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Abstract

Let A be a transition probability kernel on a finite state space ∆o
= {1, . . . , d} such that A(x, y) > 0

for all x, y ∈ ∆o. Consider a reinforced chain given as a sequence {Xn, n ∈ N0} of ∆o-valued

random variables, defined recursively according to,

Ln
=

1

n

n−1
∑

i=0

δXi
, P(Xn+1 ∈ · | X0, . . . , Xn) = LnA(·).

We establish a large deviation principle for {Ln}. The rate function takes a strikingly differ-

ent form than the Donsker-Varadhan rate function associated with the empirical measure of the

Markov chain with transition kernel A and is described in terms of a novel deterministic infi-

nite horizon discounted cost control problem with an associated linear controlled dynamics and

a nonlinear running cost involving the relative entropy function. Proofs are based on an analy-

sis of time-reversal of controlled dynamics in representations for log-transforms of exponential

moments, and on weak convergence methods.

Keywords: large deviation principle, reinforced random walks, empirical measure, Laplace

principle, time-reversal, stochastic control, infinite horizon discounted cost, stochastic

approximation

1. Introduction

Processes with reinforced dynamics have been used to model systems in ecology and biology

(see, e.g., [10, 14]) and have been applied in a wide range of sampling and optimization prob-

lems, including non-linear Markov chain Monte Carlo [2] and stochastic optimization [3, 6, 13].

In many such settings, the time-asymptotic properties of processes have been extensively studied,

and laws of large numbers and central limit theorems have been established under broad condi-

tions. In the current work our focus is on the study of large deviation asymptotics for certain

types of reinforced dynamics on a finite state space which, to the best of our knowledge, have

not been studied in the literature to date. One of the reasons for a lack of results in this direction
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is that the state dynamics in such systems is not Markovian and the evolution of the state depends

on the full path history, making the usual methods of empirical measure large deviation analy-

sis challenging to implement. To motivate the problem of interest consider first the elementary

setting of a Markov chain {X0
n , n ∈ N0} with values in the finite state space ∆o

= {1, . . . , d} and

a transition probability matrix A with A(x, y) > 0 for all x, y ∈ ∆o. The celebrated results of

Donsker and Varadhan [11, 12] give a large deviation principle (LDP) for the empirical measure

sequence {Ln
0
, n ∈ N} defined as Ln

0
= n−1

n−1
∑

i=0

δX0
i
, n ∈ N, with rate function given as

I(θ) = inf
γ∈A(θ)

R(γ‖θ ⊗ A), θ ∈ P(∆o), (1)

whereP(∆o) is the space of probability measures on ∆o, θ⊗A is a probability measure on ∆o×∆o

defined as, for x, y ∈ ∆o, θ⊗ A(x, y)
.
= θ(x)A(x, y),A(θ) is the space of all probability measures γ

on ∆o×∆o for which the two marginals are the same as θ, i.e.,
∑

y∈∆o γ(x, y) =
∑

y∈∆o γ(y, x) = θ(x),

for all x ∈ ∆o, and R(·‖·) is the relative entropy function (see Section 1.1). Consider now the rein-

forced chain {Xn, n ∈ N0} associated with the transition probability kernel A which is constructed

recursively as X0 = x0 for some x0 ∈ ∆
o and, having defined X0, . . . , Xn−1 and Ln

= n−1
n−1
∑

i=0

δXi
,

the conditional distribution of Xn given {X0, . . . , Xn−1} is LnA(·) =
∑

x∈∆o Ln(x)A(x, ·). Thus, at

each time instant, one of the previously visited sites x∗ is chosen at random (with probabilities

proportional to visit frequencies) and then the new site is selected according to the distribution

A(x∗, ·). The law of the large numbers for Ln and Ln
0

is the same, namely both converge to the

unique stationary distribution of the Markov chain {X0
n}. However, as we will see, the study of

the large deviation behavior of {Ln, n ∈ N} requires a rather different type of analysis than the se-

quence {Ln
0
, n ∈ N}, and the associated rate function, which is introduced in (5), has a strikingly

different form than the rate function in (1). In particular, the emergence of a discount factor in the

rate function and the rate function’s characterization as the value function of an infinite horizon

discounted cost problem is novel in the context of empirical measure large deviation theory.

One special case of our results is the following. Let p = (px)x∈∆o be a positive probability

vector on ∆o. Then Sanov’s theorem (cf. [8, Theorem 3.3]) tells us that if {X0
n} is an iid sequence

with law p, then the empirical measure Ln
0
= n−1

n−1
∑

i=0

δX0
i

satisfies a LDP with rate function I(θ) =

R(θ‖p), θ ∈ P(∆o). Consider now the setting where p0 is a positive probability vector on ∆o ∪ {0}

and px
.
= p0

x/(1 − p0
0
), x ∈ ∆o. We construct a chain {Xn} for which the conditional distribution

of Xn given {X0, . . . , Xn−1} is pn, where pn
x = p0

x + (1 − p0
0
)Ln, x ∈ ∆o, where Ln

= n−1
n−1
∑

i=0

δXi
.

For this chain, at each instant the new state is chosen, independently of the past, according to

the probability vector p0, but if the chosen state is 0, the chain immediately moves to a state

chosen at random from the collection of previously visited states (with probabilities proportional

to visit frequencies). These types of reinforcement mechanisms have been used for numerical

approximations of quasi-stationary distributions of Markov chains (see, e.g., [1, 4]). Once again

the law of large numbers for Ln
0

and Ln are the same, namely both converge to the probability

measure p = p0/(1 − p0
0
), however, as will be seen, the large deviation behavior of Ln is more

complex and is governed by an infinite horizon discounted cost problem. Another special case

is where A(x, y) = py, x, y ∈ ∆o, where p is a probability vector on ∆o. In this case the model

simply reduces to an iid sequence (with no reinforcement) for which the empirical measure large

deviation principle is given by Sanov’s theorem. In this special case the rate function given in
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(5) is easily seen to be the same as the familiar rate function in Sanov’s theorem (see Remark 4).

We now comment on proof techniques. The starting point is a reformulation of the large de-

viation principle in terms of Laplace asymptotics (cf. [8, Theorem 1.8]) and a stochastic control

representation using relaxed controls (cf. (10)) for log-transforms of exponential moments of

empirical measure functionals. Inspired by the ODE-method for the study of stochastic approx-

imation schemes (cf. [5, 7, 15]), we introduce a suitable continuous time interpolation for the

controlled processes in the stochastic control representation. The impact of reinforcement on the

large deviation behavior becomes evident when one considers the asymptotics of these interpo-

lated controlled sequences. It turns out that this asymptotic behavior is particularly well under-

stood when one considers the time-reversed trajectories (for interpolated controlled sequences)

going back from states far off in the future. The asymptotic time-reversed paths have a simple

form linear dynamics which also reveals the exponential discounting of the contribution, to the

cost, of initial segments of near-optimal paths. Proof of the large deviation upper bound relies on

tightness and characterization of weak limits of time-reversed trajectories and their costs. For the

lower bound, one takes a constructive approach. We first argue that by suitable approximations,

mollification, and discretization one can find simple form piecewise-constant near-optimal tra-

jectories for the variational problem describing the Laplace asymptotics. The remaining work is

to then construct suitable controlled state sequences for which the associated interpolated paths

and the corresponding costs converge in probability to these simple form near-optimal paths and

associated costs.

We remark that the current work considers the simplest forms of reinforcement mechanisms

in finite-state models. A general form of reinforced dynamics corresponds to a setting where the

conditional distribution of Xn+1 given {X0, . . . , Xn−1} is given as LnA(Ln), where A is a suitable

(nonlinear) map from P(∆o) to the space of stochastic kernels on ∆o × ∆o and Ln is as before the

empirical measure. This general setting introduces significant new challenges, particularly in the

treatment of the lower bound, and is a topic currently under study.

1.1. Notation.

The following notation is used. Fix d ∈ N. Let ∆
.
= {0, 1, . . . , d}, and let ∆o

= {1, . . . , d}.

