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ABSTRACT. We consider a dynamic Erdés-Rényi random graph (ERRG) on n vertices in
which each edge switches on at rate A and switches off at rate u, independently of other
edges. The focus is on the analysis of the evolution of the associated empirical graphon in
the limit as n — c0. Our main result is a large deviation principle (LDP) for the sample
path of the empirical graphon observed until a fixed time horizon. The rate is (;‘)7 the
rate function is a specific action integral on the space of graphon trajectories. We apply
the LDP to identify (i) the most likely path that starting from a constant graphon creates
a graphon with an atypically large density of d-regular subgraphs, and (ii) the mostly
likely path between two given graphons. It turns out that bifurcations may occur in the

solutions of associated variational problems.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Section [1.1] provides motivation and background, Section [1.2] introduces graphs and
graphons, Section [I.3]recalls the LDP for the inhomogeneous ERRG, Section [I.4] defines a
switching dynamics for the ERRG, Section [1.5]states the sample-path LDP for the latter,
while Section [1.6] offers a brief discussion and announces two applications.

1.1. Motivation and background. Graphons arise as limits of dense graphs, i.e., graphs
in which the number of edges is of the order of the square of the number of vertices. The
theory of graphons — developed in [17], [18], [2], [3] — aims to capture the limiting behaviour
of large dense graphs in terms of their subgraph densities (see [16] for an overview). Both
typical and atypical behaviour of random graphs and their associated graphons have been
analysed, including LDPs for homogeneous and inhomogeneous Erd&s-Rényi random graphs
17, [10].

Most of the theory focusses on static random graphons, although recently some attempts
have been made to include dynamic random graphons [22], [8], [9], [5], [TI]. The goal of the
present paper is to generalise the LDP in [7] to a sample-path LDP for a dynamic random
graph in which the edges switch on and off in a random fashion. The equilibrium of the
dynamics coincides with the setup of [7], so that our sample-path LDP is a true dynamic
version of the static LDP derived in [7]. The corresponding large deviation rate function
turns out to be an action integral. We consider two applications that look at optimal paths
for graphons that realise a prescribed large deviation. We find that bifurcations may occur
in the solutions of the associated variational problems.

1.2. Graphs and graphons. There is a natural way to embed a simple graph on n vertices
in a space of functions called graphons. Let # be the space of functions h: [0,1]? — [0,1]
such that h(x,y) = h(y,x) for all (z,y) € [0,1]?, formed after taking the quotient with
respect to the equivalence relation of almost everywhere equality. A finite simple graph G
on n vertices can be represented as a graphon h¢ € # by setting

(1.1)

HE () 1 if there is an edge between vertex [nz] and vertex [ny],
x,y) =
0 otherwise.

This object is referred to as an empirical graphon and has a block structure (see Figure [1)).
The space of graphons # is endowed with the cut distance

do(h1,he) :==  sup
S, T<[0,1]

j dedy[hy(e,y) — ho(a, )], huhoe#.  (L2)
SxT

The space (#,ds) is not compact.

On # there is a natural equivalence relation, referred to as ‘~’. More precisely, with
A denoting the set of measure-preserving bijections o: [0,1] — [0, 1], we write hj(z,y) ~
ha(z,y) when there exists a o € .4 such that hy(z,y) = ha(o(z),0(y)) for all (z,y) € [0, 1]2.
This equivalence relation induces the quotient space (7/,5,3), where §, is the cut metric
defined by

0o(h1,he) := inf  do(hS',hS2), hi,hae W . (1.3)

0'1,0'26///
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Figure 1. An example of an empirical graphon.

The space (#,8,) is compact [I7, Lemma 8].
Suppose that H is a simple graph on k vertices. The homomorphism density of H in
G 2 H is defined as

t(H,G):t(H,hG)::J doy ... day [ R ay), (1.4)
(0,41 {i.j}eB(H)

where E(H) is the set of edges of H and k = |E(H)|. The homomorphism densities are
continuous with respect to the cut metric [6, Proposition 3.2].

1.3. LDP for the inhomogeneous ERRG. Let r € # be a reference graphon satisfying
In > 0: n<r(z,y)<l-n Yzyel0,1] (1.5)

Fix n € N and consider the random graph G,, with vertex set [n] = {1,...,n} where the pair
of vertices i, j € [n], i # j, is connected by an edge with probability r( %, Z

of other pairs of vertices. Write P, to denote the law of G,. Use the same symbol for the

), independently

law on # induced by the map that associates with the graph G, its graphon h&». Write
P, to denote the law of hCn, the equivalence class associated with hGn.

The following LDP has been proven in [I0] and is an extension of the celebrated LDP for
the homogeneous ERRG derived in [7].

Theorem 1.1. [LDP for inhomogeneous ERRG] Subject to (1.5)), the sequence of
probability measures (Pp,)nen satisfies the LDP on (#,d,) with rate (g), ie.,

lim sup % logP,(C) < —inf J*(h) YC < # closed,
nowo () heC

(1.6)

1 - - -
liminf —logP,(O) = — inf J(h) VO < # open.
n—00 (2) heO

Here the rate function J)¥: W — R is the lower semi-continuous envelope of the function J,
given by
Jy(h) = inf I.(h°), (1.7)
oeM

where h is any representative OfiL and

I.(h) := J dzdy R(h(z,y) | r(z,y)), he¥, (1.8)
[0,1]?
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with
R(a|b) :=alog$ + (1 —a)log =% (1.9)

the relative entropy of two Bernoulli distributions with success probabilities a € [0,1], b e (0,1)
(with the convention 0log0 = 0).

It is clear that J¥ is a good rate function, i.e., J¥ % o0 and J;* has compact level sets. It
was shown in [21] that can be weakened: Theorem holds when 0 < 7 < 1 almost
everywhere under the integrability conditions logr,log(1 —r) € L'([0,1]?). Moreover, it was
shown in [21] that J, is lower semi-continuous on #, and so J* = .J,. In [4] the case where
r is a block graphon is considered, which is allowed to take the value 0 or 1 on some blocks.

1.4. Dynamics for the inhomogeneous ERRG. We now allow the edges to alternate
between being active and inactive, thereby creating a dynamic version of the setup studied
in [7]. Let G,, be the set of simple graphs with n vertices. Fix a time horizon T" € (0, c0).
Consider a continuous-time Markov process {Gn(t)}eo,7] With state space Gy, starting
from a given graph G, (0). The edges in G,,(t) update independently after exponentially
distributed times, according to the following rules:

o an inactive edge becomes active at rate A € (0, 00);
o an active edge becomes inactive at rate u € (0, o).

Throughout the paper, the transition rates A, u € (0,00) are held fixed. Let po1+ (p11+¢)
denote the probability that an initially inactive (active) edge is active at time ¢. Then

A — \e—tA+n) A\ + Me—t()\-&-u)
_ _Atpe T 1.10
Po1t X+ ) P11t X+ ( )
We can represent {Gy(t)}e[o,r] @s a graphon-valued process. Abbreviate
Jnt = hG”(t), I = (fat)e[o,- (1.11)

Let # x [0,T] be the set of # -valued paths on the time interval [0,7]. On the space
(W ,d.), we can define the Skorohod topology on # -valued paths in the usual way, namely,

D = D([0,T],#) = set of cadlag paths in 7/, (1.12)
and equip D with a metric that induces the Skorohod topology. Define
pn(B) 1= Py (fn € B), fin(B) := Pn(anB)a (1.13)

for B in the Borel sigma-algebra induced by the metric.
Note that the initial graphon f, o effectively plays the role of the reference graphon r in
the static setting of an inhomogeneous ERRG treated in [10].

1.5. Main theorem: sample-path LDP. In order to state our main theorem (the sample-
path LDP in Theorem below), we first state a few simpler LDPs.
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1.5.1. LDP for local edge density. Fix t € [0,T], (z,y) € [0,1]*\D*, with D* the diagonal,
and A > 0 small enough so that [z,z + A) X [y,y + A) n D* = . Let

1
’l_J,t,n = ﬂt,n(fﬂyy) = ZJ dz dg fn,t(ff, g)
A [z, z+A) X [y,y+A) (1 14)
1 .
- (HA)Z Z 1{1 and j are connected in Gp(t)}

(i.g)en[z,z+A) xnly,y+A)

denote the proportion of active edges in [z,2 + A) % [y,y + A) at time ¢ (for simplicity we
pretend that nz, ny,nA are integer). Fixing an initial proportion of active edges g, = u
that is independent of n, we see that the moment generating function of w ,, defined by
My, , (s) := E,[e’“n], s € R, equals

Mg, (s) = [(1 = p1ng) + N prd V(1 — pore) + 5N oy ]V (1.15)

with N := (nA)?, the total number of edges in [z, + A) x [y,y + A). Here, N~! is the
contribution to u;, from a single active edge. Hence

t,n

lim N~'log My, , (vN) = Jy(u), veR, (1.16)
with
Jev(@) :=ulog[(1 —p11,e) + €'pr1e] + (1 — ) log[(1 — po1t) + €"poi ] (1.17)

Then, by the Gértner-Ellis theorem [I4, Chapter V]|, the sequence (u;,)nen satisfies the
LDP on R with rate N and with good rate function

I ¢ (u, w) := suplvw — Jy,(w)], w € R, (1.18)
veR

which is the Legendre transform of . We use the indices 1,¢ to indicate that is
the rate function for 1 time lapse of length ¢. For completeness we remark that the supremum
in allows a closed-form solution. Locally abbreviating p; := p;1; and p; := 1 — p;, for
i = 0,1, the optimizing v equals, with a := pop1(1 —w), b := pop1 (1 —u — w) + pop1 (& — w),
and ¢ := —wpgp1, the familiar log((2a)~(—b + /b2 — 4ac)). Here the positive root should
be chosen if w > ap; + (1 —u)po (‘exponential tilting in the upward direction’: target value is
larger than the mean) and the negative root otherwise (‘exponential tilting in the downward
direction’: target value is smaller than the mean).

1.5.2. Two-point LDP. If we extend the domain of I ;(i, w) in (1.18) to #? by putting
Bo(wh) = | dray e ), h), (1.19)
0,1
then we obtain a candidate rate function for a two-point LDP. However, I ; is not necessarily

well defined on #2 because for u1 ~ ug and hy ~ hs it may be that I ¢ (ui, ha) # I ¢ (u2, ha).
To define a valid candidate rate function, we put

fl,t(ﬂ,iz) = inf I 4(u”, h7%) = inf/’/{]l’t(u,h@) = inf I;4+(u’,h), (1.20)
O2€E.

o1,026M o1EM

noting that I ;(u, h??) = I +(u, h”zoafl) = Il,t(u(’loggl,h) and o9 0 ofl,ol o 051 € M.
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Define
Mn,t(B) = ]Pn(fn,t € B), /ln,t(B) = Pn(fn,t € B) (121)
for B in the Borel sigma-algebra.

Theorem 1.2. [Two-point LDP] Suppose that lim,, o 5D(fn70,71) =0 for some e ¥ .
Then the sequence of probability measures (fin, 7)nen satisfies the LDP on # with rate (g)
and with good rate function I:LT(&, h).

1.5.3. Multi-point LDP. The multi-point candidate rate function follows from the two-point
candidate rate function by iteration. Let _# denote the collection of all ordered finite
subsets of [0,T, i.e., je 7 if j = (to,t1,...,tx) With 0 =1ty <ty <--- <t =T for some
k=l|jleN. For ge # x [0,T] and je #, let

Pi(G) = (Gtos Gtr - - - Guy,)) € I (1.22)

Theorem 1.3. [Multi-point LDP] Suppose that limy, o, 6o(fn0,%) = 0 for some i € Va
Then, for every j € 7, the sequence of probability measures (fin opj_l)neN satisfies the LDP

on WIIHL with rate (5) and with good rate function

(k LJ|0>, Eflt_tl (hi1,hy) (1.23)
with ho = .

