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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
asymptotic expansions for Large Deviation Principles. These expansions, commonly referred
to as strong large deviation results, are in the spirit of Edgeworth Expansions for the Central
Limit Theorem. We apply our results to show that Diophantine iid sequences, finite state
Markov chains, strongly ergodic Markov chains and ergodic sums of smooth expanding
maps & subshifts of finite type satisfy these 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 SDEs 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 independent identically distributed (iid) random variables, then
limy 0o P(Sy > aN) = 0 for all @ > 0, due to the Law of Large Numbers. Large De-
viation Principles (LDPs) give better descriptions 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
(1.1) lim NlogIE(eesN) =Q(h),

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 NlogP(SN >aN)=—1(a),

N—oo

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

Remark 1.3.

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 1.4. 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 1.5. From the same argument in Remark 1.4, for a given f, weak expansion for
large deviation is unique.

Remark 1.6. In both the strong and weak asymptotic expansions, we would refer to the
existence of the pre-exponential factor (r = 0 case) as the order 0 strong expansion and
order 0 weak expansions.
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These are in the spirit of weak Edgeworth expansions in [1, 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
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
LDPs. 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 [I] for non-lattice random
variables in Section 4.1. Also, we provide an affirmative answer to a question raised in [!]
about the existence of strong asymptotic expansions for LDPs for iid sequences that are
neither 0—Diophantine nor lattice—valued. This is done in Section 4.2 by verifying the as-
sumptions 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.

We also discuss strong large deviation results for ergodic averages of smooth expanding
maps and subshifts of finite type. In Section 4.5 and Section 4.6, we obtain these results as a
Corollary of Theorem 2.7. Our key example in continuous time, additive functionals of sto-
chastic processes generated from SDEs satisfying Hormander condition on a d-dimensional
compact manifold, is presented in Section 4.7. 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 SDEs, we refer the reader to [19, 22].

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 [1] in the non—lattice non—iid setting. The key
ideas behind the proofs are the Cramér’s transform, which exponentially 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;}.
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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
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 7 and a in C, 4, 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 (e7°V) = (L) v),
for z € C for which the following conditions [B] and [C] are satisfied:
Condition [B]: There exists ¢ > 0 such that

(B1) z + L, is continuous on the strip |Re(2)| < § and holomorphic on the disc |z| < 4.

(B2) For each 0 € (—4,6), 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 A(6)
(spectral gap). In addition, A\(0) = 1.

(B3) For each 6 € (—6,0), for all real numbers s # 0, the spectrum of the operator Lg;s,
denoted by sp(Ly+is), satisfies: sp(Loris) C {z € C | |z] < A(0)}.

(B4) For each 6 € (—0,0), there exist positive numbers r1, 75, K, and Ny such that
A@)Y
N72

1255l <

for all N > N, for all K < |s| < N"™.

Remark 2.1. In the case of ergodic sums of dynamical systems, Ly is the Ruelle-Perron-
Forbenius transfer operator. Also, the relation (2.1) takes the form E,(e**V) = p(LN1)
where L, 1s a twisted transfer operator, p is the initial distribution and 1 is the constant
function 1. In the case of Markov chains, Ly is the corresponding Markov operator and
E,(e*5¥) = u(LY1) where L, is a Fourier kernel associated to Lo and p, 1 are as before.
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Remark 2.2. Suppose (B4) holds. Let Ny > Ny be such that Nl(rl_e)/r1 > Ny. Then, writing
Ny = N — [N(1=a/m] [Nf/rﬂ, for all N > Ny, we have that Ny > Ny and

N(r1i—€)/r1 e/r1
1Ll _ ICLohs DM 1252,

AOY = () om0

gk DI
< 18
T @)V Ny
1 T1—€
S _ e/r1q) KS‘S|§N1 °
[N(ri=a)/mr2IN ]

Therefore,

A0)Y

123l <

where Cy, = %Nf/rl. 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 ro is sufficiently large.

As a consequence of (B2), the operator Ly, 0 € (—9,9), takes the form

(2.2) Ly = )\((Q)Hg + Ay,
where Iy is the eigenprojection corresponding to the top eigenvalue A(6) and IToAg = Aglly =
0. Due to (B1), we can use perturbation theory of bounded linear operators (see [18, Chapter

7]) to conclude that 6 — A(0), 6 — Il and 6 — Ay are analytic.
Condition [C]: For all § € (—0,9), (logA)"(6) > 0 and ¢(I1yv) > 0.

Remark 2.3.

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 € (=6,0). Due to (2.1) and (2.2) we have that

E (¢"5) = 0(£5'v) = NO) (Tlgw) + £(A3'v) = AO)Y [¢(TT0) + A@0) ™ e(A)v) .

