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ABSTRACT. We extend the Erdés—Rényi law of large numbers to the averaging
setup both in discrete and continuous time cases. We consider both stochastic
processes and dynamical systems as fast motions whenever they are fast mixing
and satisfy large deviations estimates. In the continuous time case we consider
flows with large deviations estimates which allow a suspension representation
and it turns out that fast mixing of corresponding base transformations suffices
for our results.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let &1, &2, ... be a sequence of independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) random
variables such that E¢; = 0 and the moment generating function M(t) = Eet&
exists. Denote by I the Legendre transform of In M and set X, = Y _ &, for
n > 1 and Xy = 0. The Erdds-Rényi law of large numbers from [16] says that with
probability one,

(L1) 1(8) i G I
’ ni»rr;o Ogm;nna,x{ln_"] Inn B

(B)

for all # > 0 in some neighborhood of zero (actually, whenever I(8) < c0). A related
result was proved earlier in [28] where the maximum in () is taken in m up to
n and Inn is replaced in the above numerator by Inm so that this type of limits
are sometimes called Erdos-Rényi-Shepp laws. There were numerous specifications
and extensions of the Erdés-Rényi law for the last 40 years (see, for instance [I1]
and references there) while in [26] a corresponding limit law was derived. As the
original version (1)) most of these results were valid only in the one dimensional
case, i.e. for random variables and not for random vectors. On the other hand,
a functional form of (I suggested in [I] holds true for i.i.d. random vectors,
as well. More recently papers on the Erdés-Rényi law appeared in the dynamical
systems framework where extensions from i.i.d. to weakly dependent summands
became necessary. In [10] the Erdds-Rényi law was derived for functions of iterates
of expanding maps of the interval while an extension of (II]) to stationary a-mixing
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sequences was obtained in [I2] and to functions of some nonuniformly expanding
dynamical systems in [13]. In somewhat different direction an Erdds-Rényi law for
Gibbs measure was derived earlier in [§].

In this paper we extend the Erdos-Rényi type results to the averaging setup
which was not considered before generalizing all previous approaches to the problem
(except for the case of nonconventional sums studied in [23]). We consider the slow
motion X°¢ in both the discrete time case

(1.2) nt1 =X, teB(X5.6), Xj=x
and in the continuous time case

dXta 1> €
(1.3) T eB(X{,&), Xg5=ux.

Here the fast motion &,, n € Z or &, t € R is a stationary stochastic process, in
particular, it can be generated by a dynamical system &, = &,(z) = f"ax,n € Z
or & = &(z) = f'z, t € R preserving some probability measure p which plays
the role of probability on the corresponding space where = lives. In the discrete
time we assume that &, is exponentially fast a-mixing while in the continuous time
case, in order to enable applications to important classes of dynamical systems,
we asume that & can be represented via so called suspension construction over an
exponentially fast a-mixing discrete time stationary process.

We observe that (L2) and (L3]) are generalizations of usual Cesaro averages of
sums or integrals since if B does not depend on the slow motion X*¢ then in the
discrete time case

1/e
Xfjg=xz+e Y  B(&) and X{_ =z+e B(&)dt
0<n<[1/e] 0

in the continuous time case.
If we fix an ergodic stationary measure p of the process {&,, n € Z,} or {&, t €
R, } then by the ergodic theorem the limits

. 1 N-1 . . 1 T .
(1.4) lim — ZOB(QJ,{")_B(x) or lim T/o B(x,&)dt = B(x)

N—oco N T—o00
ne
exist p-almost surely (a.s.) but, of course, they depend on p. The averaging
principle proved rigorously about 70 years ago (see [29] and references there) says
that if B is Lipschitz continuous in the first variable then (4] implies that

(1.5) lim sup |X{—X;|=0
=0 0<t<T/e

where X[ is the averaged motion solving the equation
dxe
dt

Since, in view of the above, the averaging principle can be considered as a gener-
alization of the ergodic theorem, which in the probabilistic language is, essentially,
a law of large numbers, it would be natural to ask whether the Erdés-Rényi law can
be generalized to the averaging setup, as well. It should be clear from the begin-
ning that the latter cannot be obtained in so general circumstances as the averaging
principle itself since the Erdés-Rényi law strongly relies on large deviations which
can be proved only for certain classes of processes.

(1.6) = eB(X?), X¢=u.
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In this paper we derive the Erdés-Rényi law type results in a functional form for
the slow motion X7 (both in discrete and continuous time cases) in place of sums
of random variables in (ILT). When B in ([[2)) or in (L3 does not depend on the
first variable our results yield the functional form of the Erd6s-Rényi law which was
introduced in [I] in the particular case of sums of i.i.d. random vectors. When, in
addition, B is one dimensional this implies the Erdés-Rényi law in the form (T
but in a much more general situation.

This paper extends previous results on the Erdés-Rényi law in several directions.
First, it was never considered before in the averaging setup. Secondly, its functional
form appeared before only for sums of i.i.d. vectors. Thirdly, this law was never
dealt with in the continuous time case. Finally, we require weaker a-mixing and
not ¥-mixing conditions which appeared in [12].

Our results are applicable to several types of stationary processes &. On the
probabilistic side & can be, in particular, a Markov chain satisfying an appropriate
Doeblin condition or a nondegenerate diffusion process on a compact manifold.
On the dynamical systems side we can take & (x) = f'x with f being an Axiom
A diffeomorphism or flow on a hyperbolic set (and could be considered also in a
neghborhood of an attractor) while in the discrete time case additional options
are possible such as mixing subshifts of finite type, expanding transformations and
some maps of the interval.

