1.2)

Here, Zxs (resp. Zys) denotes the law of X7 (vesp. Y,9), the scale § describes the intensity of the
noise and ¢ := £(J) describes the ratio of the time scale between the (slow) component X° and the
(fast) component Y°. We define an R% %92 yalued standard Brownian motion W on a complete

filtration probability space (Q,]—" , (ft)te[o_,T],P). Then, we can choose the projection operators
P Rbitds , R P, RA1+d2 _ Rd2 gych that

Wl = PW,, W2 .= P,W,

are independent d; and d; dimensional standard Brownian motions, respectively.

Such systems (1.1)-(1.2) are called the multi-scale (or slow-fast) dynamical systems, which have
extensive applications in various fields such as climate dynamics, molecular dynamics and mathe-
matical finance (see e.g. [1, 9, 16, 34]). Moreover, studying these systems with small random noise
perturbations not only has potential applications, but also demonstrates theoretical challenges due
to the interactions between different scales. For instance, exploring rare transition events among
equilibrium states in multi-scale dynamical systems (cf. [13, 29, 44]) and examining the small-time
asymptotics of multi-scale financial models [17, 18] are of particular interest in mathematics and
finance.

Our goal of the present work is to study the large deviation principle (LDP for short), as § — 0,
for the mean-field diffusions (1.1). The LDP is a classical topic in probability theory, primarily
describing the asymptotic behavior of the remote tails of a family of probability distributions. It has
extensive applications in various fields, including information theory, thermodynamics, statistics
and engineering. When dealing with stochastic processes, a central concept in studying LDP is
to identify a deterministic path around which the diffusion process is highly concentrated. This
kind of asymptotic behaviours is called the small perturbation type LDP (also known as Freidlin-
Wentzell’s LDP), which was first introduced by Freidlin and Wentzell for stochastic differential
equations (SDEs for short) in their pioneering work [19]. This framework has been extensively
studied over the past several decades. For more detailed expositions on the background and
applications for the theory of large deviations, we refer to the classical monographs [15, 38, 41].

On the other hand, the mean-field stochastic equations have attracted widespread attention
due to their effective applications to describe stochastic systems whose evolution is influenced by
both the microscopic locations and the macroscopic laws of particles. There have numerous re-
sults in literature on mean-field stochastic equations in recent years, for example, one could refer
to [27, 37, 42] for the well-posedness results and [14, 32, 36] for several asymptotic properties.
The investigation of mean-field stochastic equations and interacting particle systems can be traced
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back to Kac’s program in kinetic theory [30] and McKean’s seminal work [35] on nonlinear para-
bolic equations. For example, we analyze the dynamics of the N-particle system governed by the
following SDEs

N
X" =0 )dt + o (X AW, Y = NTEY G,
j=1

wherei = 1,--- , N, the mean field interactions are expressed through the dependence of coefficients
on the empirical laws p¥ of the system. Under some appropriate assumptions on coefficients and
the exchangeability assumption on initial conditions, as N — 0o, the empirical laws p¥ weakly
converge to the law of the solution to the following mean-field stochastic equation

dXt = b(Xt, th)dt + O'(Xt, fxt)th

Thus, the coefficients of the limiting equation will inherently depend not only on the solution
pointwisely but also on its time marginal law. This kind of limiting behavior is commonly referred
as the propagation of chaos in the study of stochastic dynamics of particle systems.

Due to the above reasons, many scholars are interested in the multi-scale interacting particle
systems. For example, one often considers the following form of system

e, Ny __ e,N,i e,N e,N,i e,N e,N,2i e,N e,N,i e, N i
dX; " =b( X wy X e vy )dt+ o (X pu X e, v ) AW,

e,N -1 - e,N -1 > (1-3)
jon =N Z(SX:,N,J', vy =N Zéxf,N,j/ag
j=1 j=1
where ¢ = 1,--- | N, € is a small parameter indicating the ratio of time scales. The variables Xf’N’i
and Yf’N’Z = X; ’N’Z/a represent the slow and fast components in system (1.3), respectively.

Investigating the combined mean field and homogenization limits (i.e. N — oo and € — 0)
for the multi-scale interacting particle system (1.3) attracts lots of attentions recently. Gomes
and Pavliotis [21] studied the system (1.3) with coefficients b(z, p, y,v) = b(x, p,y), o = ¢ for
which ¢ is a constant. They explored that while the mean field limit and homogenization limit
commute over finite time, they do not commute over the long time. Moreover, Delgadino et
al.[11] studied the system (1.3) with b(x, s, y,v) = b(y,v) and o = ¢, and showed that the mean
field and homogenization limits do not commute if the mean-field system constrained to the torus
undergoes a phase transition, i.e. multiple steady states exist. Recently, Bezemek and Spiliopoulos
[7, 8] established the LDP and moderate deviations of the empirical laws to system (1.3) with
b(x, u,y,v) = b(x, u,y) and o(x, p,y,v) = o(x, u,y), as N — oo and ¢ — 0 simultaneously.

In this paper, we aim to study the Freidlin-Wentzell type LDP for the mean-field stochastic
equation (1.1). A related work is the reference [25] where the authors established the LDP for the
following type of multi-scale mean-field stochastic systems

dX) = b(X], L, Y )dt + Vo0 (X[, Lcs)dW},
AYP = ZF(XD Ly Y7t + —=g(X], Ly, YP)AWE,
c t \/g t

by employing the powerful weak convergence criterion. The weak convergence approach has been
systematically developed by Budhiraja, Dupuis, and Ellis in [4, 5, 10]. The core of this method
relies on the variational representation formulas for the Laplace transform of bounded continuous
functionals and the equivalence between the LDP and the Laplace principle. More specifically, the
LDP is derived by demonstrating the weak convergence of solutions to the controlled (slow) pro-
cess towards its deterministic averaged limit as proved in [25]. We also mention that Dupuis and
Spiliopoulos [12] studied the LDP for locally periodic SDEs with small noise and fast oscillating
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coefficients and achieved significant results using the occupation measure approach. Subsequently,
Spiliopoulos [39] established the LDP and provide a rigorous mathematical framework for asymp-
totically efficient importance sampling schemes for stochastic systems with slow and fast dynamics.

Due to the dependence of fast process Y,? and its time martingale law Z)/ré in (1.1), charac-

terizing the limit of the controlled slow process Xf oh? (see (3.3) below) is more challenging in the
weak convergence method. In particular, different from [25], one cannot directly justify the weak
convergence criterion in this case.

To deal with this problem, we construct the functional occupation measure corresponding to

the controlled fast process Yf’hg (cf. (3.3)) and the control variable h? (cf. (3.7) below). Moreover,
we present the notion of viable pair within the mean-field framework. The definition of viable pair
for the classical SDEs was initially introduced in [10] and substantially developed in recent works
[22, 26], which refers to a combination of a trajectory and a measure that captures both the limit
averaging dynamics of the controlled slow processes and the invariant measure of the controlled fast
process. We highlight that this is an effective method to address the problem because the behavior
of the fast component will not converge pathwisely to any specific outcome, but its occupation
measure will converge to a limiting measure.

However, in comparison to the existing works e.g. [25, 12, 39], we consider the mean-field dy-
namics (1.1), where the coefficients of (1.1) not only depend on X?,Y? but also on their laws
fxf and Z)/té. We will demonstrate that the controlled slow processes and occupation measures

{(Xf’hé, P%%)}s-0, which is defined in (3.7), are tight and then have a weakly convergent subse-
quence. Subsequently, we establish the upper and lower bounds of Laplace principle through the
variational representation formulas for functionals of Brownian motion, then the LDP is obtained.
It is worth to note that the proof of upper bound of Laplace principle is more complicate than the
lower bound, and in this case we construct the control by feedback form and establish a nearly
optimal control to achieve the desired bounds.

The rest of the paper is outlined as follows. In Section 2, we present some notations and
definitions of LDP and introduce the main assumptions on coefficients. In Section 3, we outline
the weak convergence approach and present the main result. Section 4 is dedicated to deriving
some preliminary estimates for the controlled equations. Section 5 is dedicated to proving the
LDP. Section 6 is the appendix.

Throughout the work, we use C' to denote a generic positive constant, whose specific value may
vary in different lines. When necessary, we will specify dependence of the constant on parameters,
such as Crp.

