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Abstract

The main results in this paper concern large deviations for families of non-Gaussian processes
obtained as suitable perturbations of continuous centered multivariate Gaussian processes which
satisfy a large deviation principle. We present some corollaries and, as a consequence, we obtain
logarithmic asymptotic estimates for exit probabilities from suitable halfspaces and quadrants.

Keywords: Lagrange multipliers method, most likely path leading to exit, reproducing kernel
Hilbert space, supermodular order.
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1 Introduction

The theory of large deviations provides a collection of techniques that allow to compute small
probabilities of rare events on an exponential scale (see e.g. [12] as a reference of this topic). An
important feature of large deviations of (continuous) Gaussian processes is that the rate functions
are expressed in terms of norms of suitable reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces associated to their
covariance functions. The main results in this paper (Theorems 3.1 and 3.2) concern a general
setting and allow to generalize some results in [28] (see Remark 3.1 for more details). These main
results concern families of non-Gaussian processes (on some finite time interval [0, T ]), obtained as
suitable perturbations of continuous centered p-variate Gaussian processes (Xn)n∈N which satisfy
a large deviation principle as n → ∞ (the literature on perturbations of stochastic processes is
wide; here we recall [14] in which the authors consider a perturbation of a Gaussian random field
which has some analogy with the one in this paper). In particular, in order to have results with
more explicit rate function expressions, we assume that the processes (Xn)n∈N have independent
components (see Condition (C1)). Our approach is motivated by potential connections with some
processes in the literature and, to this aim, we present some consequences of the main results
(Corollaries 3.3 and 3.4).

Among the processes in the literature that can be related to our results we cite the generalized
grey Brownian motion, which is a well-known example of model with random diffusivity (see e.g.
[30]). Here for completeness we recall some other references in the literature on generalized grey
Brownian motion. We start with [26] and [27] which concern the univariate case (i.e. the case p = 1
in this paper). Two references on the multivariate case are [6] and [7]; some connections between
the univariate case and the multivariate case are highlighted in [6] (see eqs. (8) and (9) in that
reference; see also [22] cited therein).
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In the final part of the paper we study the asymptotic behavior of some exit probabilities. We
mean logarithmic asymptotic estimates (in the fashion of large deviations) of exit probabilities
from halfspaces (see Section 4.1) and quadrants (see Section 4.2). In both cases we obtain the
limit in (9), and we compute its value by using the Lagrange multipliers method (this is a standard
method used to prove similar results for Gaussian processes in the literature; see for instance the
results for univariate processes in [2]). Moreover, again in both cases, the exit probabilities can be
interpreted as level crossing probabilities over a finite time horizon; we recall that level crossing
probabilities, or equivalently the distributions of first passage times, for univariate generalized grey
Brownian motions are studied in the literature (see e.g. [29]; moreover see [23] for a more general
discussion concerning also other topics and models). We also recall that, when we deal with the
exit probabilities from halfspaces, we have linear combinations of the components of the p-variate
processes, and therefore in some sense we deal with univariate processes. Moreover, when we deal
with the exit probabilities from quadrants, we mean that all the components of the multivariate
process reach or exceed (even not simultaneously) certain levels x1, . . . , xq > 0 in a time interval
[0, T ].

The occurrence of the exit event has a natural interpretation in risk theory; for instance, for
insurance models, the ruin occurs when a level crossing happens (and a level crossing event can
be interpreted as an exit event). For instance (here for simplicity we refer to the exit probabilities
from quadrants in this paper) one can consider an insurance model with p lines of business on some
time interval [0, T ], and the ruin occurs if we have

Ai(t)− cit ≥ xi (for some i ∈ {1, . . . , p} and t ∈ [0, T ]),

where A1, . . . , Ap are (possibly correlated) aggregate claim processes, c1, . . . , cp > 0 are constant
premium rates, and x1, . . . , xp > 0 are the initial capitals for each line of business. Typically the
aggregate claim processes are suitable compound sums with positive summands (which represent
the claim sizes); however the compound sums could be replaced with some diffusion approximations,
and therefore one has continuous processes (often Brownian motions with some correlations). So,
as happens in several references in the literature, in this paper we are interested in logarithmic
asymptotic estimates for sequences of exit probabilities (pn)n∈N as the limit in (9) in this paper.
One can find this kind of estimates in [10] and in [11], where the levels to cross go to infinity with
n; on the contrary in this paper the levels are fixed. The literature on level crossing probabilities
is wide; here we recall [9] as a reference with exact (i.e. non-logarithmic) asymptotic estimates, [8]
as a reference with approximations and bounds, and [5] as a reference with tight bounds and exact
asymptotics.

We conclude with the outline of the paper. We start with some preliminaries in Section 2. In
Section 3 we present the main results and their corollaries. In Section 4 we compute logarithmic
asymptotic estimates of exit probabilities from suitable halfspaces and quadrants. Some inequalities
between large deviation rate functions and between logarithmic asymptotic estimates are obtained
in Section 5, and we discuss some possible connections with the inequalities provided by the su-
permodular order. Finally, in Section 6, we present a discussion on Condition (C2) and how our
results can be related to the generalized grey Brownian motion.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we briefly recall some main facts related to reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS)
and large deviations for Gaussian measures on the Banach space of the continuous functions. For
a detailed development of this very wide theory we can refer, for example, to the following classical
references: for large deviations, see Section 3.4 in [13] and Chapter 4 (in particular Sections 4.1,
4.2 and 4.5) in [12]; for reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, see Chapter 4 (in particular Section 4.3)
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in [18], Chapter 2 (in particular Sections 2.2 and 2.3) in [4], Section 2 in [24], Section 3 in [1] and
Section 4.3 in [19].

We introduce the setting that we are going to consider throughout the paper. From now on,
given T > 0 and p ≥ 1, we will denote with C([0, T ],Rp) the space of Rp-valued continuous functions
on [0, T ] endowed with the topology induced by the sup-norm ‖ · ‖∞, i.e for f = (f1, . . . , fp) then

‖f‖∞ = sup
0≤t≤T

||f(t)||,

where ||·|| is the euclidean norm in R
p. The dual set of C([0, T ],Rp) is the set of vector measures λ =

(λ1, . . . , λp) on [0, T ] and we will denote it with M p[0, T ]. The action of M p[0, T ] on C([0, T ],Rp)
is denoted by

〈λ, h〉 =

p∑

i=1

∫ T

0
hi(t) dλi(t)

for every λ ∈ M p[0, T ] and h = (h1, . . . , hp) ∈ C([0, T ],Rp). In what follows, we will always suppose
our processes to be continuous.

A Gaussian process (U(t))t∈[0,T ] is characterized by the mean function and the covariance func-
tion, i.e.

m : [0, T ] → R
p, mi(t) = E[Ui(t)] i = 1, . . . , p,

and
k : [0, T ] × [0, T ] → R

p×p, kij(t, s) = Cov(Ui(t), Uj(s)) i, j = 1, . . . , p.

Recall that the covariance function k of any Gaussian process is a symmetric, positive definite
function. Since there is a one-to-one correspondence between centered Gaussian processes and
their covariance functions, we can talk of RKHS relative to a positive definite kernel k. Then
let (U(t))t∈[0,T ] be a continuous centered Gaussian process, with covariance function k as above,
defined on a probability space (Ω,F ,P). Moreover, define the set

D =

{
x ∈ C([0, T ],Rp) : x(t) =

∫ T

0
k(t, s) dλ(s), λ ∈ M

p[0, T ]

}
,

where x(t) =
∫ T
0 k(t, s)dλ(s) means

xi(t) =

p∑

j=1

∫ T

0
kij(t, s)dλj(s) (for all i = 1, . . . , p).

As we shall see (see Remark 2.1 just after Definition 2.1) the RKHS H relative to the kernel k can
be constructed as the completion of the set D with respect to a suitable norm. Consider the set of
(real) Gaussian random variables

Γ = {Y : Y = 〈λ,U〉, λ ∈ M
p[0, T ]} ⊂ L2(Ω,F ,P).