The structure of this paper is the following. In the next section we present pre-
cisely our general setup and formulate main results under conditions which include
both probabilistic and dynamical systems examples mentioned above. In Sections
Bl and @ we give proofs of our results in the discrete and continuous time cases,
respectively. In Appendix we discuss applications to various specific classes of sto-
chastic processes and dynamical systems and recall properties of rate functions of
large deviations needed in the proofs of our results.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

Let M be a Polish (complete separable metric) space, R? be a d-dimensional
Euclidean space and a bounded Borel map B : R? x M — R? satisfies

(2.1) |B(z,y) — B(z,y)| < Lalx — 2|, [B(x,y)| < L

for some L; > 0, all z,z € R? and any y € M. We consider also a stationary
ergodic stochastic process & with discrete t € Zy = {0,1,...} or continuous t €
Ry = {s > 0} time on a probability space (2, F, P) with values in M. Our setup
includes also a sequence Fp,, C F, —oo < m < n < oo of g-algebras such that
Fmn C Fmy g Whenever my < m and ny > n which satisfies an exponentially fast
a-mixing condition (see, for instance, [5]),

(2.2)

a(n) =sup {|P(ANB) — P(A)P(B)| : A€ Foco, B € Fiinoo} < Ky 'e ™"

for some k1 > 0 and all k,n > 0.
In the discrete time case we rely on the following approximation condition

(2.3) ((n) = Esup |B(2,&) — B(B(, &)|Frnotn)| < iy e”™"

for some k9 > 0 and all n > 0.
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Next, set B(x) = EB(x,&), Z; = Xf/a, Bi(y) = B(Zs,y), By = EB(&) and
Gi(y) = Bi(y) — B, where X§ satisfies (I.6]), and so

(2.4) i~ Bz
Define
(2.5) Vipw) =1 3 Gu&), ue 01, reN=1{1,2,.}.

0<j<ru

Denote the space of continuous curves 7 : [0,1] — R by C([0,1], R?) and assume
that for any v € C([0,1],R?) and ¢ € [0,T] the limit

r—oo 1

(2.6) lim llnEexp(r/O (%,Gt(g[m]))du) —/0 L4 (7., ) du

exists, where II;(b), b € R? is a convex twice differentiable function such that
VelIl(b)|p=0 = 0 and the Hessian matrix Vﬁl‘[t(b)h,:o is positively definite. Here
(+,+) denotes the inner product. Let

(2.7) 1(B) = sup((b, ) — (b))
and for any v € C([0, 1], R?) set
(2:) 5i0) = [ BGds. 5= 2

if 7 is absolutely continuous and S;(y) = oo for otherwise. It follows from the above
(see, for instance, Section 7.4 in [I7]) that Y; , satisfies large deviations estimates
in the form that for any a,d, A > 0 and every v € C([0, 1], R%), 7o = 0 there exists
ro > 0 such that for r > rq,

(2.9) P{p(Yir,7) <0} > exp(—7(Se(vy) +A)) and
P{p(Yir, ®1(a)) = 0} < exp(—r(a — A))

where p(v,71) = sup,e(o,1) [7s — 5| and ®¢(a) = { € C([0,1],R?) : 79 =0, S;(y) <
a}.

Since S; is a lower semi-continuous functional then each ®;(a) is a closed set and,
moreover, it is compact for any finite a. Indeed, |II;(b)| < 2L1]b| by (Z) and 2.6)
which implies by 2.1) that I,(8) = oo provided || > 2L (take b = a3/|8| in 21)
and let @ — o00). Hence, 45| < 2L; for Lebesgue almost all s € [0,1] if v € ®,(a),
and so the latter set is bounded and equicontinuous which by the Arzela-Ascoli
theorem implies its compactness.

In the discrete time case (2] for any € > 0, ¢t € [0, T], u € [0,1] and N € N set

Xt - Xe ]
‘/;.‘,N(u) — [t/s]+{l:l§:1(];’1]i;) {t/E] — ’U,Bt

where
1
bi(e, N,u) = ¢, nyuln o bi(e, N) = b(e, N, 1), 7(¢t, N) = [Nt/T|T/N

and ¢; is a function on [0, T such that 0 < ¢=! < ¢; < ¢é < oo for some ¢.
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2.1. Theorem. Assume that the conditions (2.2), (Z23) and (2.6 hold true. Then
VEN () defined above satisfies

- N ~1 _
(2.10) J\}gnoo hr:lj(l)lp Supo<t<T p(Vf , (I)T(tvN)(CT(t,N))) =0 a.s.
and
- . N\
(2.11) i hgljélp SUPyedo(1/co) Ogl?éTp(Vf 7)) =0 as.

2.2. Corollary. Suppose that B(x,y) = B(y) does not depend on the first variable.
Then Gy, Yy, Iy, I and Sy in (220)-(2.8) do not depend on t, and so ®(a) = ®(a)
does not depend on t, as well. Let ¢ = ¢ > 0 be a constant then Vf’N = V¢ does
not depend on N. Set Wi = Up<i<rV{®. Then for any c > 0,

(2.12) all_r:% HW:, ©(1/¢)) =0 a.s.

where H(I'1,T'y) = inf{§ > 0: Ty C TY, Ty C T9} is the Hausdorff distance between
sets of curves with respect to the uniform metric p (and T? = {y: p(y,T') < 6} is
the d-neighborhood of T).

2.3. Corollary. Suppose that d = 1 and set ¢, = It(lﬁ) where By > f > 0 and

By =sup{B > 0: I(B) < oo}. Then
(2.13) lim lim sup VoN(1) =4 as.

N—ooe—=0gcpcr

where My 00 lim. 0 = imy o0 limsup,_,y = imy oo liminf._,o. In particular,
if d=1 and B(x,y) = B(y) does not depend on the first variable then Iy = I does
not depend on t and (213) holds true with ¢; = ﬁ for all 0 < B < By = sup{s >

0: I(8) < co}.

We observe that the proof of Theorem 2.1] and of Corollary require certain
time discretization which cannot be achieved relying on some continuity properties
since I; and S; are only lower semi continuous in ¢. By this reason we had to
introduce 7(t, N) and to have the second limit as N — oo. In fact, if |8] is small
enough then I;(f) is continuous in ¢ but in order to use this we would have to
consider only curves v with uniformly small speeds |¥:| which would not be a natural
restriction. Though we work in a substantially more general averaging setup the
strategy of our proof of Theorem [2] resembles previous works, in particular, [12]
and [13] but observe that we rely only on a-mixing and not on a stronger 1-mixing
assumed in the above papers. Large deviations estimates for hyper-geometrically
fast & and ¢-mixing stationary sequences were derived in [3] and [6] while existence
of such processes follows from Theorem 2 in [4]. We observe also that Corollary [2.3]
does not require full strength of large deviations in the form (2] and it suffices to
have here usual level one large deviations estimates for Y; (1) in the form

(2.14) limsup,_,, +In P{Y;,(1) € K} < —infyex I(b) and

liminf, o %lnP{Y})T(l) e U} > —infpep I(b)
for any closed K and open U subsets of real numbers. Our method will still go
through with minor modifications if the exponentially fast decay in (22) and (23)
is replaced by a streched exponential one, i.e. by exp(—xn®) for some x,d > 0.

