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Equilibrium moderate deviations for
occupation times of SSEP on regula trees
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Abstract: In this paper, we are concerned with the symmetric simple exclusion process on
the regula tree T¢ for d > 2. Our main result gives moderate deviation principles of occu-
pation times of the process starting from an invariant product measure. Two replacement
lemmas play key roles in the proof of our main result. To obtain these replacement lemmas,
we utilize duality relationships between the symmetric exclusion process and two types of

random walks on T% and (Td)2 respectively.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The model

In this paper, we are concerned with the symmetric simple exclusion process (SSEP) on a
regular tree T¢ with d > 2, where each vertex has d 4+ 1 neighbors. For later use, for any
z,y € T?, we write 2 ~ y when they are neighbors with each other. The SSEP {nihi>0 is a

continuous-time Markov process with state space {0, 1}Td, i.e., each vertex on T? is occupied
by a particle or vacant. The generator £ of {n;}+>0 is given by

Lim =5 3 3 o)~ i) (11)

zeTd y:y~w
for any n € {0, I}Td and f from T¢ to R depending on finite coordinates, where

n(z) if z#£x and z # y,
7 (z) = {nly) itz =,
n(z) ifz=uy.

According to the definition of £, in the SSEP, all particles perform simple random walks on
T<, where a particle jumps from a vertex x to each neighbor y of = at rate 1. However, any
jump to an occupied vertex is suppressed, since on each vertex there is at most one particle.
For a detailed survey of the exclusion process, see Chapter 8 of [14] and Part III of [15].
For given 0 < p < 1, we denote by v, the product measure on T¢ under which {n(z)},crd

are independent and
vp(n(z) =1) =p=1-w, (n(z) =0)
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for all z € T¢. We denote by IP,, the probability measure of the SSEP {n;};>0 starting from
vp. We denote by E, the expectation with respect to P, . According to the definition of
L, it is easy to check that

/ f(m)Lg(n)vp(dn) = / g(mLf(n)vp(n) (1.2)

for any f, g from {0, 1}Td to R depending on finite coordinates. As a result, v, is a reversible
measure of the SSEP {1, },>¢. In this paper, we investigate the moderate deviation principle
of the occupation time of the SSEP starting from v,. For mathematical details, see Section

1.2 Duality relationships

For later use, in this section we recall the duality relationship between SSEP and random
walks. We denote by {V;};>0 the continuous-time simple random walk on T¢ with generator

Q; given by
Qh(x) = 3 (hy) - b))

yry~x

for any € T¢ and bounded h from T? to R. For any ¢ > 0 and z,z € T¢, we denote by
pt(x, z) the probability IP’(V} = z’Vo = :C) We write V; as V¥ when Vy = z. We denote by
{Y;}+>0 the continuous-time random walk on

2 2
Y= (T%)"\ {(y,w) € (T :y= w}
with generator €5 given by

Dg(a,z) = Y Q2), (y,w)) (9(y w) — g(x,2))

(y,w)eY
for any (x,z) € Y and bounded g from T? to R, where

ifxydz,y~xandw=z,
ifxydz,y=xand w~ z,
ifx~zy=zand w=x,
ifx~zy~xy#zand w=z,
ifx~zw~zw#zandy =z,
else.

Q ((ZE, Z)v (ya w)) -

O =

For k = 1,2, we denote by Y;(k) the kth component of Y;. According to the expression
of Q(+,+), {Yi(1)}i>0 and {Y;(2)}+>0 perform independent simple random walks on T¢ ex-
cept that they exchange positions with each other at rate 1 when they are neighbors to
avoid collision. For any (z,z2),(y,w) € Y, we denote by ¢; ((x, 2), (y,w)) the probability
P (Vi = (y,w)[Yo = (z, 2)).

For any n € {0, 1}Td, we denote by IP,, the probability measure of the SSEP starting from
n and by E, the expectation with respect to P,,. We have the following duality relationship.

Lemma 1.1. For anyt >0, hy from {0,1} to R, hy from {0,1}? to R and z,y € T? such
that x # vy,
Eyhi (ni(2)) = Bha(n(V")) = > pi(w, 2)ha (n(2)) (1.3)

z€Td



and

Eyha(m (@), m(y) = Ehs (n (.0 (1)) 0 (v 2)))
(1.4)

Yo al(@y), (zw) he (n(z),n(w)).

(z,w)eY

Proof of Lemma [l We only prove Equation (I4) since Equation (L3) follows from a
similar analysis. For any (x,y) € Y, we supplementarily define

> Q ((z,y), (z,w)) .
(2w):(2,0) ()

Q ((‘Tv y)? (J,',y)) - -

For any ¢t > 0 and =,y € Y, we define
Hi(z,y) = Epha (), 1:(y)) -

According to the definition of £ and Kolmogorov-Chapman Equation, if x 7 y, then

& Hiry) = 3 (Bt (a1 ~ By (o)) )

+ 3 (Bahe ml@)me(w) = Eghs (m(@). () )-

wiw~y

If x ~ gy, then
d
_Ht(xvy)

dt
= Epha (n:(y), m(x)) — Epha (ne(2), 7 (y))

Y (Eohe (@) m®) — Egha (i) mw)) )

Zi2NT,ZFY

Y

WIwWNY, WHEL

H; = QH; and hence Equation (4] holds according to the initial condition

By ha (0(2), 1)) = Byhz (0 (), () )-

In conclusion, %
where Hy(z,w) = ha (n(z),n(w)) for all (z,w) € Y.
|

1.3 Occupation times
In this subsection we recall the definition of occupation times. For any 2 € T¢ and ¢t > 0,

the occupation time X7 of {ns}o<s<; on x is defined as

¢
Xf:/ ns(x)ds.
0

For any 0 < p < 1, by Equations ([2]), we have
Py, (m(z) =1)=p

for all € T¢ and ¢t > 0. Hence, when {n;};>¢ starts from v, the centered occupation time

&F on x is naturally defined as

& = / (ns(a) — p) ds.