2. MAIN ASSUMPTIONS

We first collect some notations that will be frequently used in this work. We denote the Euclidean
vector norm and inner product by |- | and (-,-), respectively, and the matrix norm or operator
norm (when there is no ambiguity) by || - ||. The tensor product R” @ R™ represents the space of
all n x m-dimensional matrix for n,m € N.

Let P(R™) stand for the space of all probability measures on (R™, B(R™)). For any p > 1, we
set

Pp(R™) := {u €PR™) :p(]-|P) = /Rn KPude) < OO}'

It is known that P,(R"™) is a Polish space under the LP-Wasserstein distance

. o 5 n
W)= ot ([ Je=apa(asan)” ww e @)
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where € (u,v) stands for the set of all couplings for the measures u and v, i.e., m € €(u,v) is a
probability measure on R x R™ such that 7(- x R”) = p and 7(R"™ x -) = v.
Let’s define the following sets frequently used in the theory of LDP,

T
A= {h : b is R 92 yalued Fi-predictable process and/ |hs|?ds < oo, ]P’—a.s.} ;
0

T
Sy = {h € L*([0, T]; RG+d2) . / |hs|2ds < M},
0

and
Ap = {h eA:h(w) € SM,]P’—a.s.}.
Now we recall the definition of LDP and Laplace principle. Consider the family of random

variables {X?}s~¢ defined on a probability space (£, F,P) and taking values in a Polish space .
The rate function of LDP is defined as follows.

Definition 2.1. (Rate function) A function I : € — [0, +0o0] is called a rate function if I is lower
semicontinous. Moreover, a rate function I is called a good rate function if for each constant K,
the level set {x € € : I(x) < K} is a compact subset of E.

Definition 2.2. (LDP) The random variable family {X°}s~o is said to satisfy the LDP on & with
rate function I if the following two conditions hold:
(i) (LDP lower bound) For any open set G C &,

.. 5 S
11g1361f510gP(X €qG) > JE11612](:17),

(i) (LDP upper bound) For any closed set F' C &,

limsup dlogP(X° € F) < — inf I(x).
5—0 zEF

Definition 2.3. (Laplace principle) The sequence {X°}swo is said to be satisfied the Laplace
principle upper bound (respectively, lower bound) on £ with a rate function I if for each bounded
continuous real-valued function A : € — R

. 1 5 :
hrglj(l)lp —510gE{ exp[—gA(X )]} < ;22 (A(z) + I(2)),

(respectively,
hmmf_alog]E{ exp[_lA(XJ)]} > inf (A(z) + I(x)))
550 5 ~ zee '

It is well-known that if £ is a Polish space and I is a good rate function, then the LDP and
Laplace principle are equivalent (see e.g. [10, 15, 41]).
In this work, we assume that the maps

b:R" x Po(R") x R™ x Pa(R™) — R"™;

o :R™ x Po(R™) x R™ x Po(R™) — R" @ R%;
f:R™ = R™;

g:R™ 5 R™ @ R%"

satisfy the following conditions:
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(A1) Suppose that there exist constants C, k> 0 such that for all xy,29 € R™ uj,us €
P2(R™),v1,v2 € Po(R™), 41,92 € R™,

b(w1, p1, y1,v1) — b(w2, pa, Y2, v2)| + o (21, 1, y1,v1) — o2, pa, Y2, vo)||

< Oflzr — 2| + ly1 — yal + Wa(p, p2) + Wa(v1,12)], (2.1)
Lf(y1) = fy2)] + 1lg(y1) — g(wa)ll < Clyr — yal. (2.2)

Moreover,
2(f (y1) = f(y2),v1 — y2) +3llg(n) — g(y2)” < —klyr — y2I>. (2.3)

(A2) Suppose that g is bounded and there exist ¢1,co > 0 such that for all x € R™, y € R™,
e PQ(R”), Ve PQ(Rm) and £ € R",

alé)? < (oo (z, 1, y, V)&, €) < €. (2.4)

We give some remarks regarding the aforementioned conditions.

Remark 2.1. (i) Conditions (2.1) and (2.2) are utilized to ensure the existence and uniqueness
of strong solutions to system (1.1)-(1.2). Conditions (2.3) and the boundedness of g imply that for
any B € (0, k), there exists Cg > 0 such that for any y € R™,

2(f(y),y) +3llgW)I* < =Blyl* + Cs. (2.5)

Moreover, the dissipative condition (2.3) is also employed to ensure the existence and uniqueness
of invariant measures for the equation (3.5) below (cf. [33, Theorem 4.3.9]).

(i) Condition (2.4) is primarily employed to provide the explicit expression of the rate function
I for LDP.

3. MAIN RESULT ON LDP

In this section, we first provide a overview for the weak convergence approach that is systemati-
cally developed in [6, 10]. At its core, this approach hinges on two pivotal aspects: the equivalence
between the LDP and the Laplace principle, and the employment of variational representation for
the exponential functional of Brownian motions (cf. [3, 4]). Consequently, we focus on establishing
the Laplace principle instead of directly proving the LDP. Then we present the main results of this
work.

3.1. Weak convergence approach. Let £ denote the space of all continuous functions on R",
ie., & := C([0,T];R"). In this study, our objective is to establish that the family {X°}s- satisfies
the Laplace principle with speed d. Specifically, this means that for every bounded and continuous
function A : &€ — R,

el

lim —§logE [exp {—%A(X‘;)H — inf [I(2) + A(x)]. (3.1)

The derivation of the Laplace principle relies on a variational representation for functionals of
Brownian motions, which permits us to reformulate the prelimit expression on the left hand side
of (3.1). Let F(-) be a bounded and measurable real-valued function defined on C([0,7]; R?). In

light of [3] or [4], we obtain
T .
/ |hs|?ds + F (W+/ hsds>
0 0

where W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion.

—logIE[exp{ —F(W)H = }%IelfAE

)
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In the current context, we consider W = (W1, W?) and d = d; + dz. Under assumption (A;),
where both the coefficients of the slow and fast components exhibit globally Lipschitz continuity,
the strong well-posedness is well-known (cf. e.g. [42]). Utilizing the decoupled argument (refer to
Section 4.1 in [25]), it has been shown the existence of a measurable map G° : C([0, T]; Rh+d2) —
C(]0,T); R™) such that we have the representation

X0 =gy (W.).
For any h® € Ay, let us define
Xon —¢IV+——/th (3.2)
It is the solution corresponding to the following stochastic control problem
dX" =b(XPM | L Y Ls)dt + o(XPY L Y L)
+ Voo (XD L Y L) d W,

51 s 1 s 1 s
dy;h ::gj(Yf”l)dt+—;7§§g(YfJL)hfgdt+—:7§g(Yle)dVva

5,h° 5,h°
XO :Ia YO = y7

where the controls hi"s == PyhY, hf’é = Pyh.
After setting F/(W) = $A(X?) and rescaling the controls by V3, we attain the following repre-
sentation

—dlogE {exp{—%A(X‘s)H = }%IelfAE

1 T
§A|mﬁk+MXM),

where X%" is defined by (3.2) with h replacing h°. Hence, we need to investigate the limiting

behaviors of the controlled process X 51 in the weak convergence approach.
Due to the result of the averaging principle (cf. [20]), let 6 — 0 (hence € — 0) in (1.1), we can
get the following original differential equation

T :B(Xtug)?t)u XO = Zo, (34)
where the new coefficient b is defined by
baop) = [0 g)vdy).

Here, we denote b”(z, u,y) := b(z, p,y,v), and by v to denote the unique invariant measure of the
process satisfying the following equation

dY, = f(Y)dt + g(Y,)dW?, Yo =y, (3.5)

where {W?2};> is a da-dimensional Brownian motion on complete filtered probability space (2, F, (F;)¢s0, P).
It is evident that (3.4) has a unique solution, denoted throughout this work as X, which satisfies

X € O([0,T]; R™). We also remark that the solution X of (3.4) is a deterministic path, and its law

Z%, = 0x,, where 6%, is the Dirac measure of X;.
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3.2. Main result. In order to present the main LDP result, we first introduce some additional
notations and definitions.

