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THE LAW OF THE ITERATED LOGARITHM FOR A CLASS OF
SPDES

PARISA FATHEDDIN

ABSTRACT. After establishing the moderate deviation principle by the Classical Azen-
cott method, we prove the Strassen’s compact law of the iterated logarithm (LIL) for
a class of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs). As an application, we ob-
tain this type of LIL for two population models known as super-Brownian motion and
Fleming-Viot process. In addition, the classical LIL is shown for the class of SPDEs and
the two population models.

1. INTRODUCTION

Large deviations has noticeably become an active area of research with applications in
queues, communication theory, exit problems and statistical mechanics. It is the study
of very rare events that have probability tending to zero exponentially fast and its goal
is to determine the exact form of this rate of convergence. Another closely related area
of study is moderate deviations, which is proved for events that have probability going
to zero at a rate slower than that of large deviations but faster than the rate for central
limit theorem. An important application of large and moderate deviations is the law of
the iterated logarithm (LIL). Beginning with J. Deuschel, D. Stroock [19] (Lemma 1.4.3),
a notable number of authors have used this connection. For instance, P. Baldi [3], G. Di-
vanji, K. Vidyalaxmi [20], B. Jing, Q. Shao, Q. Wang [32], and A. Mogul’skii [34] applied
their large deviation principle (LDP) to prove LIL; whereas, Y. Chen, L. Liu [11] and R.
Wang, L. Xu [43] applied their result on moderate deviation principle (MDP).

LIL has useful applications in fields such as finance (see for example [30,49]). There are
different forms of LIL in the literature: Classical LIL, Strassen’s Compact LIL, Chover’s
type, and Chung’s type, which inherited names from the authors who introduced them;
namely, A. Khintchine [33], V. Strassen [41], J. Chover [12], and K. Chung [13], respec-
tively. In section two, we provide a description of each type of LIL. For a more detailed
introduction and history on each type we recommend [5]. As one may observe from the
literature, every type of LIL may be derived from large and moderate deviations by the use
of the Borel-Cantelli lemma. The most common form for this application is the Stassen’s
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compact LIL. Here we prove the MDP by Azencott method and as an application estab-
lish the Strassen’s compact LIL. We note that LDP and MDP for the class of SPDEs
and the population models considered here were achieved in [27] and [28], respectively
by the weak convergence approach introduced by [6,[8]. Here the MDP by the Azencott
method provides us the Freidlin-Wentzell inequality, which plays a major role in proving
the Strassen’s compact LIL.

To achieve the Strassen’s compact LIL, one needs to show that the centered process multi-
plied by 1/4/2loglogt is relatively compact and then specify the set of limit points. Since
our process is real-valued, we obtain that it is relative compact by proving its tightness
property by a classical method. Moreover, to determine the set of limit points, we apply
the result introduced by P. Baldi [2] and implemented in [23,[36,37]. Other methods have
also been applied by some authors to establish that their process is relatively compact. A.
Dembo, T. Zajic [17] and L. Wu [44] prove this condition by showing that their process is
totally bounded. A. Schied [40], attains the Strassen’s compact LIL for super-Brownian
motion (SBM) in all dimensions, d > 1, as a corollary to its moderate deviation result also
given in [40]. Similar to many other results in LIL derived from LDP or MDP, A. Schied
uses the rate function in MDP to form the set of limit points. Since his rate function is
a good rate function, he applies the compactness property of its level sets and Lemma
1.4.3 in [19]. Different from results in [40], here our proof of LIL for SBM relies on the
more recent presentation of SBM by a stochastic PDE given by [45]. To the best of our
knowledge, LIL has not been proven for Fleming-Viot Process (FVP) in the literature.
Also the Classical LIL for SBM and FVP would be new contributions.

We begin in section two with notations and spaces used throughout the paper and pro-
vide the main results. Also we offer some definitions and background on the Azencott
method, LIL and the two population models. Section three is devoted to achieving the
LDP, Strassen’s compact LIL and Classical LIL for the class of SPDEs and in section four
the results are applied to obtain the LDP and the two types of LIL for SBM and FVP.

2. NOTATION AND MAIN RESULTS

Following the notation given in [27,28], we introduce the space used here as follows.
Suppose (£, F, P) is a probability space and {F;}¢>0 is a family of non-decreasing, right
continuous sub-o-fields of F such that Fy contains all P-null subsets of 2. We denote
Cp(R) to be the space of continuous bounded functions on R and C.(R) to be composed of
continuous functions in R with compact support. For 0 < 8 € R, let Mg(R) denote the
set of o-finite measures p on R such that,

/e—ﬁxdu(x) < oo, (1)

and let Pg(R) be the set of probability measures satisfying (Il). We endow these spaces
with the topology defined by a modification of the usual weak topology: p" — pin Mg(R)
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(respectively in Pg(R)) iff for every f € Cy(R)

[ 1@ d:v—>/f el ().

