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Abstract

We consider a generic system composed of a fixed number of particles distributed
over a finite number of energy levels. We make only general assumptions about
system’s properties and the entropy. System’s constraints other than fixed number
of particles can be included by appropriate reduction of system’s state space. For
the entropy we consider three generic cases. It can have a maximum in the interior
of system’s state space or on the boundary. On the boundary we can have another
two cases. There the entropy can increase linearly with increase of the number of
particles and in the another case grows slower than linearly. The main results are
approximations of system’s sum of states using Laplace’s method. Estimates of the
error terms are also included. As an application, we prove the law of large numbers
which yields the most probable state of the system. This state is the one with the
maximal entropy. We also find limiting laws for the fluctuations. These laws are
different for the considered cases of the entropy. They can be mixtures of Normal,
Exponential and Discrete distributions. Explicit rates of convergence are provided
for all the theorems.
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1 Introduction

We consider a system which is composed of N particles distributed over m-+1 energy
levels. The energies of the levels are given by the vector ¢ = (£1,€9,...,6m,Emy1). A
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single system’s state is represented by the vector of the occupation numbers of the levels,
denoted by (N7, Na, ..., Ny, Npy1). Since the number of particles in the system is fixed,

the occupation numbers satisfy
m+1

N=> N. (1)
i=1
For each accessible state, let us introduce vectors of weights of the first m occupation
numbers, that is, * = (x1,...,2,) = (%,,%) Due to constraint (), the last
occupation number, i.e. N1, is determined by the first m numbers. So, the vector x
together with the number of particles N uniquely determines a single state represented
by the vector (N1, ..., Npi1).
Now, let us define a set D C R™ composed of vectors x € R™ such that the following
constraints are valid

1+ + ...tz <1,
x; >0, fori=1,...,m,

and also define a set Ly := {¥,N € N"} for N > Ny, Ny € Z,. We assume that
0 € N™. Then, the state space of the system is represented by the set DN Ly.

Initially, we assumed the system is constrained only by the number of particles. Con-
straints on the other properties of the system can also be included. Additional constraints
can reduce the set DN Ly even further to a set AN Ly, where A C D. So, let AN Ly
be the set of states of the system which are accessible under given generic constraints.

An example of additional constraint is bounded maximal average energy per particle,
ie. B> Zf:{l g;N;/N. When such exemplary system has a large number of particles,
majority of its states are in the range (NE — A, NE), for some small A > 0. Therefore,
such system could be considered as a microcanonical ensemble, i.e., a fixed number of
particles and total energy.

Let us consider system’s entropy S defined on the set A. We assume the function S
is sufficiently regular, has a unique maximum and can be represented as a product of two
functions, that is

S(x,fV):: h(ﬁJ)f(x,fV), (2)

where f, h are sufficiently regular, and h is also an increasing function.

Particular cases of the considered generic system might include features such as en-
ergy level degeneracy and indistinguishability of the particles. Such features might be
reflected in the specific form of the functions f and h, as shows the example in the end
of introduction.

The main results of this paper are approximations of the sum of states ¥(/N) defined
by

S(N) = Y gla)eh ™M@, (3)

ANLy

where the function g is sufficiently regular.

First, we develop a result for two energy levels, i.e. m = 1, with the maximum of the
entropy on the boundary of the domain of summation. The methodology of the proof is
based on the analogous result for Laplace’s integral in [7]. Although, this univariate case
is rather insignificant in the physics context, we need a specific estimates for the further
development.

Our main concern is with a finite number of energy levels. We prove the results for



two cases of the function f in ([B]). The function f(-, N) can have a unique maximum in
the interior of A or a unique non-critical maximum on the boundary {z : z; = 0}. For
the integral instead of the sum, analogous results are proved in [7] and in a simplified
form also in [5]. Here we use the same methodology as in [7], and also include an explicit
remainder estimate.

An alternative way of approximating the sum of states for a similar class of systems
is developed in [10].

Then we consider a discrete random vector X (N) := (X3, Xo, ..., X;), where X(N) €
AN Ly. We use the fundamental postulate of statistical mechanics that system’s mi-
crostates are equally probable, see e.g. [8] and [9], and define the pmf of X (V) to be

S(z,N)

e
PIX(N) =) = =

(4)

where the entropy S(x, N) is given by (2.

As an application, we use the approximations of (V) to explicitely calculate the
limit of X (V) as N — oo. For that, we prove the law of large numbers, which can be
interpreted as finding the most probable state of the system with a very large number of
particles. This state is the point of maximum of the entropy (2]). Our next results yields
the distributions of the fluctuations from the most probable state. They are different for
two cases of the entropy maximum. When the maximum is in the interior of the domain,
the fluctuations have Normal distribution. When the maximum is on the boundary, there
can be further two cases depending on the function A(N) in (2). If A(N) = N, then the
fluctuations distribution is Exponential in the direction orthogonal to the boundary of
the state space and Normal in other directions. When limy_, % = 0, the fluctuations
distribution is Discrete in direction orthogonal to the boundary and Normal in other
directions. Explicit rate of convergence is provided for all the limit theorems.

Analogous limit theorems for the integrals instead of the sums are proved in [7]. For
the integral with Gaussian measure, law of large numbers and central limit theorem are
proved in [1], [2] and [3]. Another application of Laplace’s method to prove the limit
theorems is presented in [4].

The results presented in this paper are applied in proofs of limit theorems in [6]. There
the considered system is more specific. It consist of particles that are non-interacting and
indistinguishable with the average energy per particle smaller or equal to some prescribed
value. Furthermore, that system has degenerate energy levels, and the number of degen-
eracy GG depends on the number of particles, that is, G = G(NN). Moreover, three cases of
the degeneracy function G are considered. The functions f, h and the point of maximum
of the entropy were derived from the system’s properties and are different for each case

of G(N)

1) limy e 92 = oo,
h(N) = N,
= zl )
o) =3 aiin
'Ti - 6)‘Ei+V’ 17 , M,



2) GWN) _ + B(N), where a > 0,limpy_,o, B(N) =0,

) —

h(N) =N,

fla) = Z ((372 + gior) In(7; + gia) — x; lnxi)u

i=1
* g .