We have that, for Y1, Y2 ∈ Γ, say Yi = 〈λi, U〉, i = 1, 2,

〈Y1, Y2〉L2(Ω,F ,P) = Cov(Y1, Y2)

= Cov



∫ T

0

p∑

j=1

Uj(t) dλ
1
j (t),

∫ T

0

p∑

ℓ=1

Uℓ(t) dλ
2
ℓ (t)




=

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

p∑

j,ℓ=1

kjℓ(t, s)dλ
1
j (t)dλ

2
ℓ (s).
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Moreover, define the set

H = Γ
‖·‖L2(Ω,F,P) .

Then, since L2-limits of Gaussian random variables are still Gaussian, we have that H is a closed
subspace of L2(Ω,F ,P) consisting of real Gaussian random variables. Moreover, it becomes a
Hilbert space when endowed with the inner product

〈Y1, Y2〉H := 〈Y1, Y2〉L2(Ω,F ,P) Y1, Y2 ∈ H.

Consider now the following map,

S : H −→ C([0, T ],Rp)

Y 7−→ (S Y )(·) = E(U(·)Y ).

The map S is the Loéve isometry (see Theorem 35 in [4]); this isometry has some analogy with
the well-known Ito isometry.

Definition 2.1. Let U = (U(t))t∈[0,T ] be a continuous centered Gaussian process. We define the
reproducing kernel Hilbert space relative to the Gaussian process U as

H := S (H) = {h ∈ C([0, T ],Rp) : h(t) = (S Y )(t), Y ∈ H}

with an inner product defined as

〈h1, h2〉H := 〈S −1h1,S
−1h2〉H = 〈S −1h1,S

−1h2〉L2(Ω,F ,P), h1, h2 ∈ H .

Now we present some remarks and an example.

Remark 2.1. For any λ ∈ M p[0, T ], and t ∈ [0, T ]

(S 〈λ,U〉) (t) = E


U(t)

∫ T

0

p∑

j=1

Uj(s)dλj(s)


 =

∫ T

0
k(t, s)dλ(s)

and thus S (Γ) = D . Then, since Γ is dense in H, and S is an isometry, we have that

H = S (H) = S (Γ)
‖·‖H

= D
‖·‖H .

Remark 2.2. If the components of the process U are independent, then the set D is

D =

{
x ∈ C([0, T ],Rp) : xi(t) =

∫ T

0
kii(t, s) dλi(s), i = 1, . . . , p, λ ∈ M

p[0, T ]

}
(1)

and, for x ∈ D , we have

||x||2H =

∫ T

0

∫ T

0

p∑

i=1

kii(t, s)dλi(t)dλi(s).

Now we present some basic definitions on large deviations.
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Definition 2.2. Let E be a topological space, B(E) the Borel σ-algebra and (µn)n∈N a family of
probability measures on B(E); let γ : N → R

+ be a function, such that γn → +∞ as n → +∞. A
lower semicontinuous function I : E → [0,+∞] is called rate function. Then we say that (µn)n∈N
satisfies a large deviation principle (LDP) on E with the rate function I and the speed γn if

− inf
x∈Θ

I(x) ≤ lim inf
n→+∞

1

γn
log µn(Θ)

for any open set Θ, and

lim sup
n→+∞

1

γn
log µn(Γ) ≤ − inf

x∈Γ
I(x) (2)

for any closed set Γ.

A rate function I is said good if the sets {I ≤ a} are compact for all a ≥ 0. We also recall the
statement of the contraction principle (see e.g. Theorem 4.2.1 in [12]).

Proposition 2.3. Let X and Y be Hausdorff topological spaces and f : X → Y a continuous
function. Consider a good rate function I : X → [0,∞].

• For each y ∈ Y, define
I ′(y) := inf{I(x) : x ∈ X , y = f(x)}.

Then I ′ is a good rate function on Y.

• If I controls the LDP associated with a family of probability measures {µn} on X , then I ′

controls the LDP associated with the family of probability measures {µn ◦ f
−1} on Y.

In this paper we present large deviation principles for perturbed continuous and centered Gaus-
sian processes. In order to do that we always suppose that the following Condition (C1) holds; more
precisely we mean that an LDP holds and, keeping in mind the principal results on large deviations
for Gaussian measures (see e.g. [13]), it is governed by a suitable quandratic rate function.

Condition (C1). ((Xn(t))t∈[0,T ])n∈N is a family of p-dimensional, continuous centered Gaussian
processes, starting from zero, with independent components, which satisfies an LDP with speed γn
and good rate function

I(h) =

p∑

i=1

Ii(hi).

where Ii is defined by

Ii(hi) =

{
1
2 ‖hi‖

2
Hi

hi ∈ Hi

+∞ hi /∈ Hi,
(for hi ∈ C([0, T ],R)),

where Hi ⊂ C([0, T ],R) is the RKHS associated to some covariance function kii.

We can simply write I(h) = 1
2‖h‖

2
H

for a function h ∈ C([0, T ],Rp) if we take (as a slight abuse of
notation) ‖h‖2

H
= +∞ when h /∈ H .

3 Main results and corollaries

In this section we present two main results (Theorems 3.1 and 3.2), and some consequences (Corol-
laries 3.3 and 3.4). In particular the main results have some analogies with the results in [28]; this
fact will be briefly discussed in Remark 3.1, just after Theorem 3.2.
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We start with the main results in which we consider a sequence ((An, Bn))n∈N such that: it is
independent of the sequence ((Xn(t))t∈[0,T ])n∈N in Condition (C1), it satisfies a LDP with good rate
function I(A,B) and the speed γn, and (Bn)n∈N have paths in C([0, T ],Rp). As far as the sequence
(An)n∈N is concerned, we have two cases:

• the sequence (An)n∈N in Theorem 3.1 is [0,+∞) valued;

• the sequence (An)n∈N in Theorem 3.2 is [0,+∞)p valued.

Furthermore, in view of Theorem 3.2, for u = (u1, . . . , up) and v = (v1, . . . , vp) in R
p (from now

on we will use this notation for possibly random vectors in R
p), we use the symbol u ◦ v for the

Hadamard product between u and v, i.e.

u ◦ v = (u1v1, . . . , upvp).

Theorem 3.1. Let ((Xn(t))t∈[0,T ])n∈N be as in Condition (C1). Moreover, we consider the family
((An, Bn), Zn)n∈N, where ((An, Bn))n∈N is a [0,+∞)×C([0, T ],Rp)-valued random sequence (thus
(An)n∈N is a sequence of random variables taking values in [0,+∞), and (Bn)n∈N is a sequence of
continuous stochastic process taking values in R

p), independent of (Xn)n∈N. Then we set

Zn = AnXn +Bn (n ∈ N),

i.e. Zn(t) = AnXn(t) + Bn(t) for t ∈ [0, T ]. We also assume that ((An, Bn))n∈N satisfies a LDP
with the good rate function I(A,B) and the speed γn. Then ((An, Bn), Zn)n∈N satisfies a LDP with
the speed γn and the rate function

I(A,B),Z((a, b), z) = I(A,B)(a, b) +

p∑

i=1

Ji(zi|(a, bi)),

where

Ji(zi|(a, bi)) =





1

2a2
‖zi − bi‖

2
Hi

a > 0

0 zi − bi = 0 and a = 0

∞ otherwise.

(3)

Moreover (Zn)n∈N satisfies a LDP with the speed γn and the good rate function

IZ(z) = inf
(a,b)∈[0,+∞)×C([0,T ],Rp)

{
I(A,B)(a, b) +

p∑

i=1

Ji(zi|(a, bi))

}
.

Proof. By the hypotheses we can say that the sequence ((An, Bn),Xn)n∈N satisfies a LDP with the
speed γn and the rate function I(A,B),X defined by

I(A,B),X((a, b), x) := I(A,B)(a, b) + I(x),

where I is the rate function in Condition (C1). Then the desired LDPs hold as a consequence
of the contraction principle (Proposition 2.3) because the function (a, b, x) 7→ ax + b defined on
[0,+∞)× C([0, T ],Rp)× C([0, T ],Rp) is continuous.

