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1 Introduction

1.1 The queuing network, and some notation

Customers arrive at rat® « on a network constituted oV > L > 1 infinite buffer single server
queues. Each customer is allocafedistinct queues uniformly at random and joins the shortest,
being resolved uniformly. Servers work at rgte Inter-arrival times, allocations, and services are
independent and memoryless. Hor= 1 we haveN i.i.d. M,/Mg/1/c0 queues, and fof, > 2
the interaction structure depends only on sampling fromethpirical measure af-tuples of queue
states. In statistical mechanics terminology, this systeim L-body mean-field interaction.

The proces$ X )1<;<n, whereXV (¢) denotes the length of queuat timet > 0, is Markov.
Its empirical measurg” with samples ir?(D(R.,N)) and its marginal proces&” = (X}¥)i>0
with sample paths id(R, P(N)) are given by

1 N 1 N
N _ § : vV _ E

We are interested in the tails of the distributiolig’. We consider

V= {wkken :v(0) = 1, (k) > o(k+1), lim v(k) =0} Ceo, V¥ =V %NN,
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with the uniform topology. Note that the uniform and the prodtopology coincide o). We
consider the proces®” = (R} );>o with sample paths iiD(R, V") given by

N
1
i=1

the fraction of queues at timeof length at least:.

We haveR (k) = XN ([k, <) and XN {k} = RN (k) — RN (k + 1) using the classical home-
omorphism betweef®(N) andV, which maps the subspace of probability measures with fimge
moment ontoV N ¢; corresponding to having a finite number of customers. Thensgny structure
implies thatX "V andR" are Markov processes.

The network is ergodic if and only it < £ (Theorem 5 (a) in[[112], Theorem 4.2 inl [6]). The
proofs use non-constructive ergodicity criteria, and ve& laformation and controls on the invariant
laws (stationary distributions). We study the la®yeasymptotics in the stationary regime using an
indirect approach involving ergodicity in appropriatenseent regimes and an inversion of limits for
large N and large times. Law of large numbers (LLN) results are diydanown, and we shall obtain
a functional central limit theorem (CLT).

General notation We denote by:) andég for p > 1 the subspaces of sequences vanishing aft
the classical sequence spaeggwith limit 0) and /¢, (with summablep-th power). The diagonal
matrix with successive diagonal terms given by the sequensalenoted byliag(a). When using
matrix notations, sequences vanishing are often identified with infinite column vectors indexed
by {1,2,---}. Sequence inequalities, etc., should be interpreted tesenvEmpty sums are equal
to 0 and empty products tdé. Constants such a& may vary from line to line. We denote by
go = (6%)x>1 the geometric sequence of reagon

1.2 Previous results: laws of large numbers

We relate results found in essence in Vvedenskaya €t al. @ham|[B5] extended some of these
results, and also considered the empirical measures onspatte;.”, yielding chaoticity results
(asymptotic independence of queues). (The ratasd X in [6] are replaced here by andj3.)

Consider the mappings with valuesdhgiven forv in ¢y by

Fr(0)(k) = a(v(k — )" —v(k)"), F_(0)(k) = Blo(k) —o(k+1)), k>1, (L1
andF = F; — F_ and the nonlinear differential equatian= F'(u) on)V given fort > 0 by

(k) = Fug) (k) = a(ug(k — 1)* —wp(k)") — Blue(k) —w(k +1)),  k>1. (1.2

This is the infinite system of scalar differential equati¢h®) in [12] (where the arrival rate lsand
service ratd) and (3.9) inl[6]. Note that™_ is linear.

Theorem 1.1 There exists a unique solutian= (u);> taking values inV for (L3), andu is in
C(R4, V). If ug isinV N ¢ thenu takes values iy N /.

Proof. We use Theorem 3.3 and Proposition 2.3[ih [6]. These extieithomeomorphism be-
tween P(N) with the weak topology and with the product topology. Theri{1.2) corresponds
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to a non-linear forward Kolmogorov equation for a pure jumpgess with uniformly bounded
(time-dependent) jump rates. Unigueness within the clasg®onded measures and existence of
a probability-measure valued solution are obtained usieddtal variation norm. Theorem 1 (a) in
[12] yields existence (and uniqueness)Am /;. O

Firstly, a functional LLN for initial conditions satisfygha LLN is part of Theorem 3.4 in]6] and
can be deduced from Theorem 2(in][12].

Theorem 1.2 Assume tha@RéV)NZL converges in law tayg in V. Then(RN)NZL converges in law
in D(R4, V) to the unique solutiom = (u:):>0 Starting atug for (LL2).

Secondly, the limit equatiofi.(1.2) has a globally attracstable point in V N ¢;.

Theorem 1.3 For p = o/ < 1 the equation[{T]2) has a unique stable pairit V given by

a = (a(k)kENa 'll(k‘) = p(Lk_l)/(L_l) — ka71+Lk*2+...+1’

and the solution: of (I.2) starting at any: in V N ¢; is such thalim; . u; = .

Proof. Theorem 1 (b) in[[12] yields that is globally asymptotically stable ivi N ¢;. A stable point
winV satisfiesBu(k + 1) — au(k)’ = pu(k) — au(k — 1) = ... = Bu(1) — o and converges to
0, henceu(1) = o/ andu(2), u(3), ... are successively determined uniquely. O

Lastly, a compactness-uniqueness method justifying tersion of limitslimy_, oo lims oo =
lim; .~ limy o yields a result in equilibrium. This method was used by W[A8] for the star-
shaped loss network, and is described in detail in GrahanSgsfions 9.5 and 9.7.3. The fol-
lowing functional LLN in equilibrium (Theorem 4.4 inl[6]) cabe deduced from_[12], but is not
stated there as such; it implies using uniform integrabiibunds that under the invariant laws
limy o0 E(RY (k) = (k) for k € N, a result stated in Theorem 5 (c) [n]12].