Next, we deal with the continuous time case. In addition to a stationary ergodic
process &, t € Ry on a probability space (2, F, P) with a path shift operator
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¥ : Q — Q we consider now an embedded discrete time process ny, k € Z related
to & (w) = &(9'w) by means of measurable maps ¢ : Q@ — Q C Q, 0: Q — Q and
a measurable function ¢ :  — Ry such that = 1(@) C {¥'@: 0 <t < (@)} and
for any & = p(w) and k > 0,

(2.15) PO = 00, (&) = no(60°@) and no(&) = &o(@).

Set P = @P and F = @F. We assume that there exists a f-invariant probability
measure @ on (€, F) equivalent to P and such that

_,_dQ
(2.16) Lyt < —p Sl

for some Lo > 0. Thus, ng, £ > 0 is a stationary process with respect to Q). For
each @ = p(w) and j > 0 set

s(@)
B(w,w):B(;v,w):/O B(x, () du.

We assume that there exist sub o-algebras F, , C Fon satisfying (2:2) with Q
in place of P and such that for some k3, L3 > 0 and all n > 0,

(2.17) sup E|B(:E, Yo — E(B(x,-)o 07| Fj—njan)| < Fig e,
z,j

(218)  L3'<¢< Lz and supElcol — E(so 0 |Fj_pnjin)| < r3le rsm

Jj=0
where E is the expectation with respect to P. Our proof will also go through if in
the approximation conditions (2.I7) and ([2.I8) we take the expectation Eg with
respect to Q) in place of . We assume also an upper large deviations bound for
oy = E;:ol ¢ o0 @ in the form that for any ¢ > 0 there exists ks > 0 such that

(2.19) Q{%an >S(1+6)} < kjylerom

where ¢ = Fgg. - -
~ Now, let Xj be defined by (L3), X; be defined by (LG) and, again, Z; =
Xi/e> Bi(y) = B(Zy,y), By = EBi(&) and Gi(y) = Bi(y) — By. Set

1 ru
(2.20) Yir(u) = ;/ G(&s)ds, uw € [0,1].
0
Assume that
1 1
(2.21) lim 1lnEeXp(r/ (Y, Ge(&ra) ) dur) :/ IT; (7 ) du
T—0o0 T 0 0

exists for any v € C([0, 1], R?) with Y; . defined by ([220), where, again, I1;(b), b €
R? is a convex twice differentiable function such that VeIl (b)|p—o = 0 and the
Hessian matrix ViII;(b)|p—o is positively definite. Then, again, by [17] the large
deviations estimates (2.9) hold true with S¢(y) defined by [27) and (28]

2.4. Theorem. Assume that the conditions (2.2), (2.8) and (210)-(219) hold
true. Then V& defined by
XE

e, N . th/a—i-bt(a,N,u) T Dt)e ~
Ve (u) = )

ebi(e, N)

satisfies (210) and (2.11)).
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2.5. Corollary. Corollaries and [2.3 remain true under the conditions of The-
orem[24), as well.

The proof of the upper bound (ZI0) proceeds in the continuous time case simi-
larly to Theorem [2.1] since it uses essentially only stationarity of the process &; and
the large deviations bounds which are our assumptions in the above setup. On the
other hand, the proof of the lower bound (2IT]) requires additional ingradients in
the continuous time case since in order to accomodate important classes of dynam-
ical systems we do not impose strong mixing conditions on the process &; itself but
only on the base discrete time process n;, (via the family of o-algebras F., ). To
the best of our knowledge the Erdds-Rényi law of large numbers type results were
not obtained before in any continuous time framework. If the fast motion &; is, say,
a nondegenerate diffision process on a compact manifold then it is exponentially
fast ¥-mixing with respect to o-algebras generated by itself (see, for instance [5])
and in this case Theorem 24 is easy to derive from Theorem 211 Our setup is
adapted, in particular, to important classes of dynamical systems such as Axiom
A flows which may exhibit arbitrarily slow mixing but, on the other hand, can be
represented by means of the above suspension construction over an exponentially
fast ¢)-mixing base transformation (see [7]).

3. DISCRETE TIME CASE
3.1. Basic estimates. Taking into account ([2)) write

(B-1) e XL et eon) — Xiije) = ityel<n<it/el+ibi N B &n)

1 2
= 2 /el <n<t/e]+[be(e,N,u)) Bt(En) + ‘1’2,1)\/(157 u) + \I/;])V(t, u)

where
1 —
TN () = > (B(X5. &) = B(X;.6))
[t/e]l<n<[t/e]+[bi (e, N,u)]
and
9 _
U2t ) = > (B(X:, &) = Bil&n)).
[t/e]l<n<[t/e]+[bi (e, N,u)]
By @10,
(3.2) W ()] < Labi(e, N)WE
where by the averaging principle (5] with probability one uniformly in N,

(3.3) v = sup XS — X| =0 as e — 0.
’ 0<n<T(e~1—In¢)

Furthermore, by (I4), (L6) and @I,

(3.4) 9t u)| < Labi(e, Ny
where
(3.5) \1124])\, = sup sup | X — )_(f/s| < Liebi(e, N) = 0 as ¢ — 0.

0<t<T [t/e]<n<[t/e]+b:(e,N)

It follows from BI)-@3A) that (ZI0) and @II) will hold true provided we
establish these limits for

. 1 _
VEN (u) = ) Z (Bi(€,) — By), t €[0,T], u € [0,1]
A el <<t /el +be (e, N w)]
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in place of V=" (u). Next, observe that
(3.6) o
|Bi(y)— By, v +|Be— Br,ny| < 2L1|Zy— Z g ny| < 2L3[t—7(t, N)| < 2LITN .