Due to (B2) and (2.2), the spectral radius of Ag is less than \(0). So, ]\}im AMO)NE(AY )
—00
= 0. From the condition [C], ((Ilgv) > 0. Thus, for large enough N,

0< ey < [£(Tyw) + AO) V(M) v)| < e
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for some ¢y, co. Therefore
08
]Vllinm NlogE( N) =log A(6).
Also, note that log \(0) is analytic and strictly convex because A(8) > 0, A(+) is analytic
and (log\)"(0) > 0. Also, (log\)'(0) = % = limNﬁww = 0 (see [12, Section
4]). Now, applying Theorem 1.2, we conclude that Sy satisfies the LDP in (1.2) with
1(2) = supge(o,5)[20 — log A(6)].
3. From the above calculations it is clear that log \(0) > log(A(0)) = 0 for 6 € (0,0), and
hence, \(0) > 1 for 6 € (0,9).
In order to state our main results, we introduce the function space §}' given by

w=1{f € C"(R)| CY*(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 §}",

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

It is clear that §}', C §}' if @ > B. Finally, define, §}'. = [\,s0 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 2.4. Let r € N. Suppose that conditions [B] and [C] hold. Then, for all a €

(0 logg\(& > there exist 6, € (0,0) and polynomials P¢(z) of degree at most 2k, such that for

q> %—i—l and o > 0,, for allfe&'rﬂ,a
[r/2] 1 1
E(f(Sy—aN))el@N = Z W/P]g(l’)f@a( ) dz+CF (fo,) 0ra <W) as N — oo,
k=0

where fo(z) = 5-e~% f(x) and I(a) = supye(g 5 [ad — log \(0)] = af, — log A(6a).

Remark 2.5. We note that for a given a, the polynomials Py'’s are unique. To see this, fix
a. From Remark 1.5 = [ Pi(x) fo,(x) dz are unique for all k. Assume there exist two
polynomials, P and P“ wzth [ Pi(x) fo, (x) dm = [ P(x) fo, () dx. Since C=([0,1]) C Srita
and {f9a|f € C’OO([O 1])} is dense in Ll[O 1], we have for all f € L'[0,1], [ P#(z)f(z)dx =
[ Pg(x)f(x) dx we have that Pi(z) = Pi(z) for x € [0,1]. So, Pt = Pg.

Theorem 2.6. Let r € N, r > 2. Suppose that conditions [B] and [C] hold with ry > r/2.
Then, for all a € <0, w»

[r/2]
P(Sy > aN)eI(“)N = Z
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where Dy(a) = 5= [;° e %" Pi(x) dx.

Moreover, we can evaluate the pre-exponential factor in LDPs under significantly weaker
conditions. Namely, we recover Theorem E of [15] under similar assumptions.

log \(6)
Theorem 2.7. Suppose that (B1), (B2),(B3) and [C] hold. Then, for every a € <0, gT>,

((Ilp,v)/1"(a)
0,vV2r N

Remark 2.8. Analogous results hold for a € (

P(Sy > aN)e! @V =

(1 + 0(1)) as N — oo.

—1og(>;(5—6))70>' In fact, one can deduce the

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

Next, we consider the continuous time asymptotic expansions for LDPs. Let {S;}i>0 be a
stochastlc process with asymptotic mean 0, i.e., lim_, 1 +E(S;) = 0. We make the following
assumptions on the process ;.

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**) = €(L(z,t)v), t > 0,
for z € C for which the conditions (D1) and (D2) and (D3) are satisfied and the family of
operators £(z,-) forms a C%-semigroup on the Banach space B. That is
L(z,t1 +ta) = L(2,t1) 0 L(z,t3), for each ti,ty >0, L(z,0)=1d,

and
%1_{% L(z,t) = L(2,0) = Id,

where the above limit is with respect to the operator norm.
Condition (D1) The family of operators £(z, 1 + n) satisfies the condition [B], uniformly
in 7 € [0, 1]. That is,

(1) There exists 6 > 0 for which the operator £(z, 1+ 7) satisfies conditions (B1) — (B3)

hold for all n € [0, 1].