1.5.4. Sample-path LDP. Let AC denote the set of functions h € # x [0,T] such that
t — hy(x,y) is absolutely continuous for almost all (z,v) € [0,1]?. For h € AC, put

Ohs(z,y
pia,y) = o0

To write down a candidate rate function for the sample-path LDP, fix At > 0 such that
T /At € N. We will show that

(1.24)

s=t

T/At
I; <(th)zT/oAt) Z Iat(hi—nyae hine) = I(h), At ]0, (1.25)
with
1 ¢T
1y = | 2% 4t fo e dwdy Like(z,9). hi(z,y). he AC, (1.26)
o0, h¢ AC,
where
L(a,b) = sup [vb— (e’ —1)(1 —a) — p(e”” — 1)al, ae|0,1], beR. (1.27)

veER

As before, I in (1.26]) is not necessarily well defined on W x [0,T], and therefore is not a
valid candidate function. For this reason we extend the equivalence relation ~ on #  to the
equivalence relation ~ on # x [0,T] obtained by defining, for every hi, ha € # x [0,T],

hl ~ h2 if and only if (hl)t ~ (hg)t Vte [O,T], (128)

and writing % to denote the equivalence class of he # x [0,T].
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Theorem 1.4. [Sample-path LDP]| Suppose that lim,, 5.3(]‘7”,0, @) = 0 for some t € v .
Then the sequence (fin)nen satisfies the LDP on % x [0,T] with rate (%) and with good rate

2
function
I(h):= inf  I(h he# x[0,T 1.29
()=t A(). Red x[0.7) (129)
h~h
with iL():ﬁ.

1.6. Discussion. Theorems and are LDPs for the dynamic inhomogeneous Erdés-
Rényi random graph with independent edge switches. The fact that the rate is (g), the
total number of edges, is natural because a positive fraction of the states of the edges must
switch in order to produce a change in the graphon. The fact that the rate function in the
sample-path LDP is an action integral is also natural, because what matters is both the
value of the graphon and the gradient of the graphon integrated along the sample path (due
to the exponentiality of the underlying switching mechanism).

Even though the shape of the rate function in can be guessed through standard
large deviations arguments, the proof of the LDP requires various non-standard steps.
Specifically, we are facing the following challenges:

o In Theorem the edge probabilities are determined by a single (typically smooth)
reference graphon, whereas in Theorem the edge probabilities at time T are
determined by a sequence of (inherently rough) empirical graphons. This adds a
layer of complexity to the proof, and requires a series of approximations that are
technically demanding.

o Theorem is an LDP on the quotient space # . whereas Theorem is an LDP
on the quotient space of paths W x [0,7"]. This leads to various complications in
the proofs, as is also evident from the variational problems that arise when we apply
the LDP. While the LDP for the static inhomogeneous ERRG is covered by [6], [7]
and the sample-path LDP for collections of switching processes is studied in e.g.
[23], the dynamic inhomogeneous ERRG considered in the present paper faces the
hurdles encountered in both these works.

Several extensions may be thought of. In order to achieve a space-inhomogeneous
dynamics, we may replace A, u by graphons \(x, ), u(z,y), for (z,y) € [0,1]?, that are
bounded away from 0 and 1, and let the edge between i and j switch on at rate A(%, %)
and switch off at rate ,u(%, %) In addition, these graphons may vary over time, in order
to capture a time-inhomogeneous dynamics. Both extensions are straightforward and are
therefore not addressed in the present paper. A challenging extension would be to consider
dynamics where the switches of the edges are dependent (cf. the setup analysed in [I]).

The two applications to be described in Section [2] show that the dynamics is a source of
new phenomena. The fact that dynamics brings extra richness is no surprise: the area of
interacting particle systems is a playground with a long history [I5].

1.7. Outline. Section [2] describes two applications of Theorems and formulated
in Theorems and below. Section [3] contains the proof of Theorem [I.2] Section [4]
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the proof of Theorems [I.3] and [I.4] and Section [5| the proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.4, The

applications show that the dynamics introduces interesting bifurcation phenomena.

2. APPLICATIONS

Section identifies the most likely path the process takes if it starts from a constant
graphon and ends as a graphon with an atypically large density of d-regular graphs. Sec-
tion [2.2| identifies the mostly likely path between two given graphons. In these applications,
the LDPs presented in Section [I] come to life.

2.1. Application 1. Suppose that the initial graphon u is constant, i.e., u = ¢ for some
€ [0,1]. Condition on the event that at time 7" > 0 the density of d-regular graphs in
G, (T) is at least 7%, where r corresponds to an atypically large edge density compared to w,
i.e.,
r>cpu,r+ (1 —¢)porr. (2.1)
A natural question is the following. Is the graph G,,(T") conditional on this event close in the
cut distance to a typical outcome of an ERRG with edge probability 7?7 Phrased differently,
are the additional d-regular graphs formed by extra edges (i) sprinkled uniformly, or (ii)
arranged in some special structure?

2.1.1. Phase transition. The next theorem, which can be thought of as the dynamic equivalent
of [19, Thm. 1.1], answers the above questions when the initial graphon is constant.

Theorem 2.1. [Phase transition] Fiz a constant initial graphon u. Let H be a d-reqular
graph for some d € N\{1}, and e(H) the number of edges in the graph H. Suppose that

da(fn0,0) — 0 and that r satisfies (2.1)).

(i) If the point (r%, I, 7(u, 7)) lies on the convex minorant of x — Iy p(u,z'/%), then
1
N (48, far) = ) = =L (u,1), (2.2)
n— 2

and for every € > 0 there exists a C' > 0 such that

P <5D(fn7T,7’) <e ) t(H, fo,r) = re(H)) >1-e9" neN (2.3)
(it) If the point (r%, Iy 7(u, 7)) does not lie on the convex minorant of x — Iy 7 (u, z¥/?),
then )
N (t(H, fur) = 7~6<H>) > Iy 7 (u,r), (2.4)
n— 2

and there exist €,C' > 0 such that

P( if(l)fl] do(fnr,8) >¢ ‘ t(H, for) = re(H)> >1-— e_C”Q, n e N. (2.5)
s€(0,

In (2.3) and (2.5) the d,-distance is towards the constant graphons r and s, respectively.
We say that G,,(T') is in the

e symmetric phase (S) when the condition of Theorem [2.1](i) holds,

o symmetry breaking phase (SB) when the condition of Theorem [2.1{(ii) hols.
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We next explore some consequences of Theorem [2.I] To avoid redundancy we set u =1
and put

p*=N(1+N), (2.6)

so that A = p*/(1 — p*). Note that p* is the stationary probability that an edge is active.
The following two propositions provide a partial phase classification.

Proposition 2.2. [Short-time SB]| If u < r, then for T sufficiently small G, (T) is SB.

Proposition 2.3. [Monotonicity]

(1) Ifu =0 and G,(T) is S, then Gn(T") is S for all T" > T.
(i) If u =1 and G, (T) is SB, then G,(T") is SB for all T' > T.

2.1.2. Numerics. A natural choice of the constant initial graphon is u = p*, i.e., the dynamics
starts at a typical outcome of its stationary state. Figure [2|illustrates the consequences of
varying T for the case where d = 2 (i.e., triangles). For large 7" and p* = %, %, Gn(T) is S
for all r € [0, 1], while for large T and p* = %, % there exists r such that G, (T) is SB. To
understand why, observe that, for large T', G,,(T") behaves like an Erdds-Rényi random graph
with edge probability p*. According to [I9, Theorem 1.1|, if ERRG,,(p*) is an Erdds-Rényi

random graph with edge probability p*, then it is S for all € [0, 1] if and only if
P = (e +1)7h (2.7)

A visual inspection of Figure [2indicates that, as the planning horizon T increases, G,,(T')
can transition from SB to S. An informal explanation is the following. For small T it is
more costly to add extra edges than for large T. Hence, for small T" we expect to see graphs
where the extra triangles are formed through the addition of a small number of extra edges
arranged in a special structure (corresponding to SB), rather than through the addition of a
large number of extra edges sprinkled uniformly (corresponding to S).

Because of the lack of structural results, we numerically consider additional values of

*

p*, namely, near the critical value (e? + 1)~!. In Figure |3| we pick u = 0 (left column),
u = p* (center column), and v = 1 (right column), and p* = (e? + 1)~! (top row),
p* = (2 4+1)"1 —10~* (middle row), and p* = (2 + 1)~! — 2 x 10~* (bottom row). Note
that, in line with Proposition [2:3] for u = 0 or u = 1 we observe at most one phase
transition in the planning horizon 7T from SB to S when u = 0 and from S to SB when
u = 1. However, this is not so when u = p*: when u = p* = (e? + 1)~} — 107* and
u = p* = (2 +1)71 — 2 x 107%, there are values of r such that, as T increases, G,(T)
transitions from SB to S and back from S to SB. In other words, two phase transitions occur
in the planning horizon T, i.e., a re-entrant phase transition is observed.

The re-entrant phase transition in 7" is quite distinct from the re-entrant phase transition
in 7 (which was first observed in [7] and is evident from Figures [ and [3). It is difficult to
find a probabilistic explanation for the re-entrant phase transition in 7. However, once we
observe that, when u = 0, Gy, (T') can transition from SB to S and, when v = 1, Gy,(T") can
transition from S to SB, then it is plausible that both are possible when we consider the
intermediate value u = p*. Moreover, in the light of Proposition , when u = p*, G, (T)
can only transition from S to SB after it has transitioned from SB to S.
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; u=p*=1/7 ] u=p*=1/8
0.8 1 0.8
0.6 1 0.6
= S
0.4 4 0.4
0.2 1 0.2
0 : : : 0 : : : :
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
Planning horizon (T") Planning horizon (T')
; u=p*=1/9 ; u=p"=1/10
0.8 1 0.8
0.6 0.6
~ ~
0.4 0.4
0.2 1 0.2
0 : : 0 : : :
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
Planning horizon (T") Planning horizon (T')

Figure 2. Phase diagrams in (T, r) for d = 2 and u = p* with p* = %, %, %, 1—10. The shaded
region corresponds to SB, the unshaded region to S. Observe that SB prevails for small T’

and r > u.

2.2. Application 2. Suppose that the graphon valued process starts near a graphon u at
time 0, and is conditioned to end near another graphon 7 at time 7. A natural question
is the following. Is the most likely path necessarily unique, or is it possible that there are
multiple most likely paths?

2.2.1. Optimal paths. The next theorem shows that we can answer this question by studying
the set H* <€ # x [0,T] of paths that minimise I subject to the condition that the path
starts at @ and ends at 7. For n > 0, put

H,:={he W x[0,T]: d.(hp,7) < n}, (2.8)
and for h, h' € # x [0, T] define
6L (h, ') := sup 0, (hy, hh). (2.9)
te[0,T]

Theorem 2.4. [Optimal paths| Let H < W x [0,T"] be the set of paths starting at @ and
ending at 7. Let H* < H be the set~0f minimisers of I in H. Then H* is non-empty and
compact. In addition, if limy, e 0c(fno, @) = 0, then

lim lim sup =
N0 noow (g)

where C > 0 is a constant that depends on u, 7, T and €.

log P(6X(fn, H*) = ¢ | fn € Hy) < —C, (2.10)
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u=0,p =(e2+1)7! w=p' =(+1)"! u=1p"=(e+1)"!
1 1 1
0.8 1 0.8 0.8
0.6 1 0.6 0.6
0.4 1 0.4 0.4
0.2 1 0.2 0.2
0 0 0
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
Planning horizon (T') Planning horizon (T') Planning horizon (T')
; u=0,p"=(e2+1)"t—-107* ; u=p*=(e2+1)"t—107* ; u=1p' =(+1)"t—-10"*
0.8 1 0.8 0.8
0.6 1 0.6 0.6
“ =~ =~ [ ——
0.4 1 0.4 0.4
0.2 q 0.2 0.2
0 . . . . 0 . . . . 0 . . . .
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
Planning horizon (T) Planning horizon (T) Planning horizon (1)
; u=0,p = (e+1)"!-2x10"* . u=p'=(e2+ 1)t —2x10"* ; u=1p =(+1)"'—2x107"*
0.8 1 0.8 0.8
0.6 1 0.6 0.6
. . . —|
0.4 1 0.4 0.4
0.2 1 0.2 0.2
0 0 0
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
Planning horizon (T') Planning horizon (T") Planning horizon (T")

Figure 3. Phase diagrams in (7,7) for u = 0, p*, 1 with p* close to (e? + 1)~!. The shaded
region corresponds to SB, the unshaded region to S.

