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HIGHER ORDER ASYMPTOTICS FOR LARGE DEVIATIONS
KASUN FERNANDO AND PRATIMA HEBBAR

ABSTRACT. For sequences of non-lattice weakly dependent random variables, we obtain as-
ymptotic expansions for Large Deviation Principles. These expansions, commonly referred
to as strong large deviation results, are in the spirit of Edgeworth Expansions for the Cen-
tral Limit Theorem. We show that Diophantine iid sequences, finite state Markov chains,
strongly ergodic Markov chains and observations from smooth expanding maps satisfy the
strong large deviation results. In addition, we obtain equivalent expansions in the case of
stochastic processes, and verify their existence for additive functionals of processes generated
from SDE’s satisfying the Hormander condition.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let { X, }n>1 be a sequence of real valued random variables, Sy = X; +--- 4+ Xy, and let

the asymptotic mean of {X,,},>1, X, be given by
E(S, _
(5n) _ ¢

lim =
n—o00 n

We call {X,,},>; centered if X = 0.

If {X,} are centered iid random variables, then limy_,o, P(Sy > alN) = 0 for all a > 0,
due to the Law of Large Numbers. Large Deviation Principles (LDPs) give better descrip-
tions of these types of non—typical events by specifying the exponential rate at which their
probabilities decay.

The following classical result, due to Cramér, is one of the fundamental results in the
theory of Large Deviations (see [10, Chapter 1]).

Theorem 1.1 (Cramér). Let X be a real valued random variable. Let X,, be a sequence of
1id copies of X. Then,
.1 . _
lim —logP(Sy > aN) = —I(a), if a > X,
N—oo N

and .
lim — logP(Sy < aN) = —I(a), ifa < X,
N—oco N

where I(z) = supyep [0z — log E(e?Y)] (the Legendre transform of the logarithmic moment
generating function of X).

Cramér’s LDP has an extension to the non-iid case. We refer the reader to [15, Chapter

V.6] for a proof of the following result.
1
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Theorem 1.2 (Local Géartner—Ellis). Let X,, be a sequence of random variables (not neces-
sarily 1id). Suppose there ezists § > 0 such that for 6 € (0,9),

(1.1) lim NlogE(ees ) =Q(0)

N—o0

where S 1s strictly convex continuously differentiable function with ©'(0) = 0. Then, for all
a € (O, @), there exists 0, € (0,8) such that

1
(1.2) lim N logP(Sy > aN) = —I(a)

N—oo

where I(a) = supye o5 ad — QO)] = abl, — Q(0,).

Remark 1.1.

1. If the limit (1.1) exists for all 8 € R, then B = lims_,« @ € (0,00] ezists and

(1.2) holds for all a € (0, B). This is a consequence of the fact that the function f(z)
defined as f(x) = @ is strictly increasing on (0,9). (1.1) implies that the function
f is differentiable on (0,6) and
Y (x) — Q(z)
fi(a) = ZHD 2D
Now, Y (z) > @ for all x € (0,00) since Q(x) is strictly conver. Thus, f'(x) >0
for all x € (0,9).
2. The function I appearing in the theorem is called the rate function because it gives
the exponential rate of decay of tail probabilities.

Note that these results focus on the asymptotics of % logIP(Sy > aN) and are referred to
as weak large deviation results (for example, in [7]) because they give only the exponential
rate of decay of these tail probabilities but not the exact asymptotics, and in particular, not
the pre—exponential factor. There have been attempts to improve these results by obtaining
asymptotic expansions of P(Sy > alV).

Definition 1.1 (Strong Asymptotic Expansions for LDP). Suppose Sx satisfies an LDP
with rate function I. Then, Sy admits strong asymptotic expansion of order r for large
deviations in the range (0, L) if there are functions Dy, : (0, L) — R for 0 < k < % such that
for each a € (0, L),

B /2] Dk(@) 1
P(Sy — XN > aN)e' ™V = NErz T Cra-0 ( T) '
k=0
Remark 1.2. We note that order r strong asymptotic expansion for large deviations, if it

exists, is unique. Suppose Dy and Dy, 1 < k < 1/2 are functions on (0, L) corresponding to
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two expansions. Fiz a € (0,L). Then,

Lr/% Lr/?J
z z :
Nk+1/2 Nk+1/2 NTTl

Multiplying by VN taking the limit N — oo we have Dy(a) = Dy (a). Therefore,
r/2 r/2
L/JDk(a)_L/JDk() 1

) Nk+1/2 ) Nkt O N

k=1 k=1

Then, multiplying by N*/? and taking N — 00, Dy(2) = Dy(2). Continuing this |r/2] times
for all a € (0, L) we can conclude Dy(a) = Dy(a) fora € (0,L), 1 <k <r/2.

These expansions are in the spirit of the higher order expansions obtained first in [6] for
iid sequences of random variables with absolutely continuous components and then extended
in [1] to those satisfying Cramér’s condition: limsupy, ., [E(e”*)| < 1. In fact, in the iid
case the expansions that are derived here reduce to the ones obtained in [1, (].

In [7], authors refer to these expansions as strong large deviation results. [7, 17] establish
the order 1 expansions under certain assumptions on the behaviour of the moment generating
functions. They strengthen the results of [I] but only in the order 1 case. Here, we establish
the so—called strong large deviation results of all orders not just for sequences of random
variables but also for continuous time stochastic processes. In particular, we recover the
results in [1] in the non-lattice setting. For applications of these results to statistics, see
examples listed in [1, 7, 17] and references therein.

We also introduce the following weak form of the expansion for LDPs (not to be confused
with weak large deviation results).

Definition 1.2 (Weak Asymptotic Expansions for LDP). Suppose Sy satisfies an LDP with

rate function I. Let (F,||-||) be a normed space of functions defined on R. Then Sy admits

weak asymptotic expansion of order r for large deviations in the range (0, L) for f € F if

there are functions Df (0,L) — R (depending on f) for 0 < k < % such that for each
€ (0,L),

LT/2J
_ a 1
BN~ (X M)l = 3 G+ Ol -0 ()

Remark 1.3. From the same argument in Remark 1.2, for a given f, weak expansion for
large deviation is unique.

These are in the spirit of weak Edgeworth expansions in [4, 12]. However, we believe that
this is the first time such expansions have been considered in the context of large deviations.
It is also worth noting that in the absence of strong asymptotic expansions, weak expansions
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can be used to describe the asymptotics of large deviations. For some examples where the
weak expansions exist but the strong ones do not, refer to Section 4.2 and Section 4.4.

The main goal of this paper is to establish natural conditions (in the context of dynamical
systems & Markov processes) that guarantee the existence of asymptotic expansions for
LDP’s. We will refer to sequences of random variables that satisfy these conditions as
weakly dependent random variables. The weak dependence criterion, stated in Section 2, is
an extension of the Nagaev—Guivarc'h criterion which is often used to establish the CLT for
Markov processes and dynamical systems (see [5, 13] for details).

The idea behind the Nagaev—Guivarc'h approach is to first code the characteristic function
of Sy using iterations of an operator — a Markov operator (for Markov processes) or a transfer
operator (for dynamical systems) — and then use the spectral properties of this operator to
obtain results about Sy.

This approach is widely applicable because the assumptions on the operator that charac-
terize weak dependence are easily verifiable. In fact, in Section 4, we check these conditions
for broad classes of random variables. We recover the results in [1] for non-lattice random
variables, in Section 4.1. Also, we provide an affirmative answer to a question raised in
[1] about the existence of strong asymptotic expansions for LDP’s for iid sequences that
are neither 0—Diophantine nor lattice—valued. This is done in Section 4.2 by verifying the
assumptions for compactly supported [—Diophantine iid sequences. In Section 4.4, we show
that for finite state Markov chains, weak expansions of all orders exist even when strong
expansions of sufficiently high order (depending on the number of states) fail to exist. We
discuss Markov chains with C''-densities in Section 4.3.

Our key example in continuous time, additive functionals of stochastic processes generated
from SDE’s satisfying Hormander condition on a d—dimensional compact manifold, is pre-
sented in Section 4.6. We show that the additive functionals we define, admit all order strong
asymptotic expansions for LDP, in the range (0,00). For related large deviation problems
for coupled SDE’s, we refer the reader to [19, 20].

We present the main results of the paper in Section 2 and their proofs in Section 3. One
novelty here is the result on the existence of weak asymptotic expansions for LDP. Our result
on strong expansions generalizes results in [!] in the non-lattice non-iid setting. The key
ideas behind the proofs are the Cramér’s transform which ezponentially tilts the distribution
function of Sy and the weak Edgeworth expansions for weakly dependent random variables
found in [12]. The proofs of the main results involve adaptations of proofs of [12, Theorems
2.1, 2.2 and 2.5] to our setting. To obtain analogous results in continuous time, we require
stronger assumptions on the stochastic flow {X;}.

The coefficients of these asymtptotic expansions are related to the asymptotic moments
of the exponentially tilted Sy, and hence to exponential moments of Sy. This relationship
is explicit because the coefficients are written as integrals of polynomials with coefficients
depending on the exponential moments of Sy. The derivation of polynomials follows a
standard argument due to Cramér, and in the non—iid setting these polynomials are described
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in [12, Section 4] in detail. In fact, a precise description of the coefficients in both weak
and strong asymptotic expansions along with an inductive algorithm to compute them are
provided there.

Since the proofs deal with obtaining asymptotic expansions, we always assume that N is
large enough without explicitly mentioning that we do so. Also, we make no attempt to find
optimal constants in error terms. However, we keep track of how the errors depend on the
function in the weak expansion. The letter C' is often used to denote constants and may refer
to different constants, even in the same sentence. The subscripts present in these constants,
like r and a in C,,, describe how the constants depend on parameters.

2. MAIN RESULTS

Suppose that there exist a Banach space B, a family of bounded linear operators £, : B —
B, and vectors v € B, ¢ € B’ (the space of bounded linear functionals on B) such that

(2.1) E (V) = ¢(L)v), z € C,
with the following conditions, [B] and [C], satisfied:
Condition [B]: There exists ¢ > 0 such that
(B1) z — L. is continuous on the strip |Re(z)| < § and holomorphic on the disc |z] < 6.

(B2) For each 0 € (—4,4), the operator Ly has an isolated and simple eigenvalue \(6) > 0
and the rest of its spectrum is contained inside the disk of radius smaller than \(0)
(spectral gap). In addition, A(0) = 1.

(B3) For each 6 € (—46,0), for all real numbers s # 0, the spectrum of the operator Ly s,
denoted by sp(Lgis), satisfies: sp(Lo1is) C {z € C | |z] < A()}.
(B4) For each 6 € (—0,9), there exist positive numbers 1,75, K, and Ny such that
A@)Y
N7’2

18]l =
for all N > N, for all K <|s| < N".

Remark 2.1. Suppose (B4) holds. Let Ny > Ny be such that Nl(”_e)/r1 > Ny. Then, writing
Ny = N — [N(1=9/m] [Nf/”}, for all N > Ny, we have that Ny > Ny and

N(1—€)/m e/r
[V ([ b Rl N VoA

)\(9>N - )\(0>"N(r176)/r1‘”N1€/T1-| )\(Q)Ng

N(ri—e)/r1 e/r1
(e

A() IV /m Ny
1
< 7 K< sl < N
(N(Tlff)/TﬂTZUVl 1

<
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Therefore,

A(O)N

||‘Cé\:—st S NTZCNl’

where Cy, = rlr—:eNf/”. Note that by fixing Ny large enough, we can make roCy, as large
as we want. Hence, given (B4), by reducing r1 by an arbitrarily small quantity and choosing
Ny sufficiently large, we may assume ry 1s sufficiently large.

As a consequence of (B2), the operator Ly, 0 € (—9,9), takes the form
(2.2) Lo = )\(Q)Hg + Ay,

where Iy is the eigenprojection corresponding to the top eigenvalue A(6) and IIyAy = Aylly =
0. Due to (B1), we can use perturbation theory of bounded linear operators (see [1 8, Chapter
7]) to conclude that 6 — A(), 0 — Tl and 6 — Ay are analytic.

Condition [C]: For all § € (—0,9), (log\)"(6) > 0 and ¢(IIyv) > 0.

Remark 2.2.

1. Without loss of generality, we assume that {X,},>1 is centred to simplify the notation.
One can easily reformulate the results for non—centered { X, },>1 using the corresponding
results for {X, — X }n>1.

2. Fiz 0 € (—0,0). Due to (2.1) and (2.2) we have that

E (%) = £(£3v) = MO)VE(Tyo) + £(A3'v) = X(O)Y [£(Tyv) + MB) Y e(A)v) .

Due to (B2) and (2.2), the spectral radius of Ag is less than \(0). So, A}im AO)Ne(A)v)
—00
= 0. From the condition [C], E(Hgv) > 0. Thus, for large enough N,

0<c < [E(Hgv) + A(Q)_NEO\Q[U)} < ey
for some cq,co. Therefore

1
lim — logF} (") = log A(6).