Theorem 1.4 Letp = o/ < 1 and the networks of siz& > L be in equilibrium. TheriRV) y>1,
converges in probability i)(R;, V) to a.

Note thatu(k) decays hyper-exponentially ik for L > 2 instead of the exponential decay
p* corresponding to i.i.d. queues in equilibriuth & 1). The asymptotic large queue sizes are
dramatically decreased by this simple choice.

We seek rates of convergence and confidence intervals. dime®i5 in [6] gives convergence
bounds wher{ X} (0))1<;<n are i.i.d. for the variation norm o (ID([0, 7], N¥)) using results in
Graham and Méléard][7]. This can be extended if the inkiaks satisfy a priori controls, but it is not
so in equilibrium, where on the contrary controls are olgdinsing the network evolution.

1.3 The outline of this paper

We consider the proces®’ with values inV", a solutionu = (u;);>o for (L2) in V, and the
empirical fluctuation processes" = (Z)>o with sample paths iaJ given by

ZN = NV2(RN —w),  zN =NY2RN —w). (1.3)



We are interested in particular in the stationary regimdckvidefineamplicitly the initial data: the
law of R} is the invariant law fol?" andug = .

Our main result is a functional CLT: in equilibriuttZ™) x>, converges in law to a stationary
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, which we characterize. ihiesa CLT for the marginal laws:
under the invariant law$Z¥) x>, converges to the invariant law for this Gaussian processs Th
important result seems very difficult to obtain directly. e ergodicity ofZ” for fixed N and
intricate fine studies of the long-time behavior of the noedir dynamics appearing at the lafye
limit, simply in order to prove tightness bounds {&f)") v >, under the invariant laws and ergodicity
for the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process.

Section[® introduces the main theorems, which are provedibsegjuent sections. Sectibh 3
considers arbitrary,y and R)Y and derives martingales of interest and the limit Ornstéfifenbeck
process. We consider the stationary regime whenever pedsitsimplicity, but the infinite-horizon
bounds used for the control of the invariant laws are obthomnsideringransientregimes.

We study the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process in Sedfion 4. Wea@spectral representation for the
linear operator in the drift term, and prove the existenca spectral gap. A main difficulty is that
the Hilbert space in which this operator is self-adjoinidg large enough (its norm ®o strong) for
the limit non-linear dynamical system and for the invarikts for finite V. We obtain results of
global exponential stability in appropriate Hilbert spaaewhich it isnot self-adjoint.

In Sectiorlh we prove thatis globally exponentially stable for the non-linear dyneahisystem
in appropriate Hilbert spaces. In Sectidn 6, uniformly fogke N, we obtain bounds for the processes
ZN on [0, T] using martingale properties, and then 6 uniformly for ¢ > 0 using the above
result on the dynamical system in order to iterate the boondatervals of lengtii". Bounds on the
invariant laws ofZ?V follow using ergodicity. We then prove the functional CLT &gompactness-
uniqueness method and martingale characterizations. W¢dsr the non-metrizable weak topology
on the Hilbert spaces, and use adapted tightness critetitharabove bounds.

2 The functional central limit theorem in equilibrium

In this paper we concentrate on the stationary regime, auhasthap = o/ < 1 andug = @ = u.
We leave the explicit study of transient regimes for a fasthing paper. We quickly introduce
notation and state the main results, leaving most proofiafer.

2.1 Preliminaries

For any sequence = (w(k)),>1 such thatv > 0 we define the Hilbert spaces

2
Loy(w) = {:r eRY:2(0) =0, [|2]|7, ) = Z(?) wk) =Y x(k)wk)™" < oo}

k>1 () k>1

and in matrix notatiotiz, y) 1., () = «*diag(w~')y. We consider the elements bf (w) as measures
identified with their densities with respect to the refeeenteasurev. ThenL;(w) = ¢} and ifw is
summable thetjz|; < HwH}/QHﬂCHLQ(w) and Ly (w) C £9. Using Ly(1) = £9 as a pivot space, for
boundedw we have the Gelfand triplet of Hilbert spacks(w) C €9 C La(w)* = La(w™1).

4



Lemma 2.1 If w = O(v) andv = O(w) then theLy(v) and Lo (w) norms are equivalent.

Proof. This follows from obvious computations. O

We give a refined existence result {iz2). We recall thayy = (6%)x>1.

Theorem 2.2 Letw > 0 be such that there exists> 0 andd > 0 with
cw(k+1) <w(k) <dw(k+1), k>1.

Then inV N Ly(w) the mappingsF, Fy and F_ are Lipschitz for theLy(w) norm and there is
existence and uniqueness for{1.2). The assumptions amtus@ns hold forw = gy for 6 > 0.
Proof. The identityz” — y* = (z — y)(zX~1 + 252y + - + yL71) yields
(u(k — 1) = vk — 1)) w(k) ™ < (ulk — 1) — v(k — 1)) L2dw(k — 1),
(ulk) = v(k)E)" (k)™ < (k) = v(k)” Lw(k) ™",
(u(k +1) — vk + 1)) wk)™ < (wk+1)—vk+1)? ¢ wk+1)"",

IA

hence we have the Lipschitz bounig, (u) — F+(v)\|%2(w) < 22L2%(d + 1)|lu — “||2L2(w) and
|F_(u) — F_ (U)H%Q(w) < 28%(c7t 4+ 1)||u — T)H%Q(w) and existence and uniqueness follows by a
classical Cauchy-Lipschitz method. We have0*! < g% < =19+ for k > 1. 0
2.2 The Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
We consider the linear operattir: = € ¢} — Kx € ¢ given by
Kz(k) = aLa(k — 1)* ok — 1) — (aLa(k)"™" + B) x(k) + Ba(k + 1)
= BLo" a(k = 1) - (BLo™ + B) w(k) + Bak+1), k21, @D

which we identify with its infinite matrix in the canonical &ia(0,1,0,0...),(0,0,1,0...),...