Theorem 3.2. Let ((Xn(t))t∈[0,T ])n∈N be as in Condition (C1). Moreover, we consider the family
((An, Bn), Zn)n∈N, where ((An, Bn))n∈N is a [0,+∞)p×C([0, T ],Rp)-valued random sequence (thus
(An)n∈N is a sequence of random variables taking values in [0,+∞)p, and (Bn)n∈N is a sequence
of continuous stochastic process taking values in R

p), independent of (Xn)n∈N. Then we set

Zn = An ◦Xn +Bn (n ∈ N),

6



i.e. Zn(t) = An ◦Xn(t) +Bn(t) for t ∈ [0, T ]. We also assume that ((An, Bn))n∈N satisfies a LDP
with the good rate function I(A,B) and the speed γn. Then ((An, Bn), Zn)n∈N satisfies a LDP with
the speed γn and the rate function I(A,B),Z defined by

I(A,B),Z((a, b), z) = I(A,B)(a, b) +

p∑

i=1

Ji(zi|(ai, bi)),

where

Ji(zi|(ai, bi)) =





1

2a2i
‖zi − bi‖

2
Hi

ai > 0

0 zi − bi = 0 and ai = 0,

∞ otherwise.

(4)

Moreover (Zn)n∈N satisfies a LDP with the speed γn and the good rate function

IZ(z) = inf
(a,b)∈[0,+∞)p×C([0,T ],Rp)

{
I(A,B)(a, b) +

p∑

i=1

Ji(zi|(ai, bi))

}
.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.1. We omit the details.

Remark 3.1. The results in this section have some relationship with the results in [28]. In that
reference it is proved a LDP for a family ((An, Bn), Zn)n∈N, where Zn = AnXn +Bn (as we see in
this case we can avoid to refer to the Hadamard product), and the following hypotheses hold:

• ((Xn(t))t∈[0,T ])n∈N is a family of continuous univariate processes as in Condition (C1) (and
therefore we can neglect the hypothesis of independent components);

• (An, Bn)n∈N is a family of continuous processes with paths in Cα([0, 1],R)×C([0, 1],R) (where
Cα([0, 1],R) = {y ∈ C([0, 1],R) : y(t) ≥ α, t ∈ [0, 1]}, equipped with the uniform norm on
compact sets) which satisfies the same hypotheses as in Theorem 3.2.

So, in order to explain the differences with the model studied in [28], we can say that in this paper
(An)n∈N could be equal to zero, or arbitrarily close to zero, but it is a sequence of random variables
(and not a family of stochastic processes); moreover in this paper (An)n∈N and ((Xn(t))t∈[0,T ])n∈N
can be multivariate (and not univariate).

Now we present Corollaries 3.3 and 3.4. To prepare for these corollaries we present the following
Condition (C2).

Condition (C2). (Ãn)n∈N is a family of positive random variables that satisfies the LDP on
[0,+∞) with the speed γn, and good rate function J defined by

J (x) := dxθ (for x ≥ 0) (5)

for some d, θ > 0.

This condition will be discussed in Section 6. Moreover, for d, θ > 0 in Condition (C2), we consider
the notation

ψ(d, θ) := 2θ/(θ+2)

(
d(dθ)−θ/(θ+2) +

1

2
(dθ)2/(θ+2)

)
.

Now we present two corollaries that are consequences of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2. We start with
the corollary of Theorem 3.1.
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Corollary 3.3. Let ((Xn(t))t∈[0,T ])n∈N be as in Condition (C1). Moreover, we consider the family
((An, Bn), Zn)n∈N, where ((An, Bn))n∈N is a [0,+∞)×C([0, T ],Rp)-valued random sequence (thus
(An)n∈N is a sequence of random variables taking values in [0,+∞), and (Bn)n∈N is a sequence of
continuous stochastic process taking values in R

p), independent of (Xn)n∈N. Then we set

Zn = AnXn +Bn (n ∈ N),

i.e. Zn(t) = AnXn(t) + Bn(t) for t ∈ [0, T ]. We also assume that: (An)n∈N = (Ãn)n∈N, where
(Ãn)n∈N is as in Condition (C2) for some d, θ > 0; (Bn)n∈N satisfies a LDP with the speed γn and
the good rate function IB; (A

n)n∈N and (Bn)n∈N are independent. Then ((An, Bn), Zn)n∈N satisfies
a LDP with the speed γn and the rate function I(A,B),Z defined by

I(A,B),Z((a, b), z) = IB(b) + daθ +

p∑

i=1

Ji(zi|(a, bi)),

where Ji(zi|(a, bi)) is the function defined by (3); so in particular we have

I(A,B),Z((a, b), z) =





IB(b) + daθ +
∑p

i=1
1

2a2 ‖zi − bi‖
2
Hi

if a > 0

IB(b) if a = 0 and zi − bi = 0, i = 1, . . . , p
∞ otherwise.

Moreover (Zn)n∈N satisfies a LDP with the speed γn and the good rate function

IZ(z) = inf
(a,b)∈[0,+∞)×C([0,T ],Rp)

{
IB(b) + daθ +

p∑

i=1

Ji(zi|(a, bi))

}

= inf
b∈C([0,T ],Rp)



IB(b) + ψ(d, θ)

(
p∑

i=1

‖zi − bi‖
2
Hi

)θ/(θ+2)


 .

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.1 and some applications of the contraction
principle.

Remark 3.2. In view of the results presented in Section 4 it is useful to refer to the sequence
(Zn)n∈N in Corollary 3.3 when (Bn)n∈N is a constant deterministic sequence equal to some b̂ =
(b̂1, . . . , b̂p) ∈ C([0, T ],Rp); in such a case we have IB(b) = 0 if b = b̂, and infinity otherwise, and

therefore we can say that IZ(z) = I
(=)
Z (z), where

I
(=)
Z (z) := ψ(d, θ)

(
1

2

p∑

i=1

‖zi − b̂i‖
2
Hi

)θ/(θ+2)

. (6)

Now we present the corollary of Theorem 3.2.

Corollary 3.4. Let ((Xn(t))t∈[0,T ])n∈N be as in Condition (C1). Moreover, we consider the family
((An, Bn), Zn)n∈N, where ((An, Bn))n∈N is a [0,+∞)p×C([0, T ],Rp)-valued random sequence (thus
(An)n∈N is a sequence of random variables taking values in [0,+∞)p, and (Bn)n∈N is a sequence
of continuous stochastic process taking values in R

p), independent of (Xn)n∈N. Then we set

Zn = An ◦Xn +Bn (n ∈ N),

i.e. Zn(t) = An ◦Xn(t)+Bn(t) for t ∈ [0, T ]. We also assume that: (An)n∈N = ((Ãn1 , . . . , Ã
n
p ))n∈N,

where (Ãn1 )n∈N, . . . (Ã
n
p )n∈N, are as in Condition (C2) for some d1, θ1, . . . , dp, θp > 0; (Bn)n∈N satis-

fies a LDP with the speed γn and the good rate function IB; (A
n)n∈N and (Bn)n∈N are independent.

Then ((An, Bn), Zn)n∈N satisfies a LDP with the speed γn and the rate function I(A,B),Z defined by

I(A,B),Z((a, b), z) = IB(b) +

p∑

i=1

{dia
θi
i + Ji(zi|(ai, bi))},

8



where Ji(zi|(ai, bi)) is the function defined by (4); so in particular, if we set

I+(a) = {1 ≤ i ≤ p : ai > 0} and I0(a) = {1 ≤ i ≤ p : ai = 0},

we have

I(A,B),Z((a, b), z) =

{
IB(b) +

∑
i∈I+(a)

{
dia

θi
i + 1

2a2i
‖zi − bi‖

2
Hi

}
if zi − bi = 0 for i ∈ I0(a),

∞ otherwise.

Moreover (Zn)n∈N satisfies a LDP with the speed γn and the good rate function

IZ(z) = inf
(a,b)∈[0,+∞)p×C([0,T ],Rp)

{
IB(b) +

p∑

i=1

{dia
θi
i + Ji(zi|(ai, bi))}

}

= inf
b∈C([0,T ],Rp)

{
IB(b) +

p∑

i=1

ψ(di, θi)‖zi − bi‖
2θi/(θi+2)
Hi

}
.