For a € (0, 1), consider the space B, 3 composed of all functions f : R — R such that for
all m € N, there exist K1, Ko > 0 with the following conditions:

1F1) — Fly2)l < KieP™yr —yal®, Yl lye| <m (2)
fly)] < Kze’¥, wyeR, (3)

and with the metric,
do,p(u,v) = 22_ (lu = vllmap A1), u, v € B, g,

where

—u
s = supe ol u(a)| +  sup LUl
z€R y#yaly yel<m (Y1 = Y2
We refer to the collection of continuous functions on R satisfying (3] as Bg, which is a
Banach space with norm,

I£1ls = sup e 1| f ().
z€R

The above space was used to match the setup in [8], where weak convergence approach
was introduced to prove the large deviation principle and the technical difficulties in time
discretization in classical Azencott method were avoided.

We now give a short introduction on the two population models under study. For more in-
formation we refer the reader to [15,221241[46]. SBM is the continuous version of branching
Brownian motion, the most classical and best known branching process where individuals
reproduce according to Galton-Watson process. Since the population is set to evolve as
a cloud in R?, it is a measure-valued process and because of its branching property, we
associate a branching rate, denoted as €. One of the common ways used to characterize
SBM, denoted as {u5 }e>0, is by the unique solution to the martingale problem given as:
for all f € C2(R),

t 1
MAf) = i)~ 5.5 [ (i 50 s
is a square-integrable martingale with quadratic variation,
t
()= [ () as

(see [24] Section 1.5 for this formulation). Recently, [45] offered the following SPDE to
characterize SBM,

t rus(y) t
wil) = F)+ [ [ Widads)+ [ Sausis (4)



4 P. FATHEDDIN

where,

() = /0 "ida),  WyeR, (5)

Fy) = foy wo(dz), and W is an Fp-adapted space-time white noise random measure on
RT x R with intensity measure dsda.

The other model studied here is FVP, which observes the evolution of the population based
on the genetic type of individuals. It is the continuous version of the step-wise mutation
model, in which individuals move in Z¢ according to a continuous time sample random
walk. In FVP, the population is fixed throughout time with each individual having a
gene type and every time a mutation occurs the individual changes gene type and moves
to a new location. Therefore, the distribution of gene types is observed, making FVP a
probability-measure valued process with mutation rate given by €. More background on
FVP can be found in [24-26]. Similar to SBM, FVP can be given by the unique solution
to the following martingale problem: for f € C?(R),

t 1
M) = i)~ o)~ [ (i gAf ) as
is a continuous square-integrable martingale with quadratic variation,
! 2 2
) == [ (G £2) = 5.0)7) as.

(see [24] Section 1.11 for more details on this formulation). An SPDE characterization of
FVP was also made in [45]. There by using,

ug (y) = i ((—00, ), (6)
FVP was proved to be given by,
t 1 t
1
i) = )+ [ [ (lucusy = i) Widsda) + [ Sausyas. @)

with the same description for F'(y) and noise as for SBM in (). Note that the main
difference between ({]) and (7)) is in the second term. Hence, as in [27,[28], we consider the
following class of SPDEs and have SBM and FVP as special cases,

wil) = P +vE [ [ Glapacm)Wideds) + [ Saumis @

where (U,U, )\) is a measure space such that L?(U,U, \) is separable, F is a function of R
and uq,ug,u,y € R. In addition, G : U x R? — R satisfies the following conditions,

/ Gla,y,u1) — Clay,us)PA(da) < Kluy — us), (9)
U

/U|G(a,y,u)|2/\(da) < K(1+ ). (10)
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We note that since the well-posedness of () achieved in [45] was in dimension one, our
results are limited to dimension one only. For moderate deviation principle, we consider
the centered process,

i) = % () (). (1)

where a(e) satisfies,

a(e)

0<ale) >0, —= >0 ase—0. 12
<a(®) 0, 22 (12)
One may observe that the speed, a(¢) of moderate deviations is less than /e, the speed
for large deviations; hence, the term moderate is used. For the rate of decay we need the
following controlled PDE version of (1), also referred to as the skeleton equation given
by,

St(h,y):/o /UG(a,y,ug(y))hs(a))\(da)ds+%/0 ASs(h,y)ds, (13)

where hys € L?([0,1] x U,ds\(da)). It is not difficult to show that for every hy(:) there is
a unique solution to (I3). For MDP, the first term of SPDE (8), F(y), is assumed to be in
space, B, g, where 3y € (0,3). By the classical Azencott method, we prove the following
MDP result.

Theorem 1. If F € B, g, for a € (0, %), then family {vi(y)}eso satisfies the LDP in
C([0,1];Bg) with speed a(e) and rate function,

o) =yt { [ [ Ina Naayds -9 = i} (14

which implies that family {uf(y)}eso obeys the MDP.