For a metric space S , B(S ) denotes the corresponding Borel σ-field and P(S ) denotes the space

of probability measures on (S ,B(S )) equipped with the topology of weak convergence. Recall

that a function I : S → [0,∞] is called a rate function if it has compact sublevel sets, namely

S k
.
= {x ∈ S : I(x) ≤ k} is compact for every k ∈ [0,∞). For x ∈ S , δx ∈ P(S ) is the Dirac

probability measure concentrated at the point x. For ν, µ ∈ P(S ), we denote the relative entropy

of ν with respect to µ as R(ν‖µ), which is the extended real number defined as

R(ν‖µ)
.
=

∫

S

(

log
dν

dµ

)

dν,

if ν is absolutely continuous with respect to µ, and +∞ otherwise. LetVd .
= {e1, . . . , ed}, where

ex is the x-th unit coordinate vector in R
d, and denote byM(Vd ×R+) the space of locally finite

measures on Vd × R+ with the vague topology. Denote by U the collection of all measurable

maps from R+ to P(∆o). We denote by Cb(P(∆o)) the space of bounded continuous functions

from P(∆o) to R. For m, m̃ ∈ P(∆o), we write ‖m − m̃‖
.
=

∑

x∈∆o

|m(x) − m̃(x)|. We use the

same notation for the norm of a vector in R
d. As a convention

∫ b

a
f (s)ds is taken to be 0 if

a ≥ b. For Rd-valued random variables {Xn, n ∈ N}, X, we say that Xn → X in L2 as n → ∞ if

3



E‖Xn − X‖2 → 0 as n→ ∞. For a vector v ∈ Rd we use the notation vx and v(x) interchangeably

to denote the x-th coordinate of v.

1.2. Description of the Model

Consider a map K : P(∆o)→ P(∆o) satisfying Assumption 1 below.

Assumption 1. There is a d × d stochastic matrix A such that δ0
.
= infx,y∈∆o Ax,y > 0, and, for

m ∈ P(∆o), K(m) = mA.

For fixed x0 ∈ ∆
o, we consider a collection {Xn, n ∈ N0} of ∆o-valued random variables,

a collection {Ln, n ∈ N} of P(∆o)-valued random measures, and a filtration {Fn, n ∈ N0} on

some probability space (Ω,F ,P), defined recursively as follows. Let X0
.
= x0, F0

.
= {∅,Ω}, and

L1 .
= δx0

. Having defined {Xi, L
i+1, 0 ≤ i ≤ n} and σ-fields {Fi, i ≤ n} for some n ∈ N0, define

P(Xn+1 = y|Fn)
.
= K(Ln+1)(y), y ∈ ∆o, Fn+1

.
= σ{Xk, k ≤ n + 1}, and

Ln+2 .
=

1

n + 2

n+1
∑

i=0

δXi
. (2)

For m ∈ P(∆o), let ρ(m) ∈ P(Vd) be defined as

ρ(m)(ex)
.
= K(m)(x) = (mA)x, x ∈ ∆o.

Let {νk(m), m ∈ P(∆o)}k∈N be iid random fields with values inVd such that, for each m ∈ P(∆o),

P(ν1(m) = ex) = ρ(m)(ex) = K(m)(x), x ∈ ∆o.

Then, we can write the evolution equation for Ln as

Ln+1
= Ln

+
1

n + 1

[

νn(Ln) − Ln] , n ∈ N. (3)

1.3. Statement of Results

For m ∈ P(∆o), letU(m) be the collection of all η ∈ U such that if M : R+ → P(∆o) satisfies

M(t) = m −

∫ t

0

η(s)ds +

∫ t

0

M(s)ds, t ∈ R+, (4)

then M ∈ C(R+ : P(∆o)). Note that, given η ∈ U and m ∈ P(∆o), (4) always has a unique

solution in C(R+ : Rd); however for such an η to be in U(m) we require that the solution is in

fact in C(R+ : P(∆o)).

Given M ∈ C(R+ : P(∆o)) that satisfies (4), with some m ∈ P(∆o) and η ∈ U, for all t ∈ R+,

we say that M solvesU(m, η).

Define I : P(∆o)→ R+ as

I(m)
.
= inf

η∈U(m)

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (η(· | s)‖K(M(s))) ds, m ∈ P(∆o), (5)
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where M solves U(m, η). For a η ∈ U, define Λη : R+ → P(Vd) as Λη(s)(ex)
.
= η(s)(x), for

s ∈ R+ and x ∈ ∆o. Then the above rate function can equivalently be written as

I(m)
.
= inf

η∈U(m)

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (Λη(· | s)‖ρ(M(s))) ds, m ∈ P(∆o), (6)

where M solvesU(m, η).

The following theorem is the main result of this work, which establishes a large deviations

principle (LDP) for {Ln, n ∈ N}.

Theorem 2. Let I : P(∆o) → R+ be the function defined in (5). Then I is a rate function and

the sequence {Ln+1, n ∈ N} satisfies an LDP with rate function I. Namely, for each closed set

F ⊆ P(∆o),

lim sup
n→∞

n−1P(Ln+1 ∈ F) ≤ − inf
m∈F

I(m),

and for each open set G ⊆ P(∆o),

lim inf
n→∞

n−1P(Ln+1 ∈ G) ≥ − inf
m∈G

I(m).

Proof. In view of [8, Theorem 1.8] it suffices to show that for every F ∈ Cb(P(∆o)),

lim inf
n→∞

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] = inf
m∈P(∆o)

[F(m) + I(m)]

and that I is a rate function (namely it has compact sublevel sets). The first statement is shown

in Theorems 8 and 9, which establish the Laplace upper bound and Laplace lower bound respec-

tively, whereas the second statement is shown in Section 5.

1.4. Examples

We note three examples that are covered by the model studied in this work.

Example 3. (a) Let p ∈ P(∆) satisfy infx∈∆ px > 0, and let po be the sub-probability measure

obtained by restricting p to ∆o. Consider the transition matrix A given by A = Po
+ p0I,

where Po is the d × d matrix whose every row is po, and I is the d × d identity matrix. Then,

Assumption 1 is satisfied and the corresponding {Ln+1, n ∈ N0} is a special case of the

algorithm for approximating quasi-stationary distributions studied in [1], for the case when

the system’s dynamics are not state-dependent.

(b) Let A be a transition probability matrix on ∆o satisfying infx,y∈∆o Ax,y > 0. Then, Assumption

1 is satisfied and {Xn} can be interpreted as a genetic-type algorithm for a population with

uniform fitness, as P(Xn = x|Fn−1) =
n−1
∑

i=0

n−1AXi ,x, see [9].

(c) Fix α ∈ (0, 1), let po ∈ P(∆o) satisfy infx∈∆o po
x > 0. Let B be a transition probability matrix

on ∆o. Then A = αpo
+(1−α)B satisfies Assumption 1 and describes a setting where, at each

step, a new state is chosen according to the iid law po with probability α, and according to

LnB with probability 1 − α. As α ranges from 0 to 1, these models interpolate between the

reinforced setting of part (b) and the iid setting of Sanov’s theorem (see also Remark 4).
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Remark 4. The setting of Sanov’s theorem corresponds to the case A = Po where, for some

po ∈ P(∆o) satisfying infx∈∆o px > 0, Po is the d × d matrix whose every row is po. In this case

it is easy to verify that for m ∈ P(∆o) the infimum on the right side of (5) is achieved at the

constant function η(s) = m for all s ∈ R+ and, furthermore, with this choice of η, M(s) = m and

ρ(M(s)) = po for all s ∈ R+. Thus, the rate function in (5) reduces to the familiar rate function

R(m‖p) in Sanov’s theorem.

1.5. Organization

Rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we present the stochastic control

representation that is key in the proofs of both upper and lower bounds. This section also presents

some basic tightness and limit point characterization results. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of

the Laplace upper bound (Theorem 8) while Section 4 proves the Laplace lower bound (Theorem

9). Finally, Section 5 shows that I has compact sublevel sets.

2. A Stochastic Control Representation

The key ingredient in the proof is a certain stochastic control representation for exponential

moments of functionals of the empirical measures {Ln, n ∈ N}, which we now present.

The controlled stochastic system, for each n ∈ N, is a sequence {L̄n,k, k ∈ N} of P(∆o)-valued

random variables which is defined recursively in terms of a collection of random probability

measures on Vd, {µ̄n,k, k ∈ N}, where for each k ∈ N, µ̄n,k is F̄ n,k .
= σ({L̄n, j, 1 ≤ j ≤ k})

measurable, and, having defined {L̄n, j, 1 ≤ j ≤ k}, L̄n,k+1 is defined as

L̄n,k+1
=















δx0
, k = 0

L̄n,k
+

1
k+1

[

ν̄n,k − L̄n,k
]

, k ≥ 1,
(7)

where ν̄n,k is aVd-valued random variable such that

P[ν̄n,k
= ex | F̄

n,k] = µ̄n,k(ex), x ∈ ∆o.

We denote the collection of all such control sequences {µ̄n,k, k ∈ N} as Θn. It is convenient

to consider a continuous time interpolation of the sequences {L̄n,k, k ∈ N}. Define the time

interpolation sequence {tk, k ∈ N0} by t0
.
= 0, and tk =

∑k
j=1( j + 1)−1, for k ≥ 1. For each n ∈ N,

define the C(R+ : P(∆o))-valued random variable L̄n by linear interpolation: namely, for each

k ∈ N0,

L̄n(t)
.
=















L̄n,k+1, t = tk

L̄n,k+1
+ (k + 2)(t − tk)[L̄n,k+2 − L̄n,k+1], t ∈ (tk, tk+1).

