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Abstract: Suppose F is a space with a null-recurrent Markov kernel P. Furthermore, suppose
there are infinite particles with variable weights on E performing a random walk following P.
Let X be a weighted functional of the position of particles at time ¢. Under some conditions on
the initial distribution of the particles the process (X¢) is stationary over time. Non-Gaussian
infinitely divisible (ID) distributions turn out to be natural candidates for the initial distribution
and then the process (X¢) is ID. We prove a functional large and moderate deviation principle
for the partial sums of the process (X¢). The recurrence of the Markov Kernel P induces long
memory in the process (X¢) and that is reflected in the large deviation principle. It has been
observed in certain short memory processes that the large deviation principle is very similar to
that of an i.i.d. sequence. Whereas, if the process is long range dependent the large deviations
change dramatically. We show that a similar phenomenon is observed for infinitely divisible
processes driven by Markov chains.
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1. Introduction

A Rvalued random variable X is said to have an infinitely divisible (ID) distribution if for any integer
k > 0 there exists independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables Wl(k), ceey W,Ek)
such that

xZ2wh 4w,

where 2 denotes equality in distribution. The class of infinitely divisible distributions is broad and
includes, for example, the Gaussian, Cauchy, stable, compound Poisson, negative binomial, gamma,
Student’s t, F, Gumbel, log-normal, generalized Pareto and the logistic distribution among others.
Sato (1999) gives an excellent exposure to this topic.

A process (X,,,n € Z) is said to be an infinitely divisible process if every finite dimensional marginal
of the process is infinitely divisible. This is again a broad class of processes, with the most popu-
lar being the Lévy process. Maruyama (1970) characterized the structure of infinitely divisible pro-
cesses and since then several articles have contributed to the better understanding of these processes:
Rajput and Rosinski (1989), Rosiniski (1990), Rosinski and Zak (1997), Marcus and Rosiriski (2005)
and Roy (2007) are a few to mention. Rosiniski (2007) is a very instructive lecture note in this regard.

We consider a class of long range dependent stationary ID processes which arise naturally in infinite
particle systems. Suppose F is a space with a null-recurrent Markov kernel P. Also suppose there are
infinitely many particles indexed by i € N, where the ith particle has weight W, and its position at
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time ¢ is Z; 4. Define the random variable X, as the weighted functional of the position of the particles:

Xi =Y Wif(Ziy) forallt>0. (1.1)
i>1

Under certain conditions on the function f : E — R and the weights W; the random variable X; is
well defined. For a suitable initial distribution of the particles, the process (X;) is a stationary and
ergodic ID process with light tailed marginals, i.e.,

E[exp(AXp)] < oo, for all A € R. (1.2)

Infinitely divisible distributions arise as limits of such systems and hence are natural candidates for the
initial distribution. Liggett and Port (1988) and Hoffman and Rosenthal (1995) discusses convergence
of system independent particles with unit mass to Poisson random measures. Invariance properties of
similar particle systems have been studied by (Doob, 1953, p.404-407) and Spitzer (1977).

We study large deviation principle for normalized partial sums of the process (X;). A sequence
of probability measures (u,) on the Borel subsets of a topological space is said to satisfy the large
deviation principle, or LDP, with speed b,,, and rate function I(-), if for any Borel set A,

— inf I(z) <liminf bi log p1,(A) < limsup 1 log 1, (A) < — inf I(z), (1.3)
n—oo

rEA° n n—ooo bn €A

where A° and A are the interior and closure of A, respectively. A rate function is a non-negative
lower semi-continuous function. Recall that a function is said to be lower semicontinuous if its level
sets are closed. A rate function is said to be good if it has compact level sets. We refer to Varadhan
(1984), Deuschel and Stroock (1989) or Dembo and Zeitouni (1998) for a detailed treatment of large
deviations.

We take p1,, to be the law of the random variable a,, ! (X;+- - -+X,,) or its functional counterpart. The
sequence (a,,) is growing faster than the rate required for a non-degenerate weak limit. It is standard to
make a distinction between “proper large deviations” and “moderate deviations”. Moderate deviations
is the regime where the normalizing sequence is faster than the rate required for weak convergence
but slow enough so that the rate function reflects the non-degenerate weak limit. The proper large
deviations is the regime where this effect in the rate function disappears. For i.i.d. sequences X1, Xo, . ..
the proper large deviations regime corresponds to the linear growth of the normalizing sequence and
then the speed sequence is also linear; see Theorem 2.2.3 (Cramér’s Theorem) in Dembo and Zeitouni
(1998). In that situation the moderate deviation regime is the one where (a,) grows slower than a
linear rate but faster than \/n. The same remains true for certain short memory processes but this
changes drastically for certain long memory processes. Ghosh and Samorodnitsky (2009) showed that
for long range dependent moving average processes the natural boundary for proper large deviation
is not the linear normalizing sequence but the speed sequence is linear. We show examples of long
memory processes where the proper large deviation regime has linear normalizing sequence and a
speed sequence is growing slower than the linear rate.

The breadth of the class of ID processes makes it very difficult to develop a general theory of large
deviations. LDP is known for some special classes of ID processes. Donsker and Varadhan (1985)
proved LDP for the empirical measures of a Gaussian process with continuous spectral density.
Ghosh and Samorodnitsky (2009) proved functional large deviation principle for short and long mem-
ory moving averages which gives an almost complete picture of LDP for Gaussian processes. de Acosta
(1994) proved functional large deviations for the Lévy processes taking values in some Banach space
under certain integrability assumptions, which in the finite dimensional Euclidean space, is identical
to (1.2).



S. Ghosh/LDP for ID Processes 3

This article is arranged as follows. We discuss the necessary background materials on ID processes
in Section 2 and give examples of ID processes in Section 3. In Section 4 we describe a class of ID
processes driven by a null recurrent Markov chain and state large and moderate deviation principle
for the partial sums of these processes. Section 5 proves the results. Lastly, in Section 6 we discuss
some examples of this class of processes.

2. Notations and Background Materials
2.1. The Lévy-Khintchine Representation

The Lévy-Khintchine representation is a vital tool for the study of ID distributions and processes; see
Theorem 8.1 and the following remarks in Sato (1999) for details.

Theorem 2.1. For any R%-valued ID random variable X there exists a unique triplet (X, v,v) such
that

E (e?X) = exp{—%)\'z)\-f'i)\'v—i—/w (e% —1—iX-[2]) y(dz)}. (2.1)

Here Y is a d x d non-negative definite matriz, v € R% and v is a measure on (RY, B(R?)) satisfying

V({0 =0 and /Rd|[[z]}|2u(dz)<oo,

where

[] = —> {z if 2] <1

TRV 2/l e >t

The triplet (3, v,v) uniquely determines the distribution of X and is called the generating triplet
of X. From the expression of the characteristic function of X in (2.1) it is evident that we can write

x4 xm + X @ where X has a Gaussian distribution with mean v and covariance matrix ¥ and
X @ is independent of X (). Furthermore, this decomposition of X is unique. X(*) and X () are called
the Gaussian and Poissonian component of X, respectively. The measure v is called the Lévy measure
of X, and it determines the Poissonian component. We will use the notation X ~ (3, v, v) to signify
that X is an ID random variable with generating triplet (3, v, v).
If X satisfies
Elexp(A- X)] < o0, forall A e R,

then by Theorem 25.17 in Sato (1999) we can get a representation for the moment generating function
of X:

Elexp(A- X)] = exp{%/\ : E/\+/\~v—|-/Rd (eA'Z —1-X-[z]) V(dz)}. (2.2)

This result is vital for the study of large deviations of ID processes.

2.2. Infinitely Divisible Process

A process X = (X; : ¢t € Z) is said to be ID if for every £k > 1 and —0co < ny < -+ < ng < 00,
(Xny,---»Xn,) is ID. This is arguably a large class of stochastic processes since the class of ID
distributions is a large one. It is possible to prove a characterization of ID processes similar to the
Lévy-Khintchine representation; see Maruyama (1970) and Rosinski (2007).

Theorem 2.2. Suppose X = (X,,) is an ID process. Then there exists a unique triplet (X,v,v)
satisfying
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(i) ¥ :Z xZ — R is a symmetric non-negative definite function, i.e., for every k > 1, —co < ny <
e <ng < oo and ay,...,ar € R,

k
Y(n1,n2) = X(ng,n1) and Z a;a;X(ni,n;) >0,

ij=1

(ii) v is a measure on (RZ, B(RZ)) satisfying
v({z:z, =0}) =0 and / [z.]?v(dz) < oo for alln € Z,
RZ

where for any x € R%, x,, is the projection of x to the n-th coordinate.
(iii) v is an element of R”

such that for any T = {—oc0 <ny < -+ <my < 00},
(Xn17 <. 'aXnk) ~ (ETvyop;lva(U))'

Here X1 = (%(i,))ijer and pr : RZ — R¥ is the projection mapping = to (Tn,,- .., Tn,)-

From this representation it is evident that for any ID process X there exists independent processes
XM and X® such that XM is Gaussian, X is determined by v and X = X + X X®) is the
Poissonian part of X and v is the path-space Lévy measure of X.

2.3. Infinitely Divisible Random Measure

We introduce the notion of an infinitely divisible random measure or IDRM. Rosinski (2007) provides
a comprehensive treatment of this topic. Suppose (2, B, P) is a probability space. Let S be a set and
and Sy be a o-ring of measurable subsets of S.