LDP by Azencott method was first introduced by [139] and it may be described as follows.
Suppose a family of random variables, {X§}.~0, on a Polish space, Ej, satisfies the LDP
with rate function, I; : E; — [0,00]. Then family {X5}.50 on another Polish space, Es,
satisfies the LDP with rate function, I5(g) := inf{I1(f) : ®(f) = g}, if for any R, p,a > 0,
there exist n > 0, and €9 > 0, such that for any f € E; with I;(f) < a and any ¢ < ¢,

PAIXE = 002 = 9,17 - flh <) < exo (-3 ) (15)

where @ : {I; < a} — Es is continuous with respect to the topology of E; when restricted
to sets {I; < a} for any a > 0. Inequality (I5)) is referred to as the Freidlin-Wentzell
inequality and in the setting of SPDEs, ®(f) is the unique solution to the controlled
PDE. For some examples of results on LDP for SPDEs by this method we refer the reader
to [9,35]. Below is the general definition of LDP. For more background on the large
deviations theory we recommend [7,[I8]21].
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Definition 1 (Large Deviation Principle (LDP)). The sequence {X®}_. , satisfies the LDP
on € with rate function I if the following two conditions hold.
a. LDP lower bound: for every open set U C &,

— inf I(z) < liminfelog P(X*® € U),
zeU e—0

b. LDP upper bound: for every closed set C' C &,
limsupelog P(X® € C) < — 1nf I( )

e—0

As for SBM and FVP, each model being a measure-valued process is denoted as {u5 }e>o0
with € being the branching rate or mutation rate based on context and is set to go to zero.
For SBM, the Cameron-Martin space, H is used and for FVP we use H, the space for
which conditions for H hold with Mg(RR) replaced by the space of probability measures
P(R), and with the additional assumption,

d (W — TA*w
<Mg7 ( td,lfg t)> :Oa

where for both population models the centered process for MDP is given by,

i (dy) = % (1 (dy) — W (dy)) (16)

With the above notation, we obtain the following theorems.

Theorem 2. If wy € Mg(R) such that F' € B, g, then super-Brownian motion, {5 }e>o,
obeys the MDP in C([0,1]; Mg(R)) with speed a(e) and rate function,

(i) — —A*wt)

y pi (dy)dt it pf € Hey,
Mt

— o0 Y

(17)
otherwise.
Theorem 3. Let Pg(R) be the probability measure analog of Mg(R). If wy € Ps(R) such

that F' € B, g,, then, Fleming-Viot process, {11 }c>0, satisfies the MDP on C([0,1]; Pg(R))
with speed a(e) and rate function,

wt — —A*wt)

2
0 e 0 = g
wi (dy)dt if uy € He,,,
dut t ( ) t 0

Y (18)

otherwise.
As mentioned in the introduction, there are different types of LIL that appear in the

literature. Below we provide a definition for each type.

Definition 2 (Law of the Iterated Logarithm (LIL)). Let {X;};>1 be an i.i.d. sequence
of random variables with Sy, := Z?:l X;.
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i. Classical LIL: {X;};j>1 is said to satisfy the classical LIL, also referred to as the Khint-
chine’s LIL, if

Sp —np

li _— 1 a.s. 19
lgl—folcl;p o+/2nloglogn a5 (19)
lim inf S it -1 a.s. (20)

n—oo g/2nloglogn

for common mean pu and variance o®. We note that this version is also given by (19) and

(20) with S, — nu replaced by X, with u = 0 and o® = 1. For examples of this form see
for instance [32435).

1. Strassen’s Compact LIL: A class of functions F satisfies Strassen’s compact LIL with
respect to {X;};>1 if there is a compact set J in loo(F) such that {X;}j>1 is a.s. relatively
compact and its limit set is J. See for example [2,[17,[14)].

iii. Chover-type LIL: {X;};>1 satisfies Chover-type LIL if

1
S loglogn
lim sup < || > ST Zela g, (21)

n—oo ’l’Ll/a

for 0 < a < 2. For examples of this form see [38,[47].
iv. Chung-type LIL: Let S} = maxy<y|Sk|. Chung-type LIL for {X;};>1 holds if
SyV/loglogn
n

liminf —————

n—oo \/_

For results of this type see for example, [11,[37).

a.s. (22)

Bk

We are now ready to give our results on LIL. For 0 < ¢ < 1, let,

1
Zi (y) = ——— (ui(y) —u}(y)) , (23)
2¢ log log %
more precisely,
€ 1 ¢ € (> ! 1 €
Zt (y) = 71 o Ju Gs (CL, Y, ZS (y)) W(dads) + 0 §AZS (y)d37 (24)

where,

G5 (a,y,Z5(y)) =G <a, Y,/ 2¢loglog éZi(y) + ug(y)> : (25)

Therefore, we have the process {vf(y)}e>o from moderate deviations used in Theorem [I]
with a(e) = 1/4/2loglog(1/e). One can check that this fulfills the requirements of a(e)
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going to zero as ¢ tends to zero, at a rate slower than /. Also based on conditions ()
and (I0),
2 1
/U|G§ (@, Z51(1) — G2 (0,9, Z55(y)) | Mda) < Ky [2eloglog — | 254 (y) — Z5a(v)]
(26)
1
| 165 @ Z5)P No) < 56 (14 (210mion 2) 2500+ 02
U
where we have used the fact that F' € B, g,, giving by condition (3],
|u2(y)‘ < ngﬁo\yl. (28)

We point out that the proof of the existence and uniqueness of solutions to SPDE,
{uf(y)}.~o given in [45] only relies on condition (). Thus, we obtain the well-posedness
of solutions to Z;(y) and can use its mild solution given as,

(y))W (dads), (29)

1 t
ZE(y) = e / / P GE(a,y, 22
,/210g10g% 0 JU

where P;_ is the Brownian semigroup defined as P, f(y) = [ pi(x — y) f(2x)dz with

1 _le—wi?

pi(x —y) = or i We prove the following results using Theorems 1-3.