N—oo

Also, note that log \(0) is analytic and strictly convex because A(6) > 0, A(-) is analytic

and (log \)"(8) > 0. Also, (logA)'(0) = % = limN%mw = 0 (see [12, Section

4]). Now, applying Theorem 1.2, we conclude that Sy satisfies the LDP in (1.2) with
1(2) = Supye 0|26 — Loz A(6)].

3. From the above calculations it is clear that log \(0) > log(A(0)) = 0 for 0 € (0,6), and
hence, \(0) > 1 for 6 € (0,9).



ASYMPTOTICS FOR LARGE DEVIATIONS 7

In order to state our main results, we introduce the function space §}' given by

r=1{fe€C™R)| C'(f) < oo},
where CT*(f) = maxo<j<m || 9|11 +maxoe <y, |27 f|[11. We call a function f (left) exponen-
tial of order a, if lim,, o [e7** f(2)| = 0. Define the function space §}",

I ={feF f™ is exponential of order a}.

It is clear that §}', C S5 if @ > 3. Finally, define, 7'\, = [ 50 Sha-
The following two theorems give higher order asymptotics for the LDP in Theorem 1.2 in
the weak and the strong sense, respectively.

Theorem 2.1. Let r € N. Suppose that conditions [B] and [C] hold. Then, for all a €
<0 log)@ > there exist 6, € (0,0) and polynomials P¢(x) of degree at most 2k, such that for
q> ’"“ +1 and a > b, for all f € F},1,

lr/2]
1 1
E(f(SN_aN))eI(G«)N — Z W/P]?(x)fea( )dl’—i-c +1<f0a) Ora <W) as N — OO,
k=0

where fo(x) = %e*(’xf(a:) and 1(a) = suPye(o ) [af — log \(0)] = ab, — log A\(6,).

Remark 2.3. We note that for a given a, the polynomials Py’s are unique. To see this, fix
a. From Remark 1.3, Df = [ P(z) fo,(x) dz are unique for all k. Assume there exist two
polynomials, P and P wzthka ) fo. (x) dx = [ Pi(x) fo, (x) dz. Since C([0, ]) C¥rita
and {f9a|f € C([0,1])} is dense in Ll[O 1], we have for all f € L'0,1], [ Pi(z)f(x)dx =
[ Pg(x)f(z) dx we have that Pi(z) = Pi(z) for x € [0,1]. So, Pt = Pg.

Theorem 2.2. Letr € N, r > 2. Suppose that conditions [B] and [C] hold with ri > r/2.

log \(6)
Then, for all a € (0, gT> ,

[r/2] Dk(@) 1
P(Sy > aN)eI(a)N — Z N2 + 0rq <F) as N — 00,
k=0

where Dy(a) = 5= [;° e %" Pi(x) dx.

Moreover, we can evaluate the first term of the asymptotic expansion for the LDP’s under
significantly weaker conditions. Namely, under assumptions similar to those in Theorem E
of [15], we obtain the following theorem.

log A\(6
Theorem 2.3. Suppose that (B1), (B2),(B3) and [C] hold. Then, for every a € <0, gT()> ,

there ezists a constant C(a) such that

C I//
P(Sy > aN)e! @V = H(l + 0(1)) as N — oo.
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log(A(=9))
BAC) o).

corresponding results for a < 0 by considering {—X,}n>1 and functions that are right expo-
nential of order a. Howewver, for simplicity we focus only on a > 0.

Remark 2.4. Analogous results hold for a € ( In fact, one can deduce the

Next, we consider the continuous time asymptotic expansions for LDP’s. Let {S;}+>0 be a
stochastic process with asymptotic mean 0, i.e., lim; %E(St) = (0. We make the following
assumptions on the process .S;.

Suppose that there exists a Banach space B, a family of bounded linear operators £(z,t) :
B — B, and vectors v € B, ¢ € B’ such that

E(e*") = 6(L(z,t)v), 2 € C, t >0,
and for a fixed z € C, the family of operators £(z,-) forms a C%-semigroup on the Banach
space B. That is
L(z,ty +ta) = L(z,t1) 0 L(z,ty), for each ty,t5 >0, L(z,0) =1d.

Condition (D1) The family of operators L£(z, 1 + n) satisfies the condition [B], uniformly
in n € [0,1]. That is,

(1) There exists 0 > 0 for which conditions (B1) — (B3) hold for all € [0, 1].

(2) For each 6 € (—4,6), there exist positive numbers r1,ry, K and Ny such that

(2.3) 10 + s, t)|| < %W

for all ¢ > Ny, for all K < |s| < ¢,

Condition (D2) Suppose z € C is such that for all n € [0,1], £(z,1 + 1) has an isolated

simple eigenvalue \(z, 1+n). Then the projection to the top eigenspace, I1(z, 1+1n), satisfies
II(z,14n) =T1I(z,1) for all n € [0, 1].

From now on, we denote I1(6, 1) by II,. Using the above condition, along with the semi-
group property, we conclude that the top eigenvalue of the operator L£(z,t) (whenever it
exists) is equal to A(z,1)". Due to (B2) and (D1) the operators £(6, 1+ n) with 6 € (=4, )
and 7 € [0, 1], take the form

(2.4) L(0,14n) = XO)"ML(0,1+n) + AB,1+1n),

where TI(0, 1 +7) is the eigenprojection corresponding to the eigenvalue A(6)'*7 of the oper-
ator £(0,1+n) and I1(0, 1 +n)A(0,1+n) = A0,1+n)II(,1+n) = 0. Due to (D1) we can
use the perturbation theory of linear operators (see [18, Chapter 7]) to conclude that A(-),
II(-,1+7n) and A(-,1 + n) are analytic.

As a consequence of (2.4) and condition (D2), the family of operators A(6,t) defined as
L(6,t) — X(0)'TIy also forms a semigroup, and the spectral radius of the operator A(6,1) is
less than A(6) for all § € (—0,9).
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Condition (D3) For all n € [0, 1], £L(z,1 + n) satisfies the condition [C] .

The following proposition, which will be proved in Section 3, is the key idea in adapting
the proofs of discrete time results to continuous time.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that the conditions (D1) and (D2) hold. Then, for a fived 0 €
(—0,0), there exists 6 > 0 such that, for each s € (—9,0),

(2.5) L(0+is,t) = X0 +is)' Ty s + A0 +is, 1),

where g, ;s = T1(0 +1is,t) is the eigenprojection corresponding to the eigenvalue \(0 +1is)' of
the operator L(0+is,t) and for allt > 1, I1(0+is, t)A(0+is, t) = A(O+is, t)I1(0+is, t) = 0. In
addition, the family of operators {A(6 +is,t) }s>1 forms a semigroup, and the spectral radius
of the operator A(0 + is,1) is less than |A(0 + is)|.

The following theorems are the continuous time analogues of Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.2
and Theorem 2.3.

Theorem 2.5. Let r € N. Suppose that conditions (D1),(D2) and (D3) hold. Then, for
all a € (O log’\ , there ezist 0, € (0,9) and polynomials P{(x) of degree at most 2k, such
that for q > % +1 and a > 0,, for all f € %’Hm

[r/2]
1
E(f(S; —at))e Z tk+1/2/Pk ) fo,(x) dx + CL 1 (fo,) - Ora (tr§1> as t — oo,

where fo(z) = ge’emf(x) and I(a) = supye(o 5)[aldl —log A(0)] = abl, —log A(6,).
Theorem 2.6. Let v € N, r > 2. Suppose that conditions (D1),(D2) and (D3) hold with

r1 > 1/2. Then, for all a € (O, %),

Lr/2]

Dy(a 1
P(S; > at)el(a)t — E tki(l/g + 0rq (tm) , ast— o0
k=0 :

where Dy(a) = 5= [;° e %" Pi(x) dx.

log A(d
Theorem 2.7. Suppose that (D1)—(1), (D2) and (D3) hold. Then, for everya € (O, gT()> ;

there exists a constant C'(a) such that
Cla)y/1"(a)
0,V 27t

Remark 2.5. Due to Proposition 2.4, the proofs of continuous time results are exact ana-
logues of the proofs of discrete time results. For brevity, we present complete proofs of the
discrete time results, and comment on the changes required for continuous time.

P(S, > at)e! @t = (1 + 0(1)) as t — oo.
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3. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Recall from Remark 2.2 that the LDP given by (1.2) holds under the conditions [B] and
[C]. That is, given a € (0 log)‘ ) there exists 6, € (0,9) such that

N—oo

lim N logP(Sy > aN) = —1(a)

where I(a) = supge (g 5 lad — log A(0)] = ab, —log A\(0,). So we fix a € (O, w» and take

0, to denote value of 6 € (0,9) for which I(a) is achieved. Since, 6, is the unique maximizer

of analytic function f(#) = af —log A(#) on (0,0), f'(f,) = 0. That is,

(3.1) a=

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Observe that
E(f(S, — an))e®" = E(e%5ne ~(Sn—an eaf(S —an))

/-faa _Zasng 9 +ZS )d

—las

where fy, (z) = %e‘eamf(:c). Define, £, = Egaﬂs Then,

E(f(S, — an))eten = / Fou($)E(Z )

From this, we have

(32) ]E(f(Sn - &n))el(a)n — E(f(sn o an)) [afs,—log A\(6 /fg

The following lemma (whose proof we postpone till the end of the proof of the theorem)
allows us to obtain the asymptotics of (3.2).

Lemma 3.1. Suppose conditions [B] and [C] hold. Let r € N. Then, for all a € (O M),

5
there are polynomials P¢(x) of degree at most 2k, such that for g € Sr—i—l? q > 7;11 +1,

Lr/2]

[ @t =3 s [ Frwato e+ C) o ()

2

We refer to this expansion as the weak expansion of L, for g € §2, .

Since f € §}, 1, with a > 0,, we have that fy, € §7,,. We show this when = 0 and
q = 1. The argument for general ¢ and r is similar. Suppose, f(z), f'(z),zf(z) € L', f'(z)
is continuous and exponential order o > 6,. It is clear that (e~ %% f(x)) = —f0,e %% f(z) +
e%® f'(x) is continuous. We need to show that e=%®f(z), (e7%® f(z)) and ze~%*f(x) are



ASYMPTOTICS FOR LARGE DEVIATIONS 11

absolutely integrable. Since f’ is exponential of order «, given € > 0, there exists an M > 0
such that for all x < —M, —ee® < f'(z) < ee®®, and therefore,

—/ eeo‘ydyg/ f’(y)dyg/ ee® dy.

In addition, our assumptions imply that limj,. f(z) = 0. Thus, —£e* < f(z) < e
which shows that f is also exponential of order «.

Now, it remains to show, e=%%f(x), e % f'(x), xe % f(x) € L'. This is true because
there is M > 0 such that for + < —M, |e %= f'(z)| < el@70a)2 |e=0az f(7)| < el@=ba)T and
|ze=0% f(1)| < —wela—la)z,

Finally, to complete the proof of Theorem 2.1 we apply Lemma 3.1 to fp,. U

Proof of Lemma 3.1. For a fixed 0, € (=4, 9), from (2.2) and perturbation theory of bounded
linear operators (see [18, Chapter 7)), there exists d; € (0,d) such that for all |s| < 01, Lo, +is
can be expressed as

(33) ‘COa—i—is = )\(ea + iS)HOa—i—is + A0a+isa

where 11y, ;s is the eigenprojection to the top eigenspace of Ly, 1,5, the spectral radius of
Ag, 1is 18 less than |A(6, +is)|, and Ay, 1is11p, 155 = g, +isNa,+is = 0. In addition, the spectral
data are analytic with respect to the perturbation parameter because the perturbations are
analytic. That is, z — A(2), z — II, and z — A, are analytic in a neighbourhood of
2o = 0, + 10 (see [18, Chapter 7]).

[terating (3.3), we obtain

(34) ga—l-is = A0 + 15)" g, 1is + Aga-i-is'
Define II, = Iy, 1;s and A, = e Agaﬂs Then, for all |s| < 4y,

(3.5) E = 71(s)", +A
where L, = /\E;“Egaﬂs and 7i(s) = W
From (3.1) and the condition [C],
d N (04
u(0) =1, @(0)=—nu(s)| =—ia+i (6a) =0 and
ds s=0 A(0,)
—I :2_ a:—l )\//0[1__2
(0) =a = St = —(og N (6,) =: 2
for some o, > 0. Thus, there exists ¢ such that
(3.7) 7i(s)] < e/t 5| < 5.

First, we estimate the contribution to [ §(3)€(Zivv) ds from the region away from s = 0.
Fix § > 0 as in (3.7). Due to (B3), the spectral radius of L, is strictly less than 1. Since
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s — L, is continuous, there exists ¢y € (0,1) such that ||, || < ¢ for all § < |s] < K (K as

n (B4)). Thus,
[ gzt
0<|s|<K

Due to Remark 2.1, without loss of generality we assume that ro > r 4+ (r + 1)/2. From
(B4),

< Cllgllicp-

T Cllglh Cligllx
oo is| < A [ g las < 10
‘ /K<s|<n*1 )x(@a)” K<|s|<n™ fot nTr

= llgll - o(n= V7).