Let d := di + ds and use R? := R% x R% to denote the space in which the control h takes
values. In addition, we denote h' := Pih, h? := Pyh, and ) := R™ to emphasize the state space of
the fast component. Let Ay, A, A3 be Borel subsets in R%, Y, [0, T, respectively. Let A := A(6)
be a time-scale separation, which satisfies

€
A(0) — 0, A 0, as 0 — 0. (3.6)

Concerning the joint perturbations of the control and the controlled fast process in the multi-

scale system (3.3), it is proper to introduce the following occupation measure

t+A
PY2(A; x Ay x A3) ;:/ %/ 14, (h0)1a, (YOHYdsdt, (3.7)
Az t

which captures the joint limit behaviour of h° and yon, Throughout the work, we adopt the
convention that the control
hy=hd=0ift >T. (3.8)

We also mention that for any bounded continuous functions 1, we have

/ DX Lrs y, Lys, hPOA (dhdydt)
R x Y x[0,T] ¢ ¢

T 1 t+A s s
_ /O < /t BXP | Las YU | Ly 1) dsdt. (3.9)
Define a map @ : R” x Po(R") x J x Po(R™) x RY — R™ by
O(x, p,y, v, h) == b(x, p) + o (@, p,y,v) Prh. (3.10)

Recall v is defined in (3.5). In what follows, we recall the concept of viable pair in the mean-field
version, which effectively characterizes the limits of the controlled slow-fast systems.

Definition 3.1. (Viable pair) A pair (o, P) € C([0,T];R™) x P(R? x Y x [0,T]) is said to be viable
w.r.t. (®,v) and we write (¢, P) € Vi1, if the following statements hold:
(1) The measure P has finite second moments, i.e.,

/ [|h]” + |y[?] P (dhdyds) < occ.
R4 xYx[0,T]

(#4) For all t € [0,T],

o=zt | B(pa, L.y, v, hYP(dhdyds). (3.11)
Rdx Y x[0,1]

(iii) For all Ay x Ay x Az € B(R? x Y x [0,T7]),

P(A; x Ay x As) :/A /A n(Avly, v (dy)dt, (3.12)

where 1 s a stochastic kernel (cf. [6, Appendix B.2]) given (y,t) € Y x [0,T]. In particular, this
implies that the last marginal of P is the Lebesgue measure on [0,T], i.e., for all t € [0,T],

PR x Y x [0,t]) = t. (3.13)

The following is the main result in this work.
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Theorem 3.1. Suppose that the assumptions (A1)-(Az) hold and the scale ¢ = (8) satisfies
lims s0e/6 = 0. Then {X°}s-0 satisfies the LDP with the good rate function I given by

1
I(p):= _inf - / |h|*P (dhdydt)
(2 P)EV(2,0) {2 Rd x Y% [0,T]

with the convention that the infimum over the empty set is 0o, where ® is defined by (3.10) and X
is the solution of (3.4).
Furthermore, the rate function I has the following explicit representation

I(4) = %IOT 1Q12(pr, Ly, . v)(¢r — b, Zx,))Pdt, o =z, ¢ is absolutely continuous,
+00, otherwise,

where

Qlet, Lx,, V) ::/(oPl)(UPl)*(got,fX”y,V)V(dy). (3.14)
Y

Remark 3.1. According to (Az), it is clear that oo™ is a positive definite matriz. Since Py :

Ra+d — R s g projection mapping, it is clear that c1]¢)?> < ((oP1)(oPy)*(z, pu,y, )&, €) <

c2|€)?. Therefore, the operator Q defined by (3.14) is invertible.

Remark 3.2. The LDP for multi-scale mean-field SDEs were initially studied in [25] by employing
the weak convergence criterion directly, where only the laws of slow process are considered in the
system. Recently, the authors in [40, 43] established the LDP for multi-scale mean-field SDEs
driven by fractional noise.

However, all the existing works [25, 40, 43] do not allow the cases that the system depends on
the laws of fast process (i.e. fyta) and the diffusion coefficient o in the slow component depends
on the fast component. In the present work, we derive the LDP for a more general system (1.1) by
utilizing the functional occupation measure and constructing the controls of feedback form, rather
than employing the weak convergence criterion directly.

4. PRELIMINARIES

4.1. Some a priori estimates. In this section, we present several a priori estimates of the con-
trolled processes. These estimates will be frequently utilized in proving the main result.
The following are the estimates of solutions (X 8,h% Y‘s*hé) to the control problem (3.3) .

Lemma 4.1. For any {h6}5>0 C A, there exists a constant Cpy > 0 which is independent of
6 such that

5
E[ swp [XPM12] < Canr(1+ [ + lyl?), (4.1)
te[0,T

and for any p > 1, there exists Cp pr,r > 0 such that

P
E[(/ |Yt§’h5|2dt> < Cprr(L+[y*P). (4.2)
0
Proof. Using It6’s formula for |Yt‘s’h(s |2, we have
5 1 s 5
P =l 2 [ 2, ) + g2

/ (YIP*)h28 yOh'yds 4+ M, (4.3)
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where M; is a local martingale given by
M. 2 /t <Y5 h® (YJ hé)dW2>
t= = s g’ s /e
Ve Jo
y (Az2), we also have
C 5
Ysa,h“ h?,éj Ysé,h“ < h?,é Ysa,h
(") ) <l
o -
+ oy, (1.4)

™

<g|h§’5|2

where in the last step we applied Young’s inequality with a small constant B e (0, 8) in which 3 is
defined in (2.5).
Combining (2.5) and (4.3)-(4.4), it follows that

”O/ YR 2qs < [y]2 + / K24 2ds + sup |14,
€ e 5 te[0,T

where kg := 8 — 3 > 0. Then

T . P - . » )
E / Yo" 2ds <GPyl + Cpr gp / 1h2%|2ds "‘OPEPEK sup |Mt|) }7
0 0 t€[0,T)
P
1 r C p
3" ( / lYf’“l?ds> + Cur(1+[yl) + 22T
0

where we utilized the fact that h° € Ay, and the following estimate in the second step

T p/2
CPEPE[( sup |Mt|>p} <CpetE / |Y56’h6|2d3
t€[0,T] 0
T p
s pas
0

Due to the condition lims_,g /0 = 0, without loss of generality, we can assume 5 < 1. Thus, (4.2)
holds. s
On the other hand, using It6’s formula for | X" |2, we have

<sE +Cp.

1
2

X2
=|z|? + 2 /t<b(xgvh5, L5, YO L), XIWVds + 2 /t<a(xgvh5, Lo YOI Ly 5)hl0 X3 ds
0 0
+9 / (X s, VI L) ds + 25 / X, L VI, L)W X
0 0
Due to the condition (Ay), it follows that

T T
E[ sup |x" |]<|x|2+c1E/ (11X 2+ Zap (- 2) + Ll 1) dt+OIE/ YR 2

te[0,T) 0 ' 0

T
2 [ (o0 2 YO Bt X0 i
0
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t
+ 2R l sup._| / (o(X3N, L5 YIW | Lys)dW L, XM
tefo,77 ' Jo : ‘

] s
By the condition (Az), the fourth term on the right hand side of (4.5) is estimated as follows

T
28 [ (X", 2 YO i X0 i
0
2
[ 5,10 2] r 5,h° 5,h° 1,6
E[ sup |X5P] + CE / lo (X s, YW By - (Bt
- 0

1
4 -t€[0,T]
r 5,he 5,h8 2 T 1,612
</ lo(XB | 2 VI 2,30 ‘“)(/0 |hg|dt>]

Lol 5,h% 2]
<ZE| sup [XP"P| + Cur (4.6)
4 -t€[0,T] -

1 - -
“E| sup (X212 + CE
4 -te[0,T] -

Furthermore, according to Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality, we get

¢
2V3E| sup /(U(Xg’hé,$X§,Yf’hé,fya)dWsl,Xg’m>}
Ltefo,7] | Jo ° ?
- 1/2
5 5 5
<8\/3]E</ o(X)" ,ngva’h 7fyg)|\2|Xf’h |2dt>
0
1 8,182
gZE sup | X" |7| + Cr. (4.7)

te[0,T]

Combining (4.5)-(4.7) yields that
E[ sup X"
t€[0,T]
T s T
<Curr(1+ |x|2)+CE/ X" |2dt+OIE/ | X7 |2dt
0 0
T T s
+CE/ |y;5|2dt+c1E/ VR 2a
0 0

T
)
<Corr(U+ gl + o) + CE [ X0 Pa
0

T T
+CE/ |Xf|2dt+CE/ |v;2|2dt. (4.8)
0 0
Following from [20, Lemma 2.2] that we have the following uniform estimates of X? and Y,

E[ swp |X712] <Cr(1+ [2f? + yl?), (4.9)

t€[0,T]
sup E|Y/[* <Cr(1+ o + [y/?). (4.10)

te[0,7)

Collecting (4.8)-(4.10) and utilizing Gronwall’s lemma, we obtain

s
E[ sup X" < Carr(1+ [of? + y).
t€[0,T]

The proof is complete. g



12 LDP FOR SLOW-FAST MEAN-FIELD DIFFUSIONS

S
The following lemma provides a time Holder continuity estimate for the controlled process Xf o ,
which plays an important role for demonstrating the existence of viable pairs later in the proof.