(8)

Consider random measures onVd × [0, tn] defined as follows: for A ⊆ Vd and B ∈ B[0, tn],

Λ̄
n(A × B)

.
=

∫

B

Λ̄
n(A | t)dt, µ̄n(A × B)

.
=

∫

B

µ̄n(A | t)dt, (9)

where, for k ≤ n − 1 and t ∈ [tk, tk+1),

Λ̄
n(· | t)

.
= δν̄n,k+1 (·), µ̄n(· | t)

.
= µ̄n,k+1(·).

6



The following variational representation follows from [8, Theorem 4.5]. For each F ∈ Cb(P(∆o)),

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] = inf
{µ̄n,i}∈Θn

E

















F(L̄n(tn)) + n−1

n−1
∑

k=0

R
(

µ̄n,k+1‖ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

















. (10)

We now rewrite the right side above using the continuous time interpolation introduced in (8)

and the ‘relaxed control’ representation in (9). For each s ∈ R+, let m(s)
.
= sup{k : tk ≤ s} and

a(s)
.
= tm(s). It follows from the definitions above that, for 0 ≤ t ≤ tn,

L̄n(t) = L̄n(0) +

∫ t

0

∑

v∈Vd

(v − L̄n(a(s)))Λ̄n(v | s)ds. (11)

Define ψe : R+ → {2, 3, . . . } as ψe(tk)
.
= k + 2 for k ∈ N0, and, for k ∈ N0 and t ∈ [tk, tk+1), define

ψe(t) by constant interpolation as ψe(t)
.
= ψe(tk). From this definition it follows that

n−1

n−1
∑

k=0

R
(

µ̄n,k+1‖ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

= n−1

∫ tn

0

ψe(s)R
(

µ̄n(· | s)‖ρ(L̄n(a(s)))
)

ds. (12)

Define P(Vd × R+)-valued random variables as follows: for t ∈ R+ and x ∈ ∆o, let

γn({ex} × [0, t])
.
= n−1

∫ tn∧t

0

ψe(tn − s)Λ̄n(ex | tn − s)ds

βn({ex} × [0, t])
.
= n−1

∫ tn∧t

0

ψe(tn − s)µ̄n(ex | tn − s)ds

θn({ex} × [0, t])
.
= n−1

∫ tn∧t

0

ψe(tn − s)ρ(L̄n(a(tn − s)))(ex)ds.

(13)

The fact that the quantities on the right side of (13) define probability measures on Vd × R+

follows from the identity n−1
∫ tn

0
ψe(s)ds = 1. From (12) and chain rule for relative entropies

(see [8, Corollary 2.7]), it follows that

n−1

n−1
∑

k=0

R
(

µ̄n,k+1‖ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

= R (βn‖θn) . (14)

With the identity in (14), the expectation on the right side of (10) can be rewritten as

E
[

F(L̄n(tn)) + R (βn‖θn)
]

. (15)

It is convenient to analyze the dynamics of L̄n viewed backwards in time. Towards that end, for

each n ∈ N, define the C(R+ : P(∆o))-valued random variable Ľn by

Ľn(t)
.
=















L̄n(tn − t) 0 ≤ t ≤ tn

L̄n(0) t ≥ tn.
(16)

Also, for each n ∈ N, define M(Vd × R+)-valued random variables Λ̌n by, for A ⊆ Vd and

7



t ∈ R+,

Λ̌
n(A × [0, t])

.
=

∫ tn

tn−t

Λ̄
n(A | s)ds =

∫ t

0

Λ̌
n(A | s)ds, (17)

where Λ̄n(A | s)
.
= 0 for s ≤ 0, and Λ̌n(A | s)

.
= Λ̄

n(A | tn − s) for s ∈ R+. For these time-reversed

processes one can easily verify the following evolution equation: for t ∈ R+ and m(t) ≤ n,

Ľn(t) = Ľn(0) −

∫ t

0

∑

v∈Vd

vΛ̌n(v|s)ds +

∫ tn

tn−t

Ľn(tn − a(s))ds. (18)

We now establish tightness of these time-reversed controlled processes and related collections of

random variables.

2.1. Tightness and Weak Convergence

We use the following estimate, for the difference between the harmonic series and the loga-

rithm function, established in [16] (see also [17] for a slightly sharper estimate): for any n ≥ 2

γ +
1

2(n + 1)
<

n
∑

k=1

k−1 − log n < γ +
1

2(n − 1)
, (19)

where γ ≈ 0.57721 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

Recall the map m : R+ → N0 defined by m(t)
.
= sup{k ≥ 1 : tk ≤ t}. As an immediate

consequence of the estimate in (19) and the observation that tn − s ≤ tm(tn−s)+1, we see that for all

n ∈ N and s ∈ R+,

log(n + 1) +
1

2(n + 2)
− (s + 1) ≤ tm(tn−s)+1 − γ ≤ log(m(tn − s) + 2) +

1

2(m(tn − s) + 1)
.

The next lemma is a straightforward consequence of the above estimate (proof is omitted).

Lemma 5. For each t ∈ R+, as n → ∞, n−1m(tn − t) → exp(−t). Additionally, for each t ∈ R+,

as n→ ∞,

sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣n−1ψe(tn − s) − exp(−s)
∣

∣

∣→ 0. (20)

The next lemma establishes the tightness of the controlled processes introduced in Section 2.

Lemma 6. The collection {(Ľn, Λ̌n, γn, βn, θn), n ∈ N} is tight in C(R+ : P(∆o))×M(Vd ×R+)×

(P(Vd × R+))3.

Proof. We begin by showing that {Ľn, n ∈ N} is tight. Since P(∆o) is compact, it suffices to show

that there is a constant C ∈ (0,∞) such that for all n ∈ N and s, t ∈ R+, ‖Ľn(t)− Ľn(s)‖ ≤ C|t − s|.

Note that for all k1, k2 ∈ N such that k1 < k2 ≤ tn, we have that ‖L̄n(tk1
) − L̄n(tk2

)‖ ≤ 2(tk2
− tk1

).

Using the linear interpolation property it then follows that for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t, |L̄n(t)−L̄n(s)| ≤ 2(t−s)

which in turn shows that, for n ∈ N and 0 ≤ s < t, ‖Ľn(t)− Ľn(s)‖ ≤ 2|t − s|. Thus, it follows that

{Ľn, n ∈ N} is tight in C(R+ : P(∆o)).

The tightness of {Λ̌n, n ∈ N} inM(Vd × R+) is immediate on observing that for each k ∈ N

supn∈N Λ̌
n(Vd × [0, k]) = k.

Next, sinceVd is compact, the sequences {[γn]1, n ∈ N}, {[βn]1, n ∈ N}, and {[θn]1, n ∈ N},

are tight. Also, for each n ∈ N, [γn]2 = [βn]2 = [θn]2, so it suffices to show that the sequence
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{[γn]2, n ∈ N} is tight. Observe that, for each n ∈ N, if n ≥ m(t), then, since [tm(tn−t)+1, tn] ⊆

[tn − t, t],

[γn]2([0, t]) = n−1

∫ t

0

ψe(tn − s)ds = n−1

∫ tn

tn−t

ψe(s)ds

≥ n−1

n−1
∑

k=m(tn−t)+1

∫ tk+1

tk

ψe(s)ds = 1 − n−1(m(tn − t) + 1).

From Lemma 5, for fixed ε > 0 and t > log(3ε−1), we can find some n0 > 3ε−1 such that

n0 ≥ m(t) and

sup
n≥n0

|n−1m(tn − t) − e−t| ≤ 3−1ε.

Thus,

inf
n≥n0

[γn]2([0, t]) ≥ 1 − ε.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, the desired tightness follows.

The next lemma gives a useful characterization for the weak limit points of the tight collection

in Lemma 6.

Lemma 7. Let (Ľ∗, Λ̌∗, γ∗, β∗, θ∗) be a weak limit point of the sequence (Ľn, Λ̌n, γn, βn, θn). Then,

the following hold a.s.

(a) The measure Λ̌∗ can be disintegrated as

Λ̌
∗(dv, ds) = Λ̌∗(dv | s)ds.

(b) For all t ∈ R+

Ľ∗(t) = Ľ∗(0) −

∫ t

0

∑

v∈Vd

vΛ̌∗(v | s)ds +

∫ t

0

Ľ∗(s)ds. (21)

(c) γ∗ = β∗

(d) For t ∈ R+ and x ∈ ∆o,

γ∗({ex} × [0, t]) =

∫ t

0

exp(−s)Λ̌∗(ex | s)ds.