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.2 and some applications of the contraction
principle.

Remark 3.3. In view of the results presented in Section 4 it is useful to refer to the sequence
(Zn)n∈N in Corollary 3.4 when (Bn)n∈N is a constant deterministic sequence equal to some b̂ =
(b̂1, . . . , b̂p) ∈ C([0, T ],Rp); in such a case we have IB(b) = 0 if b = b̂, and infinity otherwise, and

therefore we can say that IZ(z) = I
(⊥)
Z (z), where

I
(⊥)
Z (z) :=

p∑

i=1

ψ(di, θi)

(
1

2
‖zi − b̂i‖

2
Hi

)θi/(θi+2)

. (7)

We can say that we are not aware if Corollaries 3.3 and 3.4 (and their consequences in Remarks
3.2 and 3.3) provide known results. However all those statements are consequences of Theorems
3.1 and 3.2 which concern more general situations; so all those statements are useful to illustrate
what happens under the hypotheses that we consider to obtain the results in Sections 4 and 5.

4 Asymptotic results for some exit probabilities

In this section we obtain some asymptotic estimates for two exit probabilities concerning the pro-
cesses (Zn)n∈N presented in Corollaries 3.3 and 3.4 (together with Remarks 3.2 and 3.3, respec-
tively); more precisely, in both cases, we restrict our attention to the case in which (Bn)n∈N is
a constant deterministic sequence (that is Bn = b̂ for every n ∈ N, for some b̂ = (b̂1, . . . , b̂p) ∈

C([0, T ],Rp)). So the rate function IZ in Corollary 3.3 coincides with I
(=)
Z in (6), and the rate

function IZ in Corollary 3.4 coincides with I
(⊥)
Z in (7).

We consider exit probabilities from halfspaces in Section 4.1, and from quadrants in Section 4.2;
moreover, in both cases, the set of paths which lead to exit will be denoted by A and it is a closed
set. We deal with two sequences of exit probabilities (pn)n∈N (see (12) for the exit of a halfspace,
and (15) for the exit from quadrants); then, by taking into account the LDPs in Corollaries 3.3
and 3.4, we have

− inf
z∈A ◦

IZ(z) ≤ lim inf
n→+∞

1

γn
log(pn) ≤ lim sup

n→+∞

1

γn
log(pn) ≤ − inf

z∈A
IZ(z),

9



where A ◦ is the interior of the set A , and IZ is the rate function I
(=)
Z in (6), or the rate function

I
(⊥)
Z in (7). Moreover, in all the cases studied below, we check that

w := inf
z∈A ◦

IZ(z) = inf
z∈A

IZ(z), (8)

which yields the logarithmic asymptotic estimate

lim
n→+∞

1

γn
log(pn) = −w. (9)

The value w is called exponential decay rate. In particular we also have w = IZ(z
∗) for some z∗ ∈ A

and, in the fashion of large deviations, z∗ is said to be a most likely path leading to exit (for some
more details on this concept see e.g. Lemma 4.2 in [15]; another reference is [21], p. 45). As far as
the equality in (8) is concerned, in general we trivially have

inf
z∈A ◦

IZ(z) ≥ inf
z∈A

IZ(z),

and therefore only the inverse inequality has to be checked.

Remark 4.1. The computation of the exponential decay rate w is a minimization problem con-
cerning the rate function IZ . In our results we need a strict convexity property for the rate function
IZ , and this allows to say that there exists a unique minimizer. In Propositions 4.1 and 4.3 we refer
to IZ in (6); then, since the basis of the power in (6) is a strictly convex function, we can choose
d, θ > 0 without any restriction. In Propositions 4.2 and 4.4 we refer to IZ in (7); then we have a

strictly convex function if the exponents θ1
θ1+2 , . . . ,

θp
θp+2 are larger than 1

2 (with θ1, . . . , θp > 0) or,
equivalently, if θ1, . . . , θp > 2. We also remark that in Proposition 4.2 we have d1 = · · · = dp = d > 0
and θ1 = · · · = θp = θ > 2. Finally we can say that the inequality θ > 2 comes up in Proposi-
tion 5.1, where we consider some comparison (inequalities) between rate functions and between
exponential decay rates.

We recall that the processes (Zn)n∈N presented in Corollaries 3.3 and 3.4 are defined in terms of
a continuous centered Gaussian process (X(t))t∈[0,T ] with independent components (see Condition
(C1)); so we can refer to the dense set D as in (1) in Remark 2.2. Moreover, in what follows we
also take into account that

inf
z∈A

IZ(z) = inf
z∈A ∩D

b̂

IZ(z),

where
Db̂ := D + b̂ = {z = y + b̂ : y ∈ D}.

More precisely we can say that z ∈ Db̂ if and only if, for some λ1, . . . , λp ∈ M 1[0, T ], we have

zi(u) =

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(v) + b̂i(u), u ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, . . . , p; (10)

then, if z is as in (10), we have

‖zi − b̂i‖
2
Hi

=

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v). (11)
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4.1 Exit probabilities from halfspaces

In this section we consider
pn := P

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

〈Zn(t), ξ〉 ≥ x
)
, (12)

for 0 6= ξ ∈ R
p, ξi ≥ 0 for i = 1, . . . , p, and x > 0 such that x − 〈b̂(t), ξ〉 > 0 for every t ∈ [0, T ].

Note that, in some sense, we deal with a sequence of univariate processes (〈Zn(t), ξ〉)n∈N. Moreover
the set A is defined by

A :=

{
z ∈ C([0, T ],Rp) : sup

t∈[0,T ]
〈z(t), ξ〉 ≥ x

}
.

Then we have

A =
⋃

t∈[0,T ]

At, where At := {z ∈ C([0, T ],Rp) : 〈z(t), ξ〉 = x} . (13)

Remark 4.2. Here we check (8), and therefore we only have to check the inequality

inf
z∈A ◦

IZ(z) ≤ inf
z∈A

IZ(z).

There exists z∗ ∈ A such that IZ(z
∗) = infz∈A IZ(z). If z

∗ ∈ A ◦ this is trivial, and therefore here
we assume that z∗ /∈ A ◦. In this case we have

sup
0≤t≤T

〈z∗(t), ξ〉 = x;

so, for some t∗ ∈ [0, T ], we have 〈z∗(t∗), ξ〉 = x and

〈z∗(t∗)− b̂(t∗), ξ〉 = x− 〈b̂(t∗), ξ〉 > 0.

Then, for every ε > 0, let z∗,ε be defined by

z∗,ε(t) := (1 + ε)(z∗(t)− b̂(t)) + b̂(t);

so z∗,ε ∈ A ◦ because

sup
0≤t≤T

〈z∗,ε(t), ξ〉 ≥ 〈z∗,ε(t∗), ξ〉 = (1 + ε)〈z∗(t∗)− b̂(t∗), ξ〉+ 〈b̂(t∗), ξ〉

= (1 + ε)(x− 〈b̂(t∗), ξ〉) + 〈b̂(t∗), ξ〉 = x+ ε(x− 〈b̂(t∗), ξ〉) > x.

Finally we get
inf
z∈A ◦

IZ(z) ≤ IZ(z
∗,ε) → IZ(z

∗) as ε→ 0,

where the limit can be checked by taking IZ as I
(=)
Z in (6) or I

(⊥)
Z in (7).

In the proof of the following Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 we compute w noting that

w = inf
z∈A

IZ(z) = inf
t∈[0,T ]

inf
z∈At

IZ(z); (14)

moreover, for every t ∈ [0, T ], we compute infz∈At
IZ(z) by taking z in the dense set Db̂ defined

above (see eq. (10)) by applying the Lagrange multipliers methods (we can do this because the rate
function IZ is strictly convex; see Remark 4.1). Now we are ready to prove Proposition 4.1 (see
Corollary 3.3 and Remark 3.2) and Proposition 4.2 (see Corollary 3.4 and Remark 3.3; actually we
also need the further conditions d1 = · · · = dp = d and θ1 = · · · = θp = θ).

