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CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREMS WITH A RATE OF CONVERGENCE
FOR SEQUENCES OF TRANSFORMATIONS

OLLI HELLA

ABSTRACT. Using Stein’s method, we prove an abstract result that yields multivariate
central limit theorems with a rate of convergence for time-dependent dynamical systems.
As examples we study a model of expanding circle maps and a quasistatic model. In
both models we prove multivariate central limit theorems with a rate of convergence.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Time-dependent dynamical systems have gathered a lot of interest recently, see for ex-
ample [1-5,11-14,19, 20, 23-25,29, 30, 34-36, 38,45-50| and for older papers [6,27,28|. In
this paper we approach time-dependent systems by first providing abstract results esti-
mating the distributions of sums of random vectors and variables. The sum of random
variables (vectors) is nearly (multi)normally distributed, when certain decay of correla-
tions properties are satisfied. These conditions are specifically designed so that they can
be applied to time-dependent dynamical systems yielding CLTs with a rate of convergence.

To be more precise, the setting we study in this paper is the following: Let (X, B, 1) be a
probability space and f: X — R? a function, where d > 1, and let 71, T%, ... be measurable
transformations on (X, B). We denote Ty = Ti o...o T} and define 7y = Id. We study the
problem of approximating the distribution of normalized and centered Birkhoff sum

W)= =Y foTi - u(foTh

by a normal distribution of d variables. The transformations 7}, i = 1,2, ..., do not have
to preserve the measure p. This restricts the methods that can be used to prove CLTs for
the system in question. Denoting f' = f o T; — u(f o 7;) we may view W as a normalized
sum of random variables f'. We show that a method in probability theory, introduced by
Stein in [44], can be adapted to this setting.

Stein’s method has been researched a lot in probability theory, see [8-10,15,16, 18,32,
33,37,40-42|, but has mostly been neglected in theory of dynamical systems. Without
obtaining convergence rates, the method is applied to some special cases in [17] and [26],
but to our knowledge the first systematic treatment of Stein’s method in the context
of dynamical systems was not done until recently in [21]. The results of [21] were then
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applied in [31] for non-uniformly expanding maps. In this paper the results of [21] are
generalized to be applicable for time-dependent systems.

In Section 2 we state two theorems; one concerning random vectors W and second
concerning random variables. The proofs of these results are given in Section 7. These
are then applied in two models demonstrating the usefulness of this method. Applications
to time-dependent expanding circle maps and in a quasistatic model introduced in [12] are
stated in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. We also give a quenched CLT result concerning
randomly selected circle expanding maps in Section 3. The results for the applications
are proved in Sections 5 and 6.

This paper uses some of the results and proofs in aforementioned papers [21]| and [12].
We also make certain improvements to those results. The main theorems have some
similarity to Péne’s results in [39], which uses an adaptated Rio’s method. However we
work in a time-dependent setting, while in [39] the system in question is assumed to be
stationary.

Notations and conventions. Through the paper we reserve the letter Z for a random
variable with the standard normal distribution. We write C' = C(xy, ..., z,,), when C'is a
constant whose numerical value can be calculated from the variables x1, ..., z,,.

Various norms are used through the paper. For a vector v € R? with components v,,
a=1,...,d, we denote

|v| = max{|v,| : @ =1, ...,d}

and for vector valued functions ||f|| = max{||fallc : @ = 1,...,d}. For a function
B: R* - R? we write D*B for the kth derivative. We define

|D*B||oe = max{||0 - 05 Bulloo : t1 + -+ +ta=k, 1 < a < d}.

Here B,, 1 < o < d' are the coordinate functions of B.

2. RESULTS IN THE ABSTRACT SETTING

Let (X, B, i) be a probability space and (f*)$°, a sequence of random vectors. We also
assume that every ||f'|l«, ¢ € Ny, have a common upper bound denoted by || f|l. We
write f'= f' — p(f%) and given an N € Ny

i

2!

W =W(N) =

2=
g

The covariance matrix of W (V) is denoted by Xy, i.e.,

N—-1N-1

Sy = p(W?) = % Y e )

i=0 j=0
Let K € NyN [0, N —1]. Then we define
mg={ieN:0<i<N-1,|n—1i| < K}.

and
N_

W, = —— > oF

1=0,i¢[n] Kk

—_
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We denote by ®x(h) the expectation of a function h : R? — R with respect to the
d-dimensional centered normal distribution A/ (0, ) with positive definite covariance ma-
trix ¥ € R4 je.,

Py (h) = h(w) dw.

1 / 7%111-2_1111
—_—— e
J/2r)Tdet s Jra

The next theorem concerns approximating the distribution of the sum of random vectors
by a normal distribution. It is formulated in such a way that it can easily be applied to
time-dependent dynamical system: Let X be a state space and f : X — R? a function, and
let (T;)2,, T; : X — X, be a sequence of transformations. Denote 7; = T; 0 T;_j0...01T7,
when ¢ > 1, and 75 = Id. Then simply substituting f* in the theorem by f o 7; yields a
result for the centered Birkhoff sums W = \/—% SV (foTi—u(foT:)) on the probability

space (X, B, ).

Theorem 2.1. Let (X,B, 1) be a probability space and ()2, a sequence of random
vectors with common upper bound || fllo > ||f'|lcc, for every i € No. Let h : R* — R
be three times differentiable with ||D*h||o < oo for 1 < k < 3. Fix integers N > 0 and
0 < K < N. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:

(A1) There exist constants Cy > 0 and Cy > 0, and a non-increasing function p : Ny —
Ry with p(0) =1 and Y2, ip(i) < oo, such that for all0 <1 < j <k <l < N-1,

[u(fLfH)] < Caplj — i),

(u(fa T3 15 T3] < Cap(max{j —i,1 — k}),
(PRI 15) = (ot n(FE )] < Cap(k = 5)
hold whenever k > 0; 0 <i < j<k<n< N;a«a,/p,v0¢c{d, [} and o, p €
{1,...,d}.
(A2) There exists a function p: Ng — R, such that
(" Vh(v+ Wt))| < p(K)

holds for all0 <n < N —1,0<t <1 andv € R
(A3) Xy is positive-definite d x d matriz.

Then
[u(h(W)) — @5, (h)] < C. <K+1 > ol ) +VN(K), (1)
i=K+1
where
C. = 6d° max{Cs, /Ci} (| fllocl Dhlloc + | D*A]l ) Z(i +1)p(4) (2)

1s independent of N and K.

This theorem is similar to Theorem 2.1 in [21]. The theorem above can be applied
to dynamical systems where transformations are time-dependent. As a side note, the
constant C, in (2) is better than in [21].
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Let f', i € Ny, be random variables. Then we denote the variance of W (N) by

For univariate f* we can improve the result of the previous theorem. Instead of three
times differentiable functions h, we can assume that A is Lipschitz and still get an upper
bound result for (h(W)) — @52 (h). A downside is that the bound obtained is inversely

proportional to the variance o%. To state the result rigorously, we introduce the concept
of Wasserstein distance.

Let X; and X3 be two random variables in (X, B, x). Then the Wasserstein distance
between X; and X5 is defined as

dy (X1, X2) = 51615 [(h(X1)) — pu(h(X2))],

where
W ={h:R—=R: [h(x) = h(y)| <|z—yl}
is the class of all 1-Lipschitz functions.

Theorem 2.2. Let (X,B, 1) be a probability space and (f')°, a sequence of random
vectors with common upper bound || f||s. Fiz integers N >0 and 0 < K < N. Suppose
that the following conditions are satisfied.

(B1) There exist constants Cy, Cy and a non-increasing function p : N — R with p(0) =
1, such that for all0 <i<j <k <I<N -1,

[u(f )] < Cap(j — i),

(P < Coplmax{s —i,1 = k}),
(PP P = u(F PO )] < Caplk = 5).
(B2) There exists a function p: Ng — Ry such that, given a differentiable A : R — R
with A" absolutely continuous and maxo<p<s ||A® | < 1,

[u(f"AW))| < p(K)
holds for all 0 <n < N.
(B3) o% > 0.

Then the Wasserstein distance dy (W, onZ) is bounded from above by

oo

Cy (% + Y p@) + CYVNHE),

where

C = 12max{oy’, 032} max{Co, VOrH(L+ [fllo) | S+ )ol6)

and
Cly = 2max{1, 0.’}
are independent of N and K.

Note that if on = 0, then trivially dy (W, onZ) = 0.
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3. APPLICATION I: TIME-DEPENDENT EXPANDING MAPS

In this section we present some CLTs in a concrete model of expanding circle maps.
They are proved in Section 5 by applying Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. We also give a result in
the case, where transformations are chosen randomly.

3.1. The model. Let S! be the state space equipped with Borel sigma-algebra B and
an initial probability measure p. Let M denote the set of C? expanding circle maps
T :S* — S! with the following bounds:

T =A>1, [T« < A.. (3)

Let f: S' — R? We write Lip(f) = max{Lip(f,) : @ € 1,...,;d} and || flluip = || fle +
Lip(f). From now on we assume that all transformations belong to M and that f is Lip-
schitz continuous, i.e., all the coordinate functions are Lipschitz continuous. Furthermore
we assume that the initial probability measure p with density o with respect to Lebesgue
measure m on S is such that log ¢ is Lipschitz continuous with constant Ly = Lip(log o).
Notice that this implies that ¢ = €'°8¢ is also Lipschitz continuous and ¢ > ¢ > 0 with
some ¢ € R,. W is defined as in the abstract setting in the previous section, as are X
and o%;.

The results in this section contain constants ¢, Csy, Cy and By. Some exact bounds to
their values could be calculated by using the results of section 5 of [12], but it is omitted
here. Instead we just state here the most important features of those constants. First
of all ¥ €]0, 1] measures the decorrelation speed of the system and depends only on the
model constants A\ and A,. It is defined as in Lemma 5.6 of [12]. In particular ¥ > A\~'.
Constants Cy > 0 and Cy > 0 depend on A, A,, || f|lLip and Lipschitz constant of p, and
are introduced in Lemma 5.2. The last constant By = By(Lg, A, As) > 0 is defined after
Lemma 5.6.