(2) For each 6 € (—4,0), there exist positive numbers r1,ry, K and Ny such that

AB)'

tr2

(2:3) 1£(0 +is, 1) <
for all ¢ > Ny, for all K < |s| < ¢,

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

simple eigenvalue A(z, «+mn). Then the projection to the top eigenspace, I1(z, 1+n), satisfies
II(z,14n) =1I(z1) for all n € [0, 1].
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From now on, we denote II(, 1) by II,. Using the above condition, along with the semi-
group property, we conclude that for each ¢ > 0, 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,n) with 6 € (—4,§) and n € [1, 2] take the form

(2.4) L(8,n) = X0)"TL(0,1) + A(b,n),

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(0,14+n) = A(0,14+n)II(0,1+n) = 0. Due to (D1) we can
use the perturbation theory of linear operators (see [18, Chapter 7]) to conclude that A(-),
II(-,1+n) 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(0,t) — \(0)T, also forms a semigroup, and the spectral radius of the operator A(6,1) is
less than A(6) for all § € (—0,9).

Condition (D3) For all 8 € (—0,9), for all n € [0, 1], £(0, 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 2.9. Suppose that the conditions (D1) and (D2) hold. Then, for a fired €
(—0,0), there exists § > 0 such that, for each s € (—0,0), for each t > 1, the operator
L(0 + is,t) has a simple top eigenvalue \(0 + is)" and

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

where My, ;s = I1(0 + is,t) is the eigenprojection corresponding to the eigenvalue A(0 + is)
and I1(0 +is, t)A(0 +is,t) = A0 +is, t)I1(0 +is,t) = 0. In addition, the family of operators
{A(O + is,t) }1>1 satisfies A(0 +is, tN) = A0 +is,t)N for allt > 1, N € N and the spectral
radius of the operator A(6 +is, 1) is less than |\(6 + is)].

The following theorems are the continuous time analogues of Theorem 2.4, Theorem 2.6
and Theorem 2.7.
Theorem 2.10. Let r € N. Suppose that conditions (D1),(D2) and (D3) hold. Then, for
all a € (O 1°g’\(5) , there exist 0, € (0,6) and polynomials P2 (z) of degree at most 2k, such
that for q > % +1 and o > O, for all f € F}y1,

lr/2]
1
E(f(S; — at))e Z tk+1/2/Pk z) fo,(x) dz + CL 1 (fo,) - 0ra (th;l) as t — 0o,

where fo(z) = 5-e~% f(x) and I(a) = supye(g 5 [ad — log A(0)] = af, — log A(6a).
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Theorem 2.11. Let r € N, r > 2. Suppose that conditions (D1),(D2) and (D3) hold with
ry > /2. Then, for all a € (0, w»

I(a)t & Dy(a) 1
P(S; > at)e = Z sy +0p4 T ) as t — 00,
k=0

where Di(a) = 5 fo _9‘”]—_’“ )dzx.
log A(0)
Theorem 2.12. Suppose that (D1)—(1), (D2) and (D3) hold. Then, for everya € (O, gT),

((ITg,v) /1" (a)
0.\ 21t

Remark 2.13. Due to Proposition 2.9, 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.

3. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Recall from Remark 2.3 that the LDP given by (1.2) holds under the conditions [B] and

[C]. That is, given a € (0, 1og§\(5)>7 there exists 6, € (0,9) such that

) 1
]\}LI)%oNIOgP(SN >aN) = —1(a),

where I(a) = supge g5)[ad —log M(0)] = af, — log A(6,). So we fix a € (O log’\(5)) and take

g, to denote value of 6 € (0,6) for which I(a) is achieved. Since 0, is the unique maximizer
of analytic function f(6) = af —log A(#) on (0,6), f'(f,) = 0. That is,

(3.1)

Proof of Theorem 2.j. Observe that
E(f(S, — an))e®=" = E(el5ne=(Snan eaf(S —an))

/fea —ZaSTZE 9 145V )d

—ias

where fy, (z) = %e‘eamf(x). Define, £, = £9a+w Then,

E(f(S, — an))e®®™ = X(6,)" / Fo. ($)C(Lv) ds.
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From this, we have
(32)  E(f(Sn — an))e " = E(f(S, — an))el??Ttos 7Ol — / fo. (s)U(Lv) ds.

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).

5
there are polynomials P (x) of degree at most 2k, such that for g € F' 1, ¢ > 52 + 1,

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

2r,
[r/2]
—~ —N 1 . 1
JanEvas =3 st [ Rt e+ o) o (i )
k=0

We refer to this expansion as the weak expansion of L, for g € §2, .
Since f € §}, 1, With a > 0,, we have that fy, € §;, ;. We show this when r = 0 and
= 1. The argument for general ¢ and r is similar. Suppose, f(z), f'(x),zf(z) € L, f'(z)
is continuous and exponential order a > 6,. It is clear that (e7%%f(x)) = —f,e %% f(z) +
e~%® f'(x) is continuous. We need to show that e~%®f(z), (e7%® f(z)) and ze=%*f(x) are
absolutely integrable. Since f’ is exponential of order «, given € > 0, there exists an M > 0
such that for all z < —M, —ee®® < f'(z) < ee*, and therefore,

—/ eeo‘ydyg/ f’(y)dyg/ ee® dy.