Lemma 4.2. There exists Cp > 0 such that for any 0 <t <t+ A< T,
5,n° 8,h% )2 2 2
E[X; A = X" 17 < Cur(1+ [2]° + [y[5)A. (4.11)
Proof. Due to (3.3), we have

5,h° 5,h°
E|Xt+A - Xt |2

t+A s 5 2
gE‘ / b(X.gh 7$Xga}/s&h aZYS‘;)dS
t

t+A s s 2
+E‘/ o(XIM, Lxs, YOI ,zysa)h;ﬁds‘
t
t+A s s 2
+6E’/ U(X;;yh 7$X§a}/s&h aZYS‘S)dWsl
t
—:(I) + (I1) + (IID). (4.12)

As for the term (I), it follows from (2.1), (4.1), (4.2) and Holder’s inequality that

t+A
(I) <AE/ |b(X§7h67$X§7Ys&h&vas‘s)FdS
t

t+A s t+A
<A(1+JE/ | X o |2ds+/ E|X°|?ds
t t

t+A 5 t+A
+IE/ [y |2ds+/ 1E|Yj|2ds)
t t

<Cur(L+ [z +ylH)A. (4.13)
As for the term (II), due to the condition (Az) we have

t+A s s T
(1) <E / o(X2, Lxs, YO Lys)||?ds - / ISR
t 0

<CarrA. (4.14)

Similarly, as for the term (IIT), by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality it follows that
(I1T) < Cpr 70A. (4.15)
Combining (4.12)-(4.15) implies (4.11) holds. We complete the proof. O

4.2. Tightness of controlled processes. In this part, we aim to prove the tightness of {(X‘s*hé, P>*) )50
and the uniform integrability of {P%%}s+.
Proposition 4.1. Suppose {h%}s-0 C A for any M < co. We have
(i) the family {(X‘;’hs,P‘s’A)}bo is tight;
(it) define the set
Uy = {(h,y) eRxY:|h >N,y > N}.

Then the family {P%*}ss0 is uniformly integrable in the sense that

lim supE / [|h] + |y|] P> (dhdydt) ; = 0.
N—o0 550 Un x[0,T]
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Proof. (i) Tightness of {X‘;’h5}5>0 : First, we recall

t t
Xfyhg =T+ / b(X;;yh&a ZX?? }/567h67 "%Ys‘s)ds + / O'(Xgh&v $X§5}/567h65'>gyf)hi76d5
0 0

t
+V6 / (XN Lys YN Ly )dW ]
0
3

=+ Y RI). (4.16)

Following from the criterion of tightness (cf. [2, Theorem 7.3]), due to the uniform moment estimate
(4.1) it suffices to prove that for any positive 0, 7, there exists a constant dg > 0 such that

5,h° 5,h°
sup P sup X" = Xgt [ =0) <n. (4.17)
0€(0,1) t1,t2€[0,T],[t1 —t2|<do
For the term R (t), for any t1,t5 € [0, 7] we have

E|RS (t1) — R3(t2)|*
4

t1
gE (/ |b(X§7h5aZX§7}/kc;&h&vj)’f”ds)

to

4
t1 1 1
gclE(/ (14 1X2" 4+ (BIXI2) + 2| + (]E|Yf|2)2)ds>

to

ta 2
<Clty — tof? lltl —ts|” +E(/ X2 Pds)

ty

ta to s 2 ta
+/ E|X§|4ds+E(/ ySh |2ds) +/ E|Y?|4ds

t1 t1 t1

<COrlty — ta]?, (4.18)

where we used (4.1) and (4.2) in the last step. Note that (4.18) implies (4.17) holds from the
Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion.
For the term R$(t), due to (Az) and the fact that h? € Ay, we have

4
ta 5 5
E|RS(t1) — RS (t2)[* <E< / o (X2, Lxs YOI, Lys)| - |h§75|ds>
ta

t1 4
<CrE / |h19|ds
to
T
<Crlt — 12’ / |h°[Pds
0

<Currlts — taf* (4.19)

2

For the term R$(t), by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s inequality we have
2

T
E[RS(t)[? <5E< / a(X;*v”‘,ngs,ig‘svhé,fy@)dwg
i . :
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T
<OE / lo (X5, Ly, YU | 20) Pds
<6Cr — 0, as d — 0, (4.20)

where we used (Az) in the last step. Then, the term R$(t) vanishs in probability in C([0, T]; R™)
as 0 — 0. .
Combining (4.17)-(4.20), we know that {X %" }5-¢ is tight.

(i) Tightness of {P%?1};- : We note that the function
v)= [ (A2 + lyl?] +(dhdydt), 5 € P(E x Y x 0.T))
Réx Y x[0,T]

is a tightness function due to the fact that it is nonnegative and that the level set

Hy = {y € PR x Y x [0,T]): <k}
is relatively compact in P(R? x ) x [0, T]), for each k < co. Indeed, using Chebyshev’s inequality,
we have
Y(y) _ K
su ({h, ,t)elu xO,T})gsu < —.
’qugk /y ( y ) N [ ] ’qugk N2 N2

Hence, Hy, is tight and thus relatively compact as a subset of P(R? x ) x [0,T7).
Since W is a tightness function, by Theorem A.3.17 in [10] the tightness of {P‘;’A}bo holds if

sup E[(P*4)] < cc.
6>0
Indeed, by (3.8) we can get

sup E[T(P*2)] = supE/ [|1? + [y|*] P2 (dhdydt)
RIxYx[0,T]

>0 >0
=supE/ / |h6 + |Y§h | }dsdt
6>0
< CsupIE/ (1122 + ¥ ?] s < oo, (4.21)
5>0 Jo

(iii) Uniform integrability of {P%?}s-¢ : This statement follows from the claim (ii) and the
following inequality

E l / [|n] + |y|}P5’A(dhdydt)]
Un X[0,T]

/ {|h|2 + |y|2}P‘5’A(dhdydt) .
R4 x Y x[0,T]

The proof is complete. O

C
<—E
N

5. PROOF or LDP

Based on Proposition 4.1 and Prokhorov theorem, for any subsequence of {(X‘s*hé, P> }s-0
there exists a subsubsequence, still denoted by (X 5”‘6, P‘;’A), such that

(XOh" POA) = (X, P), § -0,
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where we denote by “=" the weak convergence of random variables. Then applying the Skorokhod
representation theorem, one can construct another probability space along with random variables
(still denoted by (Q, F,P, X5" P34)) such that

(X5 POA) 5 (X, P), Pas., 6 — 0. (5.1)

Hence, our next objective is to demonstrate that the accumulation point (X' , 15) is a viable pair
w.r.t (®,v) in the sense of Definition 3.1, i.e. (X,P) € V().

5.1. Existence of viable pair. First, by using Fatou’s lemma and (4.21), it follows that

E/ [|A? + |y|?] P(dhdydt)
R4 xYx[0,T]

6—0

<1iminfE/ [|h)? + |y|*] P** (dhdydt)
Rdx Y x[0,T]

<supE[T(PO2)] < oo,
6>0

which yields that
/ (|2 + |y|*]P(dhdydt) < co,P-a.s..
Rdx Y x[0,T]

Hence, the claim (i) in Definition 3.1 is satisfied. It remains to prove that the claims (3.11)-(3.12)
hold for (X,P).

In the following, we first prove (3.13), which will be used in proving (3.11).

Proof of (3.13) : Recall the fact that P»2(R? x Y x [0,t]) = ¢, and P(R? x Y x t) = 0. Utilizing
the continuity of ¢ — P(R% x Y x [0,]) to deal with null sets, it follows that (3.13) holds.

From now on, we prove (3.11)-(3.12).

Proof of (3.11) : Recall the equality (4.16)

t t
X s [ 2 YO B s+ [ oI, L YOV B ds
0 s s 0 s s

t
+V5 / o(XON L5 YO Ly )dW ]
0

3
=+ Z RO(t).
i=1

Our next objective is to show the convergence of the terms R?(t),i = 1,2,3. Particularly, in
view of (4.20), we note that the term R$(¢) vanishes in probability in C([0,T];R"), as § — 0.
Therefore, it is sufficient to demonstrate the convergence of the remaining terms. To accomplish
this, we will divide the proof into the following Lemmas 5.1-5.2.