Definition 2.3. (M(A) : A € S) is an infinitely divisible random measure on (S,So) with control
measure m if

(i) M(0)=0,P — a.s.
(i) For every (A, :n > 1) C Sy pairwise disjoint, (M (Ay) : n > 1) forms a sequence of independent
random variables and if U; A; € Sy then

M( D Ai> - iM(Ai), P—as.

(i11) For every A € Sy, M(A) has an infinitely divisible distribution.
(v) For a set A€ Sy, m(A) =0 if and only if M(A') =0,P — a.s. for every A’ C A, A’ € Sp.

The most well-known example of an IDRM is the Poisson Random Measure or the PRM, see
Kallenberg (1983). An IDRM M is said to be a PRM(m) on S if M is an IDRM with control measure
m and for any measurable A satisfying m(A) < oo we have M (A) ~ Poi(m(A)).

The following theorem characterizes the generating triplet of an IDRM.

Theorem 2.4. (a) Let M be an IDRM on (S,Sp) such that for every A € Sy,
M(A) ~ (2(A), v(4),v(4)). (2.3)

Then
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(i) ¥:Sy — Ry is a measure.
(ii) v is a bi-measure, i.e., VA € Sy, v(A,-) is a measure on (R, B(R)) and VB € B(R?), v(-, B)
is a measure on (S, Sp).
(i1i) v:Sp — R is a signed measure.

(b) If (X,v,v) satisfy the conditions given in (a), then there exists a unique (in the sense of finite
dimensional distributions) IDRM M such that (2.3) holds.
(c) Let (X,v,v) be as in (a). Define a measure

m(A) = S(A) + [v|(4) + /R[[x]]%(A,dx) Ae S, (2.4)

where [v| = vt + v~ s the Jordan decomposition of measure v into positive and negative parts.
Then m(-) is a control measure of M.

Since we prefer to work with o-finite measures we assume that there exists an increasing sequence
(Sp) C Sp such that
S =S (2.5)
n

We can extend v to a measure (by an abuse of notation we will call this v as well) on (S xR, S x B(R))
such that
v(Ax B)=v(A,B), AeS,BeBR), (2.6)

where § := 0(Sp). Similarly, it is also possible to extend the measurs ¥ and |v| on (5,S). Since all
the measures are o-finite, we can define measurable functions

o?(s) = :ll—f;(s) (2.7)
n(s) 1= 5o 29)

and a measure kernel p(x,dz) on (S, B(R)) such that
v(ds,dz) = p(s,dx)m(ds). (2.9)

(02, p,n) is called the local characteristic of M with respect to the control measure m. Intuitively, we
can think that
M(ds) ~ (a*(s)m(ds), p(s, -)m(ds),n(s)m(ds))-

The following theorem makes this statement more precise.

Theorem 2.5. Under the above notation and condition (2.5), (62(s), p(s,-),n(s)) is a generating
triplet of some ID distribution u(s,-) on R, m-a.e. Moreover,

o?(s) + / [z]?p(s,dx) + |v|(s) =1, m — a.e. (2.10)
R
For every B € B(R), s+ u(s, B) is measurable and thus w is a probability kernel on S x B(R). If
C(s,\) = —%02(5))\2 +in(s)A + /(ei’\w — 1 —iX[x])p(s,dx) (2.11)
R

then [, e u(s,dx) = expC(s, \) and

E[exp(iAM(A))] = exp/AC(s,)\)m(ds). (2.12)
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2.4. Integration with respect to an IDRM

Suppose M is an IDRM on (S, Sp) with control measure m and local characteristics (o2, p,n). We will
define integration with respect to M of a deterministic function f : .S — R. As is often the case, we
begin by defining the integral for a simple function. By a simple function we understand a finite linear
combination of sets from Sy,

f(S) = ZajIAj (S), Aj € Sp.
j=1

For such a function the integral is defined in an obvious way:

[ s6man = S a4

In order to extend to integral beyond simple functions we need to define a distance, say das, such
that if das(fn, f) — 0, then [ f,,(s)M(ds) converges in probability to some random variable X. Then
we define [ f(s)M(ds) = X.

For a random variable X, let || X[|o := E[|X| A 1]. Clearly || X,, — X|| = 0 if and only if X,, & X.
Define for a simple function f : S — R,

11 = sup | | M@)o, (2.13)
PpEA S

where
A :={¢:S — R such that |¢| <1 and has finite range}. (2.14)

Notice that s — ¢(s)f(s) is a simple function and by our definition, ||f||as is well-defined. It is easy
to verify that for any simple functions f and g,

(i) [[flly =04 f=0 m—a.e.
(i) [[f +gllar < [1Fllar + llgllar-
(iii) [[0]lar < [ fllar, for any [6] < 1.

These are properties of an F-norm on a vector space. Naturally, das(f, g) := || f — gl s is a metric on
the vector space of simple functions.

Definition 2.6. We say that a function f: S — R is M-integrable if there exists a sequence {fn} of
simple functions such that

(a‘) fn_>f m-a.e.
(b) limy s o0 | fro — frllar = 0.

If (a)-(b) hold, then we define

n—roo

/f(s)M(ds): lim [ fn.(s)M(ds), (2.15)
S 5

where the limit is taken in probability.
We now state a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of [ fdM.

Theorem 2.7. A measurable function f:S — R is M-integrable if and only if

/S@M(s, f(s))ym(ds) < oo, (2.16)
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where

Dpr(s,z) = 0% (s)a” + /R[[wy]]zp(sady) + ’n(S)w + /R ([zy] - :v[[y]})p(s,dy)’

If f is M-integrable, then the integral [ fdM is well-defined by (2.15), i.e., it does not depend on
a choice of a sequence {f,}. The integral has an infinitely divisible distribution with characteristic
function

E[exp (M/SfdM)} - exp{/SC(s,/\f(s))m(ds)}, (2.17)

where the function C is as defined in (2.11).

2.5. Miscellany

We state a few definitions and notation that we will use in this paper.

(1) A function f: R4 — Ry is said to be regularly varying of index a or RV, if for any

Jim / f(zf)) —2% forallz >0,

(2) For any f € RV, with a > 0 define the inverse function of f as

fT(x) :=inf{y > 1: f(y) > 2} € RV},

(3) D will denote the space of all function on [0, 1] which are right continuous with left limits. We will
use subscripts to denote the topology on the space. Specifically, the subscripts S, Sk and P will
denote the sup-norm topology, the Skorohod topology and the topology of pointwise convergence.

(4) For any = € R? or x € RY, z,, will denote the projection of = to the n-th coordinate.

(5) We will denote by L : RZ — R? the left shift operator defined by

L(a:)n = Tpt1 for all z € RZ.

(6) 0.(-) denotes the Dirac delta measure which puts unit mass at .

3. Examples of Infinitely Divisible Processes

In this section we discuss a range of examples of ID processes and describe their Lévy measures.
We exclude Gaussian processes from our discussion since they have been extensively studied. All
infinitely divisible random variables, processes or random measures that we consider henceforth will
be Poissonian and therefore without a Gaussian component.

3.1. Sequence of IID Infinitely Divisible Random Variables

If (X1,X5) is ID then X; and X, are also ID. Suppose v,v; and vy are the Lévy measures of
(X1,X5), X7 and Xs, respectively. It is then an easy exercise to check that X; and X, are inde-
pendent if and only if

v(A)=vi({z: (2,0) € A}) + vo({z : (0,z) € A})  for all A€ B(R?),

i.e., the Lévy measure of (X7, X3) is supported on the axes of R?. If X; and X, are identically
distributed then obviously we will have 11 = v5. Extending this we get that if X = (X,, : n € Z) is
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a sequence of iid infinitely divisible random variables with Lévy measure v; then the process X has
Lévy measure v given by

v(A) = " ({z:2L'(1) € A})  for all A€ B(R?),
i€Z

where 1 € R? is an element such that 1o = 1 and 1; = 0 for every i # 0.

3.2. Independent ID Random Variables

If X = (X, : n € Z) is a sequence of independent infinitely distributed random variables then the
Lévy measure v of the process X satisfies

V({xERZ:xi;ﬁO,:vj;éOfori;éj}):O,

i.e., the measure v is supported on sequences 2 € R” such that at most one coordinate is non-zero.

3.3. Lévy Processes

The most well-known examples of ID processes are the Lévy processes. A Lévy process is a stochastic
process with stationary and independent increments. A Lévy process indexed by N := {1,2,3,...} is
the partial sums process of a sequence iid infinitely divisible random variables. It is characterized by
its Lévy measure v which is of the form:

v(A) = i n({z:21™ € A})  for all A€ B(RY),
n=1

where v is the Lévy measure of X; and for every n > 1, 1™ € RN is such that

a [ 1 ifi<n
(1) _{ 0 otherwise.

3.4. Moving Average Processes

Suppose (Z,, : n € Z) is a sequence of iid infinitely divisible random variables having zero mean,
finite variance and Lévy measure vq. Let ¢ = (¢; : i € Z) be a doubly infinite sequence satisfying
>ien 97 < 00. X = (X,,) is said to be a moving average process with innovations (Z,) and coefficients
¢ if

Xn =Y ¢iZni foralneZ (3.1)

i€L

A discrete Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process driven by a Lévy process is an example of a moving average
process with ID innovations. Such a process X has Lévy measure v given by

v(A) = Z v ({z: 2L (¢) € A})  for all A € B(R?).
1€

It is also easy to describe the moving average process in (3.1) as a process obtained from an IDRM.
Suppose M is an IDRM on RZ with local characteristics (0,71, 0) and control measure m defined by

m=3_ 0Lis),

i€
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where 9§ is the Dirac delta measure. If (X)) is a process defined by

X! = / s_pM(ds)  foralln € Z,
RZ

then X < (X)) in the sense of all finite dimensional distributions. This is because

Xi= [ sadds) = 32 (E@)_ M(E(0) = 3 oM (177(0)

€L i€Z

and (M (L™(¢)) :n € Z) is an iid sequence of infinitely divisible random variables with Lévy measure
V.