Now we are ready to present the first theorem concerning expanding circle maps.

Theorem 3.1. Let (T;)2, C M be a sequence of transformations in the model M. Let
h: R — R be three times differentiable with ||[D*h||. < oo, k = 1,2,3. Suppose that
N > max{3,16/(1 — 9)?} is such that the matriz Xy is positive definite. Then

[(h(W)) = By (h)]| < CN "2 log N,

where

_ 30d° max{Cy, VCi} (| fllsol D°llc + [ D*P]] )

¢ 10y
L1 2d|| Dl oo | £ s
+ 2 D2l 4 30 iy D + ZA Pl e

In addition to the previous theorem, for univariate f, the following theorem also holds:

Theorem 3.2. Let (T;)2, C M be a sequence of transformations in the model M. Let
N > max{3,16/(1 — 9)?} and on > CoNP, where Cy >0, p > 0. Then

dy (W,onZ) < C’max{l, C’O_Z}N_%Hp log N,

where
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= 60 maX{CQ, 04}(1 + Hf”oo) 4||f||%1p 4Hf”L1P
_ v Bol|fl[up + — L 4
C (1_19)2 +Q9_%_19% +6 OHfHLlp_'_ 0% ( )

is independent of N.

In particular, if oy > Cy (case p = 0) for N > 3, the upper bound becomes
C max{1, C’gz}N*% log N.

If the variance oy decreases fast towards zero, then Theorem 3.2 is not useful. However,
dy(W,onZ) < 20y as is proven in Section 5. Since this second estimate is stronger, when
oy is smaller, we are able to provide the following CLT result which is independent of
variance.

Corollary 3.3. Let (T;)2,, T; : S' — S',i € N be a sequence of transformations in the
model M. Then . )
dy(W,onZ) < max{C,2} N6 log N,

for all N > max{3,16/(1 — 9)?}, where C is as in (4).

Finally, in the last result of this subsection we consider the self-normalized version of
wW.

For this purpose define

z
L

Sv=Y fi=VNW(N)=VNW (5)

i

I
o

and

s3, = Var(Sy) = Var(VNW) = No?%,
i.e., Sy is the Birkhoff sum with variance s%. Notice that if sy > 0, then Sy /sy has a
variance 1 and it is thus W after self-normalization. With these definitions, we have the
following corollary to Theorem 3.2:

Corollary 3.4. Let (T;)2, C M be a sequence of transformations in the model M. Let
N > max{3,16/(1 — 9)?} and s% > CoN?, where Cy >0, p > 0. Then
S ~ -1 3 p
dy (—N, Z) = Cmax{C, ?,C, Q}le% log N.
SN
We make two final remarks. First, if the growth of s%; is linear (p = 1), then the upper

bound of Wasserstein distance is of the form CN~'2log N. Second, if p > 2/3, then
dy (Sy/sn, %) — 0, when N — oo.

3.2. Random dynamical system. In this subsection we study a setup, where expanding
circle maps are picked at random from the set M. We show that under some assumptions
there exists a limit variance for W and it is the same for almost every random sequence
of transformations.

Let (T,,)2, be a sequence of transformations on S! such that each index w; is drawn
randomly from a probability space (£, F,P) = (QOZ+, EZ+ P). Here (£, £) is a measurable
space and Z, = {1,2,...}. We assume the following about the random dynamical system
in question:

Assumption (RDS)
i) Each T,,, € M.
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ii) The law P is stationary, i.e., the shift 7: Q — Q: (7(w)); = wi11 preserves P.
iii) The random selection process is strong mixing satisfying
sup sup  |P(AB) -P(A)P(B)| <Cn™”

il AeFi,BeFx,

for each n > 1, where v > 0 and F! is a sigma-algebra generated by projections 7y, ..., 7,
Te(w) = wi and F2Y, generated by 7, Titnit - ..
iv) The map
(w,2) =T, o---0oT, (x)
is measurable from F ® B to B for every n € N={0,1,...}.

Define 03} (w) = o3 = Var, W(N) and 0? = limy_,o, Eo},, when the limit exists. Here
W is defined as in the abstract setting except that it now also has w-dependence. The next
theorem gives a quenched convergence result for W that holds for almost every sequence
of transformations.

Theorem 3.5. Assume that (RDS) is satisfied. Then

o? = 2(2 — ko) }H&E[N(fifi—i—k) — 1(fi) i fiv)]
k=0

1s well-defined and non-negative. We have o > 0 if and only if
sup N Eu(W?) = oo.
N>1

Furthermore if o > 0 holds, then for arbitrary 6 > 0 and almost every w
O(N-2log2*® N), ~> 1,
dy (W(N),0Z) = { O(N=%9), v=1,
O(N~2 log%J”S N), 0<~vy<Ll.

Sketch of proof. First of all, Assumption (RDS) together with Lemmas 5.2 and 5.6
are applied to show that Assumptions (SA1)—(SA4) in [22]| are satisfied. The condition
for o > 0 is shown by verifying that Assumption (SA5’) in [22] holds for the given system
and then using Lemma B.1 (iv)(b) & (v)(b) in that paper.

Theorem 4.1 in the same paper is then applied, giving the limit variance and bounds
for |02(w) — ¢?|. Lemma 6.4 and Theorem 3.2 are applied to complete the proof of the
latter part in the above theorem. 0

4. APPLICATION II: A QUASISTATIC DYNAMICAL SYSTEM

The model that we present in this section is introduced in [12]. First we present the
following definition from [12]:

Definition 4.1. Let X be a set and M a collection of self-maps T: X — X equipped
with a topology. Consider a triangular array

T={T,r,eM:0<k<n,n>1}
of elements of M. If there exists a piecewise continuous curve v: [0,1] — M such that

lim Tn,LntJ =7 te [07 1]7

n—oo

we say that (T, ) is a quasistatic dynamical system (QDS). The set X is called the state
phase and M the system phase of the Q)DS.
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4.1. The model. We define a following QDS, also introduced in [12]. The state space is
S! and the system space M is the same set of transformations on S' as in the model of
Section 3. We define a metric do1 to the set M by

dcl(Tl,TQ) = Sup d(Tl.ﬁC',TQ.ﬁU) + ”Tll — Té”oo
zeS!

for T}, To € M. Here d is the natural metric on S' = R\Z. We assume that v : [0,1] — M
is a Holder continuous curve with exponent 7 €]0,1[ and constant C'y > 0. Let T be a
triangular array of maps

T={T,,eM:0<k<n,n>1},

which satisfies

sup den (T, jnt), ) < Cn.

0<t<1

It is known that for every T" € M there exists a unique invariant probability measure
that is equivalent to the Lebesgue measure m on S*. For v, we denote this measure by ji;.
Furthermore we write f, = f — i (f).

If f is univariate we define

and

We may write o2 instead of o2(f) if f is known from the context.

Analogously if f is multivariate we define

it<f>=,gig;oﬂt[< mZ )(Tmz )]

and

Let us introduce some notations. We denote 7, ; = 1), o Thi10...0T, and Tp; =
T,;0T,;—10..0T,; Furthermore we denote f,; = foT,,; and f,;, = fni— 1(fni), and
define

[nt]—1

gn(t) Z fnz {nt} fn [nt]> (6)

where {nt} = nt — [nt|. Note that &,(t) = n2 [ fu |ns|ds.

We denote the covariance matrix of &, (t) (with respect to ) by X, ;. If f is univariate,
then the variance of &,(t) is denoted by o7, ;. We aim to prove an upper bound on |0} ,— 07|
as a function of n. This in turn is used to prove an upper bound to Wasserstein distance
between &, (t) and 0, 7.
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4.2. Results. The next theorem concerns approximating the distribution of &,(¢) by the
multivariate normal distribution A (0, %;). By the definition of &, (¢) and Theorem 3.1 it
is not surprising that for large nt the distribution of &,(t) is close to N (0, %, ;). Thus the
essential new content of this theorem is that X, ; ~ X, for large n. We also see that the
more regular the curve 7 is, the better is the speed of convergence.

Theorem 4.2. Let ty €]0,1] be such that f]to is positive definite and let h : R4 — R be
three times differentiable with ||[D*h|s < oo for 1 < k < 3. Then for all f < n there
exists constant C' independent of t such that for every t >ty andn > 1

(A(€a(£))) — Ds (B)] < Cn™ + Cn~F log .

It is actually true that if 3 is positive definite, then Zto is positive definite with
some ty > 0. However the constant C' depends on the choice of t;, which explains the
formulation of the previous theorem.

If f is univariate we can again use the Wasserstein distance. As in the previous theorem,
regularity of v effects to the speed of convergence. A simple assumption that 62 is non-zero
somewhere is also required for providing the speed of convergence given in the theorem.

Theorem 4.3. Letty €0,1] be such that 67, > 0. Then for ally < n there exist constants
C' =C\ A, 0,0, Cu, || fllLip, Lo, to, 07,) such that for every t >ty and n > 1

dy (&a(t),00Z) < Cn7" + Cn 2 logn.

We point out that 62(f) = 0 only in the very special case that f = g — g o v, for some
Holder continuous g.

The last result we present in this section is analogous to Corollary 3.3 in Section 3. It

holds without any restriction on the behaviour of the variance 2.

Theorem 4.4. Letn’ < n. Then there exists a constant C' = C'(\, Ax,n',n, Cu, || flLip, Lo)
such that the following holds for every t € [0,1] and n > 1:

dy (§u(t), 002) < Cn_%, +Cns log n.

5. PROOFS FOR APPLICATION [

In this section we study the model described in Section 3.

5.1. Upper bounds for p and p. In this subsection we calculate upper bounds for p(K)
in Assumptions (A1) and (B1), and p(K) in Assumptions (A2) and (B2) of Theorems 2.1
and 2.2, respectively. First we introduce the following definition from [12]:

Definition 5.1. We define a class Dy, L € R, of probability densities ¢: S — R in the
following way: ¢ € Dy, if

i) >0

i) there exists z € S' such that logt is Lipschitz continuous on J, = S\ {z} with
constant L.