T = ey L= b

3) limy o C =0,
h(N) = G(N),

@)= g,
i=1

! )\Ei—l—V’

1=1,...,m,

where A\, v are some constants obtained from the systems constraints. Then with use
of the theorems developed in this work author proves that for the large enough system
the points of maximum given above are the most probable states. Those states are well
known Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics, Bose-Einstein statistics and Zipf-Mandelbrot Law,
respectively. The fluctuations are also provided.

2 Approximation with Laplace’s Method

First, let us make several technical assumptions about the sum of states (B and the
functions f,h and g. We consider a closed ball B. C A with the center at the origin,
radius € > 0 and volume |B.|. Then we specify the function f : A x Z, — R. The
derivatives of f(-, N) up to third order exists on B. and are uniformly bounded. For all
N > Ny, where Ny € Z, the function f(-, N) have a unique maximum at z*(N) € B,
such that

A= dnt @ (N)N) - S N)) >0 (5)
We choose the origin of our coordinate system to be the point z* = limy_,, z*(V). Fur-
ther, we specify that the function h : R, — R is positive, increasing and limy_, w =0
or h(N) = N. We also specify the function g : A — R. Assume g is differentiable in B,
and define constant

G :=suplg(z)| < oo, G :=sup ||Dg(z)| < o, (6)
z€EA z€B:
1
c>0,C> Z —meh(NO)f(x’N), for all N > N, (7)
ANL N

where ||.|| is a max norm and D is a differential operator, that is, D := (8%1, 8%2, e m).
m

Let us assume that the sum (B]) is finite and specify the two cases of its function f



(a) f(-, N) has a nondegenerate maximum in the interior of B. and introduce constant

(b) f(-,N) has a unique maximum on the boundary {z : x;

"2) ._ . 2 —1-2
PO it D@, N) >0 (8)
(2) . _ : 2
= xeBi%ZNO V| det D2f(z, N)| > 0, (9)
FOi=  sup | D*f(x,N)| < ox, (10)
z€B:,N>Ny
FO = sup | D*f(x,N)| < ox, (11)
x€B:,N>Nog
= 0} and %ﬂf)ﬂ) < 0.

We also introduce constant

where y = (o, ..

N
F'M=  inf M’ >0, (12)
z€B.,N>Ny or,
© . ) o
PO = ot 10 N)H > 0 13
n2) . _ . ;
Fdet = J:EBi,rJl\gZNo |det l)yf(x7 N)‘ > 0, (14)
F® .= sup |ID*f(z,N)| < o0, (15)
r€B:,N>Ny
F® = sup [|D*f(z,N)| < oo, (16)
:BEBE7N2NO

., Zm) and D, is a differential operator in that coordinates.

Furthermore, we assume that on every section B.(x1) = {y : (x1,y) € B}, z1 € [0,¢)
we have a unique nondegenerate maximum of f.

Remark 1. The situation when the boundary of the domain is {x : x1 = a} with a € Q
can be reduced to the case of the boundary {x : x1 = 0}, if we only consider N such that
Na € Z. This is because for those values, the structure of lattice Ly is preserved after
appropriate shift of the coordinate system.

2.1 One Dimensional Entropy

For the case (b) of the function f and A = [0, 00) we define a set

where the parameter § €

1
= < —
Un {x r < h<N)15,x€A},

(0,1). Additionally, let us define N; := max { Ufl (z—:ﬁﬂ , NO}.

For all N > Ny, the set Uy C B. and we have the following results

Proposition 1. For the
imation holds

case (b) of the function f and A = [0,00), the following approz-

1

Z NI ON)e _ 1

UnNLyN

—exp (M0, ) (1+ wom(V)exp (=170, MR(N)) ),

where wyp(N) = O(1) as N — oo and

lwrs(N)| <

N 1—exp (%f’(O,N)) h(

"), 10, )

e )

h(N) |£(0, N N

bt



Theorem 1. For the case (b) of the function f and A = [0,00), the following approxi-
mation holds

1 wp(N)
g(x)eh(N)f(:B,N) — eh(N)f(O,N) g(O) + T A1 _9s |
&, L—exp (5470, ) MNY

where § € (0,1), wp(N) = O(1) as N — oo and

lwp(N)| < (G%(Q) + G(l)h(N)‘;) exp (%) (1 + wyp(N)exp (- F’(l)h(N)‘;))—i—

wop(N)Gh(N)'"® exp ( — F'OR(N)?) + Gh(N)' (1 — exp <w f(0, N))) X

(exp (= F'OR(N))(Ne + 1) + NCexp (— h(N)A — h(No)(£(0, N) — A))).

where wy g s defined in Proposition [l

Proof of Proposition[. Let xz = % 1=0,..., Iy, with Iy = Lh(NiA)[HSJ Then we have

In
) N
2 : NN f(0,N)z E exp (% /(O,N)’i),

UnNLy i=0

which is equal
o0 h(N) h(N
Z NS (0N ZeXp ( (N O,N)i) - Z exp (%f/(o,]\f)i) =
UnNLy 1=0 ‘
1
S e < 0 N)i),

1_eXp( f/ >IN

by the formula for the summation of the geometric series. Then, we estimate the last
term by the simple approximation of the sum with an integral

> exp (@ f’(O,N)z’) < /1 :O exp (@ 7'(0, N)y) dy <

i>In

s = (e mi(en - 57) ) -

N h(N), . ) : 5
exp | ——=|f(0,N)| )exp (—|f(0,N)|h(N)°),
T o (M) exp (- 10 MIVY)
where Iy > h(TNl_é — 1 and the expression in the exponent is negative due to (I2)). Hence
we get the resuft of the Proposition. O