(e) For t ∈ R+ and x ∈ ∆o,

θ∗({ex} × [0, t]) =

∫ t

0

exp(−s)ρ̌(Ľ∗(s))(ex)ds.

Proof. (a) This is immediate on noting that for each n ∈ N and ex ∈ V
d,

Λ̌
n(ex, ds) = Λ̌n(ex | s)ds.
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(b) Assume without loss of generality (by selecting the weakly convergent subsequence and

appealing to Skorohod representation theorem) that {(Ľn, Λ̌n), n ∈ N} converges almost

surely to (Ľ∗, Λ̌∗). For t ∈ R+ and m(t) ≤ n, recall the evolution equation (18). Also note that

∫ tn

tn−t

Ľn(tn − a(s))ds =

( ∫ tn

tn−t

Ľn(tn − a(s))ds −

∫ tn

tn−t

Ľn(tn − s)ds

)

+

∫ t

0

Ľn(s)ds, (22)

and, for each t ∈ R+,

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ tn

tn−t

Ľn(tn − a(s))ds −

∫ tn

tn−t

Ľn(tn − s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ t sup
s∈[tn−t,tn]

‖L̄n(a(s)) − L̄n(s)‖. (23)

As in the proof of Lemma 6, for all n ∈ N satisfying tn ≥ t and s ∈ [tn − t, tn],

‖L̄n(a(s)) − L̄n(s)‖ ≤ 2(m(tn − t) + 2)−1. (24)

Combining (22), (23), and (24) and using the almost-sure convergence of {(Ľn, Λ̌n), n ∈ N}

to (Ľ∗, Λ̌∗) we see that, as n→ ∞, for each t ∈ R+,

Ľn(t)→ Ľ∗(0) −

t
∫

0

∑

v∈Vd

vΛ̌(v | s)ds +

∫ t

0

Ľ∗(s)ds,

almost surely. The result follows.

(c) Fix t > 0 and x ∈ ∆o. Then, for all n ∈ N such that tn ≥ t,

γn({ex} × [0, t]) − βn({ex} × [0, t]) = n−1

∫ t

0

ψe(tn − s)[Λ̄n(ex | tn − s) − µ̄n(ex | tn − s)]ds

= n−1

∫ tn

tn−t

ψe(s)[Λ̄n(ex | s) − µ̄n(ex | s)]ds.

(25)

Using the martingale-difference property, we see that for 1 ≤ l ≤ m,

E















n−1

m
∑

k=l

[δν̄n,k+1 (ex) − µ̄n,k+1(ex)]















2

≤
m − l + 1

n2
. (26)

Noting the identity

n−1

∫ tm+1

tl

ψe(s)[Λ̄n(ex | s) − µ̄n(ex | s)]ds = n−1

m
∑

k=l

[δν̄n,k+1 (ex) − µ̄
n,k+1(ex)],

we have from (25) and (26) that for some C1 ∈ (0,∞),

E[γn({ex} × [0, t]) − βn({ex} × [0, t])]2 ≤ C1/n.

The statement in (c) is now immediate.
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(d) As in part (b), without loss of generality, suppose that

{(Ľn, Λ̌n, γn, βn, θn), n ∈ N},

converges almost surely to (Ľ∗, Λ̌∗, γ∗, β∗, θ∗). Fix x ∈ ∆o and observe that for each n ≥ m(t),

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1

∫ t

0

ψe(tn − s)Λ̌n(ex | s)ds −

∫ t

0

exp(−s)Λ̌∗(ex | s)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1

∫ t

0

ψe(tn − s)Λ̌n(ex | s)ds −

∫ t

0

exp(−s)Λ̌n(ex | s)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

exp(−s)Λ̌n(ex × ds) −

∫ t

0

exp(−s)Λ̌∗(ex × ds)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (27)

Next,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1

∫ t

0

ψe(tn − s)Λ̌n(ex | s)ds −

∫ t

0

exp(−s)Λ̌n(ex | s)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣n−1ψe(tn − s) − exp(−s)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣Λ̌
n(ex | s)

∣

∣

∣ ds ≤ t sup
s∈[0,t]

∣

∣

∣n−1ψe(tn − s) − exp(−s)
∣

∣

∣ ,

and, by convergence of Λ̌n to Λ̌∗, as n→ ∞,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

exp(−s)Λ̌n(ex × ds) −

∫ t

0

exp(−s)Λ̌∗(ex × ds)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

→ 0.

This, together with Lemma 5 and (27), shows that, as n→ ∞,

n−1

∫ t

0

ψe(tn − s)Λ̌n(ex | s)ds→

∫ t

0

exp(−s)Λ̌∗(ex | s)ds.

On recalling the definition of γn we now have the statement in (d).

(e) Note that for each t ∈ R+, n ≥ m(t), and x ∈ ∆o,

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

θn([0, t] × {ex}) −

∫ t

0

exp(−s)ρ(Ľ∗(s))(ex)ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

n−1

∫ t

0

ψe(tn − s)ρ(L̄n(a(tn − s)))(ex)ds −

∫ t

0

exp(−s)ρ(L̄n(a(tn − s)))(ex)ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

0

exp(−s)ρ(L̄n(a(tn − s)))(ex)ds −

∫ t

0

exp(−s)ρ(Ľ∗(s))(ex)ds
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∫ t

0

∣

∣

∣

∣
n−1ψe(tn − s) − exp(−s)

∣

∣

∣

∣
ds +

∫ t

0

exp(−s)
∣

∣

∣ρ(L̄n(a(tn − s)))(ex) − ρ(Ľ∗(s))(ex)
∣

∣

∣ds.

(28)
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From (24), for all s ∈ [0, t],

∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n(a(tn − s))) − ρ(Ľ∗(s))
∥

∥

∥ ≤
∥

∥

∥L̄n(a(tn − s)) − L̄n(tn − s)
∥

∥

∥ ≤ 2(m(tn − t) + 2)−1. (29)

Combining Lemma 5, (28), and (29), and sending n→ ∞, we now see that, for each x ∈ ∆o,

θ∗([0, t] × {ex}) =

∫ t

0

exp(−s)ρ(Ľ∗(s))(ex)ds.

The result follows.

3. Laplace Upper Bound

The main result of the section is Theorem 8, which gives the Laplace upper bound.

Theorem 8. For every F ∈ Cb(P(∆o)),

lim inf
n→∞

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] ≥ inf
m∈P(∆o)

[F(m) + I(m)].

Proof. Fix F ∈ Cb(P(∆o)) and ε > 0. From the variational representation in (10), for each n ∈ N

we can find {µ̄n,i} ∈ Θn such that

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] ≥ E

















F(L̄n(tn)) + n−1

n−1
∑

k=0

R
(

µ̄n,k+1
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

















− ε, (30)

where the sequence {L̄n,k} is defined by (7).

For each n ∈ N, define the the P(∆o)-valued continuous process L̄n and random measures

Λ̄
n, µ̄n on Vd × [0, Tn] according to (11) and (9), respectively. Also define, for each n ∈ N, γn,

βn, θn, Ľn and Λ̌n as in (13), (16), and (17), respectively. Recalling the identity in (14) we have

that

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] ≥ E
[

F(Ľn(0)) + R(βn‖θn)
]

− ε. (31)

From Lemma 6, the collection {(Ľn, Λ̌n, γn, βn, θn), n ∈ N} is tight in C(R+ : P(∆o)) ×M(Vd ×

R+) × (P(Vd × R+))3.

Let (Ľ∗, Λ̌∗, γ∗, β∗, θ∗) be a weak limit point of the above sequence and suppose without loss

of generality that the convergence holds along the full sequence and in the a.s. sense. Disinte-

grating Λ̌∗ as in Lemma 7 (a), we see from part (b) of the same lemma that, a.s., {η̌∗(· | s), s ∈

R+} ∈ U(Ľ∗(0)), where

η̌∗(x | s) =

















∑

v∈Vd

vΛ̌∗(v | s)

















x

.

Also from parts (c), (d) and (e) of Lemma 7,

(γ∗, θ∗) = (β∗, θ∗) =
(

exp(−s)Λ̌∗(· | s)ds, exp(−s)ρ(Ľ∗(s))ds
)

. (32)
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Thus, using Fatou’s lemma,

ε + lim inf
n→∞

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] ≥ lim inf
n→∞

E
[

F(Ľn(0)) + R(βn‖θn)
]

≥
[

F(Ľ∗(0)) + R(γ∗‖θ∗)
]

=

[

F(Ľ∗(0)) + R
(

exp(−s)Λ̌∗(· | s)ds
∥

∥

∥ exp(−s)ρ(Ľ∗(s))ds
)]

=

[

F(Ľ∗(0)) +

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R
(

Λ̌
∗(· | s)

∥

∥

∥ρ(Ľ∗(s))
)

ds

]

≥
[

F(Ľ∗(0)) + I(Ľ∗(0))
]

≥ inf
m∈P(∆o)

[F(m) + I(m)] ,

where the second inequality uses (32) and the lower semicontinuity of relative entropy, the sec-

ond identity uses the chain rule for relative entropies (see [8, Corollary 2.7]), and the last two

inequalities use the fact that Ľ∗(·) solves (21), the relationship between η̌∗ and Λ̌∗, and the ex-

pression of the rate function I given in (6). The result follows on letting ε→ 0.

