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LARGE DEVIATIONS IN THE SUPREMUM NORM
FOR A REACTION-DIFFUSION SYSTEM

T. FRANCO, L. A. GURGEL, AND B. N. B. DE LIMA

ABSTRACT. We present large deviations estimates in the supremum norm for a system of in-
dependent random walks superposed with a birth-and-death dynamics evolving on the discrete
torus with N sites. The scaling limit considered is the so-called high density limit (see the survey
[8] on the subject), where space, time and initial quantity of particles are rescaled. The associ-
ated rate functional here obtained is a semi-linearized version of the rate function of [11], which
dealt with large deviations of exclusion processes superposed with birth-and-death dynamics.
An important ingredient in the proof of large deviations consists in providing a limit of a suitable
class of perturbations of the original process, which is precisely one of the main contributions
of this work: a strategy to extend the original high density approach (as in [1, 3, 4, 9, 13, 14])
to weakly asymmetric systems. Two cases are considered with respect to the initial quantity of
particles, the power law and the (at least) exponential growth. In the first case, we present the
lower bound only on a certain set of smooth profiles, while in the second case under some extra
technical assumptions we provide a full large deviations principle.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since the early works of Dobrushin (as [6]) and the seminal paper of Guo, Papanicolau
and Varadhan [10], an entire theory on scaling limits of interacting particle systems has
been established (see [12]), being of great importance in the context of statistical mechanics,
to understand the behaviour of macroscopic systems by means of its microscopic interactions.

At same epoch the hydrodynamic limit (see [12] on the subject) started to be developed,
some works were published in a close topic sometimes called high density limit, also in the
context of scaling limit of interacting particle systems, as [1, 3, 4, 13, 14] for instance. The
main difference between the hydrodynamic limit and the high density limit can be resumed
as follows: while in hydrodynamic limit space and time are rescaled in order to obtain a
macroscopic limit, in the high density limit, space, time and the initial quantity of parti-
cles per site are rescaled, see the survey [8]. Each context of those frameworks requires a
different topology. Whilst the hydrodynamic limit usually deals with convergence on space
of measures, Schwartz distributions or Sobolev spaces, the high density limit deals with
Sobolev spaces, but also allows to deal with the supremum norm (see [4]) which can be use-
ful in simulations and numerical approximations of partial differential equations.

In opposition to the hydrodynamic limit, which has been continuously studied since its
beginning, the high density limit felt in disuse for many years until the more recent paper
[9]. It was probably due to the following reason: the powerful Varadhan’s Entropy Method
and Yau’s Relative Entropy Method allowed the study of systems of non-linear diffusion,
while the high density limit approach was restricted to systems of linear diffusion. Basically,
independent random walks superposed with some additional dynamics, as the birth-and-
death dynamics, for example. Actually, the high density approach is heavily based on the
smoothing properties of the discrete heat kernel, which explains the necessity of having the
diffusion part of the dynamics given by independent random walks.

On the other hand, the powerful techniques suitable for the hydrodynamic limit are not
expected to fit in the high density limit scenario. The Varadhan’s Entropy Method and the
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Yau’s Relative Entropy Method are related in certain sense to the occurrence of local equilib-
rium, which means that the occupation variables locally approximates the (usually product)
invariant measure (invariant for some part of the dynamics, let us say the diffusion part).
However, in the present setting, the occupation variables converge to a deterministic profile
in the supremum norm, indicating there is no local equilibrium. And in absence of local
equilibrium it is hard to expect these methods to work.

The main result we present in this paper is a large deviations principle for the law of
large numbers of [4], which consists in the high density limit in the supremum norm for a
system of independent random walks on the discrete torus superposed with a birth and death
dynamics. Actually, following some observations of [9], weakening some assumptions on the
birth and death rates, we consider a slightly more general system than that one of [4].

As it is usual in large deviations, an important ingredient of the proof is a law of large
numbers for a class of perturbations of the original model, which is an interesting result by
itself. Since the high density limit was originally designated for systems of symmetric diffu-
sion (independent random walks superposed with some extra dynamics), we can say that the
more challenging step in our proofis to reach the law of large numbers for the perturbed pro-
cess, which is a weakly asymmetric system. To extend the high density approach to systems
under a more general non linear diffusion remains as a challenging open problem.

The rate function we obtain in the large deviations is a spatially linearized version of the
rate function of [11], which dealt with large deviations of a superposition of Glauber and
Kawasaki dynamics. This fact is quite reasonable since, in some sense, a system of indepen-
dent random walks is a linearization of the Glauber dynamics and the Kawasaki dynamics is
a birth-and-death dynamics. However, this resemblance is limited to this observation: since
[11] works on the hydrodynamic limit while we deal with the high density limit, the technical
challenges we face here are distinct of those in [11].

Apart of the result itself, which is relevant due the broad occurrence of reaction-diffusion
partial differential equations and the importance of the supremum norm for simulations, the
main novel of the present work consists in providing a strategy to extend the original high
density approach (as in [1, 3, 4, 9, 13, 14]), originally developed to systems of symmetric
diffusion, to spatially weakly asymmetric systems. The first ingredient is to show that the
solution of a spatially discretized version of the limiting PDE is actually close to that PDE.
In the sequence, we study the martingales associated to the projection at each site. From
these martingales and the presence of the discrete Laplacian, we obtain integral equations
via a proper Duhamel’s Principle, which involves the discrete heat semigroup rather than the
Laplacian operator. Then, by providing estimates on the random term of these equations and
recalling smoothing properties of the heat semi-group allows to get the desired convergence
in the supremum norm. In the upper bound, the proof of exponential tightness demanded a
special approach, while in the lower bound, the speed of the scaling parameter ¢(N) plays a
particular role, which explains why we divided the lower bound in two cases, the power law
and the exponential one.

The paper’s outline goes as follows. In Section 2, we define the model and state results.
In Section 3, we prove the high density limit for the weakly asymmetric perturbation of the
original process. In Section 4, we provide the proof of large deviations estimates.

2. STATEMENTS

Notations: by g = O(f) we mean that the function g is bounded in modulus by a constant
times the function f, where the constant may change from line to line. The spatial first and
second derivates on space will be denoted by V and A. However, we sometimes also write
9, and 92, instead of V and A to better differentiate it of discrete derivatives to be later
defined. By R, we will mean the set of non-negative real numbers. By C*/ we denote the set
of functions which are C? in the time variable and C7 in the spatial variable.

2.1. The model. Denote by Ty = Z/(NZ) the discrete torus with N sites and by T denote
the continuous torus R/Z = [0, 1), where the point 0 is identified with the point 1. Let
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b,d : Ry — R, be two Lipschitz functions such that d(0) = 0 and let ¢ = ¢(NN) be a positive

integer parameter. We denote by (n(t)),.

(1) 159 = (M), -+ v (1)) 50 »

the continuous-time Markov chain with state space (0 = N™~  where 7, (t) means the quan-
tity of particles at the site k at the time ¢. These process can be defined through its infinites-
imal generator Ly, which acts on functions f: Qx — R as

Lnf(n) = Y N [f(n’“””l) —f(n)} + > N [f(n’“”“‘l) —f(n)}

keTN keTN

+ 3 ) [0 - f)) + Y e ) [0 - rn)]

kETN kETN
where
nj, ifj#kk+1l
nm—1, ifj=kandn, >1
n;?’kil = Nk+1 —+ 1, lfj = k Zl: 1 and Nk Z 1
Nk , 1fj:k:and77k:0
Ne+1 lfj:k:tlandnk:()
and
i, if k - / o
nf’+:{ +ni ifj'ik sy = =1, ifj=kandp >1
Nk ) J m, ifj=kandn, =0

A time-horizon T > 0 will be fixed throughout the paper. Let #([0,T],y) be the path
space of cadlag time trajectories taking values on Qp. For short, we will denote this space
just by Zq, . Given a measure py on Qy, denote by Py the probability measure on %,
induced by the initial state ux and the Markov process {n(t) : ¢t > 0}. Expectation with
respect to P will be denoted by E .

The object we are interested in this paper is the spatial density XV : T — R of particles,
defined as follows. Keep in mind that Ty is naturally embedded on T, and denote x;, = k/N
for k € Ty. Let

XN(t,x) = 7 p(t) 2.1)
and, for r;, < z < z1, define XV (¢, r) by means of a linear interpolation, i.e.,
XN(t,x) = (Ne—k)XN(t,op01) + (k+1— N2) XV (L, 21) . (2.2)

In [4, 9] it was proved the following law of large numbers for the density of particles.
Theorem 2.1 ([4, 9]). Let ¢(t,x) be the solution of the following initial value problem:
06 = Mo+ f(6)  (t.a) €[0.T) x T, ©.3)
#0,2) = y(x) >0 ze€T. )
Let b,d : Ry — R, be Lipschitz C'-functions such that d(0) = 0 and f = b — d, and let
v: T — Ry be a C* profile. Assume that:
D) [[XN(-,0) = v()|loo = 0 almost surely as N — o,

(2) for any ¢ >0, £ = ((N) satisfies >y~ NPe ™! < oo.
Then, forany T > 0,

lim sup [|[XN(t,-) = o(t,)|eo = 0 almost surely.
N—=00teci0,1]

Assumption (1) above and (2.1) allow us to interpret the parameter ¢ as the order of par-
ticles per site, from where comes the terminology high density limit (see [14]). In contrast
with the hydrodynamic limit (see [12]), where only time and space are rescaled, here time,

space and the initial quantity of particles per site are rescaled, which permits convergence in
the supremum norm.
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Some comments: although Theorem 2.1 cannot be found in this exact way in any of the
papers [4, 9], it can be deduced from both references together. Since this statement is also a
particular case of our Theorem 2.2 to be enunciated ahead, we do not go further into details.
Moreover, the Lipschitz assumption on the function b assures growth at most linear, thus
preventing the occurrence of explosions in finite time for both microscopic and macroscopic
settings. See [9] on the subject of explosions for this kind of reaction-diffusion system.

2.2. High density limit for weakly asymmetric perturbations. In the proof of large
deviations estimates, a law of large numbers for a class of perturbations of the original pro-
cess is naturally required, which is an interesting result by itself. For the reaction-diffusion
model we study here, the perturbed process will be the following one, which is inspired by
the perturbed process of [11]. Given H € C'2, we define the continuous-time Markov chain
(n(t)) ,», With state space Qx = N™ by

(1) 50 = (m(®); - (0) 0

where 7, (t) means the quantity of particles at site k at time ¢. This process can be defined
through its infinitesimal generator L, which acts on functions f : Qny — R as

Lnf(n) = Z N?nexp {Hpy1 — Hi } {f(nk’kﬂ) - f(ﬁ)}

keTn
+ Z N?nexp{Hp—1 — Hy,} [f(nk’k_l) - f(n)}
keT N
+ 7 e ) exp ([ £ ) = £ ()]
keTn
+ > e ) exp { = Hi Y [f07) = f)]
keTn
where
ni, j#kkEl
m—1, ifj=Fkandn, >1
Uf’kil = g1+ 1, ifj=k+landn, >1
Nk, ifj=kandn =0
M+1, ifj=k+landn, =0
and

nj, ifj #:k
= e —1, ifj=Fkandn, >1

n/?Hr — { Ui lf.? 7& k k,—
J
e, ifj=kandn,=0

me+1, ifj=k "

Note that this time inhomogeneous Markov chain actually depends on H. However, to not
overload notation, this dependence will be dropped. Given a measure uy on 2y, denote by
PX the probability measure on %, induced by the initial state ux and the Markov process
{n(t) : t > 0} above. Expectation with respect to P4 will be denoted by EX .

Let ¢ : [0,T] x T — R be the solution of the following initial value problem:

Op = 02,00 — 20, (Y 0, H) + eMb(y) — e~ Hd(), (t,x) €[0,T] x T,
¥(0,2) = ~(z), zeT.

Assuming that H € C*2, b,d € C' and v is Holder continuous in T, there exists a unique
classical solution of the initial value problem (2.4), which we denote by v, see [16, Chapter
II, Section 2.3]. We point out that the partial differential equation above can be understood
as a linearized version of the partial differential equation in [11, (2.11)].