/\

Since g € §7,,, we have that s7g(s) = (—i)%9?(s) and g is bounded. Therefore,

o (@
(3.8) ‘ / G(s)U(L ) ds| < C / G(s) ds < C / 9_(5)‘613
|s|>n"1 [s|>n"1 [s|>n"1 54
19D ||
- nrl(q—l)

= C71(g) - o(n~ ),

Note that the integral f o|on
estimates, we obtain

(3.9) '/>5 (L") ds

From (3.7), we know that for all |s| < 6/, \K(Z:/ﬁvﬂ < Ce~19" Thus, for v/Dlogn <
|s| < 6y/n, M(Z:/\/E’U)’ < Cn~9P_ Therefore,

‘/ G(s)(Liv)ds| =
Dlogn<|s|<5

ds is finite since ¢ > Zt! + 1 > 1. Combining these

1 5!1 2ry

= C%1(g) - oln= TP,

—n du
du

g(% \/ﬁ
g(s)ds

~

g(ﬁ)

B ‘ /\Wognswgaﬁ
1
<O

- noalD

1
noabD

~

/\/Wgngwga\/ﬁ

/\/D'ff”<s<6
2C<5||9||1

— n0'2 D
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Choosing D > %, we have

(3.10) '/ T, \<6 G(s)U(L,v)ds| = CL(g) - o(n~"T1/2),

Using (B3) and compactness, there exist C' > 0 and € € (0,1) (which do not depend on n
and s) such that |[A || < Ce" for all |s| < &,. By (3.5),

S

(3.11) 0L mv) = g(%)”e(ns Juit) + LAY ).

Let us focus on the first term of (3.11). Put Z(s) = ¢(Il,v). Note that Z(s) is analytic on
|s| < &1 because s +— II, is analytic.

Now we are in a position to compute P(x). To this end we make use of ideas in [12].
From (3.6), function log i can be written as

() =~ o[ 2.

where 1 denotes the error term, ¢(0) = ¢'(0) = ¢”(0) = 0 and ¥ (s) is analytic. That is

5 \" oas?
i) = e (7))
Vi o
Denote by s?1,(s) the order (r + 2) Taylor approximation of . Then, ¥, is the unique
polynomial such that 1(s) = s*¢,(s) + o(|s|"*?). Also, 1,(0) = 0 and 4, is a polynomial of
degree r. In fact, we can write ¥(s) = s%1,(s) +s 72, (s) where 1), is analytic and 1,.(0) = 0.
Thus,

5 B 9 s 1 0~/ s
exp (o (=) = e (0 (=) + om0 (5)):

Denote by Z.(s) the order r Taylor expansion of Z(s) — Z(0). Then, Z.(0) = 0 and
Z(s) = Z(0) + Z,(s) + s"Z.(s) with analytic Z,(s) such that Z,(0) = 0. Now, substituting
the Taylor expansions for logfi(s) and Z(s), and taking Z, to be the remainder of log Z(s)
when approximated by powers of Z,. upto order r:

%a

H(7)2(5)
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— 201+ X e () + X G (2 T

1 ~ S 1 — 1
yAQ) |:_ r+2 'r<_> Z < > T+1O :| )
+2(0) w2’ ¥ vn +n’"/2Z(0) vn T (n” )
Take ¢(s) = ns*>Z(0)¢,(s) + Z,.(s). It is clear that ¢(s) is analytic and (0) = 0. Now,
collecting terms in the RHS according to ascending powers of n~/2 we obtain,

(3.12) eﬁn<%>z<%> - ; ikk(/i) T niw(%) + 5O ).

Notice that, Ax(s) (as a function) and k (as an integer) have the same parity. To see this,
note that for each k& > 0, A.’s are formed by collecting terms with the common factor of
n=*/2. Observe that 1), and Z, are a polynomial in % with no constant term, and therefore

when we take powers of 52@&7«(\%) and Z, ( f) the resulting Ay will contain terms of the

form c¢,, stk

Note that Ay = Z(0). The highest power of s in Ay, k > 1 is a result from the term 032%
in SZwr< f) being raised to its k" power, i.e., m = k above. Thus, A; are polynomials of

degree 3k. The lowest power of s in Ay corresponds to m = 0 and is equal to k. Next, define
B by

(3.13) () = 30 2K,

k=0
We write the Taylor approximation of §:
’g\(J S’I‘+1

2; ),

where 0 < |e(s)] < |s| and

el =| [ et Oyt

< [l gl do < €2 (o)
Therefore,
— s/ U
/< VDlogn (\/_> ( Ve )

§<

SU(L,, =v)ds
/||<¢Wgn v
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1 1

TR )

where

E(ZZ nv>sr+1§(r+1)
’ A|<\/Dlogn /v

for large n. Hence,

(3.14) Awm <7) (L. ) ds

From (3.12),

(3.15) Z nm

/|s|<mf(22/ﬁv)sr+1§(r+1) (%%)) ds.

(7))

< Clg) [ Il e s

ULy o) ds + CPiy(g) - O(nTHD72),

2.2

e#E(ZS/fv) = exp (n@b(\/_))Z(—n) %TE(KZ/\/EU)

1Og(r+1)/2<n)
n,,,/290< )+Cra'0<—n(r+1)/2 >

Sl

for |s| < /Dlogn. Substituting this in (3.14),

(3.16) /
| \<¢W

gt
Z an/

=0 /<\/D10gn

-y 2]
oy (k+7)/2
%—o0 1=0 jn( 7/

|s|<v/Dlogn

g(%)af;‘/ ) ds

) (r+1)/2
8]6—0' S /22 Ak( )d +C,,(,]+1( ) O<log (n)>

nk/2 nr+1)/2

k=0

sjAk(8)6_0352/2 ds + C’f+1(g) . o(n_T/Q).

Since A; and k have the same parity, if £+ j is odd then

A|<\/Dlogn

So only the positive integer powers of n~

that depends only on r and a such that

Azm

sTAp(s)e 72 ds < C/ stremois 2 g <

s A(s)e 712 ds = 0.

! will remain in the expansion. Also, there is C

Cra

D 4°
|s|>v/Dlogn /
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Choosing D such that 262D > (r +1)/2,

/sjAk(s)e"gSQ/2 ds = / ST AL(s)e 72 ds + Cra-o(n™""?).
|s|<v/Dlogn

Therefore, fixing D large, we can assume the integrals to be over the whole real line.
Now, define by; = [ s7 Ay(s)e=?4%"/2 ds and substitute g)(0) = [(—is)7g(s)ds in (3.16) to
obtain
s

(==L, ~v)ds
/|s|<\/Wgn <\/ﬁ>( i)

:ZZ |n€)kkig)/2/ —is) g(s)ds + C 1 (g) - o(n~"/?)

kO]—

_ Z o / . < isy ds + C2,(9) - o(n™"/?)

where
b ,
(3.17) Pa(s)= > =(—is).
k+j=2m J:
Combining, the above with (3.8) and (3.10) we obtain the required result. O

Take Fy to be the distribution function of Sy. Let S N be a function defined on some
finite measure space such that it induces the finite measure 0 ) ~=wdFn(z) on R. Note that

S, ~ is not a random variable since the measure it induces on R is not a probability measure.

Take G (x) to be the distribution function of gN\/_N“N . That is,

(3.18) G (z) = P(EV_TW < x)

Then Gy (svN) = K(Zivv) for all s € R because

/ G T (z) = (L) xv)
)\(ea) N s/vVNY)-

Also, recall that for |s| < 6;v/N where d; is as in proof of Lemma 3.1,

S

_ N _ _
g(ﬁiv/\/ﬁv) = E(\/_N> f(Hs/\/ﬁv) + e(Ai\;\/ﬁv)
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From (3.12) and the estimate, ||KiVH < CeN for |s| < §;, we conclude that RHS converges to

Z(0)e~™% as N — oo. Hence, gN%A‘;N converges weakly to Z(0)N(0,a2).
Observe that

(%

/(l’ — CLN)WdFN(ZL')
d i(x—alN)s eea:v
— 8_0/6( ) )\(ea>NdFN(l’)

:ds

= | (e e + (R )
= NEO) " OTow) + 70 | o)+ 5| o)

From (3.6), we have 7'(0) = 0, E(O) = 1, and therefore

——N—1—

N/x—aN )dFN() Jbe( ')+ (RN TR o).

Since HA | < CeV, the norm of the second term on the right hand side decays exponentially
in N, and since ¢(II Ov) < 00, the first term also goes to zero as N — co. Thus, Sy has
asymptotic mean a. B

We say that £, admits a strong asymptotic expansion order r if, for large enough N, Sy
admits the Edgeworth expansion of order r, i.e., there exist polynomials @) (whose parity
as a function is the opposite of the parity of k) such that

(3.19) Gn(z) — Z(0O)N Z Nk /2 +o(N"?)

1

22
uniformly for x € R, where n(z) = Wefﬁ and N(z) = [* _n(y)dy. Note that these

expansions, if they exist, are unique (the argument in Remark 1.2 applies).

The proof of the existence of the strong expansions is based on two intermediate lemmas
(Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3 below). The first lemma establishes that whenever the order r
strong asymptotic expansion for L, exists, lower order weak expansions (as in Lemma 3.1)
exist for g € FL. It is the Proposition A.1 in [12] adapted to our setting. The second lemma
shows that whenever £, has weak expansions for g € . the corresponding Sy has strong
expansions (of the corresponding order) for large deviations. Finally, to prove Theorem 2.2,
we have to show that the conditions [B] and [C] imply the existence of strong expansions
for L.
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Lemma 3.2. Suppose that L, admits the order r strong asymptotic expansion. Then there
are polynomials Py such that

. le=v/2)
/ JUL)ds = ) T RPm(S)g(s)ds—l—Cﬁ(g).o(n‘T/2)'

m=0
for g € ).

Proof. Suppose g € §1. Define, &,.(x) = Z(O)R(x) + 2(0) Sy, Lhn(x). Observe that
Gn(z) — & () = o(n™/?) uniformly in = and

T

d&,n(x) = Z(O)n(x) dz + Z(0) ) | # [Qk () n () + Qu(2)n'(2)] d

k=1

= Z(0) Z Rk(x)n(x) dx,

np/2
p=0

where Ry are polynomials given by Ry = Q) + QxQ and @ is such that n'(z) = Q(z)n(x),
le.

(3.20) n(z)Ry(z) = % [n(x)Qk(:c)].

Note that Ry and @y are of opposite parity, because Q(x) is of degree 1.
Next, we observe that

JaeE s = [ Gs1Ga(svm)ds
_ % / ﬁ(%)@n(s) ds
_ / g(zv/m) dGn(z)  (by Plancherel)
— [ gtavmdgn(@)+ [ gy G, - ) (o)

Now, we integrate by parts and use that g(+o00) = 0 (because g € §.) and the fact that
Ern(£00), G, (£00) are finite to obtain

[t s = [ gavin) (o) + (G - E)@gtovim]”_
- [~ &) aig v/ do
-/ Z )g(evids + o (") [ Vi @) d



ASYMPTOTICS FOR LARGE DEVIATIONS 19

(321) —Z k/Z/Rk ZL’\/—)de‘—}—Hg ||1 O( —7’/2).

From the Plancherel formula

2.2
a

[ Vas(eva Rt e = 5= [5(52) e

ds,

2.2

where Ek\n(s) = A(s)e” "% and A, are given by the following relation,

(3.22) An(s)e 5 = R, (-%) E }

This follows from the basic Fourier identity v f f(s) = (—i)j%f(s), and we refer the reader
to [10, Chapter III, IV] for a detailed discussion. We also note that, by the uniqueness of
expansions, these Ay agree with the ones in (3.15). Also, by construction, Ry and Aj have
the same parity. This means A; has the same parity as k.

Next, replace [ Ry(x)n(z) g(xy/n) dx by ﬁ fﬁ(\/iﬁ)Ak(s)e_% ds in (3.21) to obtain

r

R 1 1 (S _oas® , .
Ja0E s = 525 s [ J5) e do 1o 7).

Then, substituting g with its order r — 1 Taylor expansion,

r r—1 A(j -
/g<8) ) T o Z Z |n(]+k+1)/2 / Te T 2 Ag(s) ds + Cp(g) -0 (n717?).