Lemma 5.1. The following limit is valid with probability 1:

lim sup
=0 ¢e(0,77

RS (t) —/ J(XS,ZXS,y,I/)Plhf’(dhdyds) = 0. (5.2)
R4xYx[0,t]
Proof. First, we have the following composition

t
/ (XN Lo YOI Ly h10ds — / o(X,, Lx.,y,v)PLhP(dhdyds)
0 : ? RIxYx[0,t]
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t
( / (XM, L5 YN Lys)n0ds — / a(X;s*hé,fXg,}/S‘;’ha,y)h;";ds>
0 0

o(X zxa YR p)RL9ds

S—

/ (X5 Loy, v) Py hP‘s’A(dhdyds)>
R x Y x[0,4] )

+

/ o (X0 , Lxs,y,v)PLhP*? (dhdyds)
dxYx|[0,t]

/ Xsng Y, v )Pth&A(dhdde))
R xYx[0,t]

+

< / o(Xo, 5.y, v) PLhPYA (dhdyds)
R4 xYx|[0,t]

— / o(Xs, L% Y V)Plhf’(dhdyds))
R x Y x[0,1]

4
=30l
=1

Hence, (5.2) holds once we can prove

[ sup }Z(’)‘s H—>O, as § — 0.

te[0,T]

Now, we deal with terms O?(¢),i = 1,2,3,4. By (A1), we observe that

E[ sup 0f(t)F]

te[0,7)

T T
<E< / o (X", Zys YN Lys) = (XM, Lys YN )Pt - / hy dt
0 ’ ¢ ¢ 0

T
<CM,T/ W2($yt6,l/)2dt
0
T
<CM,T/ Wg(fyty,u)zdt —0, asd — 0,
0 L

where Y} is the solution of (3.5), and the last step follows from [20, Lemma 4.3].
Secondly, we estimate the term O3(t). By (3.9), we observe that

/ o(X? .ZXS y, v) PLhP%? (dhdyds)
R XY x[0,t]

( / / o(XIM, L5 YO )R A drds
/ / o (X0 , L Y )hi’%rds)
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/ / (XM, Lxs YN v)h 0 drds
= Il )+ 12
As for I{(t), due to the Lipschitz continuity of o and (4.11), it follows that

E[ sup |1(0)?]
t€[0,T]

1 T frs+A s s T st A
E(/ / (|x21° — xoh |2+E|Xf—Xf|2)drds-/ / |h,1_’5|2drds)
0 s

E|X§’h5 - XP PP+ BIXS - XPP) drds

<C]\4TA—>0 as d — 0, (54)
where the second step is due to the fact that for any ¢ € [0, T,

/ / |n1:0 |2 drds—/ / |hLo? dsdr—i—/ / |hL02dsdr
t+A
-I—/ / |h71;'5|2dsdr
t r—A

A t t+A
:/ |hi"s|2rdr+A/ |hi’5|2dr+/ (t —r 4 A)|hL°|2dr
0 A t

¢
<3A/ |hL0 2 dr,
0
On the other hand, the term IJ(¢) has the composition

A T
1
3(t) :/ —/ U(Xf’hg,fxg,}/f’hg,V)hi"sdsdr
/ / o (X0 , L3, YR ) R dsdr

| 5
/ / o(XP, Ly YR VR0 dsdr

B
i=1
Due to the boundedness of oo* and hl® € Ay, it is easy to see that

E[ sup |I§1(t)|2] —i—E[ sup |I5;(t)[*| — 0, as § — 0. (5.5)
te[0,T] te[0,T]

Thus, for the term O3(t), it follows that
E[ sup |0§(t)]

te[0,T]

2
<CE’/ (X, Lo, YO v h o dr
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| ]

+O<]E[ sup |I(t)2] +E[ suwp |y (6] +E| sup |1§3(t)|2}>.
te[0,7] te[0,7] te[0,7]

+ CE| sup

t
/ (XN, Lys, Yfﬁ“, v)hodr — I9,(t)
te[0,7) "

A

Then by the boundedness of oo* and h'°® € Ay, (5.4), (5.5) and the definition of IZ,(t), it leads
to

E[ sup |og(t)|2} 0, asd 0. (5.6)
t€[0,T]

For the term O}(t), we have the following estimates

E[ sup |O3()P?]
te[0,7)

<E| sup

te[0,7)

/ (U(vah‘s Lo yv) — (X, Lxo v, u)) PP (dhdyds)
R x Y x[0,t]

|

N

E / o(X5, Lys,y,v) — 0 (Xs, Ly, v, v) | PO (dhdyds)
RIxYx[0,T] )

- / |h|?P%2 (dhdyds)
R4xYx[0,T]

T
écM,TE/ |X§’h6 — X,|%ds + Cum,r sup ElX? — X[
0 s€[0,T]

Following from the averaging principle result presented in [20], we can get
E[ sup | X9 — Xt|2} — 0, as 6 = 0. (5.7)
te[0,T]

Therefore, by (5.1) and (5.7) we can deduce

E[ sup |og(t)|2} 0, asd 0. (5.8)
t€[0,T]

Now we turn to study the limit of Of(t). It’s noteworthy that {P®}s-¢ is L!'-uniformly
integrable by Proposition 4.1. Then, it is clear that

W, (P%2,P) = 0, as § — 0.

Therefore, leveraging the assumption (Az), we deduce the following convergence with probability
1

/ o(Xs, L5, y,v)PLhP%* (dhdyds)
R4 xY x[0,T) ’
— o(Xs, Lx.,y,v)PihP(dhdyds), as § — 0. (5.9)
R4 xYx[0,T]

Finally, combining (5.3), (5.6), (5.8) and (5.9), it follows that (5.2) holds. We complete the
proof. O
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Lemma 5.2. The following limit is valid with probability 1:

lim sup
0=0¢c0,17

RI(t) - /R o P 5 P s} =
dxyYx[0,t

Proof. Note that by (3.13) it is clear that

t
/ b(Xs, Zx.)P(dhdyds) = / b(Xs, Lx.)ds
RIxYx[0,t] 0

Thus, it is sufficient to show that

|

sup
t€[0,T]

t
RO(t) — /0 B(X,, L )ds

]—>O, as d — 0.

The proof of (5.10) is divided into the following two steps.
Step 1 : Note that

t
R3(t) — /O B(X., Ly )ds

_/Ot

t
b [ B s Y ) =~ B L Vs
0

b(X;;yh&vaga}/s&héaZYf)_ ( 626),2)(6 }/SJ,V)dS

A)

t
/ b(X?% ’g),gxs s — DX, ZLys)ds
0

t
+ / B(vahé,,sfxg) —b(X,, L. )ds
2211 (t

)0+ Iy(t) + I3(t) + I4(1).

By the Lipschitz continuity of b and b we have

E|

sup [12(t) + (1)

t€[0,T

(&)

T T
<CE / |Xf’h5—Xf(’Z;|2dt+OIE / Wo(Lys, Lxs )2dt
0 0 ¢

T T
+ C]E/ Yo" v 2dt + CE/ Wo(Lys,v)2dt
0 0

<Chy,

(14 z]* + |y|?) (A + % + 52),

which the second step follows from Lemmas 3.6 and 4.3 in [20].
In view of (5.1) and (5.7), we also have

E|

sup |I4
t€[0,T]

T s T
(t)|2] gOE/ bk _Xt|2dt+O]E/ Wo(Lys, Lx,) dt
0 0

T T
<c [ (B - Xpaec [ EX] - P
0 0

— 0, as §d — 0.