Next, we state the high density limit for the perturbed process. As before, XV (t) =
XN(t,z) is equal to ni(t)/¢ for = k/N and linearly interpolated otherwise. Of course, this
process depends on H, whose dependence is omitted.

(2.4)
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Theorem 2.2 (High density limit for perturbed processes). Let b,d : R, — R, be Lipschitz
C! functions with d(0) = 0, let H € C'? and let v : T — R, be a C* profile. Assume the
following conditions:

(A1) The sequence of initial measures py is such that
1XN(0,) = v()leo — 0, almost surely as N — oo. (2.5)
(A2) The parameter { = {(N) satisfies
NI=HI% /7 100 N

7 -0, as N — co. (2.6)

Then,

lim  sup || XN(t,-) =t )]eoc = 0, almostsurelyas N — oo,
N—=004e0,7)

where 1 is the solution of (2.4).

Remark 2.3. There are no further hypotheses on the sequence of initial measures uy aside
of (2.5). As an example of a sequence of initial measures, one may consider uy as a product
measure of Poisson distributions whose parameter at the site © € T is given by ¢y(z/N).
However, since we are interested in dynamical large deviations, throughout the paper we
assume that py is a deterministic sequence, that is, each uy is a delta of Dirac on some
configuration. This avoids the analysis of static large deviations.

Remark 2.4. Let us discuss the meaning of (A2). Taking ¢(N) = N with « > 0, condition
(2.6) holds once || 0, H|| o < my/a. This may look weird at a first glance, but it is not completely
unexpected. The role of H is to introduce an asymmetry in the system. Since the density limit
approach is heavily founded on the smoothing properties of the discrete heat kernel (which is
associated to the symmetric random walk), it is somewhat reasonable to have a competition
between the growth speed of /(N) and the strength of the function . On the other hand,
under the hypothesis ¢ = ¢(IV) > eV for some constant c, the high density limit holds for any
perturbation H € C*2.

2.3. Large deviations. We state in the sequel a large deviations principle associated to
the law of large numbers of Theorem 2.1. Denote by C(T) the Banach space of continuous
functions H : T — R under the supremum norm | - [|. Denote by C*? = C*2([0,7] x T)
the set of functions H : [0,7] x T — R such that H is C! in time and C? in space. Let
Doy = 2([0,T],C(T)) be the Skorohod space of cadlag trajectories taking values on C(T).
Define the functional Jg : Z¢(1) — R by

h@%:APM@M@@—H@@M&ﬂdr

T /Ot/,ﬂ, [_ u(s, x) (BSH(S, z)+ AH(s,x) + (VH(s,x))z) 2.7
+b(us, ) (1 — eTC) 4 d(u(s,z)) (1 - e—H(s,w))} deds.

Recalling that v : T — R, is the non-negative C* function which appears in Theorem 2.1 and
Theorem 2.2, let I : Z¢ (1) — [0, +-0c] be given by

sup JH(U) ) lfU(O, ) = ’Y()a
I(u) = { Hec'2
+00, otherwise.

Definition 2.5. Denote by 7,
* P(0,-) =7(),
o1 € C?3,
® ) > ¢ for some € > 0,
o there exists a function H € C*2, with |0, H ||.o < m\/a, such that 1 is the solution of (2.4).

C (1) the set of all profiles ¢ : [0,T] x T — R satisfying:
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We are in position now to state the main result of this paper. Let Py be the probability
measure on the set Z¢(t) induced by the stochastic process X N(t) defined by (2.1) and (2.2).

Theorem 2.6. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 2.1, additionally assume that X (0,-) is a
deterministic profile for each N € N. Let { = {(N) = N for some fixed o > 0. Then:

1) For every closed set C C Y (t),
1

lims log Py(C) < —inf I(u).
imsup o log v(C) < — inf I(u)
2) For every open set O C YD),
1
- > ' .
1}\I]Ii>lélof N log Pn(O) > uEOHr'l]f@"‘ I(u) (2.8)

pert

We note that the assumption that the initial conditions are deterministic prevents the
occurrence of large deviations from the initial profile, also known as static large deviations.
Our main interest here are the dynamical large deviations, that is, the large deviations
coming from the dynamics. Moreover, the lower bound holds only over sets intersected with
Dpert » Which has no explicit representation. On the other hand, in the case ( = {(N ) grows at
least exponentially together with some technical assumptions, we were able to describe the

full picture of large deviations:

Theorem 2.7. Assume the hypothesis of Theorem 2.1 and additionally assume that X (0,-)
are deterministic profiles for each N € N, that b, d are concave functions and () is a positive
constant profile. Let { = ({(N) > e“N for some constant ¢ > 0. Then:

1) For every closed set C C Y (t),

1
o1 - .
hfvn:ip 7N 108 Pn(C) < —inf I(u)

2) For every open set O C YD),

1
N > .
R gy s v (0) 2 — e I
Remark 2.8. The above hypothesis that b, d are concave functions has been assumed in some
related works as [5, 11, 15]. On the other hand, the assumption that the initial profile ~(-) is
a constant is somewhat an ad hoc assumption.

3. HIGH DENSITY LIMIT FOR THE PERTURBED PROCESS

3.1. Semi-discrete scheme. The proof of Theorem 2.2 is done in two steps. First, we prove
that the solution ¢ of the initial value problem (2.4) is close to the solution of some suitable
spatial discretization ¥V. Then, we prove that the (deterministic) solution of that spatial
discretization " is close to the random density of particles defined by X (¢). This subsec-
tion deals with the convergence of the just mentioned spatial discretization. Since the time
variable is kept continuous, we call such discrete approximation of a semidiscrete approxi-
mation. For short, denote z, = k/N, 1y, = ¢(t,xx), Hy = H(t,x1), 02Hy = (02H)(t,z1), and
by S%, denote the shifts of + N~1. That is,

SUf(six) = f(s551)  and SN (s ) = f(s 55

We define the semidiscrete approximation ¢ (t) = (¢{(t),...,9}¥(t)) of the initial value
problem (2.4) as the solution of the following system of ODE’s:

EoN = N2 =200 + ) — 0uHi - N (¢, — o) ) — 02H, - %(S{V + 5N + 2)1%\]
+eflip(pl) — e Hed(pl), ke Tw,

U (0) = y(x), keTy.
(3.1)
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At a first glance, one may think that this semidiscrete scheme is not a correct one in or-
der to approximate (2.4). Noting that the difference N (w,]cv 1= w,]cv_l) on the above should
heuristically approximate twice the derivative 9,1 together with the equality —20, (1/1 0. H ) =
—20,1 0, H — 2¢p 92 H should dismiss any doubt.

Denote by || - || the Lipschitz constant of a given function.

Proposition 3.1. Let be ) be the solution of initial value problem (2.4) and let " be the
solution of semidiscrete approximation (3.1). Then, for N > |0, H||s + 1,

N exp {(3C, + 1)T'}
tes[%%]?el%)ﬁm Ui| < ~ :

where
Co = max{[le oo [Vl e oo - Nl 100 Hlloo s 1020 o |00} (3.2)

To prove the result above we will need the next auxiliary lemma about the following sys-
tem of ordinary differential equations on the time interval [0, T:

Lok = N*(prg1 — 20k + 0r—1) — N(0rt1 — r—1) 0 Hy
+ Ci(rt1 + o] + or—1 + N71), 3.3)
0r(0) = 0, keTy.
We say that ¥ = (¥4,...,9,,) is a supersolution of (3.3) if
EPk = N2 (@1 — 201, + Br—1) — N(Bry1 — Pr_1) 0 Hy
+C*(<pk+1 + |ok| + or-1 +N_1), (3.4)
$:(0)>0, ke Ty,
and we say that p = (¢ ,..., ¢ ) is a subsolution of (3.3) if

F2, < N gy —20, T2, ) —N(ep, ) — 9, ,)0uHy
+ Ca(prt1 + lor] + op1 + N71),
%, (0) <0, keTy,
where the function ¢ is the solution of (2.4).

Lemma 3.2 (Principle of sub and supersolutions). Let @, ¢, © be a supersolution, a subsolu-
tion and a solution of (3.3), respectively. Then, for N > Ny = ||0.H||oc + 1,

Pr(t) = i) = ¢, (1), (3.5)
forany k € Ty and any t € [0,T].
Proof. We will prove only that 3 > ¢, being the second inequality analogous.
We claim that it is enough to prove that, assuming strict inequalities in (3.4), it would

imply ¥ > ¢. In fact, assume that P is a supersolution, that is, it satisfies (3.4) and define
¢(t) = B(t) + et. Hence,

40 =40+e >N (Bpy1 — 20, + Pr1) — N(Bpp1 — Pr_1)0uH
+ Co(Pppr + 1@l + B + N71) +¢
> N2(Cor1 — 2Ck + Cho1) — N(Cor — Co1)0y Hy,
+ Cu (Gt + el + Gomr + N71) = 3Cute +¢.

Therefore, ¢ is a (strict) supersolution once —3C.,ts + ¢ > 0 or, equivalently, if ¢ < 1/(3C\).
Partitioning the time interval [0, 7] into a finite number of intervals of length strictly smaller
than 1/(3C,) allows us to conclude that ¢ is a strict supersolution in the time interval [0, T].
Hence ¢ > ¢ and since € > 0 is arbitrary, we get ¢ > . This concludes the proof of the claim.
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In view of the previous claim, assume now that ¥ is a strictly supersolution (that is, satis-
fies (3.4) with strict inequalities). Let us prove now that it implies the first (strict) inequality
in (3.5).

Suppose by contradiction that there is a first time ¢, > 0 and a site k¥ € T such that:

* Dp(te) = r(ts).
e For any t < t. and any j € Ty, §,(t) > ¢;(t).
Note that the last item above implies 7, (t*) > ¢;(t*) for j # k. We thus have

0 > 47u(t) — donlts)
> N?(Bhea(ts) = Qi () + By (1) = @ (t2)
= N (Brra(t) = pran(b) = Bis () + pra(t.) ) 0. Hi

+ Ci (@kﬂ — Qg1+ Pp_q — tpkq)

> (N? — N, Hy) (@H(t*) — Prt1(ts) + Pp_1 (b)) — @k—l(t*)) : (3.6)
Note that (3.6) is greater than zero for N > ||0,H||« + 1, leading to a contradiction and
concluding the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Our goal is to estimate [V (¢, 1) — (¢, 21)|. To do this, let us define
the error function

ep = ek(t) d:ef

Vr — g (3.7

Note that e;(0) = 0. To not overload notation, the dependence on time will often be
dropped. Using a Taylor expansion, for any k¥ € Ty there exist ¢ € (xk,zr41) and ¢ €
(zk—1, k) such that

Oz 0? o3 O*(t,
7/)k+1 _ 7/}k+ 1/}k+ mq/}k + mwk + mw( Ck)

N 2IN2 ~ 3IN3 4IN%

bes = _(%WJF@%W O3k | 9u(t,cr)
kol FTTN T 2Nz T 3INB 4IN4

Adding the equations above we have that

02 ay
Nz TN

where ai, = 4; (924(t, i) + 02v(t, ). Since 1 is the solution of the PDE (2.4),
by = Ok + 20, (VO Hi) — ek b(vy) + e rd(y,)
and replacing this into (3.8) gives us
N? (g1 — 2 + Y1) — %
= O + 20,005 Hy, + 20,02, Hy, — ek b(yhy) + e Hrd(¥y,) . (3.9)

Observe that above we still have a first order derivative of 1), which we want to write in terms
of Y11 and ¢ _1. In order to do so, we apply again a Taylor expansion, telling us that, for
k € Ty, there exist di, € (zk, xg4+1) and dy, € (xg—_1,xx) such that

uthy | O3(t, dy)
N T aiNe and  Yp_1 = Y —

Subtracting the equations above we have that

Vi1 + Ye—1 = 29 + (3.8)

Oxtr, n 331/)(157671@)
N 21N2

Vi1 = Yr +

ay,

2
Ukt = Y1 = 50U+ 575
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where a;, = %(821/)(@ di) — 024 (¢, Jk)). Replacing this into (3.9), we get
bk = N* (g1 — 20 + Ye—1) — N(Ps1 — he—1)0 Hy — 20502, Hy,
a0 H,
+ erb(wk) _ e_de('l/J]g) _ Qg k ag

Recall the definition (3.7). Since % is the solution of (3.1), we obtain that

N N2°

1
Ler = N*(epy1 —2ex + €x—1) — N(epy1 — ep_1)0: Hy — b(S{V + SN +2)y - 21#1@}55ka
aO0pHy, ag

M (be) = b)) — e (dwf) - dlun)) + o 4 2K
Since
‘21/% %Sl +S£Vl+2)¢k’ < %7
then

1
%ek < N2(6k+1 —2e,+ex—1) — N(ex+1 — ex—1)0. Hy — [5 (S{v + S],v + 2)61@} 62 +Hi

a0 Hi  ag Haﬂ/JHoo

2
N N2 N us

+ et (b(yl) = b(wr)) — e Hx (d(d) — d(vr)) +
Recalling (3.2), we get that
dtek < N2 (ex+1 —2er +ex—1) — N(ext1 — ex—1)0. Hy, + Cs (ek+1 + |6k| +er—1 + Nﬁl) .