Since 1980s, limit theorems of occupation times of SSEP are popular research topics. Ref-
erence [7] investigates central limit theorems of occupation times of SSEP on lattices Z<.

It is shown in [7] that, when d > 1 and the SSEP on Z? starts from v, (lattice version),
there exists n; = ny(d) such that n%{f (lattice version) converges weakly to some Gaussian

random variable £ as t — 4o00. In detail, n; performs following dimension-dependent phase
transition. For d > 1,

t3/4 ifd=1,
n(d) = < Vtlogt if d =2,
t1/2 if d > 3.

Large and moderate deviations are also discussed for lattice version X[. Reference [11]
proves the large deviation principle (LDP) of the occupation time of the SSEP on Z? for
d > 3. The d = 2 case is dealt with in [I2]. Reference [6] proves a deviation inequality
for the SSEP on Z?. As an application of this deviation inequality, the moderate deviation
principle (MDP) of additive functions of SSEP on Z? is given, including the MDP of the
occupation time as a special case.

Inspired by [6], in this paper we give MDPs of the T? version centered occupation time 7.
The proof of our main results relies heavily on the duality relationship given in Subsection
For mathematical details, see Section 2l

Since 1980s, limit theorems of occupation times are also discussed for other interact-
ing particle systems such as voter models, contact processes, branching Brownian motion,
branching random walks, branching a-stable processes, binary contact path processes. Read-

ers interested in this topic could resort to References [THALTOLT3LT6LI7,T9).

2 Main results

In this section, we give our main results. From now on, we assume that p is a fixed parameter
in (0,1) and d > 2. We further assume that the SSEP {n,};>0 starts from v,. Then, for any

x € T¢, the centered occupation time &7 is defined as in Section [ i.e.,

& = / (na(2) — p)ds.

For later use, we first introduce some notations. For any z,y € T?, we denote by D(z,v)
the distance between x and y, i.e., D(z,y) = [ when and only when there is a self-avoiding
path x = xo ~ x1 ngw...wxl:yon’IFd. For any integer m > 1 and

c=(c(1),...,c(m)" u=(u(1),...,u(d)” eR™,

where T is the transposition operator, we denote by ¢ - u the inner product of ¢ and wu, i.e.,

c-u=>Y" c(i)u(i). For any integer m > 1 and x1,...,z,, € T%, we define /\t{gﬁi}i:1 as the
random vector
X1 Tm, T
(& .. 8m) .

To give our main results, we first introduce our rate function. For any integer m > 1
and 1,..., 2, € T¢ we define

1
Itpym (u) = sup {c.u— §CTF{M}T1C} (2.1)
ceR™

for any u € R™, where F{zi};’;l is a m X m matrix such that

+oo
F{IZ}:nzl (-]7 k) = 2p(1 - p) / pS(Ija Ik)ds
0



for all 1 < 4,k < m, where {ps(-,-)}s>0 are the transition probabilities of {Vi}1>0 defined as
in Subsection Note that, for d > 2 and z,y € T9, fo ps(z,y)ds < 400 according to

the fact that D(z.g)
—D(z,y 2
pe(z,y) < (\/@ e~t(Vd-1)", (2.2)

A proof of Equation ([22]) is given in Appendix [A1]
When m = 1, for any € T% and u € R,

I (u) = sup {cu - CQ"Q} _ v (2.3)

ceR 2

where
—+oo
o? =2p(1 — p)/ ps(z, x)ds.
0
Note that o2 does not depend on the choice of x according to the spatial homogeneity of
our model. Now we give our main result.
Theorem 2.1. Let {a;}i>0 be a positive sequence such that

lim &= nm XY —o.

t——+oo t t—+oo ay

For any integer m > 1, x1,...,x, € T and closed set C C R™,
lim sup — ! logP iA{Ii};ﬂzl €C| < —inf I ym (u) (2.4)
t— 400 2 r a ¢ —  wueC {zidiz, ’ ’

For any open set O C R™,

1 rpam
hmlnf—logIP’,,p <a_tA’;{ i ¢ (’)> > _uuel(fg Ty, (u), (2.5)

t— o0 a

According to Equation ([23), we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Let {ai}1>0 be a positive sequence such that

. at .
lim — = lim — =0.
t—+oo t t—+oo ay

For any x € T¢ and u > 0,

li 1 P, (Ler>u) = u
—io0 a 08 Fvp a; >t = )T T2
Remark 2.1. Theorem [2.1] is consistent with a heuristic covariance analysis, i.e.,

ti)ir_glooCOV(\/_t ,\1[t ) T oy G, K). (2.6)

