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Moderate Deviation Principles for Stochastic Differential
Equations in Fast-Varying Markovian Environment
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Abstract

In this paper, we proved moderate deviation principles for a fully coupled two-time-scale
stochastic systems, where the slow process is given by stochastic differential equations with
small noise, while the fast process is a rapidly changing purely jump process on finite state
space. The system is fully coupled in that the drift and diffusion coefficients of the slow process,
as well as the jump distribution of the fast process, depend on states of both processes. Moreover,
the diffusion component in the slow process can be degenerate. Our approach is based on the
combination of the weak convergence method from [A. Budhiraja, P. Dupuis, and A. Ganguly,
Electron. J. Probab. 23 (2018), pp. 1-33; Ann. Probab. 44 (2016), pp. 1723-1775] with Poisson
equation for the fast-varying purely jump process.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study moderate deviation principles (MDPs) for a fully coupled two-time-scale
stochastic system (X¢(-),Y4(-)). The X is a d-dimensional stochastic process given as the solution
of the following stochastic differential equations:

AXE() = b(XE(1), YE())dt + vEo (X2 (1), YE(£)AW (1), X5(0) = 20, Y5(0) = yo,  (L1.1)

where ¢ is the small parameter, W (-) represents a d-dimensional Brownian motion. The functions
b:RYxL — R?and o : R x L — R%*9 are continuous functions satisfying suitable conditions,
which will be specified later.

The Y© is a fast-varying jump process defined over a finite state space L = {1,...,|L|}, and its
transition probabilities are determined by ¢ : L x L x R? — [0, 1], which depends on both X¢ and
Y¢. Specifically, the transition rates of Y¢ are defined as:

-1 op .
. L vrere o vern oy ] e aii(2) A+ o(A), if j # 1,
POYE(t+ A) = 5[Y5(8) =4, X°(t) = 2) = { 1+e1gi(x)A +0o(A), otherwise.
Here ¢;;(x) is the shorthand of ¢(i,j,z) for x € RY, and Q(x) := (q;;(2))ijeL is the generator
of a Markov chain. The process Y°¢ is also called state-dependent regime-switching process and is
widely used to model the discrete random events in systems such as manufacturing, product planing,
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queuing networks, Monte Carlo simulations, and wireless communications, and so on. We refer to
the work [40] for its comprehensive study on switching process.

A key feature of system (1.1) is its combination of continuous dynamics (via X¢) and discrete
events (via Y¢). The process X¢ evolves on a slower timescale compared to Y¢, which oscillates
rapidly due to the timescale factor e~!. Under suitable conditions, the fast process Y, for fixed
z € R? admits a unique invariant measure p* = {1 }icL, leading to the well-known averaging
principle. That is, X¢ converges to the solution of an averaged equation:

dX(t) =b(X(t))dt, X(t) = zo, (1.2)

in various sense, where b(z) := >, b(z,4)u¥; see recent work [27] on averaging principle for two
time-scale regime-switching diffusions. For z € R% and 4, j € L, we sometimes write b(z, ), o (z, 1), q(i, j, 7)
as b;(z),04(z), ¢;j(z) for notation convenience. For each (,i,j) € R x L x L, we let E;j(z) be the
interval [0, g;;(x)]. Define

¢:= sup lgij(z)| + 1 < oo.
(%,3,7)ERIXLXL

We denote by A = A¢ the Lebesgue measure on the space ([0, ¢, B([0, (])).
In this paper, we focus on deviations of X¢(t) from the averaged solution X(¢) as e — 0,
specifically on analyzing the asymptotic behavior of trajectory:

Xe(t) — X(1)
0 (t) = . telo,T], (1.3)
VARG o
as € — 0, where h(e) is the deviation scale satisfying
h(e) = +oo, +eh(e) = 0, ase — 0. (1.4)

The result concerning to decay rate of probabilities for 7° is called moderate deviation principles.
It bridges the gap between central limit theorems (CLTs) and large deviation principles (LDPs). If
h(e) = 1, the limiting behavior of 7°(t) falls in the domain of CLTs; see [37]. For h(e) = ~'/2, the
limiting behavior of 7°(t) leads to large deviation principles in [6], where the authors established
the large deviation principle for X¢ in C([0,T];RY) as ¢ — 0, using the weak convergence method
[9]. Define the function ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) by ¢(z) = zlogz —xz + 1. Let

T :={(5,j) € L x L : g;;(x) > 0 for some = € R%},
R ={p= (gpij)(i7j)€11~ i+ [0,T] x [0,¢] = R4 is a measurable map, (i,7) € T}.

They demonstrated X¢ adheres to LDPs with speed e~! and rate function .J(-) given by
J(&) = { / l|wi(s)||>7(s)ds + / Upij(s, 2))mi(s) A (dz ds}, 1.
( (u wr ev €3] Z X UZ;T [0,7]%[0,¢] Imils)Ac(dz) (15)

where V(€) is the collection of all {u = (w;),¢ = (pij), 7 = (m)} € (M([0,T|;R)H x R x
M([0,T7; P(L)), such that fOT lui(s)||*7;(s)ds < oo, and for each i € L,

_x0+2/ V)i (s ds+2/ oi(¢ mi(s)ds, ¢ € [0,T],

J€EL J€EL



and
Zm F% (5(3)) =0, forae. s€[0,7])andjecl, (1.6)
i€l

where, for ¢ = {1;};eL with each 1; : [0,(] = R4 measurable, the FE@- is defined as

Fw(x) _ { fE (z) ¥;(2)A¢(dz), i # s
K - Zy:?ﬁfj F;by( ); =7

Here M([0, T]; R?), M([0, T]; P(IL)) denote the space of measurable maps from [0, 7] to R% and from
[0,T] to P(L), respectively.

The primary objective of this paper is to investigate moderate deviation principles (MDPs) for
the process X¢ (or say large deviation principle for 1), focusing on the intermediate regime between
CLT and LDP. To the best of our knowledge, no prior results have been established for the MDP
of X¢ in a fast-varying purely-jump random environment on a finite state space. We address this
gap in current paper. For a general theory of large deviations, we refer to the works of [8, 9, 11].

The study of large and moderate deviation principles for two-time-scale (or multi-time-scale)
stochastic dynamics has attracted considerable interest in the research community recent years.
Early work on moderate deviations for diffusion processes can be traced back to [1, 12|, which
considered cases where the slow motion has no diffusion coefficients. In [14], Guillin explored the
MDPs for the diffusion process X¢ of the form (1.1), where the fast-varying environment Y€ is
modeled as an exponentially ergodic Markov process, independent of the Brownian motion W(-).
Such work builds on [15], which addresses MDPs for inhomogeneous functionals of exponentially
ergodic Markov processes. When the fast-varying process is modeled by a finite-state homogeneous
or non-homogeneous Markov chain, MDPs were developed in [17] for diffusion processes and in
[34] for Langevin dynamics. The literature mentioned above generally assume that the fast-varying
process is independent of the slow process.

In contrast, coupled systems have also been investigated a lot. In [28], Morse and Spiliopulos
examined MDPs for fully coupled fast-slow diffusions using Poisson equations and weak convergence
method. The Poisson equation approach can also be extended to study infinite dimensional fast-
slow dynamics, where an elliptic Kolmogorov equation in Hilbert space replaces the role of the
Poisson equation. Interested reader are referred to the work of [13] which studied MDPs for fast-slow
stochastic reaction-diffusion equations, where the slow process has diffusion coefficients independent
of the fast dynamics. The MDPs of fully coupled fast-slow stochastic reaction-diffusion equations
still remain an open problem due to the lack of regularity results for elliptic Kolmogorov equations
in infinite dimensional space. For further insights on LDPs and MDPs in two- or multi-time-scale
stochastic dynamics, readers are referred to [16, 18, 19, 20, 24, 25, 32, 38, 39| and references therein.

The MDPs for fully coupled stochastic differential equations where the fast process is given by a
state-dependent regime-switching process is still unknown. Though we still rely on Poisson equation
technique, the discrete feature of fast process makes analysis more difficult and results are different
compared to that of fast-slow diffusions in [28|. The starting point of our approach is the variational
representation for the expectation of positive functionals of Brownian motions and Poisson random
measures, as developed in [2] and [7]. Using this representation, we apply the weak convergence
method to analyze asymptotic behavior of the system. One major advantage of this method is
that it avoids proving exponential tightness and calculating exponential-type probability estimates,
which are typically challenging with traditional methods. Instead, one only needs to establish the
tightness of a controlled dynamics and analyze limiting behaviors of key quantities. In the context
of moderate deviations, the controlled dynamics are described by (XU %" Y&u¥")  the solution

(1.7)



to (2.11). Our primary focus is on the limiting behavior of 7°%%" the controlled version of 7°,
defined as: ot _
o (1) = X9 (t) — X(t),
VEh(E)
Despite various advantages of the weak convergence method, there are still challenges in proving
the tightness of the controlled process, particularly in two- or multi-time-scale systems. The first
challenge arises from a singular term in the decomposition (2.14) of %% ¥

t
o | P () Y5 (5) = B (s s,

which involves the factor 1/y/eh(e) that diverges as ¢ — 0. To address this difficulty, we apply
Poisson equation techniques combined with some approximation methods allowing us to use It6
formula to manage the singular term. Compared to the case in [28|, where the fast process is a
diffusion process, our state space of fast processes is finite and discrete. Furthermore, the diffusion
coefficient in the slow process can be degenerate. For the study of Poisson equation concerning to
diffusion, we refer to the work [30, 31| and reference therein. Recently, Sun and Xie [37] studied the
Poisson equation for the fast-varying purely jump process and apply them to investigate averaging
principles and CLTs for multi-scale stochastic differential equations with state-dependent switching.
One of the motivation of this work comes from [37].

The second challenge is identifying a suitable space in which the centered and normalized control
{1°} is tight, where ¢° := (¢° —1)/+4/eh(e). In case of LDPs for X¢, the boundedness of the control
cost L7 2(¢%) in (2.7) ensures the tightness of ¢ in a suitable space, which guarantees the tightness
of the controlled process X% #"(-). However, in the moderate deviations setting, even though we
have a stronger bound on the control cost, i.e., Lra(p°) < Meh?(g) for some constant M > 0,
the tightness of ¢° alone does not guarantee the tightness of n®“>%"(-). Remember in moderate
deviations context, the focus is on 7°%%" and we need to establish the tightness of 1)°. However,
although each ¢ is square integrable for fixed ¢ > 0, the family {¢°} does not admit a uniform
L%([0,T] % [0,¢]) bound as &€ — 0. The singular coefficient 1/(y/2h(¢)) can cause the norms to blow
up and prevents {1°}.50 from being tight. To resolve this, we use the idea in [5] to split ¢)° into
two terms: one of which lies in a closed ball in L?([0, T x [0,¢]), while the other approaches zero in
a suitable manner. By combining the Poisson equation for fast-varying purely jump processes, the
splitting technique in [5], and some approximation methods, we establish the tightness of nEus P
and subsequently prove the MDP of X¢ using weak convergence method.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows: In Section 2, we introduce notation and
assumptions, followed by some preliminary results and our main findings. Section 3 presents an
equivalent form of the rate function and establishes its goodness. In Section 4, we examine the
limiting behavior of the controlled process, with a focus on proving its tightness. Section 5 is dedi-
cated to proving large deviation upper bound for 5, while Section 6 establishes the corresponding
lower bound. In Section 7, we extend our main results from bounded to unbounded drift. Finally,
Section 8 extends the result to the case where the slow process is a jump diffusion, discusses the
main challenges in generalizing the analysis from a finite to a countable state space for the Markov
chain, and presents the corresponding result when the fast-varying process belongs to a specific class
of jump diffusions in the Euclidean space.

te[0,7). (1.8)

2 Preliminaries and main results

In this paper, we use the following notation. For a Polish space S, let P(S) denote the space of
probability measures on S, and Mg (S) denote the space of finite measures on S, both equipped with



the topology of weak convergence. The space of continuous functions from [0, 7] to S, equipped with
the uniform topology, is denoted by C(]0,7];S). We denote the space of continuous and bounded
functions on S by Cy(S). For a finite set L, |L| represents the cardinality of L, and M(LL) denotes the
space of real-valued functions on L. Given f € M(L) and a probability function r : L. — [0, 1], we
use 7(A) to denote Y 4 7(z) for any subset A C L, and [; f(x)r(dx) to represent >y f(x)r(x).
The space of Borel maps from [0, T] to S is denoted by M([0, T]; S). For a vector z € R, 2T denotes
its transpose. In the following, we use K to denote a generic constant varying from time to time.
We proceed with the following assumptions.

(H1) For each i € L, the function b(-,%) is bounded, continuously differentiable, and has a bounded
first-order derivative. Moreover, there exists a constant Ly € (0,00) such that for all 7,7 € L. and
z, 2’ € R?, the following Lipschitz continuity holds:

1b(z, i) = b2, i) || + llo(z, i) — o (2", )| + lq(x, 4, 5) — a(a’,4, )| < Lollz — 2’| (2.1)

(H2) The generator Q(z) = (gij(x))ijeL : RT — REXE is measurable function such that for z € RY,
¢ij(z) >0, Vi # j €L, ZjE]L ¢ij(z) = 0,Vi € L. Moreover, we assume Q(z) is irreducible. That is,
for any = € R, the following equation

pQ(x) =0and > puf =1, (22)

has a unique solution p* = (uf,..., ,uﬁu) with pf > 0 for all ¢« € L. The transition probability
matrix P := { P (i, j)}i jeL associated with Q(x) is assumed to be exponentially ergodic uniformly
in z, i.e., there exists K > 0, o > 0 such that

sup ”Ptm(i’ ) - /‘vaar < Ke_gt, Vi>D0.
i€L,x€R4

(H3) There exists a constant Kg > 0 such that for all z,2" € R,

Q@) = Q(a)ley :=sup Y _ laij(x) — qij(«")] < Kgllw — 2|,
i€l i
e (@) f () > 0
Kg:=sup sup sup ¢;j(r) <oo Kp:= inf min ¢;;(x) > 0.
@ i€l jeL,j#i zeRd N @ zeRd (i,j)€T 7
Remark 2.1. Under assumptions (H2) and (H3), the invariant measure {47 };cr, is unique and has
a positive lower bound, i.e.,
inf min % := pu > 0, 2.3
z€R4 jEL Hi = ( )

see [6] and reference therein.