Theorem 4. Process { Z; (y) }o<e<1 is relatively compact in C([0,1];Bg) and its set of limit
points is exactly L := {g € C([0,1];Bg) : I(g) < 1} where I(g) is defined by (14)).

Similarly using the MDP result for SBM and FVP, let

A — e WIP (30)

,/2sloglog%

Theorem 5. Process {Z: o<-<1 formed by SBM process, {1 }eo in (30) is relatively com-
pact in C([0,1]; Mg (R)) with set of limit points being Ly := {w € C([0,1]; Mg(R)) : I(w) < 1},
where I(w) 1is given by (17).

Theorem 6. Process { Z}o<.<1 formed by FVP process, {115 Yeso in (30) is relatively com-
pact in C([0,1]; Pg(R)) with set of limit points being Lz := {w € C([0,1]; Pg(R)) : [(w) < 1},
where I(w) is given by (I8).

Following the setup in [11,42/43] we prove the classical LIL in our stochastic PDEs setting.
We note that most results on classical LIL such as [14.32] have been achieved for a sum
of independent identically distributed random variables, where the Borel-Cantelli lemma
is the main ingredient of the proof. We prove the classical LIL for the class of SPDEs and
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the population models by showing that for each respective family, {X¢}g<.<1 of solutions,

X - X0
limsupM = 1 as, (31)
&0 1/2510glog%

Xs_XO
1iminfM = -1 as, (32)

e—0

\/2Eloglog%

where x is Bg for the class of SPDEs and it is Mg(R) and Pg(R) for SBM and FVP,
respectively.

3. LIL ror Crass oF SPDEs

We begin by proving Theorem 1, for which we derive the following Freidlin-Wentzell
inequality based on our setting,

1
Pz - W —hs|| <n| <exp (—2R10g10g E) . (33)

1
CAUR) P R —
1/2log log%

Note that by Schilder’s theorem, the LDP holds for Brownian sheet, W with rate function
denoted here by I(-).

Lemma 1. For every a > 0, Si(,y) : {I < a} — C([0,1];Bg) is continuous with respect
to the uniform topology.

Proof. Let a > 0 and hg, ks € L2([0,1] x U,dsA(da)) with |hs| V |ks| < a. By Holder’s
inequality and (I0), we have,

1S¢(hs, ) — Si(ks, )17 (34)
= igge—%'m' / /Pt sGla,z,ul(x)) (hs(a) — ks(a))A(da)ds 2
< supe” 2l / (/ (P—sG(a,z,ud(z )) A(da >1/2 (/ |hs(a (a)]*X (da)) v ds 2
~ zeR ’
< tsupe” 26'“"/ / QBIydy/(lJr\ug( 2B|ydy/ |hs(a (@)[*A(da)ds

Observe that,

t
1
)Wl dyds = //7 t—s
//pt Y 0o JrR2 W(t—s)p2
el [1 1
< K r
- ¢ /()\/t—s

(x — y)e*Wdyds

ds = Kv/te??ll, (35)
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Thus, using (28) with the convention that 5y < /3, we obtain,

1Se(has @) — Se(ks, 2) |3 < t3/2f(K2/ sup |ha(a) — ka(a)|2A(da),
U 0<s<t
where, by noting the domain L?([0,1] x U,ds\(da)) of hs and ks, we may apply the
dominated convergence theorem to obtain the result.

O

As shown in [35], by an application of Girsanov’s transformation theorem, to obtain in-
equality (B3), it is sufficient to prove for all hy € L?([0,1] x U,dsA(da)), R,p > 0, there
exist n > 0,9 € (0,1), such that for all € € (0, ),

1

,/2log10g%

1
P [ |YE = Si(h,y)llg > p, Wi <n| <exp (—2Rloglog g) , (36)

with,

YE(y) YW (dads) + /0 LAY (y)ds

1 t . .
- = /0 /U G(a,y, V()
+ [ ] Gan @ (37

where the well-posedness of Y;?(y) may be verified following similar reasoning as in the
proof of the well-posedness of u$(y) in [45]. For our estimates, we use the following lemma,
the proof of which is very similar to that of Lemma 1 in [28] and it is thus omitted.

Lemma 2. Suppose Y£(y) is the unique solution to SPDE ([B7), then for everyp > 1, > 0
and T > 0, there exists a positive constant M such that,

P
supE ( sup /Yf(m)%_wxda;) < M. (38)
e>0  \o0<t<T JR

In order to obtain (B6l), we apply a time discretization of Y,5. For n € N, i = 0,1,...,n,
let A" = [t7,¢1" ), where ! = iT/n, then by the following two estimates we can achieve

inequality (34]).
1
p (HYf —Yiullg > u) < exp <—2R10g10g E) : (39)

1
P = s y)ls > o, Wi <n Y - Yils < s SeXp<—2Rlog10gg>-

1
\/210g10g%

(40)
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Lemma 3. For all R > 0, > 0 there exists ng € N such that for all n > ng, and
€ (0,1),