2.2.2. Variational problems. To better understand the set H*, we next solve two related
variational problems, each with its own probabilistic interpretation.

Lemma 2.5. [Identification of minimiser| Pick u € [0,r]. Let

fa,(t) :=argmin[I1 +(u, s) + 1 7—¢(s,7)], te[0,T]. (2.11)
s€[0,1]
Then fr¥_,, is the unique minimiser of

T
1(f) = f At L (1), (1)), (2.12)

0

subject to the condition f(0) = u and f(T') = r, where L is defined in (1.27). In addition,
I(fimsr) = D (u, 7).

Remark 2.6. Let {X;(t)}i>0, @ € N, be independent processes switching between active
and inactive, with A the rate of becoming active and p the rate of becoming inactive, as
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before. Define

n—o0

Lot) = ;i X,(t),  lim Ln(0) = . (2.13)
=1

Then, informally, we can interpret f;_,, as the most likely path that (Ln(t))se0,7) takes
from u to r when n is large. Such paths f¥ . can be efficiently computed (see Lemma
below). An illustration is given in Figure 4} in the right-hand-side the time horizon T is
relatively large, so that the least costly way to reach r is by first falling back towards the
equilibrium value % and afterwards moving towards r in a relatively short time interval
before 1", whereas in the left-hand-side the the time horizon T is relatively small, so that

the least costly way to reach r is by immediately moving towards it.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 1 2 3 4 5
Time (t) Time (t)

Figure 4. Solid curves: the paths t — f* (t)for A =1, p =L uw =1+ and r =

uU—7r 2 5
0,55, 45,1 when T =1 (left) and T' = 5 (right). Dashed curve: most likely path without
the terminal condition.

We need to define what we mean when we say that two paths h,g € # x [0, T] are equal.
Define the equivalence relation ‘=’ by writing h = g if and only if

Leb {(z,y) € [0,1]%: there exists a ¢ € [0, 7] such that hy(z,y) # gi(z,y)} =0. (2.14)

Below when we write # x [0,T] we assume that this is the quotient space formed by the
equivalence relation ‘=’.

Lemma 2.7. [Identification of minimiser| Set u,r € #'. Let

h’z—w(x7 Y, t) = f:(a:,y)ar(x,y) (t), le [07 T]7 (.CL', y) € [07 1]2 (215)

Then h},_ r is the unique minimiser of

T
I(h) = Jo dt f[0,1]2 dz dy L£(he(z,y), hy(z,y)), (2.16)
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subject to the condition that hg = u and hp = r, where L is defined in (1.27)). In addition,
I(R:_,,) = hr(u,r).

u—r

We next turn our attention to the original variational problem on # x [0,T]. If h e H*,
then, armed with Lemma and the specific form of I, we may expect that there exists a
representative h of h such that

I(h) = II,T(U7TU)7 hT = 7‘0-, (217)

for some 0 € .#. By Lemma the only such paths are of the form A} Theorem

uU—r"

below, which applies when u and r are block graphons, shows that we may restrict our
attention to the equivalence classes of these paths, i.e., the set {IN“L:’:_,TU}UE «, and implies
that we can replace the variational problem on W x [0,T] by a significantly simpler one, in
terms of permutations of the target graphon r.

For I € N, let #'!) denote the space of block graphons with I2 blocks, so that for any
ge # () there exist block endpoints 0 = xg < x1 < --- < xy = 1 such that

gz, y) =95  Va,ye|ri_1,x;) x [xj-1,25). (2.18)

For u € # and r € #) with block endpoints 0 = ay < a1 < --- < a; = 1 and
0=by<by <---<by=1, respectively, let a: .# > [0,1]'*” be defined by

a(o)i; = Leb{z € [0,1]: x € [aj—1,a;), o(x) € [bi—1,b:)}, oce M. (2.19)
Note that o can map to any value in the compact set
V= {’v e [0,1]7*7: ZUU =a;—aj_1 Viel, EUU =bj—bj1Vje J} ) (2.20)
jeJ icl
It is important to point out that, for any 01,09 € 4 with a(o1) = a(o2),
B o = Wi ony  Lir(u,r) = I p(u, r72). (2.21)
For v e [0,1]7*/, let o, be any element of .# such that a(c) = v.

Theorem 2.8. [Optimal paths| Suppose that u e #' D and r € #') for some I,.J € N.
Then

H* € F* = (R} o Yoew = {00 bver- (2.22)
Moreover, if V* is the set of v € V that minimise I p(u,r°?), then V* is non-empty and

H* = (R o0 foevs. (2.23)

The requirement that u and r be block graphons is harmless, as block graphons can be used
to approximate any graphon arbitrarily closely in L? [6, Proposition 2.6]. The following
corollary is immediate because the constant graphon is invariant under permutation.

Corollary 2.9. [Uniqueness| If either u or r is a constant graphon, then H* = F* =
{hX .}, i.e., both sets contain a single element.
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2.2.3. Multiplicity. We next explore whether H* can contain multiple paths. Theorem
provides a concrete criterion. In particular, H* contains multiple paths if and only if there
exist v1,v9 € V such that

fl,T(ﬂ,f) = Il,T(U,’I“U”I) = Il,T(u,’I“U‘@), iL* ouy # hu—>7" oy (224)

u—7r

We thus need to determine whether these two conditions can be satisfied simultaneously.

We begin by focussing on the latter condition: Can F* (deﬁned in Theorem [2.8) contain
multlple paths? The answer is yes: even though for any h ,j € F* we have @ = ho = go and
F=hp= gr, this does not necessarily imply that hy = gi for t € (0,T). To see why, we
consider the following simple example. Let u,r € # be such that

1 ifo <3, y<3,
u(z,y) = r(r,y) = {0 ifo>3y>3, (2.25)
% otherwise,
and o € .# be such that
+ 1 if £ < l’
o(@)=1{""2 R (2.26)
Recalling the definition of f¥ , from Lemma we have
Wiy, t) =< fiot)  ifr>gy> g, (2.27)
fi 1) otherwise,
2 2
and
Wi ey t) =3 fia()  ifr=gy2>3, (2.28)
fi 1) otherwise.
2 2

The three (z,y)-coordinate paths of Ay, (solid) and hj_,,- (dashed) are illustrated in
Figure |5 for A = 4 = 1 and T = 3. It is easiest to see that h* . # h* . by looking at
their values when t = 3 R e ey, %) is a constant graphon while hZ_, (-, -, %) is not.
While the above example demonstrates that F* can contain multiple elements, it does
not imply that H* can contain multiple elements. Indeed, the next proposition implies that

in the above example H* contains a single element: H* = {h*_ }.

Proposition 2.10. [Uniqueness| If there exist 01,09 € A such that, for any a < b and
€ [0,1],
u??(a,z) < u®?(b,x), r7t(a,x) < rot(b,x), (2.29)
then ﬁ* = {B:az_)ral }

Is there always a single optimising path, i.e., does H* always contain a single element?
To answer this question we consider the graphons u, 7 and r? illustrated in Figure[6] Let



Figure 5. The (z,y)-coordinate paths of h
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09r

081

0.7

0.6

0.5

04r

03r

0.2

01r

0.5

15
Time (1)

*
u—r

(solid)

T = 3, with u, r and o defined in ([2.25)) and ([2.26)).

S

[SIN]

wtlno

Figure 6. An example of u,  and o for which h* , # h* . and I(h*

and

U
1 2 2
5 5 5

Uil b a
b a uU23
a U23 b

S

[SIN]

wtlno

25 3

and h*

u—r?

15

(dashed) for A = p =1,

r r
1 2 2 1 2 2
5 5 5 5 5 5
711 c d % 11 d &
c c 23 21 d d 23
d| 723 d 2l c| 723 c
_T(1*
u—r uar) - I(huﬁra)

), Ay = [%, %) and A3 = [%, 1]. For constants a, b, ¢, d, u11, ugs, 11,723 € [0, 1], let

u(w,y)

r(z,y)

u11
a
b

u23

11

23

if (w,y) € A3,
if (r,y) € A2 U Ay x A3 U Az x Ay,
if (CL‘,y)EA%UAl XAQUAQ XAl,

otherwise,

if (z,y) € A7,
if (x,y)EA%UAl XA3UA3 XAl,
if (z,y) € A3 U A} x Ay U A x Ay,

otherwise,

(2.30)

(2.31)
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and let o € .# be such that

x if r e Ay,
olx)=<x+2% ifzedy, (2.32)
x—% if x € As.

Note that I(h}_,,) = Lir(u,7) = Li(u,r”) = I(h}_,,-), regardless of the values of
a,b,c,d,ui1,us3,r11,r23. However, to ensure that both conditions in (2.24)) are satisfied, we
need to select these parameters carefully. The next proposition tells us how we can do this.

Proposition 2.11. [Non-uniqueness| Suppose that u, v, o are given by (2.30), (2.31),
(2.32), and set

CL:C:O, b=d=€, U11=UQ3=7“11=?“23=1. (2.33)
Then, for e, T > 0 sufficiently small, H* = {h*_,  h*_ .} and h*_, + h*_ ..

Through this example we are led to conclude that if the process begins near @ at time 0 and
is conditioned to end at 7 at time 7', then it may take one of two equally likely paths. Note
that, in view of the counting and inverse counting lemmas [16, Lemmas 10.23 and 10.32],
by specifying graphons @ and 7 at times t = 0 and ¢t = T we are in effect specifying the
subgraph density ¢(H, fnt) at times t = 0 and ¢t = T for every simple graph H. By these
same lemmas, Proposition shows that, for some subgraphs H, the subgraph density
t— t(H, fnt) may take one of two equally likely paths from t(H,a) to t(H, 7).

3. PROOF OF THE TWO-POINT LDP

In this section we prove Theorem [I.2] We settle the lower semi-continuity of the rate
function I; (@, ) in Section the upper bound of the LDP in Section and the lower
bound of the LDP in Section B.3
Abbreviate P% () :=P(fns € - | fno = @) and P ,(-) := P(fns € - | fno = u). As before,
let # () € # denote the space of block graphons with I2 € N blocks. Also define the e-balls
Bo(hye) = {Ge #: ,(hg) <<,
Bo(h,e) :={ge#: 6u(h,§) <&}, (3.1)
Bo(h,e) :=={ge# : ds(h,g) <c}.

Write #, to denote the set of empirical graphons with n vertices.

We first state two properties of I ¢, uniformity and convexity, that are needed along the
way and are straightforward to verify.

Lemma 3.1. For every t > 0 and u, h € [0,1],
I17t(u, h) < max {— logpou, — 10g(1 — pll,t)} < 00. (32)
Moreover, for n,e > 0, let

A = I h)—1T "R 3.3
1(77;5) u,hE[O,l],u’e[ufrg,lsdfn],h’e[hfz-:,h+€]‘ 1¢(u, ) 17t(u7 )| ( )

Then lim, .0 Ar(n,e) = 0.
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Lemma 3.2. For everyt > 0 and u,h € [0,1], u— I ¢(u, h) is convex and h — I +(u, h)
is strictly convex. Moreover, for every u,h € # and A, B < [0,1],

1

Leb(4 x B) fode dy L1 (u(z,y), h(z,y)) = 1. (W(A x B),h(A x B)), (3.4)

where
1

u(A x B) := Leb(A = B) fode dy u(z,y), (3.5)

and h(A x B) is defined similarly.