Thus L describes the regularity of probability densities in that class, smaller L meaning
smoother density. By Remark 4.4iii) in [12| every Lipschitz continuous probability density
1 > 0 belongs to Dy, with some value of L.
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Given a transformation T' € M, the transfer operator Lr: L*(m) — L'(m) is defined
by

Lrgle) = Y A0 M)

yeT—{ax}

It satisfies the following rule: For every g € L'(m) and f € L>(m)
/ fLrgdm = [ gfoTdm. (8)
st st

Furthermore, we introduce the new notation 7 ; = Ty, o ... o T}.

Applying (8) repeatedly gives L7, = Lr,...Lr;. We write L, ; = Lr,...Lr; and L, =
LTk---ETl-

In general transfer operators tend to smooth probability densities; see, e.g., Lemma 5.2
in [12]. Concerning this paper, the most important content of that lemma is that there
exists a constant L, = L,(\, A,) with the property that for every L > L* there exists k
such that

EkDL C DL*. (9>

Actually we can choose L, = AA(1 — A7) 72 as the reader may verify by going through
the proofs of Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 in that paper.

Throughout the paper ¥ = ¥(\, A,) €10, 1[, mentioned in the next lemma, is the same
constant as in Lemma 5.6 of [12].

The next lemma is implied by Lemma 5.10 of [12|. Recall that o € Dy, where Ly =
Lip(log 0). By Remark 4.4(ii) of [12] Ly determines some upper bound to Lip(p), which
is why we can replace Lip(o) by Lo in the following lemma:

Lemma 5.2. There exist constants
Cy = Co(A, As, || fllips Lo) > 0 and  Cy= Cy(\, As, || fluip, Lo) >0

such that by choosing p(i) = 9" the system satisfies the condition (A1) of Theorem 2.1.
and the condition (B1) of Theorem 2.2.

Assume that 0 < n < N—1. The following two theorems determine some upper bounds
on |pu(f™- Vh(v+Wyt))| and |u [f*A(W,)]| in the case of multivariate and univariate f,
respectively. The proof of Theorem 5.3 is given after Lemmas 5.5-5.9. Proof of Theorem
5.4 is omitted since it follows exactly the same steps as the proof of Theorem 5.3.

There is some N-dependence in the formulations of these theorems which will be re-
moved later to bound p(K). Therefore only K-dependence is left in the formulation of
Assumptions (A2) and (B2) for the sake of simplicity.

Theorem 5.3. Given a two times differentiable h : R? — R with || Dh||oe, || D*h||s < 00,

K-1

Lip(f)AN="=
(A —1)VN
+ 3dBo| fllsol| D[] ® + 2d]| Dhl|oo Lip(f)A "=

(" Vh(v + Wat))]| <207 floo | D*h|

holds for all 0 < n < N — 1, where By = C(\, A, Lo) is the constant that will be
introduced after Lemma 5.6.
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Theorem 5.4. Given a differentiable A : R — R with A’ absolutely continuous and
maxock<z AW || < 1,

e [FnAOVR)]| < 2””‘”% + 3 fllaeBot > + 2Lip(f)A~ "7,

holds for all 0 <n < N — 1, where By = By(\, As, Lo).

By Theorem 5.3 and inequalities A\™' <0, v/N > 1 and || f||oo, Lip(f) < || f|lLip We may
deduce the following

(™ - Vh(v +Wt)))|

K-1

Lip(f)\™"2 K . _K1
+ 3dB so||Dhl|sc®2 + 2d||Dh||s Li A2
TR ST 4 2D it

110 ] .
UV T | ) D10 -+ 201Dl i

< 24| f]locl| D*D|oc

<2d*||D?h|| s

Thus when we apply Theorem 2.1 in the model of expanding circle maps introduced in
Section 3 we may choose in Assumption (A2) that

K-1
1f117:50 K K1

p(K) = 24| D*hl|oc o1 1 T 34Boll flluipl Dl + 2d[| Dhloo | fllip?™=". (10)

By similar computations for an univariate f we may choose in Assumption (B2) that

K1
IR0
197

K K-1
T 1 T 3Bollflluipd= + 20 flluipd = (11)

P

For the rest of the section, we assume that n is fixed and define B = max{|n—K/2],0}.

Each 7 induces a finite partition of S into intervals I;, # € J such that 7 maps int I,
diffeomorphically on S'\ {0}. We call {I; : i € J} the partition induced by 7. The next
lemma shows that when K is large, then Z?:_OK_l f? is almost a constant in elements

I; € St of the partition induced by 7g.

Lemma 5.5. Let I; be an element of the partition induced by Tg. There exists C; € RY
such that

ip(f)r~L%)
(v + Wa(2)t) = (C+-—— §: e )' %%%?i}f

for every x € I

Proof. Assume first that n < K. Then W, Z
S i1 H(f7) yields

(v + W, (z)t) — <C+— Z fi(z )‘—

j=n+K+1

j= n+K+1 fj. Thus choosing C; = v —

Assume then that n > K. Let x,y € [ and j < B =n—|K/2]|. Then |T;(z) —T;(y)| <
N TR which implies | fo © Tj(w) = fa 0 Ty(y)| < Lip(fo) V72,
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Thus

3~
L[>
pu‘
2 ~+
I
Qb‘
?
'U
s?"

Therefore there exists C; € R% such that

tn—Kl_ B
+\/—N z=0f<) Ci

for every = € I;. Thus there exists a constant C; = C; —

Lip(f)A~L%
VN (A —1)

<

\/_ E] —n+K+1 ,u(f ) such that

(v+ Wa(z)t) — ( Z fia )‘
J =n+K+1
2 P - (mi > u<f]>)’
N = VN S
Lip(f)A~L%]
 VNA=-1)
for every x € I. O

The next standard lemma shows that the transfer operator decreases the distance of
two probability measures in the L' norm.

Lemma 5.6. Let T.,, T.p be two compositions of any maps in M, where a < b < c,
and let 01,00 € Dy, where L > L,. Then there exist constants Dy = Do(L, A\, A,) and
U =9\ As) €]0,1] such that

| Leal01) = Lep(02)]|r < Db+,

Proof. Lemma 5.2 (i) in [12] gives that T,—14(01) € Dr. Thus applying Lemma 5.6 of the
same article gives

1£cal01) = Leple2)llr = [ILep(Lo-1a(01) = 02))l|zr < Do
That Dy = Do(L, A\, A,) and ¥ = J(\, A,) €10, 1] follows from Section 5 of [12]. O

We define the new constant L; = max {L., Lo}. Lemma 5.6 now implies that there
exists a constant By = By(\, Ay, L1) = Bo(A, As, L) such that

H‘CC,a(Q) - ‘CC,b(Q)HLl < BOﬁC_b—H' (12)

The following result is Lemma 5.2(iii) in [12].

Lemma 5.7. Let L > L, oo € D, m > 1 and 7T, be a composition of m maps in M.
Then for every I;, © € J it holds that

00l
L, |——)€D;.
<Mo(fz‘)) r
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Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7 yield the following corollary.

Corollary 5.8. Let 91,00 € Dy, L > L., 1 <m+1<n, T, composition of m maps in
M. Then for every I;, i € J it holds that

’ L (01) = Lnmi (Em (500(11?)))

where Dy = Do(L, A\, A.) is the same constant as in Lemma 5.6.

S Doﬁnim7
1

Similarly to Lemma 5.6, the previous corollary holds for two probability densities o1, 02
in the class Dy, C Dy,. The constant Dy is By(Log, A, A.), where By is the same constant
as in (12).

The content of the next lemma is exponential decay of pair correlations when any
sequence of transformations in M is applied.

Lemma 5.9. Let g, h: S' — R, where g is Lipschitz, h bounded and T,, = T), o ...0T, a
composition of maps in M and oy € Dy, where L > L,. Then

/1 gh o Tp00dm — /1 goodm /1 h o ngodm’ < |17l (2 Lip(g))\_L%J + HQHOODOM%) 7
S s s

where Do = Do(L, A\, A.) is the same constant as in Lemma 5.6.

Proof. Let {I; : i € J} be the partition induced by Tj,/2. Thus |I;] < A~I"™/2 Define
. f]i gQOdm

gi = . We have g; = g(z;) for some x; € I;. Thus
fli godm

[ abe Tugudn =Y [ gho Tondm
s —~Ji,
= (g@-/ h o Troodm + / (9—g:)ho Tm@odm) (13)
i Ii Ii
= Zgz/ h o Tpoodm + Ex,
i I;

where |E;| < 3, Lip(g)A~"2 Al [, |ooldm = Lip(g)A~"™/2/||h||s. Furthermore by
the properties of the transfer operator:

/hOngodm:/ hOTm7Lm/2J+1OTm/2Q01[idm
I; St

1,
= Mo(fz)/ RLr |my2)+1 <£\_m/2j <Q0 I)) dm
st polr,

= (L) (/S W (00) dm + E) ,
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where |Ej| < ||Alloo Do?™ /2 = ||h|| e Do?™/?! by Corollary 5.8. Thus (13) is

> (gi,uo([l-) (/S hL,, (00) dm + E)) +E

i

_Zgz/io /hﬁ (00) dm—i—z to(l;)gi ) + Ex (14)
—Z/ glllgodm/ hO 0dm+E2+E1,

where | Es| < [|g]lsol|2||lso Do ™/?. Furthermore we have

Z/l gilr.eodm — | geodm /1 (Z 9ilr, — g) oodm| < Lip(g)A~LE].
—Js S S p

From which it follows that

S ([ oot [ noTuauam) [ omim [ o Toanan < LintoL#
st st st st

i

(15)
By (13), (14) and (15), we have
/ gh o T 00dm = goodm hoT,00dm + E3 + Ey + Ey,
st st st
where |F3| < Lip(g)A~"/2||h||o. Thus
/ gh o T, 00dm — Z / goodm [ hoT,,00dm
St - Sl st
<2Lip(g)A"LH [[hlloc + lgllocll Pl Do0 21,
]

5.2. The proof of Theorem 5.3. The overall strategy used in the following proof is
described in section 7 of [21].

Proof. Step 1. In Step 1 we split the measure i to a sum of conditional measures on
small 1ntervals I;. In these intervals W, = \/— Z =0 ]¢ f7 can be approximated by

[n]x
Ci + ZJ b KA1 f7 with only small error. Here C; € R? depends on the interval. The
choice of intervals I; is delicate. The smaller the intervals are, the smaller is the error
made in Step 1. However, for the purposes of computations in Steps 2 and 3 only very

specific choices produce small errors.