1
P <||Yte _ t?”ﬁ > ,u) < exp <—2Rloglog E> . (41)

Proof. For n € N, let t € A? and denote for 0 < t; < o,

Ap(ta, t1) = pry—s(x —y) — pt—s(z — y). (42)
Then we have,

sup sup e_my||YtE(y) - t?(y”
0<t<1yeR

=Bl
sup |sup

0<t<1|yeR , /2]og log L

=Byl &
+ sup |sup ———— / //Ap (t,t) Gi(a, 2, Y (z))daW (dads)

0<t<1 |yeR | /9 log IOg

/tt / PG5 (a,y,Ys (y)hs(a)A(da)ds

IN

/t: /U PG5 (a,y, Y: (y)W (dads)

+ sup supe Pl
0<t<1yeR

+ sup supe Pl
0<t<1yeR

= L+ 1L+ I3+ 14

/ﬁ /q/nﬂptt”Cftzw YE () hs(a)dzA(da)ds

leading to,

n

P ((sup 1V - Vila > 0) <
0<t<1

4
ZP sup I;(
1o \eear 4

Similar to estimates in (34) and noting the domain L? ([0,1] x U, ds\(da)) of hs(a), we
have by Lemma 2,

=

16 - 16
Plsuwp I(t)> 2 ) < SEsup L) < MK~ sup |t 72,
teA™ 4 /,L teA" 1% tGA?
16 - 16
and P [ sup I4(t) > H < —Esup |4 (¢ )] < M1 Ky— sup |t — tﬂ2.
tEAT 4 [ teAT K tenn

Then for any fixed R > 0,e € (0,1), there exists ng such that for all n > ny,

1
P | sup I3(t) > Elsp sup I4(t) > R < K3—6 sup |t — t7|* < exp <—2Rloglog —) .
teAT 4 teAT 4 p? teAT €
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Continuing, we obtain,

P ((sup ¥ - Y35 > n)
0<t<1

. 7 u
< Plsupli >~ |+ P|suply>~—
2 ( (teA? 1 4) (tEA? : 4))

" =Bl
SZ P | sup |sup

i=1 teA? lyeR | [2]oglog L

=Byl

tn
+P | sup |sup ——— / //Ap t,t)Go(a, x, Y (2))daW (dads)| >
teAT lyeR |\ /2 ]og log
n , 1y /21oglog * n , 1y /2log log L
—ZP sup Ji(t) > ~4———= +ZP sup Ji(t) > +———°
i=1

B teA? 4 4

= % =1 i

/t: / Pi-sGi(a,y, Y{ (y))W (dads)| >

=

FNIR <

Similar to ([34) and (35) and by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, (27)) and Lemma 2,

2
t
E sup |Ji|> = E sup supe 2l / /Pt_sGi(a,y,Yf(y))W(dads)
teAT tEAT yeR tn
2

< Esup supe? [ ([ rste = w65t v @)z ) M

teAT y tn
<

E sup supe_%y'/ //pt_s(x—y)ze%xd:z:/Gi(a,:n,Y;E(:E))ze_zﬁ'm'dznx\(da)ds
mJu Jr R

teAT y

~ 1
< KyK4E sup |t—t?|1/2/ 1+ (2eloglog =) sup Y£(x)?+ e2Plel) =281l gy
teAd R €7 n<s<t
< KMyt — P2,
Following the same steps as above we find,

E sup |J2o(t)[> < KoMt} |2
teAT

Notice that to obtain (4I]), it is sufficient to prove,

ZEexp (sup PAG] > —i—ZEexp (sup PAG] > <C, (43)

i—1 te Al i—1 teA?

for some positive constant, C. Inspired by the proof of Theorem 3.2 in [10], we write the
left hand side of (43) as,

n k k

1 1
E lim Z— sup |Ji(t \2p+ZE hm Z— sup |J&(t)|%P.

k
im1 —>00p:0p teAn p—Op tEAT
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Then observing that (38]) holds for all p > 1, we may apply the Monotone convergence
theorem to arrive at (43 and since the above estimates hold for any p > 0, we obtain

(3}
O

Lemma 4. For all R > 0,p > 0,n € N, there exist j9,m9 > 0 such that for all p < pg,n <
Mo, and € € (0,1),

1
P IYE = Sih, )5 > p Wi < llYf =Yallg <p| <exp (—2Rloglog g) :

1
\/210g10gé

(44)

Proof. For the simplicity of notation, we let,

AGS(v(x),w(x)) = G5(a,xz,v(z)) — G5(a, z,w(x)).

By the uniqueness of solutions of S¢(h,y), we use its mild form and obtain,

. =Byl
1Yy = Si(h,y)llg < sup

yeR \/2loglog%

t
+supe? / / P (AGE(YE (), 0)hs(a)A(da)ds
yeR 0 JU

/Ot /U PG5 (a,y, Ys (y))W (dads)

) N0}

\/2loglog%

Thus, we may write,

P = Si(h,y)lls > p, < 1Y =Yg <m

1
—W
\/210g10gé

p\/2loglog% 1
P | Bi(t) > 5 , w
\/210g10gé
+P (B5() > £, 1Y = Vi lls < n)
= L1+ L.