Put
1

bjr = o sTe77 2 A (s)ds and g9 (0) = /(—is)jg(s) ds
T

to obtain

/ S)ds = ) Z in J+k 12 / (=is)'g(s) ds +Cp(g) -0 (n""").

kOjO

Since k and Ay, are of the same parity, bj; = 0 when j+ & is odd. So we collect terms such
that j + k = 2m where m = 0,...,r — 1 and write

P,(s) = Z ?(—zs) :
j+k=2m
Then, rearranging, simplifying and absorbing higher order terms into the error, we obtain

L(r=1)/2]

Jaepas= 3

m=0

[ Pals)glo)ds + Clla) - (0777).

n™mts
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This is the order r — 1 weak expansion for g € §?. 0

Lemma 3.3. Suppose {fi} is a sequence in §},, satisfying the following:

(a) There exists C > 0 such that Cr,\(f) < C for all k,
(b) frx are uniformly bounded in L>°(R),

(¢) fx = [ pointwise,

(d) For all m,

lm [ Pn(s)fe(s)ds = /Pm(s)f(s) ds,

k—o0
(e) There exists Ny such that for all N > Ny,
[r/2]
(fk(SN . CLN I(a)N Z Nm+ / dS + Cl(fk) (N—(r—l-l)/Q) .
Then, for N > Ny,
lr/2] 1
B S =M = ) Gy [ Pao)(s)ds 4 € o),
Proof. From (e) and (a) for N > Nj,
[r/2]

B2 (B, — ) = 3 [ R fuls) ds| < Ol () o077

=0 nmte
< C-o(n™"?).
Now, (b) and (c) give us that
lim E(f(Sn — an)) = E(f(Sn — an)).

k—o0

This along with assumption (d) allow us to take the limit & — oo in the RHS of (3.23) and
[r/2]

to conclude that
E(f (S, — an))e' " — Z / s| < C-o(NT/),

This implies the result. U

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Let a € (0 log;\( )) From (3.18), note that

eeaac eeaSn "y
nloe) = / Moy = ) — 70+ )
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and
~ e_lﬁg(ﬁgﬁis/\/ﬁv) —n
Gn(s> - )\(Qa)n - E(Es/\/ﬁv)

We proceed as in Lemma 3.1 (see (3.3)—(3.13)) and obtain the polynomials A, and 5, ,.
Also, define polynomials Ry, and @), using the relations (3.22) and (3.20) respectively. Then,

Jﬂ;Q Br—l—l,n (3>
Z(0) -

r+1 Q
ngan(l') Z k/g and 6r+1 n( ) =ec

Then, Z(0)B,,1,(s) is the Fourier transform of &1 ,(z). This follows from its definition
and for a proof see [10, Chapter 111, IV].

From the Berry-Esséen inequality, [2, Lemma 12.2], for each € > 0 there exists B > 0 such
that

‘Gnmy—of%AwafﬂzmyﬂaA@vnsﬂLAxw

r+1 —n —_
B2 f(L — (Z(0) + A(0,) (A} rln
sy <l (€)= (Z00) 4 MO 80 Briaans) |, <
T r+1 +
_Bn 2 S n 2
Note that (@(Ag sy i) — é(Agav)Br+m(s))|S:0 = 0 because f,,,,(0) = 1. Also, both

l (KZ/ \/ﬁv) and f3, +1.,(5) are uniformly bounded in s and n. Therefore, choosing v < 01 (61
as in (3.3)), we have

Wil O(AL, mv) = N0a) (AL )8, (s
(325) l/ ( s/\/n ) ( ) ( 0q )5 +1, ( ) ds
™ —n S
. )\(Qa)_n /’Y\/ﬁ g(Aga_Hs/\/ﬁv) - g(Agav)Br—s—l,n(s) ds
N ™ —yn S
< CA(0,)"/n = o(n~"7).
We claim that
1 nZ r+1
-V
for sufficiently small v. From the definition of 8,11 ,/(s),
ﬁ(s/\/ﬁ)”Z(s/\/ﬁ) - ei%@%Ln(S) o ei% r41 —r$2
s )72 (S <p<\/_> +570(n ))v

where ¢(s) = o(1) as s — 0. As a result for all € > 0 the integrand of (3.26) can be made
2
smaller than —=57(s" + s"!)e” "2 by choosing v small enough. This establishes (3.26).
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Combining (3.25) and (3.26), we obtain that for small ~,

1YL v) — (Z(0) + A(0a) "U(A,0)) By n(s
(3.27) _/ ( /Vn ) ( (0) (6) (G, ))5 +1.a(8) ds < (?i)/27
T J—yvn S n(r
where C' = [(s" + STH)G—J“; ds.
Take
1 UL, v
Ji = _/ —( /[Vn ) ds,
T Jyyn<|s|<Ky/n 5
1 UL, v
R N T
T JK/n<|s|<Bn"% 5
1 o55° | Briim
J3 = —/ L e 2 —/B +1 (S> d57
T Joy/n<|s|<Bn™ 5" s

where K as in (B4).
Now, we estimate the these integrals using (B3) and (B4). Since f,11,(s) is a polynomial

of O(1) as n — oo, 67%/87‘_’_1771(5) is bounded uniformly in s and n (say by M). Therefore,
02,2
J3 < M e 1 ds< Me™ ™
[51>6/7

for some ¢ > 0. By (B4), ||, ]| < —5 with r > 7 + 1 (WLOG) for K < [s| < n". Also, by
assumption r; > r/2. Thus,

1
Jo=—
T JK<|s|<Bn"/?

By (B3), the spectral radius of L, is strictly less than 1. Since s — L, is continuous, there
exist ¥ < 1 and C' > 0 such that |£, || < C+" for all § < |s| < K for large n. Then, for
sufficiently large n, we have
1
.y
T Js<|s|<K

Combining the asymptoics for Ji, Jo and J3,
(3.28) l/ 6(2";/\/5@) = (Z(0) + A(Ba) " U(AG,0)) Bri1n(5)
™ Jls|>vvn

s
From (3.27) and (3.28), we deduce that RHS of (3.24) is o(n="% ). Therefore, G, (z) =
(14 X6a) ™ Z(0) (N, v)) Ersrn(@) + o(n="%") uniformly in z. Since &1 ,(z) is uniformly

bounded in z,n and A(f,) > 1 we have that % decays exponentially fast. Thus,

(Lv)

S

_r+l

2)'

ds < Cn"*>™™ = o(n

(L)
s

ds < CH™.

ds = o(n~(r+/2),
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Go(z) = Eprn(z) + 0o(n="2). By the derivation of &1, (z), it is immediate that this
expansion takes the form described in (3.19).

From Lemma 3.2, £, has the order r weak expansion on §t. Since f € §, where a > 6,
we have that f,, € L. Therefore,

E(f(S, — an))e' @ = / oo ()O(L) ds
[r/2]

"

T [ R + (o) ona, (1)

for all f € §},, a > 0,.
In particular, this holds for f € C2°(R). Let {f,,} € C(R) be a sequence such that 1j o)
is a point-wise limit of f,,, and (f)e,’s satisfy the hypothesis of Lemma 3.3. (We construct

such a sequence in Appendix A). Then, by Lemma 3.3,

/ e " P () 1,00) () dT + 019, (n_ T_2H> :

/2]
1
E(1f0,00)(Sn — an))e’ " = o Z

kf
That is

P(S,, > an)

T

l\D|H

/ _G“QEP,C )dx + 0,9, (n_%> )

O

Remark 3.1. Note that the coefficients of the strong expansion are obtained by replacing f
with 1j o0y in coefficients of the weak expansions. Since fi,’s are bounded in §,,,, we can do
this without altering the order of the error. However, for any q > 1, 1j.) is not a pointwise
limit of a sequence of functions fi, in L with C},,(fx) bounded. To observe this, assume

that || filli || fell, | f2 |l are uniformly bounded and fr, — 1ljgo) point-wise. Then, for all
¢ € CE(R),
/5/¢:—/(5¢’:/1[0’O®) ¢ = lim/fk ¢" = lim —/f,/C ¢ = lim/f,lclcﬁ
k—o0 k—o0 k—o0

This implies that ||“Z/)|(|21| < supy, | [l for all ¢ € C(R). Clearly, this is a contradiction.

Therefore, Theorem 2.1 does not automatically give us strong expansions. Indeed, in Sec-

tion 4 we exhibit an example (see example 4.2.2) where weak expansions exist when strong
expansions fail to exist.

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is similar to that of Theorem 2.2. We include it for completeness.
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Proof of Theorem 2.3. Let a € (O, W) Since (B1) and (B2) hold, as before we have

(3.12) where ¢ is analytic, ¢(0) = 0 and » = 1. As in the previous proof, Berry-Esséen
inequality, [2, Lemma 12.2], given € > 0, there exists B > 0 such that

Gu()— (14 M(0a) " Z(0) (g, 0))1(2)]
<;:/&ﬁ (Coyy0) = (Z0) + A00) " ((Ag,0) Bra(s)
S

s
Since ¢(t) = o(1) as t — 0 we have,

il /A" Z(s/y/R) — e~ 5 Bials) e

ds+i.

Jn

Also, we conclude that
1

m /wﬁ<s|<Bﬁ

_oas®
2

BrJrl,n(S)

S

e

ds =0O(e” ")

as before. Because of (B3) there is v < 1 such that,

B / (L)
6<|s|<B

s
Combining these estimates we conclude that ZZ admits the strong expansion of order 1.
Therefore, ZZ admits the weak expansion order 0 for f € §i. As before, approximating
1jo,00) by a sequence in CZ°, we conclude that

11, 1
1t  Py(x) dx + ora, | —= )
\/527r/0 e hgl) “‘)ﬁa(\/ﬁ)

From (3.17), P§(z) = Z(0),/% = ((Ily,v),/% and take C(a) := {(Ils,v). Then,

1 [~ ((11 > 1
e %2 P2 (2)dz = (11g,v) / L C(a)
0

g(ﬁs/\/ﬁv)

. dt <C sup |L,] <Cy™.

v<|s|<B

/6\/ﬁ<|s|<B\/ﬁ

P(S,, > an)el@n

o 0 N \/27(02 \/27?02971‘
From the duality of the Legendre transform, 2 = (log \)”(6,) = %@ . Hence, we have the
required form of the first order expansion. 0J

Remark 3.2. (B1) through (B4) with r1 > r/2 imply that L, satisfies the conditions (A1)
through (A4) in [12] with r > r/2. We observed above that this is enough to guarantee the

existence of the order r +1 Edgeworth expansion for §N. However, we cannot directly apply
the results in [12] because Sn does not induce a probability measure.

Now, we establish (2.5), and remark on the proofs of continuous time results.
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Proof of Proposition 2./. Let 6 € (—=4,6) and n € [0, 1] be fixed. Consider the two parameter
perturbation of the operator £(0,1 + n) of the form £(0 + is,1 +n + ). From condition
(D1), for a fixed n, z — L(z,1+ n) is holomorphic on the disc |z| < ¢ and for each fixed
z, the family of operators L(z,t) forms a C%-semigroup. Therefore, this two parameter
perturbation is continuous. Hence, by perturbation theory, for each n € [0, 1], there exists
9, > 0 such that, on the set {(s,¢) : |s| < d,,e < d,},

LO+is,1+n+e)=XO0+is,14+n+e)l(0+is,1+n+e)+AO+is,1+n+¢),

where I1(6+1is, 14+n+-¢) is the eigenprojection of the operator L(0+is, 1+n+e) corresponding
to the top eigenvalue A(6 +is, 1+ n+¢), and

M@ +is,1+n+e)A@+is,1+n+e)=A0+is,1+n+e)ll(d+is,1+n+e)=0.

In addition, the spectral radius of A(f + is, 1 +n+ €) is less than |A\(6 4 is,1 + 1+ ¢€)|.
Since the interval [0, 1] is compact, we can choose 71,79, ,nx such that the set {n :

|n —mi| < 6y, =1,2,---k} contains the interval [0,1]. Put 6 = ‘_1%12ink6m. Thus, for all

7

n € [0,1] and s such that |s| < 0,
L0 +is,1+n)=\0+is, 1 +n)(0+is,1+n)+ A0 +is,1+n),

and the spectral radius of A(0 + is, 1+ n) is less than |A(0 + is, 1 + n)|.

Put ITp, ;s = (A +1is,1). From (D2) we know that T1(6 +is, 14 n) = Iy, for all n € [0, 1]
and |s| < ¢. This along with the semigroup property imply that A(04is, 147) = A(@+is) "
for all for all n € [0,1], |s| < 0.

For t > 1, define the new semigroup A(0 + is,t) = L(0 + is,t) — N0 + is)'Tlyy;s. Then,
using the fact that é € [1,2], we have

[ t t\\ M
o AL NG _—
L(0+is,t) £(0—I—zs, [t]> (x\(@—i—zs) ptis —|—A(0—I—zs, [t]>)
= X0 +is) Tpyis + A( + is, 1).
Here, the spectral radius of the operator A(f + is, 1) is less than |A(6 + is)|. O

Remark 3.3. Fiz large t. Under (D1) and (D2) we have (2.5):
L(0+is,t) = N0 +is)'Tprss + A0 +is, t)

which is the continuous time analogue of (3.4). This, along with assumption (D3), allow us
to obtain proofs of Theorems 2.5, 2.6 and 2.7 by replacingn by t, ZZ by L(s,t) = %;)S:E(Qa—i-

is,t) and the projection operators in the proofs of the corresponding discrete time results.
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4. EXAMPLES

4.1. iid random variables with Cramér’s condition. Let X be a non-lattice centred
random variable whose logarithmic moment generating function h(#) = logE(e?X) is finite
on a neighborhood of 0. Let X,, be a sequence of iid copies of X. Then, from [16, Chapter
1], we have the LDP:

1 :
]\;Lngoﬁlog]P)(SN > Na) =—1(a), ifa>0

where the rate function [ is given by

I(z) = Sléﬂ}g [vz — log E(e"™)].