Here we give an outline of how to check Equation [26]). By Equation (L3), we have

n77t Zpth

2€74



Then, according to the Markov property of {m}i>0 and the invariance of v,, we have

lim Cov (% v % f’“) = 2/0+0° gpu(:ﬂj,z)Covup (n(zk),n(z)) du.

t—+oo

According to the definition of v,, we have Cov,, (n(zx),1(2)) = p(1 — p)liz—z,}, where 14
is the indicator function of event A. Consequently,

. oy 1og\ i
t_1i+moo Cov (W YA ) = 2p(1 —p)/o (25, k) du.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section Bl as preliminaries of the proof
of Theorem 2], we give two replacement lemmas and show that {aiﬁf}tzo are exponentially

tight. In Sections Ml and Bl we prove Equations (Z4)) and ([Z3]) respectively. Our proofs of
Equations (24) and ([24)) utilize the exponential martingale strategy introduced in [§] and
the martingale decomposition strategy introduced in [7], which apply in the SSEP on T¢ due
to the replacement lemmas and exponential tightness given in Section Bl For mathematical
details, see Sections [BHEl

3 Replacement lemmas and exponential tightness

In this section. we prove two replacement lemmas and the exponential tightness of {aitﬁf Hi>o-

To explain the motivation of our replacement lemmas, we first introduce some notations and
recall the exponential martingale strategy and the martingale decomposition strategy intro-

duced in [8] and [7] respectively. For any t > 0,7 € {0, I}Td and = € T?, we define
Gi(m) = >_ () - p)gr ),
yeTd

where
o0 o
9i (y) = / e Vips(x,y)ds.
0
Note that >,  ra g:(y) = Vt < +00. By direct calculation, it is easy to check that

£GE(n) = %Gf(n) — () - p). (3.1)

A proof of Equation ([B)) is given in Appendix[A2l The martingale decomposition strategy
considers the martingale { M!*}o<s<¢, where

M = GEn) = GE ) ~ [ £GE()du.
0
By Equation ([B1]), we have the decomposition
xT xX T 1 3 xX xr
ML = G () = Gi ) = — [ Grlm)du+ €z

Hence, to utilize the martingale M%* to investigate the limit theorem of £7, it is inevitable
to show that the term G¥(ns) — G¥(no) — % fos G7(ny)du can be neglected after proper
scaling, i.e., replaced by 0. Specific to this paper, since we are concerned with the limit
behavior of a—% logP,, (5-&F € -) and |G (n)]/a; < ;Lf — 0, it is natural for us to prove the
following conclusion, which is our first replacement lemma.



Lemma 3.1. For any e > 0,

lim sup — 1og]P’l,p ( / (Ms ds’ > e) = —o0.
t—+o0o at at\/—

In the exponential martingale strategy, it is usual to further consider the martingale

—t Az} e
:S{ i Yo<s<t for x1,..., 2 € T and ¢ = (cq, ..., cm)T € R™, where

m m at
m . Le® Py 1 6G (nu)
Ei’{IJ}JZI’C = exp a E cjGy (ns) — a ;G ( / ea "~ du p.
t 4 t 0 eTt j:1 CjGt (nu)

According to the Taylor’s expansion formula up to the second order, it is easy to check that

RO
—t

af 1 m t,z;
=exp{ - (a_ chMt

According to Lemma [3.1] aith "3 can be replaced by a%{f 9 with a super-exponentially small

error. We further require that the term (nu(z) —nu(y))2 in the above integral can be replaced
by its v,-expectation 2p(1 — p), i.e., we need to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For any z,w € T%, let
PP = 1/t S ((nu( ) — ()" — 2p(1 —p)) (97 (y) — 97 (2)) (98" (y) — 91 (2)) du.
t Jo

For any € > 0 and z,w € T¢,

li —1 P, (|97 > €) = —o0.
Jim oz log Py, (|97 2 ¢) = —oc

It is easy to check that
+oo
i Y S @0 -G W -G =2 [ pewas 62)

t——+oo
yeTd 2~y

a proof of which is given in Appendix By Lemma and Equation ([3.2), in the
—t{z; L

expression of =,

/ SN ule) =) 303 cien (97 W) — 987 (2)) (97 () — 97 (2)) du

yeTd z~vy j=1k=1

, the term

can be replaced by ; Tl"{z ym ¢ with a super-exponentially small error. With above replace-

){ J}J 1€

ment expression of =, , proofs of Equation (Z4) for compact sets and Equation (23]



for open sets follow from a routine analysis given in literatures such as References [§] and [5].
To prove Equation (Z4) for all closed sets, we need to show that {£f}:>0 are exponentially
tight, i.e., we require the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. For any x € T?,

M> = 0. (3.3)

Our proofs of Lemmas follow from the same strategy, where Lemma 7.2 in Ap-
pendix 1 of [9] and duality relationships given in Lemma [[ Tl play key roles. A detailed proof
of Lemma [31]is given in Subsection Bl Outlines of proofs of Lemmas and .3 are given
in Subsection