IN

<n
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By the same reasoning as in the proof of Lemma 3, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that E(exp(B$(t)?)) < C, which yields,

2(2loglog X 1
I, = P eXp(Bf(t)2)>exp </0( Oi Oga) ’ W <n
1/210g10g%
—p?(2loglog L 1
< C’exp( p Zg o8 ;) Sexp(—ZRloglogg), (45)

since the first inequality in (4H) is true for any p > 0. As for I, noting that t € A?, we
have,

f
Bi(t) = supe W / / Pn_G% (a,y, YE () ha(a) A(da)ds
yeR o Ju

t
4 supe A / / P G5 (a,y, YE () ha(a)A(da)ds
y mJu

t
—Ssup e—ﬁly\ / Pt?—sGi(aa Y, O)hs(a))‘(da)ds
Y 0

t
—sup e_my‘ Pt—sGi(a7yyo)hs(a)/\(da)dsa

y tn
which leads to,
o
sup Bi(t) = supsupe ™ [ | Py AGH(YE (1), Y5 1)o@\ da)ds
teA? tEAT y o JU ‘
t?
+ sup supe / / Por—AGE(YE (1), 0)hs () A(da)ds
teAn y o Ju ’

t
+ sup supeMV / / Py AGE(YE(y), 0)hs (a)A(da)ds
tea? y n Ju

= sup Is1 + sup Iso + sup Io3.
teA} tEAT teEAT
Using (@) and condition ||Y2(y) — Y5 (y)|ls < p, we have Eexp(|Io;|?) < p?ky[t?|/? and
we may bound Eexp(|Ix|?) and Eexp(|l23|%) by ko|t?|"/? and ks|t — t?|'/2, respectively.
Then for any fixed R > 0 and € € (0,1) using the fact that ¢! := (T)/n, we may choose
an ng € N such that for any n > ng the following inequality holds.
<
B M)

I, < P SUPI21>B7‘
teAT 6

€ €
Yi -V

p
< P I > =,
B_M) + (SUP 22 6

Yy - Y

tEAT !
< p

/B )

4P <Sup Iy > 2 |lve - va

teAT 6

1
< exp(—2Rloglog E)
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Hence, we obtain ([44).
(]

Notice that the above estimates hold with any a(e) instead of 1/4/2loglog(1/e) satisfying
([I2) and thus we achieve the MDP for the class of SPDEs by Azencott method, where
using the rate function from Schilder’s theorem and letting ®(h) = Si(h,y), we obtain
(). For the Strassen’s compact LIL to prove the relative compactness of Z§ (y), we show
its tightness property by following the well established theorem stated below.

Theorem 7 (Theorem 12.3 in [4]). The sequence {X¢}c>0 is tight in C ([0, 1];R), if
(i) the sequence {X(0)}eso is tight,
(79) there exist constants v > 0 and o > 1 and a nondecreasing, continuous function F on
[0,1] such that
1
P (| X5(t2) = X5(t1)] 2 A) < 7 [F(t2) = F(t)]", (46)

holds for all t1,t2 and n and all positive X.

We need the following analogous result to Lemma 2 for the process {Zf(y)}o<e<1, where
its proof is omitted due to its similarity with the proof of Lemma 1 in [28].

Lemma 5. Let Z{(y) be the unique solution to SPDE (), then for any p > 1,0 <e <1
and T > 0, there exists a positive constant My such that,

P
supE ( sup /Zf(m)%_%xda;) < M. (47)
e>0  \o0<t<T JR

Theorem 8. Family, {Z }o<-<1 takes values in C ([0,1];Bg) and is tight.

Proof. It was shown in Lemma 3 of [28] that v7 (y) defined by (I1I) takes values in C ([0, 1]; Bg)
and its solution is unique allowing us to use the mild solution,

(y))W (dads), (48)

1 t
2iy) = ——— [ [ PeGian 2z
+/2log log% 0 JU

where P;_; is the Brownian semigroup. Let 0 < € < 1 and #1,t5 € [0, 1] be arbitrary with
t1 < to. For n > 8, we proceed as follows,

E||Z;, (=) — Z;, ()|

_Ja—yl?
— Esupe-fhl e ™29 GE (a,y, Z5(y)) dyW (dads)

et h L
z€R 2log10g% 0o JuJr /21 (t2 — 5)

_Jz—yl?
e 219 GE (a, y, 25 (y)) dyW (dads)

e L
210glog% 0 JuJr /27 (t; —9)
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For better presentation, let Ko := ———2——— and G%(a,y) := G (a,y, Z5(y)). We will
1/2loglog% 27

call the first integral above I(t2,t2)(x), where the first to appears in the upper limit of
the integral and the second is the time parameter in the Gaussian density. Similarly, the
second integral is denoted as I (t1,t1) (z). Using this notation we have,

E||Z;,(x) = Z;, (2) |5 = E |1 (t2. t2) () — I (t1.t1) (@)l

27K (B (12, 12) (2) = 1 (1, t2) @) + BN (b, 82) (@) = T (1, t2) (2)]13]
2" (J1+ ).