In addition, our assumptions imply that lim; f(2) = 0. Thus, —£e®® < f(z) <
which shows that f is also exponential of order a.

Now, it remains to show that e=%% f(x), e=%2 f/(z), ve~%% f(z) € L'. This is true because
there is M > 0 such that for x < —M, |e % f'(z)| < el@=0a)z  |e=0a f(1)| < el@~0a)® and
|ze0% f(1)| < —welo—la)z,

Finally, to complete the proof of Theorem 2.4 we apply Lemma 3.1 to fp,. U

€ , T
—-e ,
«

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, +4s
can be expressed as

(33) £0a+is = )\(ea + Z-S)HOGJris + A0a+i37

where Iy, ;s is the eigenprojection to the top eigenspace of Ly, s, the spectral radius of
Ag, 1is 18 less than |A(6, +1is)|, and Ag, 1is11g, 1is = g, 15sMg, +is = 0. In addition, the spectral
data are analytic with respect to the perturbation parameter because the perturbations are
analytic. That is, z — A(z), z — II, and z — A, are analytic in a neighbourhood of
2o = 0, + 10 (see [18, Chapter 7]).
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Iterating (3.3), we obtain
(3-4) L, 1is = MOa +18)" g, is + Mg, 1450

—ias

Define II, = Iy, ;s and A, = ‘j\(T“)AgaHS. Then, for all |s| < dy,

(3.5) L. =T7i(s)" T, + A,
where £, = %L@a_i'_is and 7i(s) = W
From (3.1) and the condition [C],
d N (04
u(0) =1, @(0)=—n(s)| =-—ia+1 (6a) =0 and
ds s=0 A(0.)
(36) o
—I —q2 _ @) _ 1 " e 2
K (O) a )\(ea) (Og >‘) (Qa) Ja

for some o, > 0. Thus, there exists ¢ such that
(3.7) 7i(s)| < e/ || < 4.

First, we estimate the contribution to [ :q\(s)E(ZiVU) ds from the region away from s = 0.
Fix § > 0 as in (3.7). Due to (B3), the spectral radius of £, is strictly less than 1. Since
s+ L, is continuous, there exists ¢y € (0,1) such that |[£,]| < ¢ for all § < |s| < K (K as
in (B4)). Thus,

/ G(s)(T) ds
5<|s|<K

Due to Remark 2.2, without loss of generality we assume that 7o > r + (r 4+ 1)/2. From
(B4),

< Cllglhcs-

ST Cllgllx Cllglls
gsfﬁsvdsyg—/ Ly L llds <
‘/K<5|<W1 ( ) ( ) A(Qa)” K<s|[<n™ H fat ” nr2-r1
= [lglly - o(n~ D7),

o~ o~

Since g € §7,,, we have that s7G(s) = (—i)799(s) and ¢(@ is bounded. Therefore,

. @
(3.8) ‘ / G(s)U(Lv) ds| < C G(s)|ds < C 9N g
|s|>n"1 |s|>n"1 |s|>n"1 s4
19V | oo
SO

= Cg+1(g) : 0(”_(T+1)/2)'
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L
s4

Note that the integral f|S

estimates, we obtain
(59) [ aeras
|s|>6
2

From (3.7), we know that for all |s| < d/n, \é(f:/\/ﬁvﬂ < Ce~19" Thus, for v/Dlogn <
5| < 0y/n, |€(Z:/\/ﬁv)| < Cn%P Therefore,

ds is finite since ¢ > 2L + 1 > 1. Combining these

2r1

[>n"1

= C% 1 (g) - o(n~ /),

’/\/Wﬂswg(swzgv) a ‘/wmﬂwmﬁ % W 50) d_z;
1 _u . d
= /Jm<|u|<wﬁg(%)_i
- n"% /\/Wgsség(S) *
< 2Tl
Choosing D > %, we have
(3.10) | e D8] = () o),

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| < 6. By (3.5),

(3.11) 0L m0) = ﬁ(%)nﬁ(ﬁs/ﬁv) +0(R ).