1
lim sup lim sup — 1OgﬂJJ (‘ —&| =
M—rtoo tstoo 07 at

3.1 The proof of Lemma [3.1]

In this subsection, we prove Lemma[3.Il For later use, we first introduce some notations and

definitions. For any t,u > 0, x € T¢ and ) € {0, 1}Td7 we denote by K7 (u,n) the expectation
E,G7(n,). We briefly write K (u,n) as K7 (u) when we emphasize that K (u, -) is a random

variable from {0, 1}Td to R. For any f from {0,1}T" to [0, +00), we call f a vp-density if
and only if [ f(n)vp(dn) = 1. We denote by ® the Direchlet form of {7, };>0, i.e.,

/ SN (P = F)? vp(d)
xeTd y~x

for any f from {0, 1}Td to R. The following lemma plays key role in the proof of Lemma
B1

Lemma 3.4. For anyt > 0 and x € T¢, under Vp,

lim K¥(u) =0 in L2

Uu—r-+00

Proof of Lemma[3.4] According to Lemma [[.T] we have
=Y puly.z —p)gi (v)- (3.4)
yeTd zeTd

Hence,

x 2 x X
E, (K@) = 3 3 30 D pulyn, 20)pu(v2, 22)97 (1) (92)Covi, (n(21),1(22))
Y1 eTa Y2 €T 2, €T4 z2€T
Since Cov,, (n(z1),n(22)) = p(1 = p)liz,=z,}, We have

]EVP(\Kf(u)\2)—p1— Y>> pulyr Apulye, 2)gf (y1)g (y2)

y1 €T yo €T 2T

=p(1=p) > > paulyrv2)g7 (v1)gi (v2)

y1 €T yo€Te

—+o0 —+o0
_ — 2= (s1+s2)
=p(1 —p)/ / e Vi Dy +so42u(T, ¥)ds1dss.
0 0

Consequently, limy o0 Ey, (‘Kf(u)f) = 0 according to Equation ([Z2]) and the proof is

complete.
O
Now we prove Lemma 311



Proof of LemmalZ 1. We only show that

t
lim su logP, G (ns)ds > e | = —o0,
t—)+oop 2 & p(CLt\/—/ n )

since limsup; , , . a% logP,, \/- fo G7(ns)ds < —e | = —oo follows from a similar analy-
t

sis. According to Markov inequality, for any 6 > 0,

1 i x —Gﬁe at9 K T
P,, <m/0 Gt(ns)d526> <e "7 Eypexp{t—%/o G; (ns)ds}.

Hence, to complete the proof, we only need to show that, for any 6 > 0,
at6‘ ¢
lim sup — log E,, exp — / Gf(ns)ds} <0. (3.5)
t—+oo tz2 Jo

According to Lemma 7.2 in Appendix 1 of [9],

ate ¢ T
E,, exp{t—§/ Gf(ns)ds} < ette,
2 Jo

where

ti= s {2 [ G -o(V/D}.

f is a vp-density t2

Therefore, to prove Equation ([33]), we only need to show that, for any 6 > 0,

Vo

at

[ s - Zow/hl <o o)

lim sup sup {

t—+oo fis a vp-density

Now we check Equation ([B.6]). For any v,-density f, according to Lemma [3.4]

/f(n)G nvp(dn) = /f £ (0,m)vp(dn)

— [ s ( / <K, n)du) vy(d)
= [ st g ot )

According to the Kolomogrov-Chapman equation, %Kf (u,n) = LK} (u,n). Then, by Equa-

tion (IEI),
[ ) K ) = / F)LET (u,m)v, ()
— 5 [ K L) + FLKE ()

: / K{ (u,n)Lf(n) + f)LKT (u,n) — LOFKT (w)(n)vp(dn)
"/ DD FOE) = FOm) (KT (™) = K (u.m) vy (dn).

z€Td Y~z



Therefore,
[ taGzmmtan =5 [ 305 (165 = 1) A2, (v (an),
z€Td y~z
where
+oo
ALy () = Ki (u,n™Y) = K{ (u, n)du.

0

Hence, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

‘/f n)vp(dn)

z€T4 y~z

_4\/ | S (Vi - Vi) wian)
sz (VFor) + VI Az ) )

2€Td Y~z

_ %,/ \// )+ /F ) ) )20, (dn). (3.7)

z€Td ?!NZ

)= VI)) (VFGrE) + VI ) A, (v, (dn)

According to the inequality (c + b)? < 2¢2 + 202,

[ 30 S2 (VE) 4 VE®) A )P )

zerUNZ
<2 [ 305 (£05) + 7)) (AL (), ). (3.8)
z€Td y~z

By Equation ([34),

+oo
/ > i) (pulw, 2) = pu(w,y)) (n(y) — n(z))du

weTd

and hence

/+OO/+OO >y <gt w1)gy (w2)

wler ’ngTd
X (pul (wlv Z) — Puy (wla y)) (puz (wQa Z) — Pus (w27 y))) duydus.