Recall that B = max{|n—K/2],0}. Let Z = {I, : i € J} be the partition of S! induced
by Ts. We may represent the measure p as Y, p;, where p;(U) = p(UN L), U C S-.
Thus

W(F" - Th(o + W) Z/Z £ u(f") - duh(v + Wat)odm.  (16)
By Lemma 5.5 we may write v + W, (z)t = C; +

Lip(f)A~ L
Vel < R0

\/_Ea n+K+1f( x) + E(x), where

Now the right side of (16) equals
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>y / ((fg: — (/7)) 0u < z Iz +E>> odm

] n+K-+1

=22 / | ((fz:—u(fz:))aah( il 2;{ f)) odm
DM RCEVES

(17)
<8h<0+\/_ Z f]+E> 8h< \/_] 7L+ZK+1fJ>>Qdm

j=n+K+1

S»Y| ((fz: - () ( G ;f>) i +

where

[E = 1(17)] < Z [ fa = 1(fe) e

v, 2 e (e gy 8 )
Ouh | Ci + — fi+E Ouh 17 1| odm
JACICES" 2
<2/ flloe D> 1105(0ah) |l Eslloo
a B
2 2 Lip(f)A_L%J
<2 LD

Thus we now have

p(f" VR Wat) = 3 ) / | <(f£3 — p(f2)) Ouh ( Z f)) gdm‘

] n+K-+1

Lip(f)AL%!

<242 flloo | D P | o .
< 2 ol Dl

(18)

Step 2. In Step 2 we modify the integral in the previous equation. The trick done in
Step 1 enables to write the integral in (18) as

/ GOTQIIdm [L( )/ GOT7B+1£B ( Ql[i ) dm
st st (1)

=(h) [ Gy (EB (5(15))) .

1y,
where G is some function on S'. By Corollary 5.8, £,,(0) ~ L, 511 <£B (5&3)) Thus

in the Step 3 we are only left to evaluate [, GL,(0)dm.
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Beginning Step 2, notice that we can write

ZZ/(f" u(f2) 8h(C+— Z f]>>gdm

j=n+K+1

_ZZ/< Tt — (o ))6ah<C,+ tN Z foT; B+1>>O779@dm.

j=n+K+1
(19)

We introduce the notation W;; = C; + \ﬁ Zj k1) ©
Let 0 <[y <ly <n+ K. Then we see that

N—-1
N 1
VVh,i = (C + —= \/— Z f Tl2+1> i = VVIQ-HZ © ity (20)

j=n+K+1

Now by using the properties of the transfer operator and (20)

ZZ/IZ (<fao7;z,3+1_ n(fo ))8h(C+\/_ Z fo B+1>>0779Qdm

—ZZ/( Tozr = 1(f ))M(cwfj HZKHf BH))cB(glh)dm

=SSt [ (o T = ) e 0s)) £5 (1250 )

=SS0 [ (U 02 2u0Tr110) o T (15755 ) dm

=2 ) ) [ (= 2 0 0Fo1)) L (6 (2185 ) ) am

Since o € Dy, Corollary 5.8 yields o
e (@)l sare

where By = By(\, As, Lo), ¥ = V9(A, A). If [n — K/2] <0, then B =0 and

(o) -2

From (22) and (23) it follows that

e (e (22) 20

Now || (fa = #(f2)) Oab(Was1i)lloo < 2] fllocll Dhlloo for every a, and thus (19), (21)
and (24) give

< Byl 1. (24)

Ly
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ZZ/[ <<fg — 1(f2)) Ol (C@'—i- \/t—ﬁ 2 fj>> odm

j=n+K+1

XS0t [ (U = 02 6 (1r01,0) £ (c)am) (25)

< 24| f||oo | DIl oo Bot £ 1.

Step 3. In Step 3 we use Lemma 5.9 to show that f, — u(f?) and 0,h(W,41,) are nearly
uncorrelated. Furthermore [o, (fo — p(f2))Ln(0)dm = 0. These facts then yield that

S nlh) [ (e = 12 2t W) £ale)dm 0.

St
More precisely, first (20) gives

STST ) [ (o = ) (W)l
- Z Z (1) /Sl (fo = u(fa)) &Jth(WnJrKJrl,i) o n+K,n+1£n<Q)dm.

Lemma 5.9 then yields

[ o= 02 0 (Wosei1,) 0 Toscss )

- /Sl (fo = u(fa)) Lalo)dm . Oah(Whik41,4) © n+K,n+1£n(0)dm’

< IDhl (2Lip(HA 5] 4 20 B0 ).

Hence [ (fo — p(f2)) Ln(0)dm =0 and Y, u(I;) = 1, and we deduce

5SSl [ (e = i) 20T ) ) .
a i st 26

<dl|Dh]l (2Lip(ALE) + 7B [ ET)

Step 4. Using the triangle inequality and the estimates collected in (18),(25) and (26)
we get

Lip(f/))~ 1%
VN(A-1)

K
2

+ 24 fll | D oo Bt | #]
+d| D] (2Lip(HALE) 4 1)l Bod T2 T)

1

Lip(f)A~"2"
VN(A—1)
+3dBo|| f||oel| Dhl|sc?® + 2d|| Dhjo Lip(f)A~" 2"

(™ - V(o + Wat))| <2020l DAl

< 2| f ||| D? Pl
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This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.3. U

Theorem 5.4 is proved with exactly same steps, by replacing Vh by A, v by 0 and ¢
by 1.

5.3. Finishing the proofs of Theorems in Section 3. After calculating upper bounds
for p and p we are now ready to prove the theorems and corollaries in Section 3.

We use Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 to prove the results in Section 3. Using those results
requires choosing values of N and K such that N > K. It turns out that to minimize
the upper bounds in results of Section 3 we need to choose K = C'log N, where C is
some constant. For small values of NV it might be that C'log N > N, therefore we have
formulated the results in such way that they hold only for large enough N.

2log N

— log 1
that this choice works in the proof as meant.

Lemma 5.10. Let ¥ €]0,1[. Then

: 2logx 4logx
If x > 3, th 1< .
) lfz =23, then [—logﬁ—‘ =1

i) If v > max{3,16/(1 — )%}, then x > [

We are going to choose K = —‘ and the purpose of next lemma is to guarantee

2logx
—logd |

Proof. 1). First we introduce a following fact: If « > 1 and b > 0, then

2a 3a
— < — 27
[b-‘ ~ min{l, b} (27)
This can be seen by studying the cases b < 1 and b > 1 separately. Thus it holds that
2logx < 3logx 1< 4logx Séllogyc7
—log ¥ min{1, — log ¥} min{l, —logd} = 1 -9

which completes the proof of i).
ii). Assume first that 3 > 16/(1 — 99)%. Then using i) yields

{ZIng_‘ 1<410gx

< V31 .
“Tog ¥ STy SV3lgr<az

Assume then that 16/(1 — 9)? > 3, and let 2o = 16/(1 — 99)%. Then by i)

2log xg <4logx
—logd | = 1—9

Since for all y > 0 it holds that logy? = 2logy < y, we have

1.

2

11og ( (745)

41og g og( (1-9) ) 4\

LU 1< (/) S1<a
1-9 1—9 1-9

Let x > zg. The derivative of 4logxz/(1 — 1) with respect to x is 4/z(1 — ¥), which is at

most (1 —9J)/4, when z > 16/(1 — )%, By the assumption 16/(1 — ) > 3 we have that

(1—1)/4 <1/v/3 < 1. Thus
2log x 4logx T4 19
< —dt < —dt < — =
[—logﬁ—‘<1—ﬂ_$0+/mt(1—ﬁ) _:1:0+/xo 1 <zg+ (x —x9) =z,

for every x > 16/(1 — ). O
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5.3.1. Proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is based on applying Theorem 2.1 to the model intro-
duced in Section 3. First we verify that the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 are satisfied.

Clearly the transformations 7;, and the functions f and A in Theorem 3.1 are such that
the corresponding assumptions in Theorem 2.1 hold. Assumption (A3) is also explicitly
stated in Theorem 3.1.

Let then 6 olos N
og
N > R d K =
> {0 g} B

be fixed. By Lemma 5.10.ii), we have K" < N. We choose the functions p(K) and p(K)

to be as in Lemma 5.2 and (10), respectively. As was proven in the previous section, with
those choices, the Assumptions (A1) and (A2) hold.

It is also crucial to notice that the constants C5, C, and By in those definitions do not
depend on N or K. Therefore in the forthcoming computation, every dependence on N
and K is explicit.

We have thus checked that the Theorem 2.1 is applicable under the setting described
in Theorem 3.1 with the choices described above. It yields

|1(h(W)) — @y ()]

< 6 ma{Co, /O (I ool Dbl + ID%hllc) | S+ 1)ol0) (%+ p@)

11125072 x .
+ (2d2HD2hHoo19_17p_1 + 3dBo|flluipl| Dhlloc? + 2d| Dhlloo| flluipd = | VN
(28)
Since p(i) = 9" we have
S o= 3w = 20
i=K+1 i=K+1
and, by some calculations omitted here,
f:(i F1)p(i) < —— (30)
— 1=

Thus by (29) and (30):
1
(28) < 6 max{Ca VO (Il Dbl + 10°01c) 2

K—1
£ 1?2
vt —1

K+1 + Q9K+1
JN 1=
K—1

+ 3Byl flluip | DR 8 + 2duDhuwufumpﬂz) VN,
(31)

+ <2d2HD2hHOO

2log N B
= 19—‘ to (31). Then 9% < 9 — N2 and

We now make the substitution K = { ]

by Lemma 5.10.1)
4log N

Kil<
tls97y
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Thus

4log N N N_Q)
1-9)VN  (1-17)

2d||Dh i
(21D L s a2 Y

1
(31) §6d3 maX{Cz, \/64} (||f||oo||D3h||oo + ||D2h||00) 1—9 ((

1
2—19 2

< <6d3 moe{Cy OB} (1l D+ 1°HL) (81,2
- 1-7 1-—

”fHLlp

T+ 3dBo|| fllvip | Dl oo +

2dHDhuwufuLlp) ) o

(2d2||D Pl 10

Since we assumed N > 3 we have log N > 1 which finally yields

[1(h(W)) — @y (h)]
< (30d3 max{Ch, vCi} (| f || D* e + [ D?hl|oc)

(1-49)

+2d%| D? h||ooﬁ”fH“p

(32)

2d|| Dh|| oo |l £ ||
- 3dBo| fllue | DA e + 2Pl i

— 2

)N—% log N.