It follows from here that (ZI0) and (m will hold true provided we obtain these
limits for

1 _
(3.7) W (u) = XN > (Br(t,n)(én) = Brt,n));
5 el <n<t /el +be (e, N )

t €[0,7], u € [0,1] in place of V=N (u).
3.2. The upper bound. For k=0,....,N,1=0,1,...,[T/¢] and u € [0,1] set

Wil ) =bgnE&N) > (Buyw (&) = Buryw):
1<n<i+-[brr /N (€,N)]

In order to prove (ZI0) for Wi given by B7) in place of V=V it suffices to show
that with probability one,

3.8 li 1 WeN o 1 = 0.
(3.8) i sup lrgljgpog}gngo<gr;?%</€]p( vt Prryn (L ekr/n)

For any €, > 0 and each integer N > 1 define the event

Ls(e,N) = {O<k<NO<l%l%</ ]P(sz , @rr/n(1/ckryn)) > 0}

Then

(3.9) PCs(e,N)< > Y P(lsri(e,N))
0<k<N 0<I<[T/e]

where

Tski(e,N) = {P(W;’lNa QN (1/cer/n)) > 0}
Recall, that each ®;(a) is a compact set. It follows that for any ¢ > 0 and a,d > 0
there exists o = 0y 4,6 such that (cf. [I]),
(3.10) Dy(a+ o) C Us(Pi(a)) = {z: p(z, ®i(a)) < d}.

Indeed, if for some ¢ > 0 and a,§ > 0 the sets Q, = 4(a+0)\Us(P,(a)) # 0 for all

o > 0 then Ny~oQs # 0 since Q,, 0 > 0 are compact and Q, D Q.+ when o > o’.

But if 79 € Ne>0Qs then vy € P4(a) which contradicts the fact that vo & Us(Pi(a)).
Observe that

Wio! () = Yirn—1.c, 1 In(1/e) (1)

with Y; , defined by ([2.3]). Hence, choosing o > 0 satisfying (3.10) for a = c;Tl/N,
t =kT/N and § > 0 we obtain employing the upper bound of large deviations from
23) that
(3.11) P(Cas (e, N)) < PAp(WE, Suryn (e + ) > 6}

< exp(=byzyn () (cp y +0 = A)) < eMFookT/v et
where € < gg and ¢ > 0 is chosen so small that (3II) holds true for some A < o,
and so & = 0,6 = 0 — A > 0 while dy, v = c;:,{/N + 0,5 Here & depends on k and
d so we take 65 = ming<p<n 0x,s. Now, by B3) and BI0),

(3.12) P(Las(e,N)) ST Y ePrscmm/nedin < PNet H0500¢
0<k<N
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where, recall, ¢t > ¢, > ¢ > 0.

Choose the sequence g, = n~%. Then BI2) together with the Borel-
Cantelli lemma yield that for P-almost all w there exists ns(w) < oo such that
w & Tos(en, N) for all n > ns(w). It follows that with probability one,

en,N —1
. s < .
(3.13) limsup max = max | p(Wii ™, @uryn (g n)) < 20

Now observe that if €, < e < g,_1 then

Iby(2, N, 1) — by(en, N,u)| < 26265 In — - =0 as n — oo
—

This together with (BI3) gives that with probability one,

1 o - <2
lTj(‘)lpoE}&XNoﬁi?%(/]p(Wkl’ k1/N (Cp ) < 20

for any N € N. Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary we obtain ([B.8)) even without limsupy_,
yielding ([2:10).
3.3. The lower bound. In view of BI)-(@.8) it suffices to establish (21T for
WY in place of VS, Next, we have
(3.14)  P{infocicr p(Wi™, 7) > 0} < P{Nosscr/n {p(WE™, 7) = 63}

= P{ MNo<i<[T/Ne] {p(WS’lN, v) > 5}}

< P{ No<j<[T/Ne][In? €] {P( 0][111 g 7 ) > 5}}

Now, we are going to rely on mixing and approximation assumptions ([2:2)) and

@3). Set

def

VNVI&N(U’) = E(WOS:IN(U)L]:I [ In2€],l+[3 In? s]) ue [07 1]
Then by ([23) for all £ > 0 small enough,
N = o N K2 . 9
(3.15) 0<?iz[1%</€]Eus1[1p |W§z (u) — W N (u)] < exp(—Zln €)
where we use that for any random vector = and o-algebras G C H,
E|IZ-E(EMN)| < EIE-EE|9)| + E|IEE|9) — E(EH)| < 2EE - E(E|G).
Set
Je = P{ mO<J<[T/N5] In? g] {P( ln 5]7 > 5/2}}
Then by (8I0) and the Chebyshev inequality,

N N
(316) L < Je + Yocjcpryneimn - PAPVS fe oo W e ) 2 0/2}

< J. + 2[T/Ne][In®e] "1 exp(— 22 In®¢).

Next, we use (2.2) which yields easily by iduction that for any events Ay, ..., Ay
such that A; € F,, n;, where m; < n; < n; +1; < m;qq forall i = 1,..., k with
Mmg41 = 00,

(3.17) P(m<<d) < [ PA)+ D all).

1<i<k 1<i<k—1
Indeed, BI7) follows for k& = 2 directly from 22). If IT) holds true for
k — 1 in place of k then applying Z2) to A = Ni<i<k—14; and B = Aj we

derive (3I7). Now, taking into account that the random vectors W<

0[12]are
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Fjin? e~ [1 In2 &, j[In? £] + [ In? ¢ Measurable we obtain from [2.2) and @B.I7) that for
all € > 0 small enough,

(3.18) J. < 11 P{p( e Y )>5/2}+a*1exp(_%1n25).
0<j<[T/Ne][In? ]~
Using ([BI5) and the Chebyshev inequality again we have that
(3.19) P{p(W"™,7) 2 6/2} < P{p(Wg;",7) = 6/4}
+P{p(W N Wei¥) > 6/4} < P{p(W5,",v) > 6/4} + 4 exp(—rz In’e).
Since v € <I>O/c° then Ip(4,) < oo for Lebesgue almost all u € [0,1] and, as

explained in Appendix, if Io(3) < oo, 8 € R? then Iy(aB) < Io(B) for 0 < a < 1.
Hence, if we define

)_1)7u7 u € [0,1]

Nu = (1 —6(8 sup |yu

v€e(0,1]
then
1
(320) plrm) <8/8 and So(n) < So(y) —a< = —a
for some a.

Next, we write
(3:21) PLo(Wgi¥,7) = 6/4} < PLo(Wgi¥,m) = 6/8} = 1= P{p(W5i¥,m) < 6/8}.