It is well-known that the dynamics of discrete component or the switching process Y€ can
be described by a stochastic differential equation driven by a finite collection of Poisson random
measures (PRMs); see [26, 36]. For (i,5) € T, let N;; be a PRM on [0,¢] x [0,7] x RT with
intensity measure A\ ® Ar ® Moo, Where Ay and Ao denote the Lebesgue measure on [0, 7] and RT,
respectively, on some complete filtered probability space {Q, F,{F;}, P} such that N;;(A x [0,t] x
B) — tA¢(A)Aso(B) is a {F;}-martingale for all A € B([0,¢]) and B € B(R") with Ao(B) < co. It
implies that Nf{l (dzxdt) := N;j(dzx dtx[0,71]) is a PRM on [0, ¢] x [0, T] with intensity measure
z—:_l)\g ® Ar. It can be regarded as a random variable with values in the space of finite measure



ME([0,¢]x[0,T7) on [0,¢] x [0, T] endowed with weak convergence topology. We assume (Ny;)(; j)et
are mutually independent and there is an d-dimensional F;-Brownian motion W, independent of
{Ni;}, on {Q, F,{F:},P}. Moreover, we assume for 0 < s <t < T,

{W(t) — W(s), Nij(A x (s,4] x B) : A€ B([0,¢]), B € B(RY), (i, ) € T}

is independent of F;.
For each (i,j) € T, let ¢;; belong to the class of measurable mapping from [0, 7] x [0,(] x Q@ —
[0,00), we define the counting process N;?” on [0,¢] x [0,T] by

le!;ij([] X [O,t)) = / 1[0’@(2,5)}(r)]\_fij(dzdsdr). (2.4)
U x[0,t] x[0,00)

The above N;?” can be recognized as a controlled random measure with ¢;; selecting the intensity
for points at location z and time s in a possible random but nonanticipating way. If ¢;;(z,s,w) =
¥ € (0,00), we write N;;“ =N}

The Markov process (X, Y®) = {X®(t), Y°(t) fo<t< then can be written as the unique pathwise
solution of the following fully coupled stochastic differential equations driven by Brownian motions
and Poisson random measures:

dXE(t) = b(XE(t), YE(£))dt + vEo(XE(1), YE(£))dW (£),  X°(0) = a0,

dye(t) =) [Og(j—i)l{Yf(t—)z‘}lEm(XE(t))(Z)ijl(dZth)7Y8(0):yo- (2.5)
(3,7)€T ’

For the existence and uniqueness of (2.5), we refer to the work [36, pp. 103-104], as well as
[21, 22]. The uniqueness of the solution implies that for every £ > 0, there exists a measurable
map, denoted by G° : C([0,T];R%) x (Mp([0,¢] x [0, 7)™ — C(]0, T];R?), such that X° =
G (\/eW, {5]\7%71}). Consequently, there exists a measurable map G¢ : C([0, T]; R?) x (Mp([0, (] x
[0, )T — C([0, T); RY) such that 7° = G5(\/eW, {Eij_l}), where 7° is defined in (1.3).

To study the LDP for n® (i.e., moderate deviation principle for X¢), we will employ the weak
convergence method; see [2, 7, 9, 33]. To this end, we first give a variational representation for
the positive exponential functional of 7°. Denote by PJF the predictable o-field on [0,7] x
associated with the filtration {F;}o<i<r. Let PF[T] := {¢ = (9ij) @ et : wij is PF @ B([0,¢]) \
B[0, 0o)-measurable for all (i,5) € T}. For h: [0,T] — R%, we let

1 T
Lrah) =5 [ Ih(s) s (2.6
For ¢ = {@ij}(i’j)ejr such that ¢;; : [0,7] x [0,(] = [0, 00), let

Lealp) = 3 / Uig (5, 2))Ac(d2)ds. (2.7)
(i,)€T [0,7]x[0,¢]
For any ¢ € PF([T], the quantity Lz,2(¢) = > (; jjer f[oﬂx[aq U(pij(s, z,w)) A (dz)ds is well defined
as a [0, co]-valued random variable. For n € N, let PF[T]® = {¢ € PF[T] : 3n € N, p;;(s,z,w) €
[, n],¥ (s, 2,w) € 0,T] x [0,¢] x Q, (i,5) € T}.
For € > 0 and M < oo, we will consider the following space:

M
S—i—,a

{¢:10,7] % [0,¢] = Ru|Lya(p) < Meh*(e)},
SM = {y:]0

[0,7] % [0,6] = R| % = (¢ — 1)/v/Eh(), € SH.}. (28)
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Define S37 = {h : [0,T] = R : Lp(h) < M}, S22 = {h : [0,T] = R : Ly(h) < Mh*(e)}.
Let A} be the set of h : [0,7] — R such that h(-,w) € SM P-as., and define Ay := US5_, A}
Similarly, let As . be the set of all h such that h(-,w) € S%, P-a.s., and define Ay, = Uj’f}zlA%E.
Moreover, let AY_ be the set of all ¢(-,-,w) € PF[T)® such that ¢(-,-,w) € SY_ P-as. for cach
(i,j) € T. Define Ay . := U3;_; AY . Likewise, define AM as the set of all (-, -,w) € PF[T] such
that ¢;;(-,-,w) € SM, P-as. for each (i,j) € T, and let A, := US5_; AM.

Define ﬁ,j = Ay, x Ay - and Z/Ilf = Ay x A, .. Using these space, and recalling the variational
representation formula for functionals of Brownian motions from [2] as well as for Poisson random
measures from |3, 7], we obtain the following:

Theorem 2.2. Let F' be a bounded and measurable real-valued function, we have

—logE [B*F(W(-),Nﬁ)]

o ;glequ[Lm( v) +9Lra(p) + F(W() + /0' U<3)d57NW)]7

(2.9)

where 9 € (0,00) is a constant and NV := (Ni’;)(~

ij)er with N defined under (2.4).

In Theorem 2.2, we set F(W(-), NV) := h%(e)F o G°(\/eW, {stjil}) = h%(e)F(n°(+)). Dividing
by h?(e) to both sides of (2.9), we obtain variational representation formula for functional of 7°:

1 2
i R E e (P07
1 1 - .
= inf E L —L F € w ds.e NS ¢
(07;1)162% [h2( ] r1(v )+€h2(€) T2(¢) + FoGe(ye +/0 v(s)ds, e )] (2.10)
1 ' -
= inf E[LT 1(u) + =5~ Lr2(e) + F oG (VeW () +/ h(g)u®(s)ds,eN® 1“’)].
(up) ety eh?(e) 0
where u := v/h(e). For the remainder of the paper, we will use control variable u in place of v.

Using the control pair (uf, ¢f) € Z/lb+ , we consider the controlled processes:

AX U (1)= b(X " (), YU (1)) dt + VEa (XU (£), YU () dW (1)
+VER(E)a (XE# (1), YU (1) ut (1) dt

L o . (2.11)
AY=S ()= / (J = D) Lyewswe toy=iy L, (x= s 0 (1)) (2) Ny 77 (dz x db),
('L,])ET [ng]
where X&%%°(0) = zq, Y57 (0) = yg. Define
€ € XEU g — X
neve (L) = \f( )( ) t ), € 10,77 (2.12)
From the pathwise solvability of (2.11) and Girsanov’s theorem, we have XU %" = G&(\/eW(-) +
-1 ¢
Jo s)ds, {eN; S0“}) is the unique solution of (2.11). Hence 5% ¢
= G°( \f W)+ [y h( s)ds, {EN g0”}) Therefore, the variational representation (2.10) yields
1 € €
- logE —h*(e)F(n))]= inf E[L ——Lra(°) + F(>" ¥ )] (213
(e e Elee (R EFO)]- inf Ellr(w) + oo bra(e?) + PO 7)) (2.19)



Letting € — 0, from (2.13), we need to study the asymptotic behavior of 7% ¥ by proving its
tightness and characterizing its limiting behavior. To do this, based on the definition of (2.12), we
can decompose 75" %" as follows:

e ()
t Veh(e
1 e,uf,p°
- |, e t
+ [ oo o) Yo (s + s [ ol ),y () (e
0 0

g £

X(t)

o () =

), YEUF (5)) — (X (5))] ds

()] ds (2.14)

o (s), YU (5))ut (s)ds + /0 (X5 (5), YU (5))dW (s)

I
=
EqL]

S

©

—~
~

~—

We note that the only term above causing trouble to prove tightness is ni’ug’@s whose coeffi-
cients 1//eh(e) diverge as ¢ — 0. For the singular coefficient in ng’us’ng, we note that the mean
value theorem implies (b(X&% %" (s)) — b(X(s)))/+/Eh(e) = Vb(X(s))n®¥ ¥ (s) hold for some
XTe(s) = aX5% % (s) + (1 — a)X(s) with a € [0,1]. Thus, the singular coefficient 1/y/ch(¢) in
ng’us’ns is effectively absorbed into n®“"¥"(s), ensuring the application of Gronwall’s inequality.
This term is harmless. In Section 4, we will first address the singular term ni’"g"pe using the Poisson
equation discussed in [37]. Specifically, we let ®(z, y) satisfy the following Poisson equation on finite

state space L:
Q(z)®(x,)(i) = — [b(z, i) — b(z)] with Z O(x,i)u; =0, (2.15)

where Q(z) is the generator of a Markov chain {Y®'} with initial value Y%¢(0) = i, and {u%}ier
is the unique invariant measure of Y%%. Define b(z,i) := b(x,4) — b(x), then it satisfies so-called
“central condition™

Zielg(:c, i)uf =0, VreR%

Under our assumptions, the Poisson equation (2.15) has a unique solution ® which is bounded
and Lipschitz continuous; see [29] for details. Due to the lack of regularity of ® under (H2) and
(H3), we approximate it by ®,, in Lemma 4.1, enabling us to apply Itd formula. This leads to
establishing the uniform boundedness and tightness for ni’us’@a in Lemma 4.5. We then prove the
tightness of %% and characterize its limit in Proposition 4.8.

2.1 Main results

Recall the definition of F;@ in (1.7). We note that for any ¢ = {¢;};cL with ¢; : [0,{] = R4
which is measurable and integrable for each j € L, it can be identified with § = (0;);cL, where
0; = 1j(2)dz takes values in Mz ([0, (]) for each j € L. We define I'?(x) as follows:

erj('x) _ { HJ(EZJ(m))ﬂ i # J,

= Oy (Epy (@), 0= (2.16)
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In the above, we encode 1 as measure #. This measure formulation is more convenient when
discussing topologies.
We now in the position to state our main results. For n € C([0, T]; R?), we define:

I(n) (,w, {Z /Huz (s)|?mi(s) dsJFZ%T // i (s, 2)[*mi(s )/\C(dz)d} (2.17)

where V(n) is the collection of all {u = (u;),v = (¢i;), 7 = (m)} € (M([O T] R % (L2([0,T] x
[0, )T x M([0,T]; P(L)) such that for each i € L and each (i,j) € T, f() llu;(s)||*mi(s)ds < o0
and f[o T1x[0,¢] |¥is (5, 2)[2m;(s)A¢(dz)ds < oo and for each 4,

:/th(X( ds+2/ 73X (5)Juj(5)rj (s)ds

g€l o (2.18)
£ L R0 3) = @K1 5V, 50 (<) )l
and for a.e. s € [0,7] and j € L,
e i3I (X(5)) = 0. 219

Here, I';; denotes I‘f’j in (1.7) with ¢ = 1.

We say a function I : C([0, T]; R?) — [0, oc] is a good rate function if it has a compact level sets
on C([0,T]; R?), that is, for every a > 0, the set {n € C([0,T};R%) : I(n) < a} is a compact subset
of C([0,T];R?). The following is our main result.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose (H1)-(H3) hold. The function defined in (2.17) is a good rate function on
C([0,T);RY). The {nf}eso satisfies the Laplace principle on C ([0, T); R?) with speed h=2(¢) and rate
function I defined in (2.17). That is, for all bounded and continuous function F : C([0, T];RY) — R,
we have

lim hz( 2 o E (- W) F(r))| p e LR ()3 (2.20)

Due to the equivalence between the Laplace principle and large deviation principles, we have { X}
satisfies a MDP with speed h=2(¢) and rate function I.

We would extend the above main result to allow for unbounded drift coefficient b(-,%) for each
i € L, thereby removing the boundedness condition on b(+,7) in (H1). We assume
(H1)" For each ¢ € L, the function b(-,4) is continuously differentiable with bounded derivatives.
Moreover, the Lipschitz conditions (2.1) hold.
Corollary 2.4. Under conditions (H1)', (H2) and (H3), the process {X®}.~0 satisfies the moderate
deviation principle on C([0,T]; R?) with speed h=2(¢) and rate function I given by (2.17).

For the rest of the paper, we aim to prove (2.20). To this purpose, it is sufficient to prove the
Laplace principle lower bound

lim su logE[ exp(—h?(e)F(nf))] > inf Fn)+1 , 2.21
! OP h2( ) g [ p(—h*(e)F(n ))] _neC([o,T];Rd){ (n) (m)} (2.21)
and the Laplace principle upper bound
. 1 2 € 3
— <
hgn l(I)lf ) log E[ exp(—h*(e)F(n°))] nec(hl)l,g“];Rd){F(n) +1I(n)}. (2.22)

The proof of (2.21) is in Section 5 and the proof of (2.22) is given in Section 6. The proof of
Corollary 2.4 is discussed in Section 7.



3 The equivalent form of the rate function and its goodness

In this section, we first represent an equivalent formulation of the rate function defined in (2.17).
We then demonstrate the goodness of the rate function by establishing the compactness of the level
set {n € C([0,T);R?) : I(n) < a} for a > 0. This alternative equivalent form proves to be more
convenient to work with. Our approach follow the framework outlined in [6, Section 2.2, 2.3], but
for completeness and reader’s convenience, we provide detailed explanations.

3.1 An equivalent representation of the rate function

Recall A is Lebesgue measure on [0, (]. Let d: Mp([0,¢]) = [0, 00] be defined by

do(z) |2 :
. Me(dz), if 0 < A,
() = /[o,q d)\g(z)’ ¢(dz) ¢

0, otherwise.

(3.1)

~

For 6§ = (6;);e1. with 6; € Mp([0,(]), with certain abuse of notation, we define d(0) := >, d(6;).
For 0 <a <b <T, denote by Hj,; the space

Hq ) == [a,b] x L x (Mp[0,¢])" x R

When [a,b] = [0,], we denote Hjy , as Hy. Let Piep,(Hz) be the space of finite measures II on Hry
such that for all 0 < a < b < T, II(H, ) = b — a. This says that the measure IT € Mg (Hy) is in
Pieb(Hy) if and only if the first marginal of II is the Lebesgue measure Az on [0,T7, i.e., [II]; = Ar.
Here, [I1]; is the marginal on the i-th coordinate of Hyp for II € Mp(Hy). For notation simplicity,
we refer to a typical element (s,y,0,z) € Hp as v. Then the measure IT captures the time s, the
state of controlled fast processes y, the measures that governs the jump rates 6, and the control
variable z applied to perturb the mean of the Brownian motion. For n € C([0,T7; R?), we define
Ps(n) as the family of all T € P, (Hr) such that [y |[|2]]*TI(dv) < oo and [y d(f)II(dv) < oo,
and

00 = [ FEEE))a) + [ o(X(s) )11
Ht Ht
_ . _ P (3.2)
+ [ SR ().4) - () I (X (o)1),
He jeL

and for all j € L and a.e. ¢t € [0,T],
/H L'y (X (s)I(dv) = 0. (3.3)
t

Equation (3.2) describes the limiting controlled dynamics, while (3.3) ensures that the condi-
tional distribution of II with respect to the y-variable corresponds to the stationary distribution
associated with the generator I'?(X (s)), given the time instant s € [0, 7], the state X (s) of the aver-
aged dynamics, and the rate control measure 8. We now define the function I : C ([0, T]; RY) — [0, o]
as follows:

) = inf {/H L2117 + (o)) . (3.4)

IIePy (77)

Before proving the equivalence of I and f, we recall regularity results for the solution ® of Poisson
equation (2.15) in 37, Theorem 2.2| for a countable-state Markov chain.
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Theorem 3.1. Suppose conditions (H2)-(H3) hold with IL| = oo and ||b(z, Moo < 00 forallz € RY,
then equation (2.15) admits a unique solution ®(x,i) = [ E[b(z, Y™ (t)) — b(x)]dt satisfying

1@ (2, ) loo 1= sup (2, 8)|| < Klfb(x, ) ]loo, (3.5)

where {Y%'},>q is the unique L-valued Markov chain generated by generator Q(x) with initial value
Yy =i. Moreover, if Q € CH(RY RIHXIE and b € CHR? x L;R?), then there evists a constant K
such that for any x € R?,

10:® (. oo < K ([b(, oo VQ@)I| + 020, -)|oc) -

If Q € C?*(R?, RILIXILI and b € C%(R? x L, R%), then there exists a K > 0 such that for any x € R,

107@(, )l < K[Ilg(w, N (IVQ)[ + IVQ()* + IV2Q()]))
H10wb(@, ) |eVQ() | + 1070(x, ')”oo]
Remark 3.2. The boundedness assumption of b in (H1) for finite state Markov chain implies that

there exists a constant K > 0 s.t. [|®(x,) — P(y, )]0 < Kz — 9y, [|®(z,")||ec < K; see [37,
Remark 3.3].