According to an analysis similar with that given in the proof of Equation ([3.2]), we have

+oo +oo
> / / (Pus (w1, 2) = Puy (w1, Y)) (Pus (w2, 2) = Puy (w2, y)) dusdus

z€Td y~z
oo

=2 Z / Puy (W1, 2) 1y, —2yduy = 2/ Duy (W1, wa)du;.

z€T4

10



Therefore,

“+00
Z Z ?<2 Z Z g; (w1)gy wz)/ DPu (w1, we)du

z€Td y~z w1 €T woeTd

—+o0 —+o0 —+o0 1
= 2/ / / 67W(51+S2)p51+52+u(l‘,I)d51d52du
0 0 0
—+oo —+oo —+oo
< 2/ / / Dsy+s5+u (T, )ds1dsadu. (3.9)
0 0 0

We denote by J; the term 2f0+oo 0+°O 0+°O Dsy+s2+u (T, ©)ds1dsadu. Note that J; < 400

according to Equation (2.2)). Since f is a v,-density,
| X S sz, vy <
z€Td y~z

According to the spatial-homogeneity of v,

[ s ovtn) = [ Fa, o)t = [ F0)(AZ, 02

As a result,
/Z S (FOrF) + F) ) (A2, () 2wy (dn) < 21,

z€Td y~z

Then, by Equation ([B.8]), we have

} / f(n)Gf(n)Vp(dn)‘ NGNS

Consequently, for any v,-density f,

2 [ atwsmin - Sow/n < LoV - &
§sup{%\/jlb—b2}=%.

beER

Since lim;_, | o 4] L =0, Equation (3.6]) holds and the proof is complete.

3.2 Proofs of Lemma [3.2] and 3.3

In this subsection, we prove Lemmas [3.1] and To avoid repeating many details similar
with those in the proof of Lemma Bl we only give outlines. The following lemma is an
analogue of Lemma [3.4] and plays key role in the proof of Lemma

Lemma 3.5. For any (z,w) € Y,t > 0,u >0 and n € {0, 1}Td, let
X, w 2 €T €T w w
U (u,n) =By Y Z( m(2) = nu(y))” = 2p(1 —p)) (97 () = 9£(2)) (98" (y) — 9" (2)) -
yeTd 2~y
Under vy,

lim U7 (u) =0 in L2

u——+00

11



AL, W

The outline of the proof of Lemma [ For simplicity, we denote by g; ", the term

(97 () — 97 (2)) (95" (y) — 9 (2)) -
According to Equation (),
Uy () ZZ} z):eyq“( v 2), (0.1)) () = n(r) = 2p(1 = p) )37 (3.10)
Hence, : "
EW(WWF)
-YE, H ( (200, i) ) ( (w3 = () = 2p(1 = >)gf;:’zl>

where the sum is over y1,y2 € T, 21 ~ y1,22 ~ Y2, (v1,71) € Y, (v2,72) € Y. According to
the definition of v,, we have

) <qu(<yz-,zz—>,<vi,n>)((n(v»—nm)f—zp(l—p))gz;f;,zi) =0

i=1

when {v1,7r1}({v2, 2} = 0. Hence,

2
T,w 2 AT, W
E, (k@) <3 T1 <qu(<yi,zi>,<vi,m)gt . )
i=1
where the sum is over y1,y2 € T¢, 21 ~ y1, 22 ~ y2 and (vy,71) € Y, (v2,72) € Y such that
{or, 1} [ {va, 72} # 0.

According to the definition of ¢, (-,+), D wi.ri).(ve, ra)et ]_[Z 1 Gu ((yi,zi), (vi,ri)) is the
{vi,m1} N{va2,r2}#0
probability of the event

ree @,y @y T, 7)) 0,

where {}A/t}tzo is an independent copy of {Y;};>0. According the definition of {Y;};>0,
{Y,(k)}1>0 is a copy of {V,}4>0 for k =1,2. Hence, for k=1,2 and I = 1,2,

P (v () =V m) = 3 pu((r 200 )pa (v 2) (k). 7)

reTd

= p2u((y17 Zl)(l), (yQ, 22)(]{3)) < e*?u(\/ﬁ*l)Z

according to Equation (22). Therefore,

Z ﬁ qu ((yi, zi), (vi, ri)> < e~ 2u(Vi-1)*

(v1,r1),(va,r2)€Y =1
{vi.r1} N{va,r2}#0

12



and hence

By, (1 @) < 4e= A0 (30 S g )

yeTd 2~y

According to the proof of Equation (B2]),

2 +oo +oo ! 2
( Z Z gtzywz) 29151(10) - = / / € W(Sl—i_sz)psﬁrsz (Ia I)dsldSQ < +o0
\/Z 0 0

y€eTd 2~y

and hence Lemma holds.
O
Now we give the proof of Lemma

The outline of the proof of Lemmal[Z2. According to Markov inequality and Lemma 7.2 in
Appendix 1 of [9], we only need to show that, for any 6 > 0,

limsup  sup {9/uva(o,n)f(n)yp(dn) - 2_%,@(\/?)} <0, (3.11)

t—+oo f is a vp-density

According to Lemma and an analysis similar with that leading to Equation [B.7), we
have

' / iy ’w(Om)Vp(dn)'

<3 £ X (i) Vi) e oton

z€Td .UNZ

where oo
HE(n) = /0 UE™ (1, 7PY) — U (u, ),

By Equation (BI0I),

“+00
1, ()] < /0 > ((w, 7), (v, r))gzngdu,

where the sum is over w € T, 7 ~ w and (v,r) € Y such that {v,7} {y, 2} # 0. Therefore,
5 +oo oo 2
S pe,af< [ [ ST (i wior))ai ) dundus,
yETd 2y 0 0 i=1
where the sum in the integral is over y € T, 2 ~ Y, Wi, ws € T4, 71 ~ wi, T ~ wo and
(v1,71), (v2,72) €Y
such that {v;,r;} ({y, 2} # 0 for i = 1,2. According to the definition of g,(, ), the sum