19

(5.10)

(5.11)

(5.12)

(5.13)
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Combining (5.11)-(5.13), once we can prove

E[ sup |02 =0, as § — 0. (5.14)
t€[0,T
then (5.10) holds.
Step 2 : In this part, we prove (5.14). We note that
[t/Al-1 (k+1)A
Z /k XS(Z Zxs., Y2 u) — b(X” Ly )ds

2

|12(t)

t
5,h° ) 5,h°
+ ‘/t(A) b(Xs(A $X5 YS ,I/) b(X A),f)@ ))d

op M| A 5,1 5 5,1
\K /CA b(Xs(A fxs YS,I/) b(Xs(A fxs ))d
k=0
t 2
+2 / b(X?% Z),fxa Y2 ) — b(Xf(Z Lxs . )ds
#A) &

=:I5 (t) + I9a(t).
In view of term I25(t), it follows that

! S.h PN 5,1° 2
sup ‘b(XS(A Lys YS,I/)‘ —1—‘1) (xR, ,%XJA)‘ ds
te[0,T] J+(A) &)

t
sup / (11X 2+ Zes (1 1) + Y22 () |2>)ds]
tef0,7] Je(a)
<Cur A1+ [af* + [y]?).
Now we focus on Iz (t). For simplicity, we denote b”(x, u,y) := b(x, 1, y,v). Then we rewrite
121 (t) as

E| sup |I22(f)|} <CAE
te[0,7)

<CAE

Cr [t/A]- 2

In(t) = N

(rrna 5,h° &y _ 7y oh°
/m WX s YD) = DX 2 s

k=0
Then it can be estimated by

]E[ sup |121(t)|}
te[0,7)

Cr (T/A]-1] (k+1)A . s o shS
<TE X |, Ol g v - 2 as
=0

E

(k+1)4 v vo,h° 5 77 v 0,h?
/m W (Xpn - Lxs YY) = b(Xpx  Lxs ds

<— max
A2 0<k<[T/A]-1
2

CTE
STA2 O<k<[T;(A]

CTE
< W ( ) 1
AT oend T/A [/ / k(s,r dsdr] (5.15)

E

A
vy 0,h° 5,h°
/ b (Xpa =$X5 7Y955+/€A) b(X A ,fng)ds
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whereforaunyO<7°<s<é

m

(s, 1) = B[ 0 (XPA", Ly, Vi aa) = DGR Zag),
vy 8,hd 8,h°
VXA Lxg s Vena) =BG L))
For any s > 0 and any .%¢-measurable R"-valued random variable Y, we consider the following

equation

1

dy, = Ef(Yt)dt+ g(Y)dW2, t >

1
Ve (5.16)
Y, =Y.

Then, by [33, Theorem 4.2.4], (5.16) has a unique solution denoted by Y, >*"¥. By the definition of
Y2 in (1.2), for any k € N, it is clear that

Y9 = VORAYEs e kA, (k + 1A
Then we can obtain that
Wi (s,7) :=E{<bu<X££‘i$Xa TR bR g,
BGAT L, T) —BGR 2g, )-

It should be pointed out that for any fixed vy, Ys‘iiﬁ’g is independent of .Zpa, thus we get

v 8,kAYE 6h‘5
\I/k(S,’I”) _E{E <b ( kA 7‘>%X‘s }/sa-HgAkA)_b( kA aZX,‘zA)a

v 5,kAY? 7/ v6,h?
b (XkA a-iﬂxé 7Y;s+kAkA)_b(XkA ,gng)>‘ﬁm]}

[ v 0,kA, T
- {IE (0" (@, Lys Yo = bla, Lxs ),

v 0,kA
b (I,fxg 7YT‘€+kAy) (xjgng»’(%y) X)(zAh 7Y1§A):|}'

Recall the definition of {Ys‘iiﬁg s>0, by a time shift transformation it follows that

_ set+kA set+kA
VOOV —y 4 —/ SR )dr + —/ g (YR dw?
€ Jkn kA

1 /% -
=y + - /0 f(YerkkAA’y)dr + 7 / g(nikkAA)y)derkA
v+ [P [ oS ae 517)

where

~ 1
{WTMA = ”r2+1m - LL/?A}T>0 and {WTQ’M = —\/gwrzém}
=20

Note that Y satisfies the following equation

YY = ’ Y¥)dr ’ YY) dW2. 5.18
g y+/0f(r) +/Og<r> : (5.18)
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Then, the uniqueness of solutions of (5.17) and (5.18) implies that {?jaiﬁg Yogss a coincides in
law with {Ysy}ogsg a. Thus, using Markov and time-homogeneous properties of process Y! we
have

Uy (s,7) :E{E[@V(x,zng,Y;y) ~ bz, Lxs),

by(xv‘i/ngAa}/ry) - b(xv‘i/le‘zA)>

(@y)=(X5L ,y,gAJ }
=E {IE {(E[(bv(x,fng,ny) - B(x,fXgA)) ‘ﬁ;} ,

V(e L, V) = b, Ly )]

T

5,h0 }
(I,y):(XkA 7Y)§A)

—F {E[GE [b”(x, Lys Vi) = bla, fng)}

{Z:Yry} ,

V(e L, V) = b, L )]

5,h0 }
(x,y):(XkA 7Yk6A)

Therefore, according to Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4 in [20] and Lemma 3.1 in [25], we get

s—1 )
Uy (s, 1) <Cre™ 2”1@[1 + |YTYM|2}
coreEE L ]
<Or(1+[yl)e 7, (5.19)

where 8 € (0, k).
Now, by inserting (5.19) into (5.15) we obtain

E[ sup |121(t)|}
t€[0,T

g? N
<CT(1+|y|2)F [/0 / e 2 dsdr]

e? 2A 4 4 _sa

<CT(1+|Z/|2)F(E—@+@€ =)
o, €2 €

<Cr(1+ |y )(P-i-z)

Consequently, in view of the assumption (3.6), we can conclude that (5.14) holds. O

It can be clearly noted that Lemmas 5.1-5.2 indicate that the limit (X, P) of sequence {(X‘s*hé, P52} 550
conforms to the following integral equation

X, =z + / l_)(f(s,f;(s) + J(XS,ZXS,y, v)PyhP(dhdyds)
R4xYx[0,t]

o | (X, L5,y v, h)P(dhdyds),
R x Y x[0,t]

with probability 1. Therefore, (X, P) satisfies (3.11) in Definition 3.1.

Proof of (3.12) : In this part, we aim to demonstrate that the second and third marginals of P
are represented by the product of the invariant measure v and the Lebesgue measure. This will be
showed in Lemma 5.5. Before doing that, we require several preliminary lemmas, namely Lemma
5.3 and 5.4 below.
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Recall the controlled fast process

snd 1 5.n0 1 5RO\, 2.8 1 5.n0 5.n0
AP =2 fO e+ g (Y )hy di + —=a(Y; JAWE, Yo' =y

Meanwhile, we also recall the uncontrolled fast process

1 1
dYy = —f(V)dt + ﬁgm“)dvvf, Y9 =y.

5
In the following lemma, we show that the processes Yt‘s’h and Y, are close in L*-sense.

Lemma 5.3. Let M >0, {h®}s50 C An, A as in Definition (3.6). Then

1 T
ZE/O Y5 ZVP2dt — 0, as § — 0. (5.20)
Proof. Denote (; := Yt‘s’hé — Y. Using Ito’s formula for |¢;|*> and then taking expectation, we

derive that

d 2 s 1 s
SEIGP =ZE[ (5" = F(4),60| + ZElg (1) - g(¥)I1?
2 S.h0\ 12,6
+—=E (g}, ¢)|

3
=2
i=1
Due to the condition (2.3), we can deduce that
K
S+ T2 < _EE|Q|2'
Moreover, we have
C

C €
g — K h2,6 g el ) h2,5 2 —OE 2
Ts < =B[ 0 lIGl] < FEREP + ZEIGP,

where ¢ € (0, k).
Then we have

d 2 B 2, C 250
— < —— — ’
th|Ct| < EE|<t| + 5E|ht | ,

where 8 := k — ¢g > 0. The Gronwall’s lemma implies that

C t
E|G|* < 5/ e~ ¢ =)E|R202s.
0

Thus, for h® € Ay, we have

T T t
c c
E/ |G| 2dt < —E[/ / e~ (=) |29 2gsqp| < LT
0 J 0 0 d

Note that 5% — 0 as 0 — 0, we complete the proof of (5.20). O

Correspondingly, for s > ¢ we can establish the two parameter process Y (s;t) which solves

AV (s:1) = 2 F(V (s 0))ds + %mws;t»dw, Y(t:t) = V.

As demonstrated by the forthcoming lemma, the process Y is close to the process Y (s;t) in
L?-sense on the interval s € [t,t + A].
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Lemma 5.4. Let M >0, {h°}s~0 C A, A as in Definition (3.6). Then

1 t+A
ZE/ V2 =Y (s;t)|%ds — 0, as § — 0. (5.21)
t
Proof. The proof is omitted since one can follow the similar argument as in Lemma 5.3 to obtain
(5.21). O

We are now in the position to show that (3.12) holds.