3.1. Lower semi-continuity. We first establish that I .(a,-) is a good rate function,
ie., I14(q,-) # c© and T — I~17t(&,§3) has compact level sets. Because ¥ is compact, it
suffices to show that & — I~17t(&,:i‘) is lower semi-continuous. We will in fact show that
(U, z) — I 1,t(1, T) is lower semi-continuous, because this stronger property is needed below.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that limy, o do (U, ) = 0 and lim,,_, 4 5D(iLn, iz) =0. Then
lin inf I 4 (i, b)) = T4 (0, ). (3.6)

Proof. Let Ay be the set of all k-set partitions of [0,1]. In particular, A includes any
{A;}¥ | such that A; < [0,1], A; n Aj = & for i,j € [k] with i # j, and U¥_;A; = [0,1].
Let (0p)neny be any sequence of elements in .#. Recalling f and applying
Lemmas 3.2l we obtain, for any k£ € N,

lim inf Il,t (un, h%n )
n—00

k
> lim inf sup Z Leb(Al X Aj>Il,t(ﬂn(Ai X Aj), ﬁ(z‘lz X AJ))
n—0oo k -
{Ai}izleAk 1,7=1
k
> liminf  sup Z Leb(A; x Aj) (3.7)

0
T AN eAri =1

X [Il,t (ﬂ(AZ X Aj), W(Az X AJ)) — A[(dg(un,u),du(hn,h))]

k
= a_lé’l/f// vSkup Z Leb(AZ X Aj)Ilyt(’L_L(Ai X Aj),hU(Ai X Aj))
{Az}i:1e~Ak i,j=1

The proof is complete once we show that

k

Jim inf) {AifgfeAk ]z::l Leb(A; x Aj) 114 (@(A; x Aj), ho (A; x Aj)) = dnf I y(u, h7). (3.8)
1. First we establish when u and h are block graphons, i.e., u € # D and he # (D). Let
O=ay<ay<---<ar=1and 0=by <by <---<by=1 denote their block endpoints,
A; = [ai—1,0a;) and B; = [bj—1,b;) their block intervals, and {u;;}1<ij<r and {hem}1<om<
their block values. (For example, if z € A; and y € Aj, then u(z,y) = u;;.) For i € [I] and
je[J], let

Cri-1y+j = {z€[0,1]: z € A;, o~ !(z) € B;}, (3.9)
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Suppose that k = I.J. Then (3.9)) defines a sequence of sets C,...,Cy. We have

k
D Leb(C; x Cy) I1 1 (w(C; x C;),h7(C; x Cy))

1,j=1

= > Leb(Cy(i—1y+e X Crj—1)+m) 11,e(tij, hem) (3.10)
i,5€[I], £,me[J]

J‘[O 1]2 dx dy Il,t (’U/(.ﬁU, y)’ ha(xa y)) = Il,t(u, h0)7

where the first and second equality are obtained by observing that v and hA° are constant on
C; x Cj. Since this holds for any o € .# and k > I.J (for k > IJ simply take C; = ¢ for
all i > 1.J), we have established (3.§)).

To explain the above in a bit more detail, suppose that each point = € [0, 1] is a vertex.
Because v and h are block graphons with I and J blocks, respectively, we can think of
vertices as being of type 1,...,I at time 0 and of type 1,...,J at time t. We would like
Cj(i—1)+; to contain all vertices of type i at time 0 and of type j at time ¢. It is clear that
this means that x € A;. However, because we have applied an arbitrary permutation o to A
to get h7, the types of all the vertices at time ¢ have been mixed up. Nonetheless, we know
that vertex z is of type j at time t if it maps to block j in A when the permutation j is
undone (i.e., 0 (z) € B;j). Now, C(;_1)1; contains all vertices that are of type i at time 0
and of type j at time t. Hence, to arrive at , simply note that the density of edges
between the vertices in Cj(;_1)4; and Cj_1)4 5 at time 0 is uzy, and that the density of
edges between the vertices in Cj;_1)4; and Cyy_q)4; at time ¢ is hyjr.

2. Next we establish . when u and h are not block graphons by relying on a limiting
argument. For £ € N and g € #, let ) € #( be the block graphon such that if i, j € [4]

and (z,y) € [54,4) x [{72,4) = BY?, then

§9(,y) = €2f o @'y (2’ ). (3.11)
B

©J
Applying Lemma [3.1, we have, for any o € .#,
[T1e(u, h7) = T (@9, (B)7)|
<], A~ 2 b - (O )
< As(e,n) + 2max {—log po1 ¢, —log(1 — p114)}
X Leb{(fmy) e [0,1: Ju(z,y) = 8 (@,)| > < or |h(z,y) = hO(z,y)| > n}-

(3.12)

Because 1) — u and h® — hin L? as £ — o ([6, Proposition 2.6|), for any €, > 0 the
second term in the right-hand side of (3.12)) tends to 0 as ¢ — oo. Letting ¢, | 0 and
applying Lemma once more, we obtain

lim inf Iy, (@ @ (nOy7) = inf Iy (u, h7). (3.13)
gE.

{—o0 oeM



SAMPLE-PATH LARGE DEVIATIONS FOR GRAPHONS 19

Noting that convergence in L? implies convergence in the cut distance, and using the fact
that we have already established (3.8]) for block graphons, we find

k
kh_)ngo Jlél/f// sup Z Leb(A; x Aj)I1 ¢ (u(A; x Aj), ho(A; x Aj))
{A; }1 16AK 1,7=1
k

= lim lim inf  sup 2 Leb(A; x A; )Ilt( O(A; x A )(}\L(Z))J(Ai X Aj)>
{—00 k—w0 oeH
{4 }z 1€Ak2,j 1

= lim 1nf Lit(a (2),(/1(5)) ):o_lél/fflll,t(ua h7),

{—0 o
(3.14)
which completes the proof of (3.8]). O
3.2. Upper bound. We start by observing that
P(fn,t € - | fn,O = an) = P(,}Fn,t € - | fn,O = un) (315)

Indeed, due to the fact that the dynamics is homogeneous, the outcome of fmt is independent
of the specific representative of @,. We first establish the upper bound when u e #'() for
some [ € N, i.e., the limiting initial graphon has a block structure. Afterwards we can use a
limiting argument to obtain the upper bound for v € %, which we will not spell out.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that ue #'D for some I € N, and u]} € B, (u,m) for allmn >0 and n
large enough. Then

lim lim sup —

10gP(frt € C | frr =ul) < — inf I (1, %) (3.16)
70 n—oowo (2) 7eC

for any closed set C < W .

Proof. By [0, Lemma 4.1], it suffices to prove that, for all he,

1 _ . _ B .
lim lim lim sup — log P(fy, + € Bo(h,€) | fno = @) < —I14(a, h), (3.17)
0 00 noo (3)

which is equivalent to

lim lim lim sup —— log P(f,.+ € Ba(h,€) | fuo = u) < —I14(, h), (3.18)

eld nl0 noo (2)

by which we have transferred the problem from # to # . Note that to get (3.18) we have
applied (3.15)) to replace fn 0 = s by fno = us in the condition. Since (3.15)) holds for any
uy in the equivalence class i, we may assume that there exists a u in the equivalence class

@ such that d,(uqn,u) < n for all n large enough. The proof consists of 6 steps.

1. In contrast to B, (h,¢), whose elements cling tightly to h, the elements of By (h, ) are
scattered throughout #. We therefore need a systematic method of collecting these elements.
To this end we recall a version of Szemerédi’s regularity lemma [6, Theorem 3.1], which states
that for any € > 0 there exist a constant C'(¢) < o0 and a set # (¢) € # with |[# (¢)| < C(e)
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such that for any f € # there exist ¢ € .# and g € # (¢) satisfying d.(f?, g) < ¢, and that
for any g € # (¢) there exists a J € N such that g € #(/). Thus, if we let

BD(W(e),E)—{feW min d(o.1) < } (3.19)

then
{Fnt € Bolhy©)} € {fus e Balh)b n (| 1475 € B (0),e)})

onEMn
= U U {fn,tGBD(iLas)}m{fg:z EBD(Q,S)},
geW () On€Mn
where ., is the set of permutations of the n intervals of length 1/n in [0,1]. Because # (¢)

(3.20)

is finite, it is enough to show that
1 -
lim lim sup-— logIP’“Z( U {fnt€Ba(h,e)} n{fih € BD(Q,E)})
ey e Y 21
< —I14(u, h) + E(e) Vge W (e),
where E(g) must vanish as e | 0. Note that the event in (3.21)) is empty when 8,(g, k) > 2.

We thus only need to establish (3.21)) when (g, iL) < 2e. Observe that the left-hand side of
(13.21)) is at most

lim lim sup —— log "7 {f7" e By(g,¢)}
70 n—owo (2) <0’ng~J%n it ) (3 22)

uz On
< limlimsup 7y max log P (£ € Balg. <))

because log(n!) = o((5)). To bound the right-hand side of (3.22)), we show that we can
replace .#,, by a finite set 7 = T (I, J,n) (whose cardinality does not depend on n) without
incurring a significant error.

2. We construct the set 7 = T (I, J,n) as in the proof of |10, Lemma 3.3]. Recall that u €
w () andgeW(J),andwriteO:ag<a1 < ---<agr=landO0=by<b; <---<by=1
to denote their block endpoints. Define the intervals A; = [a;—1,a;) and Bj = [bj_1,b;). Let

V.= (vi7j)i€[1]’je[J]: Uz'j € (0, 1), Z U,‘j = Leb(Ai), Z Uij = Leb(Bj) s (3.23)
JjelJ]
and forveV deﬁne

a; + Z Vi ks @ F 2 v; k) = [b + Z Uk js bj i > . (3.24)

U

Pick 7, € A satlsfymg (see Figure 7))
Tv(Aij) = Bija Vie [I],] € [J] (325)

Concretely, this means that we choose 7, such that if x € A;;, then

Jj—1 i—1
Tv(2) = (96 —ai+ ), Uz‘k) + (bj +> Ukj) : (3.26)
k=1 k=1
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u
ao aj as bo
by
al b2
a2
as b3

Figure 7. Illustration of the map 7 in (3.25)).

The map 7, can be understood as follows. For a vertex v € [n] and a set A < [0, 1], write

v=l 2) < A. Refer to v such that v~ A; as a type-i vertex. The interval

n
A;; contains roughly nv;; type-i vertices, which are the only type-i vertices that get mapped
onto the interval B;. Thus, under the map 7,, B; contains roughly nv;; type-i vertices.

Note also that, after 7, has been applied, the labels of type-i vertices inside each block are

v v A when |

sorted in increasing order.

3. We have now introduced all the objects that are needed to construct the set 7. We
have the set V' and a mapping 7 that relates elements of V' to permutations. As 7 must
be finite while V' is uncountably infinite, we cannot let 7 be simply the image of V under
7. Instead, we construct a finite subset V of V such that any element of V is close to an
element of V (exploiting the compactness of V), after which we let 7 be the image of V
under 7. Concretely, we let V < V be a finite set such that for any w € V there exists a
v e V with

n

After that we put 7 := {r,: v € V}. It should be noted that if o € .# and C;;(0) := {v e
[n]: v v~ A;, 0,(v) v By}, then for any o, € .4, there exists 7 € T such that

=3 (Cijlon) = C)] < (3.25)
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provided n is sufficiently large. In other words, for any o,, € .#,, there exists a permutation
7 € T that maps approximately the same proportion of type-i vertices to the interval B; (see

Figure [7| for an illustration). ‘Note that we require n to be large to account for boundary

effects, i.e., for v € [n] such that [“=1,2) is not contained in a single A; or such that

7([%2, 2)) is not contained in a single B;.