11



Proposition 4.1. Let pn be as in (12), where

Zn(t) = ÃnXn(t) + b̂(t) (t ∈ [0, T ]),

(Xn)n∈N is a continuous Gaussian process as in Condition (C1), b̂ is as in Remark 3.2, and (Ãn)n∈N

in Condition (C2) for some d, θ > 0. Then (9) holds with w = w
(=)
H , where

w
(=)
H := ψ(d, θ) inf

t∈[0,T ]

[
1

2

(−〈b̂(t), ξ〉+ x)2∑p
j=1 ξ

2
j kjj(t, t)

]θ/(θ+2)

.

Proof. We have to compute w in (14) where At is as in (13) and IZ is the rate function I
(=)
Z in

(6). Thus, by referring to the elements in the dense set of paths Db̂ (see (10) and (11)), we have to
minimize

ψ(d, θ)

(
p∑

i=1

1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)θ/(θ+2)

with respect to the vector measures λ, subjected to the following constraint

〈z(t), ξ〉 =

p∑

i=1

ξi

∫ T

0
kii(t, v) dλi(v) + 〈b̂(t), ξ〉 = x.

So we use the method of Lagrange multipliers and, for γ ∈ R, we have to find the stationary points
of

L (λ, γ) := ψ(d, θ)

(
p∑

i=1

1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)θ/(θ+2)

−γ
( p∑

i=1

ξi

∫ T

0
kii(t, v) dλi(v) + 〈b̂(t), ξ〉 − x

)
.

Then, for every η ∈ M 1[0, 1], we have

ψ(d, θ)
θ

θ + 2

(
1

2

p∑

i=1

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)− 2
θ+2 ∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dη(v)+

−γξi

∫ T

0
kii(t, v)dη(v) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p;

therefore we have to find a vector measures λ such that, for every v ∈ [0, T ],

ψ(d, θ)
θ

θ + 2

(
1

2

p∑

i=1

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)− 2
θ+2 ∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u)

−γξikii(t, v) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p.

A solution is λi = ciδ{t} for some ci ∈ R (for every i = 1, . . . , p). So we have to consider the
following system





ψ(d, θ)
θ

θ + 2

(
1

2

p∑

i=1

c2i kii(t, t)

)− 2
θ+2

ci − γξi = 0 i = 1, . . . , p

p∑

i=1

ξicikii(t, t) = −〈b̂(t), ξ〉 + x,
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which can be explicitly solved; in fact we can check that

γ = ψ(d, θ)
θ

θ + 2

(1
2

)− 2
θ+2 (−〈b̂(t), ξ〉+ x)(θ−2)/(θ+2)

(∑p
i=1 ξ

2
i kii(t, t)

)θ/(θ+2)

and

ci =
ξi(−〈b̂(t), ξ〉 + x)∑p

j=1 ξ
2
j kjj(t, t)

, i = 1, . . . , p.

So this is a solution of the Lagrange multipliers problem, and it is therefore a critique point for
the functional we want to minimize. Moreover, since this is a strictly convex good rate function
restricted on a linear subspace of M p[0, 1], it is still strictly convex, and therefore the critique point
is actually its unique point of minimum. In conclusion we easily get the desired expression for w

by (14); indeed we have infz∈At
IZ(z) = ψ(d, θ)

[∑p
i=1

1
2c

2
i kii(t, t)

]θ/(θ+2)
with c1, . . . , cp computed

above.

Proposition 4.2. Let pn be as in (12), where

Zn(t) = An ◦Xn(t) + b̂(t) (t ∈ [0, T ]),

(Xn)n∈N is a continuous Gaussian process as in Condition (C1), b̂ is as in Remark 3.3, and
(An)n∈N = ((Ãn1 , . . . , Ã

n
p ))n∈N, where (Ãn1 )n∈N, . . . (Ã

n
p )n∈N, are as in Condition (C2) for some

d1 = · · · = dp = d > 0 and θ1 = · · · = θp = θ > 2. Then (9) holds with w = w
(⊥)
H , where

w
(⊥)
H := ψ(d, θ) inf

t∈[0,T ]


1
2

(−〈b̂(t), ξ〉+ x)2
(∑p

j=1 ξ
2θ/(θ−2)
j kjj(t, t)θ/(θ−2)

)(θ−2)/θ




θ/(θ+2)

.

Proof. We remark that the hypotheses d1 = · · · = dp = d and θ1 = · · · = θp = θ for some d > 0 and
θ > 2 are actually useful only in the final part of the proof; so we refer these hypotheses when it will

be needed. We have to compute w in (14) where At is as in (13) and IZ is the rate function I
(⊥)
Z in

(7). We follow the same lines of the proof of Proposition 4.1 and we omit some details. Then we
use again the method of Lagrange multipliers and, for γ ∈ R, we have to find the stationary points
of

L (λ, γ) :=

p∑

i=1

ψ(di, θi)

(
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)θi/(θi+2)

−γ
( p∑

i=1

ξi

∫ T

0
kii(t, v) dλi(v) + 〈b̂(t), ξ〉 − x

)
.

Then, for every η ∈ M 1[0, 1], we have

ψ(di, θi)
θi

θi + 2

(
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)− 2
θi+2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dη(v)+

−γξi

∫ T

0
kii(t, v)dη(v) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p;

therefore we have to find a vector measures λ such that, for every v ∈ [0, T ],

ψ(di, θi)
θi

θi + 2

(
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)− 2
θi+2

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u)

−γξikii(t, v) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p.
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Then, again, a solution is λi = ciδ{t} for some ci ∈ R (for every i = 1, . . . , p). So we have to consider
the following system





ψ(di, θi)
θi

θi + 2

(
1

2
kii(t, t)

)− 2
θi+2

c
(θi−2)/(θi+2)
i − γξi = 0 i = 1, . . . , p

p∑

i=1

ξicikii(t, t) = −〈b̂(t), ξ〉 + x.

From now on we take d1 = · · · = dp = d and θ1 = · · · = θp = θ as in the statement of the
proposition, and the system can be explicitly solved; in fact we can check that

γ =


 −〈b̂(t), ξ〉 + x
∑p

i=1 ξ
2θ/(θ−2)
i

(
1

ψ(d,θ)

)(θ+2)/(θ−2)(
1
2

)2/(θ−2)
kii(t, t)θ/(θ−2)




(θ−2)/(θ+2)

and

ci = γ(θ+2)/(θ−2)ξ
(θ+2)/(θ−2)
i

( 1

ψ(d, θ)

)(θ+2)/(θ−2)(1
2
kii(t, t)

)2/(θ−2)

= (−〈b̂(t), ξ〉+ x)
ξ
(θ+2)/(θ−2)
i kii(t, t)

2/(θ−2)

∑p
j=1 ξ

2θ/(θ−2)
j kjj(t, t)θ/(θ−2)

, i = 1, . . . , p.

So we can conclude following the same lines of the final part of the proof of Proposition 4.1.
In particular we easily get the desired expression for w by (14); indeed we have infz∈At

IZ(z) =

ψ(d, θ)
∑p

i=1

[
1
2c

2
i kii(t, t)

]θ/(θ+2)
with c1, . . . , cp computed above (actually here we need some more

computations with respect to the case of Proposition 4.1).

On the most likely paths leading to exit. A closer look at the proof of Proposition 4.1 reveals
that the following function z∗ is a most likely path leading to exit:

z∗i (u) :=
ξi(−〈b̂(t∗), ξ〉 + x)∑p

j=1 ξ
2
j kjj(t

∗, t∗)
kii(u, t

∗) + b̂i(u), u ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, . . . , p,

where

t∗ = argmint∈[0,T ]

[
1

2

(−〈b̂(t), ξ〉+ x)2∑p
j=1 ξ

2
j kjj(t, t)

]θ/(θ+2)

.

Similarly, for Proposition 4.2, we can define z∗ as follows:

z∗i (u) := (−〈b̂(t∗), ξ〉+ x)
ξ
2θ/(θ−2)−1
i kii(t

∗, t∗)θ/(θ−2)−1

∑p
j=1 ξ

2θ/(θ−2)
j kjj(t∗, t∗)θ/(θ−2)

kii(u, t
∗) + b̂i(u), u ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, . . . , p,

where

t∗ = argmint∈[0,T ]


1
2

(−〈b̂(t), ξ〉+ x)2
(∑p

j=1 ξ
θ/(θ−2)
j kjj(t, t)θ/(θ−2)

)(θ−2)/θ




θ/(θ+2)

.