Z Z Z Hqui((wivTi)v(UhTi))

yETd zry (v1,71),(vg,r2)€EY, =1
{v;ri} N{y,z}#0 for i=1,2

is at most the probability of the event

D(Y2rm (k), Ve (1)) <1

13



for some [ = 1,2 and k& = 1,2, where {Yt}t>0 is an independent copy of {Y;};>0. Then,
according to Equat1on @2), the total probability formula and the fact that each vertex on
T? has d + 1 neighbors, we have

Z Z Z Hqui((wivTi)v (Uiu"'i))

yeTd z~vy (v1,71),(v2,r2)€EY, i=1
{virit N{y,2}#0 for i=1,2

<4(d+2) min{e_ul(\/g_l)z, e_”2(‘/3_1)2}.

Hence, according to the proof of Equation of (3.2), we have

SN e )] < U,

yeTd 2~y

where

+o0 2 too ptoo 2
J3 = (2/ ps(x7w)ds) / / 4(d + 2)6_ max{uhug}(\/a—l) duidus < +o00.
0 0 0
Consequently, for any v,-density f,
w t2 t2
0 [ U .0 m(n) — OW/F) < 0YD/HVE - ZW
t

92
< sup (ox/ng - —b2) — “t2J3.
beR 4t

Since a;/t — 0, Equation (BI1)) holds and the proof is complete.
|
Now we prove Lemma We need the following lemma as a preliminary, which is an
analogue of Lemmas [B.4] and .

Lemma 3.6. For any x € T4 ¢t > 0,u > 0 and n € {0, 1}Td, let RY(u,n) = E, (nu(x) — p).
Under vy,

lim R¥(u) =0 in L.

u——+00

The outline of the proof of Lemmal3.8. According to Equation (T3],

RY(u,n) =Y pulz, v)(n(y) — p).
yeTd
Hence,

B, ([RE@)*) = 30 3 pule,yo)pale v2)Covs, (n(y1), n(y2))

y1 €T yo €T

=p(1=p) Y pul@y)pu(@,y) = p(1 = p)p2u(, ).
yeTe

Therefore, Lemma B2 follows from Equation ([2.2)).

At last, we give the proof of Lemma [3.3]

14



The outline of the proof of Lemmal33d According to Markov inequality and Lemma 7.2 in
Appendix 1 of [9], we only need to show that

imsw s {L [ s - LoD} <4 @a2)

t—4o0 fis a v,-density ~ At

According to Lemma [3.6 an analysis similar with that leading to Equation ([3.7), we have

' [ 1t —p)up<dn>]
< 1A ([ S ) s

z€Td ywz

where
—+oo

BZ,(n) = ; R (u,n™Y) = RE (u, n)du.

According to an analysis similar with that leading to Equation (39, we have

—+oo
S S B, m)? <2 /0 P, 2)du.

z€Td y~z

' [ s —p)Vp(dn)‘ <\ oDV,

where Jo = 2 fo pu(z, z)du. Hence, for any v,-density f,
t t
o, | (@) = p)fmwp(dn) - ) < —\/ VN T2 — —i)
J
< sup (b\/Jg — b2) = ZQ

beR

Consequently,

As a result, Equation (3:I2)) holds and the proof is complete.

4 The proof of Equation (2.4)

Now we give the proof of Equation (24)).

Proof of Equation (Z4). Throughout this proof we assume that xi,xo,...,x,, are fixed.
According to Lemma [33] we only need to prove Equation (24 for all compact C C R™.
For any ¢ = (c1,...,¢m)T € R™, we define

m Tj
s EeaTt Ej:l cht](”]u) }
u

m

—t{z;},, a .

=, {zj}jli.e { j :CJ S _ Tt § CijJ (,,70) _/ m
j=1 0

et ;n:l chfj (1)
. . . =t Az}, . .
as in Section Bl According to Feynman-Kac formula, {Z {midiz C}ogsgt is a martingale.
According to the definition of £, we have

Lot i 1 Z ) (e L () =0 () Xy €5 (97 )=9,7 () _ 1>.
2t = 1C]G (77u

e’ yer z~y
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Then, according to the Taylor’s expansion formula up to the second order,

Le & 2-«i=1 ¢ () a2
du:—tI—i—H—l—ol
~/O 6% ;n:l CjGtJ(nu) ( ( ))

where

ch > uz) = )9’ () — 9,7 (2))du

yeTe z~y

:;t Zc]cc () du_atfzcj/c (midu= e

according to Equation [B1]) and

1 ¢ 1 2 AN T zj x T
I = ﬂ/o 5 22 2 (m(2) = m®) DY cier (97 () — 977 (2)) (97" (v) — 97 (2)) .
; ;
Therefore, according to Equation ([3.2) and Lemmas BTl B2l we have