We have therefore proved that (e;,...,eyn) is a subsolution for (3.3). Consider now zj(t) =
exp(AC,t)/N, where A > 0. Noting that z;(¢) does not depend on the spatial variable, a simple
calculation permits to check that it is a supersolution of (3.3) provided

1
A>3+ —.
te

*

Fix henceforth some )\ satisfying the condition above. By the Lemma 3.2 we have that
«t T
ex(t) < exp(AC,t) < exp(AC,T) ’
N N
Repeating the previous arguments to —e(¢), we can analogously obtain that
exp(AC.t) exp(AC,T)
— t) < <
ex(t) < I < N
Thus we conclude that |ex(t)| < w for k € Ty and t € [0, T, which implies
< exp(AC.T)

VkeTy,Vt € [O,T]

VkeTy,Vt e [O,T]

sup max [ — 1l

te[0,7] keTn - N ’
finishing the proof. O
3.2. Dynkin Martingale. Denote
Anfk) = N2[F(52) + f(554) - 2/(%)]  and (3.10)
~ N
Unik) = S[f(5) - r(5)]- (3.11)

Note that (3.10) is the discrete Laplacian while (3.11) is not the usual discrete derivative but
it also approximates the continuous derivative in the case f is smooth. It is a well-known
fact that the process

My(t) = F(n(t) — F(n(0)) — / L f(n(s))ds
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is a martingale with respect to the natural filtration, which is the so-called Dynkin martin-
gale, see [12, Appendix] for instance. Fix some k& € Ty. Picking up the particular f(n) =
gives us that

My(t) =ne(t) — nx(0) — /Ot [— N2ne(s) [eXp {Hp41 — Hi} + exp {Hp—1 — Hk}}
+ N?niy1(s) exp {Hy — Hpy1} + N?nj—1(s) exp {Hy, — Hp—1 }
+ (¢ i) exp { Hy } — £d(€ " ny,) exp { — Hk}] ds
is a martingale. Since H has a finite Lipschitz constant, a Taylor expansion gives us that

(Hp+1 — Hk)2

2!
where the error term err (%, %, s) is O(N ~3), uniformly on k¥ € Ty. This allows us to rewrite

the above martingale as

Mt) = mu(t) — me(0) — / [m st (5) + mir (5) — 204(5)]

— Me($)N?[Hig1 + Hi—1 — 2Hi] 4+ g1 N? (Hi — Hi1) + M1 N> (He — Hy—1)

exp{Hp+1 — Hie} =1+ Hygs1 — Hi + +err (£, 5L 5),

+ (0 ) exp {Hy } — £d(¢'ny,) exp { — Hy } + Ag(s) |ds

where

i
Using by Taylor that H., — H;, = i%@wHk + s
rewrite the martingale My (t) as

~
w
—

.10) and (3.11) we can

1
= (M1 + Mr—1) 07, H

M(t) = ne(t) — mi(0) — / [Am@ — u(s) A H — 29 i (5)0, Hi — &

+ b0 ) exp {Hi, } — d(¢ ") exp { — He} + A + O(N Vg (s) + O(Nl)nkl] ds.

Dividing the equation above by ¢ and using that the discrete Laplacian approximates the
continuous Laplacian, it yields that

t
2(t.4) =XV (64) - XV O4) - [ [AxXV () 298X (5, )0,
0
1
= 5 (O (s ) 4 XV (s 550+ 2X V(s ) ) O H @.12)
+b(XN (s, &) exp {Hi} —d(X™ (s, %)) exp { = Hy} + Bi(s)|ds
is a martingale for each k € Tn, now in a suitable form to our future purposes, where

Bk(S) 2N2 (8 Hk) ANXN( —)

+ON"HXN (s, 5HL) + O(N"HXN (s, £) + O(NHXN (s, 5
is a term which will not contribute in the limit as NV goes to infinity, as we shall see later.
It is a convenient moment to argue why the Entropy Method (see [12]) is not followed
in this work. Because we pursue an almost sure limit in the supremum norm, in order
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to approach the problem via the Entropy Method, it would be necessary to compare some
Dynkin martingale with the solution of the initial value problem (2.4) in a extremely fast
way. However, since the solution of (2.4) does not even appear in the Dynkin martingale,
we cannot foresee a clear approach to do that. The Relative Entropy Method seems to be
inappropriate as well: in general, the model here defined possess no invariant measure since
the total quantity of particles explodes as times goes to infinity.

3.3. Duhamel’s Principle. In this subsection we provide a version of Duhamel’s Principle
for the martingales in (3.12), which will be necessary in the proof of Theorem 2.2.

The Duhamel’s Principle is a general, wide applicable idea, which goes as follows. Let
X (t) be the time trajectory of some dynamics, and assume that the dynamics is given by the
superposition of two dynamics, let us say D, and Ds, where D; is a linear dynamics. Then
X (t) can be written as the sum of X (0) evolved by D; with the time integral from zero to ¢
of the evolution by D; from a given time s up to ¢ of the infinitesimal contribution of D5 on
X (s).

Next we provide a general statement from which we will get the Duhamel’s Principle for
the martingales in (3.18). Let T (t) = e~ the semigroup on C(R™") generated by the
discrete Laplacian A .

Proposition 3.3. Let X : [0,T] — R™ be a constant by parts and continuous from the right
function and let Z : [0, T] — R™ be a continuous from the right function related to X by

t t
X(t) = X(O)—i—/ ANX(s)ds+/ F(s,X(s))ds + Z(t) (3.13)
0 0
where F : [0,T] x RT™~ — R™ is a continuous function. Then

X(t) = Tn(t)X(0) + /0 Tn(t—s)F(s, X(s)) + /0 Tn(t—s)dZ(s). (3.14)

Before proving the proposition above, let us make a break to explain the meaning of the
last integral in the right hand side of (3.14) and provide an integration by parts formula for
it. Its meaning is given by:

t
Twn(t —s)dZ(s) & 1 T (t — Z(si1)],
/0 wit=s) leunioz w(t = s0)[2(s:) = Z(si-)]
where 0 = sy < --- < s, = t corresponds to a partition P of the interval [0,¢] and ||P|| is its
mesh. Expanding the right side of the above equation, we get

S Tn(t—si)[2(s:) = Z(si-1)] = > T(t—s:)Z(si) — ETN(t— siv1)Z(si)
=1 =1 =0

n—1

Z [TN(t - Sl) - TN(t — SH_l)]Z(Sl) + Z(t) .
=1

Now dividing and multiplying each parcel in last sum above by (s;+1 — s;) and then taking
the limit as ||P|| — 0, we deduce that

¢ t
/ Tw(t— s)dZ(s) = / Dt = $)2(s)ds + Z(t) — Z(0).
Due to T (t) = et®~, we obtain that
t
/ Tn(t—s)dZ(s / ANTN(t—s)Z(s)ds + Z(t) — Z(0), (3.15)
0

which is the desired integration by parts formula.
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Proof of Proposition 3.3. In what follows, the subindex %k denotes the k-th entry of the respec-
tive vector function. Let u be the signed measure on [0, 7] given by the Lebesgue measure
plus deltas of Dirac on the jumps of X}, where each delta is multiplied by the corresponding
size jump of X}. From (3.13), we get a relation between Radon-Nikodym derivatives given by

ka de

E(t) = {ANXk(t) + Fi (t, X(t))} ]l{Xk(t):Xk(t*)} + d—luk(t) , (3.16)
ur-almost everywhere. By the integration by parts formula described in (3.15), we only need
to show that

X(t) = Tn(t)X(0) + /Ot Tn(t—s)F(s, X(s)) + /Ot ANTN(t —5)Z(s)ds + Z(t) (3.17)

since Z(0) = 0. Denote by G(t) the expression on the right hand side of equation above. Since
G(0) = X(0), in order to show the equality (3.17) it is sufficient to check that

de de
m(t) = {ANGk(f) + Fr(t, X(t))] Lix,y=xt-)y + d—uk(t)’
for k =1,..., N, which is an elementary calculation, as we see below:
dGy, d ¢ ¢
— = — |Tn@®X0)+ [ Tn(t—5)F(s,X(s))ds+ | ANTNn(t—5)Z(s)ds+ Z(t)
dpuk dpuk 0 0 k

_ [%TN(W((O)+TN(0)f(t,X(t)) + /. %Tzv(t_s)f(sv’((s))“

dZ

Lo
+ ANTN(0)Z(?) +/ —ANTN(t — S)Z(s)d8:| Tix, ()=xp-)) + i
0 k

ot
t
= [AN (TN(t)X(O) + / Tn(t — 8)F(s, X(s))ds
0
K dZy,
+Zt)+ | AnNTNn(t—s)Z(s)ds | + F(t, X(t)| Lix=ree-)y T e
0 k

concluding the proof. O
We are going to deal now with a Duhamel’s Principle for the martingales in (3.12). To not

overload notation, the spatial variable k will be omitted in the sequel. Keeping this in mind,
(3.12) can be shortly written as

XN(t) =XN0) + / t [ANXN(S) — 2VN XN (5)0,H(s) (s{V + 5N + 2)XN(S)8§IH(3)
0

1
2
+b(XN(s))exp{H(s)} —d(XN(s))exp{ — H(s)} + B(s)]ds +ZN(t).

(3.18)

Below, when we say that a stochastic process evolving on RT¥ is a martingale, we mean that
each one of its N coordinates are martingales. Below we state a Duhamel’s Principle for
XN ().

Corollary 3.4. Let Z"V (t) be the martingale defined by (3.18). Then
t

XN(t) =Tn(t)XN(0) +/ Tn(t — s)[— VN XN ()0, H (s)
0

_ %(s{v Y, 4 2) XN (5)32, H(s) + b(X™(s)) exp {H(5)} (3.19)

—d(XN(s))exp{—H(S)}—i—B(s)}dS—i—/O Tn(t — s)dZN (s).
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Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.3 by taking
~ 1
F(s,XN(s)) = —2VNXN ()0, H(s) — 5(s*{v + 8N + 2)XN(3)6§IH(5)

+b(XN(s)) exp {H(s)} —d(XN(s)) exp{ — H(s)} + B(s) .
O

Next, we present a Duhamel’s Principle for the solution 1" (¢) of the ODE system (3.1).
Corollary 3.5. The solution ¢ (t) of (3.1) satisfies

W) = Tw@ul O+ [ Tl o) - (55 + 8% + 2)u 10
(3.20)

— 2V N (5)0: Hi(s) + b(4 (5)) exp { Hy(s)} — d(¥f (5)) exp { — Hy(s)} |ds
fork=1,...,N.
Proof. Tt is also a direct consequence of Proposition 3.3, considering in this case Z = 0. O

3.4. Proof of the high density limit. In this section we prove the Theorem 2.2. Before
going through details, let us explain the involved ideas. Noting the resemblance of (3.19) and
(3.20), we would like to have that

sup [[YV(t)]oo = 0 as., (3.21)
t€[0,T]

where
YNm:i/zwu—smzN@)
0

is the only (random) term which differs (3.19) from (3.20). Since the solution ¥ (¢) of the
semi-discrete scheme converges to the solution of the concerning PDE (see Section 3.1), Gron-
wall inequality would finish the job, assuring that the X () converges to the solution of the
PDE (2.4). However, (3.21) is not true, or at least, it is not clear to us how to argue that. The
reason of this is the following: an essential ingredient to prove that a process as YV goes to
zero is that the corresponding martingale Z" (¢) is bounded, which is not actually true in our
case.