3.5. Stationary ID Processes

If (X,,) is a stationary process then its Lévy measure on R? is shift invariant:

voL ' =u.

3.6. A System of Particles

Consider a system of particles residing on Z such that Z; ; denotes the position of particle ¢ at time ¢
fori € Nand ¢t € Zy := NU{0}. Assume that each particle moves in time independent of one another
according to a Markov kernel p(-, ). Furthermore, suppose p is the transition kernel of a null-recurrent
Markov chain with invariant measure 7 on Z. Then PRM(r) is a stationary distribution for >°.°; 6z, ,;
see (Doob, 1953, p.404-407) and Spitzer (1977). Therefore assume that Y7, dz, , is a PRM(m) on
Z. Denote by Z; = (Z; : t > 0) the path of the i-th particle. Then M = Y °, éz, is a PRM(m) on
(Z)%+ where

m(s: (80,...,85) € Ag X -+ X Ag) = Z Z m(s0)p(s0, 1) - - - D(Sk—1, Sk)

s0€Ap spEAg
for all k > 0, and Ag, -+, Ax C Z. (3.2)
Suppose X; is the number of particles residing at 0 at time t. It is easy to observe that X; =
f(Z+)N Ij5,—q)M (ds) and X; ~ Poi(m({0})). Furthermore, (X; : t > 0) is a stationary ID process with

Lévy measure v given by

v= Z m({s:s =0,VieT})dr,

TCZy T#)

where for every () # T C Z, 1T € Z such that

o [ 1 ifieT
(1 )1_{ 0 otherwise.

4. Long Range Dependent ID Processes

In Subsection 3.2 we discussed the structure of the path space Lévy measure of a sequence of inde-
pendent ID random variables. Continuing on similar lines it is easy to check that an ID process (X,,)
is m-dependent if and only if its Lévy measure v satisfies

support(v) C {s € R” : s;s; = 0 whenever [i — j| >m + 1}
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This means that v must supported on sequences for which at most m + 1 consecutive coordinates are
nonzero and every other coordinate is zero. Now if the measure v is such that for some ¢ > 0

v({s : [si| > € for infinitely many i € Z}) >0 (4.1)
then the process (X,,) is long range dependent. We consider a class of stationary long range dependent

infinitely divisible processes by modeling the path space Lévy measure v so that it satisfies (4.1).

4.1. The Set up
4.1.1. The space S

Let (E, &) be a measurable space. Suppose (Z,,) is an irreducible Harris null-recurrent Markov chain
on (E, &) with transition probabilities P(z,-) and a o-finite invariant measure 7. Define a set S := EZ
and let S be the cylindrical o—field on S. We define a shift invariant measure m on (S, S) by

m(s: (Sn,. .. Spqk) € Ao X oo X Ag) = /"'/W(dSO)P(SOadﬁ)"'P(Skfladsk)
Ao Apg
for aln € Z,k >0, and Ay, -+, A € £. (4.2)
We make certain assumptions on (Z,):

S1. Assume without loss of any generality (see Remark 4.1) that the Markov chain has an atom a,
i.e., a € £ is such that

m(a) >0 and P(x,:) =Py, ) =: Py(-), forallz,ye€a. (4.3)

S2. Define
To=0and Ty :=inf{n >Ty_1: Z, € a},

which is the time taken by (Z,,) to hit a for the k-th time. Sometimes we will also use T" to denote
T,. We assume that (Z,,) is a-regular, that is,

y(z) == (n(a)Pu[T > 2])~" € RV, (4.4)

for some 0 < a < 1. As explained in the proof of Theorem 2.3 and equation (5.17) in Chen (1999)

W(la) ; P*(a,a) ~ ~(n). (4.5)
S3. We assume that there exists a measurable partition (E,,n > 0) of E such that:

(a) m(E,) < oo for every n > 0.

(b) There exists a monotone function ¢ € RV with 5 > 0 such that

T
where 7, (+) = 7(- N Ey,)/m(Ey).
(c) There exists ¢ > —1 such that
W(L[Tn]) — ¢, for all r > 0. (4.7)

m(En)
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(d) There exists ¢ >0, ¢ >0, N > 1, k> 0 and € > 0 such that for every r > 1

T st —C-1-c
nszu}\:,)T P, L/’(n) <ecr ] < kr . (4.8)
Remark 4.1. The assumption that the Markov kernel P(-,-) admits an atom as defined in (4.3) can
be made without loss of any generality. Theorem 2.1 in Nummelin (1984) states that if the Markov
kernel P(z,-) is Harris recurrent then it satisfies a minorization condition, i.e, there exists a set
C € &, satisfying 0 < 7(C) < o0, a probability measure v on (E, ) with v(C') > 0, such that for some
0<b<1andng>1,

P (x,A) > ble(z)v(A), forallze E,Ae€cC. (4.9)

By the split-chain technique it is possible to embed (Z,,) into a larger probability space on which one
can define a sequence of Bernoulli random variables (Z,), such that (Z.) = (Z,, Z,) forms a Harris
recurrent Markov chain on E' := F x {0, 1} with an atom o’ = F x {1}; see Athreya and Ney (1978),
Nummelin (1978) and section 4.4 in Nummelin (1984). Furthermore, there is an invariant measure 7’
of (Z!) such that the marginal of 7/ on F is m and

7' (a) = br(C),
We also have
P*(a,a) = bwP*1(0), k>1,
where P'* is the k-step transition of (Z7). This in turn implies

— > ) = — S oPt ) )

4.1.2. The IDRM M

Suppose that Sp = {A € S : m(A) < oo} and that (M(A) : A € &) is an infinitely divisible random
measure on (5,8p) with control measure m and local characteristics (0, p,0). That means for any
AeSy

E[exp(iAM(A))] = exp {/ / (ei)‘z —1—1iA[2]) p(s, dz)m(ds)} . (4.10)
AJR
M1. We assume that p(s,-) is a Lévy measure on (R, B(R)), which is independent of s € S, i.e.,
ps,)=p()s  m—as.

M2. We also assume that the Lévy measure satisfies the condition:

/|z|>1 e*p(dz) < oo, forall A € R. (4.11)
Then by (2.2) we get E[exp(AM (A))] < oo for all A € R and
Eexp(AM(4))] = exp { /A /R (* — 1 - A[2]) p(dz)m(ds)} (4.12)
We use g : R — R to denote the function
g(\) == /R (e* — 1= \[z]) p(d2) (4.13)

and that implies
E[exp(AM(A))] = exp{g(A)m(A)}  for all A € R.
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4.1.3. The process (X,,)

Finally we define a stationary infinitely divisible process
X, = / F(s2)M(ds),n € Z (4.14)
s

where f: E— R is a measurable function satisfying:
Fl. f e L1(E,&,n) with
cf ::/ f(x)m(dx) # 0. (4.15)
E

F2. f satisfies the conditions of Theorem 2.7.
F3. For every A > 0 there exists kK > 0, N > 1 and € > 0 such that for every r > 1

TAY(n/r)
E, A Z; < kr—¢loe, 4.16
S Br, g( ; | £( )\) r (4.16)

F4. X, has mean 0. We will use 02 to denote the variance of X;.

4.2. Series Representation

A series representation of the process (X;) in (4.14) gives a representation in the form described in
(1.1). Series representation of ID random variables and methods of simulation using these representa-
tions are well known, see Ferguson and Klass (1972), Bondesson (1982), Rosiriski (1990) and Rosiriski
(2007).

Suppose I' = (T'; : @ > 1) are the arrival times of a unit rate Poisson process and (&;,i > 1)
is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables independent of I'. Also, suppose H : (0.00) X R — R be a
measurable function such that

/Oo E[H(s,&)]|ds < 00 with @ = /OO E[H(s,1)]ds. (4.17)
0 0

Following Rosiriski (1990) we then know that
ZH(FugZ) ~ (anHaa/)
i=1

where

vy (B) = /OOOP[H(S,&) € B\ {0}]ds.

Next, suppose N = > ., 0r,,z,, ~ PRM(Leb x 7) on (0,00) x E and (&, > 1) is a sequence of

i.i.d. random variables independent of N. If H satisfies (4.17), then M = 3,5, H(I';,&)dz,, is an
IDRM on FE with control measure 7 and local characteristics (0, vy, a). Suppose at each location Z; ¢
we start an independent Markov chain with kernel P then

M = Z H(F“ gi)é(zi,()qzi,lyziﬂyw»)

i>1
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is an IDRM on S = EZ with control measure m in (4.2) and local characteristics (0, v, a). Further-
more, for a function f : E'— R satisfying conditions F1 and F2

X, = Z H(Ti, &) f(Zig)

i>1

is an ID process without any Gaussian component and with Lévy measure vg.

We can view this representation in two ways. Firstly, if we are given a Lévy measure v then we
can find a suitable function H such that ¥ = vy and then this representation will be helpful for
simulation. Secondly, if we are interested in a system of particles with weights where the weights can
be expressed in the form W; = H(T';,&;) then we can study functionals of the form Y .., Wi f(Z; )
using the structure of ID processes.