We also remark that kii(0, 0) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , p; so, in both cases, t∗ ∈ (0, T ].
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4.2 Exit probabilities from quadrants

In this section we consider

pn := P

( p⋂

i=1

{
sup
t∈[0,T ]

Zni (t) ≥ xi

})
, (15)

for b̂1, . . . , b̂p such that x1 − b̂1(t), . . . , xp − b̂p(t) > 0 for t ∈ [0, T ], and x1, . . . , xp > 0. Moreover
the set A is defined by

A :=

{
z ∈ C([0, T ],Rp) : sup

t∈[0,T ]
zi(t) ≥ xi, i = 1, . . . , p

}
.

Then we have

A =
⋃

t1,...,tp∈[0,T ]

At1,...,tp , where At1,...,tp := {z ∈ C([0, T ],Rp) : zi(ti) = xi, i = 1, . . . , p} . (16)

Remark 4.3. Here we check (8), and we follow the same lines of Remark 4.2 (where there is a
different set A ). Again we have to check an inequality. Moreover we can say again that there
exists z∗ ∈ A such that IZ(z

∗) = infz∈A IZ(z) and, to avoid trivialities, we assume that z∗ /∈ A ◦.
In this case we have sup0≤t≤T z

∗
i (t) ≥ xi and, moreover, sup0≤t≤T z

∗
i (t) = xi if and only if i

belongs to a suitable nonempty set of indices I. Therefore, for some t∗1, . . . , t
∗
p ∈ [0, T ], we have

z∗i (t
∗
i ) = xi > b̂i(t

∗
i ) if i ∈ I, and z∗i (t

∗
i ) > xi > b̂i(t

∗
i ) otherwise. Then, for every ε > 0, let

z∗,ε = (z∗,ε1 , . . . , z∗,εp ) be defined by

z∗,εi (ti) :=

{
(1 + ε)(z∗i (ti)− b̂i(ti)) + b̂i(ti) if i ∈ I
z∗i (ti) otherwise.

So z∗,ε ∈ A ◦. Indeed, if i ∈ I, we have

sup
0≤ti≤T

z∗,εi (ti) ≥ z∗,εi (t∗i ) = (1 + ε)(z∗i (t
∗
i )− b̂i(t

∗
i )) + b̂i(t

∗
i )

= (1 + ε)(xi − b̂i(t
∗
i )) + b̂i(t

∗
i ) = xi + ε(xi − b̂i(t

∗
i )) > xi;

on the other hand, if i /∈ I, we have sup0≤ti≤T z
∗,ε
i (ti) ≥ z∗,εi (t∗i ) = z∗i (t

∗
i ) > xi. Finally we conclude

as we did in Remark 4.2.

Remark 4.4. One could consider the case in which all the components reach or exceed certain
levels simultaneously. In such a case we have to consider

p̂n := P

( ⋃

t∈[0,T ]

p⋂

i=1

{
Zni (t) ≥ xi

})

and the set of paths

Â =
⋃

t1,...,tp∈[0,T ],t1=···=tp

At1,...,tp

(instead of pn in (15) and A in (16)). Obviously, by construction, we have p̂n ≤ pn and Â ⊂ A .
So we should have

ŵ := inf
z∈Â ◦

IZ(z) = inf
z∈Â

IZ(z),

which yields the logarithmic asymptotic estimate

lim
n→+∞

1

γn
log(p̂n) = −ŵ.
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In our opinion the method used in this paper to compute the exponential decay rates do not work
well and we are not able to give a formula for ŵ. However we have the obvious trivial inequality
ŵ ≥ w.

In the following Propositions 4.3 and 4.4 we compute w noting that

w = inf
z∈A

IZ(z) = inf
t1,...,tp∈[0,T ]

inf
z∈At1,...,tp

IZ(z); (17)

moreover, for every t1, . . . , tp ∈ [0, T ], we compute infz∈At1,...,tp
IZ(z) by taking z in the dense set D

defined above (see eq. (10)) by applying the Lagrange multiplied methods (we can do this because
the rate function IZ is strictly convex; see Remark 4.1). Now we are ready to prove Proposition
4.3 (see Corollary 3.3 and Remark 3.2) and Proposition 4.4 (see Corollary 3.4 and Remark 3.3). In
Proposition 4.4 we have θ1, . . . , θp > 2 as we said in Remark 4.1 and, differently from Proposition
4.2, we do not need to assume that θ1, . . . , θp are all coincident.

Proposition 4.3. Let pn be as in (15), where

Zn(t) = ÃnXn(t) + b̂(t) (t ∈ [0, T ]),

(Xn)n∈N is a continuous Gaussian process as in Condition (C1), b̂ is as in Remark 3.2, and (Ãn)n∈N

in Condition (C2) for some d, θ > 0. Then (9) holds with w = w
(=)
Q , where

w
(=)
Q := ψ(d, θ) inf

t1 ,...,tp∈[0,T ]

[
1

2

p∑

i=1

(−b̂i(ti) + xi)
2

kii(ti, ti)

]θ/(θ+2)

.

Proof. We have to compute w in (17) where At1,...,tp is as in (16) and IZ is the rate function I
(=)
Z

in (6). Thus, by referring to the elements in the dense set of paths Db̂ (see (10) and (11)), we have
to minimize

ψ(d, θ)

(
p∑

i=1

1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)θ/(θ+2)

with respect to the vector measures λ, subjected to the following constraint

∫ T

0
kii(ti, v) dλi(v) = xi − b̂i(ti), i = 1, . . . , p.

So we use the method of Lagrange multipliers and, for γ1, . . . , γp ∈ R, we have to find the stationary
points of

L (λ, γ) := ψ(d, θ)

(
p∑

i=1

1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)θ/(θ+2)

−

p∑

i=1

γi

(∫ T

0
kii(ti, v) dλi(v)− xi + b̂i(ti)

)
.

Then, for every η ∈ M 1[0, 1], we have

ψ(d, θ)
θ

θ + 2

(
1

2

p∑

i=1

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)− 2
θ+2 ∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dη(v)+

−γi

∫ T

0
kii(ti, v) dη(v) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p;
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therefore we have to find a vector measures λ such that, for every v ∈ [0, T ],

ψ(d, θ)
θ

θ + 2

(
1

2

p∑

i=1

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)− 2
θ+2 ∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u)

−γikii(ti, v) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p.

A solution is λi = ciδ{ti} for some ci ∈ R (for every i = 1, . . . , p). So we have to consider the
following system





ψ(d, θ)
θ

θ + 2

(
1

2

p∑

i=1

c2i kii(ti, ti)

)− 2
θ+2

ci − γi = 0 i = 1, . . . , p

cikii(ti, ti) = −b̂i(ti) + xi. i = 1, . . . , p.

In particular we immediately get

ci =
−b̂i(ti) + xi
kii(ti, ti)

, i = 1, . . . , p.

We have a solution of the Lagrange multipliers problem, which is a critique point for the functional
we want to minimize. Moreover, since this is a strictly convex functional restricted on a linear
subspace of M p[0, 1], it is still strictly convex, and therefore the critique point is actually its unique
point of minimum. In conclusion we immediately get the desired expression for w by (17); indeed

we have infz∈At1,...,tp
IZ(z) = ψ(d, θ)

[∑p
i=1

1
2c

2
i kii(ti, ti)

]θ/(θ+2)
with c1, . . . , cp computed above.

Proposition 4.4. Let pn be as in (15), where

Zn(t) = An ◦Xn(t) + b̂(t) (t ∈ [0, T ]),

(Xn)n∈N is a continuous Gaussian process as in Condition (C1), b̂ is as in Remark 3.3, and
(An)n∈N = ((Ãn1 , . . . , Ã

n
p ))n∈N, where (Ãn1 )n∈N, . . . (Ã

n
p )n∈N, are as in Condition (C2) for some

d1, . . . , dp > 0 and θ1, . . . , θp > 2. Then (9) holds with w = w
(⊥)
Q , where

w
(⊥)
Q := inf

t1,...,tp∈[0,T ]

p∑

i=1

ψ(di, θi)

[
1

2

(−b̂i(ti) + xi)
2

kii(ti, ti)

]θi/(θi+2)

.