4. Laplace Lower Bound

The main result of the section is Theorem 9 which gives the Laplace lower bound.

Theorem 9. For every F ∈ Cb(P(∆o)),

lim sup
n→∞

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] ≤ inf
m∈P(∆o)

[F(m) + I(m)].

The proof of Theorem 9 is postponed until Section 4.3. In the next section we establish some

estimates that are used in the proofs of Lemma 11 and Lemma 12.

4.1. Preliminary Estimates

Fix F ∈ Cb(P(∆o)) and ε > 0. In order to prove Theorem 9 we can assume without loss of

generality that F is Lipschitz (see [8, Corollary 1.10]): for some Flip ∈ (0,∞),

|F(m) − F(m̃)| ≤ Flip‖m − m̃‖, m, m̃ ∈ P(∆o).

Choose m0 ∈ P(∆o) such that

F(m0) + I(m0) ≤ inf
m∈P(∆o)

[F(m) + I(m)] + ε. (33)

Recalling the definition of the rate function, we choose η0 ∈ U(m0) such that

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (η0(· | s)‖K(M0(s)) ds ≤ I(m0) + ε, (34)

where M0 solvesU(m0, η0).

Now we make a series of approximations to M0 and η0 in order to get a more tractable and

simple form near-optimal trajectory.
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4.1.1. Step 1: Ensuring Nondegeneracy.

The relative entropy function R(·‖θ) is not well behaved when a probability measure θ places

small mass to points in its support. The following step addresses this problem. Under Assump-

tion (1) there is a unique stationary distribution for the transition probability matrix A, which we

denote as m∗; note that infx∈∆o (m∗)x > 0. Let, for s ∈ R+, M∗(s)
.
= m∗ and η∗(· | s)

.
= m∗. Observe

that M∗ solvesU(m∗, η∗). Define, for κ ∈ (0, 1) and t ∈ R+,

Mκ(t)
.
= (1 − κ)M0(t) + κM∗(t),

ηκ(· | t)
.
= (1 − κ)η0(· | t) + κη∗(· | t), (35)

and observe, with mκ ∈ P(∆o) defined as mκ
.
= (1 − κ)m0 + κm∗, that Mκ solvesU(mκ, ηκ). Note

also that

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (ηκ(· | s)‖K(Mκ(s))) ds ≤ (1 − κ)

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (η0(· | s)ds‖K(M0(s)) ds

≤

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (η0(· | s)ds‖K(M0(s)) ds,

where the first inequality follows from the convexity of relative entropy, the definitions of mκ, ηκ,

and Mκ and the fact that

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (η∗(· | s)‖K(M∗(s))) ds = 0.

Let κ1 > 0 be such that ‖m0 −mκ1
‖ ≤ min{(Flip)

−1, 1}ε, and, for convenience, write (m1, η1, M1)
.
=

(mκ1
, ηκ1

, Mκ1
). Then,

F(m1) +

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (η1(· | s)‖K(M1(s))) ds

≤ F(m0) +

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (η0(· | s)‖K(M0(s)) ds + ε

≤ inf
m∈P(∆o)

[F(m) + I(m)] + 3ε. (36)

Also, note that with δ0 > 0 defined as in Assumption 1,

K(m)(x) ≥ δ0, x ∈ ∆o,m ∈ P(∆o), (37)

which implies that for each s ∈ R+,

R (η1(· | s)‖K(M1(s))) ≤ − log δ0. (38)

Also, since m∗ is a positive vector, there is a δ > 0 such that for each s ∈ R+ and x ∈ ∆o,

M1(s)(x) ≥ δ, η1(x | s) ≥ δ. (39)

Recall from the proof of the upper bound that the trajectories in the variational problem in the

Laplace upper bound are related to the controlled trajectories by time reversal (see e.g., (16)).

Thus, we now introduce a time reversal of M1, which, after further approximations, is then used
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to construct suitable controlled trajectories. Fix T ∈ (0,∞) large enough so that

exp(−T + 1)| log δ0| ≤ ε (40)

Throughout the rest of the section, this T is fixed. Define, for t ∈ [0, T ],

M̂1(t)
.
= M1(T − t), η̂1(· | t)

.
= η1(· | T − t),

and note that, since M1 solvesU(m1, η1), for t ∈ [0, T ],

M1(T ) +

∫ t

0

η̂1(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̂1(s)ds = M̂1(t). (41)

Recalling the non-negativity of relative entropy, note that

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (η1(· | s)‖K(M1(s))) ds ≥ exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂1(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂1(s))
)

ds. (42)

4.1.2. Step 2: Continuity of Control

Our next step mollifies the control η̂1 in a suitable manner so that it can be discretized at a

later step. For κ > 0, define

η̂κ1(s)
.
= κ−1

∫ κ+s

s

η̂1(u)du, s ∈ [0, T ], (43)

where η̂1(u)
.
= η̂1(T ) for u ≥ T . Also, define for t ∈ [0, T ],

M̂κ
1(t)

.
= M1(T ) +

∫ t

0

η̂κ1(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̂κ
1(s)ds. (44)

Note that there is a unique M̂κ
1
∈ C([0, T ] : Rd) that solves (44), and that this M̂κ

1
satisfies, for

each s ∈ [0, T ],
∑

x∈∆o

M̂κ
1(s)(x) = 1.

We now show that for κ sufficiently small, for each s ∈ [0, T ] we have

inf
x∈∆o

M̂κ
1(s)(x) > 0,

namely that the solution to (44) in fact belongs to C([0, T ] : P(∆o)). We can write, for t ∈ [0, T ],

M̂κ
1(t) = M1(T ) +

∫ t

0

η̂1(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̂κ
1(s)ds + Rκ1(t), (45)

where

Rκ1(t)
.
=

∫ t+κ

0

η̂1(u)κ−1

∫ u

(u−k)+
dsdu −

∫ t

0

η̂1(u)du.
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Observe that, for each t ∈ [0, T ], ‖Rκ
1
(t)‖ ≤ 3κ. Combining this estimate with (41) and (45), we

have, for t ∈ [0, T ],

‖M̂κ
1(t) − M̂1(t)‖ ≤ 3κ +

∫ t

0

‖M̂κ
1(s) − M̂1(s)‖ds,

from which we see, by an application of Grönwall’s lemma, that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖M̂κ
1(t) − M̂1(t)‖ ≤ 3κ exp(T ). (46)

We now assume that κ is small enough so that, with δ as in (39)

3κ exp(T ) ≤ δ/2. (47)

This, in view of (39), ensures that M̂κ
1
∈ C([0, T ] : P(∆o)), and in fact

inf
s∈[0,T ],x∈∆o

M̂κ
1(s)(x) ≥ δ/2. (48)

Note that for x ∈ ∆o and u, s ∈ [0, T ] satisfying |u − s| ≤ κ,

| log(K(M̂1(u))(x)) − log(K(M̂κ
1(s))(x))| ≤ δ−1

0 |K(M̂1(u))(x)) − K(M̂κ
1(s))(x))|, (49)

so using the definition of relative entropy, (46), and (49) we see that

R
(

η̂1(· | u))
∥

∥

∥K(M̂1(u))
)

− R
(

η̂1(· | u))
∥

∥

∥K(M̂κ
1(s))

)

≤ δ−1
0

(

‖M̂κ
1(s) − M̂1(s)‖ + ‖M̂1(u) − M̂1(s)‖

)

≤ δ−1
0 (3κ exp(T ) + 2κ).

(50)

Using (38) and the fact that κ̄−1(1 − e−κ̄) ≤ 1 for each κ̄ ∈ (0, 1), note that

∫ T

0

exp(s)κ−1

∫ κ+s

s

R
(

η̂1(· | u))
∥

∥

∥K(M̂1(u))
)

duds

≤ κ−1

∫ T

0

R
(

η̂1(· | u))
∥

∥

∥K(M̂1(u))
)

(exp(u) − exp(u − κ))du

+ κ−1

∫ T+κ

T

| log δ0|(exp(u) − exp(u − κ))du

≤

∫ T

0

exp(u)R
(

η̂1(· | u))
∥

∥

∥K(M̂1(u))
)

du + κ exp(T + κ)| log δ0|, (51)

so it follows from (50), (51), and convexity of relative entropy, that

exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂κ1(· | s)‖K(M̂κ
1(s))

)

ds

≤ exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂1(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂1(s))
)

ds

+ κ exp(κ)| logδ0| + δ
−1
0 (3κ exp(T ) + 2κ). (52)
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Now fix κ2 small enough so that in addition to (47) (with κ = κ2) we have

max{κ2 exp(κ2)| log δ0| + δ
−1
0 (3κ2 exp(T ) + 2κ2), 3κ2 exp(T )(1 + Flip)} ≤ ε.