— (BLp" + ) 8 0 0
Lot —(BLo" +5) 8 0
K = 0 Lo = (BLp" 4+ B) 8 | 2
0 0 BLp" — (8Lo"" +8)

used identifying the sequenee= (0,z(1),z(2),...) with its coordinates in the canonical basis
(z(1),z(2),...) taken as a column vector.

Note thatC = A* where A is the infinitesimal generator of a sub-Markovian birth aratth
process. We shall develop this point of view and obtain atsplesiecomposition fok in Sectiorl4.P,
to which we give a few anticipated references below. Thentkecoefficients of4 given by

7= k)1,  w(k) = LA p D=0 — Rty



solve the detailed balance equatior(& + 1) = Lo x(k) with 7(1) = 1.
The linearization off(1]2) around its stable painis the linearization of the equation satisfied by
z = u — u and is given fort > 0 by the forward Kolmogorov equation
Let B = (B(k))ken be independent Brownian motions such tBd0) = 0 andvar(B;(k)) =
E(Bi(k)?) = 9(k) whered in ¢ is given by
o(k) = 28 (a(k) — a(k + 1)) = 28p 2 D/ED (1 pHy k> 1

The infinitesimal covariance matrix @ is given bydiag(v).

Theorem 2.3 The process3 is an Hilbertian Brownian motion iy (w) if and only if
S ak)wk) ™ =3 pE T E Dy (k)T < 0. (2.4)
k>1 k>1

This is true forw = 7 andw = gy for § > 0 whenL > 2 or for w = gg for 6 > p whenL = 1.

Proof. This follows from obvious computations. O

The Ornstein-Uhlenbeck proce&s= (Z(k))ren Solves the affine SDE given for> 0 by
t
Zy = Zy +/ KZ,ds + B (2.5)
0
which is a Brownian perturbation df{2.3).

Theorem 2.4 Letw > 0 be such that there exists> 0 andd > 0 with
cw(k+1) <wk) <dp P wlk+1), k>1.

(@) In Ly(w), the operatork is bounded, equatiofi{a.3) has a unique solutipe= e** 2, whereet
has a spectral representation given by{4.1), and there iguemess of solutions for the SOET2.5).
The assumptions and conclusions holddox 7 andw = gy for § > 0.

(b) In addition letw satisfy [Z#). The SDET2.5) has a unique solutir= < Zy + [ *(=%) 4B,

in Lo(w), further explicited in[[Z12). The assumptions and condsihold forw = 7 andw = gy
for & > 0 whenL > 2 or for w = gy for 6 > pwhenL = 1.

Theorem 2.5 (Spectral gap.) The operatdc€ is bounded self-adjoint iy (7). The least pointy
of the spectrum ok is such that) < v < 3. The solutionz; = e**z, for @3) in Ly(7) satisfies

2l Ly(ey < € 20l Lo ()

The Ly () norm is too strong for studying the CLT. Indee®( X} + --- + XY > Nk) <
P(XY > k) +---+P(XY > k) and since the total service rate in the system cannot exekd
by comparison with ad/,/Myg/1 queue, in equilibrium

1
E(R (k) =P(X](t) 2 k) 2 NpN’“
decreases at most exponentiallykit> 0. Further, the mapping’; is not Lipschitz in) N Lo () for
the Lo(7) norm, see Theorein 2.2 and the contrasting assumptions antlgirTheoren[Z4. We
prove global exponential stability in appropriate spaces.
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Theorem 2.6 Let0 < # < 1 whenL > 2or p < 8 < 1whenL = 1. There existsy > 0 andCy <
oo such that the solution, = "'z, for @3) in Ly (gy) satisfies| 2|, ) < € " Coll20/ 1.5 (gy)-

We deduce exponential ergodicity for the Ornstein-UhleRlygrocess, valid for any satisfying
the conclusions of Theoreris 2.4 2.6.

Theorem 2.7 Letw = wor w = gy With0 < 8 < 1 whenL > 2orletw = ggwithp < 6 < 1
whenL = 1. Any solution for the SDH{Z.5) ih,(w) converges in law for large times to its unique
invariant law (exponentially fast). This law is the law ﬁ)?" e dB, which is Gaussian centered
with covariance matrixf,” e**diag(9)e" dt, further explicited in[41) and{d4). There is a unique
stationary Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process solving the SDH) (B. Lo (w).

2.3 Global exponential stability for the dynamical system ad tightness estimates

Global exponential stability of the dynamical system alosontrol of the invariant laws using the
long time behavior. We need uniformity over the state space, TheoremS2.5 &r2.6 are useless for
this purpose (except in the linear case= 1). Such a result doasot hold in Ly(7) for L > 2.

Theorem 2.8 Letp < 6 < 1 andu be the solution of{112) starting at in V N L2 (gs). There exists
Y6 > 0andCy < oo such thatlju; — |, (4, < € Cylluo — il 1, (g,)-

The following finite-horizon bounds yield tightness estiesafor the processeés, V) x>, pro-
vided the initial laws are known to satisfy similar bounds.

Lemma 2.9 For 6 > 0 andT > 0 we have

: N2 . N2
hIszlelLlpE (HZO HL2(99)> < oo = hrjgng(oilgT 12, HL2(90)> < 0.

TheoremZB is an essential ingredient in the proof of thieviehg infinite-horizon bound for the
marginal laws of the processes.