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 PZ(x). To this end we make use of ideas in [12].
From (3.6), function log 7z can be written as

a o2s? s
1°g“<ﬁ> =~ +¢<%>’
where 1 denotes the error term, ¢(0) = ¢'(0) = ¢”(0) = 0 and ¥ (s) is analytic. That is
/S \" _o2s? S
() =< o (mw(7))

Denote by s?,(s) the order (r + 2) Taylor approximation of 1. Then, 1, is the unique
polynomial such that ¥(s) = s*,(s) + o(|s|"™2). Also, ¥,(0) = 0 and %, is a polynomial
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of degree . In fact, we can write 1(s) = s,(s) + s"t24),(s), where 9, is analytic and
,(0) = 0. Thus,

ewp (0 (75)) = o (570 () + s 0 (77))

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 log7i(s) and Z(s), and taking Z, to be the remainder of log Z(s)
when approximated by powers of Z,. up to order 7:

i (7)2(5)

= 603252 " (\/i_) exp log Z(%)

— 2(0 )exp( 2wr<\/_> #swﬂzr(%)

3 (;;zl()mk 2] + mﬁf%))
[1+Z o (5) + X e (2 2) T

k=1

+Z(0){#ST+%<%)+W%Z(O) 57, (ﬁ)m’“ﬂo( ).

Take ¢(s) = ns?Z(0)¢,(s) + Z,(s). Tt is clear that ¢(s) is analytic and (0) = 0. Now,
collecting terms in the RHS according to ascending powers of n~'/2? we obtain,

2 s s Ar(s) s

(3.12) eUZSQﬁ"<%)Z<%) :i ks nr/2*0<f> + 51O ).

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, Ay’s are formed by collecting terms with the common factor of
n~*/2. Observe that ¢, and Z, are a polynomial in % with no constant term, and therefore

when we take powers of 521/44(\%) and Z, ( > the resulting Ay will contain terms of the

form ¢,,s>™t".

Note that Ag = Z(0). The highest power of s in Ay, k > 1, is a result from the term 032%

in 527#7»( 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 A, corresponds to m = 0 and is equal to k. Next, define
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Bn.r by

(3.13) @M@)ZEZégi.

We write the Taylor approximation of g:

~ 97 (0) S ~(r+1)
s) = E —~ 57 + €(s)),
9(s) part ! (r 1>!g (e(s))
where 0 < |e(s)] < |s| and

|A(r+1 (S))| _ ‘/xr—l—le—ie(s)xg(l,) dx
Therefore,

/< VDlogn <T> (£ S/WU)

< / &) dr < C%,, (9)-

(L., ~v)ds
W/ ls|<yDTogn I

1 | . .
(L g (e S=)) d
nlr )/ (T+1)!A|<\/Wgn Loy \n/) ™

+

where

E(Z:/ﬁv)s’"“ﬁ(r“) (e(%)) ds

T _082
| < (o) [Io1e as
|s|<v/Dlogn

for large n. Hence,

S —n
(3.14) / (V" o) ds
Bkﬂmwz<Vﬁ> e
T 50
g (0)/ (P 0 —(r+1)/2
= , sU(Ly, mv)ds+ C.q(g) - O(n .
DT e s (Eorat) s Clialg) - O
From (3.12),
‘7¢21$2 —n S S 0(2132 —n
e T ULy mv) = exp (n@D(%))Z(%) +e 7 L(A,, mv)
" Als) S log”*/2(n)
(3.15) :ZT/2+1’_/290 — ) +C..-0 YY)
n n vn n

k=0

15
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for |s| < /Dlogn. Substituting this in (3.14),

S —n
(3.16) / E(—)f(ﬁs wv) ds
|s|<v/Dlogn \/ﬁ N
) 0 A 1 (r+1)/2
ST et M a0 o)
— jlnJ |s|<v/Dlogn P b
UL~ )
g7(0) / ; ~o2s?/2 0 o
= Tt S Ak(5>e 7a ds + Or (g> ’ O(n )
%;J!”(’f“)/z js|<v/Dlogn "

Since A and k have the same parity, if k£ + j is odd then
/ sTAp(s)e™ 72 ds = 0.
|s|<v/Dlogn
So only the positive integer powers of n~! will remain in the expansion. Also, there is C

that depends only on r and a such that

/ sTAp(s)e 72 ds < C stremoas 2 s < C;T’a :
|s|>v/Dlogn |s|>v/Dlogn noab/4

Choosing D such that 202D > (r + 1)/2,

/sjA;c(s)e_U?LSQ/2 ds = / sT Ay(s)e %42 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; = [ 87 Ag(s)e74"/2 ds and substitute g¥)(0) = [(—is)’g(s) ds in (3.16) to
obtain