4. Let 0% € .4, be a permutation that permutes the blocks Bj only, and sorts the different
vertices within B; in ascending order of their original label. Formally this means that ol
satisfies the following properties:

o If o (u) v By, then o

o If o (u), 05 (v) v By and u v Ay, v o Ay, with iy < g, then (02 0 0y,)(u) <

(o © 7n) (V).

o If o (u), o (v) v Bj and u, v v A; with u < v, then (09 0 0y,)(u) < (02 0 7,) (v).

oop(u) o By

Observe that, because g = g"g,

w) [ pon ul ( pon 00l wyon © ol
P (£ € Bolg,2)) = P (73 °° € Bo(g,2)) = PO "7 (£ € Bo(g,2)), (3.29)

where the last equality follows from the fact that applying o, o o¢ at time 0 is equivalent to
applying it at time ¢. Now, by (3.27)), for any o, € .4, there exists a 7 € T such that

d, ((uz)an ool ’ ur) <d, ((UZ)(M 0027 u’n° 02) +d, (uan ool ’ ur) < 27]. (3'30)
Consequently, we have derived the upper bound

1 7
lim lim sup —~ max logP"" e B.(g, e
nl0 naoop (g) OnEMn & ({fn’t (g )})

(3.31)

1 —n
< limlimsup —~ max  sup pn (fnt € Balg, )
70 n—oo (2) €T wleBs (um,2n)

for every e >0 and g e #'.
5. To further bound the right-hand side of (3.31)), let {ui;}; je(r] and {gem}e,me[s) be the
block values of u and g, respectively (for example, if x € A; and y € A;, then u(x,y) = uyj).

We assume without loss of generality that v;; > 0 for all ¢,j (recall (3.23); the 7,7 with
v;; = 0 can be ignored). Abbreviate

2n €
i0im 1= i0im = . 3.32
Nitjm Uiévjm7 €itim VitVim ( )
Observe that, for each i,j € [I] and k, £ € [J], if ds(un,u™) < 27, then
J dz dy Un (2, y) € [uij — Migjm. wij + Niejm] » (3.33)
A xAje

while if f,,; € Bo(g,€), then

f dr dy fni(2,y) € [gre — €itjm» ke + Eitjm] - (3.34)
Aik ><Aj[
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Because the rectangle A,y x Ajy,, represents HQUMUJ‘m independently evolving edges, we have

. 1
limsup ———logP J dz dy foi(2,y) € [gem — €itjm, Jom + Eitjm]
n—oo N 'Uiévjm Aié XAjm

f dae dy fno(x,y) € [uij — Nigjm, wij + Miejm) )
AM XAjm

< - inf I (u, z),
ﬂe[uij_niéjmauij"‘niéjm]axe[gém_aiéjmagém+5iéjm]
(3.35)
while this upper bound must be multiplied by 3 when (i,£) = (j,m) (to avoid double
counting). This leads to

1 _
lim sup —— log pin (fnt € Ba(g,¢))
n—0 (2)
< — Z VigVjm inf It(u, ) (3.36)

iljm ﬁe[uzj*Thejm,uifrmejm]yxe[gke*Eik]‘e,gu+€iW]
< —Ii(u”,g) + 2 VigVjm A1 (Migjm A 1, €igjm A 1),
lgm
where Aj(n,¢) is defined in (3.3]). Regarding the last inequality, note that because we are

dealing with block graphons the integral in the definition of I1; can be expressed as a sum
with weights given by v;;. Set v > 0. If v;vjy, > 7, then

VgVjm A1 (Mijm A 1, €ijm A1) < Ap (27"7 %) ; (3.37)

whereas if v;pvjm <7 then, by Lemma
ViVjm A (mejm %) < Cv (3.38)
with C' := max{—log po1 ¢, —log(1 — p11+}. Consequently, for any v € V and v > 0, we have

Z VieVim A1 (Migjm A 1, €i0jm A 1) < 2 J? <C"y + Ag <2777, %)) =: E(y,n,¢). (3.39)
iljm

Combining the above formulas, we arrive at
1 ~
limlimsup —max  sup pin (fnt €Ba(g,€))
M0 o (3) TET alen(ur,2n)

< —limmin [L(a". g) + E(v.1. 3.40
limmin [11,¢(u”, 9) + E(y,7m,€)] (340)

< — qﬁln/f/l Il,t(u(z)a g) + E(f)/a 07 6) = _jl,t(ama) + E(’Ya 07 8)'
€.
Picking v = £1/2 we can apply Lemma 3.1} to obtain
E(e) := E(eY2,0,e) |0, el0. (3.41)

6. We can now finally prove (3.21)). Recall that we only need to consider g € #'(g) such
that do(g, h) < 2e. In view of (3.31), (3.40) and (3.41)), it is enough to show that

— L@, §) < =T 4(a, h) + E(2€) (3.42)
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for all § € # such that 4, (g,h) < 2e. Without loss of generality we may assume that
d.(g,h) < 2e. Following a similar line of reasoning as above, we get

— T (u?,9) < —I14(u’, h) + E(2¢) VoeH, (3.43)
which implies (3.42). O
3.3. Lower bound. To establish the lower bound, it suffices to prove that
hinhflgh%nlnf (2) log}P’(fnt e B.(h,€) | fno = ay) = — I 4(4, h) Vhe. (3.44)
For any 8 > 0 there exists a ¢(3) € .# such that
Lig(i, h) = I (u, h®) — B. (3.45)

Because B, (h?,¢) BD(E,E) for any ¢ € ., picking h = h®®) and letting 3 | 0, we see
that (3.44]) follows once we show that

lim lim lim inf — log P(fnt € Ba(h,€) | fro = u)}) = —I14(u, h) Vu,heW. (3.46)
el0 9]0 n—w (2)

The proof comes in 5 steps and is constructed around a series of technical lemmas (Lem-

mas below).

1. To prove ({3.46|), we first introduce some notation. As before, we work with block graphons.
For k € N and 4,5 € [k], let B := [151, 1) x [I2,4). For g e #, we let gx € #®) be

defined at the bottom-left corner points of Bi(fcj) by
G (5L ) = k2| dedygle,y) (3.47)
ko k J%0) s d )

and for (z,y) € BZ-(S) as
gr(z,y) = §k<%, %) (3.48)

We settle (3.46) by using a Cramér-transform-type argument, i.e., we rely on a particular
change of measure. Concretely, for z,x € [0, 1], let

(2, x) = argmax [vz — Jy,(2)], (3.49)
veR

where J; ,(2) is the function defined in ([1.17). The idea is to use 74 to describe the probability
that particular edges are active at time ¢ when f,; is conditioned to be close to h. To that
end, abbreviate 0y (x,vy) 1= exp(r(ux(z,y), hi(z,y))), let

P11t Op ¢ (2, )

1 —piig +pi1e O (z,y)
pot,t Ot (2, y)

1 —po1,t + po1,t Ope(x,y)’

ag(x,y) =
(3.50)

Bk,t<m7 y) :
and for 7 > 0 put

G (@, y) = un (@, y) (2, y) + [1 = wh(z, y)]Bre (2, y). (3.51)
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For i,j € [k], let

1

N(s » . n

q (i, 4,n) = f dzdyq, . (z,y). (3.52)
g Leb(B()) J50 *

We can informally interpret ¢/ (¢, j,n) as an estimate of the probability that edge (i,j) is
active at time ¢ given that f,; is close to h. Note that qZ(i, j,n) depends not only on
whether edge (4, 7) is initially active (dependence on n), but also on the proportion of other
‘nearby’ edges that are initially active (dependence on k).

2. In the following lemma we show that qZ , € W converges to h in an appropropriate limit.
Lemma 3.5. For every t > 0,

lim lim lim ds(h,q],) = 0. (3.53)

k—00 0 n—00
Proof. First note that
do(q) . 1) < do(q]l s h) + do(h, Py). (3.54)

We next analyse ds (g}, iAzk) From ([3.49)), we find the first-order condition

hi(,y) = Al y) ap(z,y) + [1 - Ae,9)] Bra(z,y)  Vaye[0,1]. (3.55)

Using (3.55)), we obtain (rewrite the supremum over subsets S,7 < [0,1] in (1.2) as a

supremum over functions a,b: [0,1] — [0, 1])
ds (qz,n’ /}\Lk’)

= supJ dz dy a(z)b(y) {ak,t(% Y)[un(z,y) — Uz, y)] + Bre(z, y)[ar(z,y) — up (2, y)]]
a,b J[0,1]?

< supf dz dy a(z)b(y) {am(a:, |l (z,y) — ulz,y)] + Bz, y)[u(z,y) —u)(x, y)]}
a,b J[0,1]2

+ f dedy |u(z,y) — tk(z,y)|
[0,1]2

< 2k2do (u, ul) + f dz dy [u(z, y) — Ur(z,y)l,
[0,1]2
(3.56)

where we note that ay ¢ (x,vy), Bi¢(x,y) € [0,1], and use the triangle inequality in combination
with the fact that the pair (i, hy) can take at most k? different values (corresponding to
their values on the interior of Bi(, j)). The claim now follows from (3.54)) and ([3.56)), because

do(u,un) | 0, hi, — h in L? and @ — u in L2 (see [6, Proposition 2.6]). O

3. The next step is to construct a random variable H, on simple graphs with n vertices by
declaring that, for every 4,7 € [n] with ¢ < j, vertices i and j are connected by an edge with
probability ¢, (i, j) defined in (3.52)). Let P, , denote the law of H,,. Note that if f € %,
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then

Pl = [T afdm™ =gl jn)] 7,

I<i<j<n
n(6d) fig  [1—uil (i,5)]fi
Pz,t({f}) _ H p’ll"L(tl ])fjp[[)lytu (7'])]fj (357)
I<i<j<n

< (1= prug) " EN0=Fi) (1 = poy I GNA—Fi),

(n)

where f;; denotes the value of f(z,y) on the interior of B; /.

Lemma 3.6. For fixed k € N,

S| f | APy, . L) 558)
im lim — o _ a ' '
nl0 n—w (g) A & dPZ,t n,k,h 1,t\Uk, Ik

Proof. Let ny = ¢k with ¢ € N, and note that, for all 7, j € [ng],

(ne) (k)
B; ;7 < B[i/k’],[j/k]' (3.59)

Rewriting (3.51) as a product, and applying (3.52) and (3.57), we obtain that, for any
[ €W,

w _ H Fkij(L 1)"2(i:j)f¢jﬁkij(1’ O)U*UZ(M)]fij
Pra(f) \<i<j<n - (3.60)

X F’m’,j (0, 1)u2(i7j)(1—fij)F‘k7i7j(O’ O)[l—uZ(iVj)](l_fij)’
where, for £,m € {0, 1},

(ek,t(xa y))f
1 —pmit + Pmit Ope(z,y)’

(ék,t(zaj))e_
1= Pt + Pt Ok (i,5)
(3.61)

Fk,:r:,y(ga m) =

Fk,i,j(& m) =

with

Or,i(i,7) := Ony (%7 %) : (3.62)
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From ({3.60)), elementary computations yield

lim li 1 1 dPZ’kvh dp"
ot gy Jy, 8wy, () ) nscald)

1 _ _
= lim lim =< ) f [UZ(%j)fz‘j log Fi,ij(1,1) + [1 — ;) (4, )] fij log Fi,; 5(1, 0)

+u(i,5) (1 = fij) log Fii,(0,1) + [1 — wi(i, 5)](1 — fi;) log Fii,; (0, 0)}dPZ,k,h(f)

o1 NN . =
= lim lim —— 2 |:Tt(uk(’b,j>, hi(i, 7)) L/ fij d}P’Z?kvh(f) + u)! (4, 5) log Fj ;. 5(0, 1)

o =9 (2) 1<i<j<n

£ 1 — (i, )] log Fi 50, oﬂ

L 1 o N — —
= lim lim N Z [UZ(Z,]) {Tt(Uk(Z,]),hk(Z,])) pll,tFk,i,j(l’l) +long,i,j(07 1)}

nlo n=w (3) 1<i<j<n

+[1 —ul(i, §)] {Tt (g (i, 4), ﬁk(z‘,j)) po1,tFy,i.;(1,0) + log Fy; (0, 0)} ]

(3.63)
Using that @ (z,y) is constant on the interior of B( ) for all 1< < k, in combination
with the fact that lim, o lim, o do(ur, u) = 0, we obtaln that - 3.63) equals
f dxdy {ﬁk(ﬂ%y) {Tt (2, 9), hi(2,y)) P11t Fh ey (1, 1) + log Fr 4, (0, 1)}
[o.11* (3.64)
11— (e, )] {71 (@2, ), Tk(2,9) P01, Fay (1, 0) + 10 Pl 0,0)}
Applying (3.55)), we see that (3.64) equals
[ oy |r@ue, ). Rute ), ) + BuGo.5)108 iy 0.1
[0.1]° (3.65)

L= i, )] 108 Fra g (0, o>] L ),

which settles the claim in (3.58)) along subsequences ny of the form ¢k with ¢ € N. Straight-
forward reasoning gives the same along full sequences: the resulting discrepancies correspond
to sets of vanishing Lebesgue measure (see the proof of |6, Proposition 2.6| for a similar
argument). O
4. Two further lemmas are needed.