Henceforth, write (η̂2, M̂2)
.
= (η̂

κ2

1
, M̂

κ2

1
). Then, from (44), for t ∈ [0, T ],

M̂2(t) = M1(T ) +

∫ t

0

η̂2(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̂2(s)ds, (53)

and, from (46) and our choice of κ2,

sup
0≤t≤T

‖M̂2(t) − M̂1(t)‖ ≤ εmin{1, (Flip)
−1}. (54)

Furthermore, from (52) and our choice of κ2

exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂2(s))
)

ds

≤ exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂1(· | u))
∥

∥

∥K(M̂1(s))
)

ds + ε. (55)

By construction, η̂2 is continuous and we can find C1
.
= C1(κ2) ∈ (0,∞) such that

‖η̂2(s) − η̂2(t)‖ ≤ C1|s − t|, s, t ∈ [0, T ], (56)

and, with δ as in (39), for s ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ ∆o,

η̂2(x | s) ≥ δ. (57)

4.1.3. Step 3: Piecewise Constant Approximation

Now we carry out the last step in the approximation which is to replace continuous controls

by piecewise constant controls. For κ > 0, define η̂κ
2

as

η̂κ2(· | s)
.
= η̂2(· | jκ), s ∈ [ jκ, ( j + 1)κ), j = 0, . . . , ⌊Tκ−1⌋. (58)

Also, for t ∈ [0, T ], let

M̂κ
2(t) = M1(T ) +

∫ t

0

η̂κ2(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̂κ
2(s)ds, (59)

so that, with Rκ
2
(t)

.
=

∫ t

0
η̂κ

2
(s)ds −

∫ t

0
η̂2(s)ds, we have that, for t ∈ [0, T ],

M̂κ
2(t) = M1(T ) +

∫ t

0

η̂2(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̂κ
2(s) + Rκ2(t). (60)

From (56) and the definition of η̂κ
2
,

sup
0≤t≤T

Rκ2(t) ≤ T sup
s,t∈[0,T ],|s−t|≤κ

‖η̂2(s) − η̂2(t)‖ ≤ C1κT,
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Combining the last estimate, (53), and (60), we have from Grönwall’s lemma that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖M̂κ
2(t) − M̂2(t)‖ ≤ C1κT exp(T ). (61)

Assume that κ is sufficiently small so that C1κT exp(T ) ≤ δ/4. Then, from (48) it follows that M̂κ
2

is in C([0, T ] : P(∆o)). Next, for s ∈ [0, T ],

∣

∣

∣

∣

R
(

η̂2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂2(s))
)

− R
(

η̂κ2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂κ
2(s))

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤

∣

∣

∣

∣

R
(

η̂2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂2(s))
)

− R
(

η̂κ2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂2(s))
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

R
(

η̂κ2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂2(s))
)

− R
(

η̂κ2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂κ
2(s))

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

and, using (37), (56), and (57),

∣

∣

∣

∣
R

(

η̂2(· | s)‖K(M̂2(s))
)

− R
(

η̂κ2(· | s)‖K(M̂2(s))
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

v∈Vd

(

|η̂2(v | s) log(η̂2(v | s) − η̂κ2(v | s) log(η̂κ2(v | s)| + |η̂2(v | s) − η̂κs(v | s)|| log(K(M̂2(s)))|
)

≤
∑

v∈Vd

|η̂2(v | s) − η̂κ2(v | s)|(| logδ0| + | log δ| + 1) ≤ C1κ(| log δ0| + | log δ| + 1). (62)

Using estimates analogous to those in (50) along with the estimate in (61), we see that

∣

∣

∣

∣

R
(

η̂κ2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂2(s))
)

− R
(

η̂κ2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂κ
2(s))

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δ−1
0 ‖M̂

κ
2(s) − M̂2(s)‖ ≤ δ−1

0 C1κT exp(T ).

Combining the estimates in the last three displays we see that, for s ∈ [0, T ],

∣

∣

∣

∣
R

(

η̂2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂2(s))
)

− R
(

η̂κ2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂κ
2(s))

)

∣

∣

∣

∣
≤ C1κ(| log δ0| + | log δ| + 1) + δ−1

0 C1κT exp(T ).

It then follows that

exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂κ2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂κ
2(s))

)

ds

≤ exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂2(s))
)

ds

+C1κ(| log δ0| + | log δ| + 1) + δ−1
0 C1κT exp(T ). (63)

Now, fix κ3 > 0 such that, in addition to C1κ3T exp(T ) ≤ δ/4,

C1κ3((| log δ0| + | log δ| + 1) + (δ−1
0 + 1 + Flip)T exp(T )) ≤ ε.

Writing, (η̂3, M̂3)
.
= (η̂

κ3

2
, M̂

κ3

2
), we have from (61)

sup
0≤t≤T

‖M̂3(t) − M̂2(t)‖ ≤ εmin{1, (Flip)
−1}, (64)
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and, from (59), for t ∈ [0, T ],

M̂3(t) = M1(T ) +

∫ t

0

η̂3(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̂3(s)ds. (65)

Furthermore, from (63) and our choice of κ3,

exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂3(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂3(s))
)

ds

≤ exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂2(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂2(s))
)

ds + ε. (66)

Finally, for each j ≤ ⌊Tκ−1⌋, if s ∈ [ jκ, ( j + 1)κ), then η̂3(s) = η̂3(κ j), and from (57),

inf
x∈∆o,s∈[0,T ]

η̂3(x | s) ≥ δ. (67)

Now we are ready to construct the control sequence.

4.2. Constructing the Control Sequence

Let T be large enough so that (40) holds, and let q
.
= M1(T ), where M1 is as in Section 4.1.

From (37), we have that

sup
m∈P(∆o)

R(q‖K(m)) ≤ − log δ0. (68)

Let ε0 > 0 be such that

max{1, Flip} exp(T )ε0(1 + δ0T ) ≤ ε. (69)

Let {Yi, i ∈ N} be iid ∆o-valued random variables with common distribution q. Using the law of

large numbers we can find n0 ∈ N such that

P

















∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

n−1

















δx0
+

n−1
∑

i=1

δYi

















− q

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≥ ε0

















≤ ε, n ≥ n0. (70)

Construction 10. Fix n ≥ m(T ), and let c
.
= κ3, where κ3 is defined as in Section 4.1. For s ∈ R+,

define Λ̂3(s) ∈ P(Vd) as

Λ̂3(s)(ex)
.
= η̂3(s)(x), x ∈ ∆o.

(i) Let a0(n)
.
= m(tn − T ), so that tn − T ∈ [ta0(n), ta0(n)+1). Assume that n is large enough so that

a0(n) ≥ n0. For 1 ≤ i ≤ a0(n) + 1, let ν̄n,i .
= δYi

and µ̄n,i .
= q, define the random measures

L̄n,i recursively as in (7) using this choice of ν̄n,i. Also, let F̄ n,i .
= σ{L̄n, j, 1 ≤ j ≤ i}.

(ii) Consider the set

An
.
=

{

{‖L̄n,a0(n)+2 − q‖ ≥ ε0

}

=















∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

(a0(n) + 2)−1

















δx0
+

a0(n)+1
∑

i=1

δYi

















− q

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≥ ε0















.

For i ≥ a0(n) + 2, define the random measure µ̄n,i, together with ν̄n,i and L̄n,i, recursively as

in (7), as follows.
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• On An ∈ F̄
n,a0(n)+2, let, for i ≥ a0(n) + 2, µ̄n,i .

= ρ(L̄n,i).

• On Ac
n, define µ̄n,i, for i ≥ a0(n) + 2, as follows. Let σ+n

.
= ta0(n)+1 and for j =

0, 1, . . . , ⌊Tc−1⌋ and ti ∈ [σ+n + jc, σ+n + ( j + 1)c), define µ̄n,i .
= Λ̂3(c j). For i ≥

m(σ+n + (⌊Tc−1⌋ + 1)c), define µ̄n,i .
= ρ(L̄n,i).

(iii) Using the above {L̄n,i}, define L̄n(·) using (8) and random measures Λ̄n and µ̄n onVd×[0, tn]

using (9).

(iv) For each n ∈ N, define the continuous process Ľn(·) using (16) and theM(Vd ×R+)-valued

random variable Λ̌n using (17).