Proposition 3.3. For every n € C([0,T];R%), I(n

) =
Proof. Fix € C(]0,T];R%), we first prove I(n) < I(n). Without loss of generality, we assume
I(n) < oo, otherwise it is trivial. For e > 0 and let (u, ¢, 7) € V(n) be such that

1(n).

Z / lua(s) [2mi(s)ds + Z / (s, 2) P (s)Ac(d2)ds < Tm) 4= (3.6)

Define 6;;(s,dz) € Mp[0,(] for i,5 € L and s € [0, T] by

Gis(s, dz) = Yij(s,z)A¢(dz), if (i,4) € T and 2z — 1)45(s, 2) is integrable,
iy\8:4%) = 0, otherwise.

Let 9_2(8) = (9_2']'(8, '))jE]L~ Then define IT € Pleb(HT) by

b
II([a,b] x {i} x Ax B) := / ()05, (s) (A)du, (5) (B)ds.

for A € B(Mp[0,()H),B € BR?Y), 0 < a <b<T, andi € L. It is not difficult to see
that II € Py(n) and [y 121> + d(0)]I(dv) equals to the left side of (3.6). Thus we proved

I(n) < I(n) +¢. Since ¢ is arbitrary small. We proved 1(n) < I(n) for all € C([0, T]; R%).

We now prove the inverse inequality 1(n) < I (n). Likewise, we assume, without loss of generality,
I(n) < oo. Let IT € P4(n) be such that fHT 121> +d(0)]I(dv) < I(n)+e¢. Denote by [TT]34112(d6 x
dzly, s) the conditional distribution on the third and fourth coordinates given the first and second.
We can disintegrate the measure II as

I(ds x {y} x df x dz) = ds my(s)[Il]3412(d0 x dz[y, 5).

Define

Uy(s) = z [H]34\12(d0 X dz‘ya 3)7 Yy e L7S S [OaT]7

/(MF[O,C])'IL xR4

11



and for (y,s) € L x [0,T7, let

/ 0 [I]3412(d0 x dzly, s).
(Mp[0,¢])ExRY

We write 0, = (éyy’)y’eﬂ_w The convexity of the square function implies

~ —

a6, (s)) < / d(6) Ms115(d6 x dzy, s).
(Mp[0,¢])E xR

Consequently,
> / d(f,(s))ds < / d(O)II(dv).
Define (s
A if 6, . (-
boy(5,2) = dag() P (s ) A0,
0, otherwise.
We obtain

1 1~
2 /[0 e 210 2P mi(s)Ac(d2)ds < / ZAOI(dv).

(i,§)€T x[0,¢] 2 Hy

s < 3 fH |z||?TI(dv). To complete the proof, it
€ V(n). Since II € Ps(n), we have (3.2) which
19). Since I € Py(n), (3.3) implies that for all

Similarly, we can obtain >, & fOT i (s)||*mi(s)d
suffices to show (v = (u;), ¥ = (Yi5), 7 = (1))
implies that (2.18) holds. It remains to show (2.
j €L and ae. s€[0,T],

> | Py (X(5)) [Maana(d8 % dly, 5) = 0.

MF[07<])UL‘ xRd

It follows that

S [ D) M8 x dely.)
o (Mp[0,¢)EIXR
= 1i(s) 3 [ X5 Mura(ad x dely. ).
icitj
By the definition of I', we get >_ 7y (8)Ty; (X (5)) = 7;(s) D it I'i(X(s)). Consequently, we
have (2.19). The proof is complete. O

3.2 Compact level sets

We now show that the function I (which is the same as T ) is a good rate function.

Proposition 3.4. For every M € (0,00), the set {n € C([0,T);R?) : I(n) < M} is a compact set.
Thus I is a good rate function.

Proof. Let {n,} be a sequence in the level set {n € C([0,T];R?) : I(n) < M}. The I(n,) < M
implies for each n € N, there exists some II,, € Ps(n,) such that

sl + @) ) < ar+ (37)

12



Then it suffices to prove that {n,} is pre-compact, and every limit point belongs to the set {n €
C([0,T);R?) : I(n) < M}. To this end, we prove: (a) {Hn,nn}neN is pre-compact in Pep (Hr) X
C([0,T); R?%), and for any limit point (n, IT), they satisfy (b fHT s=12 +d(9 )] IL(dv) < M, and (c)
(3.2) and (3.3) holds.

We now prove (a). Since L is a finite set (thus a compact set) and [II,]; = Ap for all n, to prove
the pre-compactness of {II,}, it suffices to prove for every ¢ > 0, there exists a constant K; > 0
such that

Supﬂn{(s y,0,z) € Hy : Zé’ ¢+ =) = Kl} <. (3.8)
neN
J€eL
From (3.7), we have
/ 21?0, (dv) < 2(M + 1), / d(O), (dv) < 2(M +1). (3.9)
HT HT

Then by the elementary inequality ab < (a? + b?)/2, we have

Z 0 [0, ¢]IL,, (dv) <Z/ (dv)—i—Z/ 3|9j[0,c]!2nn(dv)

JeL ]EIL )
L|2T + / / 0, (dv 3.10
SIL > 2] o DA Ta(av) (3.10)

< 2]L]2T+2/HT d(1,(dv) < ]L]2T+(M+1)

Thus the Markov inequality and (3.9) implies (3.8). It yields that {II,} is pre-compact in Piep(Hr).
We now prove the pre-compactness of {n,}. We first show

sup sup ||, (t )H2 t Ky < o0. (3.11)
neN¢€[0,T]
Since I1,, € Ps(ny,), we have
ma®) = [ TB(X())mm ()T (dv) + / o (X(5), )T, (dv)
Ht Ht
_ ' _ . (3.12)
+ . D [ @(X(5),4) — (X (s),y)|Th;(X () (dv).
t el

By the boundedness of b (thus boundedness of ®) and the linear growth of o, there exists a constant
K > 0 such that

()P < 3K / 13a() 2T (dv) + 3K / (X ()2 + 1)]121°TL (dv)

+3KZ/ (X ()’ (dv)
jeL

<3K/Hnn JI[2ds + 6K (M + 1)(1 + || X|17) +3KZ/\9 (0, ¢])[2TL, (dv)
jen

§3K/ n(3)|2ds + 6K (M +1)(1 + || X||z) + 6K (M + 1),
0

where || X ||7 := SUPye(o, 7] | X (t)]|, the second inequality follows from (3.9) and the definition of Fz],

the last inequality is due to (3.10). The inequality (3.11) then follows by the Gronwall inequality.

13



Next for 0 < t1 <ty < T, we have

[17n(t2) = 1 (t1)
< IVB(X ()0 (5) | TTn(dv) + lo(X (5),y) 2| (dv)
J n J, y

ity 2] t1,t2]
+ / | Z[@(X@),j) — ®(X(5), )IT;(X (5)) |Ta(av)
[t1,t2] eL
<k [ @+ [ loCRE )
/ [t1,t2] ?7 /H[tl ta] !
+K 16;(E )|, (dv)
/H[tl t2] jzeﬂ;

< K(/H[ I, (dv)) /2(/HW | Hnn(s)|]2Hn(dv)>l/2

+(/ (K(1+ ||X||T))2Hn(dv)>1/2(/H ||Z||2Hn(dv))

Hisy 10

3 L ma@n) ([ efo.qpm@)”

LIPS

t1,to]

1/2

< K|ty —t1\1/2

I

where the third inequality follows from the Holder inequality and the linear growth of o, the last
inequality follows from the uniform estimates (3.11), (3.9), and (3.10). This estimates with the
uniform boundedness of (3.11) implies that {n,} is pre-compact in C([0, T]; R%). Thus (a) is proved.
Suppose that (n,1I) is a limit point of {7, I, },en. Part (b) can be proved by (3.7) following the
Fatou’s lemma and the lower semi-continuity of d. Let us now prove part (c). Without loss of
generality, we can assume that the full sequence of {n,,II,,} converges to (n,II). Then,

/H IVB(X (5)) (1 (s) — n(s))|TLa(dv)
<K sup () =nfs)| [ Thafdv) < K sup |na(s) —n(s)|2T 0T +)

s€[0,T] s€[0,T

as n — oo. Following the boundedness of ® in Remark 3.2 and (3.10), the map

(5,9,0) = 32 5en[®(X(s),7) — ®(X(s),y)|Th;(X(s))
is a continuous and bounded map. From the convergence of II,, to II, we obtain

S, e [®(X(s) )—@(X'(S} Y)ITy, (X (5))I (dv)

= Ju, 2jer[®(X 7() ) — (X (s), )]F" (X())I(dv).

To prove the convergence of the second term on the right-hand side of (3.12), we take the uniform
integrability argument. Fix R’ > 0, the mapping (s,y, z) = 0(X(s),y)2z1{||.|<r} is continuous and
bounded, thus as n — oo,

(3.13)

Jia, 7 (X (5):9) 21z <ryTa(dv) = fig, 0(X(5),9)21 (o <y TL(AV)-

Therefore, for arbitrary small ¢/ > 0, there exits a n(R’) > 0 such that for all n > n(R'),
’ th Z1{||ZH<R’}H dV f]HI Zl{Hz||<R’}H(dv) < 6//3.
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Moreover, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the Lipschitz continuity of o, the finiteness of L, and
(3.9) imply there exists a constant K’ > 0 such that

| /{z||>R'} oK), pela(a)| < K /{||Z|>R’} ElHa )

< ([ 1elPian) " (el = 1)) < 2D

The same estimates above hold with II in place of II,,. Therefore choose R’ large enough such that
2K'(M 4+ 1)/R’ < €'/3. For this choice of R and for n > n(R’), we have

\@ 21l (i) — [ o(X(s) )21 W

o(X(s),y) 21z <y Hn(dv) — /0 zl{||zH<R/}H(dV)]
H H,

—i—‘ o(X(s),y ’—i— ‘/ o(X(s), )zH(dv)‘
{ll=l1>R} {ll=l>R"}
<e/3+€/3+E/3=F¢.

(3.14)

Since ¢’ is arbitrary small, the convergence th o(X(s),y)z 1, (dv) — th o(X(s),y)z11,(dv) hold.
Consequently, (3.2) holds. Similarly, we can prove (3.3). The proof is complete. O]

4 Limiting behaviors of controlled processes

In this section, we focus on establishing the tightness of 7% % and characterizing its limit. To
achieve this, we first use the Poisson equation (2.15) to analyze 77’ W59 Given that we only assume
the Lipschitz continuity for Q(x), the regularity of ®(x,4) with respect to x in Theorem 3.1 is not
smooth enough to use It6 formula. We proceed the following approximation technique.

Let p: R? — [0,1] be a smooth function such that for m € N,

[ @iz =1, [ o] p(a)ds < Ko, and |97 p(o)] < Konpla).
R4 R4
Define the mollified approximation for ® : R% x L — R? as:
By (2,1) :/ B(w — 2,1)p™ (2)dz, (41)
Rd

where p™(z) := m?p(mz). For instance, we can take the mollification function p as

1 .
i eXp(_l—iW> lf|.’L‘|<1

p(x) =
Za | o if |2 > 1

with  Zy4 ::/ exp(—1/(1 — |z|?))dz
|z|<1

Lemma 4.1. For z € R m € N, we have

[®(z,) = P (2, )[[oo < K/m, |[[Pm(z,")][ec < K,
[Ve®m(2,)|lo < K, Hvazc(pm(wv Moo < Km,

where K is a constant independent of x and m.

Proof. The proof can be found in |37, Lemma 4.3], thus details are omitted. O
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To continue, we recall following inequalities in [5, Lemma 3.1, Lemma 3.2].
Lemma 4.2. (i) Fora,b € (0,00) and o € [1,00), ab < €7@ + 1/(b).
(ii) For every > 0, there exists k(B), k1 (B) € (0,00) such that k(8), k1 (8) — 0 as B — oo, and

g =1 <m(@ix) iflz—1] = fa >0,
v <K@U), fr>8>1

(iii) There is a non-decreasing function ko : (0,00) — (0,00) such that for each 5 >0,

|z —1]* < wa(B)l(2), if |x — 1] < B,z > 0.

(iv) There ezists k3 € (0,00) such that for all x > 0,
Uz) < k3le — 1%, |l(x) — (x —1)2/2| < Kk3|z — 1]3.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose ¢ € S_]i\_{a for some M > 0, where S_]Ks is defined in (2.8). Let ¢ = (¢ —
1)/y/eh(e), we have the following inequalities:

(i) For all >0,

/[o rpeioy TR vERE Ac(d2)ds < MVER(E)R (5). (4.2
, 41X
and
, 4| X
(ii) For all B > 1,
/[0 T1x[0g] 901{¢25}>\<(dz)d5 < M€h2(€)k/1 (8). (4.4)
, L[ X 10,

Here k1(B), £1(B), and ko(B) are as in Lemma 4.2.

For any € > 0, let XU"¢° Y&U"¥" be solution of (2.11) and define 7% %" as in (2.12). The
following lemma establishes the uniform boundedness for the controlled slow process X% ¢°

Lemma 4.4. Suppose (H1)-(H3) hold. For every M € N, we have

sup sup E( sup HX‘E’“E’“"E(t)HQ) < 00.
56(071) (us,cpe)EZ/{;: t€[07T}
L1 (u®)<M,L7 2(¢%)<Meh?(e)

Proof. The proof can be found in |6, Lemma 3.1], thus details are omitted. O

Before demonstrating the uniform boundedness and tightness of {#% ¥"}, we first present the
following key lemma concerning n;™ *% .

Lemma 4.5. Under conditions (H1)-(HS3), let (uf,¢%) € Uy and B> 0, define

N (t) = / [B(X=UF(s),5) — DX (s),1)]
g 0.71x (0] @%;T (4.5)
XL yens o2 (sy=ip Ly (e o% (5)) (2) 055 (8, 2) L jye (5,2) 1</ (vVEn(e)) A (d2) ds.
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Then for any m > 0, there exists a constant K = K(T,(, M, 3,|L|) > 0 (independent of m) such
that

B( s [lni (0 - N} (o))
;?OT] Kme? € 1 (4.6)
<m( +¢FT|L| VMRa(B)) + €)+K<5+%+%+\/Eh(s)>.