IA

IN

As for Jp, applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality yields,

t2 1 Loyl 2
/ / </ e 29 G5 (a, y)dy) A(da)ds
t Ju \Jr Vl2 =5

where by Holder’s inequality and condition (27]),

1 Jz—yl? 2
/ </ ——c 209 G(a, y)dy) A(da) (49)

2 — S

_lz—yl? N
// tgf’s ewy'dy/Gi(a,y)%_w'ydy)\(da)
t2 — S R
|z

_lz—y? 1
K4/ 1y se ta—s e%’lydy/]R <1 + <2€10glog g> Z§(y)2 +62Bo|y> e—25‘y|dy’

and by our assumption, Sy < 8 and 3 > 0. Moreover, similar to (35,

n

2

Ji < KPEsup e "Al!
zeR

IN

IA

to to
/ / - 3 - t2 s e2my|dyds < kl/ /pt2 \ y)ew‘y'dyds < k2e2ﬁ|m|‘ [ty — 11,

therefore, using Lemma [,

n

1 2
Ji < KyKyksE ‘\/tz —t / <2€ log log E) sup  Z:(y)2e= 28 dy
R

t1<s<t2

ka My |ty — t1] 7, (50)

IN

where k4 Ms is independent of e. Using notation (42]), we continue by estimating J,

t1

Jo = KOE‘

/ Ap (t2, t1) G=(a, y)dy WV (dads)
R B

n

t1
< mpEswpe | [ ] (Gptta,))? @y [ Gila,e iy da)ds
z€R o JuJr R
t1 Bl
< k:g,supe_"ﬁx/ /(Ap(tg,tl))2€26|ydyd8
z€eR 0 R
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where steps similar to those taken for estimating J; were applied. It can be seen that for
0<a<1/2,

(Ap (t2,11)* = |Pta—s(@ = y) = Prr—s(z = ¥)|* [Pra—s(x — ¥) = Pty —s(@ =) 7 (51)
27 |pty—s(® = y) = pr—s (& — I (Pra—s(@ — 9)* 7 + 1ty —s(z — y)* ™) .
Also Ap (te,t1) may be written as,

IN

1 1 _Z\(z;y\i _2\(1574\2) _2\:;1/\2) 1 1 I+ (52)
— e *27s) —e 17| 4+ e 1= — =: 11 + Is.
V2 \/ta — s V2T Vita—s  Jt1—s ! 2

Using this form in (5I) we obtain,
(Ap (t2,11))? < K | + L™ (pry—s(x — )~ + pry—s(z — 9)>%),

hence,

t1 t1
Jy < kssupe ™Al / / 11| pry—s(z — y) >~ 2P dyds +/ / | Io|® poy—s (@ — y) 222 Wdyds
z€R o Jr o Jr

t1 t1 %
+/ / |11 pr, (@ — y) >~ W dyds + / / | Io|® pe, s (@ — y) >~ W dyds
o Jr o Jr

= kssupe el |Jaq + Jao + Jo3 + J2,4|% .
TER

For I;, we use the mean value theorem to obtain,

2 2
T — 1 1 T — to —t
Il < kg ’ y’ o = kg ’ y’ ’ 2 1‘ ) (53)
2,/27(ty — s) [ta—s t1—3s 21/2m(ty — s) (ta — 8) (t1 — 5)
In particular,
h —y[* [t —ta]”
Jog < / / . Pro—s(z — y)* e dyds
20 27r tg—s))f (t2 —8)" (t1 —8)*" Ao =9)
11 —t
: k7/ / aa B g, o — y)? e layas
t2 — S tl — S)a
ty —t —yl?* [ty —
< / / | 2 1 |2 l/|1_g 2 Spth(a: — )2 dyds
t2—s tl—s) (ta—s)y 2 V2Z-a 3.
2 ty —t
< / / | — 1' & = y**pro—s (& — y)eWdyds
t2 — 8 tl )a 2-a

< k ezﬁm/ |t2 —tl” ds.
tg — 8 (tl — S)a
Thus, noting the assumption ¢; < t9, we arrive at,

t1
J271 < k8€26|x| ’tg — tlla/ (tl - S)_(%+2a) ds < k9€2mz‘ ‘tg — tlla
0

if 2o < 1/2. Similarly for J; 3,

Joz < k10?12 |ty — 1],
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if 2ac < 1/2. To determine bounds for Jp 9 and J3 4, we have for ¢,j = 1,2 with i # j,

/ 1 1
R

\/tl—s_\/tg—s

ty — 1
k11 /
R

(th—s) Vi — s+ (ta—s) Vi1 — 5
‘tg — tlla e2ﬁ|m|
(tj - S)a (ti — S)%

a

pe—s(x — y)? e Wldy

¢ 1

(Vi=s)

IN

P (@ — )y

IN

k11

)

and

t1 to — t (67 25‘2}‘ t1
kll/ | 2 1|a ¢ I ds < k1162ﬁ|$| ’tg — tl‘a/ (tl - S)_(OH_%) ds < klle%ﬂx‘ ‘t2 - tl’a
o (tj—s) (t; — s)2 0

for o < 1/2. From values for o found above for each term of Ja, we require 0 < @ < 1/4
and obtain,

Jo < kiglta —t1| 2,

where kj2 is independent of €. Furthermore, noting the bound for J; in (50) we confirm
our assumption of n > 8 required to satisfy condition (46]). O