Now, taking into account stationarity of the process & and that W(i’év =Yy com1
(with the latter defined by (2.3)) and relying on the lower large deviations bound
in (2.9) we obtain that for any d§, A > 0 there exists 9 > 0 such that for all positive
e <¢gg,
i, N 2re,N
(3.22) P{p(Wgy ) < §} = P{p(Wgp 1) < §}
> exp(—bo(e, N)(z5 —a+ X)) = '~

where we choose A > 0 so small that @ = a— A > 0. By (8.2I)) and (3:22) we obtain

—c n?e) !
(3.23) II P{p(Wy e o ) 2 6/4} < (1 —eleo)TVemma
0<j<[T/Ne][In] =

Taking e, = <+ it follows from the Borel-Cantelli lemma together with the esti-
mates ([B14), (B]ZZI) BI3), BI9) and B23) that with probability one
(3.24) limsup min p(th/"’N,w) <.

n—oo 0<I<[L/N]

If1/n<e<1/(n—1) then [tn] —[t/e] <T +1 and

(3.25) Ibo (2, N, u) — bo(~ Nu)|<coln(nn1)—>0 as n— oo.

This together with (BI4) and (3:24) yields
(3.26) hmsup 1nf p(VVt8 Ny)y<é as.

e—0
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Since ®o(1/cp) is a compact set we can choose there a §-net 1,72, ..., Vx(s) and then
with probability one [B:26]) will hold true simultaneously for all 7;, i = 1, ..., k(J) in
place of v there. It follows then that with probability one
limsup  sup inf p(We™N 4) <26
em0 4Dy (1 /) OSEST ¢
and since § > 0 is arbitrary we obtain ZII) for W™ in place of V=" which, as

explained at the beginning of this subsection gives (211 and completes the proof
of Theorem 211 O

3.4. Proof of Corollaries 2.2] and [2.3l Under the conditions of Corollary 2.2]
there is no dependence on ¢t of S; = S in (28] and we consider

®(1/c) = {y € C([0,1],RY) : 70 =0, S(y) < 1/c}

in (ZII)). Thus there is no dependence on N of quantities in (ZI0) and (ZII)), so
that the limit in N is not relevant now. It follows from (ZI0) that all limit points
as ¢ — 0 of curves from W2 belong to the compact set ®(1/c). Now observe that
(211)) means that with probability one any v € ®(1/c) is a limit point as € — 0 of
curves from W¢ which yields (Z12]). O

In order to derive Corollary [Z3] observe that (ZI0) implies, in particular, that
for any continuous function f on the space of curves [0,1] — R? with probability
one,

(3.27) hm limsup sup f(VV) <limsup sup sup F(y).

N—oo =50 o<t<T N—o0 0§t§T'y€<I>T(, N)(Ci(lr N))
3 (t,

Now set ¢; = 1/I;(B) assuming that I;(8) < oo for all ¢ € [0,1]. Since now d =1
we can define f(v) = v(1), v(u) = v,. Then

(3.28) msupy o0 SUPo<i<7 SUPycq ;o (e

(x5 ut
w(

= limsupy_, Supo<t<T{7( )iy € o ny (L,

)
P} =B
Indeed, by convexity of each rate function I; for any v € @, (IS 8),

I;(B) = Ss(7) —/O Is(y(u))du = Is(/o Y(u)du) = L(v(1))

and by monotonicity of I (see Appendix), 8 > 7(1). On the other hand, take
v(u) = upf, u € [0,1], then Ss(v) = Is(B) for all s € [0,T] and (1) = § implying
B28). Observe also that, in particular, if v € ®¢(Io(8)) then by (ZII)) with
probability one,

lim limsup 1nf | e (1) =B =0

N—oco o0 0<

which together with (8:27) and (B:28]) ylelds 213). O

4. CONTINUOUS TIME CASE

4.1. Basic estimates. In view of (3] we have

_ t/e+be(e,N,u)
(4'1) € 1(X;:/E+bt(€,N,’U«) _Xt/s f e (Xa’gs)ds

be(e,N,u
— [/ EN B s + w0 (1 u) + B (b )
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) t/e+bi(e,N,u) 3
WOt u) = / (B(XZ,€) — B(XZ,£,))ds
t

€

and
@ t/e+bs(e,N,u) B
v ) = [ (B(XE,6) — Bil€))ds.
t/e
Similarly to (32) and (83) by (ZI) and the averaging principle (1)),
(4.2) |\If£1])\,(t,u)| < L1TIn(1/e) sup |Xf — X — 0 as e—0.
7 )

0<t<T(e—'—Ine

Similarly to (34) and (83) by (L4), (L6) and @1,
(4.3) (W% (tu)| < L3T2%eIn*(1/e) = 0 as & — 0.

It follows from ([@I)—(Z3) that (2I0) and (ZIT]) will hold true in the continuous
time case provided these limits are verified for
1

N t/e+be(e,N,u) B

in place of Vf’N(u). Since in the continuous time case we have the same estimates
as in ([B.6]) it follows that, again, (ZI0) and (2I1I) will hold true here provided they
are obtained for

N 1 [t/e]l+be(e,N,u) B
4.5 W (u) = / B, s) — B, ds,
( ) t ( ) bt(E,N) [t/s] ( (t,N)(g ) (t,N))

t €[0,T], u € [0,1] in place of V>N (u).

4.2. The upper bound. Set

R l+brr/n(e,N) _

@0 Wit =bihle ) [ (Bern (&) = Buryw)ds.

In order to prove ZI0) for WY in place of VoV it suffices to obtain (38) for
W,f ’lN defined by ([@G). The proof of this proceeds almost verbatim as for the
discrete time in Section using now the continuous time case upper large devi-
ations bounds for normalized integrals (2:20]) taking into account that leév (u) =

Yern-1.c, 01 In(1/2) (W)
4.3. The lower bound. Set
[t/e]+bo(g,u)

We(u) = W (u,w) = by (e) /[ § (Bo(€4(w)) — Bo)ds, u € [0,1]

where bg(e,u) = bo(e, N, u) and bg(e) = bo(e, N) do not depend on N. Clearly, for
any v € C([0,1],R%),

. e, N . e,N . Tre
. M/ ’ < M/ ’ = [/I/ .
(4.7) ogl?éT pWe7) < ogtlil:fr/zv PWi,) ogtlngr/zv (W)

Introduce,
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where By (&) = B(Zo, @), ox = Yi ) s 00" and B is the same as in (&I7). Set
v (u,w) =max{j > 0: o;(w) < bo(e,u)}.

Observe that if o;(@) < [t/e] < 0741(@) then

(4.8) sup |WE(u,&) — U2 (v%(u, 6'0), 0'0)| < 4by () L1 L3.