To overcome the aforementioned obstacle, we will mixture ideas from the original strategy
of [4] with the approach of [9]. Instead of working with X (t), we will deal with a stopped

process YN(t) close to X (t). Fixing ¢y > 0, consider the stopping time
7 = inf {t: | XV(E) — YV ()] > €0}

and define

X (t) =
O = YWy, i ifts
where W (t) = (W{V(t),..., WX (t)) is defined as the solution of

N {XNm, ift <

W =N WX, 2w + W) = N(WEL, = WY ) o, Hy
(SN SN+ 2)WNORH, + eMeb(WY) — e Hrd(WYN), k€ Ty and ¢ > 7,
WHN(r)=XN(r), k€Tn.

In plain words, xV (t) is stochastic process that evolves deterministically once the original
process X (t) gets eg-away of the solution of the corresponding system of ODE’s and it is
equal to X (t) before that time. Moreover, the deterministic evolution follows the dynamics
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of the system of ODE’s, having XV(7) as initial condition at time ¢t = 7. The reason we can
work with X (t) instead of XV (¢) is that

Jim  sup XY = o) = 0 as. (3.22)
=90 ¢€[0,T
implies
lim sup || XN(t) =N (t)]ee = 0 a.s.

N—=00¢e0,T)

as can be readily checked. Therefore, our goal from now on is to prove (3.22). Denote ij( )=

X" (-,k/N). The main features of X  (t) are the following. First, its version of Duhamel’s
Principle is given by

X0 = TvOXY )+ [ Tl = 9| - (54 5%+ 2) T 200

- 26N72\[(3)81Hk(s) + b(Y]kv(s)) exp {Hy(s)} — d(Yfgv(s)) exp{ — Hk(s)}] ds —l—?iv(t)
(3.23)

where

YN(t) = /OtTN(t—s)d7N(s/\T),

and Z" is the martingale obtained through (3.18) replacing X" by X". The proof of (3.23)
above is also a consequence of Proposition 3.3 and its proof is omitted. Second, but not less
important, is the fact that there exists some C' > 0 such that

sup [XY ()]s < C (3.24)

te[0,T

for all large enough N € N. The inequality above can be argued as follows. Since the solution
1) of the PDE (2.4) is smooth and defined on a compact domain, it is bounded. Proposition 3.1
tells us that ¥V converges uniformly to v, hence 4"V is bounded as well by some constant

c1 > 0. By the definition of the stopping time 7, the process xV (t) is bounded by ¢; +¢ for any
time ¢ < 7. After time 7, the process runs deterministically under the same dynamics of ¥V,
but with the random initial condition given by X (r) at time 7. Since || X" (7)]|cc < ¢1+20+ s
an argument on super-solutions (similar to that one presented in the Section 3.1) gives that
xV (t) is also bounded for some constant for all times ¢ > 7.

To obtain the necessary martingales, we provide a general statement in the next proposi-
tion. Despite this is a well-known result, we could not find any reference in the literature in
a suitable form. For this reason, we include it here for sake of completeness.

Proposition 3.6. Let (X;);>( be a continuous time Markov chain taking values on the count-
able set Q). Denote by \ : Q2 x Q — R, the rates of jump, assume that \(z,x) = 0 for all x €

and

sup { Z /\(:C,y)} < 0.

e yeQ
This continuous time Markov chain can described as follows. When at the state © € €, the
next state is chosen according to the minimum of a family of independent exponentials of
parameter \(z, z), where z € §), z # x. If the minimum of such exponentials is attained at the
exponential of parameter \(z,y), the process remains at x during a period of time equals to
the value of this exponential and then jumps to y. Denote by Ni(x,y) the number of times the
process has made the transition from x to y in the time interval [0,t]. Then

t
M = Ah(xay)_'A(xva/P]MXSZm]dS
0

is a martingale with respect to the natural filtration.
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Proof. Denote by p the initial distribution and by F; the natural filtration, i.e., the o-algebra
generated by the process until time ¢ > 0. Let 0 < u <,

t u
Eu [Nt(l',y) - )\(l',y)/ ]l[XS:z]dS u} = Nu(xa y) - /\(:Ea y)/ ]l[stz]dS
0 0

t
+ B[ Niw9) = Nulo) = N [ L

By the Markov Property, in order to show is null the second parcel in the r.h.s. of the equation
above, it is sufficient to proof that

]—"u] .

t
E. [Nt(xvy) —)\(fcvy)/o ]1[x5:m]d8} =0 (3.25)

forany z € Qand any ¢ > 0. Let 0 = t) < t; < --- < t, = t be a partition of the interval [0, ¢].
Expression (3.25) can be rewritten as

n— tiy1
ZEZ [Nti+1(x7y) _Nti(xay)""/\(xvy)/ ]l[Xs:m]dS] ’
i=0 ti

Since the probability of two or more jumps in an interval of length h is O(h?), it is enough to
show that

E.

tit1
(:T,y) - Nti(x7y) - /\(xuy)/ ]l[Xti:I]dS‘ = O((ti-i-l - ti)z) .
t

By the Markov Property, it is enough to assure that E,|N,(z,y) — A(x,y)h| is O(h?). On his
hand, this is a consequence of the definition of N, (z,y). O

Denote 6 f(t) = f(t)— f(t). As an application of the Proposition 3.6 in our model, we have:

Lemma 3.7. Forany k=0, 1,...,N —1, the following processes are martingales with respect
to the natural filtration:

t
M = ) = XY O] - [N [R (e - 2K (et

N

+ Xk+1 Yeflr2= H’““}ds /0 E[ kN(s))er —d(X,, (s))ein}ds, (3.26)

M =23 (R 6) - [ N[ e 4 2 (ot

s<t

t
+Yiv+1(s)eH’“+2_H"“}ds - / e[b(Yff (s)e"* + d(Xy (s))e—Hk]ds, (3.27)
0

t
EQZ(SXk 6Xk+1( s) — / (N2 [Yév(s)eH’““*H’“ —I—ijﬂ (s)eH“rH’“*l}ds.

s<t

(3.28)

Proof. As we shall see below, each of the expressions (3.26), (3.27), and (3.28) are the number
of times some kind of transitions has been made minus the integral in time of the corre-
sponding rates. In (3.26), the parcel

—N —N
(X () = X, (0)]

of that expression counts how many times in [0,¢] the Markov process (1;);>0 has made a

transition 7, = j to nx = j + 1 for some j € N, minus how many times the process has made

a transition 7, = j + 1 to nx = j, normalized by the parameter /.

In (3.27), the parcel
—N
Y (6% ()

s<t



16 T. FRANCO, L. A. GURGEL, AND B. N. B. DE LIMA

of that expression counts how many times in [0, ¢] the process has made a transition 7, = j
to nr = j £+ 1 for some j € N.
In (3.28), the parcel

N N
—£2 E 6X}, (8) 6X ) 11(s)
s<t

of that expression counts how many times in [0, ] particles have jumped between the sites &
and k + 1. Since the integral parts in (3.26), (3.27) and (3.28) are the integrals in time of the
respective rates, recalling Proposition 3.6 finishes the proof. O

Together with (3.23) and (3.24), the next lemma will be also an ingredient in the proof of
(3.22).

Lemma 3.8. Recall the constant C > 0 as in (3.24). Then, there exists some a = a(C,T) > 0
such that, for any € > 0,

P [e‘” sup ||7N(t)|\oo > 51 < 4N3exp(—ag?l).
[0,7]

The proof of Lemma 3.8 is similar to the of proof of Lemma 4.10 in [4]. Before proving it,
we need the following Lemma 3.9 and recall two results of [4]. Denote

Vis) = N[7(50) < £(%)] and Varm) = N[7(FY) - (8)].
Let (-, -) be the inner product in R~ defined by
(f.9) = 3 3 Sk (3.29)
keTn
Lemma 3.9. The process

S (6(ZV (1), 9))7 — (N /O (XN ()eVNIN (V) + (Vi) ) ds

s<t
t
(Vo) / (b ()e + d(X (5))e ", 67 ds
0
is a mean zero martingale with respect to the natural filtration.

Proof. First, note that the process X" and Z" have the same jumps of discontinuity. Thus,
given ¢ € SV, we have that

N1 2
_ 1 _
S 6" 0.0 = X 5 X et 0)
s<t s<t k=0
| N1 N g N-1 VR
= Z N2 Z e (0X 5, (s)” + Z e Z Prpr+10Xy (8)0X 1 41(s),
s<t k=0 s<t k=0

s0, by (3.27) and (3.28), the process below is a martingale:

N—-1 t 92
S 6(ZV0),0))° - Y /0 T (XL (et 49X (s)eMion —Hi 4 T3 (s)efisa i)
s<t k=0
2
® —N . =N —H,
+ b (B ()™ + (T (s))e "™ ) ds
=t N N
+3 / PO (R ()e e X ()e e ) ds. (3.30)
k=0 "0
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Observe that
b 2L (5 ()6 +d(TY (9)e ) = (WE @)l +dF () p?), 33D
k=0
and
]:_01 {901@ Xk el 2Xk (s)e Hirr=He +7kN+1(3)€Hk+2_HH1)} (3.32)

=N <XN<s>eVNH/N, (V59)* + (Tx9)?).
Thus, applying (3.31) and (3.32) in (3.30), we conclude that

S (6(Z" (1), 9))? — (No) ! /0 (X ()TN (T50)? + (Vip)?) ds

s<t
t
— (Vo) / (X" (5))e +d(X" (5)e™ o) ds
0
is a mean zero martingale. O

Lemma 3.10 (Lemma 4.3 in [4]). Let f = N1j;/n (k+1)/n)- Then,

(VETN@®) + (VRTn @) + (In® ) 1) < hn(d),
where fot hn(s)ds < CN +t.
Lemma 3.11 (Lemma 4.4 in [4]). Let m(t) be a bounded martingale of finite variation defined
on [to,t1] with m(ty) = 0 and satisfying:
i) m is a right-continuous with left limits,
i) |dm(t)] < 1for to <t< tl
i) >3, < (dm(s ft s)ds is a mean 0 martingale with 0 < g(s) < h(s), where h(s)
is a bounded determmzstzc function and ¢(s) is adapted to the natural filtration.

Then )
Eexp (m(t1)) < exp <g /to1 h(s)ds) .

Proof of the Lemma 3.8. Fixt € (0,T], k € Ty and consider f = N1/, (k+1)/n)- Define
t —N
m(t) = </ Tn( — 5)dZ (s),f>, para todo 0 < t < 7.
0

which satisfies m(f) = vV (t,k/N). Since Z" is a (vector) martingale, then fot Tn(t— s)d?N(s)
is a zero mean (vector) martingale, hence m(t) is a zero mean martingale on 0 < ¢ < 7 as well.
By the integration by parts formula (3.15), the discontinuity jumps of m(¢) are the same

discontinuity jumps of <7N (), Tn(t —t)f). Therefore, by the Lemma 3.9,

S (m(s)” = (Vo) /0 (XY ()TN (VTN (E = 5)f)" + (VAT (E = ))7) ds

_(No)? /0 (b(X™ ()6 + d(X™ (s))e ", (T~ )) ) ds

is a mean 0 martingale. For 6 € [0, 1], consider 6¢m(t) instead of m(¢). Rewrite the martingale
above as

(002 S 6m(s))* = (002 | g(s)as.

s<t
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Recall the constant C > 0 givenin (3.24). Since X (s)eVA#/N and (X (s))e” +d(X " (s))eH

are bounded in modulus by a constant @(C) and recalling the Lemma 3.10, we have that
(00)%g(s) < @(C)O* (N hy(t).