(v) For each n ∈ N, define P(Vd × R+)-valued random variables γn, βn, θn using (13).

With {µ̄n,k} and {L̄n,k} sequences defined as above, we have from the variational representation

in (10)

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] ≤ E

















F(L̄n(tn)) + n−1

n−1
∑

k=0

R
(

µ̄n,k+1‖ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

















. (71)

We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 11. We have that, with d1 = 2‖F‖∞ + 1,

lim sup
n→∞

E(F(Ľn(0))) ≤ F(M̂3(T )) + d1ε.

Proof. Recall σ+n
.
= ta0(n)+1. Also define sequences {σn}, {σ

−
n } by

σn
.
= tn − T, σ−n

.
= ta0(n), n ∈ N,

and observe that σn ∈ [ta0(n), ta0(n)+1). For each n ∈ N and s ∈ R+, define also σn,s
.
= s + σn. For

each n ∈ N and t ∈ [0, T ], define

M̄n(t)
.
= L̄n(σn,t), (72)

and observe that Ľn(0) = L̄n(tn) = M̄n(T ). For each t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ ∆o, let η̄n(t)(x)
.
= Λ̄

n(ex |

σn,t) and

Rn(t)
.
=

∫ t

0

M̄n(s)ds −

∫ t

0

L̄n(a(σn,s))ds.

Note from (11) that, for each t ∈ [0, T ],

M̄n(t) = M̄n(0) +

∫ t

0

η̄n(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̄n(s)ds + Rn(t). (73)

From an estimate as in the proof of Lemma 6, we see that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖Rn(t)‖ = sup
0≤t≤T

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t

0

(

L̄n(σn,s) − L̄n(a(σn,s))
)

ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ 2

∫ T

0

|σn + s − a(σn,s)|ds

≤ 2

n−1
∑

j=a0(n)

∫ t j+1

t j

|s − t j|ds ≤ 2a0(n)−1.
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Let Rn
1
(t)

.
=

∫ σ+n−σn

0
η̄n(s)ds + (M̄n(0) − L̄n(σ−n )) + Rn(t), so that

M̄n(t) = L̄n(σ−n ) +

∫ t

σ+n−σn

η̄n(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̄n(s)ds + Rn
1(t). (74)

Note that, as in the proof of Lemma 6,

sup
0≤t≤T

‖Rn
1(t)‖ ≤ (σ+n − σn) + ‖L̄n(σn) − L̄n(σ−n )‖ + 2a0(n)−1 ≤ 5a0(n)−1. (75)

For n ∈ N and t ∈ [0, T ], define

Rn
2(t)

.
=

∫ t

σ+n−σn

η̄n(s)ds −

∫ t

0

η̂3(s)ds.

Then, for t ∈ [0, T ],
∫ t

σ+n−σn

η̄n(s)ds =

∫ t

0

η̂3(s)ds + Rn
2(t). (76)

For t ∈ [0, T ], define

R
n,1
2

(t)
.
=

∫ t

σ+n−σn

(Λ̄n(σn,s) − µ̄
n(· | σn,s))ds

R
n,2
2

(t)
.
=

∫ t

σ+n−σn

(µ̄n(· | σn,s) − Λ̂3(s))ds,

and let R
n,3

2

.
= −

∫ σ+n−σn

0
η̂3(s)ds, so that

Rn
2(t) = R

n,1

2
(t) + R

n,2

2
(t) + R

n,3

2
.

Observe that for each t ∈ [0, T ], on Ac
n

‖R
n,2
2

(t)‖ ≤ 2(⌊Tc−1⌋ + 1)a0(n)−1

‖R
n,3

2
‖ ≤ (σ+n − σn) ≤ a0(n)−1, (77)

where the first inequality follows on recalling the definition of µ̄n in Construction 10. Now,

consider random signed measures {∆̄n,i, n ∈ N, i ∈ N0} and {∆̄n(s), n ∈ N, s ∈ R+} defined by

∆̄
n,i .
= δν̄n,i − µ̄n,i, n ∈ N, i ∈ N0

∆̄
n(s)

.
= Λ̄

n(s) − µ̄(· | s), n ∈ N, s ∈ R+,

and observe that, for each n ∈ N and x ∈ ∆o, {∆̄n,i(ex)}i∈N0
is a martingale difference sequence.
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Thus, using Burkholder’s inequality, we see that, for all n ∈ N,

E

(

sup
0≤t≤T

‖R
n,1
2

(t)‖2
)

= E















sup
0≤t≤T

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ t+σn

σ+n

∆̄
n(s)ds

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2














≤ 4d

m(σn,T )+1
∑

i=a0(n)+1

E
[

(i + 2)−2‖δν̄n,i+1 − µ̄n,i+1‖2
]

≤ 4d

m(σn,T )+1
∑

i=a0(n)+1

(i + 2)−2 ≤ 4d(a0(n))−1.

From (77) it then follows that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖Rn
2(t)‖ ≤ a0(n)−1(2⌊Tc−1⌋ + 4) + rn, (78)

where rn → 0 in L2 as n → ∞. Thus, with Rn
3
(t)

.
= (L̄n(σ−n ) − q) + Rn

1
(t) + Rn

2
(t), we have from

(74) and (76) that, for t ∈ R+,

M̄n(t) = q +

∫ t

0

η̂3(s)ds −

∫ t

0

M̄n(s)ds + Rn
3(t).

From (75) and (78), on the set Ac
n,

sup
0≤t≤T

‖Rn
3(t)‖ ≤ a0(n)−1

(

5 + (2⌊Tc−1⌋ + 4)
)

+ rn + ‖q − L̄n,a0(n)+1‖

≤ a0(n)−1(9 + 2⌊Tc−1⌋) + rn + ε0.

For notational convenience write C̃T,c
.
= 9 + 2⌊Tc−1⌋, so that

sup
0≤t≤T

‖Rn
3(t)‖ ≤ a0(n)−1C̃T,c + rn + ε0.

Now, from (65), Grönwall’s lemma, and the fact that M1(T ) = q, on Ac
n,

sup
0≤t≤T

‖M̄n(t) − M̂3(t)‖ ≤ exp(T )
(

a0(n)−1C̃T,c + rn + ε0

)

. (79)

Finally,

lim sup
n→∞

E(F(Ľn(0))) ≤ lim sup
n→∞

E(F(Ľn(0))1Ac
n
) + ‖F‖∞ε = lim sup

n→∞

E(F(M̄n(T ))1Ac
n
) + ‖F‖∞ε

≤ lim sup
n→∞

E(F(M̂3(T ))1Ac
n
) + ‖F‖∞ε + lim sup

n→∞

Flip exp(T )
(

a0(n)−1C̃T,c + Ern + ε0

)

≤ F(M̂3(T )) + 2‖F‖∞ε + Flip exp(T )ε0 ≤ F(M̂3(T )) + (2‖F‖∞ + 1)ε,

where the first inequality uses (70), the identity uses the observation below (72), the second

inequality uses (79) and the last inequality is due to (69).

The next lemma estimates the cost of our constructed controls.
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Lemma 12. Let {βn, θn, n ∈ N} be as in Construction 10. Then,

lim sup
n→∞

E
[

R(βn‖θn)
]

≤ exp(−T )E

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂3(· | s)‖K(M̂3(s))
)

ds + 2ε.

Proof. From (14), for each n ∈ N,

R(βn‖θn) = n−1

a0(n)
∑

k=0

R
(

µ̄n,k+1‖ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

+ n−1

n−1
∑

k=a0(n)+1

R
(

µ̄n,k+1‖ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

. (80)

Recall from our choice of T made below (39) that exp(−T + 1)| logδ0| ≤ ε, so, from Lemma 5,

we have that for all sufficiently large n,

n−1

a0(n)
∑

k=0

R
(

µ̄n,k+1
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

≤ n−1(a0(n) + 1)| logδ0| ≤ exp(−T + 1)| log δ0| ≤ ε.

Next, note that, by Construction 10, on the set An,

n−1

n−1
∑

k=a0(n)+1

R
(

µ̄n,k+1
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

= 0.

Now we estimate the above relative entropy on the set Ac
n. Along the lines of (12),

n−1

n−1
∑

k=a0(n)+1

R
(

µ̄n,k+1
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

n−1

∫ T

σ+n−σn

ψe(σn,s)R
(

µ̄n(· | σn,s)
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n(a(σn,s)))
)

ds.

Let

An(s)
.
=

∣

∣

∣R
(

µ̄n(· | σn,s)
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n(a(σn,s)))
)

− R
(

Λ̂3(· | s)
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n(a(σn,s)))
) ∣

∣

∣,

and

Bn(s)
.
=

∣

∣

∣R
(

Λ̂3(· | s)
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n(a(σn,s)))
)

− R
(

Λ̂3(· | s)
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n(σn,s))
) ∣

∣

∣.