Lemma 2.10 Letp < 6 < 1whenL > 2o0r p < § < 1whenL = 1. Then

. N2 . N2
fi sup B (128 Vo) <20 = lim sup sup B (121 2 ay) < oo

This yields control of the long time limit of the marginalbgtinvariant law, which in turn will enable
us to use Lemm@a.9 to prove tightness of the processes ilibeigumn.

Lemma 2.11 Letp < 6 < 1whenL > 2 or p < # < 1 whenL = 1. Then under the invariant laws

lim su E(ZN2 )<oo.
Nsz 124 HLQ(gg)



2.4 The main result: the functional CLT in equilibrium

This result is obtained by a compactness-uniqueness methvedrefer to JakubowskL][8] for the
Skorokhod topology for the non-metrizable weak topologyrdimite-dimensional Hilbert spaces.

Theorem 2.12 Let the networks of siz& > L be in equilibrium. ForL > 2 considerLy(g,) with

its weak topology an® (R, L2 (g,)) with the corresponding Skorokhod topology. THER ) x>,
converges in law to the unique stationary Ornstein-Uhlekherocess solving the SDETR.5), which
is continuous and Gaussian, in particuléZ)’) v~ converges in law to the invariant law for this
process (see TheordmP.7). Hor= 1 the same result holds ih2(gy) for p < 6 < 1.

3 The derivation of the limit Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
Let(z)y =x(x—1)---(z—k+1) for x € R denote the Jordan or falling factorial of degfee N.
Considering[[T11), let the mappinds" andF}rV with values inc§ be given forv in ¢ by

(Nv(k —1))r = (Nv(k))L
(N)L

FN() = FN(v) — F_(v), FY () (k) = a , k>1.

The processR” is Markov onVY, and when in state has jumps in its:-th coordinate > 1, of
sizel/N atrateNF{ (r)(k) and size-1/N atrateN F_(r)(k).

Lemma 3.1 Let Y be inVY, u solve [IR) starting at in V, and Z" be given by[{113). Then
t
zN =z +/0 NY2(FN(RY) — F(us)) ds + MY (3.1)

defines an independent family of square integrable martesye/ ¥ = (MY (k))ren independent of
R} with Doob-Meyer brackets given by

<MN(I<:)>t:/0 {FY(RY)(k) + F_(RY)(K)} ds. (3.2)

Proof. This follows from a classical application of the Dynkin rfiaula. O

The first following combinatorial identity shows that it igdifferent to choose th& queues with
or without replacement at this level of precision. The sécomne is a linearization formula.

Lemma 3.2 For N > L anda in R we have

AN(CL) — (N(I)L _aL:LZ_:l(a_l)jaL_j Z il"'ij
- W j=1 1<iy<<i;<L—1 (N —i1) - (N —ij)

and AN (a) = N~1O(a) uniformly fora in [0, 1]. We haved™ (a) < 0forain {0, N~} 2N~ ... 1}.

Proof. We have




and by developing the product we obtain the first identityebtiinspection of the right-hand side of
the identity shows that™ (a) = N~'O(a) uniformly forain [0, 1]. Forain {0, N~1, 2N~1 ... 1}
the product either is composed of terms which are positicedmnot exceed or contains a term
equal to0, and hence does not exceefd O

Lemma 3.3 For N > L anda andh in R we have
L o/p
B h) = hL— L_L L—lh: L—ihi
(a,h) :=(a+h)"—a a 2-5_2 . )a

with B(a,h) = 0 for L = 1 and B(a,h) = h? for L = 2. For L > 2 we have0 < B(a,h) <
hl + (2F — L — 2) ah? for a anda + hin [0, 1].

Proof. Newton’s binomial formula yields the identity. Feranda + A in [0, 1] andL > 2

L-1
L
Bla,h) <hP 4+ <,>ah2 =ht+ (2" — L -2)ah”.
1
=2
A convexity argument yield®(a, h) > 0. O

We define the function&™~ mappingv in ¢o to GV (v) in ¢} given by
GN=FN-F=F)-F., GV)(k)=adY(w(k—-1))—aA(w(k), k>1, (3.3)
andK and H mapping(v, z) in ¢y x ¢ to K(v)z andH (v, x) in ¢} given by

K(v)z(k) = aLv(k — 1)F ek —1) — (aLo(k)2 "t + B)a(k) + Bk + 1), k>1,
H(v,z)(k) = aB(v(k —1),2(k — 1)) — aB(v(k),z(k)), k>1. (3.4)

Forv andv + z in V we may use the bounds in Lemnfas 3.2 3.3. We have
Flv4+z)—Fw)=Fy(v+z)— Fi(v)+ F_(z) =K(v)x + H(v,x). (3.5)

We derive a limit equation for the fluctuations from{3.1) 48d) using [3B),[(3]5), and Lem-
mas[3P an@33. Let solve [IT2) inV and (M (k))ren be independent real continuous centered
Gaussian martingales, determined in law by their detestiinDoob-Meyer brackets given by

(M (k) = /0 (F, (ug) (k) + F_(us) ()} ds

The processes! = (M (k))y>o and(M) = ((M(k))),y have sample paths with valuesdh and
K(uy) : z — K(uy)z are linear operators af}. The natural limit equation for the fluctuations is the
inhomogeneous affine SDE given fiok 0 by

t
7y = Zo+/ K (us)Zs ds + M .
0

We setlC = K(). Forug = u, (I) andF (@) = F_(u) yield the formulation in Section2.2.