Since (32) holds for all N > maX{?), =L
Theorem 3.1. -

}, we have now completed the proof of

5.3.2. Proofs of Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.5. The proof of Theorem 3.2 proceeds sim-
ilarly to the last one. As in the previous proof let

16 21og N
N > — d K =
> {3 g} e Bl

be fixed, and let p > 0 and Cy > 0 be such that oy > CoN~P. Define functions p(K) and
p(K) as in Lemma 5.2 and (11), respectively. The assumptions of Theorem 2.2 are now
satisfied as the reader may verify. By reusing the results in the proof of Theorem 3.1, it
yields
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dy/(vv, O'NZ)

o0 o0

< 12max{oy, o5} max{Ca, v/C}H(1+ 1 f]1), | <z+1>p<>(Kjﬁl+‘Z p<z’>>

+ 2max{1, 052}V Nj(K)

12max{aN on Y max{Cy, VO } (1 + || flloo) ( 4log N N N2>
1—9 (1_19)\/N 1=

+2max{1, o}V <”f”71 3Bouf|rmpﬂ%+z|rfumpﬂ>

_ 60max{Cs, VO 1+ fll)

max{oy', J&Q}N’% log N

: (1—vp
IIfIILp 4 f | ) )
- 1 6By f||us > 1oy }N "2,
(42 6l + 21215 ) max(, o)
We have max{oy', o5’} < max{1, 05’} and thus
dy (W,onZ) < Cmax{1,052} N7 log N, (33)
where
- 60 Co, VO + [ flle) - AISIE i
= maX{ 2 4}§ ||f|| ) + 7”fHLp +6BQ||f||L1p ||f!Lp
(1-2) 97z — 93 ik

Theorem 3.2 now follows: Since it was assumed that oy > Co/N P it holds that
max{1, 05’} < max{1,Cy?}N% and by (33) we have

dy (W,onZ) < Cmax{1,C;*}N"2"%log N.
Furthermore, notice that C' does not depend on N.
The idea behind the proof of Corollary 3.3 is as follows:

If the variance of W is large, then Theorem 3.2 gives good upper bound to Wasserstein
distance dy (W, on 7). On the other hand if oy is close to zero, then both the distribution
of W and onZ are close to the Dirac delta distribution dy in the sense of Wasserstein
distance. This gives us two distinct ways to find upper bound to dy (W,onZ). It turns

out that the worst-case scenario happens when variance behaves like CN 5.

To handle the small values of oy, we introduce the following fact:

Let X and Y be two random variables with means 0 and variances 0%, 0%, respectively.
Then
dy/(X,Y) Sax+0y. (34)

To see this, assume that X, is a random variable such that P(X, = 0) = 1. Then
dy (Xo, X) = :ug /h(:p)dFXO(:p) —/h(:p)dFX(:p)

€
= sup [2(0) — E[A(X)]| < E[[X|] < VE[X?] = ox.

hew

Now (34) follows from triangle inequality, since dy is a metric.
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Assume that oy > C'N7P, where p and C' are some constants. Then the Wasserstein
distance dy (W, Z) has an upper bound of type CN-3+% log N by Theorem 3.2. On the
contrary, if o < CN~P then formula (34) gives an upper bound of type C'N~P. Since
the equation —% + 2p = —p is solved by p = %, we make the following choices:

Let p = %. Choose C), =1 in Theorem 3.2. Then
dy (W,onZ) < CN” 6 log N, (35)
when on > N=&. If on < N_%, then by (34)
dy (W,onZ) < 2N < 2N "5 log N. (36)
Since either (35) or (36) holds, we have
dy (W, onZ) < max {C*, 2} N=%log N. (37)
This proves Corollary 3.3.

5.3.3. Proof of Corollary 3.4. Let Cy > 0, r > 0 and s3, = No3 > C{N", which implies
that oy = ON C{N 2. Then using properties of Wasserstein distance gives
VN
S W _1 1—r
dy (—N, Z) = dy (—, Z) = oytldy (W,onZ)=Cy 2N 2 dy (W,onZ).

SN ON

We may now apply Theorem 3.2 to dy (W, oy Z), with values p = (1—r)/2 and Cy = /C},
which yields

S _1 1—r
dy (S—NZ) = C, N = dy (W,onZ)
N
_1 —r o~ 1
< C'(,] QNlT(C’maX{l,C’()*l}N*TLI*T log N)

. 1,3 .
SC’maX{C() Q,C(,] 2}le%logN.

This completes the proof of Corollary 3.4.

6. PROOFS FOR APPLICATION I

In this section we use the notation defined in Section 4. The reader should recall the
definitions of 7, ;, 75, and f,,; from that section to avoid confusion with the notations
used on Sections 3 and 5. The pushforward measure (7, ). is denoted by p, x and the
corresponding density by o, k.

The density g, of the SRB measure /i, is Lipschitz continuous by Remark 4.1 of [12]|. By
the same remark £¥1 converges to g; in the supremum norm and thus g; > 0. Furthermore
by Remark 4.4.(iii) of [12] ¢; € Dy, for some L > 0. Since LFp; = ¢, for all k > 0, by (9),
we have g, € Dp-.

6.1. Preliminary results. By duality

G2f) = sl f42) - mlfLE(0ufo)] = sl )= Al fTP42)  {fuslf £ o 7] — Al f12} - (38)
k=1 k=1
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For later use, notice that 62(f) can be represented in the integral form

w [ arr oAl — (), (39)

where n =1,2, ...

In Lemma 6.1 of [12] it is proven that ¢ — 62(f) is uniformly continuous. We improve
the proof to show that it is even Holder continuous.

Lemma 6.1. t — 62(f) is Holder continuous with every exponentn” < n. An upper bound
for the corresponding Hélder constant C' can be given as a function of A\, A.,n,n",Cy and

I f IILip-

Proof. Let k > 0. We have m[f,LE(0.f,)] = m[fLF(6.f)] — m[o:f]2. The computation
given in the proof of Lemma 6.1 in [12] yields
(m(fLE(0uf) = m(FLY0s 1)) < NI (1£F = LEipco @l + 100 = osl121) -

Let ¥ < nand k > 1. By (19), (8) and (22) of [12] the right side can be approximated
from above by

Clkdor () + It — s|7) < C(k[E = 5|7 -+ |t — s|) < Chlt — s,
where C' = C(\, A, Ch, ||f||Lip, n'). Using the same results for & = 0 it also follows that

n(f2) = ia(F2)| = |m(@ef?) — m(onf)* + m(osf?) — m(osf)?] < Clt — 5|7
Furthermore we have that for every M € N
o om(fiLf(af) = D m(fLE(auf) —maf)’ < CoM
k=M k=M

by Lemma 5.9. Combining all these observations, formula (38) yields
M-1
67(f) = 2] < Y MCJt = |7 + COM < C(M?[t — s + ™)
k=0
for all M = 1,2, ..., where C' = C(\, A,, Cy, || f|Lip, 7). Choosing C' large enough,

50(f) = 62(f)] < C(MPJt — s|" +0™)

holds also for all real numbers M > 0. To prove Holder-continuity, we choose M depending
on |t — s| > 0 in the following way:

/

log |t — s|" o

logy  logd
Using the well known fact that for all x €]0,1] and a €]0, 1] there exists a constant
C' = C(«) such that

It —s|" =0M = M = log |t — s| > 0.

z|log x| < Cz®,

we deduce that
77/2 n/2
M? = —5—log? |t — | < —5—Clt — s|**2,
log™ v log” v

where C' = C(\, As, 7', ). Let 0 <n” <n'. Choose @« =1— (' —n")/2. Then

12

520) = 62| < COP =l +0") < € (Ll =l =] ) < Clesl”

where, in the rightmost expression, C' = C(\, A., Cy, || flluip, 7', 1")-
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Since 1" can be arbitrarily close to 1’ we see that t — &2(f) is Holder continuous in
[0, 1] for any Holder exponent n” < 7. The result now follows by choosing for example

= m+n")/2 -
The next lemma follows from Lemma 5.9 in [12]

Lemma 6.2. There exists a constant b > 0 such that the following holds. Given ' < n
there exists C'= C'(\, Ay, Cy,n', Lo) such that

loninty = sllr < Cn™" + [t 5|7,
when t > bn~tlogn.

Recall that the variance of &, (t) with respect to p is denoted by o2 ,. Since &,(t) is a
sum of random variables with mean 0, we have (&, (t)) = 0 and that ant = u((&.(1))?).
Next we approximate
-
The proof of the following lemma follows that of Lemma 6.2 of [12]. We need a more

explicit version in this paper.

Lemma 6.3. Let " <. Then there exists a constant C' = C(\, A, Cr,n,n", Lo, || | Lip)
such that

i
o2 —af‘g(}'n n

n,t

for every t € [0, 1].

Proof. Let ' < n. We have

& —n/ / (fn. nstn lnr])drds.

Let x €]0, [ satisfy 2k < /(1 — k) and define a,, = n=*™*. Then a, > bn~'logn for
big enough n, Where b is the same constant as in Lemma 6.2. Define the sets

P, ={(s,r) € [O,t]2:2an§s§t—an and |r —s| < a,},
Qn={(s,1) € [O,t]2 o |r —s| < a, and either s < 2a,, or s >t —a,}
and
R, ={(s,7) € [0,t]*: |r — 5| > a,}.