Proof. We have to compute w in (17) where At1,...,tp is as in (16) and IZ is the rate function I
(⊥)
Z

in (7). We follow the same lines of the proof of Proposition 4.3 and we omit some details. Then we
use again the method of Lagrange multipliers and, for γ1, . . . , γp ∈ R, we have to find the stationary
points of

L (λ, γ) :=

p∑

i=1

ψ(di, θi)

(
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)θi/(θi+2)

−

p∑

i=1

γi

(∫ T

0
kii(ti, v) dλi(v)− xi + b̂i(ti)

)
.

Then, for every η ∈ M 1[0, 1], we have

ψ(di, θi)
θi

θi + 2

(
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)− 2
θi+2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dη(v)+

−γi

∫ T

0
kii(ti, v) dη(v) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p;

17



therefore we have to find a vector measures λ such that, for every v ∈ [0, T ],

ψ(di, θi)
θi

θi + 2

(
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u) dλi(v)

)− 2
θi+2

∫ T

0
kii(u, v) dλi(u)

−γikii(ti, v) = 0, i = 1, . . . , p.

Then, again, a solution is λi = ciδ{ti} for some ci ∈ R (for every i = 1, . . . , p). So we have to
consider the following system





ψ(di, θi)
θi

θi + 2

(
1

2
kii(ti, ti)

)− 2
θi+2

c
(θi−2)/(θi+2)
i − γi = 0 i = 1, . . . , p

cikii(ti, ti) = −b̂i(ti) + xi i = 1, . . . , p.

In particular we immediately get

ci =
−b̂i(ti) + xi
kii(ti, ti)

, i = 1, . . . , p.

So we can conclude following the same lines of the final part of the proof of Proposition 4.3. In par-
ticular we immediately get the desired expression for w by (17); indeed we have infz∈At1,...,tp

IZ(z) =∑p
i=1 ψ(di, θi)

[
1
2c

2
i kii(ti, ti)

]θi/(θi+2)
with c1, . . . , cp computed above.

On the most likely paths leading to exit. This is the analogue of the discussion presented
in Section 4.1. A closer look at of the proofs of Propositions 4.3 and 4.4 reveal that, in both cases,
we can define a most likely path z∗ as follows

z∗i (u) :=
−b̂i(t

∗
i ) + xi

kii(t
∗
i , t

∗
i )

kii(u, t
∗
i ) + b̂i(u), u ∈ [0, T ], i = 1, . . . , p,

with two different definitions of (t∗1, . . . , t
∗
p). In the case of Proposition 4.3 we have

(t∗1, . . . , t
∗
p) = argmint1,...,tp∈[0,T ]

[
1

2

p∑

i=1

(−b̂i(ti) + xi)
2

kii(ti, ti)

]θ/(θ+2)

,

and in the case of Proposition 4.4 we have

(t∗1, . . . , t
∗
p) = argmint1,...,tp∈[0,T ]

p∑

i=1

ψ(di, θi)

[
1

2

(−b̂i(ti) + xi)
2

kii(ti, ti)

]θi/(θi+2)

,

that is t∗i = argminti∈[0,T ]

[
1
2
(−b̂i(ti)+xi)2

kii(ti,ti)

]θi/(θi+2)
for every i = 1, . . . , p. We also remark that

kii(0, 0) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , p; so, in both cases, t∗i ∈ (0, T ] for all i = 1, . . . , p.

5 Comparisons between asymptotic rates

Inequalities between rate functions allow to compare the convergence of two sequences of stochastic
processes. Moreover, by taking into account the limit (9), inequalities between rate functions allow
to compare the exponential decay rates of exit probabilities (indeed, as we pointed out, w is equal
to the infimum of the rate function over a suitable set of paths). In view of the results presented
in this section it is useful to refer to the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.1. Let x1, . . . , xn be non negative number. Then: for r ∈ (0, 1) (r ∈ (1,+∞), resp.)

p∑

i=1

xri ≥
( p∑

i=1

xi

)r ( p∑

i=1

xri ≤
( p∑

i=1

xi

)r
resp.

)
,

and the equality holds if and only if the set {i ∈ {1, . . . , p} : xi 6= 0} has at most one element.

Proof. The case x1 = . . . = xn = 0 is trivial. We remark that yr ≥ y for y ∈ [0, 1] if r ∈ (0, 1), and
yr ≤ y for y ∈ [0, 1] if r ∈ (1,∞); moreover we have yr = y if and only if y = 0 or y = 1. Now we
assume that xi 6= 0 for some i ∈ {1, . . . , p}, and we have S(x) =

∑p
i=1 xi > 0; then, if r ∈ (0, 1), we

have
p∑

i=1

xri = S(x)r
p∑

i=1

( xi
S(x)

)r
≥ S(x)r

p∑

i=1

xi
S(x)

= S(x)r,

and the inverse inequality for r ∈ (1,+∞). Finally it is easy to see that the inequalities turn into
equalities if and only if the set {i ∈ {1, . . . , p} : xi 6= 0} has at most one element.

The results in this section are collected in the following proposition. We remark that, since
we want to compare rate functions and exponential decay rates concerning different situations, we
always have d1 = · · · = dp = d and θ1 = · · · = θp = θ for some d > 0 and θ > 2 (actually, for the
statement (ii), this is a consequence of the hypotheses in Proposition 4.2).

Proposition 5.1. The following three statements hold.

(i) Let I
(=)
Z be the rate function in (6), and let I

(⊥)
Z be the rate function in (7) with d1 = · · · = dp = d

and θ1 = · · · = θp = θ for some d > 0 and θ > 2. Then I
(=)
Z (z) ≤ I

(⊥)
Z (z) for all z ∈ C([0, T ],Rp).

Moreover the equality holds if and only if the set {i ∈ {1, . . . , p} : zi 6= b̂i} has at most one element.

(ii) Let w
(=)
H and w

(⊥)
H be the exponential decay rates in Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. Then w

(=)
H ≤ w

(⊥)
H .

Moreover the equality holds if and only if the set {i ∈ {1, . . . , p} : ξi 6= 0} has at most one element.

(iii) Let w
(=)
Q and w

(⊥)
Q be the exponential decay rates in Propositions 4.3 and 4.4, and take the

second one with d1 = · · · = dp = d and θ1 = · · · = θp = θ for some d > 0 and θ > 2. Then

w
(=)
Q ≤ w

(⊥)
Q . Moreover the equality holds if and only if p = 1.

Proof. We prove the statements separately.

(i) We trivially have I
(=)
Z (z) = I

(⊥)
Z (z) = 0 if z = b̂, i.e. z = (b̂1, . . . , b̂p). If z 6= b̂, we can apply

Lemma 5.1 with xi =
1
2‖zi − b̂i‖

2
Hi

for i ∈ {1, . . . , p} and r = θ
θ+2 ∈ (0, 1).

(ii) By Lemma 5.1 with xi = ξ2i kii(t, t) for i ∈ {1, . . . , p} and r = θ
θ−2 ∈ (1,+∞) we get

(
p∑

i=1

ξ2i kii(t, t)

)θ/(θ−2)

≥

p∑

i=1

ξ
2θ/(θ−2)
i kii(t, t)

θ/(θ−2);

then we obtain

[
1

2

(−〈b̂(t), ξ〉+ x)2∑p
j=1 ξ

2
j kjj(t, t)

]θ/(θ+2)

≤


1
2

(−〈b̂(t), ξ〉+ x)2
(∑p

j=1 ξ
2θ/(θ−2)
j kjj(t, t)θ/(θ−2)

)(θ−2)/θ




θ/(θ+2)

,

and the equality holds if and only if the set {i ∈ {1, . . . , p} : ξi 6= 0} has one element. If {i ∈
{1, . . . , p} : ξi 6= 0} has at least two elements, then we get the desired strict inequalities between
the infima with respect to t ∈ [0, T ] (in both left and right hand sides the infima are attained).
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(iii) By Lemma 5.1 with xi =
1
2
(−b̂i(ti)+xi)2

kii(ti,ti)
for i ∈ {1, . . . , p} (note that they are all positive) and

r = θ
θ+2 ∈ (0, 1) we get

p∑

i=1

[
1

2

(−b̂i(ti) + xi)
2

kii(ti, ti)

]θ/(θ+2)

≥

[
p∑

i=1

1

2

(−b̂i(ti) + xi)
2

kii(ti, ti)

]θ/(θ+2)

,

and the equality holds if and only if p = 1. If p ≥ 2, then we get the desired strict inequalities
between the infima with respect to t1, . . . , tp ∈ [0, T ] (in both left and right hand sides the infima
are attained).