So, by the Lemma 3.11,

E[exp(0¢m(t))] < exp (g A(C)o2UN /0 t hN(s)ds) < exp (@(C)PP(1 +INY)).  (3.33)
Fix ¢ > 0. By Chebychev’s inequality we obtain that
PV (5, k/N) >¢c] < E[exp(07" (,k/N))] exp(—0te) = E[exp(0fm(F))] exp(—0Lz).
Since t < T, we may assume that /N < 1. Then by (3.33)
PY™ (L k/N) > e] < exp (0L@(C)0—c)) = exp(—t2a(C)),

where a(C) is a function of a(C), € and 6. Arguing analogously with IP’[?N (t,k/N) < —¢], we
can conclude that, for 0 <t < T and k € Ty,

11»[ VY k/N)| > a} < 2exp(—te2a(C)),
and taking the supremum over k € Ty, it yields

1}»[ Y@ > g} < 2N exp(—(e2a(C)). (3.34)
By the integration by parts formula (3.15) and Fubini’s Theorem, we deduce that

/ t ANY Y (s)ds = YV -2V ).
0

Then, for n”TN2 <t < (n+1)TN 2 withn=0,...,N*> -1,
t
/ ANYV(s)ds = YV (@) YN (nTN"2) = ZV (1) + Z" (nTN72).
nTN—2
So, taking the supremum norm and recalling the definition of the discrete Laplacian,

t
N —N _ —=N N =N _

V" (O)llee < Y (RTN7?)[loo +4N? /T]H V" (8)lloods + 1 Z7 (1) = Z~ ("'TN?)|| o -
Using Gronwall’s inequality and taking the supremum on the time we get that

sup TN (#)]o (3.35)
[nTN—2,(n+1)TN—2]

< (IPY@IN 3|+ sup |7
[RTN—=2,(n+1)TN—2]

Ny - 7N(nTN’2)HOO)e4T.

Observe that 5(7N(t) —zV (nTN—?%)) = sZ" (t) = 6X" (). Then, by Lemma 3.7, for k fixed
and 6 € [0, 1],
t
002 S (8(Z" () -Z" (nTN"2)))? 6% N? [Yﬁ,l(s)eHrHH
nTN—2<s<t nTN=2

+ 2K (eI T (e | (bR ()™ 4+ AR ()" s,

is a mean zero martingale for nTN~—2 < ¢ < (n + 1)TN~2. Again recalling the constant C as
in (3.24), we rewrite the martingale above as
t
002 S (6(Z" () -Z" (nTN2))? - 6% N2g(s)ds.
nTN—2<s<t nTN—2
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And by Lemma 3.11, we have that
E [exp (9@(7N((n +1)TN2) - 7N(nTN_2)))] < exp (a(C)0(T).

Fix ¢ > 0. Applying Doob’s inequality, we obtain that

]P)[ sup (ZN(t) - 7N(nTN72)) > E]
[nTN—2,(n+1)TN—2]
= }P’[ sup exp (96(71\[ (t) — z" (nTNfQ))) > exp(t%s)}
[nTN~2,(n+1)TN 2]

IN

E [exp (9[(7N (t) — 7N(nTN2)))] exp(—0lz)

IN

exp (a(C)0*(T — 0lc) = exp (— a(C,T)le?) .

By analogous arguments to the above ones, we also get the bound
IP’[ sup (7N(t) - 7N(nTN_2)) < —5} < exp (—a(C,T)l<?).
[RTN=2,(n+1)TN—2]

Taking the supremum norm, we have that

]P)[ sup HZN(t) - 7N(nTN72)HOO > E} < 2Nexp (—a(C,T)te?). (3.36)
[nTN—2,(n+1)TN—2]
Therefore, by (3.35)
]P’{e” sup H?N(t)HOO > 5}
[nTN=2,(n+1)TN—2]
< P[HVN(nTN-?)HOO > s} —i—P[ sup 1ZY ) = ZY (nTN"2)|| o > €],
[NTN=2,(n+1)TN~2]
and by (3.34) and (3.36)
]P){e‘lT sup HYN(t)”oo > E} < 4Nexp (—a(C,T)te?).
[WTN=2,(n+1)TN~2]
Since
N N N
Pl sup [T 0> < TRl s 7>,
[0,7] = [WTN~2,(n+1)TN~2]
hence
]P){e_‘lT sup ||?N(t)|\oo > E] < AN?exp ( —a(C, T)te?),
[0,7]
concluding the proof. O

N4H61H”io/772 1ogN
12

Corollary 3.12. Let YN(t) = fot Ty (t)(t — s)d?N(s) and assume
N — oo. Then

— 0 as

NG Hlloe /7 g TN (6) | — 0 acs.
(0,7]

Proof. By the Lemma 3.8,
P[e” sup ||?N(t)|\oo > E] < 4N?exp(—ag?l),
[0,7]

therefore

2
AT 7741 8p H|oo /7 N 3 —ae™t
P[e N [s()u% 1Y () oo > 8} < 4N”exp (N4|6,H||go/7r2 .
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By hypothesis clog(N)N419:Hll%./7* < ¢ for any ¢ constant and N large enough. Then

ag?l =1
> vt en () < 3 <
N=1

So we have that

o0

Z ]P>|:84TN431Hac/7r sup ”?N(t)HOO > E:| < 00
N=1 7]

and Borel-Cantelli Lemma leads us to

NHH oo /7 gy [T (8] — 0 aus.
[0.,7)

[l
An orthonormal basis of to the vector space RT™ with respect to the inner product (3.29)

composed by eigenvectors of the discrete Laplacian is now required.
For m even, with 2 < m < N — 1, define

Om.n (k) = V2cos(mmkN 1) and bm.n (k) = V2sin(mmkN 1)
Let @9, v = 1 and, only in the case N is even, define also ¢ (k) = cos(wk). These functions
©m,n and ¢, y are eigenvectors of Ay associated to the eigenvalue
By & —2N%(1 — cos(rmN ).
An orthonormal basis of eigenvectors is then given by

{SDO,N} U {902,1\/, D2,Ns -+ PN=2,N, ¢N—2,N} if N is odd
and
{oon} U{pon,d2n, ..., on—2n,dn—2n} U {oN N} if N is even.

Additionally let us define ¢g v = ¢ v = 0. Provided by this orthonormal basis of eigenvec-
tors, we can write the semigroup associated to the discrete Laplacian in the following concise
form. If N is odd, given g € R™~,

TN(t)g = Z eiﬁm’Nt(<gv</7m,N><Pm,N + <gv¢m,N>¢m,N)

me{0,.., N1}
m is even

and, if N is even,

TN (t)g = Z e—,@m,Nt (<ga ‘Pm,N>S0m,N + <g, ¢m,N>¢m,N) .

me{0,...,N}
m is even

To make notation short, we will simply write
= > et (g, o) em + (9, G ) Em, ) (3.37)

being implicitly understood the set over the sum above is taken. We are now in position to
prove the high density limit for the perturbed process.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Our goal is to show that sup, 1 HYN(t) — ¥(t)]|c converges almost

surely to zero. In view of Proposition 3.1, it is enough to show that sup, XY (1) — N (1)) e



LARGE DEVIATIONS IN THE SUPREMUM NORM FOR A REACTION-DIFFUSION SYSTEM 21

converges almost surely to zero. Denote eV (t) := YN(L‘) — ¢N(t). Using the Duhamel’s
Principle (3.19) for X and the Duhamel’s Principle (3.20) for "V, we get that

eV () oo < || T (®) ()||OO+H/OtTN(t—S)d?N(s)HOO
+| / Tw(t = 5)| = 2Vwe™ (5)0. H s) - %(va + 5%, +2)e" (5)0; H ()
e (b () = bW (5))) — e O (AKX (5) — A (5))) + Bls)as | _

Note that 1(|(S{ + SV, + 2)eV|| < 2||e"|| and, as T is contraction, we also have that
1T (t)e™ (0)]loo < [€™(0)]|c. Let

— def _
C % maxc { e loc - bll1. lle™ "l - Il }
where ||b|| . and ||d||;, are the Lipschitz constants of functions b and d, respectively. Then

le¥ B)lloo < eV (O)loo + 7 (¢ ”00+H/ 2T (t — 5)Vve™ ()0, H s)ds | _

+/O 2HeN<s)HOOHagﬂ<s>Hoods+/O 20| (s)| ds+/ I1B(s)|_ds. (3.38)

We will deal first with third term on the right hand side of the above inequality. Using that

Vn[eN ()8, H(s)] = VneN(s)0,H(s) + eV (s)Vnd, H(s),

we obtain
H2/OtTN(t_S)%NEN(S)&H(S)CZSHOO < H2/tTN(t_S)%N[eN(S)amH(s)]dsHm

+H /TNt—s (5)V 0, H (s)ds

o0

Then, since Ty (t) commutes with Vy and Ty () is a contraction semigroup,

H2/t Tn(t— S)%NEN(S)amH(S)dSH
‘ - (3.39)

t t
< 2/ HVNTN(t —3) [eN(s)axH(s)] Hoods + / 1V NOeH (3]0 l|l€™ ()] s0ds .
0 0
By the expression (3.37) for the heat semigroup, we then have that

VnTn(t — s) [eN(s)0,H (s)]
= Vn e PNt ((eN(5)0, H(s), om.n)omn + (€N (5)0:H(S), bm.N) bm.v)

= Zefﬁm’N(Fs) (e (s)0,H(s), Cm N)VNemn + (€ (s)8,H(s), ¢m,N>6N¢m,N) .

By the definition of ¢, x € ¢, v there exists a constant ¢ such that

}6thm,N — (=mmém,n)| < % e |6N¢m,N — MmN | < %
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Therefore
t t
2/ [VNTn(t—5) [N (5)0.H(s)]|| ds < 2/ Zefﬁm,wfs)
0 [0~

c

N

[(€¥ ©0u7(5). 000 (57 = 00 ) + (¥ (90:(5), 00

+ wmcpm)N> H ds
t
= 2/0 > e PN (N (5)0, H(s), om)llow + 1€ (5)05H(5), 6 ) oo ) 7

t
+ 2/ Z e_ﬂmN(t_S)Wm(|| <eN(S)6LEH(S)7 spm,N>¢m,NHoo
0 m

+ (€ (5)02 H (), b, N ) Pm. v ||oo ) ds -

Applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the definition of 5,, v,
t
2/ HVNTN(t —s) [eN(s)awH(s)] Hoods
0
de [ 2 -1 N
<% /O ;exp[—ﬂ\f (1 = cos(mmN™"))(t = 5)][[0xH(s)||c [|€” (5)l|sodls
t
+ 4/ Zexp[—2N2(1 — cos(rmN 1)) (t — 8)]7m|| 0. H ()| 00|l €™ (5) ]| cods -
0 m
It is an elementary task to check that 3 exp { — 2N?(1 — cos(rmN~!))(t —s)} < N. By a

Taylor expansion, one can deduce that 1 — cos(mmN 1) > ”22](,@2 +O(N~3) and using these two
facts we then get that

2/0 H%NTN(t—s)[eN(s)awH(s)}Hoods < 40/0 ||(’“)$H(s)||oo||eN(s)||oods

2,,2

+dr /Ot;exp {_ 2N2<7T =4 O(N3)> (t— s)]m||8zH(s)||oo||eN(s)||oods.

2N?2
Applying this fact to (3.39) we infer that

|2 f T - ) ne® (9. H(s)is]_ < / (el H(3) o+ TN OLH (o) ¥ () o
wr [ S e [ (wtmt + O(V)) (¢ )] m0H () e ()] s
We apply novt; the inequality above on (3.38), giving us that
le¥®)lloe < €N O)lloo + 7 B)lloc + / (2002 H ) o + 20) € (5 i
+ / 1B+ / (40, H (o + [0 (5) o)l () oo
+ 4o / S exp [ (=P + O(N ) ¢ = 5)]m 0, H(S) o €% (5w
By Gronwall’s inequality, :e get that
le¥ ()]l < (neN(mnoo + 7™ (0)lloo + / t HB<s>des) exp { / 2025 + 20

+4c|| 0. H(8)|loo + ||6N8IH(S)HOO + 47'1'Zexp [_ (ﬂ-QmQ + O(Nfl))(t — s)]mH(?xH(s)Hoo ds} .
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/o 4n Y exp [~ (xm? + O(N 1) (t - 5)]|m] 0. H(s)||o ds

m

og IV,

™m s

Z1-exp[—(7r2m2+0(zv*1))t} - 4|\8IH||OOZi < 4|\8IH||001
< - e

then
e ()l < (||eN<o>||oo I (1)) oo + / t HB<s>Hmd8)
X exp { /Ot 2|02 H (8)| 0o + 2C + 4¢l|0. H(8)||oo + VNI H(8)] 0o ds}N‘*”‘%Hw/” :
Taking
¢ % oxp { /Ot 20| O2H(5) oo + 2C + Ac| 00 H (5)]|oe + [V nOuH (5)]| o ds} ,
we conclude that
¥ Ol < (1% O + 17O + [ t |B(s) | s e tonsi~e

Moreover, we observe that

1::(0)
¢

)

| =

YOl = 1Y) = b0 < |22 — (0,2 = 7|1660,2)] - w(0,0)] <

thus [|eV (0)||oCN*I0=Hlle/7 _ 0 as N — oo due to the assumption (2.6). Now recalling
Lemma 3.12 one can conclude the proof. O

4. LARGE DEVIATIONS

4.1. Radon-Nikodym derivative. An important ingredient in the proof of large deviations
consists in obtaining a law of large numbers for a class of perturbed processes. To find the
rate function we need to calculate the Radon-Nikodym derivative gﬁ%ﬁ where Py and P¥ are

N
measures induced by processes considering H = 0 and a general H € C2, respectively. This
is the content of the next proposition.