Then, recalling the definition of M̄n from (72), we have

n−1

∫ T

σ+n−σn

ψe(σn,s)R
(

µ̄n(· | σn,s)‖ρ(L̄n(a(σn,s)))
)

ds

≤ n−1

∫ T

σ+n−σn

ψe(σn,s)R
(

Λ̂3(· | s)‖ρ(M̄n(s))
)

ds + n−1

∫ T

σ+n−σn

ψe(σn,s)[An(s) + Bn(s)]ds. (81)

Estimates analogous to those in (62) show that

An(s) ≤
(

| log δ0| + | log δ| + 1
)

‖µ̄n(· | σn,s) − Λ̂3(· | s)‖,
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so it follows, on recalling the definition of µ̄n,i from Construction (10), that, on Ac
n,

n−1

∫ T

σ+n−σn

ψe(σn,s)An(s)ds ≤
(

| log δ0| + | log δ| + 1
)

∫ T

σ+n−σn

‖µ̄n(· | σn,s) − Λ̂3(· | s)‖ds

≤ 2a0(n)−1 (

| log δ0| + | log δ| + 1
)

(⌊Tc−1⌋ + 1),

where the final inequality follows as the estimate in (77). Next, using estimates similar to (24)

and (50), we see that for n ∈ N and s ∈ [σ+n − σn, T ],

Bn(s) ≤ δ−1
0 ‖L̄

n(a(σn,s)) − L̄n(σn,s)‖ ≤ δ
−1
0 2a0(n)−1.

It now follows from Lemma 5 that as n→ ∞,

n−1

∫ T

σ+n−σn

ψe(σn,s)Bn(s)ds→ 0.

From an estimate analogous to (50), and (69) and (79), it follows that,

n−1

∫ T

σ+n−σn

ψe(σn,s)R
(

Λ̂3(· | s)
∥

∥

∥ρ(M̄n(s))
)

ds

≤ n−1

∫ T

σ+n−σn

ψe(σn,s)R
(

Λ̂3(· | s)
∥

∥

∥ρ(M̂3(s))
)

ds + ε + R(n),

where R(n)→ 0 in L2 as n→ ∞. Also, from Lemma 5, it follows that

sup
0≤s≤T

|n−1ψe(σn,s) − exp(−(T − s))| → 0 as

as n → ∞. Combining the preceding bounds and convergence, we have, on Ac
n, for sufficiently

large n,

n−1

n−1
∑

k=a0(n)+1

R
(

µ̄n,k+1
∥

∥

∥ρ(L̄n,k+1)
)

≤ exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

Λ̂3(· | s)‖ρ(M̂3(s))
)

ds + ε + R1(n),

where R1(n)→ 0 in L2 as n→ ∞. Finally, taking expectations in (80),

E
[

R(βn‖θn)
]

≤ exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

Λ̂3(· | s)‖ρ(M̂3(s))
)

ds + 2ε + ER1(n),

and the result follows on sending n → ∞, and recalling the relations between η̂3 and Λ̂3, and

ρ(m) and K(m), m ∈ P(∆o).

We now complete the proof of the Laplace lower bound.
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4.3. Proof of Theorem 9.

From (36) and (42), and recalling that M̂1(T ) = m1,

F(M̂1(T )) + exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂1(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂1(s))
)

ds ≤ inf
m∈P(∆o)

[F(m) + I(m)] + 3ε. (82)

Combining this with (54), (55), (64), (66) we have

F(M̂3(T )) + exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̂3(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̂3(s))
)

ds ≤ inf
m∈P(∆o)

[F(m) + I(m)] + 7ε. (83)

Using Lemma 11, the identity in (14), and the inequality in (71),

lim sup
n→∞

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] ≤ lim sup
n→∞

E
[

F(Ľn(0)) + R(βn‖θn)
]

≤ F(M̂3(T )) + lim sup
n→∞

E
[

R(βn‖θn)
]

+ d1ε.

Also, from Lemma 12,

lim sup
n→∞

E
[

R(βn‖θn)
]

≤ exp(−T )

∫ T

0

exp(s)R
(

η̌3(· | s)
∥

∥

∥K(M̌3(s))
)

ds + 2ε. (84)

Combining the above bounds we have that

lim sup
n→∞

−n−1 log E exp[−nF(Ln+1)] ≤ inf
m∈P(∆o)

[F(m) + I(m)] + 9ε + d1ε.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, the result follows.

5. Compactness of level sets.

In this section we show that the function I defined in (5) is a rate function. For this it suffices

to show that for any k ∈ (0,∞), the set S k = {m ∈ P(∆o) : I(m) ≤ k} is compact in P(∆o). Let

{mn, n ∈ N} be a sequence in S k. Since P(∆o) is compact, {mn} converges along a subsequence

to some limit point m ∈ P(∆o). It suffices to show that m ∈ S k. Since mn ∈ S k, for each n ∈ N

we can find ηn ∈ U(mn) such that

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (ηn(· | s)‖K(Mn(s)) ds ≤ I(mn) + n−1 ≤ k + n−1, (85)

where Mn solves U(mn, ηn). Define probability measures γ̂n, θ̂n on ∆o × R+ as, for t ∈ R+ and

x ∈ ∆o,

γ̂n({x} × [0, t]) =

∫ t

0

e−sηn(x | s)ds

θ̂n({x} × [0, t]) =

∫ t

0

e−sK(Mn(s))(x)ds.
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Since ∆o is compact and [γ̂n]2(ds) = [θ̂n]2(ds) = e−sds, it follows that the sequences {γ̂n, n ∈ N},

{θ̂n, n ∈ N} are tight in P(∆o × R+). Consider a further subsequence (of the subsequence along

which mn converges) along which γ̂n and θ̂n converge to γ̂ and θ̂ respectively, and relabel this

subsequence once more as {n}. Note that since Mn solvesU(mn, ηn), we have, for t ∈ R+,

Mn(t) = mn −

∫ t

0

ηn(s)ds +

∫ t

0

Mn(s)ds.

A straightforward calculation shows that ‖Mn(t) − Mn(s)‖ ≤ 2(t − s) for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t < ∞, from

which it follows that {Mn, n ∈ N} is relatively compact in C([0,∞) : P(∆o)). Assume without

loss of generality (by selecting a further subsequence if needed) that Mn → M in C([0,∞) :

P(∆o)) as n→ ∞. Note that we can write, for t ∈ R+ and x ∈ ∆o,

Mn(t)(x) = mn(x) −

∫ t

0

esγ̂n({x} × ds) +

∫ t

0

Mn(s)(x)ds.

Sending n→ ∞ in the previous display, we get

M(t)(x) = m(x) −

∫ t

0

esγ̂({x} × ds) +

∫ t

0

M(s)(x)ds. (86)

Furthermore, since [γ̂]2(ds) = e−sds, we can disintegrate γ̂ as γ̂(· × ds) = η̂(· | s)e−sds, where

s 7→ η̂(s)
.
= η̂(· | s) is a measurable map from [0,∞) to P(∆o). With this observation and (86),

we have, for t ∈ R+,

M(t) = m −

∫ t

0

η̂(s) +

∫ t

0

M(s)ds

which shows that

η̂ ∈ U(m). (87)

Next, note that for each t ∈ R+ and x ∈ ∆o

∫ t

0

esθ̂n({x} × ds) =

∫ t

0

K(Mn(s))(x)ds.

Sending n→ ∞ in the above display, we have, for each t ∈ R+ and x ∈ ∆o,

∫ t

0

esθ̂({x} × ds) =

∫ t

0

K(M(s))(x)ds.

Also, since [θ̂]2(ds) = e−sds, we can disintegrate θ̂ as θ̂(·×ds) = K̂(· | s)e−sds, where s 7→ K̂(s)
.
=

K̂(· | s) is a measurable map from [0,∞) to P(∆o). This says that for all t ∈ R+ and x ∈ ∆o,

∫ t

0

K(M(s))(x)ds =

∫ t

0

K̂(x | s)ds

and so K(M(s)) = K̂(· | s) for a.e. s. Finally, by the chain rule for relative entropies (see [8,

Corollary 2.7])
∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (ηn(· | s)‖K(Mn(s)) ds = R(γ̂n‖θ̂n),
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Using this, together with the lower semicontinuity of relative entropy and (85) we now have

R(γ̂‖θ̂) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

R(γ̂n‖θ̂n) ≤ k.

Using the chain rule again and the disintegrations of γ̂ and θ̂ we now have

∫ ∞

0

exp(−s)R (η̂(· | s)‖K(M(s)) ds = R(γ̂‖θ̂) ≤ k.

Together this, (87), and the definition of I show that I(m) ≤ k. The result follows.
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