Denote by supp X the support of the random variable X. Then, for each a € (0, sup(supp X)),
there exists a unique 6, such that I(a) = 0,2 — log E(e%%).
We further assume that X satisfies the Cramér’s condition. That is,

(4.1) lim sup |E(e™X)| < 1.

[t| =00
This is equivalent to X being 0—Diophantine, a notion we define later in (4.4). These
conditions are enough to guarantee the existence of weak and strong expansions for large
deviations. In this regard, we state and prove the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a non—lattice centred random variable whose logarithmic moment
generating function is finite on a neighborhood of 0, and satisfying the Cramér’s condition.
Let X, be a sequence of itd copies of X. Then, for all r,

(a) Sy admits the weak asymptotic expansion of order r for large deviations for f € §r 4
in the range (0, sup(supp X)).

(b) Sn admits the strong asymptotic expansion of order r for large deviations in the range
(0, sup(supp X)).

Proof. Take B =R, ¢ = Id and v = 1. Define Ly, acting on B by Ly, ;u = E(e@+)X) .y,
Then, by the independence of X,, £, 1 = E(el@T)X)n = E(e®*)5) " Since the moment
generating function is finite on J, (0+is) — Ly, is analytic on the strip {z € C| Re(z) € J}.
So we have (2.1) and (B1). (B2) is immediate because B is one-dimensional, A(§) = E(e?X) >
0 for € J and A(0) = 1.

Take I to be the distribution function of X. For 6 € J, we define Yx 4 to be a random
variable with distribution function GY given by

e F(y)
()

(4.2) G(y) = where u(0) = /ey‘ng(y).
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Since X is non-lattice, and Yy g is absolutely continuous with respect to X, we have Yx g is
also non-lattice. Therefore, for each s # 0,

|E<€(9+is)X) |

(43) E7T)

= |E(e™"x¢)| < 1.
This is equivalent to (B3).

Because Yy is absolutely continuous with respect to X, Yx y also satisfies the Cramér’s
condition (see [|, Lemma 4]). Therefore, (4.3) holds uniformly in |s| > 1. That is, there exist
€ € (0,1) such that [E(e?¥x¢)| < e < 1 for |s| > 1. Therefore, |E(e?+)X)?| < E(e/X)em,
for |s| > 1. This gives (B4) for arbitrary r;.

To see that [C] holds, observe that

]E(X2€9X)]E(66X) . E(X€9X)2

(log A(9))" = E(e0X)2
From the Holder’s inequality, E(Xef¥)? < E(X2eX)E(eX), and the equality does not occur
because X is not constant. Hence, (log A(6))"” > 0. O

This provides an alternative proof for existence of strong asymptotic expansions for large
deviations in [I, Theorem 2 (Case 1)] for iid sequences satisfying Cramér’s condition. We
also recover, [1, Theorem 1 (Case 1, 3)] which gives us the first term of the expansions for
non-lattice iid sequences.

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a non—lattice centred random variable whose logarithmic moment
generating function is finite on a neighborhood of 0. Let X, be a sequence of iid copies
of X. Then, Sy admits the order 0 strong expansion for large deviations in the range

(0, sup(supp X)).

Proof. To see this we only have to observe that (B1), (B2), (B3) and [C] hold as long as X
is non-lattice (we used Cramér’s condition only when we established (B4) in the previous
proof). So the result follows from Theorem 2.3. Also, we note that ((IIyv) = 1 for all 6.
Thus, we recover the said results in [1]. O

4.2. Compactly supported [—Diophantine iid random variables. A random variable
X is called [—Diophantine if there exist positive constants sy and C' such that

- C
(4.4) IE(e™X)| <1 — W, |s| > so.
s
Equivalently, a random variable X with distribution function F' is [—Diophantine if and
only if there exists C, Cy > 0 such that for all || > C,

(4.5) inf /R{ax +y}Y2dF(a) > ¢,

yER - W
where {z} := dist(z,Z) (see [1]).
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Now, we describe two interesting classes of [—Diophantine random variables. In Case I,
we discuss a iid sequence of compactly supported and [—Diophantine with (I # 0) random
variables, while in Case II, we assume in addition, that those random variables take finitely
many values.

4.2.1. Case I. Let X be compactly supported and [—Diophantine with (I # 0). Then,
assuming supp X C [c,d],

/R{ax +y}2dG’(a) = / {ax + y}?e"dF(a)

fd QadF

600

ZW/ {az + y}* dF(a).

where GY as in (4.2). Thus, from (4.5), for all |z| > C1,
e@c 02
inf/ ax + y}2dG%(a) > ——m— —.
2k FdG'la) 2 [FetadF(a) lz]
So the random variable Yx ¢ with distribution function (Y is also [—Diophantine.

Theorem 4.3. Let X be compactly supported and l— Diophantine with (I # 0). Then,
(a) For all v, Sy admits the weak asymptotic expansion of order r for large deviations
in the range (0,sup(supp X)) for f € &l where ¢ > [(r 4+ 1)I/2] and for suitable
a depending on a.
(b) For all r < [207'], Sy admits the strong asymptotic expansion for large deviations
of order r in the range (0,sup(supp X)).

Proof. Taking Ly1;s as in Section 4.1, we can establish the condition [C], (B1), (B2) and
(B3) as in the 0—Diophantine case. (B4) follows from the /—Diophantineness of Yy . In
fact,

[E(e@+)]
E<€0X>

and hence, it follows that whenever 1 < |s| <n'T ,

is Ky
= [E(e"™™)| <1 - PR |s] > 1,

|E<€(6+is)sn)| — ]E(e(0+is)X)n < E(eex)ne—cgneﬂ
where € € (0,1) can be made arbitrarily small. So r; = (1 —€)l™! <71 O

4.2.2. Case II. Let X be a centred random variable taking values aq, ..., aq4, (d > 3) with
probabilities pq,...,pq respectively. Then, the logarithmic moment generating function
h() = logE(e?X) of X is finite for all § € R. Take X, to be a sequence of iid copies
of X.
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Take a = (a1,...,aq), bj = a; — aq, for j = 2...d and d(s) = maxjco,. ay dist(b;s, 27Z).
Then, a is called S-Diophantine if there is a constant C' > 0 such that for |s| > 1,

C
d(s) > —.
(s) > e
We restrict the rest of our discussion to X with support {as, ..., aq} such that a = (aq, ..., aq)
is —Diophantine. In fact, almost all a are 3—Diophantine provided 8 > (d—1)7! (see [21]).
Since a is f—Diophantine, the characteristic function of X satisfies,

E(e*N)| <1 - |s| > 1

c
]2
for some c¢. This follows from the following Lemma whose proof can be found in [3]).

Lemma 4.4. Let X be discrete taking values aq,...aq with probabilities py,...,pq respec-
tively, and d(s) as defined above. Then there exists a positive constant ¢ such that

IE(e"X)| <1 — cd(s).
Now, we prove the existence of asymptotic expansions for large deviations in this setting.

Theorem 4.5. Let X be a random variable supported on {ay,...,aq} wherea = (ai,...,aq)
18 B—Diophantine. Take X, to be a sequence of itd copies of X. For all r, Sy admits the
weak expansion of order r in the range (0,sup(suppX)) for f € §},, , where ¢ > [(r +1)f]
and for suitable o depending on a.

Proof. We define Ly, ;s as in Section 4.1. Then, the conditions (B1), (B2), (B3) and [C] are
immediate from Section 4.1.

Due to Lemma 4.4, as a random variable, X is 25—Diophantine. Since X is compactly
supported, Yy is 26—Diophantine for all § € R as in Section 4.2.1. That is for all § there
exists ¢y such that

|E(e(0+z’s)X)‘ v Co
—— e = |E(e"” ) <1 — — > 1.
E(egX) | (6 )| ‘S|257 |S|
Therefore, when 1 < |s| < n7, |E(e@+i9Sh)| = E(e@+is)X)n < ]E( 6’X)”e_cfmeﬂ where
¢ € (0,1) can be made arbitrarily small. So (B4) holds with r; < 2 55 < —ﬁ O

However, one can show that strong expansions of order 2d — 3 or higher do not exist. To
see this, let S, be sum of n iid copies of Yx g (defined in Section 4.1). Note that S, takes
O(nd1) different values. Therefore, P(S, > an) has jumps of O(n=@). As a result, as
¢ — 0, P(S, > (a+ €)n) and P(S, > (a — €)n) may differ only by at most O(n=@=1). This
forces the order of the strong asymptotic expansion to satisfy ”H < d — 1, which gives us
r < 2d — 3 as required. Thus, this is an example where weak expansions exist even when
strong expansions fail to exist.
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4.3. Time homogeneous Markov chains with smooth density. Take z, to be a time
homogeneous Markov process on a compact connected manifold M with C* transition density
p(z,y) which is bounded away from 0 (non-degenerate), and X,, = h(x,_1, z,,) for C' function
h: M x M — R. We assume that h(z,y) can not be written in the form

(4.6) hz,y) = H(y) — H(z) + c(z, y)

where H € L*>®(M) and c(x,y) is piece-wise constant. The following lemma characterizes
such h (see [12]).

Lemma 4.6. (4.6) holds iff there exists o € M such that the function x — h(o,x) + h(x,y)
18 piece—wise constant.

Note that the CLT holds for X,, and the limiting normal distribution is degenerate if and
only if (4.6) holds with constant c(z,y) (see [14]). Therefore, in our setting, the CLT is
non-degenerate.

We need the following lemma to obtain the condition [B].

Lemma 4.7. Let K(x,y) be a positive C* function on M x M. Let P be an operator on
L>(M) given by

Pu(z) = /M K (2, y)uly) dy.

Then, P has a simple leading eigenvalue A > 0 and the corresponding eigenfunction g is
positive and CF.

Proof. From the Weierstrass theorem, K (z,y) is a uniform limit of functions formed by finite
sums of functions of the form J(x)L(y). Therefore, P can be approximated by finite rank
operators. So P is compact on L>*(M). Since P is an operator which leaves the cone of
positive functions invariant, by a direct application of Birkhoff Theory (see [3]), P has a
leading eigenvalue A which is positive and simple along with a unique positive eigenfunction
9 19l

Because P is compact, there is 7 € (0, A) such that spr~(P) N {|z| > r} = {A\}. Next, we
consider P acting on C'(M). Observe that,

P = [ St dn

So, [[Pu(x)|lcr < Cllul|s for some C. Since || - [|oo < || - [|cr unit ball with respect to || - ||t
is relatively compact with respect to || - ||oo. Therefore, the essential spectral radius is 0 by
[13, Lemma 2.2].

Note that the constant function 1 € C'(M). By positivity of P,
1>|glle = 1>9g = P"1>P'g = P"1>\g.

Therefore,
P[] = 1P"Ler = [[P"1loc = A"[[gllc = A"
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where ||| - ||| is the operator norm of P acting on C'(M). Therefore, the spectral radius of
P acting on C*(M) is at least .

Since CY(M) C L>®(M), spci(P) C spre(P). Therefore, spci(P)N{|z| > r} C {\}. This
establishes that g € C'. We can repeat the argument and show g € C*. O

The next theorem establishes the existence of strong and weak expansions for large devi-
ations in this setting.

Theorem 4.8. Tuke x, to be a time homogeneous Markov process on a compact connected
manifold M with C* non-degenerate transition density p(x,y). Let X,, = h(x,_y1,x,) for C*
function h : M x M — R which does not satisfy (4.6). Take B = limy_ % with B,, =
77777 n 2j1 P(Tj-1,75) with the supremum is taken over all possible realizations of the
Markov chain x,. Then, for all r,

(a) Sy admits the weak asymptotic expansion of order v for large deviations in the range

(0,B), for f € &}y, with ¢ > 1 and suitable o depending on a.
(b) Sy admits the strong asymptotic expansion of order r for large deviations in the range

(0, B).
Proof. Take B = L*°(M) and consider the family of integral operators,

(Lau)(z) = /M p(, )™ @ u(y) dy, = € C.

Let p be the initial distribution of the Markov chain. Then, using the Markov property, we
have E,[e*"] = u(L£1). Now, we check the condition [B].

It is straightforward that z — L, is entire and therefore (B1) holds. Note that, for all 6,
Ly is of the form P in Lemma 4.7. Therefore, (B2) holds for all #. Take A(f) be the top
eigenvalue and gy to be the corresponding eigenfunction. Then, gg is C?.

To show (B3) and (B4), we define a new operator )y as follows.