Proof of Theorem[dl. Let us introduce Sg(N), Xp(/N) and using the Taylor’s Theorem



decompose X(N)

1
B( ) ( ) l—exp (%f’(O,N))
Yp(N) = 9(0)€h(N)f(O’N) Z exp (h(N) (0, N):c),
UnNLy
Y(N) = X1 (N) + Z12(N) + E2(N) + Z3(N) == g(0) Z PN f(@.N) |
UnNLy
Z g/(x€<N))x€h(N)f(a:,N) + Z g<x)eh(N)f(a:,N) + Z g(.ﬁl})eh(N)f(x’N).
UnNLyN (BE\UN)OLN (A\BE)QLN

Here and everywhere in the proofs xy denotes a point between z and the point of the
expansion. It might be different in a different instances. Now, we put together the above
expressions

[B(N) = Sp(N)| < [X11(N) =Zp(N)[+[Xp(N) = Sp(N)|+ |[E12(N)[ + [X2(N)| +[33(N)].

For [¥11 (V) — ()| we use the second order Taylor’s Theorem to obtain

S (N) = Sp(N) < [g(0)] Y exp (A(N)f(0, N) + h(N) (0, N)z) x

UnNLy

exp (%h(N)f”(xg(N),N)x?) — 1’. (17)

The second term in the Taylor’s Theorem can be bounded, that is | f”(z, N)z?| < F® 22,
where F® is defined by (I5). Next, using result (I7) with the inequality |e* — 1| < |t]e!!
and the fact that for any z € Uy, x < h(N)~!*? yields

1211 (N) — Bp(N)| < %GF(z)eh(N)f(O’N)h(N)1“5 > exp (R(N)f(0,N)z) x

UnNLy
1
exp <§F(2)h(N)1+25>, (18)

where G is defined by (). We need the last term in the inequality (I8]) to be bounded as
N — oo, hence we set § € (O, %) Then, with use of Proposition [I] we obtain the estimate

F2
2h<N)1—26

(1 +wrs(N)exp (—|f(a, N)\h(N)5>.

1
|¥11(N) = 5(N)| < 5GF<2> exp <
1
1 —exp (%f’((), N))

) eh(N)f(O,N)h(N>fl+25 %

Next expression to approximate, |X5(N)—Sg(N)|, can be directly obtained from Propo-
sition [I]

1
1 —exp ("F2(0. V)

N

1Z5(N)—S5(N)| < wyp(N)|g(0)]"NFON)

exp (=[f'(0, N)|A(N)°).

Now, let us consider the sum 35(N). Here again, we apply the second order Taylor’s
Theorem and since g has a bounded derivative in Uy we obtain

|212<N)‘ < G(l)eh(N)f(O,N)h<N)fl+5 Z eh(N)f’(O,N):v exp (lh(N)F@)xQ) ’

2
UnNLy
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where G is defined by (G). Further, applying Proposition[and using that z < h(N)~'*+?
we obtain

F@
2h<N)1—25

1
RIN)FON) 1, ( N~ 146
e X
) W) 1 —exp (M2 £1(0, N))

[X12(N)| < e exp (

(1 won(N)exp (= 170, N)A(NY)).
For |25(N)| we apply the first order Taylor’s Theorem which yields
flx,N) < f(2*(N),N) - F'Wa,
where F' is defined by (IZ). Then we substitute it into |¥5(N)| and get

[Sa(N)] < WFON N T g ()] exp (= h(N)F' V).

(BE\UN)QLN

Since in the set B.\Uy function g is bounded by G and = > W’ hence

|52(N)| < Ge"NTON) exp (— F'OR(N)°%) Z 1.

B:NLy

The number of elements in the set is bounded by €N + 1. Therefore
55(N)| < Ge"™MITON) oxp (— H(N)PF'D)(eN + 1).
In case of |33(N)| we have the following upper bound

[Sa(N)| < HMTON N7 g(a)] exp (A(No)(f (2, N) = (0. N)) = (h(N) = h(No))A) <

(A\B:)NLy

exp ((h(N) = h(No))(F(0,N) = A)) - g(a)|e" M) <

(A\B:)NLn

GC"MION) N expy (= h(N)A — h(No)(£(0, N) — A)),

where the last inequality is due to assumption (7).
Then, we combine the above approximations

1
1 —exp (%f’(O,N))

IS(V) — Sp(I)] < POIFON) () 1425 (GF<2>

7+ G<1>h(N)—6) X

(2)
o ( ﬁ ) (1+ won(N)exp (= FON) ) + wyp(N)GR(N)' @ exp (= FORN))+

Gh(N)125(exp (= F'ORh(N)®*)(eN + 1) + CNexp ( — h(N)A = h(No)(f(0, N) — A))) X

(1o ("r09))]



2.2  Multivariate Entropy with Maximum in the Interior

For the case (a) of the function f we define sets
Uy = da:|o— (V)] < —
vi=qrilz—a"(N)| € ——5— ¢,

1
—.,1€1,2,...
2N_ 2N7Z€ Y ) 7m}7

Vy = {;1: X € VN,y,y € UNﬂLN},

1
Vg = {37 YVi— = S <y +

where the parameter § € (O, %) Further, let us define N; := max { (hfl (5ﬁﬂ,N0}.
For all N > Ny, the set Uy C B. we have the following results

Proposition 2. For the case (a) of the function f, the following approximation holds