Lemma 3.7. For everyt > 0,

lim Iy (T, hge) = T (u, ). (3.66)
—00

. ~ L? ~ L2
Proof. The claim follows from ({3.3)) and the fact that 4y = u and hy = h as k - o0. O



28 PETER BRAUNSTEINS, FRANK DEN HOLLANDER, AND MICHEL MANDJES

Lemma 3.8. For fixred k€ N and € > 0,

lim IP’Zk’h(BD(qZ’k,e)) = 1.

n—0o0

(3.67)

Proof. The claim follows from the same argument as in the proof of [6, Lemmas 5.6 and 5.8

5.11].

5. We are now ready to prove (3.46). For fixed k € N and £ > 0,

P+ (Ba(qy 1-€))

— J dp” =f exp | —log 1) ap”
Bogl,e) | Bl o) app, ) kh

=P . (Bu(q,,e)) ! J exp —log% dp”’
mkh ke P . n(Ba(g) €)) Bo(q] ;,.€) dp;! mokih

Therefore, by Jensen’s inequality,

log P} (B (qy 4,€)) = 1ogP) 1 ; (Ba(gn,k:€))

1 dp”
Y 7 J log n;zhh APy ihe
Pn7k7h(BD(qn’k7 5)) Bg(qzyk,e) dPn,t Y

By Lemma Py, k.h(Bo(gn iy €)) — 1, which implies that

| n n L 1 dIP’Z,k,h n
lim lim inf —==log P}, 4(Ba(q, 4, €)) = — lim lim T) log dP,, 4 p-

om0 (7) 010 n—0 ( aey

2

According to Lemma the right-hand side equals —Ilyt(ﬁk,/ﬁk). Since

limy o0 limy 0 limy, o0 da(q)’ ,,h) = 0 (by Lemma [3.5)),
limy_, o0 ILt(’l/J\,k,?lk) = I (u, h) (by Lemma ,

if we let k — 00, then we obtain from ([3.70)) that

T
17;?8 h&logf@ log P ,(Bo(h,n)) = —1I1,t(u, h),

where we use that Bs(g ,,€) 2 Bs(h,n) for 0 < n < e and n large enough.

O

(3.68)

(3.69)

(3.70)

(3.71)

(3.72)

O

Collecting the results in Sections [3.IH3.3 we see that we have completed the proof of

Theorem .2

4. PROOFS OF THE MULTI-POINT AND SAMPLE-PATH LDPSs

4.1. Proof of the multi-point LDP. The objective of this section to prove Theorem
with the help of Theorem [I.2] The structure aligns with Section 3} lower semi-continuity,

lower bound, upper bound.
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4.1.1. Lower semi-continuity. For E,g e# O let

68(h, §) := max d.(hs, ;). (4.1)
€[]
By Lemma for any sequence (A )nen in #131+1 such that limy, e 5|Dj|+1(l~1n, h) =0,
|41 l4]
liminf I;(hy,) = hmmeIlt iy (Pt Bnd) ZIM by (hic1, b)) = Ti(R),  (4.2)

n—0o0
i=1

which settles the lower semi-continuity of I -

4.1.2. Lower bound. Let h = (iLZ)‘f:‘O e #lil+1 with hg = @, and let n = (m)ﬂo e (0,1)U1+1,
Define ‘

By (hm) = {g e 7V 6ahig) <mi Vi [lil)}. (4.3)
For n large enough such that u, € I@D(ﬁo, no), the Markov property yields

v log(7in 0 5 ) (BY (h,m)
(3)

5] (4.4)
n Z logIP’(fnt EIBB zﬂ7z ‘fmgZ | u~)>.
(2 i=1 hi—1,mi— )mWn
Applying Theorem [I.2] we obtain
1
lim lim liminf — inf lo ]P’( e B, (hi, ‘ i lD)
1:40m;—110 n—0 (g) WeBo (hi—1,mi—1)"Pn & fnt hi 771 fnt ' (4 5)

> —lim ~in~f Ity (hic1, @) = —T1g—4,, (hic, i)

Combining (4.4) and ( ., we get

|7]+1

lim ---lim liminf — log(fi, © Bm I i1, _— iNz, 4.6
N0 mol0 n—w (2) g/ bj )( Z ! i) (4.6)

from which the desired lower bound follows.

4.1.3. Upper bound. Following similar arguments as above, we obtain

lim ---lim limsup — ) log(fin o p; )(B.Lj‘(h,n)) < —I;(h). (4.7)

nmlo 70l0 n—ow (2
To achieve this, we need a ‘local-to-global transference’ result. But because |j| is finite and

# is compact, we can use the ideas in [6, Lemma 4.1]. O

4.2. Proof of the sample-path LDP. We are now ready to prove the sample-path LDP
in Theorem [L.4]

Proof. Consider a path heW x [0,7]. Applying Theorem and the Dawson-Géartner
projective limit LDP [I1, Theorem 4.6.1], we obtain a sample-path LDP in the pointwise
topology (for which we use the label X') with rate (") and with rate function

Iy(h) := sup let b (e, he), (4.8)

O=to<t1<-- <tk<T,L 1
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where h e # x [0,7]. There are two major challenges we need to overcome to establish
Theorem [T.4}

(I) Prove exponential tightness to strengthen the topology (Lemma below).
(I1) Show that Iy (h) = I(h) (Lemma [4.2] below).

(I) Recall the definition of D in (|1.12). We say that the sequence of probability measures
(tn)nen on D is exponentially tight when for every a < oo there exists a compact set
K, € D such that

1
lim sup < log pn (K§) < —a. (4.9)
n—w (2)

Lemma 4.1. (fin)nen s exponentially tight.

Proof. By [12, Theorem 4.1] (with 8 = 1 in the notation used in [I2] and n replaced by (})),
the compactness of # and the Markov property, it suffices to show that for each n,& > 0
there exist random variables v, (7, §), satisfying

E [e(’;)éan(fn,nua) | fon = un] < B[ 9], 0<n <1, un €W, (4.10)
such that, for each £ > 0,

1
lim lim sup —— log E[e7 ()] = 0. (4.11)
N0 n—oo (2)
To construct v,(n,&), let E denote the total number of edges that change (i.e., go from
active to inactive or from inactive to active) somewhere in the time interval [0,n]. Then,
given f, 0 = uy,, we have

~1
dadylfuple) = e < B (5) (4.12)

0o (Fay, ) < f

[0,1]?
where the last inequality holds for all 0 < n’ < 7. Next observe that, because all edges evolve
independently, for any w,, € #;, the random variable E' given f,o = u, is stochastically
dominated by Y = Bin((}),1 — e~ @) Thus, if we let ,,(n,&) = &Y, then (&10)
holds and

L log E[¢7(19)] = log (e” max{Auin 4 of(1 — e~ max{)"“}”)) 10, n 0, (4.13)

(5)

which finishes the proof. (I
(IT) The following identity holds.
Lemma 4.2. I(h) = Ix(h) for allhe # x [0,T).

Proof. Recall the definition of I(h) in (1.26)), and that AC is the set of functions h on
W x [0,T] such that t — hy(x,y) is absolutely continuous for almost all (x,y) € [0,1]%.

1. We first establish that

k
Ix(h) = inf sup DLty (he_y, hey) < I(h). (4.14)

h~h O0=to<t;<---<tp <T i=1
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It is enough to show that Ix(h) < I(h) for all h ~ h. If h ¢ AC, then I(h) = oo by definition,
whereas if h € AC, then due the convexity of I ; we obtain Iy < I(h) by applying Jensen’s
inequality.

2. We now establish the reverse inequality. Similarly as above, it is enough to show that
Ix(h) = I(h) for all h ~ h.

a. Suppose that h € AC. Then hj(z,y) := h (z, y)! exists for almost all z,y € [0, 1]°.
Letting t; — t;_1 = At for all i, we have

/At
Ix(h) Z Iy ae(hii—1)aes hint)

fdxfdy

Sll]g [U (h-1ae(z,y) + h/(i—l)At(xa y)At)
vE

T/At

— hi—nyae(, y) log [uAt + e”(1 — pAt)|
—[1- hi—1yac(z, y)]log(l — X + e"AAt) + o(At)]

T/At
f de dy SUP {Uh 1)At(377 y) — h(ifl)At<$>y)M(eiv —1)

—[1 = hg-nadz,y)A(e” —1) + 0(1)]At

*J dtf de dy sup [vht .9) — ho(m (e — 1) — [1 — ho(z, A" — 1)}

veR
)s At | 0.
(4.15)
This implies that if h € AC, then Ix(h) = I(h).

b. It is now enough to show that if h ~ h and h ¢ AC, then there exists a h ~ h such that
I(h) = Iy(h) (4.16)

(in many cases we can take h = /f;) The following argument is sketchy, but follows standard
reasonings.
Suppose that h ¢ AC. By definition this means that the set of (x,%) € [0,1]? for which

there exist 0, , > 0 and {sf , <t}

k k :
lay S S Stpay < tﬁkﬂ?,y} with

Ly

k k
kh—{%o lzl(tzz y Si,a:,y) =0, hm Z |htk J: y h ﬁz’y (CC, y)| = 5967?/7 (417)

has positive Lebesgue measure. We distinguish between a number of cases.
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e Suppose that there exist {s} <t¥ <--- < sll?k

set of (z,y) € [0,1]? for which
Cy Ly
k k :
lim Y (tf —s7) =0, ICILH;OE |ht§ - hs§i| > 0 for some § > 0, (4.18)

kHoOl 1

< t’gk} independent of (z,y) such that the

has positive Lebesgue measure. Then, following arguments similar to those in the proof of
[11, Lemma 5.1.6], we get Ix(h) = I(h) = 0.

e Suppose that no sequence satisfying (4.18]) exists. Roughly speaking, the paths ¢ — hy(x,y)
that are not absolutely continuous fall into two categories: those that contain ‘steps’ and
those that contain ‘holes’.

(i) We say that a path ¢t — h¢(x,y) contains a step when there exists a t € [0, 7] such that if
tr 1t and t) | t, then hy, (z,y) — c and hu, (z,y) — d with ¢ # d.

(ii) We say that a path ¢ — h¢(x,y) contains a hole when there exists a ¢ € [0, 7] such that
if t, — t (with ¢ # t for all k), then hy, — ¢ # hy.

(If the above limits do not exists, then the arguments below can be easily adapted.)

» Suppose that the set of (z,y) such that ¢ — h¢(z,y) contains a step of size v > 0 has
positive Lebesgue measure § > 0. Then

T/At
Y
Ix(h le I ae(hg—1)aes hint) = Bylog | — o maxpomial % At 0. (4.19)

where the last inequality follows from a similar reasoning as in the proof of Lemma This
implies Iy (h) = I(h) = .

» Suppose that the set of (x,y) such that ¢t — hy(z,y) contains a hole has positive Lebesgue
measure.

(i) We say that ¢t — hi(z,y) has a hole at time ¢ if hy, (x,y) — ¢ # h(z,y) for any t, — t
(with ¢ # ¢ for all k).