1

Qo) =57 [ = pta ) 248 dty

It is easy see to that

Dz, y)
go(x)A(0)

define a new Markov chain % with the associated Markov operator Qy. That is, Qy is a

positive operator and Qg1 = ﬁ I /@) p(x, y)ZZ—EQyC; dy = 1 (because gy is the eigenfunction

corresponding to eigenvalue A(6) of Ly).

Now, we can repeat the arguments in [12] to establish properties of the perturbed operator
given by

po(w,y) = and dmg(y) = go(y) dy

(Qoss)ulz) = / e py (. ) dme(y)

M
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Since (4.6) does not hold we conclude that sp(Qgis) C {|z] < 1} (see [12, Section 3.6.3]).
Take Gy to be the operator on L>*(M) that corresponds to multiplication by gg. Then,
Loiis = M0)Gg 0 Qyyis © G;l. Therefore, sp(Lg1is) is the sp(Qgyis) scaled by A(6). This
implies sp(Lo4i5) C {|]z] < A(#)} as required.
Also, because gy is C! we can integrate by parts, as in [12, Section 3.6.3], to conclude that
there is €9 and ry such that ||Q7,,,]| < (1 —€p) for all |¢t| > rg. Therefore,

1£54: = A(O)"1GoQ511.Gy | < MO IGall| Q54 G5 | < CA(O)" (1 — eg) !/
Now, we establish [C]. Since (4.6) does not hold, the asymptotic variance o2 of X! =

h(z?_,,2%) is positive. Taking ~(# + is) to be the top eignevalue of Qg s, (0 + is) =

n—1*n

A(#)v(0 +is). Thus,
(log A\(6))" = _d_; log A(6 + is) = _d_; log (0 + is) -
e

Put S = X + - 4+ X%. Since, E(e*%) = [ Q. ,,1du, from (3.6), we have that v/(6)* —
7"(0) = o3. Thus, (log \(0))” = o3 > 0.

Note that, £y = \(0)IIp+ Ay where Iy is the projection onto the top eigenspace. From [15,
Chapter I1I1], ITy = gp® s where @y is the top eigenfunction of Qj, the adjoint of @)y. Because
@} itself is a positive compact operator acting on (L>)* (the space of finitely additive finite
signed measures), ¢y is a finite positive measure. Hence, p(Ilg1) = ¢g(1)u(ge) > 0 for all 6.

The rate function I(a) is finite for a € (0, B) where B = limy_,, %. We observe that
B < oo because h is bounded i.e. 22 < ||h[|. In fact,

B, -
B = lim =2 with B, = hx; 1,
i 2w b, 2 M)

.......

where the supremum is taken over all possible realizations of the Markov chain x,,.

To see this, note that B,, is subadditive. So lim,,_ ., Bn" exists and is equal to inf, %.
Given, a > B there exists Ny such that for all n > Ny, % < % < a. Thus, P(S,, > an) =0
for all n > Ny and hence, I(a) = oo. Next, given a < B, for all n, B,, > an. Fix n. Then,
there exists a realization xy, ..., x, such that an < > h(x;_1,x;) < B. Since h is uniformly
continuous on M x M, there exists 0 > 0 such that by choosing y; from a ball of radius ¢
centred at z; i.e. y; € B(x;,d), we have an < ) h(y;_1,y;) < B. We estimate the probability
of choosing such a realization y, ..., ¥y, and obtain a lower bound for P(S,, > an):

P(S, > an) 2/ / / PWn—1,Yn) - - 2o, y1) dps(yo) dyn - . . dyn
B(xn,d) B(z1,0) J B(z0,0)

> (B (o, ) (_min pla.y)) vol(B,)"
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Therefore, I(a) < oo as required. O

4.4. Finite State Markov chains. Consider the time homogeneous Markov chain z,, with
state space S = {1,...,d} whose transition probability matrix P = (pji)axaq is positive.
Suppose h = (hj;)axa € M(d,R) is such that there are no constants ¢, and a d—vector H
such that

(4.7) rhj, =c+ H(k)— H(j) mod 27

for all j, k. Define X, = hy0,.. .-
Next, define bl,j,k = hlj + hjk, l,j,k € {1, ce ,d} with k # 2 and
d(s) = max dist((byjx — bi,1k)s, 277Z).
7]7
We further assume that h is f—Diophantine, that is, there exists K € R such that for all
|s| > 1,
K
4.8 d(s) > —.
(45) ©)=
If 5 > &—5— then almost all h are S—Diophantine (see [21]). These assumptions yield the
following result.

Theorem 4.9. Take x,, to be a time homogeneous Markov chain on {1,...,d} with a positive
transition probability matrix P = (pji)axa- Let X, = hapz,.r for h which does not satisfy
(4.7) and h = (hj),)4xa S—Diophantine. Take B = lim,_,o 2=, B, =sup,, . PR PR
where the supremum is taken over all possible realizations of the Markov chain x,. Then,
for all r, Sy admits the weak expansion of order r in the range (0, B) for f € S?H@ where

q> [(r+1)8] and for suitable o depending on a.

Proof. We use ideas in the previous section and [12] to establish conditions [B] and [C].
Consider the family of operators Ly, : C¢ — C,

d
(49) (ﬁg_ﬂ'sf)j = 6(0+is)hjkpjkfk, ] = 1, . ,d
k=1
Take v =1 and ¢ = p, the initial distribution. Then, from the Markov property we obtain
E(e*5V) = Zj:l(“O)j(Engisl)j = po(Ly,;,1). Obviously, z — L. is entire. So, (2.1) and
(B1) holds.

Note that for all #, the matrix P? = (eehikpjk) is a positive matrix and hence, by the
Perron-Frobenius theorem, P? has a positive leading eigenvalue A(6) that is simple, and the
corresponding eigenvector gf = (g?) is positive. In addition, P (corresponding to 6 = 0) is
stochastic. So its top eigenvalue A(0) = 1. Since we deal with finite-dimensional spaces, the
remaining part of (B2) follows immediately.
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0

Next, define a new Markov chain x;,

corresponding to the stochastic matrix

B <€9hjkpjk92)
A(0)g!

Then, the corresponding operator is,

d ith eehjkp 'kgz
af)y =S et S BRIk iy
(Q tf)] £ € A(@)gjg ky J ) )

Also, (B3) follows because (4.7) does not hold. For a proof of this fact refer to [12, Section
3.6.2], where (B3) is proven for § = 0. However, the same proof applies to our situation
because it relies only on the properties of h, not on the underlying Markov process.

From the Diophantine condition (4.8), there exists ¢ > 0, ||£%]| < 1 — cd(s)?. For a proof
of this, refer to [12, Section 3.6.2]. So [|£] < (1 — cd(s)Q)[nm < e CsTn/2 for || > 1.
Thus, |£5]] < e /2 when 1 < |s| < n . Similarly, [|QL|| < e~ /2 for 1 < |s| < n .
Hence, the argument for § = 0 (original chain) works for all 6.

Note that, Lgiis = MN0)Gg o Qis 0 Gy 1 where Gy corresponds to multiplication by Gy =
(926k). Therefore, || Ly || < CA(0)7e /2 for 1 < |s| < n'% which gives us (B4) with

1>¢ where € > 0 can be made arbitrarily small.

28
The same argument in Theorem 4.8 adapted to chains give us condition [C] and that the

range of large deviations is (0, B) where

T =

B n
B = lim —" with B, = sup » hy .,

n—oo 1 @0y@n 7

where the supremum is taken over all possible realizations of the Markov chain x,,.
O

However, as in the case of discrete iid random variables, strong expansions of order 2d* — 3
or higher do not exist because the number of distinct values X,, takes is at most d>.

Note that in the proof of the previous theorem, the Diophantine nature of h was not
used in proving (B1), (B2), (B3) and [C]. Therefore, we also have the following first order
asymptotics for large deviations for a general finite state Markov chain.

Theorem 4.10. Take x,, to be a time homogeneous Markov chain on{1,...,d} with a positive
transition probability matrix P = (pjk)axd- Let Xn = hy,a,,, for h which does not satisfy
(4.7). Then, Sy admits the order 0 strong expansion for large deviations in the range (0, B).

4.5. Smooth Expanding Maps. Uniformly expanding maps are the most basic type of
uniformly hyperbolic systems, and as a result they have been studied extensively. Most of
their statistical properties are well-known. See, for example, [13] and references therein.
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Here we establish an exact Large Deviation Principle for C'—observables in the setting of
C?—expanding maps of the torus.

Suppose f is smooth and uniformly expanding on T, i.e., f € C"(T,T), r > 2 and there
is A such that inf,er |f'(z)] > A« > 1. Let p be any Borel probability measure on T. Let
g € C"1(T,R) be such that there is constant ¢ and ¢ € C°(T,R) such that

(4.10) g=cto—g¢of.
That is, g is not a continuous co-boundary. Take X,, = go f". If we choose an initial point x

according to a probability density p(x) then {X,} becomes a sequence of random variables.
The following theorem establishes a strong large deviation result for X,,.

Theorem 4.11. Suppose f € C"(T,T), r > 2 and uniformly expanding on T. Let g €
C™ YT, R) be such that (4.10) does not hold. Take X,, = g o f™ with initial distribution p.
Define M}(T) = {v € M'(T)|f.v =v}, B= SUP, e vl () [ gdv, and

(4.11) I(a) = — sup {hm(y)— / (log f’)du}

veM(a)

where M(a) = {v € MY (T) | fiv = v, [ g dv = a} and hgs is the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy.
Then, for all a € (0, B) there exists a constant K = K (a) such that

(4.12) P(Sy > aN)e!@N =

K
1+4+o(1 ) as N — oo0.
vV 27TN< 1)
Proof. Take L to be the transfer operator associated with f,

h(y)
L(h)(r) = L
f%x ()

For z € C, define L, : C* — C' by L,(-) = L(e*9 - ). That is,

L.(h)(x)= ezgw)M-
fy)=z f (y)

Then, it follows from properties of the transfer operator that
B = [ (£2p)a)do.

Also, z — L, is analytic due to the power series expansion, L,(-) = > -, Z—I;E(gk - ). Note
here that, L(g* - ) : C1 — C* because ||g||o < 00 and [|¢']|ee < 00.

From [9, Lemma A.1], we have that for § € R, Ly is of Perron-Forbenius type for all 6
and the projection operator to the top-eigenspace I, takes the form hy ® my where hy € C*
is positive and my is a positive measure. That is for all 0, Ly = A(0)hy ® my + Ay with
| Ag|| < Cry where 0 < rg < A(0).

We need to verify that (log A)”(6) > 0 and sp(Lgis) C {|]z] < A(8)} for s # 0.
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To see the former we note that

and if equality holds then g is a continuous coboundary (see [9, A.12b and Lemma A.16]).
Therefore, in our setting, (log A)”(¢) > 0 for all 6.

For the latter, we first show that sp(Lg4s) C {z € C||2z| < A(f)}, essential spectral radius
of Ly ;s is at most A\;'A(6), and there are no eigenvalues on {z € C | |z| = A\(6)}. Observe
that

e(0+i5)gn (y)
RO

where g, = Zk o 9o f*. From this it follows that
d u’ o )
4.14 —Ly s u=Ly | — + (0+is)—u— u .
1 T Cont = G oy + O+ ) e = (g
We note that from [, Remark A.3] the spectral radii of Ly : C' — C' and £y : C° — C°
coincide. Now, from (4.15),

(4.15) 1£6455tll00 < [1£5]lcol[ulloe < CA)"[ufloo,
and from (4.14),

=15 leo (A*”Hu’\loo VI AT g e + AT e Hul!oo>-

(4.13) pyisU(T) =
fm(y)==

Hd 9+zsu
Thus, we obtain,
€5, sullor < ONO)" (A luller + Clull

where C' depends only on s and 6. Since the unit ball in C? is relatively compact in C°, we
can use [13, Lemma 2.2] to conclude that the essential spectral radius of Ly ;5 is at most
AIA(0) and the spectral radius of Ly, is at most A(6).

Next, we normalize the family of operators Qg s,

Q9+ZSU

9+ZS)9(y)h9(y)
Z ' Wheof ()

Then, Qp is = Hy Yo £, 0 Hy where Hy is multiplication by the function hg. Note that Hy
is invertible because hy > 0. Now, Qy.;s and Qgﬂ-s_ have the same spectrum. However, the
eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue 1 of Qy changes to the constant function 1.
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Assume e is an eigenvalue of @gﬂs for s # 0. Then, there exists u € C! with @gﬂsu(x) =

e®u(x). Observe that,

Qlul(@ Z f’ ho

’ el0tis)g y)U(y)h(y)
e fg)=z

f()

‘ = |§9+isu(x)| = [u(z)]

Also note that, Q@ is a positive operator. Hence, §Z|u|( ) > |u(zx)| for all n. However,
hm (Qp |u|) (= /|u - 1dmy(y)

because 1 is the eigenfunction corresponding to the top eigenvalue. So for all x,

/ fu(y)] dmo(y) > |u(z)|

This implies that |u(x)| is constant. WLOG |u(z)| = 1. So we can write u(r) = " for
v € C'. Then,

_ 09(v) , A
Qprisu(z) = Z fe—(y)el(sg(y)ﬂ(y)) — i(0+7(2))

for all z. Since,

and e (591 W)=71@)=0) are unit vectors, it follows that

sg(y) +v(y) —v(f(y)) =0 =0 mod 27

for all y. Because LHS is continuous,

sg(y) +v(y) —(f(y)) —0=c

Because g is not a continuous coboundary we have a contradiction. Therefore, Qg,;s does

not have an eigenvalue on the unit circle when s # 0. So Lg,;s does not have eigenvalues on
{z € C||z| = A(#)} when s # 0.
Now, due to Theorem 2.3 the strong large deviation result (4.12) holds with

I(a) = sup [af — log A(0)] = ab, — log A(0,),
9eR

and

K =K(a) = %@mga('ﬂ‘)/h%(m)p(x) dzx.