It follows that there exists a mo(e) > 0 (for ezample mo(e) = 1/(eY/22h(¢)),Vo € (0,1)) and &1 > 0
such that for m > mq(e) and € € (0,e1),

E( sup, 5 (0 ) < K+1, (47)
te[0,T

where K is a constant independent of m. Moreover, for h € (0,T) and 0 < tos < t1+h < T, we
have

(s [ ) - )] < KR, (45)
0<t1<ta<Tt2<t1+h

Proof. Theorem 3.1 implies that for the function g, there exists a unique solution ®(z,i) for the
Poisson equation (2.15) with ®(x,4) being bounded and Lipschitz continuous with respect to z. To
apply the It6 formula in [40, p.29|, we work with the approximated sequence ®,,(-,-) defined in
(4.1) such that Lemma 4.1 holds. Then

Oy (X5F (), YU (1)) — D0, 90)
t

:/ v@m(Xs,u€,<pE(8)7Ys,uf,gog(S))b(Xe,ug,@E(S)’ye,ug,wa(s))ds

0
t

+1/Eh(e) / V®,, (X9 (5), YU (5))a (XU (5), YU (5))ul (s)ds
0

t
+5 / T [ V20, (X7, Y5 ) (00 T ) (X577 (), Y247 (5)) | ds
0
t
+ﬁ/ Vb, (X5 (5), Y2 () o (X7 (), YU (5))dW (s)
0
1 t € 'S € £ & 1> (4‘9)
" / QX2 (5)) Dy (X579 (5), ) (Y797 (5))ds

e
1 1> £ £ e
e / D [Bn(XT(5),5) = B (X7 (s), )]
€ [OvT]X[O C] (i,j)GT
X gy easof ()mip L, (xesot (5)) (2) [05 (5, 2) = 1] Ac(dz)ds
+/ Y [2m(XT(s), 5) = Pun(X (s),0)]
[0,71x[0,¢]

(i,)€T
—e—1

g (’Dl
XL pyews vt ()=} LE,; (xeus ot (5)) (2) N 7 (dz x ds),
-1 .

~ = —1,e.
where N:j Yi(dz x ds) = N, "9(dz x ds) — 5_1gofj(s,z)dzds. For the six line in (4.9), we used

)

the definition of the generator Q(z) and E;j(x) to obtain

Q@)Pm(z,)y) =Y _(Pm(x,§) — Prm(,y))qy; ()
jeL
= > (Pm(@,§) = Pn(,0) Ly /[(LC] 15, () (2)Ac(dz).

(4,7)€T
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Let 95;(s, 2) 1= (¢5;(s,2) — 1)/y/gh(¢) and define My, as following:

V0= | S (B (X7 (5), ) — B (X (5), )]
[0,T]x[0,¢] (i,)€T (410)
~571<pf-
X1{Y€,u5,tp5(S_):Z’}]-Eij(Xs,uf,@s (s)) (Z)Nij J(dZ X dS)
To proceed, we rewrite ni’us’“ps in terms of the solution of the Poisson equation (2.15). Using
(2.15) with = being X""¥"(s) and i being Y5 ¥"(s), we have

me) = filz / DX (), Y () = DX () ds

TE(s)) (X (5), ) (YU (5))ds

. e . (4.11)
- fh()/O —QXE ()@ — By (X (), ) (VT (s))ds

1 €,uE o £,uf of . €,uf,p° s S
+ﬁh(€)/0 —QUXT () By (XU (), ) (YU () ds.

For the integral in the last line above, it appears in the six line of (4.9) with different constant
coefficient. To rewrite it in (4.11), we multiply ¢ and divide \/eh(e) to both sides of (4.9), and then
rearrange terms (moving the integral in the six line of (4.9) with new coefficients to the left-hand
side of equality (4.9) and moving all other terms to its right-hand side). We can get

Q xe S p° )) (Xs,uf,aps (8)7 ')(Ys,ufygog (3))d$

5) 0

h(;@m(Xw ()Y (1) = a0, 90)
+£ Ot Vi (X7 (5), Y7 () (X (5), Y27 (5) ds
+e t VD, (XU (5), YU (5)) o (XS (5), YU (5))us ()ds

g (et (o) Y (4] (T () o (4.12)
+2h(5)/? Tr[VZ®,, (X5 % (5), Y= # (s)) (o0 (X5 ¥ (5), Y= ? (s))]ds

Fa ] VBT (), Y () g (X (3), Y ()W (s)
0
t
3D (B (X (5),5) = B (X (5),0)
O (i,j)eT

E —~— ¢
Xl{ya,uE,LpE (57)=i}1Eij(XE’“E“PE (S)) (z)v,bfj(s, Z))\C(dZ)dS + W&‘)Mrﬁ (t)

As e — 0, from (1.4), we note that all terms except the second-to-last term on the right-hand side
of (4.12) converges to zero. Moreover, as we discussed in second paragraph above Section 2, 1) will
not converge in the L? sense as ¢ — 0. We split 1°(s, 2) into two parts: ¥°(s, Z)l{h[)g(s,z)\gﬁ/(\/gh(s))}
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and ¢ (s, 2) 1{jye (s,2)|>8/(Vzh(e))} for some B > 0. Then, we have the decomposition

t
[ 3 [enxo# (5).3) = (X507 (5)0)
0 (i,5)eT
Xl{ys we e (s—)=it LBy, (e w02 (s)) (2)V55 (8, 2) Ac (dz)ds
=[5 [0 60, 5) = (05 1))

(4,§)€T
Xl{Yf w5y mip Ly (et e (9) ()Y (8 2D L jue 5,215 5/ (van(ey Ao (d2) ds

€,uf . €,u®,p* . 4.13
T [ 6).0) — (X (), (413
(4,5)€T
Xl{Y& we o (s)=i Ly (oot (9) (2)V55 (8 2) e s, </ (VaR(y A (d2) ds
/ 3 (@K (5).5) — (X5 (9),0)]
(4,7)€T
X gyew ot (oymiy L (et o (0)) ()95 (8, 2) L e (s,2)|> 8/ (Ven(ey Ac (d2)ds
+Np () = NY“(6) + N (1)
where N;ffﬁ (t) is defined as
Nwe ( ) / [QW(XE#EWE (3)73) - (I)m(XaUE’(pE (3)’1)]
7 [0,7][0.¢] 2 (4.14)

(1,5)€T
XA pyensier (smy=ip Loy (e ot (9) (2055 (8 21 (5,001 28/ (Vanen Ac (42)ds.

and Nge is defined in (4.5), which replace ®,, by ® in (4.14). The purpose of introducing Nga in
the final equality of (4.13) is to obtain a limit that no longer depends on m.
Consequently, combining (4.11),(4.12),(4.13) yields

e (8)

B \/c:ilz(s) /0 —QXE (5)) (@ = D) (X5 (s), YU (5) | ds
ey (B (X (@, (1) = @0, 0)

+l;([% Ot Vb, (XU (5), YU (5))b( X9 (5), VU (5))ds

e | TR (X (5), Y () (XU (), Y (5)u (s)ds

+ ;f(; /0 T[T, (X5 (5), Y20 () (0 ) (9, Y0 ()]s

€ t €, oF €U o et o et
+h(§)\/0 V(I)m<X ¥ (S),Y ¥ (3))0—(X ¥ (3),Y © (5))dW(S)
[ X (5),5) — (X (), 1]

0 /.
(4,4)€T
XA gyensset (smy=iy Ly (et et () (DU (9 2) g (5,00 120/ (Vanem Ac (42) ds

+N (1) — Ny () + Ny () + ];([;Mgf (t).
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We now provide estimates for terms on the right-hand side of equality (4.15). From Lemma 4.1
and assumption (H3), we have

(Sup Hfh / Q( W(>>[<<I>—%)(Xf’“f#s(s)aYE’“E’“"WS)WSH)

te[0,T]
KT KT
< 1+ sup || X% (¢ > < .
m\[h( ) < t€[0,T] | @l my/eh(e)

Since u® € Sé‘/f , the linear growth condition of ¢, the uniform boundedness of V®,,,, and the Holder
inequality yield

t
E( “on He / v‘bm(Xs’ug""s(S),Ys’“s’“ag(8))0(X5’“6’“”5(5),YE’“E*"E(S))UE(S)CZSH>
0

t€[0,T]

T
< KEE(l + sup HXE’UE’“’E(S)D / u(s)ds < KV MTe.
0

$€[0,T]

Moreover, the boundedness of V2®,, gives

3/2 ! 2 &,u’,p¢ €,uf,p¢
E( sup oh Tr [ V2@, (X (s),Y (s)
te[0,T] 0
X (00 ) (X (), Y () ds )
Kme? e Kme?
< —— E(1+4 sup [|X5¥
Bl s IXT @) < T

By the Lenglart-Lepingle-Pratelli inequality, Lemma 4.1, and (H1), we have

5(_ s [l o))

1/2
ff@E(te% (e 0. ) ) P [ £ AN
i 2

1/2
JA—C +f(<ﬂ%(8,2)))/\c(d@d$>
(i,7)€T [0,7]x[0,(]

(CTe+ MshQ(e))l/Z,

IA

e

for some K > 0, where the second inequality uses inequality (i) in Lemma 4.2 and last inequality
is because ¢° € Sf{a. Moreover, the Doob martingale inequality, the uniform boundedness of ®,,,
and the linear growth condition of ¢ imply that

E( sup Hh / VD, (XU (5), Y5 (5))o <Xf’“6vf<s>,st“f’SDE(s))dW(s)H)

t€[0,T]
1/2
= h(gfs)</ BT (X5 (6), Y24 ()0 (X5 (5), Y47 (5 s
0
K\/Te . K/Te
= E{1+ sup [[X=* ’“’<>|I>
h(e) te[0,7] | Th(e)

20



In the light of (4.2) in Lemma 4.3, we have

< sup | /[omo Ny By (XS0 (5), 7) — By (X4 (s), )]

t€[0,77

X fyetef (s—)=i) Eu(xwﬁvf(s))(ZW%(S’ Z)l{d)fj(&Z)I>ﬁ/(x/5h(6))})‘f(d’z)d‘sH>

<KZ/

(zg )ET T1x[0,¢]

< K|LI*MV/eh(e)r1(B).

Furthermore, Lemma 4.1, and Holder inequality implies

1955(85 )| L1z, (5,2) 8/ (Ven(e) A (d2) ds

]E< sup ||N,7;Dl55(t) —Nbps(t)H)

t€[0,T
/ > (@ = @)X (5), ) — (@i — )X (s), )|
0.71x[0.¢] (e
Xl{ye u€ 6% (s—)=i} LBy (e s))(z)ij(s’Z)|l{lwfj(s,z)lﬁﬁx/éh(e)}kﬁ(dz)ds
4.16
Si Z /[OT]X[OC] Vi (8 2 s 125/ vene A (d2)ds (4.16)
eT
K\/ﬁ 5 ) 1/2
- 2 </[0T]X[O o V5052 g o iss/vanenAe (dz)d$>
(4,)€T !

KL\ 3 )

Combining all above estimates, the boundedness of ®,,, and (4.15) implies that there exists a
constant K = K(T,(, M, 3, |L|) depending on ¢, T, M, B, |L|, independent of m such that

IN

B s [ 0 - N30
<K( +ﬁ\L\ \/T> KTWZ€)+K<E+h(€8)+h(18)+\/Eh(E)>.

Thus for € > 0, there exists a mg(¢) > 0 such that for m > mg(e),

IE< sup [[n=" " (1) — NY (¢ )||> < Ko(e) =0, ase—0. (4.17)
te[0,77]

For example, we can take mq(e) = 1/(£'/2+2h(e)),V ¢ € (0,1). For Ng}g, similar to the computation
n (4.16), we have

B( s M) O]) < K Z/
t€[0,T] (4,7)€T

1/2
< K\/cm?( Lo W8 P g e ()
< KA\/CT|LI*/ MEo(B) < oo.

V(8 2) [ Ljye (5.2 A¢(dz)ds
T]Xm (5 2) L1z (5,2)1<8/ (Vene A (d2)

(4.18)
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Then the triangle inequality, (4.17), and (4.18) implies there exists ¢; > 0 such that for all e € (0,¢1),

B( su i )

t€[0,T)
<E( sup 97" (t) - Ny (@0 ) +E( sup [Ny (1)) <K+1
< P N 3 P 8 > 5
t€[0,T te[0,T]

where K > 0 is a constant independent of m. To prove (4.8), we still apply (4.9) to rewrite
ny" »° (t2) — 775“ #° (t1) for to <ty +h and 0 < t; <ty < T. We then use the same estimation
method for (4.7) to derive (4.8). Thus, the proof is complete. O

Building on estimates for nsu “*" in Lemma 4.5, the following lemmas aim to establish the

uniform boundedness and tightness of sequence {n% %" }.5¢.

Lemma 4.6. For every M > 0, there exists € > 0 such that for all e € (0,¢),

sup up B sup 177 0] < oc
€€(0,8) (us,gz:rs)elxll:L t€[0,7]
L1 (u®)<M, Ly (9% ) <Meh?(e)

Proof. Fix M > 0 and let (u®,¢) € U5 with Ly1(u®) < M and Lra(¢®) < Meh?(e). The

definition of n®“" %" yields that X=U" %" = X(t) + \/eh(e)n®"¥"(t). The Lipschitz continuity of
function b and so the b gives

eu ,(p o gu <P v
sup |7, = sup H/ —b(X(r dzH
se[Ot]H sel0.4] Veh(e) (r)) =B
S%/stﬂ”(W&
0 rel0,s]

In addition, the Holder inequality implies

( sup 157 (9]

s€[0,t]

<E(/ranW<>Y”M w$)</Ww H%Q

< VENITE(1+ sup X7 (s)]) < KVENIT,

s€[0,¢]

and there exists g2 > 0 such that for all € € (0, e2),

t 1/2
E<52L[1c)pt} In5" (s )H) < h(lg)</0 EHU(XE’“E’W(SXYE’“E’“OE(S))!!%)
K\/T g,uf, 7\/»
< it 21 g PO < g < K0T

Combing above estimates and (4.7), Lemma 4.4 implies for all € € (0,¢e3),

E(mmuffwww)

s€[0,¢]
t
< IE( sup [[n5" " (s )H) +L0/ E( sup ||n5’"8’“"5(r)||>ds+K\/2MT+Kﬁ.
s€[0,4] 0 r€[0,s]
Take € = 1 A €9, the lemma follows from the Gronwall inequality. O
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Lemma 4.7. Suppose (H1)-(H3) hold. For every M € N, the sequence {n®" %" ; o° € gS’J]y,E,u6 €
SM0 < e <&} is tight in C([0,T];RY).