(ii) We say that t — ?Lt(ac,y) has this hole filled in if /f\Lt(ac,y) = ¢ and /f\Lt(x,y) = hi(z,y)
otherwise.

Construct h e # x [0, T] from h by filling in all the holes. Since there exists no sequence
{$1$y < tl zy S0 S s]g’k,x’y < t’;k,z,y} satisfying , a positive Lebesgue measure of
holes cannot occur simultaneously. Thus, ?Lt(l' y) = h(z,y) almost everywhere, which
implies that Ix(h) = I X(h) In addition, because %" was constructed by taking the quotient
with respect to almost sure equivalence, we also have h ~ h. The fact that I (h) =1 X(h)

now follows from the arguments above. Il

Lemmas in combination with Theorem complete the proof of Theorem Il

5. PROOFS: APPLICATIONS

5.1. Application 1. The following lemma is the time-varying equivalent of [7, Theorem
4.1 and Proposition 4.2] (see also [19, Theorem 2.7]). Let

or(H,r) := inf {fl,T(u, h):he W t(H h) > r} , (5.1)
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let F* be the set of minimisers, and let F'+ be the image of F* in #.

Lemma 5.1. Fiz a constant graphon u. Let H be a d-reqular graph for some d € N\{1}.
Suppose that lim,, o 0 (tp, @) = 0 and upn,r + (1 —u)por,r <7 < 1. Then

. 1 ~ ~ ~
7111—I>%o n\ IOgP(t(Ha fn,T) =r | fn,O = un) = ¢T(Ha T‘). (5'2)

(5)

Moreover, F* is non-empty and compact and, for each e > 0, there exists a positive constant
C(H,r, A\, u, T,u,e) such that

IP’(&D( far FH) > ¢ ( HH, F) =7, fao = an) <e " peN (5.3)

Proof. Observe that  — Iy p(u,z) is uniformly continuous (by Lemma [3.1)), b — Iy 7 (u, h)
is constant under measure-preserving bijections when w is a constant graphon, and h —
I r(u,h) = I, 7(i, h) is lower semi-continuous (by Lemma [3.3). Therefore the claim follows
via the same line of argument used to prove [0, Theorems 6.1-6.2], where we apply Theorem

in place of [6], Theorem 5.2]. O
The proof of Theorem [2.1| borrows various elements from that of [19, Theorem 1.1].
Proof of Theorem We distinguish between the two cases.

(i) Suppose that (r¢, I; 7(u,r)) lies on the convex minorant of x — Iy r(u, z*/?). Applying
the generalised version of Holder’s inequality derived in [I3], we obtain that, for any f € #/,

. = |

e(H)/d
dxdyfd<x,y)> — A1,
[0,1]3

(5.4)
Abbreviate 1 (x) := I 7(u, 2'/%), and let 9 be the convex minorant of ). Then by Jensen’s
inequality we have

I v(u, f) :J

[0,1]?

dzdy dz f(z, ) f(4y.2)f (2. 2) < ( f[

0,1]2

dz dy ¢ (f(z,y)?) = J | dedy D(f ()

[0,1]
> (J dz dy f(x,y)d) = (1 f119)- (5.5)
(0,12

Consequently, by (5.4), if t(H, f) > re) then | f||¢ = r?, while, by (G5, if || £)|d = r,
then I 7(u, f) = @(rd) = Iy 7(u,r), where the last equality follows from the condition that
(r?, I 7(u, 7)) lies on the convex minorant of 1. Because 1 is strictly increasing on the
interval (upi1, 7+ (1 —u) po1 7, 1] and 12 is not linear in any neighbourhood of rd, equality
can occur if and only if f = r. Thus, F* = {r}. The claim now follows from Lemma

(ii) Suppose that (r?, I; 7(u, 7)) does not lie on the convex minorant of x — I 7(u, z'/%).
Then there necessarily exist 0 < 1 < r < rg < 1 such that the point (2, Iy 7(u,7))
lies strictly above the line segment joining (r%, I +(u, 1)) and (r¢, I 7(u,r2)). Following
the method set out in [I9, Lemma 3.4|, we can use this fact to construct a graphon r.
with I 7(u,re) < Iir(u,r). (We refer the reader to [19] for the specific details of this
construction.) Thus, again using the fact that v is strictly increasing on the interval
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[wpi1, + (1 —w) por,7, 1], we conclude that F* contains no constant graphons. Let C € #
be the set of constant graphons. Since F'* and C are disjoint and compact, we have
6o(F,C) > 0. The result now follows by applying Lemma [5.1| with ¢ = 36,(F*,C). O

Proof of Proposition We recall from the introduction that there is an explicit

expression for I; 7. Indeed, from ((1.17)—(1.18|) that

I r(u,r) = suﬂg)[vr — Jry(u)] (5.6)
ve
with
Jrp(u) = ulog(l — pr17r +e"prir) + (1 —u)log(l — por,r + €’po1,7)- (5.7)

Due to the convexity of v — vr — Jr,(u), we obtain the maximiser in the right-hand side of
(5.6) by setting the partial derivative with respect to v equal to 0. This yields

e’ e’
bt —(1—w) bor,T

5.8
1—pur+e'prir 1 — poir + €“porr’ (58)

O=r—u

which implies that
0 = (1 —r)pi,rpor,r
+e'[(u—r)piar( —porr) + (1 —u—r)porr(l —pur)] (5.9)
—7(1 = pu,r)(1 = porr).

By the discussion that followed ([1.18]) and the fact that u < r, for T sufficiently small we
then obtain I 7(u, ) by substituting into ([5.7))

b+ VB2 —4
= 2% 3 @ (5.10)
a

where a, b, ¢ can be read from the three lines in (5.9). It is easily verified that if » > u and
T10,thena=(1—7r)ANT+O(T?),b=u—7+O(T), and ¢ = —ruT + O(T?), so that

u—r

Setting /% = r, we therefore have
Li(u, 2t = (29 — u)log(1/T) + O(1). (5.12)

1/d is concave, for T sufficiently small the point 7¢ — I; 7(u,r) cannot lie

Because z — =
on the convex minorant of x — Iy 7(u,2'/4). The fact that, for such T, G,,(T) is SB now

follows from Theorem [2.11 O

Proof of Proposition If u =0, then

1/2
ILT(O?:CI/Q) — z'?log Ty (1 —zY?)log ———.
Po1,T 1 —po1,r

1—az'/?

(5.13)
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Calling F'(x) all terms that do not depend on 7', we compute
L7(0,2'%) = =22 log porr — (1 — 2/?) log(1 — por,r) + F(z),
a[LT(O,:Bl/Z)

o — —%x’lﬁ log po1.1 + %x*ﬂ log(1 — po1,7) + F'(), (5.14)
021, (0, 21/2 _ _
73(:,;2) = 12 logporr — go = log(1 — porr) + F'(x).

The last line is an increasing function of pgi 7, which itself is an increasing function
of T (recall (I.10)). Thus, r¢ — I; 7(0,7) lies on the convex minorant of z — I 7(0, z1/%),
then the same is true for all 77 > T. Theorem now yields the desired result, i.e., when
Gn(T) is SB also G,,(T") is SB. The same argument applies when v = 1, but in this case
p11,7 is a decreasing function of 7T'. O

5.2. Application 2.

Proof of Theorem Recall that H is the set of all paths in % x [0, 7] that start at @
and end at 7. Since H is not compact, we first demonstrate that we can restrict our search
for elements of H* to a compact set. To do this, we note that, by Lemma , for any u,r
in the equivalence classes u, 7,

I(h:—»'r') = ILT(uu 7’) < ma‘X{Il,T(Ov 1)7 Il,T(L O)}

1 1 5.15
= max {log ,log } =: K < oo0. ( )
Do1,T 1—pnr

Thus, no paths with rate strictly greater than K can be an element of H*. Let
A~ {ﬁ e W % [0,T]: I(h) < K, ho = @, 6.(h(T),7) < 77} . (5.16)
The fact that FLgK) is compact follows from a similar line of reasoning as the one used in the
proof of Lemma u Since H* < I:IéK) , fIO(K) is compact, and I is lower semi-continuous, I

(K)

must attain its minimum on fIO . Thus, H* is non-empty. By the lower semi-continuity of
I, H* is also closed (and hence compact).
Fix € > 0 and let

HZ. = {heH): §7(h, H*) > ¢e}. (5.17)
Then, for the same reasons as above, H,%E is compact for all n,e = 0. Define
I := inf I(h),  I:= inf I(h), (5.18)
heH heHg

By Theorem [1.4] we have

1 o _ -
lim lim sup — log P (6% (f,,, H* >e‘ e HUO
710 n—>oop (3) & ( Y ) I n ) 510

<lim | inf I(h)— inf I(h)| =1 —Is.
M0 | he (K heHZ .
The proof is complete once we are able show that Iy < Is. Now, clearly, I} < Ir. If I} = I,

then the compactness of f[is implies that there exists a h € Iflis satisfying I(h) = Is.

However, this means that h € H* and hence I:I(i n H* # @, which is a contradiction. [
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Proof of Lemma We first demonstrate that f* . € [0,1] x [0,T] is in the set of

u—r

minimisers of I. By the contraction principle, it is enough to show that I(f_,,.) = I 7(u, ).

Applying Theorem [I.3] and the contraction principle, we have

Liyr(u,r) = min [Tg(u,8) = or—i(s,7)] = Doe(u, £ (8) + Lur—i(fin (8), 7). (5.20)

s€[0,1]
Consequently,

k

I r(u,r) = sup sup Z Loty (Fay (i), fump (8) = I(f3s,). (5.21)
keN O=to<ty--<tp=T ;3

We next prove that f , is the unique minimiser of I(f) conditional on f(0) = w and

f(T) = r. Because I(f;_,,) = I r(u,r), it suffices to establish that, for any u,r € [0, 1],

u—r

t<T and s # fi (1),

Lit(u,s) + Iy p—e(s,r) > I p(u, 7). (5.22)
To establish ((5.22]), note that from the definition of f;* , (¢) and the fact that both z —

I y(u,z) and « — I 7—4(x,r) are continuously differentiable we get

8[17t(u,:v) _ 8[1,T,t(:r,r)
ox ox

(5.23)

x=f;fg,r(t) I:f:f—vr(t) .