4.3. Large and Moderate Deviation Principle

Suppose (X;) is as defined in (4.14). We study the step process (Y,,)

[nt]

1
Y, (t) = — X;,te0,1], 4.18
(0= g X Xute o (418)

and its polygonal path counterpart

~ 1 [nt] 1
Y, (t) = — X+ —(nt — nt]) Xppa1,t €10, 1], 4.19
(6)= = 3" X+ —(nt = [of)) Xpuy1,t € 0.1 (1.19)

i=1

where (a,) is a suitable normalizing sequence. Let p, be the law of Y;, and fi,, be the law of Y,,
in some appropriate function space equipped with the cylindrical c—field. We use BY to denote the
space of all real valued functions of bounded variation defined on the unit interval [0,1]. AC will
stand for functions which are absolutely continuous on [0,1]. To ensure that the space BY and AC
are measurable sets in the cylindrical o-field of all real-valued functions on [0, 1], we use only rational
partitions of [0, 1] when defining variation.

Assumption 4.2. There exists 1 < § < (1 — a)~! such that the following hold:
(1) The function g defined in (4.13) satisfies the integrability condition

/000 exp (—kog(t)?) dt < o, (4.20)

for some ko > 0, where g(t) = min{|s| : g(s) =t} and
(2) The function f satisfies
T
5
sup F, | exp [ A f(Z; < 00 4.21
sup B (;IHD} (4:21)
for some A > 0.

Theorem 4.3 (Moderate Deviation Principle). Consider the setup described above and assume that
Assumption 4.2 holds. Let p,, be the law of Y, in BY where

an = (Bl m))y ()¢ (n)
Cn !
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and ¢, — oo is such that b, = m(Epm))* (n)/ci — co. Then (u,) satisfies large deviation
principle in BVg with speed (by,) and good rate function

Hm(f) _ { Afn(ﬁ') if § € AC,§(0) =0 (4'22)

00 otherwise.

where for any ¢ € L1]0,1]

Mo = sw /Olwt)w(t)dt— | e e (o / vUn) Jary . (@23)

€L [0,

Here U(t) := inf{x : So(z) > t},0 <t <1, is the inverse time a—stable subordinator with

E{exp(—=AS.(1))} = exp {—ﬁ} ,VA >0,

and V is independent of {U(t) : 0 <t < 1} having distribution Q(-).

Theorem 4.4 (Large Deviation Principle). Assume the setup described above and Assumption 4.2
such that (4.21) holds for all A € R. Let u,, be the law of Y,, in BV where

an = T(Efye(m))y(n) ™ (n).

Then (un) satisfies large deviation principle in BVs with speed b, = 7(Efy« ()))¥ " (n) and good rate

function .
) _{ A*(€) i€ € AC,E(0) =0 o)

00 otherwise.

where for any ¢ € L1]0,1]

= s 3 [ vwptnar— [ B [navzs(e /¢ (425)

€ Lo [0,1]

with U and V' as described in Theorem 4.5.

Remark 4.5. Theorems 4.3 and 4.4 demonstrate the effect of memory on the large deviation principle
of the process. Recall that for an i.i.d. sequence (X,,) the normalized partial sums S,, /n satisfy LDP
with a linear speed sequence (Cramér’s Theorem, see Theorem 2.2.3 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998)).
The normalizing sequence and the speed sequence both are linear. This is also the case for Lévy
processes as is proved in de Acosta (1994). Theorem 4.4 shows that in our setup the speed sequence
grows at a much slower rate than the normalizing sequence. Here we see that (a,) is regular varying
of index (¢ + 1+ af)/B, (by) is regular varying of index (¢ + 1)/8 and a,/b, = v(n) — oc. This
phenomenon is observed in the moderate deviation regime as well as described in Theorem 4.3. In the
ii.d. case the normalizing sequence is a,, = n/c, and moderate deviation principle holds with speed
sequence b, = n/c2 where ¢,, — 00 is such that n/c? — co. A similar phenomenon for moving average
processes was demonstrated in Ghosh and Samorodnitsky (2009). We discuss two examples in Section
6.

Remark 4.6. Here we see a connection between the recurrence of markov chain (Z,) and long range
dependence of the process (X,,). The relation is that because of recurrence the same part of the random
measure M contributes to the variables (X)) significantly infinitely often. The parameter « plays an
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important role of determining how strong the memory is. The higher the value of a the sooner are the
returns of the Markov chain and that results in a longer memory in the process (X,,). Furthermore,
the proofs of the theorems will show that we make a very interesting connection between the weak
convergence of functionals of Markov chain and the large deviations of the process (X,,).

Such models have been considered before but in the context of symmetric a- stable (SaS) pro-
cesses. A SaS process can be generated from the model we discussed above if the IDRM M is
a SaS random field. An IDRM M is SaS if the local characteristics are (0,p,0) with p(dz) =
c|lz|=*1dz for some ¢ > 0. These processes are not included in the class we consider since they
do not permit exponential moments. Rosiriski and Samorodnitsky (1996) showed that the shift op-
erator L on S is measure-preserving and conservative and the SaS process thus generated is mix-
ing. Mikosch and Samorodnitsky (2000) and later Alparslan and Samorodnitsky (2007) discussed the
asymptotic properties of ruin properties (as the initial reserve increases to infinity) where the claims
process is an SaS process just described.

Remark 4.7. We use the Gartner-Ellis type argument to prove LDP for Y;. Hence a major step in the
proof is to obtain a proper estimate of the log-moment generating function of Y;. As will be evident
in Section 5, an important tool in the proof is the idea of split chain technique of dividing a Markov
path into i.i.d. segments, see Athreya and Ney (1978) and Nummelin (1978). Assumption 4.2 ensures
that the contribution of each independent segment is not too large. The first such segment though
needs a special treatment and conditions (4.8) and (4.16) are needed to ensure that the first segment
is negligible.

Assumption 4.2 makes an integrability assumption on the functionals Zil f(Z;) and the rate of
growth of the function g. The trade-off is that, the higher the § the more restricted will be the class of
functions f that we can choose. So for distributions which have slowly growing log-moment generating
function, i.e., ¢ is small, we will be able to choose f from a bigger class of functions.

5. Proof of Theorems 4.3 and 4.4

The proof of Theorems 4.3 and 4.4 is long and is therefore broken up into several steps in form of
lemmas below. As the proofs of both the theorems proceed in a very similar fashion and so we present
them together.

Proof of Theorems 4.3 and 4.4. In the arguments used in the proof and the Lemmas henceforth we
will take a,, = 7(Ejye (n)))7(n)Y* (n)/¢n and by, = m(Epye (n)))t* (n)/c2 where in the case of Theorem
4.4 we will take ¢,, = 1, and for Theorem 4.3 ¢,, will be as described in the statement of that theorem.
Let X be the set of all R%-valued functions defined on the unit interval [0, 1] and let X° be the subset
of X', of functions which start at the origin. Define 7 as the collection of all ordered finite subsets of
(0,1] with a partial order defined by inclusion. For any j = {0 =to < t; < ... < t;) < 1} define the
projection p; : X° — V; as p;(§) = (§(t1), ..., &(t;))), & € X°. So Y; can be identified with the space
R and the projective limit of Y; over j € J can be identified with A'p, that is, X° equipped with
the topology of pointwise convergence. Note that p,, o p;1 is the law of

Y = (Ya(tr), ..., Ya(ty))-
Define the vector V,, as

Vi o= (Yaltr), Ya(t2) = Yalte), - Ya(tj) — Ya(t-1)) (5.1)
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and observe that for any A = (A1,..., ;) € RV

log E(exp [bnA . Vn])

|1 [nti]

= log Fexp {Z—n Z/\Z( Z Xk)}
=1 k=[nt;_1]+1
b | [nti] b Kl [nti]
:// e (Z223 N Y fn) -~ 1= RN A S (s | pldym(ds)
SR "=l k=[nti_1]+1 T i=1 k=[nt;_1]+1

[’ﬂti]

1
- /S 1 SEYD SEIES) o)

i=1 k:[nt171]+1

By Lemma 5.2
lim bi 1ogE(eXp [bnA . Vn}) =A;(Q)

n—oo n

with ¥
[ee) J
Aj()) == / B {I[Tﬁvgug(clf S NU(t —r°V) = Ultios — TBV))} dr,
0 i=1

where V and (U(t) : 0 <t < 1) are as described in the statement of the theorems and

3(z) = o?22/2 for Theorem 4.3
9\x) = g(x) for Theorem 4.4.

We understand U(t) = 0 for all ¢ < 0. By the Gartner-Ellis Theorem (see Gartner (1977), Ellis (1984)
and Theorem 2.3.6 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998)) the laws of (V},) satisfy LDP with speed (b,,) and
good rate function

Kl

A;(wl,...,w|j|)zsgp{Zwi/\i—Aj(A)}, (5.2)
2 =1
where (w1,...,wy;|) € RII. The map V,, + Y, from Rl onto itself is one to one and continuous.