Proof. For 0 < h <T and ¢ > 0, we note that
£ & £ & 4 US of RV
NN (ta) — P () = oy (7 () — ™7 (1)

Then the linear growth condition on ¢ and Lemma 4.4 implies that
t € £ € £
[ oxen e (9, e (s aws)
0

is a square integrable martingale. Thus the Doob maximal inequality gives

uf ¢ 4 t u€ pF uf . of
]E( sup |y ¥ (t)||2) < 13 / o (X &9 (1), YU (t))||2dt — 0
t€[0,7 (e) Jo

as € — 0. Lemma 4.5 gives the tightness of {77‘?“5’906}56(0751) in C([0,T]; RY). Hence, it remains to
show the tightness of {nZ’ue’ws} for k = 2,3. For ng’ug’@s, we obtain

E( s gt () o ()]
0<t1<to<T\t2<t1+h
t2 € () € £ 2
= E( sup H/ o(X&4 ¥ (s),YouU ¥ (s))ua(s)dsu )
0<t1 <to<T,to<t1+h t1

tith £ € £ € T
<E sup / o (X5 (5), Yo (s)) | 2ds / ()]s
0<t1<T—h Jt, 0

< 2MhE(1 + sup |]X5’“E’“9E(t)H2> 0, ash 0.
0<t<T

For n;’ug"ps, Lemma 4.6 gives for all € € (0, ¢),

E( sup (75" (1) — mSC <t1>||>

0<t1<to<T
to<t1+h
B LB () — R ()l
([ o)
o<ti<to<T Il Jt; V/Eh(€)
to<t1+h

to
:E< sup / L0|n€’“5"p5(s)|d5>
0<t1<t2<T Jt3
ta<t1+h

< L[)h]E( sup Hns’“s"ps(s)ﬂ) — 0, as h — 0.
s€[0,T

Thus, we complete the proof. O

Given € > 0 and let (u®, ¢%) € U;", we note the equation (2.11) indicates that only the controlled
rates ¢f, . e e (1—), can influence the dynamics of (X% ¢°, Y®u"¥"), Thus in proving the Laplace
upper bound, without loss of generality, we assume that

@5;(t,z) = 1,V (i, §) € T such that i € L\ {Y="¢"(t=)},V (t,2) € [0, T] x [0,¢].

23



Moreover, we set ¢f;(t,z) = 1if (¢,7) ¢ T by convention. This implies that

szgj (tv Z) -1
Veh(e)

For t € [0,7] and a fixed § € (0,00), we adopt the approach from [5] to decompose ¥7; into
two terms: ¢fj1{‘wg_|<ﬂ/\/gh(€)} and ¢fj1{‘¢§:_|>ﬁ/\/gh(€)}. We then define the occupation measure
11— ]

0°(t) == (05(1))jeL as

P5(t, 2) = =0, if (1,7) ¢ T or (4,5) € T with i € L.\ {Y=* ¢ (¢t—)}. (4.19)

G) = Liyewrt (1-)=i) /Giﬁfj(th)l{w;j(t,z)gﬁ/\/gh(e)}&(dz), G € B[0,¢]. (4.20)

i€l
Using this decomposition, #° belongs to (M g[0,¢])M. Now define IT° € Py, (Hz) by
I[I*(Ax BxCxD):= / 14(s)1p (YS9 (5))1c(6°(s))1p (uf(s))ds. (4.21)
[0,7]

In proving the large deviation upper bound, the main step will be characterizing the limiting
point of TI¢. From (4.21), we have %fOT |us (s)||?ds = %fHT || z||?TT¢ (dv). Moreover, from (4.19) and
(4.20), we obtain the following:

1 Z /0 (5, 2)PAc(dz)ds

e T]X[OC]

1 Z 3 / Lot sy 1055 (5, 2) [PAc(d2)ds

JGIL il 7 [0,7]x[0,(]

/al@6

2
+5 ZZ / Liyewe o (s—)=ip [ Vi (8, 2) "L 1ye (5,2) 1/ (ven(e)y Ac (d2)ds
]EIL il 7 [0,T]x[0.(]

1 €
- . / J(0)TE (dv)

2
+= ZZ/ 1{Ya,u€,<p€(sf):i}|wij(3,Z)| 1{|w5j(s,z)\>/3/(ﬁh(e))})\g(dZ)dS-
jel iel Y [0,T]x[0.(]

Consequently,
/ o (s) ds + Z / 15, (5, ) PAc (dz)ds
Ser J0mixiog

- / (=1 + o )]mdv) (4.22)

2
+3 ZZ / Lyt ot (sm)=ip [0 (5 2) L jug (s.001>8/(van(eny Ao (d2)ds.

yeL iclL 7 [0,T]x[0.(]

To proceed, we prove the tightness of {1*%%" II°} and characterize its limiting point.

Proposition 4.8. Fiz M € (0,00). Define II¥ as in (4.21). For e € (0,1) and (uf, ¢°) € U;" such
that Lr1(u®) < M and Lr2(¢®) < Meh?(e). Then the sequence {(na’us"pa,ﬂa)}ge(oﬂ is a tight
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family of C([0, T); R?) x Mg (Hr)-valued random variables. For a weak limit (n,I1) of (n°"" ¢ 1I¢),
we have

[ Slel? + @) < M + Sra(a)1, (4.2
Hr
and the following holds:
wt) = [ s+ [ a(X(s) el
H; H,
o ) . (4.24)
4 [ 37 [80¥(5).9) — B(X(5).0)] TG (X (s)av),
He jeL
and
/ Ly (X(s)I(dv) =0, for all j, and a.e. t € [0,T). (4.25)
H

Proof. The tightness of {n®“"¥"} is given by Lemma 4.7. We now prove the tightness of {II¢}.
From (4.22), the (iii) in Lemma 4.2 implies that

1 ~
/ [f||z||2+d<e>}na<dv>
HT
/ [[u” (s HQdH E:/ 105 (5, 2) P Lgjue. (s, 2)1<8/(van(e A (d2)ds
0,7]x[0,¢]

<1/T|| “(s)12ds +“"2 Z/ DAc(dz)ds
=3 u 22 (e - U(p55(5,2)) A (dz

= L)+ 5 55

(4.26)

L 2((p ) < M + %ch(ﬁ)M < 0OQ.

To prove the tightness of {II¢}, it suffices to show that for any § € (0, 00), there exists K’ > 0
such that sup, I1°{(s,y,0,2) € Hy : ZJEIL ;10,¢] + ||z > K’} < é. This can be proved in a
similar manner as (3.8), by using (4.26) in place of (3.7). Then the inequality of (4.23) follows
from the Fatou’s lemma and the lower semi-continuity of d. Consequently, for any subsequence of
{nFv5#° TI°}, there exists a further subsequence of {n®" %" 11} converging weakly to some limit
(n,II). We still index the convergent subsequence by e, with certain abuse of notation. By the
Skorokhod representation theorem, we assume {n®" %" I} converges to (n,1I) w.p.1. We now in
the position to prove (4.24). From the definition (4.20), we have

NY (@)
= DX (5),5) — DX (), 4
/[O’HMZH (), ) — @ (5),1)]

(4,§)€T
X Lpyewse (sm)=ip Ly (x=ws o (5)) (2)¥55 (8, 2) L1y s, 0 </ (Ve Ae (d2) ds

= /0 D [P (s), ) — B(XHTE(s), )]

u . us’ £ 7us7 £ 0% (s 7u57 c
/ S[B(X(s), §) = DX (s), YU (s )T O e ) (X5 (s)ds

= / D[R (s), ) = DX (s), )| T (X5 () T1° (dv).
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Moreover, one can obtain

/ (X (), YU (5))ul (5)ds = / (X (5), ) 21T (dv).
0 H,

For the term ng’ug’“’s applying the Taylor expansion, we have

t
\/h xEus pf (5)) — E(X(s))]ds = / VE(X(S))WE,UG,cpS(S)dS + RE(1), (4.27)
0
where 7'\’,8( ) is the reminder of Taylor expansion. Due to the boundedness of the derivative of b,
Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.6 implies sup;cjo 7) R*(¢) — 0 in probability. From (2.14) and Lemma 4.7,
taking e — 0 and applying the argument of the proof of part (c) in Proposition 3.4, we have

n(t) = | VB(X(s))n(s)ds + / o(X(s), y)=T1(dv)

H; H

+/ D [B(X(5),4) — D(X(s),y)ITy;(X (s))(dv).

e jEL

(4.28)

To prove (4.25), let us consider any map V from L to R, we have
V(Y= (1)) = Vyo)
e les,
= Z (V - V) 1{Y€ u€, 6(8_):Z‘}1Eij(X€,u5,gps(S))(Z)NZ] J (dZ X dS)
(i,j)eT [0,£] x[0,¢]

72 V V //1{Y€ u€ o 5 8 7,} E;; (Xs’uE,APE(S))(Z)(p?j(S,Z))\C(dz)ds+M;(t)
(4,§)€T (429)

Y v / e oty Lin (e o oy (21955 (5. 2) — 1A (dz)ds

(Z,J €T

+ Z (V; - V) / / Lo ot oyt L (oo (o) (DA (d2)ds + DT (2),

(4,5)€T

where V; := V(i) and M ¢ is the martingale given by

~e~ @Z‘?
() V V / /1{Ysu€<p ©(s—) }1E (X598 (s ))( )N J(dZXdS),
(4,3) GT

Multiplying € to both sides of (4.29) we have
(VYo" ¥ (1))
=S W-w) / / 1{ye o iy Ly (e oy (PVER(E S 5, 2) A (d2)ds

(i,7)€T
+ Z V V // 1{Y€ wE <ps )=i} {E'”(XE uf Lps( ))}(T‘))\C(dZ)dS + €M;(t)
(4,5)€T

Then the Doob inequality gives

— 2
IE( sup Hz-:Mf,(t)H ) <de Z (V; = Vi) / 05 (8, 2)A¢(dz)ds
te[0,T] < [0,7]x[0,¢]
< 165HVH2 / s,2)A\¢(dz)ds
@%T OC]X[OT]

< 16¢|V||A,(CTe + Meh*(e)) = 0, ase— 0,
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where the last inequality uses (i) in Lemma 4.2 and L72(¢®) < Meh?(g). Thus,

sup H(EM‘E)( )|| = 0,in probability as € — 0. (4.30)
te[0,T]

Furthermore, Lemma 4.3 and Hélder inequality yields

Esup V V// Liyens of (o)=ifl By, (X2 2 (5)) (2) VER(E) P55 (8, 2) A¢ (dz)ds
T

te(o, T] )e

< 2Veh(e |VH°°E > / / Liyews o8 (g)=iy L, (xeue o0 () (2)|U55 (8, 2) [Ac (d2)ds

(3,7)€T

§2\/gh(5)||v‘|oo Z / |wij(8,Z)‘1{‘%;]_(S’Z)|S5/\/gh(€)})\<(dz)ds (4'31>
(i,j)ET [O,T]X[O,C]

+2vEh(E) [V S / 055, 2)1 L1t (s, /v EREN A (d2)ds
(4,7)€T [0,77x[0,¢]
< 2BV oo LI (MVER()1 (8) + v/ MICTHa(B) ) — 0, as e 0.

For j € L, take V' = 143, (4.30) and (4.31) give that

t
sup ‘Z / l{YE’“EWE(s):i}rij(Xs’ug’cps(3))‘15‘

t€[0,T)
= sup ’ / FY‘S U 6F () X8 U € ( ) = sup ‘ / XS Jus o ))HE (dV)
te€[0,7 te[0,T] ' JH;

converges to 0 as ¢ — 0. Consequently, th [y (X5 9" ()T (dv) — 0, uniformly in ¢ € [0, 7).
Since f]HI ui (XS (s))IE (dv) — th I'y; (X (s))II(dv), we have (4.25). The proof is complete. [

5 Large deviation lower bound

In this section, we establish the Laplace principle lower bound (2.21) which is equivalent to large
deviation lower bound, using the variational representations (2.10).

Theorem 5.1. For any bounded and continuous function F : C([0,T];R?) — R, the following
Laplace principle lower bound holds:

o 1 c .
lnsn_}(])af 20 logE[exp (—h*)F(n ))} > neC(%&fT];Rd)[I(n) + F(n)]. (5.1)

Proof. From the representation formula (2.10), for every e > 0, we can find (4%, %) € U, such that

e logE[exp< W20

( - (5.2)
>E[LT1 Ly o(FF) + F(nf T )} e

()

Since F' is bounded, then (5.2) implies that

1
E[L W)+ — L ]<2F 1=K <
supE L () + s ol 7)) < 2P + .
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Fix § > 0, we define the stopping time

1 oy 2K F |l
I ey~ 27 oo
eh?(e) t2(#) > 0
Then for (s, 2) € [0,T] x [0,¢], let ©°(s,2) = ©°(5,2)1{s<re} + L{ssre}. We note that ¢ € U, and
Lro(¢°)/(eh?(e)) < (2KHFHO<>/5) Moreover,

TEZiIlf{tE[O,T]I }AT-

I ~e
2K”FH00> < O0EL72(9%) < d

1
P(¢® # 7)) <P(—5—~Lr2(7) > =~ -
(p°# &) < (Ehz(g) r2(#) 5 T eh2(e)2K || Flloo ~ 2lIF o

For any (s,z) € [0,7T] x [0, (], we then define

~ o5:(s,2) —1 . “(s,2) —1 ~
¢ij(saz) = ]\[T and wij(saz) = % = 1/11']‘(372’)1{596}-

)
Fix g € (0, 1] y (5.2) and ka(1) > k2(B), we have
h%—:) gE[exp R EF0)]
> B L1 (@) T en(e) ( ) Lra() + F(n ™ )|
G R 7] -

E )1 {jye Ae(dz)d
" 6h2 Z /OT]X 0,¢] #ij) {l¥5;1<B/(Veh(e))} ¢(dz) 3}

N

)

>E[LT1

(5.3)
B[ 2 / [(w5)° "03\@’1@”%3]1{|wsj|s5/<ﬁh(e>>}&(dz)d5}
zye?l‘ 0T]>< 0,(]
E[LTl (u®) +* > / Z>)21{|wsj|5B/<\/éh(e>)}&(dz)d8}
(e 0T1x[o<1

FE[F(" %) —e — 6 — 5553yu Mrso(1)
= E[/HT %[Hz“z —+ &\(9)} HE(dV) + F(na,ﬂf7<ps):| e_5— %BFLg‘L‘ZMKQ(l),

where the second line follows from (5.2). The third line is due to the definition of ¢°. Line four is
from Lemma 4.2 (iv). Line six is due to the following inequality

[ELF (%) = =™ #)]| < 20|FlloeP (o # &) <4,

and (4.3). The last line follows from the definition of II¢ in (4.21) using (u®, ¢®). With the control
(uF, %), Proposition 4.8 implies that (%% %" TI¢) is tight and any limit point (1, ) satisfies (4.24)
and (4.25). Thus II € P; ( ). Taking liminf to (5.3) yields

hm 1nf (5) log]E[eXp ( h2(5)F(778))]

:HQ/ & 1212+ @O 1) + P )] — 5 — S pmslLIPM o)
1

Z /
HEPS‘ HT 2

E[I(n) + F(n)] -6 - *5n3\L\2Mﬁ2( )

Wﬁﬂwmm (Hé—%wMMM)

+
[WW+d T} + Fn)] =6~ 5 raMsa(1)

v
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where the first inequality is due to Fatou’s lemma and Proposition 4.8. The second inequality uses
the property that IT € Ps(n) a.s., and the third inequality follows from the definition of I. Finally,
sending ¢ and 3 to 0 yields (5.1).We finish the proof. O

6 Large deviation upper bound

In this section, we establish the large deviation upper bound by proving the Laplace principle upper
bound. To achieve this, we consider a path n that is near the infimum of the right side of (2.22)
and construct a sequence of controls (uf, ¢°) such that 7% ¥ converges weakly to 1, where %" %"
is defined (2.12). By using this sequence of controls and applying variational representations, we
demonstrate the convergence of cost, leading to the result in (2.22). For a nearly optimal 7, let
(u,v,m) € V(n) represent the near-infimum for the expression in (2.17). The control pair (u, 1))
naturally defines the sequence of controls (u® 4 ¢), which will be used to define n®“>%" and II°.
Next, we need to show that any limit point (7, 1I) of the sequence (n>% %" II¢) solves (2.18) and
(2.19). By arguing the uniqueness of solutions of (2.18) for a given pair (u,1)), we can prove that
(7,IT) = (n, 1) a.s. To proceed, we require the following result.