Proposition 4.1 (An expression for the Radon-Nikodym derivative). Considering the model
described above, the Radon-Nikodym derivative restricted to F; = o(X, : 0 < s < t) is given

by
d t ;4 N-1
d%% /0 % l;) {b(XéV(S))(l — ) 4 d(XN(s))(1—e M) (4D

= exp{—éN[
Fi
(
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where

u) = /;/T [b(U(S,y))(l—eHw)) + d{ulo, ) (1 — e
~u(s,9) (A (s.9) + (VH(s.9))") | dy s

+ [ [t - HOu0.0) - | (s 9)0.H (s.) ds] .

Now we are in position to prove the Proposition 4.1 which is the basis for deriving the
rate function of large deviations. To do so, we need the following general result which can be
found in [12, Appendix 1, page 320].

Proposition 4.2. Let P and P be the probability measures corresponding to two continuous
time Markov chains on some countable space E, with bounded waiting times \ and )\, respec-
tively, and with transition probabilities p and p, respectively. Assume that p and D vanish at
the diagonal, that is, p(x,z) = p(x,z) = 0 for all x € E. Assume that P is absolutely continu-
ous with respect to P. Then, the Radon-Nikodym derivative of P with respect to P restricted
to Fr = o(X(s):0<s<t)isgiven by

dP
dP

» _ o (AX)P(X(52), X(5))
2 = xp{ /A - X (SW”Zlg(X(X(s»p(X(s_),X(s)))}’

s<t

where X denotes a pure jump cadlag time trajectory on E.

In the case of our work, P = Py and P = PX. The probabilities Py and P4 are associated to
trajectories 7(t) of course. However, recalling the definition (2.1), we will often write X (¢, %)
instead of /=11 (t), which makes notation shorter and enlightens ideas. Furthermore, recall
the notation Hy = H(t, £) = H(t—, £), where this last equality holds since H is assumed to
be smooth and write for simplicity X ¢ (t) = XN(t,-).

For fixed N, long but elementary calculations give us that

AXN (D) = Zf[ ) + (X (0) + 232X 0.
N— (4.2)
AXN(@) = 2 e[b(X,ﬁv(t))er +d(XY (1) e T+ N2 X (t)e (er+1 _;,_erl)} :
(X7 (5-)) JAX N (s2)), if () =mw(s—) +
(X3 (s-)) JMXN (s-)), if mi(s) =ne(s-) —
p(XN(s_), XN (s)) = { VX () /AKX N (s-)), i mi(s) =mpe(s-) = “.3)

Mk
and 77k+1(5)—77k+1( )+
N2EXY (5= ) JMXN (s2)), i w(s)=mm(s-) — 1
and 71 (s) =m-1(s-) + 1;

and
(X (5 )t JRXN (5.)), i mes) = mels-) + 1
(X (5 ) RN (), i mu(s) = (o) — 1
B(XN(s_), XV(s)) = N2OX N (s_)eHeer=He [N(XN(s)), if g(s) = me(s—) — 1
and 7g41(s) = Mrr1(s-)
N2 (5 et XX (s2)), i (o) = (o) — 1
and 7.1 (s) = nr-1(s-)

+1;
+ 1.

(4.4)
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define the sets of times

Proof of Proposition 4.1. Given a path 7(t),
= {s<trmm(s) =m(s-) +1},
Df = {s<t:m(s) =m(s-) -1},
PR = Ls <timp(s) = me(s—) — 1 and myr1(s) = e (s—) + 1},
th’k_l = {sgt:nk(s)znk(s_)—landnk_l(s):nk_l(s_)—i—l}.

Note that B} represents the set of times at which some particle is created at the site & and
we have similar interpretations for DF, J,” PR and Jf’k_l. Invoking Proposition 4.2, the
expressions (4.2), (4.3), (4.4) and the sets deﬁned above, we deduce that

i, —ep{ /Ot { (5)) (1= ) + d(XP () (1 = =)

+ N2X,iv(s) (2 — efferi—He _ erl_H"))]ds

+N21<Z Hy)+ > Hy+ > (Ho—He)+ Y (Hk—Hk1)>}.

k=0 SGBk SGD? SGJk Jk+1 SGJk k—1

Since H is smooth, by a Taylor expansion on the exponential function,
9 eHrt1—Hy _ Hrk—1—Hg

1
= —Hp1 + Hy — —(Hk+1 Hk)2 — Hyp—1+ Hi — E(Hl@—l - Hk)2 +O(1/N?),

hence
NQXéV(S) (2 — eflrri—Hr _ erflfH’“)
_ _X,gV(s)<ANHk +2 ((v+ Hy)® + (V]_\,Hk)Q) + O(l/N)) .
Moreover,
Z (—Hy) + Z Hy + Z (Hy — Hy41) + Z (Hr — Hy—1)
sEBF seD¥F seJthk+1 SGJk k=1
t t t t
= / (—Hy) dBF +/ Hy, dD¥ +/ (Hy, — Hyyy) dJFFH! +/ (Hy, — Hy_y) dJF*!
0 0 0 0
t t
= —/ Hy (dBf —dDf — dJp ™ 4 dgf="F —dgf* =t 4 dgfthry) = —/ Hy, dig(t)
0 0
Therefore,
dPy = expq —{N /t NZ 1—8 )—I—d(XN(S))(l—e*Hk)
aEg |, & '

— XN(s) (ANHk +Z ((V+Hk) (VJ*VHk)Q) +O(1/N) ﬂds +— Z/ Hy, digp(t 1 }

Applying the integration by parts formula for Stieltjes measures (see for instance [7, Exercise
6.4, page 470]) and the relation (2.1), we are lead to
I 1 k
o [ ) = g | Ao - .0m0) - [ (o0 s

- N[Hk(t)x,gv(t)—Hk( XN / XN (s Bdes].
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Therefore,
— xN(s) (ANHk + %( (ViHi)" + (VyHr) ) + O(l/N))}dS
+ ijvz_:l (Hk(t)X (t) — Hr(0) X ( / X' (s)0 H’“ds)l }
N = ’ ' '
= exp{ — N[ (X) + o/},
where

su) = [ [ [pats.) 1 = e0) + au(s, ) (1 - =00
— u(s,y) (AH(s,y) + (VH(s,y))g)} dy ds

t
+Apmwwwm—ﬂmwwmm—/u@w&H@ww}
0
finishing the proof. O

4.2. Large deviations upper bound. With the aid of the Theorem 4.1, we will get the
upper bound for the large deviations. Recall that Py, Ey denote the probability and expec-
tation, respectively, on trajectories of the particle system, while Py, En denote probability
and expectation induced by the density of particles X7, respectively. Furthermore, the super
index H on P, EX, PH EH have analogous meaning, but considering instead the perturbed
process defined on Subsection 2.2. Let O C Z¢(t) be an open set. Then

dpy dPY
N dpﬁ d]P)N [XNeO]

_ N N _ . N
— EN[@ INJp(X )eéNJH(X )]l[XNGO]} S jgge IN Jg( )]EN[eéNJH(X )]]-[XNEO]:I

Py[0] = Py[XN € 0] = En[lixneo)] =

—NJn(z)

IN

sup e
ze€O

Therefore,
1
i — < —1i .
hjr\}ljgop IN log Py [0] < zuelfo Ju(x)
Optimizing over the set of perturbations we then get

lim sup —

m sy ZN log Py [(’)] < —sgpwixel(fg Ju(x). (4.5)

To pass to compact sets, we will apply the classical Minimax Lemma. To be used in the
sequel, we recall that

1 1 1

lim sup — log(b,, + ¢;,) = max { lim sup — log b, , limsup — log cn} (4.6)
n—oo Qn n—oo On n—oo Qn

for any sequence of real numbers such that a,, — co and b, ¢, > 0.

Proposition 4.3 (Minimax Lemma). Let K C S compact, where (S, d) is a Polish space. Given
{—Ju}u a family of upper semi-continuous functions, it holds that

mf max inf sup —Jg(z) < supinf —Jy(z), 4.7)
01,0 1<GEM H 4c0, wek H

where first infimum is taken over all finite open coverings O, ..., Oy of K.
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For a proof of above, see [12, page 363]. Let now K be a compact set of .@([O, T], C(T)).
Taking {O1,...,Ox} a finite open covering of K, then

: 1 , 1
lim sup 7= log Py [K] < limsup 7z log (Py [O1] + -+ + Py [Ow])

(4.6) . 1
= 1?;‘?5\4 { hzrvnjgop N log Py [(’)j} }

(4.5)
< max —sup inf Jy(z
= 1<j<M{ up inf J( )}

O,y oy 1<j<M H z€0;
open covering

< inf max {—sup inf JH(x)}

D i supJ

< - jnfsup H(T),

which furnishes the upper bound for compact sets. The next proposition is the usual key to
pass to closed sets. Denote by {P”}n ey @ general sequence of probability measures on some
metric space €). It is a consequence of (4.6) the following standard result, which proof will be
omitted:

Proposition 4.4. A sequence of measures {Pn}n ey on € is said to be exponentially tight if,
for any b < oo, there exists a compact set Ky C Q) such that

1

limsup — log P, [ICE] < -b, (4.8)
n—oo an

where a,, is constant depending on n. Suppose that {Pn}n en is exponentially tight and we

have the large deviations upper bound for compact sets, that is, for each compact set K C §, it
holds that

lim sup * log P, [K] < — inf I(z). 4.9)

n—oo Qn ek

Then, for any closed C C €,

1
li —logP,|C| < —inf I(x).
g, el =~ e
In view of above, in order to prove the large deviations upper bound, it remains to assure
exponential tightness for the sequence of probability measures Py on 2 induced by the ran-
dom element X"V and the probability Py. Denote by || - ||; the L'-norm on T with respect to
the Lebesgue measure.