0<u<1

It follows that for any § > 8by ' (¢)L1 L3,

(4.9) {@: infogth/N p(Wf(@)v”Y) > 4}
C {mingye_z_p(U°00',9) > §/2}U{@: oz > &}

2NT
where U¢(u) = U (u,&) = U (v°(u, &), ). It follows from (ZIJ) that
T

~ 1 K
(4.10) Plogg 2 gt = evl-g)

for some k = k7 > 0.
Next, we deal with the other event in the right hand side of ([@3]). Set

Ui (u, @) =max{j > 0: o m (@) < bo(e,u)}

where
j—1

ojM = ZQ,M, oo =0 and g ar = E(s 0 0| Fi_nrinr)-
i=0
Put also f?n)M = E(BO 0 0" | Fru—mn+m) and define
UlE,M(“) = Uza,M(Ua@) =by ' (e) Z B ().
I<n<l+v5, (u,w)
Then
(4.11) U (u, 06) — UF y (u, )] < Labg ()| (u, @) — 05, (u, @)
+b61(5) Zzgn§z+L3bo(s) |BO 0" (w) — Bn,M(‘:’”-

Next, we estimate the right hand side of (ZII]). Observe that for all u € [0, 1],
(4.12)

{@ 1 iy (u, @) = v°(u,@)] 2 2} € Uk o @) b0 {@ 1 |0k (@) — o (@)] > Ly}
Hence, by (2.I7) and the Chebyshev’s inequality,
(4.13) P{supgeyen [V, () = 05 (u, )| > 2} < S oy <boe) POk — 0hna|
> L3} < Ly B @ <o(e) Losjh1 Bl — Gl < LW (e)ng e

By ([2I6) we also have that

(4.14) > E|Byo0" — Byl < Labo(e)rg e "M,
l§n§l+L3b0(a)

and so

(4.15) P{p(U¢ o 8", UfM) >0/4} < p{supogugl [V (u) — Vi, (u)]

> L1bo()d/8} + P{EzgnngrLgbo(a) | Bo 0 6™ — Buu| > bo(e)6/8}
< (L3b(e) + 8/6)ry e s
provided bg(e) > 166 'L .
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Observe that o; ar is F_ s, j4+m-measurable and
{vi(u, @) =k} = {ok,m < bole,u)} N {okt1,m > bole,u)}
which is F_as g+ m41-measurable. Since always v5,(u, w) < Lsbg(¢) we obtain that
UF ar 18 Fio a4+ M [Lsbo (e)) +1-measurable. Now we choose M = M(e) = [In? €] and
obtain by [@.I3]) that

(4.16) P{minoglg% p(Us 06l y) > 6/2}
< p{minoglg N p(UglM(EXM(E)’W) > 8/4}

+T(6eNSM (¢)) ' L3(Lsbi(e) + 8/0)rz e M ().

Introduce the event

Cr = {P(Uz)sz(a),M(a)ﬁ) > 6/4}

which is Fi_nz(e),i4+M()+[Labo ()] +1-Measurable. Then by (2.2 for the probability
@ in the same way as in (B.17) and B.I8)) it follows that,

(4.17) P(mOSZSGENETM(E) Cf) < L2Q(No<i< 7, CF)
< Lo[locic oz Q(CT) + Loe™la([M(e)/2])
= L2 [[p<i< S (1= Q(Q\CF)) + Lae™ a([M(e)/2])
provided € > 0 is small enough.
Now,
(418)  Q@\CF) > Q(CF) — LaLa(L3A(e) + 165 )k LM

where Cf = {p(U¢ 06", ) < §/8} and we use ([@I5) with /2 in place of 8. Since 0
preserves the measure (@,

(4.19) Q(CF) = Q(C) = Ly ' P(Cp).
By (@8 for all @,
. . LL
(4.20) sup 0% (u, &) — W (u, )] < 221k2.
0<u<1 bo(e)
Set D° = {&: p(WE(@),) < §/16} then
(4.21) P(C5) > P(D?) provided & > 96L; Lsby*(e).

Set D° = {w: p(W¢(w),v) < 6/32}. Recal that if & = pw then w = ¥5& for
some 0 < s < ¢(@), and so0 & (w) = &44(w) for any ¢ > 0. This together with ([2.1])

and (ZI8) yields
(4.22) sup |W§(u,w) — Wg(u,cbﬂ < 4L1L3bal(£).

0<u<1
Hence, if € is small enough then

(4.23) @D® C D*.

In the same way as in the discrete time case we argue that since v € @é/ “ then
the curve

Nu=(1—6(72 sup |vul)™")vu, u € 0,1]
ve[0,1]
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satisfies

) 1
(4.24) p(r.m) < =5 and So(n) < So(y) —a < .
for some a > 0. This relies, again, on the strict monotonicity of the rate function
of large deviations in the domain where it is finite (see Appendix). Next, we apply
the lower large deviations bound in 29) to Yj cojine|(u) = W¢ (u) obtaining that
for any A, > 0 there exists g > 0 such that whenever ¢ < g,

(4.25) P(DF) 2 P(DF) 2 exp(~bofe) (o — a+ ) =17

where we choose A > 0 so small that a =a — A > 0.

Now, by (1), @3), (ZI0) and @22) for £ small enough,
(4.26)  P{infoci<r p(W™,7) > 20} < P{infocscrn p(W5,7) > 26}
< P{&: infocycr/n p(WE(&D),~) > 6}
< P{ming<i<rene)-1 p(U° 0 0',7) > §/2} + k7 exp(—r/eN)
for some x > 0. Next, by (LI6)-@I19), (£21), (E25) and @24,
(4.27) P{infoc,<r p(W7, ) > 26}
< Ly(1— gl=cod 4 [, 5= 1eka In® e |42 E)T(65N61n2 g)~! 4 Lye 157 le " In? e
for some k4, L4 > 0 independent of €.

Taking e, = 1/n it follows from the Borel-Cantelli lemma that with probability
one,

4.28 I inf p(W;/",~) < 2.

(4.28) imsup inf p(W,™",7) <

If 1/n < e < =15 then using [3.25) we conclude again that @.28) implies, in fact,
that with probability one,

4.29 li inf W7 < 26.

(4.29) imsup inf p(WF,7) <

Concluding in the same way as in the discrete time case of Section by choosing
a d-net in ®y(1/¢p) and taking into account that § > 0 is arbitrary we obtain (21T
for WY in place of V=Y which, as explained at the beginning of this section gives

2I0) and completes the proof of Theorem [2Z41 O

4.4. Proof of Corollary The proof of Corollary 2.3 proceeds, essentially, in
the same way as the proofs of Corollaries and relying on properties of large
deviations rate functionals for the continuous time case (see Appendix).