3 exp (ghm (x — (V)" D2f (" (N), N) (& — x*<N>>) -

UnNLy

m( 2T El 1 . h(N)1/2+(m+1)5
N (h(N)) <\/\detD2f(;1:*(]\7)7j\7)|Jr vr(N) N )’

where § € (0, 2(m_1+1))7 wyr(N) =0(1) as N — oo and

2% F® Vmh(N)Y/20\ " N 1
— |1 o — Zh(N 25F/(2)
< T(Z + 1)( + N ) ISR eXp( S 1) %

[2—%+1 . (mpf@)h(]v)lmé . mF’(2>h(N)) (( | V(N2 6) -

wur(N)

r(2) N 2N? N

(1 Ty )+Fiz> o (51007 ) s (i) ]

det

Theorem 2. For the case (a) of the function f, the following approzimation holds

Z g(.T)eh(N)f(m,N) — €h(N)f($*(N),N)Nm <2—7T)2X

(w gl (V) (V)

+ CUU](N)G

[det D2 (2*(N), N)] h(N)1/2=3

h<N>1/2+(m+1)6
N b

where & € (0, ?)(m—lﬂ)), wr(N) =0(1) as N — oo and

( 1 n (N) h(N)1/2+(m+1)6) (&) §
~ \V/|det D2f(z*(N), N)] ot N eXp Gh(IV)1/2-3

(G?g) + G<1>h(N)—25) +G ( h?;{[) ) vy (% exp ( _ %h(N)Q‘SF’(Q)) x

(+50) + Comp (= HNIA = B V) - A))) ,

wr(N)] <

m
2

N

where wy is defined in Proposition [2.



Proof of Proposition[2. Let us define I(N) and ¥'(NV)

m( 27 2 1 B
W) =¥ (h<N)) Vet D2f(z*(N),N)|

1
v [ exp (G0N~ 0 () D (N) N o = () )
1
S = B e (G0l -0 (N (N). N - () ).
UnNLyN
and decompose [ into four integrals with the indicator function

Nm/ (ﬂvw(x) + Lupva (2) = Lyoy (2) + Trmyoy (x)) X
1
exp (300 = 2"V D0 (), ) o = () )
Then decompose I;(N) into a smaller integrals and use the Taylor’s Theorem

Ii(N) =111 (N) + L12(N) :==
Z /V eXp( >(y_x*(N))TD2f(x*(N),N)(y—x*(N)))dx+me

yeUNNLN

T 1 _ T D2 (0% r— 2t
S [ e (GH0NE - () D2, N - (0))

yeUnNNLN

dz.

r=z9(y)

We combine above decompositions into
ISI(N) = I(N)| < [E'(N) = In(N)[ + [12(N)] + [12(N) = I3(N)] + [L(N)]

and approximate each term separately.
First, we consider the expression |X'(N) — I11(N)|. For the integral I;;(N), we have

TaN) =8 F e (G0 - 2 N D) Ny - (V) [ 10 =

yeUnNNLy Y

Y exp (%h(zv)(y — 2t (V)T D2 f (e (), N)(y — x*(N»),

yeUnNNLN

as the integral is equal to the volume of the hypercube Vy,, that is, N7™. Hence
|X'(N) — I11(N)| = 0.
Then we approximate |[;5(N)|. Since for any z € Vv, |z —y| < */_ , hence

FGSTES S A (19)

yeUnNNL N
/.

dx.

Dexp (%h(N)(x —z*(N))"'D*f(z*(N), N)(z — x*(N)))

» z=x9(y)

10



Next, we estimate the derivative in (I9)

<

’D exp (%h(N)(x —a*(N))'D*f(2*(N),N)(z — x*(N)))

r=z9(y)

DI e CRETAIE
exp GV aly) = 2 (V)D& (V). ) ) — 5° (V) ) =

BN mE D = o (V) exp GHV ) = 2"V D2 (09, W) aol) = () ),

where F? is defined by (). Since in the integration we included the points outside Uy
and within Vy, hence we have

) 1 Jm Vmh(N)/2
[z — 2" (N)| < h(N)1/2=3 - N h(N)1/2-0 (1_'_ N )

Using that and the fact that the volume of Vi, is N~ we obtain

N)L/2+6 N)L/2-6
1oV < mi2p @MV ( y YT )x

> e (1h<N><xe<y> — (V)T D (" (V). N) () — x*<N>>) <

yeUnNL N

h(N)1/2+5 \/mh(N)lﬁ—é

3/2 p(2)

m3/2F 5 1+ N o1
UnNLy

\)

(20)

where the last inequality is because D?f is negative definite in Uy C B., hence occurring
exponent can be bounded by 1. Now we estimate the size of the sum ZUNOLN 1. It
is clear that this sum is bounded by the number of the hypercubes Vi ,,y € Ly that
intersects Uy. The sphere of the radius A(N)~Y/2+° 4+ /mN~! and dimension m contains
all such hypercubes. Therefore, this sphere’s volume divided the volume of hypercube

VN y, that is
m/2

(= + ) ey

is an upper bound for the number of Vy, that intersects Uy. Putting that into the
estimate (20)) yields

m
2

e

N

For the approximation of |I;(N) — I3(NV)]| let us introduce a set

o {‘C T Sl 1S +m}_

<
<y TN

11



Since Uy contains the domains of the integration of I;(N) and I5(N) we have

L) = BV <37 [ e (ghw)(x — 2t (V)T D[ (), N — x*(N)))dx <

Un
1
Nm/~ exp (— ih(N)F’(Q)\:L’ — :L’*(N)|2) dr < (21)
Un
1 N)1/2-6 2
N™exp [ — —h(N)?XF'®|1 — Ymh(N) T / ldz,
2 N Un

where we used the fact that

(2 = " (N)TD? (2 (N), )& = 2° () < = D? (& (N), N[} = 2 (V) ? <
— Pz — 2 (V)P

with F") defined by (8). Next, we calculate the integral in (1)) by performing the change
of coordinates system to the spherical