Proposition 4.5. Let C € R be such that C — || XN (0)||; > T||b||c- Then,

1
—logPy| sup [XV(#)|1>C| < —I(C— XN (0)]1), (4.10)
(N t€[0,T]

for any N € N, where I(z) = xlog (ﬁ) — 4 ||b]| oo

Proof. First of all, we note that I(x) is the rate function for sums of i.i.d. random variables
with distribution Poisson of parameter ||b||. To prove (4.10), we consider a birth process
W (t) on the state space N which jump rate k to k + 1 is N/||b|| for any k € N and W (0) =
> rery Mk(0). Recall that, by assumption, the initial quantity of particles is a deterministic
value. Since the rate at which a particle is created somewhere in the particle system 7(t) is
smaller than N/||b||~, it is a standard procedure to construct a coupling between W (t) and
7n(t) such that, almost surely,

WN@E) > Y m(t), Ytelo,T],
keTn
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which implies that, almost surely,

1 N 1 _ N
N 2 mk;r%vﬁk(t) = [XT®l, vtelo,T]. (4.11)

Abusing of notation, denote the coupling between 7(t) and W (¢) also by Py, and by P the
marginal probability concerning W (¢). Therefore, in view of (4.11),

1
Py | sup | XN ()1 > C’] < ]P’N{ sup —WN(T) > C’]
+€[0,7] tejo,r) £
<P [WN(T) — W) > ¢NC - WN(O)] . (4.12)

Since the distribution of W (T) — W¥(0) is Poisson of parameter /NT||b||~, and sum of
independent Poisson random variables is Poisson, the probability in (4.12) is equal to

S(Zi+ -+ Zin ~ W) s(Zi+ -+ Zin
(N (N

— _ N

where Z1,Z,,... are i.i.d. random variables of distribution Poisson (T'||b||~) on some proba-

bility space with probability P. Since C' — || XN (0)]; > T/b||, standard large deviations for
sums of i.i.d. random variables gives us that

1 ~(Z1+ -+ Zin N N
_— Zr T T ZEN _ < _ _
mlogp( e <o>|1> < ~I{C-IXYO)h).
where I(z) = zlog ( Hbﬁoo) — 2 + ||b]| 0o, concluding the proof. O

Proposition 4.6. For every continuous function H : [0,+00) x T — Rand € > 0,

- 1 N N - _
;Q}Jl%njipﬁlogpjv[tsggéh)( (t),H(t)) — (X (s),H(s)>‘>€] = —00. (4.13)

Proof. Partitioning the time interval [0,7] in intervals of size at most ¢ and applying the
triangular inequality together with (4.6), one can see that it is enough to assure that

lim hmsupilogPN sup ’(XN(t),H(t»—<XN(1<;5),H(1€5)>’ >e|l = —0  (4.14)
NO Nooo EN kS<t<(k+1)6

in order to have (4.13). Therefore, our goal from now on is to prove (4.14) for fixed K €
{1,...,|T/é]}. Since |z| = max{z, —2} and using (4.6), it is enough to show that

1
lim lim sup — log P su XN, H(t)) = (XN(KS),H(K§))) >e| = —c0 (4.15)
Jim limsup - log NLW&H)&« (1), H(D)) — (XN (58), H(K0)))
and
1
Jimy lim sup 7 log P su XN(t), H(t)) — (XV(KS), H(KS))) <—¢| = —oc.
Jim lim sup /- log N[WS&W« (0), (1)) = (X" (K6), H(K0)))
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We will only prove (4.15) whereas the argument for (4.16) is similar. Analogously to (4.1), we
may find

“Jow Z_ [“Xfiv () (1= e/1) 4+ d(XP () (1 = e21)

—xN(s )(aANHk N ((v+ H)? + (VJ*VHk)Q) + O(l/N))}ds

t

N—
L8 I
> (Hk - (RO (D) - [ X0, Huds )

such that exp { —INAY } is a mean-one martingale. Define RY by the equality

N-1
RY(t) = AN () %Z(Hk )X (1) — Hi(K0) XY (K9))
k=

a

— AN(@) - a[(XN( ), H(t)) — <XN(K5),H(K5)>]

Then,

]P’N[ sup ((XN(t),H(t)>—<XN(K5),H(K6)>)>a]

Ko<t<(K+1)6

= Py l sup (AY(t) — RY (1)) > aa] = Py l sup eEN(Ag(t)ng(t)) > e“sEN] .
Ko<t<(K+1)8 K5<t<(K+1)8

Define the event

B = [ sw XY@l <]
t€(0,T]

Restrict to E, it is straightforward to check that |RY| < m(H,b,d)C6, where m(H,b,d) is
a constant depending only on H, on its first and second derivatives and on the Lipschitz
constant of b and d. Note that the factor ¢ appears since the integral in time is taken over
the interval [Kd,t]. Hence, partitioning into E and EC, we have that

]P)N sup eEN(AiV(t)fRfIV(t)) > easEN (417)
Ko6<t<(K+1)s
< ]P,Nl sup eENA{j(t) S ¢!N(ae—m(H,b,d)C5) + Py [EC} '
Ko6<t<(K+1)s

By Doob’s inequality, the right hand side of above is bounded from above by

En [eENA{j(t)
etN(ae—m(H,b,d)C9)

+Py[EY] = exp{—¢N(ae — m(H,b,d)C3)} + Px[E°] .

Applying the logarithm function in (4.17), dividing it by ¢V, taking the lim sup 5y and recalling
(4.6) give us that

lim sup KLN log Py l sup eNAL=RI(®) 5 e“aéN]

N—oo K§<t<(K+1)5

< max{ — (ae —m(H,b,d)C¢) , limsup % logPn [EC}} .

N —oc0
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Applying Proposition 4.5, we can bound the expression above by
max{ —ae +m(H,b,d)Cé , limsup —I(C — HXN(O)Hl)}
N—o00

- Inax{ — ae +m(H,b,d)C5 , —I(C — |\¢(0)||1)}.

Since lim,_, o, I(x) = 0o, we are allowed to first choose C large, then § small, and then finally
a large, leading us to conclude that

1
limsup — log Py sup eN(AS(O=RI (D) 5 gastN | —00,
Nooo LN K§<t<(K+1)8
finishing the proof. O

Proposition 4.7. The sequence of measures {PN } Nen O Do) ts exponentially tight.

Proof. Using (4.13), we obtain the sequence of compact sets satisfying (4.8). Define the fol-
lowing sets:

Le = {u€ Do) : |luolles < ¢},

Csi/n = {u € Yoy - ‘ su\pé”ut — Us|loo < l/n},
t—s|<

A = (ﬂzozl 0571/71) N L.

By the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, the set A is pre-compact, hence A is compact. Taking {H;}jen
a dense set in C(T), let us define

Off/n = {u € Doy - ‘:u‘p«; /ut(x)Hj(t,:zr)d:r - /us(x)Hj(s,:c)dx < l/n}
and
Bs = L.N(N5%,—; Cél/n).
Our goal is to prove that Bs is compact, so it suffices to verify that B; C A. Let u € (N2,

Csa /n)c then there exists ny € N such that u € CE 1/no> that is, there exists |t — s| < ¢ such

that |jus — us|oc > 1/n. Since {H,}; is dense, there exists Hj, with | [‘u(z)H;, (¢, z)dz —
Jus(x)Hj, (s, ) d:v’ > 1/n, hence u € (Cfl/n) Finally we show (4.8). Note that
limsup — 1og Pn [BC]

C
hmsupé 1ogPN[(L n(ns jn= 1055/”) ]

o Py[28]+ Y Py [(Oﬁ/n)ﬂ

< lims 1 log
< limsup —
N

N — o0 [ jin—=1
< max{ lims 110P[LC} lim s 110_§:P (OHf)C
max 1m sup — 1m sup —
= NﬂoopéN gLN|Lc| N~>oopéN g Pt N 6,1/n )
where in second inequality we have used (4.6). Since
1 -
limsup—log]P’N[HXN(O)HOO >c| = —o0,
N—o00 IN -
then
e H
I 1 P{B}<1 1 P (OHJ‘ ) . 418
im sup 7 N og Py |B;| < limsup o Og[jgl N{ 5/m (4.18)
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By (4.13), there exists dy such that

, 1 o, \© —bs
1 —_log P, (c i ) < %%
N N8 N[ Pore } T«

and there exists Ny such that for all N > Ny,

WlogPN[(CgE)C] < _?0 )

Therefore,
o0 C oo —bstN
2 : H; Z _ € —bstN
PN |:(C5,1/n) :| S exp{—b(;an} = l_ew S 2e7 7 .
jsn=1 Jjn=1
Then, coming back to (4.18),
1 —C 1
I —_log P [B} I —_log (2¢7%N) = ;.
imsup g log Py | Bs | < limsup 7 log (2e7) 5

Now, taking b = bs we obtain the exponential tightness (4.8) hence finishing the proof. O

Therefore, with the Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.7 at hand we have concluded the proof
of the upper bound for large deviations.

4.3. Large deviations lower bound in the power law case. Next, we obtain a non-
variational formulation of the rate functional I for profiles ) which are solutions of the par-
tial differential equation corresponding to the perturbed process associated to some pertur-
bation H.

Proposition 4.8. Given H € C'2, let i) = ¢ be the unique solution of (2.4). Then,

de,

1) < swp Jo(w) = Ju(¥) = /0 /T (0. H)?Y + b() D(H) + d(¥) T(~H)| duds,  (4.19)
whereT(y) =1—¢e¥ +yeY, yeR.

Proof. Multiplying the PDE (2.4) by a test function G € C'? and integrating in space and
time, we get that

/ / Gowpdsdr = / / G2, — 2G0, (YO, H) + G[e"b(y) — e Hd(y)] dsdx .
Using integration by parts and that
Ge'b(y) = bW)T(G, H) — b(y)(1 - e%),
—Ge Md(y) = d()T(—=G,—H) — d(¢)(1 — e ),

where I'(z,y) = 1 — e + z ¢¥, we infer that

/[G(t x)P(t,x) — G(0,2)¥ (0, z) / P(s,2)0:G (s, x) ds} / / (s,2)dxds

//QwstGsx)(?stdxds—i-// G(s,z), H(s,z))

- b(d}( ) ))(1 - G(S w)) + d(d}( ) ))F( - G(Sa I)a _H(Sv .CC)) - d(d}(sv Z))(l - e_G(S7I))d'r ds )
Recall the definition of Jg in (2.7). The equality above allows us to deduce that

/ / 2 1 990, GO, H + b()T(G, H) + d(¥)T(~G, —H)} dz ds.
Finally, noting that 20,G0,H = —(8,G — (?IH)2 + (0,G)? + (0, H)?, we arrive at

/ / (0:G — 0, H) ¥+ (0.H)*Y + b(y)T(G, H) + d(y))T(-G, —H)} dxds.
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Fix y € R. Since the function x — I'(z, y) assumes its maximum at » = y and —(9,G — 9, H)?
assumes its maximum at G = H, we conclude that I(¢) = sups Je(¢) = Ju(¢). Since

I'(y) =I'(y,y), we obtain (4.19). O

Solutions of (2.4) for some H provides the special representation above for the rate func-
tion. It is thus natural to find the set of profiles ¢ for which we may find a perturbation H
fulfilling the requirements in order to permit the high density limit (towards ).

Proposition 4.9. Let ¢y € C?3 such that 1) > ¢ for some ¢ > 0. Then, there exists a unique
solution H € C'? of the elliptic equation

0t

02 1 — O
O H — Zzzl —Tt7
P

2t
Proof. For each fixed time ¢ € [0,7], equation (4.20) is a non-linear second order ordinary
differential equation on the interval [0,1]. As an ODE in [0, 1] any of its solutions can be
written as the sum of a particular solution of (4.20) plus some solution of the homogeneous
part

02 H + +efb(p) — e Hd(y). (4.20)

0t

02 H + " 0.H = 0. (4.21)

Solving (4.21) and then properly choosing constants allows to find a particular solution of
(4.20) such that H(0) = H(1), 9,H(0) = 0, H(1) and 8%, H(0) = 92,H(1), that is, such a
solution H belongs to C1:2. Details are omitted here. O

By Proposition 4.8, a profile which is a solution of (2.4) for some H provides a special
representation for the rate function. This together with Proposition 4.9 are the motivation
for the definition of the set 7, given in Definition 2.5.

Due to the Proposition 4.9 and Remark 2.4, given ¢ € 7, , we can find H = H(¢) € C'?
such that the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 are satisfied. In words, the perturbed process

(under the perturbation H) has a high density limit, and the limiting profile is the aforemen-

tioned ). We are now in position to prove the lower bound for trajectories in 7, . Before,
we need to gather some ingredients, which are given by the next four lemmas.
Lemma 4.10. Let C € R be such that C — || XV (0)||1 > T||bef! || . Then,
1
— logPN | sup [XV(#)|1>C| < —I(C— XN (0)]1), (4.22)
(N t€[0,T]

for any N € N, where I(z) = xlog (W) -z + ||bef || o

Proof. Note that the probability above is the one associated to the perturbed process. The
proof of the inequality (4.22) is exactly the same as that one of Proposition 4.5 once we
replace ||b]| by ||be || - O

dPy |2
ary

Proof. By Proposition 4.1, it not difficult to see that

1 dPy Ny def _ N N ! N
o gy | < 10 % e [ (101 X0+ [ 1)) de
for some ¢ = ¢(H) > 0. Observe that

FXN) < e 241) sup [|XN(O)]-
te[0,T

Lemma 4.11. The expectation EX | | & log | is uniformly bounded on N € N.