Notice that P,UR,UQ,, = [0,t]*. The arca of Q, is at most 6a2 and | f,, s fa, [nr) | < |11 %-
Thus

M(fmnsjfmwj)drds < 6||f||io”ai — 6||f||io”_1+2“-

From now on E denotes a real valued function such that there exists a constant C' =
C(N\ A, Cy,n', Lo, K, || fllLip) > 0 such that |E| < C. The specific formulas for values of
C might change from line to line in the computation.

By Lemma 5.10 in [12] we know that
| Fnps) o) )| < B0, (40)

By (40) we see that

”// M(fn,Lnstn,LnrJ)drds < By = By,
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For large enough n, we have E9"" < 6] f|*>n~1"2%. Thus

M(.fn, [ns] .fn, [nr| )drds

nURnp

< 6]/ f[2na% = Ena?.

The only major contribution to the integral now comes from P,, i.e.

t t _ _ t—an s+an _ _
n/ / P fo,(ns) fr, [nr) )drds = n/ / P fo,(ns) fo, [nr) ) drds + Enai. (41)

Next we will show that n [ stan 1 fo (ns) fo, o) )i =2 62
By Lemma 6.2 we have
”Qn,Lnr] - @SHLl = E(n*TII + ‘T - S‘n/)7
when r > bn~!logn. Thus
sup HQn,LnrJ - @SHL1 = E(n_n/ + azl) = Ea:]z/'
re(s—an,s+an)
From this it follows that
s+an _ _
n/ M(fn,[nsj fn,LnrJ)dr

—an

s+an
n/ :u(fn,LnsJ fn,Lm"J) - M(fn,LnSJ)M(fn,LnrJ)dr
san (42)

s+an s+an
Zn/ 1(foms) . pmr)) — s ()2 dr + n/ fus(f)? = p(Fons) 1t (o, () )

—an s—an

s+an
:n/ :u(fn,LnsJ fn,\_nr]) - ﬂs(f)2dr + Enaiir?? :

—an

Define b, = £(1 — {ns}). We have
St+an an
n/ M(fn,{nsjfn,mrj)dr = n/ (fn Lnsjfn [n(s+r)| ) r
s 0
- bnnun,LnsJ (fz) + TL/ ,un,LnsJ (f.f o Tn,Ln(err)J O---0 Tn,LnsJJrl)dT
bn

- bnnﬂs(fz) + TL/ ﬂs(ff o Tn,\_n(s-ﬁ-r)] O---0 Tn,\_ns]-ﬁ-l)dr + E(GZ/ + 7’L(I111+n/)
brn

bn, Qn
:n/ m(f@sf)dH”/ m(f L ()] Ln s +1(05f))dr + E(nag™).
0 bn

We want to replace Ly |n(str)| *** Ln,ns|+1 DY EL,Z(S+T)J_L"SJ. For this purpose notice that
for every j € {[ns|,....|[n(s + )|} and r < a, we have dci(7s, 1)) < der(Vs,7j) +
den (v, Tnj) < Erm+ En™" < Eal’. We have

||‘Cn7L"(S+T)J o "Cm[nstLl(@sf) - ‘CLN(S—H)J_MSJ (éSf)HLl = Enmz = E”CEZ,H-

Hence,

s+an an
n/ M(fnﬂns]fnﬂnﬂ)dr = n/ (fﬁ n(str)] nSJ< f))d?‘ + En2 2+77 (43)
s 0

By a similar computation

s 0
n/ M(fn,tnsjfnim’])dr = n/ m(fLLnSJi n(str)] ( f))d'r’ + En2 2+77 (44)

—an
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Thus by (42), (43),(44) and using the formula (39) for the variance, we have

s+an

—Qn
s+an

N(fn,LnsJ fm[nrj) - ﬂs(f)QdT + Enayllﬂ?'

—an

m(fﬁLLnsJ—Ln(s—i-T)“(ésf)) oA (f)QdTJrEnaH" +En2 2+77

Il
3

Qn
Qan

(45)
jis(f fro 7Dl — i (f 2 dr + Bn®ai

I
3

I
3
\\\N

—an
o0

=n | fs(ff oryllmsl=lnmIly g (1)2dr + En*a2t™ + By

=62(f) 4+ En®a>t" .
Note that we can choose an upper bound for |F| that is independent of s. This is because
@S e DL*’
Therefore by (41) and (45)

t—an S+an B _
p((&a(1))?) = ”/ / (1 fo s o o) )drds + Ena?

2an —an

t—an
— / 62(f) + Ena®>™ ds + Fnad?
2an

t—an

= / 6%(f)ds + Ena® + En?a®*"
2

t
= / &2(f)ds + Ena® + En*a*>™ + FEa,
0

= 02 4 Ena® + En2a>™

_ 0_t2 _'_En71+2/£ _'_EnQIi*n/(l*R).
Let 0 < 7" < 7. Recall that we have assumed that x €]0,1[,2x < 7/(1 — k) and 1’ < 7.
By choosing ' = (n+n")/2 and k = (n — n")/(4(1 4+ 1)) these assumptions are satisfied

as the reader may check, and we have

1

7" —2—n—p —an"!
n71+2“ =n 1+2(1+n) =n 20t < n 4 = nfn//
and
+n n—n"" _ ) a(m=n"")++n")(=4=3n—n")) 80" —ann — (") —3n>
26— (=r) _ o2 i+ () n 8T —n ST <n "

Thus it follows that o2, = p ((£,(t))?) = 07 + En™"", where
‘E‘ <C= C<)\7 A*7 CH7 n, 77”7 L07 ”fHLlp)
U

6.2. Proofs of Theorems 4.3 and 4.4. An upper bound on the Wasserstein distance
of two normal distributions is given by the next lemma.

V2|a — Y|

Lemma 6.4. Let a,b> 0 and Z ~ N(0,1). Then dy(aZ,0Z) < NG
m
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Proof. Let h be 1-Lipschitz and a,b > 0. Then

Elh(aZ)] — E[h(aZ)]] < |a—bE|Z| = %
]

Next theorem proves Theorem 4.3 for large values of n. For small n Theorem 4.3 holds
trivially by choosing large enough C.

Theorem 6.5. Let ty €]0,1] and v be such that 67 (f) > 0. Then for all i’ < n there
exists a constant C' = C (X, Ay, Cu,n,1', Lo, || fl|Lip, to, 07,) > 0 and a constant ng > 0 such
that for every t >ty and n > nyg

dy (£a(t),0:2) < C(n" % logn +n").

Proof. This proof is divided in three steps. The Wasserstein distances
dy (& (1), & ([nt]/n)),  dy (& ([nt]/n)  opnmZ)  and  dy (0[qmZ,0:Z)  (46)

are estimated in the corresponding order. The final result then follows by triangle in-
equality:.

Before computing upper bounds on the Wasserstein distances in (46) we need to guar-
antee that for every ¢ > ¢, and large enough n the variances o, and o, are greater than
some constant.

Since ¢ + &7 is Holder continuous by Lemma 6.1 it follows that there exists ¢; =
2
S O

ti(N A, Cr || flIuips m, 07, to) < to such that for every ¢ € [t1,1o] it holds that &

to —1t1)0
For ¢t >t this implies o7 > w

C= C(Av A*a CH? n,n 7L07 ||f||L1P) such that

and by Lemma 6.3 for every 1’ < 1 there exists

(to — t1)57,

o2, — 07| < Cn™ = ony > 0p — Cn™" > 5 —Cn7",
Thus there exists ng = no(A, A, Crr,n, 7', Lo, || f||Lip, 67,) such that
to — t1)0; to — t1)6;
o2 > (to—t)ds, o o2, > M, (47)
2 ’ 4
when n > ng and t > t,.
To be able to apply Theorem 3.2 we also assume that ngty > max{3,16/(1 — 9)?}.
Step 1. Notice that &, ([nt]/n) = EW] ' fr. Thus
[nt] [nt] 1 — {nt} < 2l
n 3 ySn | T S n\~— ] T 6&n t n,(n = 77 48
(a6 (B0)) <o (B1) -0 =|SEtfmm| <2i= w

where the first inequality follows easily from the definition of Wasserstein distance.

Step 2. Let t >ty and n > ng. We have by definition

«(50) - (v &
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Denote

§

o, _e(®)
V =V ([nt]) fnt Z =T

i
Denote the variance of V ([nt]) by v[nﬂ . Since [nt] > max{3,16/(1—19)%},

o2
we can apply Theorem 3.2 to V' ([nt]) and t elds

(Sn (Mﬂ) aUn,[nﬂ/nZ) = dy \/jfi On, nﬂ/nZ>

19
dy (V. vpn Z) )

[nt]

B

< C[nt] 2 log[nt] < Cta%n_% logn = Cn2 logn,
where C' = C(\, A, || fllLips Lo)-

NI

We have [nt]/n >t and thus opam > ((to — t1)62,/2)

2 2 _
On, nt n_ant n / to—t 6'2 /
il ~ Mmoo ((o 1) to) _ o, (50)
On,[nt)/n T Ofnt]/n 2

where in the last expression C' = C(\, A,, Cy,n, 17, Lo, || fl|Lip, to. 67,). Thus by (49) and
(50), Lemma 6.4 yields

dy (fn (@) ,O'[n_nt]Z) <dy (fn (M) ,an,%Z) + dy <O’n7]'n_nﬂZ7 U%Z) (51)

< C(n’i logn +n~"),
where C' = C<)\ A*7 CH7 7, 77 L07 ”fHL1p7t07 Uto)
Step 3. By Lemma 6.1 ¢ — 67 is Hélder continuous and thus |67l < C, for every
t € [0,1], where C = C(\, A., || f|Lipsn). Therefore ’a%nﬂ/n -0 ~L Let t >ty and
n > ng. Now by (47)