4 Main properties of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

4.1 Proof of TheoremZh
Considering[[Z11) and convexity bounds we have

1212y = B2 (Lo™ 20k = 1) = (L + 1)2(k) + 2(k + 1))2 w(k)™!
k>1

< B2(2L +2) (L ST k= D)2wk) T+ LY 2 (k)P w(k)
k>1 k>1

+ z2(k)?w(k) T+ a(k+ 1)2w(k)—1>

k>1 k>1

< B%(2L +2) <Ldz 2(k = 12wk — 1) 4+ (Lp*" + 1)) 2(k)*w(k) ™!
k>2 k>1

4! Z 2(k+1)%w(k + 1)_1>
k>1

< B22L+2) (Lp*" + Ld + ¢ + 1) |12l ) -
The Gronwall Lemma yields uniqueness. kor 1 we have
(Lp") 'k +1) < 7(k) = (Lp") Mk +1) < L5 w(k + 1),
9~ lpk+! < gk < 9—1pr—2Lk9k+1.

WhenB is an Hilbertian Brownian motion, the formula faris well-defined and solves the equation.

4.2 Arelated birth and death process, and the spectral decoposition

Considering [[Z2),A = K* is the infinitesimal generator of the sub-Markovian birthd ateath

process on the irreducible clagk 2, . ..) with birth rates\, = BLka and death rateg;, = S for

k > 1 (killed at ratei; = S at statel). The process is well-defined since the rates are bounded.
Karlin and McGregori]1d, 11] give a spectral decompositionsiuch processes, used by Callaert

and Keilson[[1[ 2] and van Doornl[3] to study exponential €igity properties. The state space in

these works ig0, 1,2, .. .), possibly extended by an absorbing barrier or graveyatd ata-1. We

consider(1,2,...) and adapt their notations to this simple shift.

The potential coefficients[([10] eq. (2.2)] [3] eq. (2.10%8 given by
A A A L e
M2 e
and solve the detailed balance equatipps7(k + 1) = A7 (k) with 7(1) = 1.

The equationAQ(z) = —xQ(z) for an eigenvecto)(z) = (Qn(z))n>1 of eigenvalue—z
yields \1Qa(z) = (M + p1 — 2)@Q1(z) and A, Qn11(x) = (A + i — 2)Qn(x) — n@Qpn—1(x) for
n > 2. With the natural conventio, = 0 and choice); = 1, we obtain inductivelyQ),, as the
polynomial of degree: — 1 satisfying

—2Qn(x) = BQn-1(z) = (BLP"" + B) Qu(x) + BLP™ Quia(z), n>1.
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These recursions correspond[tol[10] eq. (2.1) ahd [3] efj5]2As stated there, such a sequence of
polynomials is orthogonal with respect to a probability swea: on R and

/OO Qi(@)? (da) = m(i) ", /OO Qu(@)Qi(x) b(dz) =0, i, j>1, %7,
0 0

or in matrix notation[;* Q(z)Q(z)* ¥ (dx) = diag(z ).

Let P, = (p(4,4)):j>1 denote the sub-stochastic transition matrix for The adjoint matrix
Py is the fundamental solution for the forward Kolmogorov dpraz; = A*z; = Kz. The
representation formula of Karlin and McGregbrl[LO} 11] (€e€) and (2.18) in[|3]) yields

= Py = (p; (i, §))ij>1 p;(4,7) = pe(J, 1) = 7(3) /OOO e Qi(2)Qj(x) Y(dx), (4.1)

or in matrix notatiore™ = diag(m) [;° e "'Q(z)Q ()" ¢ (dz).
The probability measure is called the spectral measure, its supgois called the spectrum,

and we sety = min S. The Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process in Theofen 2.4 (b) andweiant law
and its covariance matrix in Theorefnsl2.7 Bnd2.12 can beeswrit

Z; = diag(m) /S e "Q(z)* (Zo-i- /O e st> Q(z)p(dz), (4.2)
o Kt T T * ooe—:ct T T
[ e an = dsm) [ (Q( "/ dBt) Qi) () (4.3)
|7 ing()eX it = dingr) [ HETEDI) )y () (). (49

4.3 The spectral gap, exponential stability, and ergodicjt

Proof of Theoreri Z15The potential coefficientér(k))x,>1 solve the detailed balance equations for
A and hencél = A* is self-adjoint inLy(7).

For the spectral gap, we follow Van Dooir [3], Section 2.3eDinthogonality properties imply
that forn > 1, Q, hasn — 1 distinct zero9) < z,1 < ... < Tpp—1 SUCh thatr,, 11 < zp; <
Tpy1,i+1 for 1 <4 < n—1. Hence; = limy, o0 i > 0 €Xists,§; < &1, ando = lim; 0 &;
exists in[0, oo]. Theorem 5.1 in[[3] establishes that> 0 if and only if o > 0, Theorem 5.3 (i) in
[3] thato = 8 > 0, and Theorem 3.3 il [3] that = & < o. (Estimatingg; is impractical.)

For the exponential stability, we havye:||7, ., = (e’Ctzo,e’Ctzo)b(w). The fact thate®* is
self-adjoint inLy(7) and the spectral representatién{4.1) yield

(20,0 20) 1,y = (20, 20) 1, ) = /Se‘mzé (2)Q()" 20 v(dx)

IN

e 2 /S 2Q()Q(x)* 20 Y(dx) = ¢ (20, 20) 1y () -
We refer to Callaert and Keilsoh![2] Section 10 for relatesuits.

Proof of Theorenl 216 (non self-adjoint caséf)is similar to and simpler than the proof for Theo-
rem[ZB in the interactive cade> 2, and we wait till that point to give it.