Proposition 6.1. Let n € C([0,T];R%) be such that I(n) < co. Fiz v € (0,1), then there exists a
n* € C([0,T];RY) such that ||n — n*||r == SuPte[OT Int) —n*@®)|| < v, and there exists (u*,¢* =
(¥5;), 7 = (7)) € V(n*) such that (i) m}(s) has a lower bound ud for some 6 > 0, where p is
defined in (2.3); (i) for given (u*,1*), if equation (2.18) and (2.19) are satisfied by any other pair
(1,7), then (1,7) = (n*,7*); (iii) for each j € L,s € [0,T), > ;cp. mi (s)T4;(X (s)) = 0, and the cost

associated with (u*,Y*) satisfies

>s / ot (3)]12 (s)dds + = Z //w”sz T A(d)ds < T +7. (6.1)

“J )GT

Remark 6.2. An analogue of above proposition can be found in |6, Theorem 4.1| for large devia-
tions. Their situation is more complicated than ours in that the second restriction (1.6) in the rate
function rely on both the state process & and the control ¢. The merely simple small perturbation
(u, p, ) to (ud,©?, m°), so the small perturbation of £ to €2, cannot make (u’, ¢?, 7°) belong to V(£9)
in general. Further modifications are needed; see |6, Remark 4.2]. In our situation, the restriction
(2.19) is independent of the state n and the control 1. Our approximation is relatively simpler.

Proof. Let n € C([0,T]; R%) be such that I(n) < co. Fix v € (0,1), let (u, v, 7) € V() satisty

Z / i (s)]|?mi (s ds+— Z / i (s, 2)|*mi(s) A (d2)ds < I(n) + % (6.2)
(4,7)€T [0,7]x[0,¢]
Without loss of generality, we can assume for some k € (0, 00)
sup max (¥45(s, 2)mi(s)) < K. (6.3)

(s,2)€[0,T]x[0,¢] () ET

We will first prove the proposition based on the claim mentioned above, with the proof of the
claim deferred to the end. For z € R% let u(x) denote the stationary distribution of the fast-
varying Markov chain when the slow process is fixed at € R?. Given a fixed § > 0, we define
7o(s) := (1 — &)m;(s) + dp;(X(s)). It follows that

sup Z |7r (s)] < 26. (6.4)

t€[0,T]
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It is worthy noting that, although the second condition in (2.19) is independent of the dynamics
of m, it is still necessary to perturb the 7 to 7 in order to obtain a lower bound for 7. We then

define uj(s) = u](s);rggg, s €1[0,7],j € L. Thus uj( )7[‘?(8) = u;(s)m;(s). In addition, for (i,j) € T

and (s, z) € [0,7] x [0,(], define

mj i X(s
i (5.5) = (1= 5 9 AT,
Consequently,
|70 (5)5; (s, 2) — mi(5) Wiz (s, 2)| )
<5  sup max [;(s, 2)mi(s)| + 0| us (X (s))] < 8(% + 1). (6.5)
(s,2)€[0,T]x[0,¢] (6:5)€T
Define

0

> / X(8), 1) — DX (), )w(5) 1, (o) (N0 (5, 2) A (d2) s,

(4,7)€T

From above and our assumptions, the Gronwall inequality implies sup,cpo 77 [|7(t) — ()| < K6.
In addition, from (2.2), we have for each j € L and s € [0, 7]

ZW UX 2(1—5)Z7ri(8)1_‘ +5ZM1 zg X( )

S 1€IL i€l

=0 pi(X())g;(X(s)) = 0.

S»

Thus 7 (s)I'(X(s)) = 0 implies 7°(s) is stationary for T'(X(s)). Hence (u’,4°,7%) € V(n°). Fol-
lowing the elementary inequality |a|? — [b]? < ||a|? — [b|?| < |a — b|? and previous estimates, we can
get

13 (s, 2) 1772 (5) — |4 (5, 2) [P mi((s)

= e, NPRSe) = s s, o, )
g s DI = o, P
mi(s) 1

md 1(s) Im3; (s, 2)md (5) — i (s, 2)ma(s)|1* + |¢z‘j(87z)’2”i(s)‘ﬂ5(s)
PEAL? 2 l
< L + [¥i5(s, 2)["mi(s) 0

where the last inequality is due to (6.4), (6.5), and 7(s) > pud. Thus,

Ol B IR

2 (iper/0.11x04

Z /0 W}z] S Z)| Wi(S))\g(dZ)ds—i—

(Z] 6’]1‘ TX[OC]

J

2(> 1 2
CEED” 24 Qi
H
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where M = I(n) + 1. Furthermore, we note that if 7;(s) < 7(s),

— (2

[ ()P (5) = lfus() Prs(s) Ty < luas) [Pics),

and if m;(s) > m?(s), then m;(s) > p;(X(s)) > p. Thus,

g ()P () < [l (s)|*mi(s) + Hui(s)‘|27"i(3)‘77:;((z)) - 1‘
< Jua(s)|*mi(s) + 2lf||u1( )[[2mi(s).

It follows that

1 T 1 /T 5
330 [ P eds < 35 [ lo)lPmts)ds + S
icL V0 el V0 H

Take 6* = min{yu/4M, \/VH/(CT\]LP(% +1)2)}, with
(n*’u*7/l7[)*77r*) = (n6*7u6*7¢5*’ﬂ-6*)7

then (u*,v*,7*) € V(n*). This choice of 6* and (6.2) yield that

3] MBI 3 o e O

1€l 2] )ET
< 22/ s (s)]| 273 (s ds+f > / i (s, 2) > ()M (d2)ds + /2
i€L (4,5)€T [0,77x[0,¢]
<I(n)+~.

Moreover, if (2.18) and (2.19) are satisfied by another pair (7, 7) with control (u*,*), it follows
that 7 = 7*. By the Lipschitz continuity in (H1) and the boundedness of ®, we can also prove
7 = n*. This proves statements (i)-(iii).

We now turn to prove the claim in (6.3). First, we observe that the dynamics of 7 remain
unchanged if we redefine the control 1 as follows: with v on the right equal to the old version and

1 on the left the new, for (i,j) € T, let

bir(sn) = 4 THEEOTHXE), 2 € By(X(s), -
o 0, 2 € 10,1\ By(X(5)).

This can be interpreted as follows: within E;;(X(s)), the controlled jump rates are constant in
r; outside E;;(X (s)), the controlled jump rates are the same. The overall jump rates does not change,
which serves to reduce the cost while maintaining the dynamics. Let v(s) := >2(; jyer m (S)F;@Z (X(s)),

and T}/ (X (s)) :== I (X(s))/v(s). For a> 0 and (i, ) € T, let

zg(s Z) = aoljij( _(S)) ’ z € Ez](X(s))a
) L 2 €[0,¢]\ Eyj(X(s))
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When o = v(s), ™ = 1. We obtain
, 1 1
inf —mi(s) / W8 (s, 2)|*mi(s)Ac (dz) g Z 5 / Wi (s, 2)|Pmi(s) Ac (d2).
[0.¢] ier [0.¢]

We now compute the infimum on the left side. Set g;; := ¢ — )\C(Eij()z(s))), then 1 < g;; < C.
Take differentiation w.r.t. « and set the derivative to 0, we get

a Y m(s) KIZ(X(S))))Y(C - 0ij) + 1/21(5)@1']} = (z’%éﬂr mi(s) VQ(Z)'

Thus

Thus, we can verify that there exists a constant ag € (0, 00) such that for all s € [0,T], o < .
From the definition of )*, we observe that Tri(s)f;@i (X (s)) < 1. Therefore, ;(s) %(s,2) Sao/kg =
k. This confirms the claim, completing the proof of the proposition. D

Theorem 6.3. For any continuous and bounded function F : C([0,T]);R%) — R, the following
Laplace principle upper bound holds:

lim jnf h?()logE[exp( WEHRGO)| <t (1) + F() (6.6)

Proof. From [9, Corollary 1.2.5|, without loss of generality, the function F' can be assumed to be
Lipschitz continuous. That is, there exists Kp € (0,00) such that

|F(m) — F(n2)| < Kpllne —n2llr, for all my,mz € C([0, T|;RY).

Moreover, the infimum on the right-hand side of (6.6) is finite; otherwise, (6.6) is trivial. Fix
v € (0,1), the definition of infimum implies there exists a n € C([0,T];RY) such that I(n) +
F(n) <inf,coorray(n) + F(n)] + 3. Since I(n) < oo, Proposition 6.1 then implies there exists
(u*,*, %) € V(n*), n* € C([0,T); RY) such that

/ Juf (5)1P7 (s)ds + 5 3 / (5, 2) Pt (s)Ac(d2)ds < T(5) +
i€l 0

(M yet 7 10:1x[0, T]
and for 7 € L and (i,5) € T, fo |uf(s)||*7} (s)ds < oo and f[O,C]x[O,T] 1955(s, 2)[1>7} ()
A¢(dz)ds < oo. Here, for such (u*,1*), the pair (n*, 7*) is unique by statement (ii) in Proposition 6.1.
For 5 € (0, 1], define

Vi = Ui e <svaney i = L VEREYES, (4) €T (6.8)

Let (X5, YeU"#") be the solution of (2.11), where the controls (uf, ¢°) € U, are defined in
the following feedback form: for (i,7) € T and s € [0,T7,

o2

Y (6.7)

|L|

Zl{ysuE € J}U (S) (69)
pii(s) = SDU (8)Lgye e e (smy=ip T Lpyeme o0 (syiy-
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Using the control pair (u®, ¢°) defined above, the variational representation (2.10) gives

~ i 0Bl - 0r)
= E[LTJ(UE) + %LTQ(‘PE) + F(ne’“g’“"e)].

Define II¢ € Pie,(Hr) by (4.21), where 6° is introduced by (4.20). From (6.9),

L
Lya(uf) = / s (s) 2ds = = Z / 1 (5) 12 gy (o ypds < I() + (6.10)
and
Lra(p / 0(¢5i(s, 2))Ac(dz)ds
”Z);T 01)x[0¢]
1
< kst / 165,(5,2) — 1A (d=)ds
2(%;1? 0.7)x[0,¢] (6.11)
< k3eh? 1 e 21 Ao (dz)d
< #3eh”(e)5 > i1 (8, 2) [P L ye e o2 (soy=ip Ac (d2)ds
(Z"j)e’ﬂ‘ [07T]><[07d

< 2r3(I(n) + 1)eh?(e).

Take M := max{I(n) + 1,2r3(I(n) + 1)}. It then follows from Proposition 4.8 that (n°,1I°) is
a tight family of C([0, T]; R?) x M p(Hr)-valued random variables. Suppose (7,11) is a weak limit
point of {n®, II°}, equations (3.2) and (3.3) hold with (n, II) replaced with (7, II). Disintegrate II as

I(ds x {y} x df x dz) = ds7y(s)[]3412(d0 x dz). (6.12)
In the following, we will show that
(7(s),7(s)) = (n*(s),7*(s)) fora.e. s€0,T]. (6.13)

Without loss of generality, we can assume the convergence of (n°,I1¢) to (7, ) holds along the full
sequence. For every y € L, t € [0, T], and any continuous map h : [0, 7] — R?, we first demonstrate
that

¢
/ h(s)Tl{j}(y)zﬁ(dv) = / h(s)Tu;(s)ﬁj(s)ds. (6.14)
Hy 0
From (6.10) and (6.11) and the argument of Proposition 4.8, we have for all t € [0, 7] and j € L,
: h(s)Tl{j}(y)zﬂa(dv) — : h(s)Tl{j}(y)zH(dv). (6.15)
t t

We note that by the definition of II¢,

() 1051 (y)z11% (dv)

T *
h 1{775 u* *( _):j}uj(s)ds

\
\

[0,]
B /[Ot 7 ()13 (y) [[L12(dy x ds)
— 7(9)1053 (y)[Mh2(dy x ds) 2/ h(s)Tu;(s)ﬁj(s)ds a.s. as e — 0,
[0,2]
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where the almost sure convergence is following Lemma 5.2 and the square integrability of ;. Thus
we obtain (6.14). Applying (6.14) to 0j(X(s)) and summing over j, we have the following:

Z/o aj(X(s))uj(s)Wj(s)ds:/ a(X(s),y)zI(dv).

(6.16)

X
X ¢f’* S,Z ]_ €% 5.2 )\ dZ ds

:/ SOIO(X(5), ) — D(X(s), D)1 (1) (6.17)

X

- Ui (8 2) Ly (s 21> 8/(van(e) A (d2) [T ia(dy x ds)

- Z[Q(X(S)vj)_(D(X(s)ai)]l{i}(y)/ (s, 2) A (d2)[M](dy x ds)

[0,¢] xLL = E;;(X(s))

/ Z (X (s),1)] i(S)/ Vii(s, 2)Ac(dz)ds.