Hence the contraction principle tells us that (g, o pj_l) satisfy LDP in R/l with good rate function
Hj(yr, - y150) = AW y2 =y, Y5 — Y51-1)- (5.3)

By Lemma 5.1, the same holds for the measures (fi, o p}l). By the Dawson-Gartner Theorem (Theo-
rem 4.6.1 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998)) this implies that the measures (fi,,) satisfy LDP in the space
X equipped with the topology of pointwise convergence, with speed b,, and the rate function

I() := sup H;(p;(-))
JjeT
which by Lemma 5.4 is same as the function H,,(-) in the case of Theorem 4.3 and H(-) in the case of
Theorem 4.4. As X is a closed subset of X', by Lemma 4.1.5 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998) the same
holds for (fi,) in X and the rate function is infinite outside X°. Since fi,(BV) =1 for all n > 1 and
I(+) is infinite outside of BY, we conclude that (f,) satisfy LDP in BV p with the same rate function.
The sup-norm topology on BV is stronger than that of pointwise convergence and by Lemma 5.3,
(fin,) is exponentially tight in BVg. So by corollary 4.2.6 in Dembo and Zeitouni (1998), (/) satisfy
LDP in BVg with speed b,, and good rate function I(-). Finally, applying Lemma 5.1 once again, we
conclude that the same is true for the sequence (fy,). O
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Lemma 5.1. If the conditions of Theorem 4.3 or Theorem 4.4 hold then the families {p,} and {fi,}
are exponentially equivalent in Dg, i.e., for any e >0

lim bilogP[HYn — Y"H > e] = —o00.

n—oo n

Proof. Observe that for every n > 1
~ 1
[V = Yo € — max |X;].
ay, 1<i<n

Therefore for any € > 0 and A > 0

lim sup 1 logP(HYn — 37”" > e)
n—oo bn

1 1
< I — — .
< 117?Lsotip ™ 1ogP( . max | X;| > e)
1
< limsup — log (nP(|X1| > ane))
n—oo bn
1
< limsup b—(logn — apAe+ 1ogE(e)‘X1) + 1ogE(e*)‘X1))
n—roo n

= limsup bi( — an)\é) :

n—oo n

By the definition of a,, and b,, in Theorem 4.3 or Theorem 4.4 we have a,, /b, — oo, so the above limit
is equal to —oo and that completes the proof. O

Lemma 5.2. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 4.3 of Theorem 4.4 hold. Then for any j =
{0=thr<t1 < - < tm} e J and (/\1,...,)\|j|) S Rm,

[nt;]

11
Jm o [ 22300 3 (e | i

=1 k:[nti,1]+1
o0 |1
= / TCE I[Tﬁv<1]g(CfZAi(U(ti—T‘ﬂV)—U(ti_l—TBV)>> dT‘<OO7
0 i=1
where U(t) = inf{z : So(x) > ¢},0 <t < 1, (we understand U(t) = 0,Vt < 0) is the inverse time
a—stable subordinator with

)\oz

E{exp (—ASa(1))} = exp {—m

} YA >0,

V' is a random wvariable independent of (U(t) : 0 <t < 1) with distribution Q(-) and

_. [ o*x?/2 for Theorem 4.3
g(w) = { g(z) for Theorem 4.4.

Proof. Define the probability measures m;(-) = m(- N .S;)/m(S;) on (S,S), where S; = {s € S : 59 €
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E;}. Tt is easy to check that m(S;) = w(E;). We begin by making a simple observation:

l7 [nt;]
/ Z i Z f(sk) | m(ds)

i=1 k= [nti 1]+1

~ H [nt:]
1
= . Zm(Sl)/ ( Z Z f(sk))ml(ds)
™ 1=0 =1 k=[nt;_1]+1
2 & (s H (]
_ n f(sk) ml(ds)
¥ (n) ; T(Spy(m)) / ( Z ntzlm )
_ / o ()
0
where for every r > 0
2 (o |J| [nt:]
() = w / ( F 1)) (ds)
(S (n)) (il 41
Srpe (n)) o
Sty () ‘ =
= e e |t > )]
[ (n)] k=[nt;_1]+1

Under the conditions of Theorem 4.3, ¢, is as described in the statement of the theorem and in the
case of Theorem 4.4 ¢,, = 1. We will prove the lemma in two steps. First we will show that

n—roo

Fl
lim h,(r) = h(r) :=r°E I[rﬁvgl]§<cf Zz\i (U(ti —rPV) = U(tizn — rﬁV))>

and then in the second step we will prove that [ hy,(r)dr — [ h(r)dr.
Step 1. Fix any r > 0
|J| [nti]
lim c2 / ( f(sk))m[rw“(n)] (ds)
[ro = (n)] =[nti1]+1

|1 [nti]

= lim ¢, 2E 9(7(7”3)011 Z)\i Z f(Zk))

S Trap (n)]
=1 k:[nti,1]+1

1 | [nti] AT Kl [nt:]vVT

- nhﬁrrg()c Bty g(y(n)cn Z)\i Z 12 + W(J)cn Z i Z f(Zk))

i=1 k:[ntifl]/\TJrl i=1 k:[ntifl]\/TJrl

where for any sequence (z,,) we understand 337 _. z), = 0 if j < . From assumption (4.21) it is easy

to see that
Kl [nti]AT

Z N> f(Zy) 50 forallz e E. (5.4)

k= [’ﬂtifl]/\T-'rl
Next we concentrate on the second component. Define the function ¥ : D — D as
|1

-3\ (h((tl- —1)V0) = h((ti 1 — 1)V 0)), for all h € D, t € [0, 1].
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Note that
L [nt;]

W Z Ai Z (Zy) = ¥ (Ln)(0),

7 i=1 k:[nti,1]+1
where

o) Z for all ¢ € [0,1].
k=1
Since a is an atom 7' is independent of ¢(Z,, T) and therefore for any measurable set A C R
Fl [nt:]vT

Pri ey — Z Ai Z f(Zk) e A

(1) i=1  k=[nt;_1]VT+1

- P [W(Ln)((T"/n) A 1) e Az, € a}

where T™ is a random variable independent of (Z,,,n > 0) such that

P[T" €] = Pr [T €]
Furthermore, if h is continuous and h,, — h in Dg;, then th —hH — 0 and hence H\If(hn) — \I/(h)H -0
which implies ¥(h,,) — ¥(h) in Dgi. By Lemma 5.5 we know that L, = c¢;U in Dgy, where
(U(t) : 0 <t <1)is as in the statement of this lemma. Since the (U(¢) : 0 < ¢ < 1) is almost surely
continuous we can apply the continuous mapping theorem (see Theorem 2.7 in Billingsley (1999)) to
get

\I/(Ln) — \If(CfU) in Dgy. (5.5)

Let ¢, be defined as ¢, := ¥(r¢p* (n)). Since ¢ € RVjp it follows immediately that

Cp, B

— —r as n — oo.
n
By assumption (4.6) we get
T  T"e¢, 3
—=—— ="V (5.6)
n Cn M

Furthermore, since T™ is independent of {Z,,,n > 0} we get
((T"/n) A, \I/(Ln)) — (rﬂv A, \If(ch)) in [0,1] x D.

Also, the map ) : [0,1] x D — R defined by (¢, h) = h(t) is continuous at (¢, h) if & is continuous.
Hence another application of the continuous mapping theorem gives us

(L) (17 /m) A1) = ¥ (esU) (rPV A1)
Combining this with (5.4) we obtain
|1 [nt]

Prveon |3 N S fze — P[u(cU) (Vv at) e ]

(n) i=1  k=[nt;_1]+1
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Under the conditions of Theorem 4.3 we know that g(z) ~ 2?02 /2 as z — 0 and hence

|5 [nti]

Py |€ ( Z Z f(Zk)) €| =Pr [%2 (\I/(ch) (rﬁV A 1))2 € ] . (5.7)
k=[nt;—1]+1
Under the setup of Theorem 4.4 we get
|41 [nti]
Proe oy | ( XJ: zt: f(Zk)) e|=p [g(\ll(ch) (rﬁVA 1)) e } . (58)
=[nt;—1]+1

Using (5.7), (5.8) and Lemma 5.6 we get

[nt;]

1
nhﬁngo Ci/s ( Z Z f(Sk))m[er(n)](dS)
[ (n)]

i=1  k=[nt;_1]+1

= E g (¥(es0) (TBV/\ 1)]
B vagllg(cf |ZJ|:A (U(ti V)~ U (i - rﬁv))>

i=1

This combined with Assumption (4.7) completes step 1 of the proof.
Step 2. We will prove that the functions h,, are dominated by an integrable function. For that

purpose note that it suffices to consider j = {1} since
SN Y ) < maxdg(
v(n

oo S 15z0) o 3o @) |
i=1  k=[nt;_1]+1 )en k=1 (n)cn k=1

where \ = max <p<|j| ’/\k’ The following are the ingredients that we will use:

|1 [nti]

(i) By Lemma 5.6 we know that there exists K > 0 and Ny > 1 such that

g(%é\f@kﬂ)

(ii) Using (4.8) and (4.16) we can get constants € > 0,¢ >0, N > 1, kg > 0and 0 < e < (+ 1 such
that for every r > 1

sup FE,

<K. (5.9)
rxeE ,n>No

T /
sup Pr — <P < gl 5.10
S O ]— ’ (510
and
TAG(n/7)
s>u]{]) E., g(/\ Z |f(Zl)|) < kor=¢717e, (5.11)
n T i=1

(iii) From Potter bounds (Proposition 1.5.6 in Bingham, Goldie and Teugels (1989)or Theorem 1.5.6
in Resnick (2008)) it is possible to get Ny > 0 and k1 > 0 such that

sup

T(Sprpe (n))) <{ kr(6=9N0if 1 € (0,1) (5.12)
n>Ny T(Sppemy)) ~

kyréte/2 if r > 1.
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Combining (5.9) and (5.12) we get that n > N; implies
ho(r) < Kkyr 970 for all € (0,1). (5.13)