The entropy formulation of I(a), (4.11), can be found in [9, Lemma 6.6]. O
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4.6. SDE’s satisfying Hormander Hypoellipcity condition. Let M be a compact
d—dimensional smooth manifold and {Vj,...,Vi} be a collection of smooth vector fields
of M such that D = {V,...V,} satisfies the Hormander Hypoellipcity condition, i.e., the
Lie algebra generated by D evaluated at x spans the tangent space T, M at each x € M.

Let W, be the k—dimensional Wiener process with components Wti for 1 <i¢<k. Let X,
be the process on M, and Y; be the process on R satisfying the coupled SDEs,

k

(4.16) dX; =Y Vi(X,) o dW] + Vo(X,) dt, Xo =z,

=1

(4.17) dY, = o(X,) o dW, + b(X,) dt, Yo =y,

where the real valued function b : M — R and the real valued function o : M — R
are smooth and W, is a 1—dimensional Weiner process independent of the k—dimensional
Weiner process W;. We also assume that o is non-degenerate, i.e, 0?(x) > 0 for each x € M.
The right hand sides of (4.16) and (4.17) are interpreted in the Stratonovich sense. Note
that the distribution of X; for each t > 0 is absolutely continuous by Hormander’s theorem.
Let p(t, z) be the density of the process X; on M and let p(x) be its invariant density on M.
We assume that

/M b(z) dp(z) = 0.

The above condition guarantees that the asymptotic mean of the random process Y; is zero,
since

Y = lim %E(Yt) = lim %E( /O t b(XS)ds) - /M b(z) dp(x)

t—00

Theorem 4.12. If the above assumptions hold, then for all r € NU {0},

(a) Y; admits the weak expansion of order r in the range (0,00) for f € &, , withq>1
and suitable o depending on a and
(b) Y admits the strong expansion of order r in the range (0,00).

Proof. The infinitesimal generator of the joint Markov process (X, Y;) is a partial differential
operator M acting on functions v defined on M x R given by

(4.18) Mu = %Vx[(V(:E)VT(x))qu] + %(UQ(x))Ayu + Vo(2)Viu + b(z)Vyu,

where V(z) is the d x k matrix formed by the vectors {V1,...V,} as columns.

We also observe that, from the Kolmogorov Forward Equation, the transition density for
the Markov process (Xy, Yi)i>o is given by p(t, (xo,40), (z,y)), and it satisfies the partial
differential equation

atp - M?x,y)p7

(4.19) p(0, (0, Y0):(2, ¥)) = (wg,0) (T, Y)-
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Let B be the Banach space of complex valued continuous functions defined on M equipped

with the supremum norm. Define, for each z € C, t > 0, the bounded linear operator
L(z,t) : B — B given by

'C(Z7 t)f(ﬂf) = E(:Jc,y)(f(Xt)eZ(Yt_y))?
where the right hand side clearly does not depend on y.
The family of operators {£(z,t)}>0y forms a semigroup since

L(z,t) 0 L(z,5)f (1) = By ((L(2,8) f)(Xp)e Z(Yt—y))
—EM)(E o) (f(X)e? e ) eremw))
ry)<E X¢,Ys) (f( ) “{¥o- y)))

E(r)(f (Xoso)e?e+70)
= E(z,t—irs)f( ).

Now we will verify conditions (D1), (D2) and (D3) from Section 2 for the family of op-
erators L(z,t). To verify condition (D1), we will show that (B1) — (B3) hold uniformly on
€ [1,2] and show that (2.3) holds.

e Condition (B1) We first observe that the map z — L(z,t) is infinitely differentiable
in z for all z € C. Indeed, for each f € B, a € Z,, and z € C, D*(L(z,t)f)(x0) =
E (20,0 (Y f(X¢)e*™*). We know that Y} is a stochastic process on R with bounded diffusion
and drift coefficients, which implies that Y; has all exponential moments. Hence, DYL(z, )
is a well defined bounded linear operator on B for all & € Z, and z € C.

Note that £(0,t) is a compact operator on B since, if we define

do. (0, ) = / Dt (0,0), (2, y))dy,

then forany f € B, L(0,t)f = [, f M x)qo.+(xo, x)dx, where o+ is positive and continuous
(mo, x) € M x M. We note that 1is the top eigenvalue of £(0,¢) with constant functions
forming the eigenspace. All the other eigenvalues of £(0,t) have absolute values less than 1,
by the Perron—Frobenius theorem.
We note that if § € R, then gg4(wo, ) = [ e%p(t, (x0,0), (z,y))dy > 0 for all zg,x € M.
This kernel is continuous in (zg,x) € M x M. That is, £(0,t) is a positive, compact operator
for all 6 € R.

e Condition (D2): We observe that the coefficients of the operator M are independent of
the time variable ¢, and therefore the Markov process (X;,Y;) is time homogeneous. Thus,
the top eigenspace of the operators £(,t) is the same for all ¢ > 0. Thus, I1(¢,¢) = I11(0, 1)
for all ¢ > 0, in particular, condition (D2) holds.
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e Condition (B2) Using (D2) and the semigroup property, condition (B2) is satisfied since

there exists a A\(6) > 0 for all 0, the top eigenvalue A\(0)" of the operator £(6,t) exists, and
other eigenvalues of £(6,t) have absolute values less than \(6)".

e Condition (B3) We need to show that sp(L(f + is,t)) C {|z] < A(0)'}. We first note
that

L0 + i3, 8) f(2)] = [Engy (F(X0)e @O0 < B, (|£(X)eCHo0-v))

= E(ry) (| f(X0)["T7Y) = L(6, 1) f|(2)-
Thus sp(L£(6 +is,t)) C {|z] < A(6)'}. To prove that there is inclusion with strict inequality,
it is enough to show that sp(L(0 +is,1)) C {|z| < A(#)}. We suppose, on the contrary, that
there exists an eigenfunction f € B of the operator £(6 +is, 1), with || f|| = 1 corresponding
to the eigenvalue \(6 + is) such that |A(6 +is)| = A(f). That is, for all x € M,

(4.20) Eoo)(f(X1)e M) = X0 + is) f ().

We know A(f) is the top eigenvalue of the operator £(0,1). Thus, there exists an eigen-
function g € B of £(6,1), corresponding to the eigenvalue A(6), which implies that for all
reM,

(4.21) E0)(9(X1)e™) = M0)g(x).

Without loss of generality, we can assume that, for all x € M, g(z) > 0, and that |f(z)| <
g(x). In addition, we can assume that there exists a point xo € M such that | f(zo)| = g(xo).
Now,

|E(xo,0)(f(X1)6(9+it)Yl>| — [A(0) f(x0)]| = MB)g(0) = Eag.0)(9(X1)e™).
Thus,
E (r0,0) (| F(X0)e M) > B 0)(9(X1)e™).
This implies that

E 20,00 (" (| f(X1)e™ | = g(X1))) > 0,
and therefore,

E (o0 (€™ (|/(X1)| = 9(X1))) = L0, 1)(|f] — 9)(0) = 0.

We have from our assumption that |f| < g, and we know that £(6, 1) is a positive operator.
We conclude that,

Qo(|f] — 9)(x0) = E(me0) (€™ (| f(X1)| — 9(X1))) = 0.

Now,

Eu 0y (" (|F(X1)] — 9(X0)) = /M (17(2)] - 9(x))ao1 (0, 2)d.
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From the definition of gp1, we know that, for a fixed o € M, gp1(xg,x) > 0, z € M.
Therefore, for all x € M, |f(x)| = g(z). Thus, there exists a continuous function ¢ defined
on M such that f(z) = e®@g(x) for all z € M. Substituting this in (4.20), we get

E(r0) (€ g(X1)e M) = \(0 +is)e™ ) g(2) = ey (g()g)eem)k(@A (Z)ZS) |
where the last equality follows from equation (4.21). In addition, since |[A(0 + is)| = A(6),

A(0+is)

OB e‘®. Therefore,

there exists a constant ¢ such that

E(:I; 0)( () HYlezcg(X )(eisY1+i¢(X1)—i¢(a:)—z‘c _ 1)) = 0.

This implies that sy + ¢(z) — ¢(x) — ic = 0 (mod 2m) whenever p(1, (z,0),(z,9)) > 0.
This is not possible since the Brownian motion W (in the definition of Y]) is indepen-
dent of W (in the definition of X;). Thus, sp(L(0 + is,1)) C {|z| < A(f)} which implies
sp(L(0 + is,t)) C {|z] < A(0)'}.

e Condition ((2.3)) Let # € R be fixed. Let gg(x) be such that ||gg|| = 1 and L(6, 1)ge(x) =
A(0)gg(x) for all x € M. Then we also have L(0,t)gs(x) = A(0)'gs(z) for all z € M, since
condition (D2) holds. In addition, since £(#, 1) is a positive operator, the eigenfunction gy is
positive. We observe that gy satisfies the PDE e % M (e gy(z)) = p(0)ge(x) for all z € M.
Since the coefficients of the operator e % M (e%:) are differentiable in 6 the function gy is
differentiable in 6.

We first consider a new family of operators £(z,t) : B — B defined by

F(2t) (o) = /M F(@)don(z0, ) da,

where gz,t(x07 J]) - f]R ezype(t7 (ZL'(), 0)7 ((L’, y)) dy and

69y99(x)p(t7 (IOa O)a (ZIZ', y))
A(0) go(xo)
Let 1 denote the function that tales the value 1 for all xp € M. Note that

L£(0,8)1(z0) = /M 1 Goi(xo,x)de

- / / palt, (20, 0), (,y)) dy da
// ;z%;ii = dyes

)tg0(x0) //6 9o(@)p(t, (20, 0), (z,y)) dy dz

po(t, (z0,0), (x,y)) :=
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1
— —)\(G)tge(33o)£(9’ t)go(xo) = 1.

Therefore 1 is an eigenfunction for the operator EN(O, t) corresponding to the top eigenvalue
1.
Observe that the operators £ and £ satisfy, for all f € B,
< 1
L(z,t = ——L(0 t )
<Z7 )f(xO) /\<9)t90(x0) ( + 2, )(f99)<x0)
It is easy to see that the new family of operators {ﬁ(z,t)}tzo also forms a Cjy semigroup.

Thus, in order to prove (2.3), we need to show that there exist positive numbers 7y, ry, K
and Ny such that

~ 1
I£Gis. )] < —

for all t > Ny, for all K < |s| < ™. In fact, it will be enough to show that there exists an
e € (0,1) such that, for all ¢ € [1,2] and for all |s| > K,

(4.22) |L(is, t)|| < 1 — e,
since the above relation would imply that, for all £ > 2,

(oo )

[t]
H <(1- e)m.

£ (s, 1)]| = Hﬁ(zs [v;_]>m

S ‘

showing exponential decay.
We observe that for any f € B, and x, € M,

(s, t) f(xo) = /M F(@)iiss (0, 7) da

where,

- e0+is)y o (o t, (x0,0), (z,
Gis. (70, 7) :/ go(2)p(t, (20,0), (x,9)) oy,
R

A(0)"gs (o)

ans therefore, it is enough to show that there exists an ¢ € (0,1) and K > 0 such that for
all [s| > K, and for all ¢ € [1,2],

(4.23) |Gis+(z0, )| < 1 —e.

Let F; denote the sigma algebra generated by the process {W, }ueco,q. Note that the following
equality holds,

~ o gg(l‘) 0+is)Yz _
Qis,t<x07 l‘) = WE(:EO,O) (6( ) |Xt = ZE)

9o() ( (0+is) ([ o(Xu) AWt [ (0 (Xu) o (Xu)+b(Xu)) du)
= —E T E e 0 u u 0 u u u
)\(9)%]9(%0) (20,0) (

7))
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7

Now we know that
{6fot(9+i8)ff(Xu) AWu—1 [1(0+i5)20%(Xy) du

forms a martingale for all ¢ > 0. Therefore,

E(e(e-i-is)Yt |‘/—-;f)

_ E(e(fg(9+¢s)2a2(xu) du+(0+is) [y (0 (Xu)o(Xu)+b(Xu) du)) !.7'})

- F (6(92 502 (Xy) du—s? fot 0?(Xy) du+2is fot 02 (Xy) dut(6+is) fg o' (Xu)o(Xu)+b(Xy) du)

7).