Eij(X(s))

Combining (6.16) and (6.17) gives

/H 7) = B(X(s), )], (X (5))TI(dv)

t JE]L

/Z (X (i) [

@Z};}(Sa 2)A¢(dz)ds.
jeL Eqij(X(s))

Thus we have shown (2.18) is satisfied with (1, 7, u, ) replaced by (
that (2.19) holds as well, i.e., >,y 7i(s)[; (X (s)) = 0, for ae. s € [0

7, T, u*, "), We next show
1]
hold with II replaced by II, we have

and j € L. Since (3.3)

/ Iy;(X(s)I(dv) =0, forae. s€[0,T], j€L (6.18)
Hy
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As ¢ — 0, we note that

/H Ty (X () (dv) = > / Ly et o ()=i) / A (dz)ds
t

icL Eij(X(s))
= / / _ /\C(dz)[HEhQ(dy X dS)
[0,t] xL JE;;(X (s))

R Ae(dz)[M)12(dy x ds)

001 /B,y (X(9)
c(dz)ds = / mi(s)T )_( ))ds.
X(s)) 2 e

/ Z 7TZ /Elj( i€

S

From (6.18), we have for a.e. s € [0,7] and j € L, >, 7i(s)Ti;(X (s)) = 0. Consequently, we
have shown that (2.18) and (2.19) hold with (n,m,u,) replaced by (7,7, u*,¥*). Then Proposi-
tion 6.1 implies (6.13). Finally, let us study the convergence of costs. The (6.9) implies that

€ 1 4 € 2 1 T * 2
Laals) =3 [ P = 5 37 [ 2pvescosioyop )P
‘Z[) 145 5) P15y ) Iy )

JE]L
—3 2/ [ (s ||21{g}( )12(dy x ds)
JEL
- [} (s ]2 (s |2 £ (s)ds
e/ =3 [

where the last equality is due to (6.13). For the second term in the cost, the Lemma 4.2 (iv) and
(6.8) yields

U(g7;(s, 2))Ac(dz)ds
(w Jer 7 10.71x(0]

1{Ys,u€,w5 (5—):i}€(90;}'£(37 Z)))\C<dz)d8
(i,j)€T [0,7]x[0,¢]

22/0

(ij)eT ” 0T1X[0]

+rsv/Zh(e) Z/O Ly et oot oy iy 16255 (5, 2) P Ac(d2)ds

(i per/0.T1X[0]

1{YE"U‘E7LPE (S—):i} ‘1/];}6(8, Z) |2>\<(dz)d5

IA

1 *
5(1 + 2K303) Z /[OT] 0c l{Yg,ua,g,s(Si):i}Wif(s’ 2)[*Ac(dz)ds
(i,)eT Pt X

<S+2m8) Y

Lpyeas st (s y=iy [0 (5 2) P Ac(d2)ds
(i.g)et ” OT1x10] { (s=)=i} 17
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Furthermore for j € IL, we have

> / 0.7 1{Y8,uf’w5<37>=z‘} [35(s, 2)*Ac (dz)ds

i€l

- (s, 2 2 2 € s
- /[O,T]xL (/[0,41 [, )P Ac(d )>[H J12(dy x ds)

( A E z)!2)\c(dz)> [T]12(dy x ds)
[0,T]xL [0,¢]

= Z/ oc \w”(s 2)*7i(s) A (dz)ds = Z/ (s, 2) 27} (5)A¢ (d2)ds.

= ielL 7 [0,T]x[0, C]

_>

Thus, as € — 0, we obtain the following
1
L € L ()
71(u )—1-7}12( ) 7.2(¢%)

— = Z/ [ (s) |27 ( )ds+ (1+2k38) Y // |05 (s, 2)|P 75 (8)A¢ (dz)ds

JEL (4,7)€T

in probability. Therefore, employing the dominated convergence theorem as ¢ — 0 and then taking
6 — 0 lead to

E[Lra(u) + hi()f:mof)}
u; 2* s)ds + — s, 2)|27} (s)A¢(dz)ds
3 Z/ EELECES DV SLCSEEAT

< I(n )+§.

The above inequality and the convergence of 77 %" to n* gives

lim sup — log E [ F(ne))}
e—0 ~y
SI()+F( )+§§I() ()+ + Kpy
< f +v+ K
)+ F )] 4+ K
Letting v — 0, we have the desired upper bound (6.6). O

7 Extension to unbounded drift

In this section, we prove Corollary 2.4. Under condition (H1)’, (H2) and (H3), the authors in [6]
proved that {X®}.-¢ satisfies a LDP with speed e~! and the rate function J defined in (1.5) in the
space C([0,7];R?). It then implies exponential tightness of X¢:

lim hmsupslog[P’( sup || X°| > A) = —00.
A=o0 20 te[0,T)

Lemma 7.1. Suppose (H1), (H2) and (H3) hold, there exits a constant Ay > 0 such that

limsup —5—— logIP’< sup || X°(t)| > A1> = —o00. (7.1)
=0 h3(e) tef0,7]
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Proof. For any M > 0, the compactness of the level set L = {¢ : J(¢) < 2M} implies that
there exists a constant A; > 0 such that for every ¢ € L, [[¢|lr < A1 (Recall that |||l =
supyeqo,r] l9(@)[). Thus for every ¢ with ||pl|r > A1, we have J(p) > 2M. Define the set Oy, =
{o tllellr = Ar}, it gives infyeo, J(¢) > 2M. Applying the LDP upper bound for X¢ to the
closed set O 4, implies

hmsupelog[P’( sup || X°|| > A1>

e—0 te[0,T]
= limsupelogP(X® € Oy4,) < — inf J(p) < —-2M.
e—0 p€0 4,

Hence there exists 3 > 0 such that for all € € (0,¢3),

slog]P( sup || X°(2)]| = Al) <M (7.2)
te[0,7)
Dividing eh?(¢) to both sides of (7.2) and taking e — 0, the proof is complete. O

For any B > A; where A; is the constant in Lemma 7.1 such that (7.1) holds. Let Sp = {z :
||z|| < B} be the sphere with center at the origin and radius B. We define the truncated version of
the drift function b as b7:

vB(x,i) == b(z,i)wP(x), Viel, (7.3)

where w?(-) being a smooth function satisfying

B (1) = 1 ifzeSP,
o 0 lfl'eRd\SB+1

Denote by (X55(.),Y55(.)) the solution of (1.1) with b replaced by b2, and XB(-) the solution of
ODE (1.2) with b replaced by b”, where b? := Zg‘zl bB (x,i)u?. Because of the continuity of b and
the finiteness of g, we note that X is bounded on [0,7]. Choose B > B* := || X||r V A1, we then
have w? (X (t)) = 1,¥t € [0,T]. It yields b(X(t)) = bP(X(t)). By uniqueness of the ODE (1.2)
with b replaced by b”, we have X (t) = XZ(t) for all t € [0,T].

Define =8 as

_ X)) - XP() _ XP() - X(t)
S Weh(e) o VeEhe)

Theorem 2.3 implies that n*? satisfies a LDP with speed h=2(¢) and rate function I defined in
(2.17) with the first constraint (2.18) becomes

=P (t) : te0,T].

n(t) 2/0 VbB()_((S))ﬁ(S)ds+Z/O o (X (s))u;(s)m;(s)ds
L N (7.4)
! ( 2 /[0 x[0.c] [25(X(s),5) = Pp(X(s), DImi(s)Lp,; (o)) (2)i (5, 2)Ac (dz)ds,

i,7)€T

where @3 is the solution of the Poisson equation (2.15) with b(z,4) and b replaced by b”(z,4) and b?,
respectively. We note that second constraint (2.19) remains the same as X (t) = XB(t),Vt € [0, T]
for our choice of B.
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We then claim 58 is an exponential good approximation of n° with respect to the speed h=2(e);
see [8, Section 4.22|. That is, for any a > 0,

1
lim limsup lo P( sup |[n°(t) — =B (¢t >a> = —o0.
Jim timsup s tosP((sup [E) — o (1)

Indeed, for all B > B*, we have

1
lim sup log]P’( sup ||n°(t) — n=B(t >a>
noup gy osP(_sup (1)~ ")

= lim sup 21 logP( sup || XE(t) — XSt > aﬁh(s))
e—0  h*(e) t€[0,T]

1
< limsup - IogP< sup || X°(t) — Xa’B(t)H > 0)
es0 h%(e) t€[0,7

1
<timsup s log P sup [X°(0) - X7H(0)] > 05 sup X)) < B)
e—0  h*(e) t€[0,7] te[0,T]

1
viimsup s togB(sup X700~ X“P(0)] > 0 sup X)) > B)
es0  h2(e) te[0,7) t€[0,T]

1
< limsup 10gIP’< sup || X°(t)|| > B)
es0 h3(e) t€[0,T]

1
< lim sup 10gIP’< sup || X°(t)| > A1> = —00,
e—0 h2(e) te[0,7) H |

where the second to last inequality follows from the fact that under the condition sup;cjo 71 [|[ X°(2)[| <
B, X¢(t) = X=5B(t),Vt € [0, T| which follows by the uniqueness of SDE (1.1) with b replaced by b5.
It is similar to the argument how we obtain X (t) = XB(t). The last inequality follows from (7.1).
Thus, 77 is an exponential good approximation of 7°. By [8, Theorem 4.2.16], it then implies 7°
satisfies a weak LDP with speed h=2(¢) and rate function I given by

I(n) := supliminf inf Ig(g), 7.5

(n) supliminf inf B(9) (7.5)

where B, s denotes the ball {g € C([0,T];R?) : supyepo,r In(t) — g(?)|| < 6} for a given . By
Proposition 3.3, T can also be defined by

I(n) := supliminf inf I, , 7.6
(n) supliminf inf B(9) (7.6)

where Ip(n) is defined as (3.4) with the dynamics (3.2) becomes

n(t) = [ VBB ()n(s)(dv) + [ o(X(s),y)I1(dv)
He , e _ (7.7)
+ / S [@5(X(s), ) — Br(X(s), I (X ()T(dv),
Hfje]L

and the constraint (3.3) remains the same. N R
In what follows, we characterize the rate function I in (7.6) as I defined in (2.17) in (3.4) and

prove the full LDP in Lemma 7.4. Before that, we need the stability result of the solution of the
Poisson equation (2.15).
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Lemma 7.2. Under conditions (H1)', (H2)-(H3), for every compact set K C R, we have

sup |Pp(z,i) — ®(z,i)| -0, as B — oo.
zekiell

Proof. From Theorem 3.1, (H2) and the definition of b,b? imply that
@ne.i) ~ 0e)| < [ [BGP - Dia vl
- /; BB — B, )6) — (B — Bz, )|t
< /0 B =B Moo IBEG, ) — 1l
< KU e [ e
< BB, ) = B, e

B — b(x, - b3 (x) — bz
< (17 = b, Yoo + 157 () = b)),

where b8 := bB — bB. Thus the definition of b5 and b3 completes the proof. O

Lemma 7.3. For the rate function I defined (7.6), it takes the form of (3.4). It follows that the
rate function I defined in (7.5) takes the form of (2.17).

~ ~ ~

Proof. First, we prove I(n) < I(n). Assume I(n) < oo, otherwise it is trivial. Fix ¢ > 0. By
definition of I(n) in (3.4), there exists II € Ps(n) such that (3.2) and (3.3) hold and

C() = [y, H(11=1? + d()I(dv) < T(n) +

Since X is continuous on [0,T], its range is in a compact set. We choose B large enough such
that b® = b on a fixed compact set K containing the range of X. It then implies ®3 = ® on
this compact set. Thus, IT € Ps(n) where 1 now satisfies the equation (7.7) and the cost does not
change. Therefore, I5(n) < C(IT) < I(n) + ¢. For every § > 0 and B large enough, we have

~

inf Ip(g) < Ip(n) <I(n) +e.
geBn,é

~ ~

Taking liminfp_,o and supermum over § > 0 to above inequality, it gives I(n) < I(n) + € by the

~

definition (7.6). Since € > 0 is arbitrary, I(n) < I(n)

We now prove the reversed inequality () < I(n). Assume I(n) < co. By definition of I in
(7.6), there exists sequences B,, — 00,0y, | 0 and g, € B, 5, such that

lim Tp, (92) = I(n). (7.8)

For each n € N, the definition of I, B, (gn) implies there exists a II,, € Ps(g,) such that

1 ~ ~
C(y) == /H §(HZH2 + d(0))(dv) < Ip,(gn) +1/n, (7.9)
T
and g, satisfies the equation (7.7) with II, B replaced by II,,, By, respectively. That is,
gn(t) = | Vb (X(s))gn(s)n(dv) +/ o(X(s),y)211,(dv)
Ht Ht
_ ‘ _ 0 < (7.10)
. D [@5,(X(5),5) — P, (X (), »)]TG;(X ()La(dv).
t jeL
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For sufficient large n, the equation (7.8) and (7.9) imply
C(L,) < 1Ip,(zn) +1/n < I(n)+2/n < I(n) +2 < . (7.11)

Thus C(II,) admits a uniform bound independent of n. It follows that {II,} is pre-compact in
Pieb(Hr). Then there exists a convergent subsequence (still denoted by n) such that IT,, — II
weakly for some II. By the lower semicontinuity of the cost functional, (7.8) and (7.9) yield

C(fI) < liminf C(IL,) < liminf (an (gn) + 1/n> = 1(n).
n—oo n—o0
If we proved II € Py(n), we can get I(n) = infriep, () C(I) < I(n), thus finish the proof.
Let us proceed to prove II € Py(n). Because g" satisfies the equation (7.10) and g™ converges

to n uniformly on [0,7] as g, € By5, and 4§, | 0 when n — oo, it is sufficient to prove 7 satisfies
the un-truncated equation (3.2) with II replaced by II. From (7.10), we first note that

. VP (X (5))gn(s)n(dv) — . V(X (s))n(s)TI(dv)

=/, (VBB (X (s)) — VB(X(5))] gn ()T (dv)

+ : Vb(X(5))[gn(s) — n(s)]Tn(dv) + : V(X (s))n(s) [Hn(dv) — I(dv)]
— R+ RE 4 RY. t

For R7, for sufficiently large n (thus B,,), we have b5~ (X (s)) = b(X (s)), which implies Vb5 (X (s)) =
Vb(X(s)). Hence g, € By, with given n € C([0,T]; R?) implies R} — 0 as n — oo. The uniform
convergence of g, to n and the boundedness of Vb(X(s)) yield that R — 0 as n — oo. The
RY — 0 followed by the weak convergence of II,, to II.

Moreover, the uniform integrability argument in (3.14) implies

/ o(X(s),y)zI0,(dv) — a(X(s),y)zI(dv)
H, H

Furthermore, we note that

JEL
-/ D [B(X(s),4) — D(X(s),y)ITy;(X (s))(dv)
t jeL
= [ > [(®5, — @)(X(s),4) — (BB, — ®)(X(s),9)]T; (X (s)n(dv)
t jel
+ [ IR ),) = (X (), )T (X(9) [Haldv) — TI(av)] = Rj + RS,
t jel
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For R}, Lemma 7.2 and the Hélder inequality yield

Ry < ZSe[Slj{%eLll%n(X(S),j) - ‘P(X(S)J)HZ/Ht L5 (X ()L (dv)

J€EL
<2 s[5, (X(s),5) - (X ().9)
([ ) ([ i e)Pna)

jeL B "
<2 sup |[[®p,(X(s),]) — (X (s),))ll
s€[0,T],5€L

y 1/2 0 (T2 y 1/2
x(jEZL/HTnm ) (ZL/H I00,(X ()P (dv)
<o/TCTn) +2) swp |05, (X(5).0) ~ @(X(s).J)] =0 asn o,

s€[0,T),5€L

where the last inequality follows from the argument in (3.10) and (7.11). For R, it converges to
zero by the weak convergence of II,, to II as in (3.13). Consequently, 1 satisfies the (3.2) with II
replaced by II. The proof is complete. O

Lemma 7.4. Under assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3), we have
(i) I(-) is a good rate function

(ii) For every closed set F,
inf I(n) <1l inf T .
inf 1(n) < limsup inf I5()
Therefore, n° satisfies the full LDP and thus Corollary 2.4 hold.