For r > 1 we use the convexity of g to get for A € R

A n
Eﬁ[7‘w<—(n)] [Q(V(n)cn Z ‘f(Zk)|)
k=1

TAn n
1 2\ 1 2\
< 5B lg(m S 17 Z0]) | + 5B lg(m > i)
k=1 k=TAn+1
Then using (5.11) get N2 > 0 such that
2)\ TAn
sup Er .. g(— f(Z; ) < kor¢1e
noN, Y )][ ”Y(n)cn;‘ ( )‘
For the second component observe that
n T+n
2\ 2\
By |9 FZ)| < Erpoc ooy [Tirzuo (e S 17(2)])
[ré (n)] [ v(n)en k:Tz/\;LH‘ | [ree () | [T<n] ~(n)en k:ZT;r1| ‘
and since a is an atom
T+n n
2\ 2\
Eﬂ',‘&n IT<ng(— f(Zk)) :Pﬂ',‘&n [TS’I’L]EQ g( f(Zk))
[ro ()]l[ <n] V(H)C"k:;rl} | [ro < (n)] V(H)Cn;’ }
By another application of Potter bounds we can get N3 > 0 such that
n *ﬁ‘i’él
sup —————~ < cr
n>Ns ¥ (1Y (n))

and this together with (5.10) gives us that there exists N4 > 0 such that

sup Pﬂ[wﬂn)] [T < n} = sup P,
n>Ny n>Ny

[ry < (n)]

T - n ]
P(re=(n)) — P(r=(n))

< kor Tl

Combining this with (5.9) and (5.13) we get that &, (r) < h(r) for all n > maxg<i<4 N; and 7 > 0,
where

h(r) = Kkyr(C=9n0 if r € (0,1)
T\ krkor 12 4 Kkokyr /2 ifr>1

Observe that h is integrable because ( —e > —1. Finally, we apply the dominated convergence theorem
to get

o0

lim hy (r)dr = /000 h(r)dr

n—oo 0

and that completes the proof of the lemma. O
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Lemma 5.3. If the conditions of Theorem 4.3 or Theorem 4.4 hold then the family {i,} is exponen-
tially tight in Dg, i.e., for every p > 0 there exists a compact K,, C Dg, such that

1
lim lim sup o log fin, (K) = —o0.

P
P—=X p—ooco Un

Proof. We use the notation w(h,u) := sup |h(s) — h(t)| for the modulus of continuity of a
s,t€[0,1],|s—t|<u

function A : [0,1] — R?. First we claim that for any € > 0,

1 .
lim lim sup 0 log P(w(Yy, u) > €) = —oo, (5.14)

u=0 pnsoco bOn

where Y, is the polygonal process in (4.19). Let us prove the lemma assuming that the claim is true.
By (5.14) and the continuity of the paths of Y,, there is u; > 0 such that for all n > 1

P(w(Yn,u) > k1) < e Pk,

and set Ay = {£ € D : w(& ux) < k~1,£(0) = 0}. Now the set K, := Ng>1 Ay, is compact in Dg and
by the union of events bound it follows that

1 -
lim sup 0 log P(Y, ¢ K,) < —p,

n—oo n

establishing the exponential tightness.
Next we prove the claim (5.14). Observe that for any € > 0, v > 0 small, A > 0 and n > 2/u

J
ZXk‘ > E)
k=1

P(w(Y,,u) >¢€) < P( max

1
0<i<j<n,j—i<[nul+2 dn
[2nu] b
< P(—”

iXk‘ > bne)
k=1
<ot 3 plewp (22 > ) b (- 223 )

i=1

2nu

= pe tnAe QZ exp { /Sg();bﬂ Zf(sl))m(ds)}
i=1 " k=1
[2nu] i
+ nebnAe 22 exp { / g( — % Zf(sz))m(ds)})
i=1 s " k=1

Now using the convexity of g we get

P(w(f’n,u) > e)
< St { [o(22 S 1) mias)

; jg—f;:exp{/sg( - > 760l m(as)}-
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Therefore by Lemma 5.2 we have

lim lim sup bi logP(w(f/n,u) >€) < —Ae.

u=0 nooo bOn

Now, letting A — oo we obtain (5.14). O

Lemma 5.4. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 4.3 or Theorem 4.4 hold and let A;f be as defined
n (5.2). Then for any j ={0=tg <t; <---<t; <1} € J and any function & of bounded variation
on [0,1] satisfying £(0) =0

sup A7 (§(t2). §(t) = F(01)- - §(t15) = §(t5-1))

JjET

A (&) if € € AC and Theorem 4.3 holds
A*(&)  if &€ € AC and Theorem /4.4 holds
o0 otherwise.

where AX (+) is defined in (4.23) and A*(-) is defined in (4.25).
Proof. First assume that £ € AC. It is easy to see that the inequality

1(§) > ?2\?@(5@1%5@2) —&(t1), .-, EQ) — €(5-1)

holds by considering a function ¢ € L[0, 1], which takes the value \; in the interval (¢;_1,¢;].

For the other inequality, take any ¢ € Ly[0,1] and choose a sequence of uniformly bounded
functions ¥™ converging to ¢ almost everywhere on [0, 1], such that for every n, ™ is of the form
> i AP Larn, where A7 = (7', 7], for some

Jr={0=1tf <tf <ty <. <tp =1},

Then by the continuity of § and Fatou’s Lemma,

[ swwa- [" B veni(c / u()

1-rPVv
- /0 1 lim " (4)€/(t)dt /O TCE[I[Tﬁvgl]g(cf 0/ 1171311/;"(15)U(dt))}dr
= hm/ " (t) dt—/OOOTCE{I[TﬁVq hmg 0/ " (t) }

IN

hm/ " (t) dt—hmsup/ TCE{ TBv<1 Cf / P (t) }
n 0 5
= hmlnf{z AP (E(T) = E(t71)) — Agn (AT, -+ ,AZ)}

JSEEA; (&(t1), &(t2) — E(t1), - E(t ) — E(E51-1))-

IN
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Now suppose that £ is not absolutely continuous. That is, there exists ¢ > 0 and 0 < 7} < sT <
ry <o <rpo<sp <1, such that Zfﬁl(s? —7r") — 0 but Efﬁl |€(s?) — &(r)| > €. Let j™ be such
that t3, = s and t;, | =1 (so that |j"| = 2k,). Now

fggA (E(t1), E(ta) — &(t1), - .., E(ty)) — E(tj1-1))
2k,
> lirnnsup {)\nset]gz)kn Z AP (f(tf) - 5(15;11)) —Ajn (A”)}
>

kn
lim sup {AZ |€(s7) = €(rM)] = Ayn (A™) } > Ae,
" i=1

where 37, = 0 and \r = A(&(s7) — £07))/I€(s7) — €07)] (= 03 £(s7) = £(r}") = 0) for any
A > 0. The last 1nequahty holds since A;(A") — 0 as n — oo, which follows from an application of
dominated convergence theorem and the fact that ¢ is continuous at 0 with g(0) = 0. This completes
the proof since A is arbitrary. O

Lemma 5.5. Suppose f : E — R is L1(E,&€,n) and ¢y = [, f(x)n(dx) # 0. Then for any initial
distribution v of Zy
[nt]
1
T e ) = (v)t e 0,1])

in Dgy, where (U(t) : 0 <t < 1) is as described in Theorem 4.3.

Proof. This lemma is an extension of Theorem 2.3 in Chen (1999) which states that for any initial
distribution v of Z

1 n

We proceed in a way similar to the proof of that theorem. By a well known ratio limit theorem
(see e. g Theorem 17.3.2 in Meyn and Tweedie (1993)) we know that if g1,g92 € L1(F, &, m) with

J g2(x)w(dz) # 0 then
fgl x)m(dz)
nli%zgl (z)/ 292 e

Therefore it suffices to consider the function f : E' — R as f(x) = I.(z).
Now, suppose I, = >, f(Zr) = > 51 Iiz,cq)- By Theorem 2.3 in Chen (1999) we get that for
any j={0<t; <. <ty <1} €J and (21,...,2);) € RV

Py[(Tinta)s -+ ity ) < v(0) (@1, @)
= P (T Thymyz)) 2 ([nfll - [nty))]
1 1

— T[kml]a'--aT[kxm]) >

{ —y (Bl SGIn)
— P[(Sa(:vl)a---vsa(w\j\)) > (tla'--7t|j|)}
(

= P[ U(tl),...,U(tm)) < (xlv"'ax|j|):|

Therefore,

1 , . . .
(Wl[nti],z— 1,...|3|) — (Ut i=1,...,1il),
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which in turn implies

LZ Wyi=1,...j] :>Cf(U(ti),i:1,...,|j|). (5.15)

We now need to prove tightness in the space Dgy. For that purpose consider the polygonal process

[nt]

. 1
Ln(t) = _(Z F(Ze) + (nt — [nt])f(Z[m]H)) for all t € [0,1].
V() N =
Let w(h,u) = sup |h(s) — h(t)|, be the modulus of continuity of a function h : [0,1] — R.

s,t€[0,1],|s—t|<u
Note that if suffices to prove that for any € > 0

lim limsup P, [w(Ly,u) > €] = 0. (5.16)

u=0 poo

For that purpose observe that

P,,w ]

A
=

max
0<i<j<n,j—i<[nu]+2 (n)

(
(

< P,
> 0<1<J<n g z< [nu]+2 y(n) o
1 i+ [nu]+2
= P”( 7 Zi)| > )
> ogigglji[)fw],z ,-Y(n) . ’f( k)‘ €