Proof of Theorer Z17We use the uniqueness result and explicit formulaZan Theoren 2}, and
TheorenZFb dr216.
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5 Exponential stability for the nonlinear system

5.1 Some comparison results

Considering[BB)K = K(u) and F(a) = 0, if w is a solution of [TR) inV starting atu, then
y = u — 4 IS a solution to the recentered equation startinghat vy — @ given by

gu(k) = Kyu(k) + H (i, yr) (k)
= L™ "yu(k — 1) + aB(a(k — 1),y (k — 1))
— (BLo™ k) + aB(@(k),ua (k) + Bya(k)) + Bye(k + 1), k=1, (G.1)
and ifug isin YV N ¢y thenw isin V N ¢; and hencey is in 6‘1) and fork > 1
9u(k) + ik + 1)+ = BLY yu(k — 1) + aB(a(k — 1),y (k — 1)) — By(k) . (5.2)

Reciprocally, ify is a solution to the recentered equatibnl(5.1) starting, auch thaty, + @ is in
V, thenu = y + @ is a solution of [[LR) inV starting atug = yo + u. Then—u < y < 1 -« and
—1 <y < 1. Foryg +@inVN¢; we havey in 2.

Lemma 5.1 Letu andv be two solutions foll{T12) i such thatug < vg. Thenu; < v fort > 0.
Letyo + u be inV andy solve [&1). Ifyy > 0theny; > 0 and ifyy < 0 theny, < 0fort > 0.

Proof. Lemma 6 in[[12] yields the result fof (1.2) (the proof writtéor L = 2 is valid for L > 1).
The result for[[211) follows by consideration of the solaSa, = y + @ anda for (L2). O

We shall compare solutions of the nonlinear equafiod (5hdl)af certain linear equations.

Lemma 5.2 Let A be the generator of the sub-Markovian birth and death precegh birth rate
A, > 0 and death rates at k > 1. Letsup,, A, < co. In ¢ the linear operator

A x(k) = Meaz(k — 1) = g + B)z(k) + Br(k+1),  k>1,

is bounded and there exists a unique= (z:):>0 given byz; = e“‘i*tzo solving the forward Kol-
mogorov equatiore = A%z If zo > 0thenz > 0andifzg < O0thenz < 0. Fork > 1,
k) + 2 (k+1) 4+ = M_1z(k — 1) — Bz (k).

Proof. The operator norm iff) of A* is bounded b(sup;, Ax+/3), hence existence and uniqueness.
Uniqueness and linearity imply thatif = 0 thenz, = 0 and else ifzy > 0 thenz||zo||; " is the
instantaneous law of the process startingydito||; ' and hence, > 0. If 2o < 0 then—z solves the
equation starting atzg > 0 and hence-z; > 0. O

Lemma5.3 LetL > 2 andy = (y;)+>0 solve [R1) withy, + @ in V N ¢;. Under the assumptions of
Lemmd&PR, let = (z;);>0 solvez = A*z with z in (9 andh = (hy);>0 be given by

h=(h(E)s1,  hk)=z(k) +2(k+1)+-- — (yk) +ylk+1)+---).

() Let), > BLpE" + a(l+ (2L — L —2)a(k)) for k > 1,y > 0, andhg > 0. Thenh; > 0 for
t>0.

(b) Let\, > BLpY" for k > 1, o < 0, andhg < 0. Thenh, < 0 for ¢ > 0.

12



Proof. We prove (a). Foe > 0 let A* correspond to\; = A, + . The operator norm i
of A* — A* is bounded by2e, hencelim, etz = z in[‘f and we may assume thaj, >
BLPY +a(1+ (2% — L —2) a(k)) for k > 1. Sincez, = ¢!z, depends continuously o in
¢ we may assumeg > 0.

Letr =inf{t > 0: {k > 1: h(k) = 0} # 0} be the first time wheh(k) = 0 for somek > 1.
Thent > 0 and if 7 = oo the proof is ended. Else, Lemiials.2 andl(5.2) yield

he(k) = Ap—1yr(k — 1) = BLE™ "yr(k — 1) — aB(a(k — 1), y-(k — 1))
+ M1 (2 (k= 1) = yr(k = 1) = Bl (k) — yr (k).
Lemmd®&ll yieldg) > 0 and Lemm&3]3 ang < 1 yield
B(ia(k —1),y(k — 1)) < y(k — 1l + (28 - L - 2) a(k — 1)y(k — 1)
<(1+@2F-L-2)a(k—1))ylk

hencelv_1y(k — 1) — BLpY" "y(k — 1) — aB(i(k — 1), y(k — 1)) > 0 with equality only when
y(k—1)=0.Forkin K ={k>1:h.(k) =0} # 0 we have

z2:(k=1)—y(k—=1)=h(k—=1) >0, 2z (k) —y-(k)=—-h(k+1)<0,
with equality if only if k — 1 is in KU {0} andk + 1 is in K. Henceh, (k) > 0. Moreoverh, (k) > 0
fort < 7 andh, (k) = 0 imply h.(k) < 0, henceh, (k) = 0, and the above signs and equality cases
yield thatz, (k — 1) = y,(k — 1) = 0andk — 1is in K U {0} andk + 1 is in K. By induction
2:(1) = y-(i) = 0 for i > 1 which impliesz; = y, = 0 fort > .