. Therefore by Lemma 6.3

NI

|0, futl /0 — Onilyn| =

1

to—t1)op \ 2
< Cn™t <7<0 21)0t0> <Cnt,

‘U%nﬂ/n - Ut2
}O-fnﬂ/n - gt’ <
Olnt]/n T Ot
where in the last expression C' = C(X, Ay, Cp, 0, || fl|Lip: to, 67,). Thus by Lemma 6.4

dy (Ot Z,002) < Cn~ ' (52)
Collecting the estimates from (48), (51) and (52), we see that for n > ng and ¢ > tg

dy (£(t),0,2) < C(n™" +n 2 logn),
where C:C<)‘7A*7CH7777 ”fHLip7L07t07a-t20)' U

Next we give the proof of Theorem 4.4:

Let 0 < <m. Letn >1andt € [0,1]. Then at least one of the following
cases holds: Case 1: nt > max{3,16/(1 — 9)?}; Case 2: t < n"; Case 3: n <
(max{3,16/(1 — 9)*})"/0="). We show that in each of these cases, there exists C' =
CN AL, 1, Cr, || fllips Lo) such that

dy (&n(t),002) < Cn_%/ +Cno log n. (53)
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In Case 1, we follow the proof of Theorem 6.5 making the following changes. First,
we do not define any ty or ¢;. Second, in (49) instead of Theorem 3.2, we apply Corol-
lary 3.3, which yields the bound Cn~%logn on dy (fn(fnt] /n) ,an,(nﬂ/nZ). Third,

in estimating }an,]—nt]/n — cr(nﬂ/n’ and ’cr(nﬂ/n — at} we use that for z;,z9 > 0 we have
|r1 — 29| < /|22 — 23|. This yields the estimates ‘am[nﬂ/nZ — a[nﬂ/nZ‘ < Cn~ 7 and
Oty 2 — 01 Z| < Cn=%. By (48) we have dy (£,(t), &, ([nt]/n)) < Cn2. Overall,
collecting these estimates, we have that (53) holds in Case 1.

In Case 2 we see that 0,y < ||fllet < Cn~"/2. Furthermore since 2 is bounded we
also have o, < Ct'/? < Cn™"/2. Now (34) yields dy (£,(t),0,Z) < Cn~"/2. Clearly in
Case 3 we can choose large enough C' such that (53) holds.

We can now choose C' in Theorem 4.4 to be the maximum of the corresponding constants
in Cases 1-3. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.4.

6.3. Proof of Theorem 4.2. In this subsection we present the proof of Theorem 4.2.

Let M be a d x d matrix. We introduce the following norm that is used through this
subsection:

|M| = max{|Mys| : o, 3 =1, ...,d}.

The following two lemmas generalize Lemmas 6.1 and 6.3. The proofs are similar and
thus omitted.

Lemma 6.6. t — (X2)5(f) is Holder continuous with every exponent i’ < n and entries
a,B € {1,...,d}. An upper bound for the corresponding Hélder constant C can be given
as a function of X, Ax,n,n",Cy and || f||Lip-

Lemma 6.7. Let " <. Then there exists a constant C' = C(\, Ay, Cy,n, 1", Lo, || f|Lip)
such that

|Zn7t — Zt| S C'I’L—n”
for every t € [0, 1].

The upper bound on |u(h(&,(t))) — @x,(h)| is found by bounding the following four
terms:

|1 [1(&n(8))] — pe[h (& (Tt ] /m)]] (54)
b (& (Tt )] = s, ()] (55)
’(I)Zn,mﬂ/n(h) - (bz[nt]/n(h) ) (56)
and
(I)Z[nt]/n(h) - (I)Zt(h) : (57)

The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 6.5. Bounding (54) corresponds to Step 1,
(55) and (56) to Step 2, and (57) to Step 3. However, computing with matrices introduces
some complications that need to be dealt with more closely. We therefore first introduce
some matrix-related notations.

If a matrix M is positive semi-definite, we denote M > 0, and if it is positive definite,
M > 0. The minimal eigenvalue of M is denoted by A;(M). Recall that A;(M) > 0 or
A1 (M) > 0 if and only if M >0 or M > 0, respectively.
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Let v € R%. We denote its Euclidean norm by |v|; and for a d x d matrix M, we write
|Mv|d
|M] = sup
veRA\{0} |v]a
and call || M]| the spectral norm of M.

Matrix fact. Let M be a positive definite matrix satisfying A1 (M) > Cyand | M| < C,
for some 0 < C} < C,. Then there exists 5 =9(Cy,C,) > 0 such that if M is positive
semi-definite and |M — M| < §, then A\ (M) > C;/2 and especially M is positive definite.

< d|M| (58)

Let now ty €]0,1] be such that 3, > 0. By Lemma 6.6, the entries of 3, vary
Holder continuously. Thus there exists a neighbourhood of ¢, such that if ¢ is in that
neighbourhood, then 3, > 0. Forallt e [0, 1], we also have 5, > 0, since covariance
matrices are positive semi-definite. This guarantees that >, = fot S,ds > 0 for every
t > tyg. To be more precise

t t
Al(Zt) = )\1 (Zto +/ st8> Z Al(ZtO) + )\1 (/ ZSdS) Z Al(ZtO), (59)
to to

when t > .

Bound on (54). As in the Step 1 of the proof of Theorem 6.5, we have that (54) is
bounded by Cn~z.

Bound on (55). We are going to apply Theorem 3.1 as in Step 2 of Theorem 6.5. To
this end X, ; must be positive definite. As will be apparent later it is crucial that we can
choose ng independent of ¢ such that for every n > ng and ¢ > ¢y, we have >, ; > 0.

By (59), in the set {3; : ¢ > o} there exists an uniform bound to A;(X;) namely A;(X;,).
By Lemma 6.6 the entries of ¥; are also uniformly bounded. Thus by Matrix fact and
Lemma 6.7 there exists ng independent of ¢ such that X, ; > 0 for every n > ng,t > .
Choose ng such that also ngty > max{3,16/(1—19)*}. We will bound (55) by first applying

Theorem 3.1 to ﬁ E[nﬂ_l fn,i' Denote

\/— =0

V =V([nt]) =

Now the covariance matrix 3y of V'([nt]) is Y, [nt]/n and thus positive definite, when

[nt]

n > ng and t > tg.

t
Let h: R? — R be as in the theorem. Define h*: R? — R, w + h \Lﬁhv)
n
Thus we have pu(h*(V)) = u(h(&.([nt]/n))) and || D*h*||e < [|D*h|ls < 0o. We have
D5, iim(h) = Oxy (h*). Since [nt] > max{3,16/(1 — ¥)*}, we can apply Theorem 3.1 to
V([nt]) and it yields

(bl [nt]/n) = Bs, o, ()] = (0" (V) = s, ()] < Cn2 logn.

Bound on (56). Let Z ~ N(0,I;xq), where N (0, I;xq4) is a standard d-dimensional
normal distribution. If ¥ is a positive definite d x d matrix, then it has unique positive
definite square root matrix /2. Furthermore

O5(h) = E[(Z?Z)). (60)
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We define

Lip,(h) = sup M
z,y€ERL xHy |'T - y|d

With these definitions

1/2 1/2 . 1/2 1/2
’IE [h (Zn{mﬂ/nZ)] —-E [h (Z“/Lﬂ/nz)} ’ < Lip,(h)E n{]—nﬂ/nz Z[r/zﬂ/nZ’d
1/2 1/2 (61)

The following bound holds for the spectral norm of the difference of two square root
matrices (see [43])

HE [nt]/n — nﬂ/nH

‘ $1/2 1/ (62)
n,[nt]/n [nt] /n
\/)\1 n, nt]/n + \/Al Z[nﬂ/n)
Now (60), (61), (62) and (58) yield
5,10/ (1) = Py, ()] < Lipg(W)E 21, Zngefe = D (63)

vﬁl MWn-%¢512MW0.

< Cn~"". The other terms on the
right side of inequality (63) are uniformly bounded. Thus

Let n” < n. By Lemma 6.7 we have ’Z [ne] = Y ne)

’q)zn,l'nt]/n<h'> - (I)Erm]/n (h)’ S Cnin//.

Bound on (57). Following the same steps as in the previous calculation, we have
A |Sparjm = %]
M (Bmiygm) + v/ (2

s () = @, (h)| < Liny(WEIZ (64)

Since |i]t| is clearly uniformly bounded, we have the uniform estimate

ntl/n
/ Yds
t

‘q)zrnﬂ/n(h) - (I)Et(h)‘ <Cn .

St — | =

This and (64) yields the bound

Bound on |u(h(&,(t))) — $x,(h)|. There exist ng such that for all n > ngy the bounds
of (54), (55), (56) and (57) computed above hold and thus we have

l(h(&n(t))) — s, (h)| < C’n_%JrCn_% log n+Cn~ " +Cn~' < Cn=> logn+Cn_”H (65)

for every n > ng. It is easy to choose large enough C' so that (65) holds also when
1 < n < ng. This completes the proof of Theorem 4.2. O
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7. PROOFS OF ABSTRACT RESULTS

This section assumes familiarity with [21|. However, accepting certain results given, we
have made an effort to provide a comprehensible proof.
Recall that the goal of Theorem 2.1 is to control the term |u(h(W)) — @5, (h)].

First, assuming that the matrix ¥ € R%*? is positive definite, the normal distribution
N (0,3 ) has a density function ¢y, and we define

Aw) = — /0 OO{ /R h(ew VT e ) () de (I)EN(h)} ds,

where @y, (h) stands for the expectation of h with respect to the same normal distribution.
Furthermore, if b : R? — R is three times differentiable with || D*h||o < oo for 1 < k < 3,
then A € C3*(R% R), and it solves the Stein equation

trYD*A(w) — w - VA(w) = h(w) — ®x(h) (66)
We refer to [7,15,16,18] or Lemma 3.3 in [21]. Moreover || - - 05 Al oo < E7Y|O4 -+ - 05 Al

whenever t; +---+t; =k, 1 <k < 3.
Thus in (66), taking the expected value with respect to u, we have

u[h(W)] = s (h)| = |pltr SD*A(W) = W - VAW)]].