It is easy to check that for any non-decreasing function h: Ry — Ry and u € [0, 1]

S {hrw) —h0)) <2 max | {h(iu) = k(G- e}
which implies
1 i+ [nul+2
Pu(ogigﬁlﬁﬁu]_2m kg !f(Zk)}>e)
i[nu]
< A g, L 1#z)sa)
k=(i—1)[nu]+1
[nu]
1
= (z“)sgpp( Z\fzk > ¢/2)
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Now observe that

[nu]

sup P, (%n) kz;: \f(Z1)] > 6/2)

[nu]AT [nu]lvT—-T

1 1
< SgpPz(W 2 ‘f(Zk)|>€/4)+Pa(W é |f(Zk)‘>€/4)
TAn [nu]
< supPz(%n) 2 £(Z0)] > e/4) + Pa(%n) ; \f(Z0)] > E/4)

Again by assumption (4.16) it we get that

lim sup sup P, (L Z |f(Z)| > 6/4) =0,

and by (5.15)

nu)

[
. 1
llﬂsogppa(m kZ:O \f(Z)| > 6/4) = P(c;pU(u) > €/4),
where ¢g = [, |f(s])7(ds). Therefore,

limsup P, [w(Ly,u) > €

< limsup (% + 1) sup Px(%n) ][:] \f(Zk)] > 6/2)
< (% + 1)P(c‘f|U(u) > e/4)

(% + 1)P(Sa(€/4c\f|) <u)

Finally by Theorem 2.5.3 in Zolotarev (1986) we get

lim lim sup P, [w(Ly,u) > €] =0
u=0 poo

and that completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 5.6. If the conditions of Theorem 4.3 or Theorem 4.4 hold then for any j = {0 =19 < t; <
e <ty < 1} e J and \q, .. .,)\|j| € R there exists K > 1 such that

|1 [nti]
1
sup By 9( e PSS f(Zk))I .l g —0
zeBn2K TR ST kmpntia] 41 [o(ebem 0 k:[m-z,lmj(zk))zN]
as N — oo.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that for any A € R,

sup Fy
rzekEn>1

)\ n
/(55 22 N £ )] |

k=1
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as N — oo. For that purpose, we look at

where, as before, I,, = 22:1 I1x, cq)- By applying Holder’s inequality we get

(S S \f(Zk)!)6>(g(t))5]

i=1 k=T;_1+1

T;

(o) 1{(Z!f )+ (X% \f(Zk>!)5}><g<t>>5]

i=2 k=T;_1+1

which yields

(5.17)

| I,+1

(E(E % »f(zk>r)6><g<t>>6/2}

i=2 k=T;_1+1

The Assumption (4.21) takes care of the first component of (5.17)
(7%”)625 1(Z}f z)" > @) /2]
exp{k%(vii?;)é@\f@!f}] 619

Py

< exp(—kog(t)®) s

where ko is as in (4.20).
Next we consider the second component of (5.17). Another application of Holder’s inequality gives
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us
P |)\ 6—1 pas & VA o = 5
- G J2 Y Y @) > Gy (5.19)
) Cn i=2 k=T;_1+1
i L+l T P
<P (=5 ) (S s@) > Gy
i i=1 k=T, 1+1
- 2|)\| 5 I,+1 5 5
<P 1)1 Z > (g(t
< |(5i5e) (- T;H‘f( )l) > o)
and using the fact that I,, < n for every n we get the bound
P (ALY g+ 3 (S ) > @y (520)
v(n)en i=1  k=T;_1+1
(n+1)/~(n) 1 Iv(n) T
2|A[\6 1071 5 I,+1
< 3 n|(ENISY (X @) s @< <
=1 n 2 i=1  k=T;_1+1 v
Applying Holder’s inequality for the third time yields for every [ > 1
2Ny 101 5 I +1
F, (") 73 S 7(Z0]) > @) -1 < o < (5.21)
=1 k=T;_1+1 T
§70-1 lv(n) T; 5 /p I,+1 1-1/p

<P (@) n Z ( Z |f(Zk)‘) > (g(t))° P, ll—-1< < l
" V() =1 k=T 1+1 y(n)
= RSV (Say)

where p > 1. We consider the parts R and S separately. To part R we apply an exponential Markov
inequality to obtain the bound

B 2|)\| 615_1 ly(n) T; 5 B s
e (C" 1(n) = = szlﬂ‘f(Zk)D > 5)
6—1
< trr ( (22 25 exp (o)

where
I(t) :=log E, {exp (ti ‘f(Zk)D‘;}
k=1

Since § < (1 — a)~! and [ is atmost n/y(n) for any n > 1 and hence there exists K7 > 0 such that

1671 5—1
< 5<K1 for all n > 1.
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Now observe that I' is convex and I'(0) = 0. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.4, I'(¢) < oo for all
t > 0 and we can get K5 > 0 such that

I(t) < Kot forall 0 <t < (2|\)° K /kop.

If the conditions of Theorem 4.3 hold then there exists ¢y > 0 such that T'(¢) < oo for all 0 < ¢ < .
In this case also there exists Ky > 0 such that

I'(t) < Kot for all 0 <t < t,
s
and furthermore there exists K > 1 such that (%All) Ki < tg for all n > K. Therefore, under the
conditions of Theorem 4.3 or Theorem 4.4 for any n > K and [ < n/v(n) we have

AN 1 &

a (Z - > i) > 60
2

=1 k=T;_1+1

IN

exp(—kopg(t)®)

Ko (o) T
)

kop(”' 1 exp(—kopi (1)) (522)

Now we concentrate on part R. We use the duality between the variables (T},) and (I,) to get
P, [In = lﬂY(n)] =F, [T[l'y(n)] < TL] <P, [Tl['y(n)] < n} .
Define the variables W}, := T}, — Tj;—1 for k > 1. Since a is an atom, (W},) is a sequence of i.i.d. random

variables. For any = > 1/n

P[Wl + -+ Wiy < nx} < P { max W; < nx}
1<i<[y(n)]

_ (1 - m) [v(n)]

There exists ¢; > 0 such that for any n > 1 and 1/n < z < 2,

P[Wi+ -+ Wiy < nz] < exp (‘Cl %) (5.23)

Fix € > 0 such that a — e > 0. Using Potter bounds (Theorem 1.5.6 in Bingham, Goldie and Teugels
(1989)) we get ¢z > 1 such that for 1 > zo > 1

co <ﬂ)a < ) (5.24)

T2 v(z2)

Hence, it is easy to get ¢3 > 0 such that for all 1/n < x < 2,
P[W1 + Wiy < naz} < exp (—63:170‘_6) . (5.25)
Now if V}' := (W(k—l)[v(n)]-i—l + -+ th(n)])/n then

P[Tiymy) <] = P[V{" + -+ V" < 1].
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y (5.25) there exists o > 0 such that for any 0 < 2 < 2
P[% + V" < 2| < PoSa-c <a]
where S, is a right skewed (« — €)-stable random variable satisfying
E|exp(—tSa—c)] =exp(—t*~¢)  forall t > 0.
Using the fact that I < n/v(n) for any n > 1

P[Tiyay<n] = P+ +W" <]

Pl(3 i) s (3ov) <

< P[Sa_'*79 < 2/0]

IN

By Theorem 2.5.3 in Zolotarev (1986) there exists ¢4 > 0 and ¢5 > 0 such that
P[Tl[v(n)] < n} < cq €xp (—C5l 1*f1¥+€) . (526)
Therefore, by combining (5.19)-(5.22) and (5.26) we get

|/\| In+1 T;

P | Pl (S5 S Jp@)) > )2 (5.27)

1=2 k=T;_1+1

< exp(—kog(t) ZK2— 2|A))° % caexp (—05(1 - 1/]9)11"1”5)

The series in (5.27) surely converges to a finite number and hence by (5.18) and (5.27) there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that

9(7(2)% z: 1(2:)) > t| < Cexp(~kog(t)”)
Finally,
N &
5 oGy S ) o)
= 7 ol ) v (253 @) > o]
and that converges 0 as N — oo by Assumption (4.20). O

6. Examples of Long Range Dependent ID Processes

Ezample 6.1 (Simple symmetric random walk on Z). Suppose E = Z and £ is the power set of E. Let
(Z,,) be the simple symmetric random walk on Z, i.e., it is a markov chain with transition kernel

o [1)2 ifj=itlorj=i—1
p(i,j) = { 0 otherwise.
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Then the counting measure 7 on (F, &) is an invariant measure for this kernel p(-,-). Here, we can
take F,, = {—n,n} and Ey = 0, which means ¢ = 0. Furthermore, a = {0} is an atom for (Z,,). From
the arguments proving Proposition 2.4 in Le Gall and Rosen (1991) we get

n) ~ Y Po[Xg = 0] ~ Vn\/2/m € RVyo.
k=1

and hence ao = 1/2. Also it is easy to observe that

n[Te-]izn:Wk

k=1

where (W},) are i.i.d. with distribution P[W;y € | = Py, [T € -]. So the hitting time of a from E,, can
be expressed as a sum of n i.i.d. random variables. Using this fact it is also easy to check the well
known result

Pr

P [T/n* €] = Si,
where S /5 is a right-skewed 1/2-stable distribution with density
1
Ve

Therefore, 1)(n) = n?, B = 2 and Q(-) is the law of S1/2- By the arguments used to prove the statement
(5.26) and the representation of the distribution 7" under P it is possible to check that assumption
(4.8) is satisfied. Now suppose that p(-) is a Lévy measure on (R, 5(R)) such that

g(\) = /R (eAz —1-M])p(dz) < oo, VAER,

h(z) = z73/? exp{—(2z)"'}, Vaz>0.

and
/0 exp ( — kog(t)?)dt < oo, (6.1)

for some 6 < 2 and ko > 0 where g(t) = min{|s| : g(s) = t}. Let M be an IDRM on S with control
measure m defined in (4.2) and local characteristics (0, p, 0).