5. APPENDIX

5.1. Applications. The main applications in the discrete time case of Theorem
211 concern Markov chains and some classes of dynamical systems such as Axiom
A diffeomorphisms, expanding transformations and topologically mixing subshifts
of finite type. We will restrict ourselves to several main setups to which our results
are applicable rather than trying to describe most general situations. First, let
&n, m > 0 be a time homogeneous Markov chain on a Polish state space M whose
transition probability P(x,T") = P{& € T'|§y = «} satisfies

(5.1) kv(T) < P(2,T) < k()
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for some k > 0, a probability measure v on M and any Borel set I' C M. Then
&n, n > 0 is exponentially fast ¥-mixing with respect to the family of o-algebras
Fmn = 0{&, m < k < n} generated by the process (see, for instance, [19]). The
strong Doeblin type condition (1)) implies geometric ergodicity

1P(n,z,) —pll < B7e™P", 5> 0

where || - || is the variational norm, P(n,z,-) is the n-step transition probability
and p is the unique invariant measure of {&,, n > 0} which makes it a stationary
process.

In this situation the limit (2Z6]) exists (see Lemma 4.3 in Ch.7 of [I7]) and
exp(I1;(b)) turns out to be the principal eigenvalue of the positive operator

Qf(x) = Exf(&1) exp ((b,Gi(&1)))

where E, is the expectation provided & = z (see [20], [24] and references there).
It is well known (see [25], [19], [I8] and references there) that II;(b) is convex
and differentiable in b. Furthermore, the Hessian matrix V2I1;(b)|p—o is positively
definite if and only if for each b € R, b # 0 the limiting variance

(5.2) of = lim n~ Z (b,Gi(&)))
=0

is positive. The latter holds true unless there exists a representation (b, G¢(&,)) =
9(&n) — g(€n—1), n =1,2, ... for some Borel function g (see [19]).

In the discrete time dynamical systems case we consider &, = &, (z) = f"z, n >0
where f : M — M is a C? Axion A diffeomorphism on a hyperbolic set or a
topologically mixing subshift of finite type or a C? expanding transformation. Here
&n, n > 0 is considered as a stationary process on the probability space (M, F, u)
where F is the Borel o-algebra and p is a Gibbs measure constructed by a Holder
continuous function (see [2]). Then the process &, is exponentially fast ¢-mixing
(see [2]) with respect to the family of (finite) o-algebras generated by cylinder sets
in the symbolic setup of subshifts of finite type or with respect to the corresponding
o-algebras constructed via Markov partitions in the Axiom A and expanding cases.
Existence of the limit (2.6 and its form was proved in [2I]. Here II;(b) turns out
to be the topological pressure for the function (b, G;) + ¢ where ¢ is the potential
of the corresponding Gibbs measure. The differentiability properties of II;(b) in b
are well known and, again, the Hessian matrix VZII;(b)|p—o is positively definite if
and only if for each b € R?, b # 0 the limiting variance (5.2)) is positive where the
expectation should be taken with respect to the corresponding Gibbs measure (see
[27], [18], [20]-[22] and references there). The latter holds true unless there exists a
coboundary representation (b, G¢) = g o f — g for some bounded Borel function g.

Next, we discuss the continuous time case. Here &, ¢t > 0 can be a nondegen-
erate random evolution on a compact manifold M, in particular, a nondegenerate
diffusion there. The existence and the form of the limit (2] in this case is shown
n [24]. By discretizing time the problem is reduced to the discrete time process
&n, n > 0 which is exponentially fast ¥-mixing and in this case the continuous time
does not pose additional difficulties provided we consider the o-algebras Fp, ,, gen-
erated by &, m < i < n. We observe that this case fits in our general continuous
time scheme taking the projection ¢ to be the identity map, Q = Q and ¢(w)=1.
If the information about the process comes only at some random times then we
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arrive at a more general setup of Theorem 2] though its main motivation comes
from dynamical systems as described below.

We deal now with continuous time dynamical systems, namely, with a C? Axiom
A flows f* : M — M on a hyperbolic set considered with a Gibbs measure built
by a Holder continuous function. Using Markov partitions such a flow can be
represented by means of a suspension construction (see [7]) with a transformation
6 : M — M on the bases of elements of the Markov partition and a roof function
¢ so that fs@g& = 0% for each # € M. Here M is identified with the space
M= {(s,#): &€ M,0<s < q(&)}and fi(s,2) = (s +1,&) for s +t < ().
Furthermore, 6™, n > 0 on M turns out to be an exponentially fast i-mixing
discrete time dynamical system preserving a Gibbs measure ) constructed by a
Holder continuous function while f? preserves the measure P such that

[ats.nire.a =z [ [ " (e )sdQ (@)

where ¢ = [¢dQ. The roof function ¢ turns out to be Holder continuous and
bounded away from zero and infinity. Large deviations estimates for sums ) ", g0’
follow from [20] and existence of the limit in (Z.6]) and its form follow from [21]
and [24]. Again, II4(b) is the topological pressure of the flow f* for the function
(b,Gs) + ¢, with ¢ being the potential of the corresponding Gibbs measure, and
the differentiability properties of II,(b) in b are well known (see, for instance, [27]
and [9]). Similarly to the discrete time case the Hessian matrix is positively definite
if and only if all limiting variances

T

(5.3) o2 = lim T—l/(/ (b,Gy o f*)du)’dP
T—o0 0

are positive when b # 0 which holds true unless there exists a coboundary repre-

sentation (b, G5) = go ft — g for some t and a bounded Borel function g.

5.2. Some properties of rate functions. We collect here few properties of rate
functions of large deviations which are essentially well known but hard to find in
major books on large deviations. First, observe that if II(b), b € R? is a twice
differentiable function such that IT(0) = 0, V,II(b)|s—¢ = 0 then II(b) = o(|b|), and
SO

(5.4) 1(B) = Sl;p((bﬁ) —II(b)) >0

unless 8 = 0. Indeed, by the above
1(8) > 4|8 = 11(68) > 0

if § > 0 is small enough. Curiously, positivity of the rate function is not discussed
in several books on large deviations without which upper large deviations bounds
do not make much sense.