It turns out that the expression on the right side is easier to bound than the left, which
is the core of Stein’s method.

Instead of proving Theorem 2.1 directly, we prove the following preliminary result.
Theorem 7.1. Let (X,B,pu) be a probability space and (f*)°, a sequence of random
vectors with common upper bound || f||s. Let A € C3(R% R) be a given function satisfying

|D*A||l o < 00 for 1 < k < 3. Fiz integers N > 0 and 0 < K < N. Suppose that the
following conditions are satisfied:

(A1) There exist constants Cy > 0 and Cy > 0, and a non-increasing function p : Ng —
Ry with p(0) =1 and "2, ip(i) < 00, such that for all0 <i < j <k <] < N-1,

[u(fLfH)] < Caplj — i),

(T35 | < Caplmax{j —i,1 — k}),
(u(Fof 5 15) — n(FafRnlfy £3)] < Cap(k — ).
hold whenever k > 0; 0 < i < j <k <I< N; a,pB,v,0 €{d,0} and o/, " €
{1,...,d}.
(A2’) There exists a function n: NZ — R, such that

(e vam)

<n(N, K).

e
MZ
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Then

|u(tr Sy D*A(W) — W - VA(W))|

2K + 1 Ko
< 2d°Co|| fl|oc | D? Al| (p(O) +2Zp(l)>
=1

VN
N-1

122G DAl Y p(0)

i=K+1

VK +1 i“*

+ 11d2 maX{CQ,\/ C4}”D2A”OO \/N

1)p(i)

=0

+n(N, K).

7.1. Proof of Theorem 7.1. Let the Assumptions of Theorem 7.1 hold. By basic matrix
computations we see that p(tr Sy D?A(W) — W - VA(W)) can be represented as a sum

1 — 2 rn
p V—Wn:oD AW)YW =W,,) = f -(VA(W)—VA(Wn))> (67)
+uftr ( ——Z S frefm|DPAW) (68)
n=0 me[n]x
1 N—-1 B
+p \/—an:% —f" - VAW, )) (69)

By Assumption (A2’), the absolute value of (69) is bounded by 7(V, K). Bounds for the
absolute values of (67) and (68) are stated in Propositions 7.2 and 7.3, respectively.

Proposition 7.2 is proved exactly as Proposition 4.3 in [21] and the proof is thus omitted.
The only difference is that every || f*|| is bounded above by 2|| f||~ which explains the
coefficient 2 in the bound.

Proposition 7.2. The absolute value of expression in (67) is bounded by

20 Cl| o D Al > (p<o> +2zp<z’>> .

The next proposition gives a bound on the absolute value of expression (68).

Proposition 7.3. The absolute value of the expression in (68) is bounded by

N-1

20°CH|| DAl 3 p(0)

i=K+1

K 1 N-1
+ 1 max{Cy, VO DAl Y | S0+ 1)0(0).
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To prove Proposition 7.3, we first define & = ¥ Ly Eme il M p(f* ® f™). Using this
definition, we have the following upper bound on the absolute value of (68)

ol e | (5 %Z S e | pPaw) (70)
n=0 me(n]x
+ [[tr((Zy = 2)D*A)]| . (71)

Bounds on (70) and (71) are given in the Lemmas 7.4 and 7.5, respectively.

The next lemma is proven exactly as Lemma 4.6 in [12].

Lemma 7.4. The expression (70) satisfies the bound

wl [t 2——2 o [refm|DPAW)

n=0 men|x

VE+1 |~ .
< 11d* max{Cs, \/C1 }|| D*Al| Vi ;@ + 1)p(i).
Lemma 7.5. The expression in (71) satisfies the bound
N N-1
ltr(En = £)D*A)[|oe < 2d°Co|| D* Al > pli).
i=K+1
Proof. By definitions we have
o NN | N
Sv=N= ) > ufre - < p(f @ fm)
N N
n=0 m=0 n=0 me[n}K
| N
=N Z p(f* @ fm)
n=0 0<m<N-—1,mé[n]k
Assumption (A1) yields
_ LS
Gy =Dasl =5 >. D wlfaf)
n=0 0<m<N—-1mé[n]x
| N2
< N Z Cop(|n —m|)
n=0 0<m<N-1,mé[n|x
N—1
< 20 p(i)
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Thus
[tr((Sy = )D*A)loe < [D*Alls D [(E = Z)agl

1<a,f<d
N-1

<IDAle Y 205 Y o)

1<a,B<d i=K+1
N-1

2P| D? Al 3 (i),

i=K+1
This finishes the proof of the lemma. U

Observe that Proposition 7.3 follows from Lemmas 7.4 and 7.5. This completes the
proof of Proposition 7.3.

Proposition 7.2, Proposition 7.3 and Assumption (A2’) now yield the bounds on (67), (68)
and (69), respectively. This completes the proof of Theorem 7.1. O

7.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1. To be able to use Theorem 7.1 in proving Theorem 2.1,
we need to check that Assumption (A2’) is implied by the assumptions of Theorem 2.1.
This follows from the next lemma, which is proven with exactly the same steps as Lemma
5.1 in [21].

Lemma 7.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 2.1,
| N1
p (ﬁ XZ% - VA<W">>
Now Assumption (A2’) of Theorem 7.1 is satisfied by defining
n(N. K) = VNA(K).

<VNH(K).

For the purpose of computing the constant C, in the error bound of Theorem 2.1 we
introduce the following lemma.

Lemma 7.7. Let p: N — R be a function such that 0 < p(i) < 1 for all i € N and
S20li + L)pli) < 00 Then (55 p(0) < 235 + (D)

Proof. We have
o 2 o o
(Z /)(i)) =D > (D). (72)
i=0 i=0 j=0
Let n € N. In the sum on the right side of (72) there exist exactly 2n + 1 terms p(i)p(j)

such that max{i,j} = n. The result now follows easily from rearranging the terms
according to max{i, j} and noticing that p(i)p(j) < p(max{i,j}). O

Taking square roots of the result in Lemma 7.2, we have

PIUENEI SESOH (73)
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Lemma 3.3 in [21] and Theorem 7.1, followed by elementary estimates and using (73),
now yield

[1(R(W)) = @5 (h)] = [p(tr Sy D*AW) — W - VA(W))]

3 NELES! 5
< 2d3CH)| f|loo || DAl w6 JN (P(O)JrQ;,O(Z))

N-1

122G DAl Y p(i)

i=K+1

1 max(Co VOH DAL S+ 1)

i=

+n(N, K).
8 K+1 -
< @O fllool| D* | so—= Z p(i) + *Co| D*hllo > pli)
3 \/N i=0 i=K+1
K+1 | &
—d2 Co, \/Ci}|D?h]| s 4+ 1)p(i
max{Cs, /Ci}||D”h|| TN ;(z )p(7)

+VNp(K)

8 K+ s
( \/_d302||f||oo||D3h||oo + 6d? max{Cs, /C4}|| D h||oo> f Z i+ 1)p(i)

=0
+d*Co|| Dl Y pli) + VNH(K)
i=K+1
K+1 <
<o (K2he 3 o) 4 v

( VN i=K+1
where

C. = 6d° max{Cy, v/Ci} (|| fllocl|D*h o + [ D*hlloc) | D (E + 1)pli).

i=0

The proof of Theorem 2.1 is now complete. O

7.3. Proof of Theorem 2.2. The Stein equation in the univariate case is
o? A (w) — wA(w) = h(w) — ®y2(h). (74)

The following theorem is proven as Theorem 4.2 in [21] with the same modifications as
in the proof of Theorem 7.1.

Theorem 7.8. Let (X,B,u) be a probability space and (f*)2, a sequence of random
variables with common upper bound || f||s. Let A € CY(R,R) be a given function with
absolutely continuous A, satisfying | A®|s < oo for 0 < k < 2. Fiz integers N > 0 and
0 < K < N. Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:
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(B1) There exist constants Cy,Cy and a decreasing function p : N — R with p(0) = 1,
such that for all 1 < j <k </,

u(FF )] < Cop(s — i),
u(f R < Cap(max{j —i,1 — k}),
u(f PR = n(F )R] < Cap(k — j).

(B2’) There exists a function n: Ni — R, such that

N-1

p [j—ﬁ > [ AT)| | < (V. K),

Then

WA A OV = WA < Col Sl A" 2 <p<0> + QZP@)

VN
N—-1
120, Al 3 0(6)
i=K+1
N—-1
1 max{Co, /O )[4
=0

+n(N,K).

Let ﬁo?v be the class of differentiable functions A: R — R with absolutely continuous
derivative and satisfying the following bounds

Al <2, ||4 oo € V/2/mo™' and [|A"||o <2072
If h: R — R is 1-Lipschitz, then the corresponding solution A for the Stein equation
(74) belongs to F,2

Following the proof of Theorem 2.3 in [21], we see that if assumptions in Theorem 2.2
are satisfied, then for every A € ﬁo?v the assumptions of Theorem 7.8 are satisfied with
the choice

n(N,K) = 2max{1, 0>}V NH(K).

Therefore using the same methods as in the proof of Theorem 2.1, we have

dy(W,onZ) < |u(oy A'(W) — WA(W))|

2K 41 2K . » N-1
< Collfll20y* == (200 +2 ) 000 | + 200720y 3 ol
=1 i=K+1

+ 11 max{Cy, /Ci }/2/moy} l\jj Z i+ 1)p(i) +n(N, K)

1=
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o0

oK +1 .
< 80|l Zp ) +202/2]705" Y i)
i=K+1

+9maX{C’2,\/CTl}alK+1J§: (i + 1)p(i) +2max{l, o532 }VNj(K)

7

< (8V2G| et + 9 max{Cs, /Citoy )K“J_Zump@)

VN \| =
+ 205/ 2/7o Z i) + 2max{1, 052}V N(K)
i=K+1
K+1 -
<Oyl ——+ p(i) | + CLVNH(K),
#( \/N = ()) # ( )
where
Cy = 12max{oy!, 032} max{C, v/Crh(1 + m)J S G+ Dl
i=0
and

Cl = 2max{1,0,’}.
This completes the proof of Theorem 2.2.
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