Moderate Deviation Principle: Suppose f:Z —> R is a function that satisfies conditions F and
Assumption 4.2. Define the ID process X,, = [ f(s,)M(ds) and assume that E(X;) = 0 (this is an
assumption on p and f) and var(X;) = 02 If (6. 1) holds with 6 = 1 then any function with bounded
support satisfies those conditions, but if § > 1 then the only choice for f is of the form ¢ly(x) for
some ¢ # 0. Suppose ¢, — 0o is such that \/n/c2 — oo and let j,, be the law of

[nt]

ZXZ, te[0,1].

in BY. Then (u,) satisfies LDP in BV with speed v/n/c% and good rate function
Ar () ifEe AC,(0) =0

00 otherwise.

where for any ¢ € L]0, 1]
s = s L
$ELo[0,1]

—/0 2F [I[rzSi‘pSl]%Z (Cf\/g/olﬁs;/2 1/)(15)U(dt))2} dT} . (6.3)
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Here U(t) := inf{x : Sy/o(x) > t},0 <t <1, is the inverse time 1/2-stable subordinator, where

E {exp (—AS;,2(1))} = exp {—%AW} VA >0,

and 57, is independent of {U(t) : 0 < ¢ < 1} having the same distribution as Sy /(1).
Large Deviation Principle: The only functions f which satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.4 is of
the form cly(z) where ¢ # 0. Then the law of

[nt]
1
Yot)=—>» X;, te€]|0,1].
0=y L% telol
satisfies LDP in BY with speed /n and good rate function

H@:{ A (&) ifEe AC,£(0)=0 (6.4)

00 otherwise.

where for any ¢ € L]0, 1]

1
A'(g) =  sup { / B(t)o(t)de

YeL[0,1]

-/ Y [z[rzs;/mg((;f@ / o w<t>U<dt>)}dr} . (6.5)

Ezample 6.2. Suppose that (Z,,) is a Markov chain on E = Z with transition probabilities

pi(l—¢q) ifi#0,7=0

P(i,j)={ 1-p  ifj=i (6.6)
1 ifi1=0,j=1
0 otherwise

where (p,) and (gy,) are two sequences of real numbers between 0 and 1 (pg = 1, g9 = 1). The Markov
chain (Z,) is irreducible and if []; ; g, = 0 then (Z,) is recurrent. Whenever the chain hits a state
i, it stays there for 7; amount of time where 7; ~ geometric(p;). When it leaves 7, it jumps to i + 1
with probability ¢; or goes to 0 with probability 1 — ¢;. Therefore, given that Xy, = 0, we can write

N
Tgl-i-ZTk,
k=1

where N is a random variable independent of (7, k > 1) and having distribution
PIN =n] =1+ gur(1—gn), for everyn > 1.

Clearly that means Py[T' < oo] = Py[N < oo| = 1 if [];2 ¢n = 0. In that case it is also easy to check
that
7(0) =1 and 7(n) = q1 - ¢n—1/Pn, foralln > 1

is an invariant measure for this Markov chain.
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Consider a model where (p,,) and (gy,) are of the form

- 1
Pn = 7(71_‘_ 1)

n
n+1

t
and ¢, = ( ) for every n > 1.

Assume s > 0 and ¢ > 0 satisfies 1/2 < ¢ — s < 1. In this setup it is easy to check that (Z,) is a
recurrent Markov chain. Also observe that

P[N =n] ~ # €RV_(441y and P[N >n| ~ % € RV_,. (6.7)

Therefore

pk

which means that (Z,,) is a null-recurrent Markov chain. We can take a = {0} to be an atom. Next
we find « by estimating the tail probability of the random variable T'. Note that

N

—1+ZTk—Z (7 = (k +1)%) + 1(N)

k=1
where h is defined as N
h(n):=1+ Z(k +1)" ~ LnSJrl € RV44.
— s+1
From (6.7) it follows that P[h(N) > n] ~ ((s + 1)n) € RV_y/(s41)- If we can show that

Zivzl (7% — (k+1)°) has a lighter tail then it would follow that P[T" > n] € RV_;/(,41) which would in
turn imply o = t/(s+1). For that purpose observe that t/(s+1) <1 < t/(s+1/2). Then by Cauchy
Schwartz inequality

—t/(s+1)

N L7142
ZE(Tk — (k—i—l)s) ‘|

k=1

IS (= 1)
k=1

Since Var(my) = (k +1)%° we get

N N 1/2
’Z(m—(ml)sw < B> (k+1)*
k=1 k=1
S cE [N2S+l} 1/2
= ck [NS+1/2} < 00.

where ¢ > 0 is a constant such that

Z k+1) 28 < ep?2stl for all n > 1.
k=1

Therefore we have
v(n) = (s + )n'/HD,

A natural partition in to take take E, = {n} for every n > 0 and

(n+1)°

7T(TL) = Z € RV,

n
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which means ( = s —t > —1. Next we claim that § = s+ 1. Note that given Xg =n

N,

d
T= § Tn+k
k=0

where N, is a random variable such that for &£ > 1
P[Np =k] =qn @nik—1(1 = gnyr) = P[N =n+k|N >n]
It follows immediately that

P[Ny/n > z] ~ ﬁ for all x > 0. (6.8)

Following the same argument as above, using Cauchy Schwartz inequality it is easy to check that

N
1 = s
Bl—=5> (mk —(n+k) ) —50. (6.9)
k=
Therefore for any xz > 0
N
. s+1 . . s
nhﬁngo P, [T/n*tt > 2] = nhﬁn;OP T (n+k)° > x]
L k=0
. 1
= lm P|— (h(n +N,) — h(n — 1)) > x]

=

i n s+1
- 11mP(1+7) >1+(s+1)x}

n—oo

t

= (1—}-(8—1—1).%‘)_5“.
Hence 1 (n) = n**t! and Q(-) is a measure on (R, B(R,)) such that

Q((z,00) = (1+ (s +1)z) " forall 2 > 0.

Next we ensure that assumption (4.8) is satisfied. Fix any 0 < € < ¢. Then for any r > 1

T 1 N’Vl
—s—1+4e€ . —s—1+4e€
Pﬂ'n ns"l‘l SCT :| = P —ns+IZTn+kSCT
k=0
R
<

e E Wy < er—571te
n
k=0

where (W, k > 0) are i.i.d geometric(p,) and N}, is geometric(l — ¢,,) and is independent of (Wy,).

Now
N,

Z Wi ~ geometric(p, (1 — gn))
k=0
and therefore it is possible to get ¢’ > 0 and K > 1 such that
N,

1
sup P | —— Z Wi <er 571l < 1—exp {c’cr_S_HenSHpn(l —qn)}
n>Kr nstl k=0
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Observe that n*1p, (1 — ¢,) — t as n — oo. Hence one can get ¢’ > 0 such that
1 N’:l

sup P | — Wy, < crms7ie| < fpmsite

nZII()T nstl ];) b= a

Since ( = s — t and we assumed that ¢ > €, we see that (4.8) is satisfied.
Now suppose that p(-) is a Lévy measure on (R, B(R)) such that

g(\) = /R (eAz —1—=A])p(dz) < oo, VAER,

and (6.1) holds for some § < (s +1)/(s —t+1). Let M be an IDRM on S with control measure m
defined in (4.2) and local characteristics (0, p, 0).

Moderate Deviation Principle: Suppose f : Z — R is a function that satisfies conditions F and
Assumption 4.2. Define the ID process X,, = [q f(sn)M(ds) and assume that E(X;) = 0 and
var(Xy1) = o2. Here also if (6.1) holds with § = 1 then any function with bounded support satis-
fies those conditions, but if § > 1 then the only choice for f is of the form c¢ly(x) for some ¢ # 0. From
the computations above we see that

s—t41

T(Eppe )y () (n) ~ (s + D)n and  7(Bppe )9 (n) ~ n 71 .

Suppose ¢, — 00 is such that n T /c2 — oo and let p, be the law of

Yat)=23"X,, telo1).

in BY. Then (u,) satisfies LDP in BY with speed n T /c2 and good rate function
An (&) &€ ACE(0)=0

00 otherwise.

where for any ¢ € L]0, 1]

A%(9) sup { / ()
YELoo[0,1]
2

_/0 28 s, <u 5 (83{1/01TzSI/Qw(t)U(dt))2}dr}. (6.11)

Here U(x) := inf{y : Sy/(s11)(y) > x},0 < 2 < 1, is the inverse time ¢/(s + 1)-stable subordinator and
V is independent of (U(z) : 0 < z < 1) having distribution Q(-).

Large Deviation Principle: The only functions f which satisfy the conditions of Theorem 4.4 is of
the form cly(z). Then the law of

[nt]

ZX“ t e [0,1].

satisfies LDP in BY with speed n = and good rate function
A* (&) ifEe AC,E(0) =0

00 otherwise.
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where for any ¢ € L]0, 1]

1
v = s { [ v
YeLa[0,1] LJo
oo cf 177"25;/2
_/0 QE[I[TzsfmSl]g(S_'_l/o w(t)U(dt))}dr . (6.13)
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