/ e = :ﬂ; Kh(N)ll/?—é i ﬁ)m - <h<N>11/2—6 - ﬁ)m}

Hence, we obtain the following estimate for |Igo(N) — Ig3(V)]

m

™

) = BV € s ™ (W) * R(N exp (— Sh(V)H

K \/_h(N)l/2 5) (1_\/_h(N)1/2 5) }

Finally, we approximate the last integral I,(N)

V()20
N

1-—

),

m l _ T — ZL'* T N2 ZL'* T — ZL'*
[L4(N)| <N /Rm\UN exp (Q(h(N) h(No))( (N))" D7 f(z"(N), N)( (N))>x
exp (%h(l\fo)(:c — X (N)TD?f(2*(N), N)(x — x*(N))) dx <
exp ( _ (N)25F/ + ;h(N )25F(2)) %

1
2
e (% (No)(z — ()T D2 (2" (N), N) ( — :c*(N)))d:c <

3 1 1
N o —h N 26F1(2) —h N, 26F1(2)
o (h(NO)) exp (= GHOVPE 4+ SH )

where F ég) is given by ().

12



Then we combine all approximations

- 5 1/24(m+1)8
) - 1) < (o) T

2-% 2, 3 mh(N)/2-6 m-+1
2(1+¢_() ) n

N D(Z+1) N
2731 N 1 Vmh(N)20 2
— Zh(N 25F/(2) 1 —
T(Z) KN e (= 34 N "

( H\Fh(N)l/? ) _(1 fh(NW? ) >+

m

2 1 1
) exp < . §h<N)25F/(2) + §h<NO)25F/(2)) ’

1 N h(N)
F/(z) h(N)1/2+(m+1)6 h(No)

det

and for the error term to decrease as N — oo, we set § € (0 O

St Ty)-

Proof of Theorem[4. Let us introduce Ig(N), Xg(N) and using the Taylor’s Theorem
decompose X(N)

m
2

I6(N) = ng<x*<N>>eh<N’f““N)’N)( & ) V/Tdet D2f1(:c*(N> NI

/Rm exp %h(N)(:c — 2 (N)'D2f(2*(N), N)(x — x*(N)))d:c,

Sa(N) == g(a(N))eh I (D)

S exp (G = o (V) D (), N = 27 () ),

UnNLy
S(N) = £11(N) + S1a(N) + So(N) + S5(N) = g(a*(N)) Y eMMIey
UnNLy
Z Dg<x9(N))T(x _ x*<N>>€h(N)f(:v,N) + Z g<x>€h(N)f(x,N)+
Unnin (BAUMINLy
Z g(x)eh(N)f(l“,N).
(A\Be)NLn

We combine the above decompositions into
[E(N) = I6(N)| < [E11(N) = Ba(N)[ + [Xa(N) = I (N)| + [Z12(N)[ + [Z2(N)[ + [E5(N)].
For [¥11(N) — Xg(N)| we use the third order Taylor’s Theorem to obtain

Eu(N) = Za(N)| = [g(@"(N))[x
Zexp(( )f(z*(N), N) + h(N)(x—x*(N))TDQf(w*(N),N)(x—x*(N)))>< (22)

[ngp (D) (e = (1)) ~1],

due to Df(xz*(N), N)I'(z — 2*(N)) = 0, since x*(N) is critical point. The third term in
the Taylor’s Theorem can be bounded

D f(xg)a®| < | D*f(zo)ll|2f® < FOaf?,

13



where F'® is defined by (II)). Next, using the result (22)) with the inequality |e!—1| < |t|el
and the fact that for x € Uy, |z — 2*(N)| < h(N)~1/2+° yields

|211<N) . 20<N)‘ < %GF(B)eh(N)f(g;*(N),N)h<N)1/2+35 >
S exp (GHN = 2 ()R (N), M) = (V) ) exp (G PORN) 20,
UnNLy

with G defined by (@). In order to bound the last term in the above estimate, we set
)€ (0, %) Then with use of Proposition 2] we obtain the following estimate

m

1 FG) X 2T 2
S1(N) = Sa(N)| < ~GF® T ) I (NN ym B(N)-1/2+35
X1 (N) (V)| < 6 exp Gh(N)1/2 5 e h() (N) X
1 B(N)L/2+(m+1)é
( + wU[(N) ( ) )7
V| det D2 f(2*(N), N)| N
with § € (O, Q(m—lﬂ)) For the estimate to be valid for all m € Z, , we set 0 € (0, —3(ml+1)).

Next expression to approximate, |Xg(N) — Ig(N)|, can be directly obtained from
Proposition

S6() — I6(N)] < wpr(N)g(a™ (V)6 (03 ym (%) * (V)

h<N)1/2+(m+1)6
N

Now, let us consider the sum ¥5(/N). Here again, we apply the third order Taylor’s
Theorem and since in Uy the derivative of ¢ is bounded by GV, we obtain

* 1
[S1p(N)] < GOMNIG NN () =1/248 o <6h(N)F(3)|x - x*(N)P) x

S exp (%h(N)(:c — (V)T D2 (2 (N), N)(z — x*(N))),

UnNLy

where the constant GV is defined by (). Further, applying Proposition Pl and using that
|z — 2*(N)| < h(N)~Y?+9 in Uy we obtain

wl3

F®) 2m
(1) h(N)f(z* (N),N) nrm ~1/2+6
|X12(NV)| < GYWexp <6h(N)1/235)6 N (h(N)) h(N) X

1 h(N)1/2+(m+1)5
(\/|detD2f(x*(N),N)|+WUI(N) N )

For |X5(N)|, we apply the second order Taylor’s Theorem to f to get
1
and then estimate |35(N)|

N 1
BV £ HONENN ST ayexp (= GNFOLe - ()

(BE\UN)QLN

14



Since in the set B.\Ul, the function g is bounded by G and |z — 2*(N)| > <=5, hence

x 1
125(N)| < GehMI @ NN oy < 2 N)P '@ ) Z L. (23)