The proof for (b) is similar and involves obvious changesighsWe may assumgy, > BLka
which suffices to conclude since Lemmal3.3 yielglgi(k — 1), y(k — 1)) > 0. O

Lemma 5.4 For any0 < 6 < 1 there exists\y < oo such that forz in La(gp) C £
[(@(k) +2(k+ 1)+ D>l 1, ) < Koll#l Lo (g5)

Proof. Using a classical convexity inequality

k>1
< n(ek)? +ak+1)2+ -+ alb+n—22+ @k +n—1) +a(k+n)+-)%) 0"
k>1
Sn(l4+0+-+0"2)> w20+ 00" (wk) +ak+ 1)+ )20
k>1 k>1
We taken large enough thatd" ! < 1andK? = (1 —no"1)~"In(l1 — " 1)(1 - 0)~ L. O

5.2 Proofs of Theorem$ 218 anH216

Proof of Theorenl 218 fol. > 2. Letug be inV N La(gp). Thenu, = min{ug, @} anduf =
max{ug,u} are inV N Lay(gg). Theoren{ZR yields that the corresponding solutionsandu™ for
(2) are inV N La(gg). Lemmd&1l yields that, < u; < u;” andu, < @ < w; fort > 0. Then

y=u-—1u, y+:u+—ﬂ20, Yy =u —u<0,

13



solve [51), and termwise
lyol = max{yy, —yo }, |y <max{y,—y;}, t>0. (5.3)
We consider the birth and death process with generdtdefined in Lemmg&35]2 with
j\k:max{ﬁLka—l—a(l—l—(ZL—L—Q) &(l{:)),ﬁ@} , kE>1,

which satisfies the assumptions of Lemimd 5.3 (a) and (b). \Werpethe same spectral study as in
Sectiong 4P arld4.3, all notions being similar and denosatya hat.

Forp < 6 < 1 we havea < 6 and hence\,, is equivalent tq69 for large k, hence Theo-
rem 5.3 (i) in [3] yields that < 4 <6 = (VB — VB ) =pB(1- \/_) , and moreover

k—1
081 < (k) = 0F [ max {07 Lp™ + 07 p(1 4 (28 — L~ 2) a(k)) .1}

and the product converges using simple criteria. Hehde = O(6*) and#* = O(#(k)) and
LemmdZ1l yields that there exists> 0 andd > 0 such that || ||, z) < || [l 22(g6) < Al [l 22(5)
The version of Theorel 3.5 for the the above process yieltsfth solvesz = A*z in Ls(gg) then

2]l (g0) < dll2tlLaa) < €V d|20]| Lo(a) < € ed|20] 1o (gy) -
Hence ifz* solvesz™ = A*z* starting atzj” = y7 > 0 then Lemm&5I3 (a) and Lemifials.4 yield

19 1 Latge) < (" (B) + " (B + 1) + - )izl La(g)
< Gz (k) + 2" (k4 1) + - Jiez1ll2a(90)

< Kollz | 1y(00) < € edKollyg Nl 12(g0)

and similarly ifz~ solvesz~ = A*z~ starting atz; =y, < 0then Lemm&X}l3 (b) and Lemrhab.4
yield [|y; 111,59 < € edKgllyg || 1, (gy)- We Setyy = 4 andCy = cdKy. Considering[[B13),

2 2 —112 —2 2
19617 (g0) < 192 175 00) + 192 17060 < €727 C <||yo 17 (90) + 190 1Z540) )

and we complete the proof by remarking that o> 1, eitheryar(k:) = yo(k) andy, (k) = 0 or
yo (k) = yo(k) andyg (k) = 0, and hencdiyg |7, ,,)

||L2(ge HyOHL2 99

Proof of Theoreni 216 and of Theoréml2.8 for= 1. The linearization[{Z]3) of Equatioh(1.2) is
obtained from Equatioi.{3.1) by replacing the nonlineacfioms B and H by 0, and coincides with
&) for L = 1. Likewise, the equation fof{2.3) corresponding[fal(5.X)ksained by omitting the
termaB(u(k — 1),y:(k — 1)). We obtain a result for the linear equatidn_{2.3) correspundo
Lemmd®&.B (a) and (b) under the sole assumpiipnz ,BL,oLk for k > 1. The proof proceeds as for
Theoren{ZB for. > 2 with the difference thad;, = max { 3Lp"", 36}. We have)\,, equal o0
for largek for 0 < # < 1whenL > 2 and forp < 6 < 1whenL = 1.
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6 Tightness estimates and the functional central limit thecem

6.1 Finite horizon bounds for the process: proof of Lemma_219
We use LemmB3 1. Consideridg(3.1) ahd](3.3),
z)N =z + M} + N'/? /Ot GN(RY)ds + /(:Nl/2 (F(RY) — F(u))ds (6.1)
where Lemm&33]2 yields that
GY(RY)(K) = a(AY(RY (k — 1)) = AN(R{(K))) = NT'O (R (k — 1) + R (K))
and hence for som& < co
16 Ry < N (B 62)

where
1B N 1o < 1l + N 72128 - (6.3)

The mappingF being Lipschitz (Theorefid.2), the Gronwall Lemma yieldst flor someK; < co

N
50 128 gy < K (128 s 550, [0+ 2 Wl )

We conclude using the Doob inequalitf, 3.4}, 13.3), therusu[6.2) and[{Gl3), and (see Theo-
remZ2)
| P+ (RY) + F_(RY) M ae) < KHR;VHLQ(%). (6.4)

6.2 Infinite horizon bounds for the marginals: proof of LemmaZ.10

Let Uy, (v) be the solution off(1]2) at timk > 0 with initial valuev in V, in particulara = Uy, (a),
andzl, = NY2 (RN, — Up(RY)) forto > 0. We haveZ},, = Z), + N'/2 (U,(RY) — @)
and Theoreri 218 yields that

12848l ) < 128 gy + €™ o122 - ©5)

The conditional law of Z; h)h>0 given R}y = r is the law of ZVV started withR} = uo = r,
the empirical fluctuation process centered6fr) and starting a0. We reason as in Sectign b.1,
using additionally[[€J5) on the bound(b.3) with= ¢y + h. We obtain that for som& < co