S —=n
(VT ) ds
/|s|<\/m <\/ﬁ> R
b o B
_ZZ |n(kkig)/2/ —Zs)ﬂg(s)ds—i—Cfﬂ(g).o(n /2)
k=0 j=0
- Z m/ i (—zs)] ds +C° 1 (g) - o(n""7?)
n k+] om 7’
|r/2]
B Z nm/ §) P (s) ds + Clya(g) - o(n™""?),
m=0
where
by 4
(8:17) Pr(s) = Z ﬁ(—is)ﬂ.
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Combining, the above with (3.8) and (3.10) we obtain the required result. O

Take Fly to be the distribution function of Sy. Let S N~ be a functlon deﬁned on some
finite measure space (€2, F, P) such that it induces the finite measure A(@ “—xdFy(x) on R.
Note that Sy is not a random variable since the measure it induces on R is not a probability

measure. Take Gy(z) to be the distribution function of %%;N That is,

(3.18) Gy(z) = P(EV_?;N < x)

Then, from the definition of the operator £ in (3.5), we obtain @N(S\/N) = E(Zivv) for all
s € R because

iz\;&NS 690,2? —N
e VN WdF]\[(l') = g(ﬁs/\/ﬁ’l})
Also, recall that for |s| < d; V/N, where 6, is as in proof of Lemma 3.1,
S

—N _ N —N
(Zowe) = (=) U0y e) + (R o).

From (3.12) and the estimate ||Ki,v|| < OV (which is explained below the equation (3.10))

gas

for |s| < 01, we conclude that RHS converges to Z(0)e "2 as N — oo. Hence, Gy(x)

x

e 2 and N(z) = [*_n(y)dy.
(x) on the real line by Z(0)N (0, c2).

=

converges to the function Z(0)9(z), where n(x) =

We denote the function inducing the measure Z(0)
Thus, SN\/EN converges weakly to Z(0)N(0,02).
Observe that

elat

/(;1: — aN))\(Qa) dFn(x)
69ax
= % 8:0/ei(f—aN)S/\wQ)NdFN(CL’)
(ﬁ(s)Nf(ﬁsv) &Y v))

d
= N7(0)" 7 (0)¢(Tpv) + 7(0)™

" ds

s=0

(o) + L q®m).

s=0 ds ls=0

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

—N—1—/

7 [ (@ = a3 @) = SpHT) + (),
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Since ||Kév|| < CeV, the norm of the second term on the right hand side decays exponentially
in N, and since E(ﬁgv) < o0, the first term also goes to zero as N — oo. Thus, Sy has
asymptotic mean a. N

We say that £, admits a strong asymptotic expansion of order r if Sy admits the Edge-
worth expansion of order r, i.e., there exist polynomials @y (whose parity as a function is
the opposite of the parity of k) such that

(3.19) Gn(r) — Z(0)N(x) = Z(0) Z Q’“(x)n(x) + o(N""/?)

NE/2

uniformly for x € R, where n(x) = \/%6_;"3 and N(z) = [*_n(y)dy. Note that these

expansions, if they exist, are unique (the argument in Remark 1.4 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 £, exists, lower order weak expansions (as in Lemma 3.1)
exist for g € L. It is the Proposition A.1 in [12] adapted to our setting. The second lemma
shows that whenever £, has weak expansions for ¢ € §. the corresponding Sy has strong
expansions (of the corresponding order) for large deviations. Finally, to prove Theorem 2.6,
we have to show that the conditions [B] and [C] imply the existence of strong expansions

for L.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that L, admits the order r strong asymptotic expansion. Then there
are polynomials Py such that

= T
/E(S)g(ﬁsmsz > /RPm(S)g(s) ds + Cp(g) o (n""?).

1
nmts

for g € FL.
Proof. Suppose g € §;. Define, &,.,(z) = Z(0)N(z) + Z(0) >, _, Ci’;(/ﬁ)n(x) Observe that
Gn(z) — En(z) = o(n~"/?) uniformly in x and

T

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

= Z(0) Z }jfp(/f) n(x)dx,

p=0

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

(3.20) n(z)Ry(z) = % [n(m)Qk(x)].
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Note that Ry and @y are of opposite parity, because Q(x) is of degree 1.
Next, we observe that

JaepE s = [ Gs1Ga(svn)ds
_ %/ﬁ(%)@n(s) ds
_ / g(zv/m) dGn(z)  (by Plancherel)
— [otavmdgn(@)+ [ gy dG, - £ (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

[N s = [ glovi) deafe) + (G - En)@atavi|
- [(G = &) a)ig v/ do

-/ Z )glevids + o (n7?) [ Vi (@) d

(3.21) —an/Rk glav/m)dz + |1gll -0 (n72) .