B:NLy

Now, we estimate the size of the sum », -, 1. It is clear that this sum is bounded
by the number of the hypercubes Vi ,, y € Ly that intersects B.. The sphere of the
radius € ++/mN~! and dimension m contains all such hypercubes. Therefore, this sphere
volume divided by the volume of Vy,, that is

7.l.m/2

e Jr1)(N»3+\/_)

is an upperbound for the number of Vi, that intersects B.. Adding that to the estimate

[23) yields

Gn™/? . 1 vm\™
SL(N)| < ——— NN (" (N),N) — Zh(N¥ 2 A
| 2( )| = F(% + 1) € exXp 2 ( ) €+ N

In case of |X3(V)| we have the following upper bound

I55(IV)] < hMI@ (NN
S Lot exp (Vo) (. N) — £ (V) V) = (h(N) - h(Np)) ) <

(A\B2)NLy

exp ((A(N) = h(No))(f(2*(N), N) = A)) > |g(x)e" NN <
(A\Be)NL N

GO hNIE NN N™ oxpy (— h(N)A = R(No)(f(z*(N), N) — A)),

where the last inequality is due to assumptions (6l) and (7).
Then we combine the above approximations

[S(N) = I6(N)| < h(N)~ /230 MM e ( h?;)) "

h(N)1/2+(m+1)5 F®)
+ CUU](N) N exp W X

[(w det D2f1<x*<N>,N>|
(G%(g) + GOR(N)2 ) + G(h?]”v))

(c+ %)+ Comp (= AN)A = )", ) - ) )

m
2

£ 1
h(N)1/2-38 T2 _ 2N @

_|_

m

b h(N)1/2+(m+1)6
N )

wur(N)g(z* (N))wy(N)ehM @ (N).N) ym (}j;))
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2.3 Multivariate Entropy with Maximum on the Boundary
Theorem 3. For the case (b) of the function f, the following approximation holds

m—1

: o \ T
h(N)f(x,N) _ _ Nf(z*(N),N) nym—1
> gla)e =e N (h<N)) 1~ exp (A AL AT

AﬂLNﬂ{:B::Blzo}

N ox1
g(z*(N)) (V) 1 N WQ(N) N)/2Hmt1)s )
0} 0

—_

<\/ det D2 f(z*(N), N)| I(N)1/255

valid for all N > N, with N, = max{(h_l(grllﬂ, [h™ (526 1. N
wi(N) =0(1), we(N) =0(1), we(N) =0(1) as N — oo and
w32<N) 1 1
W + CUBl(N) Fcll(e? h<N>1/2+5
GCUBQ(N)

( ’3m+1))

wi(N) = wi(N) + wr(N)

+ we(N),

w2<N) = wU[(N)G + wU[(N)

where wyy is defined in Proposition[d, w; in Theorem[d and wp1, wps, we are

lwp1 (V)] < (1 + wyp(N)exp (— F'(l)h(N)‘s)) exp (ﬂé) X

STE
2 m2GF®
<GZ G(”h(]\/')ﬂ; 4 %}KN)(;) + Gh<N)1725 exp ( . F/(l)h<N)5) 5¢
(wUB(N) +(Ne +1) (1 — exp <h(]ffv) 8f($;(;\1f)7 N))))
2 (2
lwp2(N)[ < <1+MUB(N)6XP(—F/(l)h(N)é)) exp( F )F2 )20

exp (= FORNY) wUB<N>+<Na+1>(1—exp<( S ’)))

1

lwe(N)| < N<h?;))_7h(]\7)l/235 <1 — exp <h(j<7\f) 8f(x*a(;\lf), N))> X
GCexp (— h(N)A — h(No)(f(z*(N), N) — A)),

where wyp inside wgy and wpo 18 defined in Proposition [1.

Remark 2. The situation when the boundary is an arbitrary hyperplane with rational
coefficients can be reduced to the case with boundary {x : x; = 0}. This is because
after appropriate rotation of the coordinate system, the structure of the lattice, which is
essential for the application of Theorem [3 is preserved. That is, all the points of the
domain are on the equally spaced hyperplanes parallel to the boundary {z : x; = 0}.

Proof. We decompose 3(N) into

B.NLNN{z:x1>0}

Z g(z)e" NI @N) gg

(AN{z:21>0}\B: )NL N

16



and approximate ¥o(N) as the sum Y3(/N) in the previous proof.
Since A\B. C A\Ux

S2(N)] < exp (W(N) — D)) (F @' (N, N) = A)) 3 |g(a)[rNo /@M dy <
(AN{z:21>0}\B: )NL N

N™MN)f (@™ (N).N) exp ( — h(N)A — h(No)(f(ff*(N)a N) - A))

Then we express X1 (N) as

SN)= ) Bi(z,N),

r1E€B:NLy,x1>0

where the sum is over the values of coordinate x; of the points in B, N Ly. Further, we
have

Si(xy, N) = ST glay,y)e M @eN)

BEOLN(xl),ljZO

where B. N Ly(z1) = {y : (x1,y) € B-N Ly}. Next, we apply Theorem 2 to ¥ (x, V)

5, (10, N) —eh M) 1NN - (;—;)T ( g(x1,y*(z1, N)) i
(V) \/| det D2 f (21, y*(z1, N), N))|

1 h(N)L/2+(m+1)8
wI(SL’hN) &) )

W—Fij(xl,N)G N

where y*(z1, N) = arg max,cp_(,,) f(21,y, N). As the summation is over the set B N
Ly (z1), the constants which occurs as a result of application of Theorem 2 can be replaced
by the appropriate constants for the larger set B., which are independent of xy, that is

(13, (I4), (I5) and (I6). Then, we apply Theorem [ to ¥;(N)

m—1
X B 2 2 1 g(x*(N))
£, (IV) =e N (V:N) ym=1 ( ) D < *
(V) 07 (N).N)
h(N) 1—exp ( ) w det D2 f(z*(N), N)|