Next, assume, in addition, that II is convex and has a positively definite at zero
Hessian matrix VZI1(b)|p—o. Then II(b) > 0 for all b € R? and for some 61,52 > 0,

(5.5) II(b) > 01]b| provided |b] > do.

It follows that if |5| < &1 then bg = argsup((b, 3) — II(b)) satisfies |bg| < 2 and,
in particular, I(8) < oo, i.e. I(f) is finite in some neighborhood of 0.
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Next, under the above conditions on IT suppose that I(8) < oo for some g # 0.
Then

(5.6) I(1+6)8) >I(B) forany ¢ >0.
Indeed, for any € > 0 there exists bg . such that

(bg,e, ) — I(bg,e) = I(B) —
Since II(bg,) > 0 we have

I((1+6)8) = (1+8)(bs.. 8) ~ TT(b5.0) > I(8) + 6(I(8) — €) — & > I(8)

provided € < §(1 + §)~11(3) yielding (5.6).

In the Erdés-Rényi law type results it is important to know where a rate function
I(p) is finite. This issue is hidden inside the functional form of Theorems 21l and 2.4
but appears explicitly in Corollary[Z3land in the classical form ([I)). The discussion
on finiteness of rate functions is hard to find in books on large deviations though
without studying this issue lower bounds there do not have much sense. We start
with the rate functional J(v) of the second level of large deviations for occupational
measures

1 n—1 1 t
(5.7) Gn =~ kzzoagk or ¢ = 2/0 b¢.ds

in the discrete or continuous time cases, respectively, where d, denotes the unit
mass at x (see [20]). Explicit formulas for J(v) are known when & is a Markov
chain whose transition probability satisfies (5.1) and when &, = f*z with f being
an Axiom A diffeomorphism, expanding transformation or subshift of finite type.
In the former case (see [14]),

(5.8) J)=— inf /ln —

u>0, continuous

and in the latter case (see [20]),

— /cpdu — hy(f) ifvis f-invariant,

00 otherwise

(5.9) J(v) =

where h,(f) is the Kolmogorov—Sinai entropy of f with respect to v and ¢ is the
potential of the corresponding Gibbs measure u playing the role of probability here.
In the continuous time case these functionals have explicit forms for diffusions

& (see [14]),
(5.10) J(v)=— inf /—du

u>0,1s C2

where L is the corresponding generator, and for Axiom A flows £ = f'x where (see
201),

- /cpdu — hy(f1) ifvis f-invariant,

oo otherwise

(5.11) J(v) =

with the same notations as in (5.9).
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Necessary and sufficient conditions for finiteness of J(v) in the Markov chain
and diffusion cases are given in [I4] while in the above dynamical systems cases
J(v) < oo for any f-invariant measure v. If

12 II(b) = Ui —1 E
(5.12) (b) = Jim —ln Eexp ;bG@
in the discrete time case or
.1 ¢
(5.13) I(b) = tlggoglnEexp(/O (b,G(&))ds)

in the continuous time case, where &; is a stationary process as above on a compact
space M and G # 0 is a continuous vector function with EG(&y) = 0, then by the
contraction principle (see, for instance, [I5]) the rate function I(3) given by (E4)
can be represented as

(5.14) I(8) = inf{J(v) : /Gdu = 5}

where the infinum is taken over the space P(M) of probability measures on M.
Set

I'={8eR?: 3v e P(M) such that /Gdu:ﬂand J(v) < oo}

and let Co(T") be the interior of the convex hull of I'. Then
(5.15) I(B) < oo for any 8 € Co(I).

Indeed, any 8 € Co(T") can be represented as 8 = p11 + p2f2 with 81,82 € T,
p1,p2 > 0 and p1 + p2 = 1. Then 1 = [Gdir, B2 = [Gdv, and so [Gdv = j3
for v = p1v1 + pave. Since J(11), J(v2) < oo then by convexity of J we have that
J() < p1J(v1) + p2J(v2) < 0o, and so (BI5) holds true.

When d = 1, i.e. when G is (not vector) function we can give another description
of the domain where I(8) < co. In this case set

(5.16) By =sup{f: BT} and f_ =inf{f: 5 €T}.

Then by (I5), I(8) < oo for any 8 € (8, 8+). It is possible to extract from [12]
that under ¢-mixing,

n—1 n—1
.1
(5.17) Bt = nhﬁngo -ess sup-z0 G(¢;) and B = hm —ess 1nfz0 G(&;).
Jj= J

Since Axiom A flows are not ¢-mixing, in general, we will give another proof for
this case.
Let

(5.18) 3% = lim_o0 2 sup, fy G o f*ds and
B* =limy_e0 %infz f(f Go fods = —limy_o %supm(— f(f G o f5ds).

The limits in (GI7) exist since a(t) = sup,, fg G o f*ds is subadditive a(t + s) <
a(t) 4+ a(s). Since G is a continuous function on a compact space M we can find x;
such that a(t) = fot G o f*(x¢)ds. Consider the family of occupational measures

1 t
= —/ (stmtds.
t O ’
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Then any weak limit 7 of v, as ¢ — oo is an f'-invariant measure and [ gdv = By
It follows that 8% < By where (4 is given by (5.16). On the other hand, a(t) >

t1 fg G o f*(x)ds, and so for any z,

t
Gdp > lim sup l/ G o f°(x)ds.
t—o00 t 0
Hence, [ Gdv > [ Gdv for any f'-invariant probability measure v. Hence, 8% = 4

and similarly we obtain that 8* = §_.

Even in the classical i.i.d. case of the Cramér theorem which is relevant to the
original form () of the Erdés-Rényi law finiteness of the rate function is rarely
discussed in details. Here, we provide a simple argumwnt. Let &1,&, ... be ii.d.
random variables such that E¢; = 0 and I1(b) = In Ee®$ < oo for all real b. Set

I(B) = Sl;p(bﬁ —T1(b)), By = & [loo = esssup &y and - = —[|€] [0 = essinf &y
Then

(5.19)  I(8) < oo forany A € (B, 54) and I(8) = oo if & [_, B,
Indeed, if 0 < 8 < B4 then P{& > B} = pg > 0. Hence,

(5.20) I(8) = — inf In(e~?Febt) < —Inps < oo

and similarly for 0 > 5 > _. On the other hand, if g > 4 then
_ —bAp bEL) 5 A —
(5.21) I(p) = — inf In(e™"Ee™) = — lnf b(8y. — ) = o0

and similarly for 8 < 8_.
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