Proof. The proof of (i) follows the argument of Proposition 3.4. The different things are that under
the Lipschitz condition of b(+,7),7 € L, the corresponding solution of Poisson equation ®(-,4),7 € L
has a linear growth; see (3.5). But since ®(-,i),i € L acts on the deterministic path X, the
boundedness of 7, in (3.11) still hold. The rest of the proof remains the same, thus details are
omitted.
We now proceed to prove (ii). Let F' C C([0, T]; R?) be closed. Put
» := limsup inf Ip(n). (7.12)
B—oo NEF

Assume 3 < 00, otherwise it is trivial. By definition of lim sup, there is a sequence B,, — oo such

that
lim inf Ip, (n) = »

n—oonekl
For each n € N, the definition of infimum implies that we can choose 7, € F such that I, (17,) <
inf,cr I, (n)+1/n. Thus for sufficiently large n, Ip, (1) is bounded by s+ 1. The compactness of
level set in Proposition 3.4 implies that {n,} is relatively compact. Thus there exists a convergent
subsequence (still denoted by n) such that 7, — 7 uniformly on [0,7] for some 7. Since 7, € F
and F' is a closed set, we have 7 € F'. The argument in Lemma 7.3 implies that
I(7) < liminf Ig (n,) = lim ( inf Ip, (n) + 1/n> = .
n—oQ

n—oo \nekl

Therefore, we have

inf I < I(7) < % =limsup inf [ .
Jnf, (n) <I(n) < msup inf B(n)

Thus we finished the proof of (i) and (ii), yielding the full LDP by [8, Theorem 4.2.16]. O
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8 Discussions and remarks

8.1 Jump diffusions in fast-varying Markovian environment

The result in this paper can be extended to jump diffusion in the fast-varying Markovian environ-
ment. Specifically, we can consider

dXE(t) = b(XE(t), YE(t))dt + v/eo (XE(t), YE(£)dW (t)

+e X(XE(s5=),Yo(s—), ) NV (ds, d€),
[0,t]xYT

(8.1)

where b : R xL — R?%, ¢ : R x L — R¥? and y : R x L x T — R? are suitable functions, W is a
standard d-dimensional Wiener process, N'/¢ is a PRM on Y7 := [0, 7] x T with intensity measure
e lup := e7I\p x v, where T is s locally compact Polish space and v is a locally finite measure on
T, Ar is the Lebesgue measure on [0, 7]. The Y¢(-) is the fast-varying Markov chain on finite state
space L satisfying conditions (H2) and (H3). Besides the condition (H1)’, we also assume

(H4) For each i € L and £ € T, the function x(-,,&) is a continuously differentiable function with
bounded derivative. Moreover, for each i € L, there exits a function Ly (i, -), My (i, ) € L' (v)NL%(v)
such that for all z,2/ € R and € € T,

Ix(@,1,8) = x(2", 1,6l < Ly (i, §)llw — 2/,
Ix(a, 2, I < My (i, )(1 + [|lz]))-

(H5) The function L., M, are in the class ¢ for some ¢ > 0, where H® is defined as
HE = {h LxYT—-R:VZeB(T) with v(Z) < oo,/ exp(slh(i, &) )v(dE) < oo0,Vi € ]L}. (8.2)
Z

Remark 8.1. The condition (H4)-(H5) are motivated by [5, Condition 2.6, p. 1733].
We denote by X, the solution of the following ODE

AX (1) = b(X (1))t + / UK (s), Ow(de)dt, (5.3)

T

where b and y are defined as

b(x) == Zb(m,i)uf, X(z,§) = Zx(x,i,g)uf, V,reRY €€,
i€L i€L

Under (H1)’, (H2)-(H4), there exist unique solutions X¢ and X that satisfy (8.1) and (8.3), respec-
tively. Letting e — 0, one can prove that X¢ in (8.1) converges to X in suitable sense. We refer to
the work [41] for this averaging result.

Define n® as in (1.3), we are interested in studying the large deviations of 7° as € — 0, which is
the moderate deviations of X¢ in (8.1).

Let ® be the solution of the Poisson equation of (2.15). For each fixed 2 € R? and fixed £ € T,
let ¥ be the solution of the Poisson equation

||

Q(.%')\I/(J:‘, 75)(1) = —[X(.%',i,{) - )_((l',f)], with ZW(%,L{)M? =0. (8'4)

=1

Under conditions (H4)-(H5), the Poisson equation (8.4) has a unique solution ¥. Then, we would
obtain the following moderate deviation principle for the solution of the jump diffusion X¢ in (8.1).
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Theorem 8.2. Assume condition (H1), (H2)-(H5) hold. Then the solution {X®}.~0 of (8.1)
satisfies the moderate deviation principle on C([0,T];R?) with speed h=2(¢) and rate function Liymy
defined as

Lump(n) = _int {Z / e Prtoyds+ 3 [ S Ot

( ﬂl} /l:b Tl' EV(T] i€ iclL T]XT 2

ii (8, 2)|“mi(s) A\ (dz)ds ¢,
e S s P

(4,7)€T
where V(n) is the collection of all {u = (u;), ¥ = (¢;), 9 = ({Eij), m = (m;)} belonging to
M0, TR x (L2([0, 7] > 1)) M < (L2([0,T] ¢ [0, ¢ < M([0, T); P (L))

such that for each i € L and each (i,j) € T, fOT i (s)|*mi(s)ds < oo,

/ (s, €) Pma()0(d€)ds < o, (055 (s, 2) Pma(s)Ac (dz)ds < oo,
0,T]xY

[0,71x[0,¢]

and for each i € L,

:/OtVb()_(( ds+2/ oi(X (s)mi(s)ds

i€l
" /[O,MV” (), €)n(s)(de) d”% / OPi(s, E)u(de)ds
+ [B(X(s), ) — DX (5), )L, (x(0)) ()05 (5 2DAc(d2)ds
er 0104
/ / / €)= WX (5),1,6)] 15, () (2) 555, 2)Ac(d2)dsw (de)
(1,5)€T

and for a.e. s € [0,T] and j € L,

Zm )i (X (s)) = 0.

i€l

The rigorous proof of Theorem 8.2 is left to our subsequent work.

8.2 Countable state Markovian environment

This paper establishes a moderate deviation principle for stochastic differential equations evolving
in a fast-varying random environment modeled by a state-dependent regime switching process on a
finite state space. A natural question is whether we could extend the result to the Markov chain
with countable state space L = {1,2,...}. Such an extension is highly non-trivial and would
likely require arguments beyond the weak convergence method used in this work. Below we outline
the primary obstacles that arise when attempting to generalize our results for the countable-state
setting.

The most fundamental difficulty concerns the variational representation of a countable-state
Markov chain via Poisson random measures (PRMs). When the Markov chain is countable, though
we can still represent the Markov chain as an equation driven by PRMs as in (2.5), we instead have
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infinite many/countable PRMs. To our knowledge, there is no available variational representation
for countable PRMs. The literature such as |3, 5, 6, 7] all considered models driven by finite many
PRMs. This countable states make our rate function (2.17) problematic. Specifically, for each
i €L,(i,5) € T, under the conditions that

fo l|lui(8)]|?m;(s)ds < oo, f[o,T}x[o,g] |1/Jij(s,z)|27ri(s))\g(dz)ds < o0,

we cannot obtain the finiteness of the rate function in (2.17) as we take infinite summation over
indices ¢ € L and (4,j) € L, respectively. Thus, some new arguments are needed. Second, the
finiteness of the state space of the Markov chain ensures the tightness of random measures defined
n (4.21). When the state space is countable, however, additional conditions are needed to ensure
tightness; see [4, Section 6.10] for details on this point. The third difficulty lies in the proof of
large deviation upper and lower bound, both of which rely on the finiteness of the state space. For
instance, estimates such as (5.3) use this finiteness directly. Moreover, in the proof of large deviation
upper bound, the construction of 7 yields estimates (6.4), which fails in the countable setting, thus
requires a new approximation scheme.

In summary, extending our moderate deviation results from finite-state to countable-state Markov
chains presents several challenges, with the lack of a variational representation for infinitely many
PRMs being the most crucial obstacle. This problem remains open, and we hope to address it in
future work.

8.3 Beyond Markovian environment

Similar result can also be established for settings where the fast-varying random environment is
modeled by certain jump diffusions in R%, by adapting the notion of viable pairs [10]. For this
direction, we consider the following slow-fast stochastic system

AXE(1) = b(XE(1), YE(8)dt + VEo (X (1), YE(1)dW (1), X7(0) = xp € R™

1
dL}, Y*®(0) =yo € R%,

ave() = Ly + A+ (8:5)

el/a

where L} is an isotropic a-stable process with o € (1,2) in R%. The associated Poisson random
measure for L} is defined by

N((0, 8] xU) == Y 1y(Li—Li), UeBR?\{0}), t>0.
s€(0,t]

By Levy-Ité6 decomposition [23|, we can write the equation of Y in (8.5) as

1 1 1
AYE() = L[YE) + S Y+ 1/a/|<1 N (ds, dz) + 1/°‘/||>1 N (ds, dz) -
=y 4o vena - u(dz)ds + 2N{(ds, dz). '
c cl/a \z|§1 61/01 ds

where N (ds,dz) is a PRM on [0,00) x R with intensity v(dz)ds = Cd2,a/|zld2+adzds with Cy, o
being a normalization constant and N(ds,dz) = N(ds,dz) — v(dz)ds is the corresponding compen-
sated PRM. The slow dynamics X¢ in (8.5) can also be a jump diffusion like in (8.1). We here
focus on diffusions for simplicity. Under suitable conditions, as € — 0, X converges weakly to the
following deterministic ODE



where b is given by b(z) = [ga, b(z,y) " (dy) with p*(dy) being the invariant measure of following
SDE: for frozen x € R%,

dY*®(t) = [-Y*(t) + f(z,Y=(t))]dt + dL}, Y*(0) =yo € R,

The operator associated with Y* is defined by Lo(z,y) := Lou + f(z,y) - V,, where Loy is the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator given by Loy := Vgoj/ 2 Y- Vy.

Define n°(t) := [X*(t) — X (t)]/\/h(e), where h(e) satisfies the condition (1.4). We aim to study
the large deviation principle of n°. From (8.5) and (8.6), the slow-fast system can be viewed as
being driven by Brownian motions and Poisson random measures, allowing us to employ the weak
convergence approach.

For slow-fast processes in Euclidean space, a powerful tool for large deviation analysis is to use
the viable pair in [10]. Denote by L?(v) the space of L?(R%) under measure v(dz). For any fixed
z,n €RM y e R®2 4 € RN and ¢ € L?(v), let us define

p(x,0,y,u,¥) = Vb(x)n + o(z,y)u and L3, ,, == Lo(z,y) (8.7)
Recall the definition of a viable pair in [10].

Definition 8.3. A pair (¢, P) € C([0,T]; R%) x P(R4 x L2(v) x R% x [0, T)) is called a viable pair
with respect to (p, Efw) if the followings are satisfied: the function & is absolutely continuous, P is
square integrable in the sense that

/ Ju(s) 2+ 16(5) 2, Pl i dy ) < 5o
R4 x L2 (v)xR%2 x [0,T]

and the following hold for all t € [0,T],
b=+ [ P(X(5), Ex,y. 1, 0) P(dus i dy ds) (5.5)
R% x L2 (v) xR%2 x [0,]

and for every h € D(£i,¢)7 the domain of opertor Eﬁw, we have

/ £ n(y) P(dudy dy ds) = 0. (8.9)
R4 xL2(v)xR¥2x[0,1]

Moreover, P(R™ x L?(v) x R% x [0,t]) = t. In this case, we will write (&, P) € Vo -
g

Remark 8.4. In the definition of (8.7), although the right-hand side of expressions does not depend
on the control v, we still display it to highlight that v is a control variable. As in Theorem 2.3, we
would expect (s, z) € L2([0,T] x R%) with respect to the measure v(dz)ds in our cost functional.
We would encode (s, z) as a measure-valued process 1 (s) taking values in the space L*(v).

Consider the following non-local Poisson equation
Lo(z,y)®(z,y) = —[b(z,y) — b(z)], =e€R" (8.10)

where x is a parameter. Motivated by the regularity result of above non-local Poisson equation in
[35], we could obtain the following result.
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Theorem 8.5. Assume assumption (H1) hold and f is bounded, Lipschitz continuous in R x R%2,
Then the process {X%}o~o of (8.5) satisfies the moderate deviation principle in C([0,T];R%) with
speed h=2(¢) and good rate function Iy defined by

1
Lstaie(n) = inf / u(s 2+w52 VPdudwdyds},
taie(7]) (777P)6Vp7 % {2 R x L2(v)xR%2 x[0,T =)l i )|L2( ) ( )

L
with the convention that the infimum over the empty set is co.

Proof. The rigorous proof is omitted and will be presented in our subsequent work. Here, we provide
a brief justification explaining why p and L ,, as defined in (8.7), are independent of 1 and the
solution to the Poisson equation (8.10). This independence extends to their appearance in the
limiting dynamics (8.8) and the constraint on the fast process (8.9).

In line with Section 2, we therefore introduce the following controlled dynamics:

AXEU (1) = b(XEU (1), YU (1)) dt + VEo (XE(L), YE(1))dW (1)
FV/ER(e)a (XE9 (1), YEU 9 (£) )0l (t)dt

£ AE 1 € pf €, ¢
VS0 (1) = SV () 4 FXEE (1), YU (1)t

1 1 B
_l/a/ zv(dz)ds + “a ZN¥ (ds,dz).
€ |z|<1 € Rd2

where N¥° is controlled PRM with intensity (s, 2)v(dz)ds. Denote by X¢ = XU and Y°© =
YU #° Note that the dynamics Y can be rewritten as
1

ATE(t) = L[ - Ve 4 f(R=(0), V< (0))] dt + it

1 E
+{/ ZN¥ (ds,dz)—/ zN(ds,dz)}.
81/a Rd2 Rd2

Applying It6 formula to the solution of nonlocal Poisson equations (8.10), we have

(XD, (1)
= @ang0) + [ (200 + 1) BIX(s). T2 (3))ds + MG(D) + ME(0) + M ().

(8.11)

where L7 is defined as
L] = [b(w, y) + Veh(e)o(z,y)u| - Vi + %Tr [O‘O‘T(QS‘, y)Vi]
and for i = 0,1,2, M:(t) are defined by
Mi(t) = / /d B(R(s), V() + & V2) — B(R(s), V()0 (5, 2) — 1(dz)ds
0 Jp - - -
Mi(t) = \/5/ Ve ®(X(s), Y5 (5))o(X(s), Y (5))dW (s)

t 0 ~
Ms(t) = /0 /R ). 75 (6) 2 /o) - (), ()| B (s ).

We then define =% %" = (X&%%° — X)/\/zh(c). As in the decomposition (2.14), we must
rewrite the term 1™ *¥ defined in (2.14) using the solution of the Poisson equation, following the
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same steps as in (4.9), (4.11) and (4.15). To do this, we multiply both sides of (8.11) by ¢, divide by
Veh(e) and rearranging the resulting terms in analogy with (4.12). The only term require additional
attention is M§; all other terms converge to zero in suitable sense. Setting ¢° = (¢° — 1)/\/eh(e),
the mean-value theorem yields

t

NGB [ [(RA60 7700+ 712~ (), 7 (o] o, ot

e =<
:5/ U, B(X(s), V()
0 JR%2

z

Ta V(s z)v(dz)ds

el

for some ?J“E(s) lying between }75(3) and EA’E(S) + e~1/2z. Thanks to e!~V/* — 0 for a € (1,2) as
¢ — 0 and the boundedness of ®, we can obtain €/(y/eh(e))M§(t) — 0, as e — 0. This establishes
that the limiting dynamics of n®%>%" are independent of 1) and ®. Analogously, it can be verified
that the constraint condition (8.9) is also independent of them. O
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