Lemma 5.5. P has the decomposition (3.12), i.e., for any ¢ € Cy(Y),

~ T
/R o] ¢(y)P(dhdydt) = /0 /y d(y)v(dy)dt

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that ¢ is Lipschitz continuous. Note that we have
the following decomposition

~ T
/R o] ¢(y)P (dhdydt) — /0 /y o(y)v(dy)dt

- / 6(y)P (dhdydt) - / 6(y) P2 (dhdydt)
R4 xY x[0,T) R x Y x[0,T
52 (dhdydt) /T/ o(y)v(dy)dt
P - v
+ o(y) Yy s y)v(dy

R4xYx[0,T]

=< (o) P(ahdyr) - | o(y)P* A(dhdydt))
dxYx[0,T] Rdx Y x[0,T]

I

</T1/t+A YN ddt—/Tl/HA Y‘sdsdt>
</OT%/:+ Y‘;dsdt—/Tl/ dsdt)
(/Ti/t%( ot~ [ [ ot M)

+

+

4
=: Z Of.
i=1

Our aim is to demonstrate that the terms Of,i =1,...,4, converge to zero in probability as
§ — 0. First, due to (5.1), it is evident that Of tends to zero in probability as § — 0. In
light of Lemma 5.3 and the dominated convergence theorem, we infer that O3 also tends to zero
in probability as § — 0. Correspondingly, Lemma 5.4 and the dominated convergence theorem
indicate that O tends to zero in probability.

Now, let’s address the term O}. We introduce the time-rescaled process Y, = Y (t+es;t) given
by

dYs = f(Yo)ds + g(Y)dW], Yo=Y, 0<s< —.

3
We notice that
1 t+A c % N
- Y (s;t))ds = — Y.)d
5[ ot =5 [Tei
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Thus, by (3.6) and making use of the ergodic theorem [31, Theorem 4.2], we obtain that

[ = [

which together with the dominated convergence theorem implies that O} tends to zero in proba-
bility.
Then, we finish the proof of (3.12). O

5.2. Lower bound of Laplace principle. In this subsection, we establish the lower bound of
the Laplace principle. Specifically, we aim to demonstrate that for all bounded and continuous
functions A : C([0,T];R"™) — R,

limn inf <— dlogE {GXP {_%A(XJ)H )

1
> inf _/ |h*P(dhdydt) + A(p)
(¢, P)EV(®,1) [2 R x Y x[0,T]

We only need to prove the lower limit along any subsequence for which
—dlogE {exp {—%A(X‘S)H ,

converges. Note that such a subsequence exists since

—dlogE {exp {—%A(X‘;)H ‘ < C|A || co-

In light of [6, Theorem 3.17], for any n > 0, there exists M > 0 such that for any 6 > 0, there
exists h® € Apr, we get

—6logE [exp {—%A(X‘;)H >E

e 512 8,h°
3 | IiPas e AGe) | — g

Therefore, if we utilize this controls h? and the corresponding controlled process X 8k o construct
S5

occupation measures P%# | then according to Proposition 4.1 the family {(X %" P%%)}s0 is tight.

Consequently, given any sequence in {0} there exists a subsequence, still denoted by {d}, for which

(X1 POAY = (X, P),

with (X,P) € V(#,v)- Using Fatou’s lemma, it follows that

lignﬂi(r)lf ( —dlogE [exp {_%A(X(S)H )

1 T
>liminfE 5/ W3 |2ds + A(X5) | —p

§—0

T
>liminf E / 1/ |n?] dsdt+A(X5h)]—
§—0

=liminf E —/ |h[2P52 (dhdydt) + AX" )| =
6—0 2 R4 xY x[0,T)
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>E

1/ \h*P(dhdydt) + A(X)| — 7
R4 x Y x[0,T]

1

> inf —/ |R|*P (dhdydt) + A(p)
(¢, P)EV(®,1) [2 R4 xY x[0,T)

> inf  [I Alp)] — 1.
SDEC&(glﬂw)[ (@) + Alp)] —n

Since n > 0 is arbitrary, the lower bound is proved. O

-n

5.3. Compactness of level sets of I(-). In this part, our objective is to establish that for each
s < 00, the level set

I'(s) := {cp € C([0, T R™) : I(p) < s}

is a compact subset in C'([0,T];R™). More precisely, we show the pre-compactness of T'(s) in
Lemma 5.6, and demonstrate that it is closed in Lemma 5.8. Then, we have the desired result.

Lemma 5.6. Fiz K < co and consider any sequence {(¢", PF)}ren C V(o) such that for any
k €N, (¢*, P*) is viable and

/ (|n* + |y[*) P*(dhdydt) < K. (5.22)
Rdx Y x[0,T]

Then, {(¢*, P*)}ren is pre-compact.
Proof. For any 0 < t; <to <T and k € N,

lof, — o | =

/ Bk, ZLs y,v, h)PF(dhdyds)
RdeX [tl,tz]

=

[N

<Clts — 1) ( / et L) + o6 u>h1|2P’f<dhdyds>>
RdeX [tl,tg]

<C(ty — t1)2.

This combined with the fact that ¢k = x gives the pre-compactness of {¢*}ren by Arzela-Ascoli
theorem.

The pre-compactness of {P*},cy is inferred from (5.22) by employing the same argument as in
Proposition 4.1. O

To demonstrate that the level set T'(s) is closed, we introduce a crucial lemma stating that the
limit of any sequence of viable pairs is also viable.

Lemma 5.7. Fir K < co and consider any sequence {(¢*, P*)}ren such that for any k € N,
(", P*) is viable and

/ (|n]* + |y[*) P*(dhdydt) < K. (5.23)
R xYx[0,T]

Then, the limit (p,P) is a viable pair.

Proof. Since (o*, P¥) is viable, we know that

o=t / Bk, Ly v, h)PH(dhdyds),
R4 xYx[0,t]

for every ¢ € [0,T], and
P (dhdydt) = 7 (dhly, v (dy)dt,
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where ¥ is a sequence of stochastic kernels.

First, by applying Fatou’s lemma, it is easy to show that P has a finite second moment, as
required by condition (i) in Definition 3.1. Additionally, note that the function ®(p, u,y,v,h)
is continuous w.r.t. ¢, u,y,v and affine in h. Furthermore, the uniform integrability of P* can
be demonstrated analogously to the argument presented in Proposition 4.1. Therefore, using
assumption (5.23) and considering the convergences P* — P and ¢* — ¢, we conclude that (¢, P)
satisfies (3.11). For the same reasons, it is evident that P satisfies (3.12). This completes the
proof. O

Lemma 5.8. The functional I(p) is lower semicontinuous.
Proof. Consider a sequence ¢* with limit ¢. We intend to prove

liminf I(¢*) > I(y).

k—o00

It is enough to focus on the case when I(¢*) has a finite limit, i.e., there exists a M < oo such
that limy_ o0 1(¢*) < M. We recall the definition

1
I(p):= _inf - / |h|*P (dhdydt) p .
(@ P)eV(@,.) | 2 Jrixyx[o,T]

Then, there exists a sequence {P*}cy such that (¢*,P*) C Vg, and

1 1
o | (12 + o2 P (dndydt) < 3+ 1+ 5 [ Pv(ay),
keN 2 Jraxyx[0,1] 2 )y

and such that

1

1
I(*) > —/ |h|*P* (dhdydt) — —. (5.24)
2 Jraxyx[0,1] k

According to [23, (4.28)] or [33, Theorem 4.3.9], we know that [}, [y|*v(dy) < co. Thus, there
exists a constant M’ > 0 such that
1

sup = / |h|?P* (dhdydt) < M'. (5.25)
keN 2 Jraxyx[0,1]

In view of Lemma 5.6, we can consider a subsequence along which (¢*, P*) converges to a limit
(¢, P). From Lemma 5.7, we know that (¢, P) is viable. Therefore, by (5.24)-(5.25) and Fatou’s
lemma

1 1
liminf I(*) > liminf [ = / |h|?Pk (dhdydt) — —
2 Jraxyx[o,1] k

k—o00 k—o00

1
> = / |h|2P (dhdydt)
2 R xYx[0,T

1
> inf - / |h|*P (dhdydt)
(@ P)eV(@,.) | 2 Jrixyx[o,T]
=I(p),

which concludes the proof of lower-semicontinuity of I. O
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5.4. Upper bound of Laplace principle. The proof of the upper bound of Laplace principle
is more complicate than the lower bound, where we need to construct the feedback controls to

achieve the bound.
Define the action function

I(p inf —/ / |h|?P(dhdy)dt
P6_¥, Rix)

P:[0,7] =PRI x ) :
P41 x 49) = [ nily. thv(dy),

2

where the set

[1]
\

- T
‘ / / (Ih? + [y )P (dhdy)dt < oo,
0 Rexy

t
spt:.’l,'—f—/ / O(ps, Lx.,y, v, h)P(dhdy)ds.
0 JrRixy

Moreover, we also define
I(p) == mf —/ /|zt VPu(dy)d (5.26)

where the set
2:[0,T]xY = R%:

T
/ / ()2 + [y (dy)dt < oo,

o =a+ / / (0o L.y, s 20 () (dy)ds.