7%

As a consequence of Lemma 4.10,

Lrogrr[ L) - o) < Liogptt| sup XVl > €] < —1(0 - 1x¥0)11)
(N c(2+1) — IN t€[0,7] - ’
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for any N € N, where C and I above are the same as in the statement of Lemma 4.10.
Replacing C by v/k/&(2 + t), where k € N is large enough, we infer that

P00 > VB < oo { v (- 1o )

oo { v i( s - xvon) )
o { 150 - 1) ).

for all £ > ko with ky € N. Keep in mind that the choice of ky does not depend on ¢ neither
N, see the statement of Lemma 4.10. Since I(z) = xlog (W) — z + ||bef! || o, some simple

analysis permits to deduce that

IN

thus

IN

pH [f(XN)2 > k]

IN

ZPH{ >k]§cl<oo,
k>ko
for some suitably large k¢ € N. This allows to finish the proof. O

Recall the definition of 75, given in Definition 2.5.

Lemma 4.12. Let ¢y € 9 O be an open set of D¢ty such that ¢ € O and H € C'? the
solution of (4.20). Then

pert )

1 dPN} — (4.23)

hrn ]EN |:ﬂ[XN€OD le dPH
N

Proof. By the Lemma (4.11) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

1 dpy = [ dPy 2
Ef | 1xveor) 77 108 d}P’H] VPEIXN € 0 \/E —1ogdP]Hv)},

which proves (4.23) due to the Theorem 2.2, concluding the proof. O

We make now the classical connection between the rate function and the entropy between
the process of reference and the perturbed process.

Lemma 4.13. Let

H
HPYpy) & IEH[I dPN}

&ap N
be the relative entropy of PX with respect to Py. Then,
lim é—H(IP’ Py) = I(¢),

N—o00

where 1 is the (unique) solution of (2.4).
Proof. Note that
1 L dP% 1 dPy
—H (PY|Py) = lo = ———Ef|lo .
v ENPy) = oE { Edry } (N [ dpg]
Recalling the expression 4.1 for the Radon-Nikodym derivative, we get that

{N

By Lemma 4.11, {Jy(X")} is a uniformly integrable sequence (with respect to PX). Since
Ju © Yoy — R is a continuous function and P converges weakly to a delta of Dirac at v,
we conclude that

—H(]P’HUP’N) = EX [JH(XN) +O(1/N)} .

lim WH(PHWN) = Ju(¥) = 1(¥),

N —o00

by Proposition 4.8, which finishes the proof. O
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We are in position to finally prove the Proposition 2.8.

Proof of lower bound for profiles in Zg,,. Fix an openset O. Given) € ONZg,,, , there exists

H € C"? such that ¢ is solution of (2.4) and |0, H||~ < 7\/a. Denote by Py’ the probability
on the space %, given by
H N
Pﬁ’O[A] def PNLA, )](V € 0] 7
PYIXN € O]
for any A measurable subset of Z,, . Under this definition,
1 1

_ N
gNlOgPN[O] = éNlog]P’N[X € 0]

1
= —logIENl

dPy dPH
(N

Lixveol gprr gy

dPN]

(N dPH

dPy 1
= —logEN®| o | +
N BN {dPJ{I,} TN
Since O is an open set and ) € O, by the Theorem 2.2 and the Portmanteau Theorem,
liminf PE[XY ¢ O] > 1,
N —oc0

1
= - logEy [ﬂ[xNeo]

1 log PR[XN € O] . (4.24)

hence the second parcel on (4.24) converges to zero as N — oo. Since the logarithm is a
concave function, by Jensen inequality the first parcel in (4.24) is bounded from below by

1 dPy

E% |:ﬂ[XN€O] — 10g —:|
gHO| Lo, BN 1 (N dPy (4.25)

(N “° dpH PHIXN € O]
Adding and subtracting terms, we can rewrite (4.25) as
1 1 1 dPy

< — —H(PEPy) -EX|1 —log — | ¢ - 4.26
P%[XNEO}{ IN ( N| N) N[ [XNGOGJZN Ogdpg]} ( )

Again by the Theorem 2.2 and the Portmanteau Theorem, we have that PY [X" € O] goes
to one as N increases to infinity. By Lemma 4.12 the second term inside braces in (4.26)
vanishes as N — oco. Thus

o1 . 1 H _
liminf = logPn[O] > lim — = H(PY[Py) = —~I(¥),

where the last equality has been assured in Lemma 4.13. Optimizing the inequality above
over ¢ € 75+ leads us to (2.8) hence concluding the proof. O

4.4. Large deviations lower bound in the exponential case. In this section we will
assume that /(N) = e“V and 7 is a constant profile in order to obtain a full large deviations
principle. The scheme of proof here follows the same ideas of [11] and it is included here for
sake of completeness.

Definition 4.14. Denote by P55 C Pc(t) the set of all profiles ¢ : [0,T] x T — R satisfying:
*(0,)) =7() =",
o € O3,
e ) > ¢ for somee > 0.

Repeating ipsis litteris the arguments of the previous subsection, under the hypothesis
that £(N) = e we get that, given an open set O C 2([0,T],C(T)), for any ¢ € Dot N O, wWe
have that

1
iminf — > — .
lim inf IN logPN[O] > —I(%)

N—o00
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In what follows, we will say that a sequence p, € 2 ([O,T], O(']I‘)) approximates
po € 2([0,T), C(T)) if p,, converges to po in the topology of Z([0,T],C(T)) and

nl;rrgo I(pn) = I(po)-. (4.27)
To conclude the proof of the lower bound large deviations it only remains to proof that any

profile po € 2([0,T],C(T)) such that I(py) < oo can be approximated by a sequence p, €

Dpert - In the usual terminology, we have to assure that the set 7, is I-dense. In plain

words, (4.27) together with the I-density of 7.5, imply the lower bound in the Theorem 2.7.

Let us start by splitting the functional .Jy into the H-dependent part, denoted by J};, and
the part which does depend on H, denoted by J2. That is:

Th(p) = / [H(t.x)p(t.2) — H(0.2)p(0.2)) d

’ /ot/T | = pls.2) (0. H(s,2) + AH (5,) + (VH(s,))°) (4.28)

—b(p(s, :v))eH(S’””) —d(p(s, x))e_H(S’I)] dx ds,

and

J*(p) = /0 Ab(p(s,gc))—i—d(p(s,x)) dxds.

Hence we define I'(p) = supyccne Ji(p) if u(-,0) = 7(-), and I'(p) = oo otherwise, which
gives us that

I(p) = I'(p) + J*(p).
Proposition 4.15. The functional I' : 2([0,T],C(T)) — Ry U {+0c} is convex.

Proof. The functions b and d are assumed to be concave, thus J}; is a convex function, see
(4.28). Since the supremum of convex functions is a convex function, then I' is a convex
function. 0

Proposition 4.16. The rate function I : 7([0,T],C(T)) — R4 U {+oo} is a lower semi-
continuous (l.s.c.) function, that is,

liminf I(p) > I(po)

PO
for any py € 2([0,T],C(T)). Moreover, I' : 2([0,T],C(T)) — Ry U {+o0} is also lower semi-
continuous and J is continuous.

Proof. We start by noting that J};, J* : 2([0,T],C(T)) — R are continuous functionals in
the Skorohod topology (see [2]) hence they are l.s.c. Since the supremum of l.s.c. functions
is a Ls.c. function, we deduce that I' is 1.s.c. And since the sum of l.s.c. functions is a Ls.c.
function, we infer that I : 2([0,T],C(T)) — R4 U {+o0} is also a Ls.c. function. O

The next proposition tell us that time discontinuous space-time profiles play no role in the
large deviations behavior.

Proposition 4.17. If p € 2([0,T],C(T)) and p ¢ C([0,T] x T), then I(p) = +oc.

Proof. We claim first that, if f : [0, 7] — R is discontinuous at a € [0, 7] and has side limits at
a, and F,G : R — R are continuous functions, then

T T

sup {/ f(s)0sH(s)ds — / F(f(s)G(H(s)) ds} = 0. (4.29)
Hecr(o,1)) LJo 0

In fact, let H,, : [0,7] — R such that H, has support in the interval [a — 1/n? a + 1/n?],

H, € C*~(]0,T)), Hy(a) =nand 0 < H,, < n, that is, H, is close to a delta of Dirac times the

constant 1/n in the sense of Schwartz distributions.



36 T. FRANCO, L. A. GURGEL, AND B. N. B. DE LIMA

Since the L'-norm of H,, is of order 1/n, it is easy to check that

/0 F(/(5)G(Ha(s)) ds

converges as n — co. On the other hand, it is easy to check that the integral

T
/0 f(8)0sHyp(s)ds

is of order n[f(a™) — f(a™)]. These two facts imply (4.29), proving the claim. The statement
of the proposition is a then straightforward adaptation of the claim above, and details are
omitted here. U

Proposition 4.18. The set of profiles p € C([0,T] x T) such that p(0,-) =~y and p > ¢ > 0 for
some € = ¢(p) > 0 is I-dense.

Proof. If py € 2([0,T],C(T)) is such that I(py) < oo, then py(0,) = v and we known by
Proposition 4.17 that pg € C([0,7] x T). Let p, = 2 + (1 — 1)py, which converges to py as
n — oo. Since I is L.s.c., then

liminf I(pn) > I(po).

n—oo
Since J? is continuous, then
lim J%(p,) = J*(po)-

n—oo
And since I' is convex, then

1 1
limsup I(p,) < limsup —I(y)+limsup (1 —=)I(po) = I(po)-
n

n—00 n—oo N n—00

Therefore, lim,, oo I(prn) = I(po)- O

Proposition 4.19. The set of profiles p € C*°([0,T] x T) such that p(0,-) =vyand p > ¢ >0
for some ¢ = ¢(p) > 0is I-dense.

Proof. By the Proposition 4.18, it is enough to prove the I-density of the set above on the set
of profiles p € C([0,T] x T) such that p(0,-) =~ and p > & > 0 for some ¢ = £(p) > 0. Let Us :
T — R be an approximation of identity, that is, [, Vs(x)dz = 1, U5 > 0, supp(¥s) C (—0d,9),
U, is symmetric around zero and ¥ € C°(T). Denote by (¥;  p)(¢, z) the spatial convolution
of W5 with p € C([0,T],C>(T)) and note that (¥s x p)(0,z) = .

It is simple to check that ¥; * p converges to p as § \, 0. Thus, by the Proposition 4.16,

lim J(Us % p) = J(p), (4.30)

and
liminf I'(Ts % p) > I'(p).
6—0

On the other hand, since I' is convex and (spatially) translation invariant, we get that
PWssp) < [ P@pUs@)dn = [ T'(o)Vsl)do = I'(o),
T T

where T, denotes the rotation of z on the torus T. Thus limsup,_,, I*(¥s * p) < I'(p), which
leads us to

lim I'(Ws % p) = I'(p). (4.31)
6—0
Putting together (4.30) and (4.31) concludes the proof. O

Proposition 4.20. The set of profiles p € C>>°([0,T] x T) such that p(0,-) =yand p > >0
for some ¢ = £(p) > 0is I-dense.
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Proof. By the Proposition 4.19, it is enough to assure the I-density on the set of profiles
p € C>=0([0,T] x T) such that p(0,-) =~ and p > & > 0 for some ¢ = £(p) > 0. Let henceforth
be p with these properties and such that I(p) < cc.

Let ¥/, € C*°(R) be a time-approximation of identity such that ¥,,, has support in
(=1/n,0) and is non-negative with integral one. We define now a suitable kind of time trans-
lation. Set, for ¢ € [0, 77,

p(s+t,x) for0<s<T—t,

oip(s; @) = {p(T, ) forT —t<s<T,

and set, for t € [-T,0],

p(s+t,x) for —t<s<T,
p(0,x) for 0 < s < —t.

oip(s,x) = {
For n € Nsuch that 1/n < T/2, let

T
pult) = [ Wit
The importance of choosing the support of ¥,,,, on (—1/n,0) is that p,(0,z) = 7. It is easy
to check that p, converges to p hence J(p,,) converges to J(p) as n — oo. By the convexity
of I' and an adaptation of [11, Prop. 3.1], we get that I'(p,) < I'(p) + <, where ¢ = ¢(p) is
a constant. This inequality and the lower semi-continuity of I' implies that lim,, ., I(p,) =
I(p), concluding the proof. O
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