From the Plancherel formula,

2.2
a

]_ o]

[ Vstevi i@ty dr = o [ 5(Z) e as

2.2

where Ek\n(s) = Ak(s)e’% and Aj, are given by the following relation,
oas’ d _7as?
(3.22) Ar(s)e "2 = Ry, <—2£) [e 2 }

This follows from the basic Fourier identity 3?37 (s) = (—z’)jj?jjf(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.
ogs? .
Next, replace [ Ry(x)n(z) g(xy/n) dx by ﬁ f@]\(\/iﬁ)Ak(s)e_T ds in (3.21) to obtain

r

~ —=n 1 1 ~f S _ﬁ ’ _r
[T ts = 525 s [ (R e do o 7).



20 KASUN FERNANDO AND PRATIMA HEBBAR

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

r r—1

/A( JL) ds = QWZZ lnj+k+1 /SJ ~9u 2 Ay (s) ds + CL(g) -0 (n777?) .

Put
1

27

bir = sTe7a 2 A (s)ds and g9 (0) = /(—is)jg(s) ds

to obtain
r r—1
/ ds_zz 'nm / (—is)g(s)ds+ C(g) -0 (n7?).
k=0 j= 0

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

b, _
Pu(s)= Y Zr(—is).
j+k=2m J:

Then rearranging, simplifying and absorbing higher order terms into the error, we obtain

1)/2]
[t Z Pals)g(s)ds + Cllg) -0 (n7?).
This is the order r — 1 weak expansion for g € F. UJ

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

(a) There exists C > 0 such that C} 1 (fx) < C for all k,

(b) fir are uniformly bounded in L*°(R),
(¢) fx — f pointwise,
(d) For all m,

lim [ P,(s)fx(s)ds = /Pm(s)f(s) ds,

k—o0
(e) There exists Ny such that for all N > Nj,
lr/2]
E(fx(Sx — aN))e! @V = Z Nm+ s)ds + C}H(fi) - o (N~CFTD/2)
Then, for N > Ny,
E(f(Sy —aN))e! @ = Lf - /Pm( )f(s)ds + C - o(N-D/2),
N™ 3

m=0
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Proof. From (e) and (a) for N > Nj,

[r/2]
(3-23) ]E(fk(sn o an e — / ds < Cr+1(fk) ( _T/Z)

nmta
m=0
< C-o(n"?).
Now, (b) and (c) give us that
’}LIQOE<fk<Sn - an)) = E(f(sn - an))

This along with assumption (d) allow us to take the limit & — oo in the RHS of (3.23) and
to conclude that

E(f(S, — an))e!@n Z 1 s| < C-o(N7T/?).
This implies the result. ]

Proof of Theorem 2.6. Let a € (O, w>. From (3.18), note that

Guloe) = [ 3o (o) = ) = 200) + o)

A(0a)" Ala)" A(0a)"
and
. e fﬁ(ﬁg tis/yi?) —
Gn(5> = )\(Qa)n = 6([,8/\/511)

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

r+1
Qn( 7 Bry1n(s)
57'+1,7L( ) Z( + Z Z k/2 and ﬁr—l—l n(s) =e 2 W
Then, Z(0)8,,1,,(s) is the Fourier transform of &1,(x). This follows from the definitions
of these quantities.

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

‘Gn(x)— (1+ A(ea)*”Z(orle(Agav))&H,n(x)‘

r+1 —n o
Bn 2 L —(Z(0 +/\ ea —np( AT in
(3.24) Sl/ . (Ls/ymv) = (Z(0) + A(0a) " U(AG,0)) Bri1,0(5) ds b5
m anTT S n
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Note that (K(Ag tis/ iV v) — é(Agav)BT+17n(s))|S:0 = 0 because f,,,,(0) = 1. Also, both
14 (KZ/ Jiv) and B,41.n(s) are uniformly bounded in s and n. Therefore, choosing v < & (J;
as in (3.3)), we have

(3.25) 1 / W (A 70) = ABa) " (AG 0)B, 1 a(5) I
T J—y/n S
_ )‘(Qa)in /'Y\/H E(AgaJris/\/ﬁv) - E(Agav)6r+l,n(s) ds
7T —n S
< C)\(Qa)_” n = o(n_%).
We claim that
(3.26) l/ <S/\/_)nZ(S/\/_) 67’-&-1,71(3) ds — 0<n77‘<51>
-V

for sufficiently small 4. From the definition of 8,41,(s),

2,2 0242

E(S/\/ﬁ)nz(s/\/ﬁz — efaT@%Ln(S) — 665)/2 (S 90<\/—> + ST—HO( 2)>’