Combine this with the fact that, for any = € [0, 1], v — I} 7(u, z) is convex and r — I} 7(z,7)
is strictly convex (see Lemma , to get

ol 1 (u, x
1a(0,8) 4 T me(,1) > T, Fia(0) + (s — fi (1) 20%2)
x xzft’f—»f‘(t)
ol r—i(z,r
(0, + (5= fi, (1) DB
x x:f;k—w(t)
= ILt(U, f:*)’l’(t)) + I];,T*t(f’:jﬂ/)"(t)7 T) = Il,T(uu T)a
(5.24)
from which we conclude that indeed f;¥_,, is the unique minimiser of I(f). O
The next lemma, whose proof is standard and is omitted, can be used to compute f; .
(see [20] for a related method). Let 7¢(u,r) = v be the unique solution of
v v
0=r—y— Pt ) N (5.25)
1 —piige +eprig 1 —po1, + €“pore
which amounts to solving a quadratic equation (recall (5.10])).
Lemma 5.2. f*_ (t) = s is the unique solution of
emt(ws) (1 —por,r—t + eTT_t(s’r)poLTft) =1—-pur+ eT(S’T)pn,Tft. (5.26)

Proof of Lemma Let

(.Y (z,y,t) = W (5.27)
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We have

T
J dtf dxdyﬁ(h;‘;HT(x,y,t), (thT)'(x,y,t))
0 [0,1]2
. (5.28)

- J[O " dz dyjO dt E(hzﬁr(az, y,t), (hi_,) (z,y, t)) =L r(u,r),

where we apply Lemma to obtain the last equality. By the contraction principle, A} _,, is
in the set of minimisers of I(h) subject to the conditions hg = w and hy = r. To show that
hY_,, is the unique minimiser, note that if hg = u, hy = r and h # h}_,., then, by (2.14))

and Lemma there exist €, 8 > 0 such that
Leb {(z,y) € [0,1]%: I(h(z,v)) = Li7(u(z,y), r(z,9)) + €} > B. (5.29)
Consequently, I(h) = I(h}_,,) + ¢, which implies that indeed A} _,, is unique. O

Proof of Theorem Suppose that w € #D and r € # ) for some I,.J € N. Let
0=ay <a < - <ar=1and 0 = by < by < --- < by = 1 be their block end
points, and A; := (a;—1,a;] and B; := (b;—1, b;] their block intervals. Recall the function
a: M — [0,1]7*7 defined in and the (compact) set V defined in (2.20). For any
0,6 € M with a(o) = a(¢) we have I 7(u,7?) = I 7(u, %), which implies

inf I 4(u,r?) = min Iy 7(u,r), (5.30)
oeM veV

where 0, is any element of .# with a(o,) = v € V. Because v — I} 7(u, %) is continuous
and V is compact, the set of minimisers V* < V of is also compact. Suppose that
h € H*. Then, by Lemma and the compactness of V*, there exist v* € V* and a
sequence (h[i])ieN of representatives of h such that

lim I(Ay = I p(u,ro*),  lim a(ol) = v, (5.31)

1—00 1—00

[i]

where ol is any element of .# with hy' = rotd,

Suppose that i ¢ F*. Due to the compactness of V, also F* is compact. Thus, there
exist € > 0 and t € (0,7) such that

o (iLt,iLzﬁrov* (-, .7t)) > e (5.32)
By (5.31)),
}E& 530(}1:([;]%,1;]7}@2%%*) — 0, (5.33)

which implies that, for any 0 < ¢’ < ¢, there exist * such that if 7+ > i* then
5 (ﬁt, (s .,t)> > ¢, (5.34)
0 T

Now, using the fact that the cut distance is bounded above by the L' distance, for i > i*
we obtain

Leb {(x, y) € [0,1]%:

h?] (z,y) — f:gi] (z,y)—h (2,y) (t)‘ > 5/} > ¢ (5.35)
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Let u;; and 74y, denote the values of the block constants (i.e., if (z,y) € A; x A;, then
u(x,y) = wuij, and likewise for ry,y,). Let
FlE) = et s [IU (Wigs [y oo (O + B) + Tur—t (3 or,, (8) + B, 70m)
- I1,T(Uij77‘em)] > 0,
(5.36)

where the last inequality follows from Lemma [2.5] By the contraction principle, we know
that

O 3 o)+ 1) s
Now suppose i > i* and evaluate the integral
J[o 72 dz dy [ILt (u(z,y), h,Ei] (z,y)) + Il,T—t(hP] (x,y), hg] (, y))] (5.38)

by distinguishing two sets: the (x,y) identified in ((5.35)) and the rest. By (5.35)), the first
set has Lebesgue measure at least €/, and by ([5.36) the integrand has value at least

It (u(m,y), hgé] (:C,y)) + re(€), (5.39)
while for the second set, the integrand has value at least
Il,T(u(xay)ah’gé](x’y))' (540)

Combining the above observations, we find that the integral in ([5.38)) satisfies the lower

bound

T (u, ) o+ T (B REY) = 1 (u, 7o) 4 g (). (5.41)
This is in contradiction with . Thus, we have established . A similar argument
yields . O

Proof of Proposition First, note that if a < b and ¢ < d, then
ILT(a, C) + Il’T(b, d) < ILT(a, d) + Il,T(b, C). (5.42)

Combining and with the observation that I 7(u%,r?) = Il,T(u,r‘z’OUfl), we
see that 79°% " is the unique representative of 7 that minimises I1 7(u,-). Equivalently, if
we #' D and re #) for some I,.J € N, then v* = a(¢ o o~ 1) is the unique element of V
that minimises v — I 7(u,77?), and the claim follows directly from Theorem . If not,
then the same follows after we consider a sequence of block approximations. U

Proof of Proposition Suppose that u, r, o are given by (2.30)), (2.31) and (2.32)). Let
v1 = a(id) and v2 = a(0), where id € . is the identity, i.e., r = r*¢. By Theorem the
claim has been proven once we we have shown that: (i) v1 and vs are the unique minimisers
# h*

*
u—r°v1. T u—rov2 T"

of v — Iy 7(u,r?) (recall that o, is any o € # with a(c) = v); (ii) h

(i) Let a =c=0,b=d =¢ and uj; = ugz = r1; = ro3 = 1. Suppose € > 0 is small but
fixed and T' << ¢. Following the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition we find
that, for T | 0,

Lr(a, o) = | —V|log(1/T) + O(1), o, b €0,1]. (5.43)
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For o/, € [0,1], we then have
Lr(d,a') ~ L p',0), L r(0,e) ~ I17(g,0),

(5.44)
Lir(e,1) ~ I p(1,e), I r(0,1) ~ I 7(1,0),
and
Lip(d,d) << L 7(0,e) << L1 7(e,1) < I 7(0,1). (5.45)
Observe that
Lir(u,ro1) = I p(u,r°%2) = 511 7(0,€) + 55 11,7(e,0) + o(1), (5.46)

where here we apply limp_,¢ I1,7(a’, a’) = 0 which reflects the fact that edges are increasingly
unlikely to change (i.e., go from active to inactive or vice-versa) between times 0 and 7" as
T — 0. Note that above expression for I r(u,r?*1) and I; 7(u,r7%2) contains none of the
much larger terms I; 7 (¢, 1), I17(1,¢), I17(0,1), I;7(1,0) listed in (5.45)). Further note
that v; and vy are the only elements of V' whose corresponding rate function does not incur
any of these much larger terms. Below we use this fact to establish (7). In particular, we
first show that if v is a minimiser of v — I 7(u,r?), then it must be close to either v, or
vy. Afterwards we show that if v is close to v; (v2), then by moving still closer to v; (v2)
we strictly decrease the rate.

Recall that V* denotes the set of v € V' that minimise v — I; 7(u,r??). Suppose that
veV* Let z; = £ — ;. Observing that vis + vig = 21, V23 + V32 = % and vo3 + v33 = %,

5
we obtain

ILT(uv TU”) > J dwdyIle(u(:c,y),r"”(az,y)) = 2%[1,71(175)7 (547)
A2><A3UA3><A2

which, by (5.43), (5.46) and the fact that v € V*  implies that if ¢ < 1/5 then for T

sufficiently small,
4e

<——— K< 5.48

ASE1_o S° (5.48)

Now suppose that v11 < € and v9y > v3s. Let 2o = % — v93. Observing that vsg > % — €, we
have

It (u, r””) > j dx dy IlvT(u(a:,y),r"”(x, y)) > 2z2(% — %E)ILT(l,é“), (5.49)

AQXA3UA3 XAQ
which, by the same reasoning as above, implies that if € < 1/40 then for T sufficiently small
4
2 < £ <e. (5.50)

51— 5¢)(1—¢)

Similarly, if v1; < € and v92 > v32 and z3 = % — v33, then when e < 1/40 for T sufficiently

small z3 < e. Thus, we have shown that if v € V*, v99 > v32 and € < 1/40, then
v —vileo <€ (5.51)

for T sufficiently small. The same arguments can be used to show that if v € V*, voe < w30,
and € < 1/40, then ||[v — vl < € for T sufficiently small. It can also be easily shown that
if v22 = w32, then v cannot be a minimiser of v — I 7(u,r??). Thus, we have shown that v
must be close to either v or vs.
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Next suppose that |[v — v1]|ee < . We show that by moving still closer to v, we

strictly decrease the value of the associated rate. To that end, first suppose that vy; < %
1
5
v11 + V21 + U3 = %, either vo; > 0 or v3; > 0. Suppose, for instance, that vis > 0 and

Then, because v11 + vio + vi3 = either vio > 0 or v13 > 0. In addition, because

v31 > 0, and let n < min{vi2,v31}. Define v’ as
vy = v+, U3y = U32 + 1), Vg = V12 — 1), v3y = v31 — 1), (5.52)

and vl’j = v;; otherwise. Let

D(v,v' x,y) := Il’T(u(:v,y),TU” (w,y)) — Il’T(u(Ly),T”v’ (m,y)) (5.53)

From elementary considerations, we obtain

L2 dady D(v, o', z,y) = 21BWT) 4 Oy 4+ nelog(1/T)),
1

f dedy D(v, v, z,y) = 228UD) | O 4 e log(1/T)),
A1><A2UA2><A1

j dzdy D(v, ', 2,y) = Oy + ne log(1/T)),
Ay ><A3UA3 x Aq

(5.54)
f dz dy D(v,0',z,y) = —HEUD 4 O + yelog(1/T)),
A3

f dzdy D(v, ', 2,y) = Oy + ne log(1/T)),
Ao x A3UA3xAg

J dz dy D(v,v',z,y) = 0.
A3

Consequently, it is possible to choose € and 7" sufficiently small to ensure that Iy 7(u,77%") <
I 7(u,r??). Moreover, it is possible to select € and T' such that this inequality holds for
any v € V such that ||[v — vi]|e < €, v11 < 1/5, v12 > 0, and v3; > 0. Following the same
arguments, we see that the same is true when vy < 1/5, v12 > 0, vo1 > 0, n < min{vig, v21 }
and v’ is defined as

/ !/ / /
v =vn+n, U =vp N, U =21, Uy = U2 — 1) (5.55)
or when v1; < 1/5, v13 > 0, v31 > 0, n < min{vy3,v31} and v’ is defined as
/ _ / _ ! _ / _ 5 56
v = v11 + 1, Uzz = U33 + 1), Vi3 = V13 — 1, V31 = V31 — 1 (5.56)
or when v11 < 1/5, v13 > 0, va; > 0, n < min{v13, vo1}, and v’ is defined as
!/ !/ ! ! 5 57
v = V11 + 1), Ugz = V23 + 1), Vig = v13 — 1), V31 = V31 — 1. (5.57)

Note that for each of these cases, after replacing v by v’ we decrease z; = % — v11 and
strictly decrease the associated rate. We can hence conclude that if ¢ and T" are sufficiently
small, [[v — v1|[ex < € and v € V*, then vy = £. Using similar arguments, we can verify
that if ||v — vi]|ee < &, v11 = % and vgy < %, then Iy 7(u,r?%2) < I 7(u, %) for ¢ and T'
sufficiently small. Thus, if v € V* and ||v — v1]|n < €, then v = v; when ¢ and T are

sufficiently small. Repeating these arguments when ||v — va||n < €, we have established (i).
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11 e proot focusses on the diagona OCKS . € nave
(i) The proof f he diagonal blocks A2, A2, A2. We h

[ Fr.0), (,y) € A3,
T (@,958) = § £ (8), (,y) € A3, (5.58)
(), (z,y) € A3,
and
f1ﬁ1(t)’ (z,y) € A%,
Ry pou (2,95 8) = 4 f,0(1), (z,y) € A3, (5.59)
2 o(), (z,y) € Ag'

Observe that, for almost all values of ¢t € (0,T"), fi_o(t) is different from fj* (%), fi..(t),
and f* (t). Fix one such value of ¢, and let

€ i= min {| £ 0(6) = Fia ()] 1f0(t) = e, 1i0(®) = 20} > 0. (5.60)

For ¢ € A andi = 1,2,3, let Lf = {¢(x) € Ay: z € A;}. Since u,r € #3) and Leb(A4y) = 2
for any ¢ € .# there exists an i such that Leb(L?) > % Consequently,

Ao (Wm0 8)s (B o (-, 1)?)

. (5.60)
> J dx dy I:hug)ravl (z,y,t) — (R} ou, )¢($,y,t)] > C* (%) )
LYxL?
Since this bound is uniform in ¢, we have 6D(]F:L:4)To'vl (1), hZHTUUQ (,+,t)) > 0. O
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