N oy
wp1(N) wr(N) wr(N)wpz(N)
F’(Q)h(N)l—Qé h(N)1/2-3 h(N)%_&S

det
n wUI(N)Gh(N)1/2+(m+1)5 wU[(N)wBQ(N)G h(N)1/2+(m+1)5
N h(N)1-2 N ,

where (0,y*(0, N)) = z*(N). Since Theorem [l was applied on the curve y*(xy, N), the
constants in the estimate of wp (V) and wps(N) can also be replaced by the constants
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for the larger set B, i.e. (I2)), (I3) and (IT).

|lwp1 (V)| < (1 +wyp(N)exp (— F’<1>h(N)5)) exp (%) X

<GF( LG 1)h( ) N m2GF h(N)_‘S) +h(N)1_25Gexp ( _ F’(l)h(N)‘s)x

2 2F(2)
((,UUB(N) + (Ne+1) (1 — exp (h(]f]\f) 8f<x*8<xN)’ N)))>
was(N)| < (1 + wip(N) exp ( —F’(l)h(N)5)> eXp( F® )F J1-26

exp(—F’<1>h(N)5)<WUB(N)+(N5+1)<1—exp<( fx*a( ) ))>>

Then we combine the above result with the estimate of ¥5(/V) to obtain the final result.
O

3 Limit Theorems

For the function f in (3], let us additionally assume

f(x,N) = [f(z) + e(N)o(x), (24)

where o(z), f(x) are functions that possess the derivatives at x* up to second order and
the function ¢(N) > 0 for all N, and ¢(N) — 0 as N — oo. Furthermore, for the case
(a) of f(z, N) presented in the beginning of Section 2, we assume that the function f(z)
has a nondegenerate maximum at z*. In the case (b), we assume 1 ( < 0 and w.r.t.
coordinates (xq, ..., ;) function f(z) has a nondegenerate maximum at the point x* on
the boundary {x : x; = 0}. For both cases, equation (24]) implies

2 (N) = 2 + ¢(N)O(1), N — o (25)

Let us consider two cases of the pmf of X (N) given by ()

() (V)

(a) P(X(N)=1z) = S N for the case (a) of f, (26)
" s

(b) P(X(N) = z) ATOTONR for the case (b) of f. (27)

E.Aﬂ{m:m >0}NLy €

3.1 Weak Law of Large Numbers

Theorem 4 (Weak law of large numbers). As N — oo, the random vector X (N) con-
verges in distribution to the constant x* and the following estimate of the mgf holds

T O h(N 1/24(m+1)5
MX(N)(&) :66 v (1+$+0(1) ( ) N +O(1)€(N)), N—)OO,

where 6 € (0, m)
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Remark 3. For this and the following limit theorems the convergence error term can be
explicitly estimated with use of the results from the Section 2.

Proof. To prove the convergence of X (IV), it is sufficient to prove the convergence of its
moment generating function

> aor, €1 TN @N)

S aor. PN
meh(N)f(:v,N)

(CL)MX(N) (&) =

gT
ZAﬂ{x:xl >0}NLy €

ZAO{:B::BIZO}QLN €h(N)f(337N) )

(0) Mx () (€) =

where [¢| < h, for some h > 0. We approximate the denominator for the case (a) of f
with use of Theorem [2, and for the case (b) using Theorem

. 2 \ 2 1
a) N f(@,N) — h(N)f(x (N),N)Nm< ) %
AZL:N h(N)) /| det D2f(z*(N), N)|
O(l) h(N)1/2+(m+1)5
(1 + W +O(1) N ,

m—1

) Y N Z NS N et (}l?_;) o
An{z:z1>0}NLy ( )

X

1
(1 exp (h(N af(xag) N))> \/| det DZf(z*(N), N)|

O(l) h(N)1/2+(m+1)5

Then we do the same for the numerator

(@) D exp (72 + A(N)f(z, N)) = exp (€72"(N) +h(N) (" (N), N)) N <_h?17\rf_)) “x
ANLy
1 0(1) h(N)1/2+0m+1)3
V| detD?f(:L’*(]\f)7]\7)|(1Jr h(N)1/2-35 +0(1) N ),

(b) > exp(§Tr+ (N)f(z,N)) = exp ("7 (N) + h(N) f(z*(N), N)) x
An{z:21>0}NLy

mo1( 2T P ,
) (h(N)) (1= exp (MGRAEONY ) | fldet D2 (), N)| ’

Dividing the approximation of denominator by the approximation of numerator yields
for the both cases

1/24(m+1)5
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Next, we use the estimate (25) and the Taylor’s expansion for the exponent function to
obtain

o)
h(N)1/2-3

+0(1)

h<N>1/2+(m+1)6
)

Myn(©) = exp (€70°) (L «(N)E0() (14

which leads to the result of the theorem. O

3.2 Central Limit Theorem

Here, let us consider the function €(N) introduced in (24]) to be e(N) = 0(%) as

N — o0o. Then for the case (a) of f, we have the following result

Proposition 3. For the function f(z,N) := f(z, N) + \/ﬁfT(x* —x) with £ > 0, the

following approximations holds

T*(N) — 2*(N) = D*f(a*) 7! :(N) + }(l)(g\l[)) (28)
F@E(N),N) — f(z*(N),N) = mgﬁﬁ fla*) e+ hgv(;? 7t 0(122%)7 (29)
V| det D?f(z*(N), N)| _ 494 (30)
VI det D2F(@ (N), N)| h(N)

as N — oo, where *(N) is a mazimum of f.