1, 1
I+ II = — cha_tgtj + ECTF{Ij}Tzlc—i_ El)t,
=1

where limsup,_, , aiglog]P’l,p (le1t] > €) = —oo for any € > 0. Then, since IGtajt(")‘ < aif,
we have
t,{x;}m a? [ 1 1
=055 j=1C t ) xj T
=, = exp 7(.21%@_,55’5] -3¢ F{mj};llc+527t) , (4.1)
J:
where limsup,;_, | 3% loglP,, (|e2,¢| > €) = —oo for any € > 0. Therefore, for any € > 0 and

compact C C R™,

= t{z;}, . = {11 AR
—E, 6 = > i .
1=E,5 v, 1{ LAy 1 [en i <e}
1 m a% inf T
>P, (‘A;,{“}“ €C,leay] < e) ¢t Mueeleu=3ei Ty ym emeh
at

. . t _
Then, since limsup,_, | o = logP,, (|e2,¢| > €) = —o0, we have

x 1 T v
l1msup—1og]P’l,p (—A{ o e C> = limsup — 1og]P’l,p (—A;{ o ¢ C,leas] < e>
t—+4o0 at at t—+o00 at ag
. 1
- ilég{c cu— §CTF{1].};LC —€}.

Since € and ¢ are arbitrary, we have

1  pam 1
lim sup — logIP’Up (—Ai it g C) < — sup inf{c-u— 3¢ I‘{m]} c}.
at

t——+o00 at cerRm ueC
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Since ¢-u — %CTF{Ij}m [cis linear in u and concave in ¢, according to the minimax theorem
"
given in [I8], we have

1
sup inf{c-u— —c I‘{m]}m ¢} = inf sup {c-u— 3¢ I‘{zj}m c} = 1nf I{z 2 (u)
ceRm ueC u€l ccrm

and the proof is complete.

5 The proof of Equation (2.1)

In this section, we prove Equation (ZX]). We first give two lemmas as preliminaries.

Lemma 5.1. If u € R™ makes I, m (u) < +oo, then there exists ¢ € R™ such that
F{mj}g’”;léﬁ =u and

L 7 L 7
I{mi};’;l(“) =@-u-= 590 F{mj};';ISD = 590 F{mj};';ISD

The proof of Lemma [5.1] follows from a routine analysis utilizing Riesz representation
theorem, the detail of which we omit in this paper.

Lemma 5.2. For given ¢ € R™ and 1, ...,z € T¢, let }P’iii}gl be the probability measure
such that L mm
ch,tl = _ t{IJ}] 170
dPy, =
The process { A{ ihiz '}i>0 converges in IP’{ s -probability to F{zj};.":lc as t — —+o0.

Lemma is a standard step in the proof of the MDP lower bound, the proof of which
is given in Appendix [A4l At last, we give the proof of Equation (2.35).

Proof of Equation ([Z.H). Equation (Z.5) is trivial when infyeo I(5,3m (u) = +oo. Hence,
we only deal with the case where inf,co I{zi};r;l(u) < +4o0. For any € > 0, there exists
ue € O such that

Ty, (ue) < Jof Ty, (u) + e

By Lemma 511 there exists ¢ € R™ such that I',, } e = Ue and

iy L
Loy, (ue) = @e e = 50 Doy 9o = 50 Diayym, P

-

and denote by F; ¢ the event {aitAimi};ll eDiN O}. By Lemma [5.2] ait/\t{mi};11 converges

We define D, as

m 1
D, = {u ER™: |pe-u— _we {z; 7 I{wz}?‘:l (u€)

in ]f”g:lt} ll-probability to ue and hence

lim B I(Elt) -

t—+4oo Pes
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By Taylor’s expansion formula up to the second order and Equation (82), there exists a
constant M < 400 independent of ¢ such that

2

stz i\ 2 _ oh{es) il 20 a
(:tjjl )g:t“l exp ?M

for sufficiently large t. Hence, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

limsup — 1og]P’{ 1}1 ' (legt] > €) = —o0,
t—+o00 at

where €9, is defined as in Equation (@1)). Hence,

lim B I(Eg,t) —1,

t—+oo

where Fa; = E14(){|e2.t] < €}. Consequently, by Equation (1),
P, (Lol c o) = glodin (:t,{zj};-’;l,we)—ll
Vp ay t Pe,t =t { A{IZ}'L 160}
Az [ (mtAi e T
2Ky (:‘t ) 1e,,

L (T (ue) + 2¢) } L ()

2

a;
t

-5
{ : E(Ippym, (ue) + 26)} (1+o(1)).
Therefore,

1 ar
hmlnf — logP,, (—A;{ s e (’)) > —Izym  (ue) — 2€
a =

t—+o0 at

> —Jlelfo Iipym (u) = 3e.

Since € is arbitrary, the proof is complete.

A Appendix

A.1 The proof of Equation (22)

Proof of Equation [Z2). Suppose that D(x,y) = k. According to the structure of T%, there
is a function B from T?¢ to Z such that, for each z € T¢, one neighbor w of z satisfies
B(w) = B(z) — 1 and other d neighbors v of z satisfies 3(v) = B(z) + 1. Without loss
of generality, we assume that S(xz) = 0 and B(y) = k. Then, according to the spatial
homogeneity of {V;}i>0,

pe,y) = BB = KDV 0) = K) S B (B = k). (A1)
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Since {8(V4)}1>0 is a continuous-time Markov process such that §(V;) — S(V;) + 1 at rate
d and (V) — B(V;) — 1 at rate 1, we have

d o —0p(ve) _ (0.6 0 —0p(V)
EEQ = (d(e —1)+ (e’ — 1))Ee

for any 6 > 0 according to Kolmogorov-Chapman equation. Hence,
Fe—08(V) _ gt{de™=1)+(e"-1))
By Markov inequality,
P(B(V") = k) < P(B(V) < k) < " Ee™ 0.