)>Ofor

Let € € (0,1). Since o(x), b(x) are smooth on the compact manifold M, and o(x
|s[ > K

all z € M, for a fixed § > 0, we can choose K > 0 such that for all ¢ € [1,2],
’ (e (02 [T 02(X,) du—s? [T 02(X,) du+2is0 [ 02(X,) du-+(0+is) [ o' (Xu)o(Xu)+b(Xy) du) ’]_—)‘
1ol sup{A(0)"|¢ € [1,2]}
inf{ge(x)|lr € M}

Note that the quantities sup{A(#)* | ¢t € [1,2]} and inf{gs(z) | z € M} are strictly positive
and finite due to condition (B2) and the fact that eigenfunction gy is strictly positive on M.
Therefore,

<(1—¢)

‘E(xo,O)(e(Mszt = x)‘

— ‘E( 0 (e (6+is) (fo (Xu) AWt [T o/ (Xu)o(Xu)+b(Xu) du)
Zo,

)=o)

)|

< Eay0) <‘ (E<e<9+is><f5 0(Xu) dWat § o (Xu)o (Xu)+b(X.) du)

lgall sup{A(6)"]t € [1,2]}
inf{ge(z)|lx € M}

As aresult |Gy (0, 7)| < (1—€). This implies that for all t € [1,2], |s| > K, ||£(is,t)|| < 1—e,
which concludes the proof of condition (D1).

<(1-¢)

e Condition (D3): We first note that the top eigenvalue of operators £(z,1+n) is A(0)' 7.
Thus, it is enough to show that log A\(0) is twice continuously differentiable and the second
derivative is positive for all § € R. Let p(0) = log A(6).

Let 6 > 0 be fixed. We know that the function gy is such that

(4.24) L(0,1)g5 = "D g,.

Let 15 be a linear functional in B’ satisfying (g, £(0,1)f) = e (¢, f) for all f € B, and
(19, 99) = 1. That is, 1y is the invariant measure of the operator £(#,t) for all t > 0. Let us
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define a new operator £'(f,t) which is the derivative of the operator £(0,t) with respect to
0. Thus,
(£/0,)f) (20) = Bgay 0 (F(X0)Vie™).

We differentiate equation (4.24) on both sides with respect to € to obtain

L'(0,t)go(w0) + L0, 1)gp(x0) = Eag.0)(90(X2) Y™ ) + L(0, ) gy(0)
(4.25) = 111 (0)e" P gg(0) + O g (o).
Therefore, applying the linear functional 1)y on both sides, we obtain,

(0, B0y (90(X0) Yee™)) + (o, £(0, 1) gp) = t1'(0)™ @ (g, go) + €™ (g, gp),

which simplifies to

(0, B0 (90(X0) V™)) + €O (g, gy) = 111/ (0)e™ @ + &) 3y, gj).
Thus, we obtain the following formula for p/(0).

(109, Bz,0)(90(X:)Yee®™)) _

tetn(0)

(4.26) W (0) =

Differentiating the equation (4.25) again with respect to § and taking the action of the linear
functional 1y on both sides, we obtain,

(100, Ew.0) (90(X0)Y,?e™)) + 2(00g, Bo0)(95(X0)Yie™)) + eW) (0, 95)
=t ()™ + (41 (0))%™ O + 261 (0)" D (g, ) + €V (g, g).
Thus, rearranging the terms, we obtain the following formula for u”(6):

(o) — (0 B (X)) — £ (0) e
g N tetr(d)

2<we,E<m70>(gé(Xt)E69“)> — tp/(6)e <¢e,ge>
tetﬂ(o)

Using the formula for p/(#) in the above expression we obtain
(V0, Ew0) (90 (Xe) Y2 ) — ({09, Ew,0) (g0(X) Ve ()))?

(4.27) u'(0) =

t
L o0, B (g0(X) Ve =O)) — (g, By 0) (g0(Xe) Vi 7O)) (g, g)
; .
Let B be the Banach space of bounded continuous functions defined on M x R equipped
with the supremum norm. We define a new family of bounded linear operators N 0,t): B —
B,t >0 by

X
(4.28) N0, (20, 1) = Eiayy (X, Yoy 0 94 X1))
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for each f € B. Note that the family {N(0,)}s>o forms a C° semigroup.

We first observe that the operators {N(6,t)};>0 are positive, and N(6,¢)1 = 1, where 1
denotes the constant function taking the value 1 on M x R.

The operator N(0,t) is also an operator on B because, for f € B,

ge(Xt)> _ [e—tu(e)

N(O,t =E, X)) e (Ve—yo)—tu(0)
( ’ )f(wO) (z0,y0) (f( t)e ge(xo) 7

£(6,1)(90)] (x0) € B.
Now, corresponding to this family of operators, we have a new Markov process (Xt, }7})011
M x R, such that, N(0,t)f(xo,y0) = E(Io7y0)(f()~(t, Y;)). In addition, we observe that
(Vgge, N(0,t)f) = (gge, f) for all f € B. That is, 1ygy is the invariant measure for the
process )?t on the manifold M for all ¢ > 0.

Let us define the function h € B by h(z,y) = y for all (z,y) € M x R. Now, we re-write
the formula (4.27) for p"(0) as

(0 = 7 ((Wola), N0, 0)gu()ys — ((ol), NO.)(1) . 0)gn(x)-)?)
+ 2w N .0 (ML) (2,010 ).
— (o), N O, )() o, 0o () () 65 (2).
= 2 ((Wogu, N(0.0)1)) = (wng, NO, O ())?)

2 (o0 N(0.) (*22)) — (g, N(0,)(1) (g, L))

9o

Therefore, we have,

16) = 7 (oo Eeay (V) — (ogo By (V) )
* %((%ge,E(x,o) (ij?—;;t)» — (Y90, E (2,00 (V1)) (Vo3s, %))

Denoting (1ygs, E(m,O)(f(tha ;) by Ewgge(f()?t, Y;)) the above formula can be written as
/

(Bousn (72) = B (T)?) + 2 (Eyee (%) = Eu, (V) (g, ).

In order to analyze the process ()Aft, }N/t), we first study the transition kernel of the associated
Markov Operator N(6,t). For f € B,

N0, £)f (20, 0) = /M / F (. y)k(, (20, 90), (2, 9)) dy de,

1

(129) 4'(0) = 7
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where

bt G, o), (2 9)) = 0 G0, (o) 2.

From (4.19), we see that k(t, (zo,yo), (z,y)) solves the PDE

Ok = gg(x)eey./\/l* (%) — p(0)k =: Mk

(z.y) z)ed

k(O, (.1'0, yO)? ($, y)) = 5($o,yo)<x7 y)

where we have a new differential operator M acting on functions v : M x R — R given by

N* * U
Mew = (@) Misy () =

Observe that

Mok = Mk — Vg‘”" (V(@)VT (2))Vok — 602()V k
Vo(@)Vago(®) | Ly o\ Vo (V(2)VT(2))Vage())
@) 2000 290(a)
+ W;g") (V(2)V(2)) + b{)8 — u(0) ] k.

From the choice of gs, we know that e M (e®gy(x)) = 11(0)ge(z). That is,

SV @)V () Fag0] + VoVogo + b(2)bgy + 5(5%(2))8g0 = (O

Therefore, the above expression simplifies to

Mk = Mk — %(V(@v%))vxk — 002(z)V K
6
N <(nge)2(V§fE)VT(:v)) B Vx[(V(x)VT(x))nge])k
o 9o

Thus, the operator M simplifies to
Vo
9o
From the above expression of the generator of the new process ()?t, }2), we conclude that

the process (X;,Y;) differ from the process (X;,Y;) only by the additional drift terms in =

and y. The asymptotic variance (also referred to as Effective Diffusivity) of the process SN/t
is given by

ME = Mk +

(V(2)VT(2))Vik + 00*(2)V

Ewege <(Z B Ewege 1~/;5)2>
: .

== lim
t—o0
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Choose a function f : M — R such that J\/lf +b+0%0=00on M, and f >0 on M. Then
the process Y, + f (Xt) forms a martingale, and therefore,

(430) Y+ f(X) - Yo— f(Xo) = /0 V(AR i, + /0 ' o(R,) diF,
+ / t MS(X,) + b(X,) + 00%(X,,) du

t - . t . .
:/ V(Xu)vxf(xu)quJr/ o(X,) dW,.
0 0
Thus,
g T\ 2
Elﬁege (Y - Ed)egaY;)

= Ev ([ VEITSE) AW+ [ oK) AT~ (750~ Bvasal5(50))

2

= Eyyg, (% /O (V(Xu) Vo (X)) (V (X)) Ve f (X)) du)

+Epun (5 / () du) + By ((50)?) — By (/K02

- 2B, (FE) ([ VEIVSED Wt [ o(X,)al)
Also, note that

B X (fo VRV () AW+ fo(Xo) V)

t—o00 t

= 0.

Therefore, using the fact that vygy is the invariant measure of the process )?t on M, we have,
1 *
5 [ (V@VF DV )Var @) + (@) ngs da
M

2
+ lim Ew"ge(f()?tP) — Ewege(fo?t)f.

t—00 t

(1]

Since o > 0 for all x € M, we have = > 0. Thus we have shown that the first term in (4.29)
is positive. Now it remains to show that the limit of the second term in (4.29) is zero as ¢
approaches infinity. That is,

Yigy(Xt) v 9
tlim Ewege( g;()jt) ) B ItEwego (Yo){toge, £> _0
—00
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First, we observe that
(4.31)

1 =
tlg{.lo ZEwege (Y;t)

t—oo 99<Xt)
Since 0 < = < 00, there exists a constant K > 0 such that
y2
(4.32) E%ge% <K

Using Cauchy- Schwartz inequality, and the above bound on Ey,,, (Y;?) we have

- o o F(R)2 2 ! (2))?
Evoge (Y;Z(z—ggj;)) < By (Y?) / L (%) < \/E\/%ESE ‘ (ggg((x))) ‘

Therefore, we have,

1 Yigh(X 1 / 2
lim —Ey,q, <M> < lim ~vVEVE sup ‘@92@)) ] _ 0.
90(X¢) t—oo 1 veM | g5 ()

Thus, we have shown, that x”(6) > 0. Thus, condition (D3) is satisfied.

We have shown that the conditions (D1), (D2) and (D3) hold with r; arbitrarily large. As
a result, for all , Y; admits the weak expansion of order r in the range (0, c0) for f € 33+1,a
with ¢ > 1 and suitable o depending on a. Also, for all r, Y; admits the strong expansion of
order r in the range (0, c0). O

APPENDIX A. CONSTRUCTION OF {f;}.

For each k, let fi(x) = = tan™'(kx) + § for « € [~1,k]. Extend f; to [=2,k+ 1] in such a

way that fr(—2) = fk(k:+f) =0, fi is continuously differentiable and satisfying the following
conditions.

(1) fx is increasing on [—2, k] with derivative on [—2, —1] is bounded above by 1.
(2) fr is decreasing on [k + 1/2, k + 1] with derivative bounded below by —5.

(3) |fil <5 o0n [k, k+1].

(4) 0 < fr <1lon[-2,k+1] and f; = 0 elsewhere.
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Then, f; is supported on [—2 k + 1]. Here our choice of bounds 1 and —5 in some sense
arbitrary. As long as they are large enough and independent of k, we obtain an appropriate
sequence of functions.

As an example, when k = 5, the graph of f5 looks like:

Since 0 < f, <1, for all v > 0,

[l = [l @< [~ = o <o

2

Since |fr| <5 on [k, k+1], 0 < fi <1 and f; is increasing on [—2, k]

k+1
/ (o)) (@) = / e fiu() + e fi()] da

2

< [ e + )

-2

k k k1
< / ve Wdx + | fulx)dr + / (ve 7" + 5e ") dx
2 -1 k

k1
<1+ / (b+7y)e ™dr =C, 2 < 0.
—2

Also, note that |2! fy(z)| < zle™® for all z € [-2,k + 1]. Hence,
/\xlfk(:cﬂ dr < / ale " dr = J,; < o0.
-2

Put J,(vy) = maxi<<, Jy; and C,(r) = max{J.(v),Cy1,C,2}. Then, C,(r) is finite and
depends only on 7 and 7.
Now, we have the following:

(1) Cria((fr)y) < Cy(r) for all k.

(2) Since = tan!(kx) 4 3 converges pointwise to 1oo0)(2), fr = 1jo,00) Pointwise.
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(3) Since for all m, e™*P%(2) fu(2) = e 7 P%(2)1j0,00)(2) pointwise as k — oo,
e P (2) fi(2)] < €7 P (2)|1-2.00)
for all k, and e™7*| P2 (2)|1j—2,00 is integrable, applying the LDCT,

[ @i = [T nene e [T e

-2
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