OEEETH to,hHL2 )<KT<N_109H HL2 (90 +OEUP [ M5 45— Mt]oVHLQ(go)JFN_l/QHﬂHLQ(gg))
and then that for somér < cowe havefol0 < A < T
B (|12l a) < Lr + 200N PGB (|ZY]5,,) . ©8)

We fix T' large enough foBe =277 (C3 < e < 1. Uniformly for N > Kre?T, form € N

B (1287l 5s00y) < 2+ B (125207 000))
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and by induction

2 Lt
B (1 253) < LTZeJ B (12 ) < T + B (12 )

and [6.8) yields

s0p B (120 7,0)) < Lo +8C3B (12011 3,14,) -

0<h<T
2
(1231) )

6.3 Bounds on the invariant laws: proof of Lemma 2.1l

hence

N2 o Lr
StSISE(”Zt [raten)) < Lt +8C3 <1_

Ergodicity and the Fatou Lemma yield that #6f distributed according to the invariant law
B (HZOAO[Hiz(ge)) = lirthiOnfE (HZtNHflz(ge)) = iggE (HZgVHflz(ge))
and considering LemnfaZ]10 the proof will be complete as ssome show that we can chooRg’
in VN such that
hI;fl>Sl£pE (HZ(])VH;(QGO < 0. (6.7)
We considerl, > 2, the casd. = 1 being similar. LetR) = (R} (k))ren With
RY (k) =iN"! for —(2N) ' <a(k)—iN"'<(@2N)', ie{0,1,...,N},
and
k(N) =inf{k > 1: R)'(k) = 0} = inf{k > 1:a(k) < (2N)"'}.
Sinceforr > 0and0 <y <1
y = pE" =D/ o g —log (1 + (L — 1) logy/log p) / log L
& 07" = (1+ (L —1)logy/log p)~lee?/ls L
we havek(N) = inf {k € N: k >log (1+ (L —1)log ((2N)~!) /log p) /log L}. Then

N)l

128 2y = ¥ RN Z
=1 k>k(N

o

N N2k L 07F) gl 1 ~log/log L
N Y (R (k) —a(k))” 07" < (4N) 9_1—_1:0(]\7 (log N)~log0/los L)

and for large enoughV (and hencéc(N))

N Y akpPeh =N Y DDk

E>k(N) kE>k(N)
= Np2(L’“(N)—1)/(L—1) Z p2(L’“—L’“(N))/(L—1)9—k
k>k(N)
-1 Z 2L’“(N)(Lj—l)/(L—l)g—(j+k(N))
= P
Jj=0
-1 Z LEN) (LI —1)/(L—1) _ -1
p =o(N).
Jj=0
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Hence [E) holds and the proof is complete.

6.4 The functional CLT: Proof of Theorem[Z12

LemmaZIll and the Markov inequality imply that in equilimi (Z}¥) x>, is asymptotically tight
for the weak topology of.»(g,), for which all bounded sets are relatively compact. We atersa
subsequence df > L. Let(XV;),>; denote a further subsequence such tlZ@A{j)jzl converges in
law to some square-integrabf® in L»(g,). We decompose the rest of the proof in three steps.

Step 1 We prove that{ Z™i),>; is tight in D(R., L2(g,)) with the Skorokhod topology, where
L»(g,) is considered with its non-metrizable weak topology. Thepact subsets of,(g,) are
metrizable and hence Polish, a fact yielding tightneseriait We easily deduce from Theorem 4.6
and 3.1 in Jakubowski[8], which considers completely ragtlausdorff spaces (Tychonoff spaces)
of which Ly(g,) with its weak topology is an example, that a sufficient candits that

1. For each’ > 0 ande > 0 there is a (weakly) compact subd€i- . of Lo(g,) such that

P (z% eD(0,T),Kr.)) >1—¢,  j>1. (6.8)
2. For eachl > 1, thed-dimensional process¢&”i(1),...,Z"i(d));>; are tight.

LemmdZTll implies that the assumptions of Lenimh 2.9 holdl {&&) follows considering the
Markov inequality. We usd{8.1) (derived frofn(8.1)) afid¥3.and the bound$(8.2) (6.3) and
©3). The uniform bounds in LemniaP.9 and the fact that(k) has jumps of sizeV—1/2 imply
classically that(Z™i(1),...,Z%i(d));>1 is tight, see for instance Ethier-Kurtzl [4] Theorem 4.1
p. 354 or Joffe-Métivier[]9] Proposition 3.2.3 and theiopfs.

Step 2 The tightness result fqz7) ;> implies it converges in law along some further subsequence
to someZ>° with initial law given by the law ofZ§5°. Considering[(3]5), we have ib{6.1)

NY2 (F(RN)(k) — F(i)(k)) = KZN + N'V2H (u N-12ZN ) . (6.9)

We likewise consider{312). We use again the boufidd (6.23) éhd [E14), the uniform bounds in
LemmdZ®, and additionall{ (3.4) and Lemind 3.3. We deducerbgrtingale characterization that
Z* has the law of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process unique salitir (Z3) inLy(g,) starting at
Zg°, see Theorefn2.4. The drift vector is given by the limit faflj3and [&1L) considering(8.9), and
the diffusion matrix by the limit for[(3]2). See for instanE¢hier-Kurtz [4] Theorem 4.1 p. 354 or
Joffe-Métivier [9] Theorem 3.3.1 and their proofs for dista

Step 3 The limit in law of a sequence of stationary processes sty (see Ethier-Kurtz [4]
p. 131, Lemma 7.7 and Theorem 7.8). Hence the lavZ®f is the unique law of the stationary
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process given by (2.5), see The@reln \®/& deduce that from every subse-
quence we can extract a further subsequence convergingvitoléhis process. HenceZ ™) x>,
converges in law to this process.
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