Taking 6 = log(v/d), then Equation 22) follows from Equation (AI]).

O
A.2 The proof of Equation (3.1
Proof of Equation [B1)). According to the definition of L,
LGEm) =Y LOy) —pgrw) =D > ((77(2) —p)— () —p))gf(y)
y€Te y€Td 2~y
=Y ) - ») (X9 — @+ )i ).
yeTd z~y
For any y € T¢, according to the formula of integral by parts,
o0 o
S o) - @+ D) = [ I (pale) - (@4 Dpulin) ) ds
zry 0 zrvy
oo 4 .d
= Vit —
/0 e dsps(:v,y)ds
~ to L LT e d
=e ps(w,y)‘o + %/O e Vips(z,y)ds
1 xr
= _1{y:x} + %gt (y)
As a result,
G = 3 0w) 2~ Loy + 05 W) = —GE) — (nfa) ).
ol ‘ Vi Vi
O
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A.3 The proof of Equation (3.2)
Proof of Equation [82). According to the definition of g7, g*,

DD (@) — g (2) (98 (v) — 97 (2))

y€ETd 2oy
=2d+1) Y gfWe'W) —2 Y D g w)ei(2)
y€ETd y€ETd 2y
=23 i) ((@+ D) - 9 (2))
y€Td zry
_22915 / e ((d+1pswy Zpswz)
yETd Yy
=2 gily / 6_%5( - d%ps(w,y))ds
yeTd
1
=2 gi( (1 w (y)> =293 ( g¢ (
y;d t {y=w} — \/— t \/' ygd t

+oo +oo
=297 (w \/—/ / e vl S+")ps+u(x,x)duds.

By Equation (22]),
—+o0 —+o0
/ / Dstu(T, T)duds < 400.
0 0

Hence,
: +o0
Jm 3 3 )~ () ' 0) — () = 2 lim_gtw) =2 [ pfaw)ds

yeTd 2~y

A.4 The proof of Lemma [5.2

Proof of Lemmal2.2. We only need to show that, for any b € R™, b- %Aixi}gl converges in
ﬁ”iii}ﬁl—probability to bTF{Ij}gnzlc. For any = ~ y and n € {0, 1}Td, we denote by 7,”Y(n)

the term .
exp { Z chII 7y Z Gzz( )}

i=1
For 0 < s < t, we define

1 m 1 m

t,b T ; T

) _E blG “(ng __E blG i
Ms tl- - t (7) ti - t (70)

/ DD T ) (Z i (GE () — Gy (m))) du.

z€Td y~w i=1
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According to Proposition 7.3 in Appendix 1 of [9], {M%}o<s<; is a martingale. According
to the Taylor’s expansion formula up to the first order, the term

/ 2a; > T (Zb (G () G”“(m))) du
€Ty~

equals IIT + IV + o(1), where

I = — Zb LG (1,)d

Then, according to Equation ([B:2)) and Lemmas B 3.2]

1 pam
I+ IV = —b- —AH= 4 bTT v et ey,
at 7=

where limsup,_, | . aig logP,, (|ea,s| > €) = —oo for any € > 0. By Taylor’s expansion for-

mula up to the second order and Equation (B.2)), there exists a constant My < +oo inde-
pendent of ¢ such that

¥ e\ 2 x; c 2
(E?{ J}]:17 ) < Ezv{ ]}]:112 exp{a?tMg} (A2)

for sufficiently large ¢. Hence, by Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

lim sup — logIP’{ i (lear| > €) = —oc.

t—+o0 a

Consequently, since |G¥(n)| < /1, we have
1 am
t)b — {zz}i: T
Mt —b-—atAt 1 —b ]‘—‘{Ij};n:1c+€5!t’

where limsup,_, | . = o7 log]P’{ i (lest| > €) = —oo for any € > 0. Then, according to
Doob’s inequality, to complete the proof we only need to show that

2

. t,b t,b _

t—lg-noo Z (MS Msi) 0

0<s<t
in ﬁ”iii}ll—probability. At each jump moment s, M4P — ./\/li,f = O(a;'). Then, under
2
Pu,, D o<s<t (M’;’b - M’;f) is stochastically dominated from above by %w(thl), where
== t

Ms, My < 400 are two constants independent of ¢ and {w(¢)};>0 is a Poisson process at
rate 1. Therefore, according to Markov inequality, it is easy to check that

1 2
lim sup — logIP’Up Z (M?b _ M’;f) >e| =—x

trfoo Gy 0<s<t
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for any € > 0. Then, by Equation (A.2) and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

1 ALpAm 2
lim sup — log ]P’i_’tlh:1 Z (M’;’b — Mif) >e| = -0

oo Ay 0<s<t

for any € > 0 and the proof is complete.
O
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