Proof. The proof is analogical to the proof of Proposition 1 in [7]. The difference is
that here the function f is defined with a more general function h(N) instead of N. We
can replace N with h(N) everywhere in the results without a significant effect on the
proof. O

Now, having Proposition [3l we can prove the following limit theorems with the esti-
mates valid for a sufficiently large N and the parameter ¢ € (0, m)
Theorem 5 (Central limit theorem I). For X (N) with distribution (24), the random vec-
tor Z(N) = \/h(N)(z* — X(N)) converges weakly to N'(0, Df(z*)~1) and the following
estimate of the mgf holds

Maun(€) = exp (367D () ¢ )

O(l) h(N)1/2+(m+1)5
<1 h(N)1/2-3 (1 N

+O(1)e(N) h(N)).

Here, let us introduce notation &, = (&,...,&y), ¥ = (Xa(N),..., X, (N)) and
y = (x5, ... xk).
Theorem 6 (Central limit theorem II). For X (N) with distribution (27) and assuming

limpy 00 % =0, the random vector Z(N) = (h(N)(z} — X1(N)), /h(N)(y* = Y(N)))
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converges weakly to Exp| %x;)‘ for Zy(N) and to N'(0, D2 f (z*)7") for (Za(N), ..., Zn(N)).
Furthermore, the following estimate of the mgf holds

aJ(;E:l)} 1 T 12 *\—1
Mz () = mexp <§5y Dy f(x) 5@1) X
ox1
O(1)
(1 + h(IN)1/2=85

Theorem 7 (Central limit theorem I1I). For X(N) with distribution (27) and assuming
h(N) = N the random vector Z(N) = (h(N)(z;—X1(N)), v/ h(N)(y* =Y (N))) converges
weakly to the discrete distribution with the pmf

P20 =) = (20 (1 - o (22

for Zy\(N) and to N (0, D}f(x*)7") for (Zo(N), ..., Zm(N)). Furthermore, the following
estimate of the mgf holds

h<N>1/2+(m+1)6

+O(1) ==

+O(1)e(N) h(N)).

of ()

1—ex
Mznv)(§) = i (I;f((x?;cl ) ] exp (%ngZf(:c*)lfy) X

1 —exp &1
1/24(m+1)6
<1 + % + 0(1)h(N) ¥ + e(N)«/h(N)O(l)).

Proof of TheoremE. Let us define f(z, N) := f(z, N) + ———¢7(2* — z). Then the mgf
of Z(N) can be expressed

My (6) = o &
S aony, OIEN)

First, we approximate the numerator and the denominator of the mgf using Theorem
) VA DTG, N1,
VI det D2 (@ (N), )

Mz)(€) = exp (B(N) f(F(N), N) = h(N) f (" (N), N

(1+h(0¢+0(1) I

h(N)1/2+(m+1)5
N)1/2=3 ) :

Next, we insert the estimates (29) and (B0) from Proposition

— l T M2 * -1 & c
Mao(©) = exp (36702 + 7+ 0N VTN )
O(1 h(N )1/ 2+ (m+1)s
(1 + 7h(N)<1/335 + oMM _ )
and use the estimate
exp ( Oh((ljzf) + O(1)e(N) h(N)) =1+ Oh((ljzf) + O(1)e(N)/h(N),
which leads to the final result. O
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Proof of Theorem[d. This proof is analogous. Here, we define ]7(37, N) := f(z,N) +

mgT(\/h(N) (xf —x1), 25 — z9,..., 25, — x,,). Then approximate the numerator and
the denominator of the mgf using Theorem 3

. ] - (M) 21 ()N
Mo (€) = exp () F(E (V). V) = Nf (" (V). N))—— (1M o “;(;V )

\/‘ det D;f(x*(N), N)| O(1) h(N)1/2+(m+1)38
1+ s+ O(1 |
\/| det DZf(f*(N),N” ( h(N)1/2-30 (1) N )

Since the first coordinate of x*(N) is independent of N, we can consider f as a function
of the remaining m — 1 coordinates. In that situation, we will have the case (a) of f,
hence we can apply Proposition 3 to obtain

1 —exp (%W) 1
My (€) = Fn P <_§TD2f =) )X
( )( ) 1 — exp (h(]é\f) 8f(m8§c]:f)7N) _ h(j{fV)&) 2°Y (=) Y

1/24(m4+1)é
(1 + % L o) ~ + O(1)e(N) h(N)). (31)

Next, using the first order Taylor’s Theorem yields
3f($8(;\17)7N) B 3f(gx;N) < FO (3 (N) — 2*(N
and with use of (24)), [25) and (28)) we get
of(@*(N),N) _9f(z") , O()
0z, 0z, h(N)
Analogous estimation procedure is for the other derivative

Of (x*(N), N) _ 9f(z")

o = om + O(1)e(N).
Using the above estimates and the approximation e” = 1+z + O( 2} if z — 0, we obtain
o (RUSAN) | | e oy |
1—exp ( h(N )3f(:vag) N) h(N)&) 8f(w8;1:f)N) & +0(1 ( )(8f (9961 51)
L1+ 0e(N) +0MD) | | M| <1+ 0(1) +O(1)w)
(5 @) roig+ o) [ [ —all V) N

h(N)

O

and again substituting that into estimate (3I]) yields the final result.

Proof of Theorem[7. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem[@l Here we have h(N) =
N and therefore the main difference is in the last step. That is, using e = 1+ O(z) if
x — 0 we obtain

L-oxp (EGRN) | 1 ewp (8]5(51 s oy =
1 —exp (%ﬁ”’m — fl) }1 — exp (aggi*) ,O/h((lN ’

1— 9f (=)

a0y
11— exp( - &) h(N)
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and substituting that into appropriate estimate of the mgf yields the final result. O

Acknowledgments— Author dedicates special thanks to Professor Vassili Kolokoltsov
from University of Warwick, for hints in developing the results of this work. That was,
using the Taylor’s Theorem in the proofs and, as outlined in the Remark 1, obtaining the
solution for some cases by reducing the limit for natural numbers to the limit for specific
subsequence of the natural numbers.
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