We now verify that the limit set for {Zf(y)}o<e<1 is L1 given in Theorem 4. For better
presentation, we let ¢ = 1/(¢/), where ¢ > 1 and j > 1.
Lemma 6. For any g € L1, € > 0, and ¢ > 1, there exists jo € N such that for every

1
J>Jo, P (HZF —gllp<e z'.o.) =1.

Proof. Let g € Ly and hs € L?([0,1] x U,ds\(da)) such that g = S;(hs,y) and
1

%f(f Jir |hs(a)?A(da)ds < 1. Denote,
— < ,
2log log ¢/ o 77}

for some constant 77 > 0. We need to prove that P (lim SUP; 500 F]) = 1. Based on the
Strassen’s compact LIL for Brownian sheets proved in Section 1.4 in [19], P (lim sup; G j) =
1. Let R > 1, then by (B3] we have,

Fj::{HZ%—gHﬁﬁs} and Gj ::{ W —h

- K
P (ch N Gj) < exp (—2Rlog logc7) = j2—§ < j—2R, (54)
where we used the fact that for k£ € R,
- K,
exp (—kloglogc’) = ]—kk

Now by the Borel-Cantelli lemma applied to (54]), we arrive at,

P (limsup Fin Gj> =0.

j—o0
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Thus, we obtain,
1=P (limsquj) <P <limsquj N F]> + P <hmsqu N Fc> <P <limsuij) ,
j—o0 j—o00 j—o0 j—o00
obtaining the result. O
As for the Classical LIL, note that it is sufficient to prove (31), where (32) may be proved

analogously. As above, we use the notation, € := 1/(¢/). Then for every ¢ > 0, @) is
equivalent to

P M 1| >eio. | =0,
,/% log log ¢J
which may further be written as,
* 0
lim P | sup||“@ 2 ®) ol ] 2, (55)
I\ k27 || /2 loglog ck
C

By Chebyshev inequality,

lim P | supsupe B\y||

( ) — )l > e+ supe W
J—0o0 k>j v %1

og log ck yeR
1

) —w@P

< (E—i-supe_ﬁ'y‘) 2 lim Esupsupe™ 2B\y||

y J=00 k>j oy %loglogc’f
Furthermore,

1 2

Esupsup e > lug (y) —uf (y)
k>j v

2
< Esupsupe” 2B|y\ pt s(x —y)G(a,z,u(x))dzW (dads)| ,  (56)

k>j vy

which analogous to previous estimates in this section may be bounded above by (1/c¥)M
for a positive constant, M. Hence, we arrive at,

=+ )

_ 0
lim P | supsupe?I¥ Jui” ()l > e 4 supe
J—o0 k>j yeR /Clk log log c* y

M
< Blyhy=2 y3 -
= (g+s1;pe ) ]1111 ili}]) (2log log &)’

which implies (B3]), noting that € > 0 was arbitrarily chosen.



20 P. FATHEDDIN

4. LIL rFor SBM AND FVP

In this section we apply the results from Section Three to derive the MDP and the two
types of LIL for SBM and FVP To achieve the MDP for these models using relations ([l)
and (@), we have by [@8), v (y) = [¢ wf(dx) for SBM and v (y fy w§(dx) for FVP.
In Lemma 6 in [27] it was Shown that for A, the set of nondecreasmg functions, the map,
£:BgnNA— Mg(R) defined as,

£(u)(B) = / 15(y)du(y), (57)

is continuous for all B € B(R). Also the same reasoning may be applied to prove that the
map £ : Bg N.A — Ps(R) defined by (57) is continuous. Hence, SBM and FVP may be
written as continuous functions of the solution of SPDE, v} (y), and thus by the contraction
principle, MDP follows for SBM and FVP. It is left to determine their exact form of rate
function. In Section 4 of 28], for hy € L?([0,1] x U,dsA(da)), the following expression
was derived for 3 inf fo Jir 1hs(a )|? M(da)ds for both SBM and FVP by letting a = u?(y),

[ fmorsan- [ 11

where p9 € H,,, in the case of SBM and p € ﬁwo for FVP and hence we obtain (I7) and
(IR).

For the two types of LIL, as stated in Section Two, based on the SPDE characterization
of the two population models, SBM and FVP are given by the class of SPDE (8) with
G(a7 Y, ui (y)) = 10<a<u§ (y) + 1u§(y)<a<0 and G(CL, Y, ui (y) = 1a§u§ (y) — ui (y)7 respectively,
where in both cases, G(a,y,us(y)) satisfies conditions (@) and (I0). Using these SPDE
characterizations we may form the analog process Z; (y) and by estimates in Section Three
obtain the Freidlin-Wentzell inequality ([B3) and tightness of {Z7 (y) }o<c<1 in C([0, 1]; Mp)
and C([0,1]; Pg), respectively. Furthermore, we have the continuity of their controlled PDE
version Si(h,y) with respect to uniform topology when restricted on level sets {I < a}.
Thus, we obtain the Strassen’s compact LIL for SBM and FVP with limit sets being Lo
and Lg, respectively. The classical LIL may also be achieved in respective spaces following
the same steps as in Section Three with no additional conditions required.

IA*)

0
Yyl uy (dy)dt,
I 0(dy)
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