(1]
|

Lemma 5.9. () = I(p), ¢ € C([0,T];R™).
Proof. First, for any given z € Ew we can define P € ZE, by
P;(dhdy) := 0., (dh)v(dy).

Therefore, it is evident that )
I(p) < I(g).

Conversely, for any given P € Z,, we define

zi(y) = /Rd hn(dhly, ),

where 7(dh|y,t) is the conditional distribution of P, so that z € Z,. Then applying Jensen’s
inequality we can obtain that
[ mtanly.
Rd

/OT/Rde|h|2Pt(dhdy)dt>/OT/y
= [ [ vt

Thus, the lemma follows. 0

2
v(dy)dt

Then we can deduce that



LDP FOR SLOW-FAST MEAN-FIELD DIFFUSIONS 29

The next lemma provides an explicit representation of the infimization problem (5.26), which is
crucial for proving the upper bound of Laplace principle.

Lemma 5.10. The control h: [0,T] x Y — R? defined by
hi(y) = (0P) (e, L5, 9, 1)Q ™ (¢ — blyr, Zx,)),
attains the infimum in (5.26), where

Qv Z5,.v) = / (0P (0P (o0, L5,y ) (dy).

y
Furthermore, the infimization problem (5.26) has the explicit solution
- 1 /T -
fo) =5 [ 107 e L) = b 25 )Pt (5.21)

Proof. For any z € Z,,, it follows that
sbt = / q)(sptaagj(t?yal/az(y))l/(dy) = B(g@t,f)’(r) +/ g'(gotjg)?”y, V)Zl(y)y(dy), Vo = 1.
Y y

where z'(y) := P12(y). Then, utilizing the Holder inequality for integrals of matrices (cf. [12,
Lemma 5.1]) gives that for any z € 2,

/ / |2(y)Po(dy)d / (B0 — Ber Z5,)) Q@ o, L, )0 — Do, L, )it
Furthermore, for any ¢ € [0, T, if we take

hi(y) = (0P1)* (1, Lx,, 9, V)Q™ (91 — blr, Lx,)): (5.28)
then h € =, and

T T
L et = [ b 20 @ o L= b 2
which yields that (5.27) holds and the infimum of (5.26) is achieved in h defined by (5.28). O

We are now in the position to prove the Laplace principle upper bound and thus complete the
proof of Theorem 3.1. Our goal is to demonstrate that for all bounded, continuous functions A
mapping C([0,T]; R™) into R, we have

nn;jgp < —6logE [exp {—%A(X‘s)H )

< if  [I A
SDEC(%{T];W)[ () + Ap)]

= inf I Ap)] - 5.29

ot 10+ M) (5.29)
Notice that for any n > 0, there exists ¢ € C([0,T]; R™) with 19 = x such that

I A@W) < inf I A : 5.30

W+ Aw) < int - [(0) + M)+ < o0 (5.30)

and for every z € =,

w=o+ [ /y Dby, L, 9,0, 2s(y)V(dy)ds. (5.31)
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Note that A is bounded, it implies I (1) < oo, and therefore, 1) is absolutely continuous by the
definition of I. For this specific function ¢, we define h;(y) given by

}_Lt(y) =0" (djtazf(tay? V)Q71(¢t - B(wtv‘i/p)?t))v

then we have h.(y) € L%([0,T]; R%) uniformly in y € Y. From a standard mollification argument,
we can, without loss of generality, assume that

h is Lipschitz continuous in ¢ € [0, T7. (5.32)
Indeed, let 0 < x € C§°(R) with support contained in {r : |r| < 1} such that [, x(r)dr =1, and
for any k > 1, let xk(r) := kx(kr) and define

hi (y) = / b (y) Xk (t = 7)dr.
R
Due to the property of convolutions (cf. e.g. [28, (4.26)]), it clear that for any ¢, 5 € [0, T,
(7, (y) = b, (9)] < exltr —ta], y €Y
and B B
||hk(y) — h.(y)||L2([0_’T];Rd) — 0, k — oo, uniformly in y € V.
Furthermore, by (A1)-(A2) we deduce that
h is Lipschitz continuous and bounded in y € ). (5.33)
Thus, by (5.32) and (5.33), we can also conclude that the same properties hold for the function
¢(,) = h.():[0,T] x Y = R.
Now we define a control by feedback form
hy = hi(Y,).

By employing Khasminskii’s time discretization scheme, we can establish the following convergence

T T
. 5 o
lim E /0 o(t, V) dt = /0 /y ot y)w(dy)dt, (5.34)

whose proof can refer to [24, Subsection 6.4 in Appendix]. Additionally, let ¢» € C([0,T]; R") be
the unique solution to the control problem (5.31) with h.(y), we can infer that

XOR = in C([0, T];R™), as 6 — 0, (5.35)

whose proof is postponed in Section 6 in Appendix.
In the following, we are able to prove (5.29). By (5.27), (5.30), (5.34) and (5.35), we have

11r§1jgp < —dlogE [exp {—%A(X‘;)H )

1 T
3 /0 |hs|?ds + A(XOM)

=limsup inf E
§—0 heA

6—0

_E l; / /y |hs<y>|2u<dy>ds+A<w>]
=I(¢) + A(¥)

I - P
<limsupE li/ |hS|2ds + A(X‘s’hé)]
0
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< if I A .
wec&gmw)[ () + A(p)] +n

Since 7 is arbitrary, we complete the proof of the Laplace principle upper bound. 0

6. APPENDIX

Proof of (5.35). We recall that
¢

) t ) ; B
XM ok [0 e VIV Sy [ o(XIV, L YO 2 s
0 0

t _ _
+V6 / (X Ly YISy )W,
0

3
=+ Z O (t)
=1
and
t t
Y=+ /O b(hs, Lx.)ds + /0 /yo(wS7$XS7y, v)hi(y)v(dy)ds,

which hl(y) := Pihgs(y).
It is clear that

76 t_
XOF _yy —00 (1) — / b, L5 )ds + O(1)

+O3() / [ 7 L B i,

On the one hand, it is easy to see that O3(t) vanishes in probability in C([0,T];R"), as § — 0.
Moreover, using the same argument as in Lemma 5.2, we can get
E sup

t T _
O3 (t) — / B, L5 )ds <CM,TE( / | X0 —¢S|ds). (6.1)
t€[0,7) 0 0

On the other hand, we have

E sup |03 // (6o L., s V)R () (dy)ds
t€[0,T]
<E sup |03(t) - / o(XPH | s YOW )R (YE)ds
te[0,T] 0 °
t _ _ _ t _
+E sup / J(Xf’hé,fxg,Y;‘s’hé,l/)h;(Ys‘s)ds—/ /o(ws,fx,y,l/)h;(y)u(dy)ds
tef0,7] |Jo ° o Jy ’

:Ogl(t) + Og2(t)' (6-2)

It is evident that o(x, u,y,v) is Lipschitz continuous and bounded w.r.t. (z,u,y,v). Since h(y)
is Lipschitz continuous and bounded in y € ), we conclude that o (x, 1, y, v)h(2) is also Lipschitz
continuous w.r.t. (z,u,y,v,z) and o(z, u,y,v)h(y) is locally Lipschitz continuous w.r.t. y. Con-
sequently, the term O3, (¢) tends to 0, as § — 0, from the same argument as in Lemma 5.1. In
addition, from the same argument as in the proof of [25, (3.38)], we can get

T 78
08, (1) < CMTIE< /O | X5 —¢S|ds> + Carrh(A), (6.3)
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which h(A) is a function satisfying h(A) — 0, as § — 0.
Collecting the arguments above, using Gronwall’s inequality, we deduce that (5.35) holds. [
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