The inequalities between exponential decay rates of exit probabilities (see statements (ii) and
(iii) in Proposition 5.1) have some analogies with some inequalities in the literature. Here we
recall the inequalities in Proposition 4.1 in [20] concerning a multivariate risk process with delayed
claims in insurance; in such a case the exponential decay rate is called Lundberg parameter. In
particular one has a smaller exponential decay rate when the joint distribution of the claims is
larger with respect to the supermodular order. We also recall that, as discussed in [20] (see Section
4.2), comonoticity is the strongest case of dependence with respect to the supermodular order
(see [25], Theorem 3.9.5 (c), p. 114; see also [3], Theorem 2.1) when one compares two joint
distributions with the same marginal distributions; for this reason in Proposition 5.1(iii) we assume
that d1 = · · · = dp = d and θ1 = · · · = θp = θ. We also recall that Zn = AnXn + Bn in Theorem
3.1 can be rewritten as Zn = (An, . . . , An) ◦ Xn + Bn and the random vector (An, . . . , An) is
comonotonic because the components are all coincident.

6 A discussion on Condition (C2)

In this section we present Proposition 6.1, which yields Condition (C2). Moreover we present
two examples; in particular Example 6.2 with ρ = 1/2 concerns the vector valued generalized grey
Brownian motion (vggBM) in [7] and another p-variate process that, for p = 1, reduces to the
generalized grey Brownian motion (ggBM) in [6]. We recall that (

√
LβX(t))t∈[0,T ] is a ggBM if

(X(t))t∈[0,T ] is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter α
2 , with α ∈ (0, 2), indipendent

of the random variable Lβ as in Example 6.1 (see below). We also recall that (X(t))t∈[0,T ] is a
fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter α

2 , with α ∈ (0, 2), if we have the following
covariance functions

kij(t, s) =

{
1
2(t

α + sα − |t− s|α) if i = j
0 otherwise.

A reference for the ggBM is Proposition 3 in [27].

Proposition 6.1. Let Ã be a continuous positive random variables such that

P (Ã ≥ r) = e−dr
θ(1+o(1))

for some d, θ > 0. Moreover set Ãn := γ
−1/θ
n Ã. Then Condition (C2) holds.

Proof. We start with the upper bound for closed sets

lim sup
n→+∞

1

γn
logP (γ−1/θ

n Ã ∈ C) ≤ − inf
x∈C

J (x)

for every closed subset C of [0,+∞). This immediately holds if C is empty or if 0 ∈ C. On the
contrary, if C is nonempty and 0 /∈ C, there exists xC > 0 such that xC := inf C and xC ∈ C and
we get

P (γ−1/θ
n Ã ∈ C) ≤ P (γ−1/θ

n Ã ≥ xC) = P (Ã ≥ γ1/θn xC),
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which yields

lim sup
n→+∞

1

γn
log P (γ−1/θ

n Ã ∈ C) ≤ lim sup
n→+∞

1

γn
logP (Ã ≥ γ1/θn xC)

= lim sup
n→+∞

−d(γ
1/θ
n xC)

θ(1 + o(1))

γn
= −dxθC = −J (xC) = − inf

x∈C
J (x)

(in the last equality we take into account that J is continuous and increasing).
For the lower bound for the open sets it is well-known that it suffices to show that, for every

x ≥ 0 and for every open set O such that x ∈ O, we have

lim inf
n→+∞

1

γn
logP (γ−1/θ

n Ã ∈ O) ≥ −J (x).

For x = 0 this estimate holds because γ
−1/θ
n Ã tends to zero (almost surely). For x > 0, since we

can find ε > 0 such that (x− ε, x+ ε) ⊂ O ∩ (0,∞), we have

P (γ−1/θ
n Ã ∈ O) ≥ P (γ−1/θ

n Ã ∈ (x− ε, x+ ε)) = P (γ−1/θ
n Ã ≥ x− ε)− P (γ−1/θ

n Ã ≥ x+ ε);

moreover, since

lim inf
n→+∞

1

γn
log(P (γ−1/θ

n Ã ≥ x− ε)− P (γ−1/θ
n Ã ≥ x+ ε)) ≥ −d(x− ε)θ

by Lemma 19 in [16], we get

lim inf
n→+∞

1

γn
log P (γ−1/θ

n Ã ∈ O) ≥ −d(x− ε)θ,

and we obtain the desired estimate by letting ε go to zero.

Now we present an example (see Proposition 3 and eq. (A.1) in [27]; see also eq. (A.4) in [27]
for the moment generating function).

Example 6.1. For β ∈ (0, 1), let Lβ be a random variable with density

Mβ(τ) =

∞∑

k=0

(−τ)k

k!Γ(−βk + 1− β)
.

Then we have
E [exp(ηLβ)] = Eβ(η) (for all η ∈ R), (18)

where Eβ(z) :=
∑∞

h=0
zh

Γ(βh+1) is the Mittag-Leffler function. Note that equation (A.4) in [27] and
some other references provides this formula only for η ≤ 0; however this restriction is not needed
because we can refer to the analytic continuation of the Laplace transform with complex argument.

The next Proposition 6.2 provides a LDP as the one stated in Proposition 6.1 (with Ã = Lβ as
in Example 6.1).

Proposition 6.2. Let Lβ be a random variable as in Example 6.1, for some β ∈ (0, 1). Then

(γ−1+β
n Lβ)n∈N satisfies the LDP, on [0,+∞), with the speed γn and good rate function J defined

by (5) in Condition (C2), with d := ββ/(1−β) − β1/(1−β) and θ := 1
1−β .
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Proof. The proof consists of a straightforward application of the Gärtner Ellis Theorem (see e.g.
Theorem 2.3.6 in [12]). Then, by taking into account the moment generating function in (18) and
the asymptotic behavior of the Mittag-Leffler function (see e.g. (3.4.14)-(3.4.15) in Proposition 3.6
in [17]), we have

Λ(η) = lim
n→+∞

1

γn
logE

[
exp((γn γ

−1+β
n ηLβ))

]
= lim

n→+∞

1

γn
logEβ(γ

β
nη) =

{
η1/β if η ≥ 0
0 otherwise.

Then, since the function Λ is differentiable, the desired LDP holds with good rate function Λ∗

defined by
Λ∗(x) := sup

η∈R
{η x− Λ(η)},

which coincides with the rate function J in the statement of the proposition (with d := ββ/(1−β) −
β1/(1−β) and θ := 1

1−β ); indeed this can be readily checked (note that, actually, we should consider
x ∈ R; however here we already know that we can neglect the case x < 0 because we deal with
non-negative random variables).

Example 6.2. One could try to consider Ã = (Lβ)
ρ for some ρ > 0 in place of Ã = Lβ. Then,

if we combine the LDP in Proposition 6.2 with the contraction principle (see e.g. Theorem 4.2.1

in [12]), we can easily check that ((γ−1+β
n Lβ)

ρ)n∈N satisfies the LDP, on [0,+∞), with the speed
γn and good rate function J defined by (5) in Condition (C2), with d := ββ/(1−β) − β1/(1−β) and
θ := 1

ρ(1−β) . So, when ρ = 1/2, we can apply apply Corollary 3.4 to the vggBM in [7] and Corollary

3.3 to some processes that reduces to the ggBM in [6] when p = 1.
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