- n(r+l1

where ¢(s) = o(1) as s — 0. As a result, for all € > 0 the integrand of (3.26) can be made

2 2

smaller than ——F575(s" + s"1)e” "% by choosing v small enough. This establishes (3.26).
Combining (3 25) and (3.26), we obtaln that for small v,
1 VR UL, Z(0) 4+ X0,) (AL v)) B, 1. (s
(3.27) _/ ( /f) ( () ( ) ( O ))6 +1, () ds < (?j)/z,
T J S n\r
0252
where C = [(s" 4+ s"t)e” "2 ds.
Take
1 1 E: U
1 / (Ls/yav) s,
T Jyyn<|s|<Kyn s
1 ULy, v
1 / ULy ymv) s,
T JKn<|s \<Bni S
1 2 2
_/ . e~ BT+1 n( ) dS,
T Jaaslsl<Bn'E s

where K is as in (B4).
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Now we estimate the these integrals using (B3) and (B4). Since f3,41.,(s) is a polynomial
o2

of O(1) as n — o0, e~ i Br+1.n(s) is bounded uniformly in s and n (say by M). Therefore,

0'332
J3 < M e 4 ds < Me ™"
|sl>8v/n

with 7o > 7+ 1 (WLOG) for K < |s| < n". Also, by

for some ¢ > 0. By (B4), ||, ]| <
assumption, r, > r/2. Thus,

1
J2 = —
T JK<|s|<Bnr/2

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 ||£, || < C4" for all § < |s| < K for large n. Then, for
sufficiently large n, we have
1
Jl == —/
T Js<|s|<K

Combining the asymptoics for Ji, Jo and J3,

a2s) [ UL av) = (2(0) + M) "U(AR))Brpr ()
T Js|>yvn

s
From (3.27) and (3.28), we deduce that RHS of (3.24) is o(n="2 ). Thercfore, G, (z) =
(14 A(02)™Z(0) 1 (Ng,0))Erprn(T) + 0(n ~"2) uniformly in z. Since Ert1.n(2) is uniformly

bounded in z,n and A(f,) > 1 we have that Ae‘(lv))+20” decays exponentially fast. Thus,

Gn(x) = Eqin(x) + o(n ~"2"). By the derivation of Ery1n(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 St Since f € Saa where a > 0,,
we have that f,, € L. Therefore,

n'2

(L)

ds < On™/*7" = o(n_%l).

(L)

S

ds < CH™.

ds = o(n~(r+/2),

P f(2)dz + Clalg) - ona, (075,

for all f € §, ., @ > 6.
In particular, this holds for f € C°(R). Let {f,,} C C°(R) be a sequence such that 1y .
is a point-wise limit of f,,, and (f,,)s,’s satisfy the hypothesis of Lemma 3.3. (We construct
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such a sequence in Appendix A). Then, by Lemma 3.3,

[7/2]
]E(l[O,OO)(Sn - an Z / —GaZPa Ooo)( )dx Yo, 0 ( r42-1> .
That is
lr/2]

P(S, > an)e Z e / ’HEIP“ )dx + 0r.9, ( TTl) )

O

Remark 3.4. 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, 1jg ) is not a pointwise
limit of a sequence of functions fi, in §1 with C},,(fx) bounded. To observe this, assume
that || fillv, || folls ([ fo ]l are uniformly bounded and fi, — 1y ooy point-wise. Then, for all
¢ € C2(R),

[oo=-[o0=[tom o=t [feor =t~ [fio=tm [50

This implies that ||(f¢|(|0)| < supy, | [l for all ¢ € C*(R). Clearly, this is a contradiction.

Therefore, Theorem 2.J does not automatically give us strong erpansions. Indeed, in Sec-
tion J we exhibit an example (see example J.2.2) where weak expansions exist when strong
expansions fail to exist.

The proof of Theorem 2.7 is similar to that of Theorem 2.6. We include it for completeness.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. Let a € (O, W) Since (B1) and (B2) hold, as before we have

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

|Ga(@)— (1 + A(0a) 7" Z(0) " £(Ag,0)) Er ()]
ULsyymv) = (Z(0) + A(0a) " L(No,v)) B1n(5)

< 1 /B‘/ﬁ J €
<t lon - st
Since ¢(t) = o(1) as t — 0, we have
0352 _0'3-52
i(s/v/n)"Z(s/yn) —e > (s) e ((p(i> +50(n 1))
s vn vn
Also, we conclude that
0'23
l/ - a2 /87"+1,TL( ) d :O(efcn)
T Jyy/n<|s|<Byn §
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as before. Because of (B3), there is v < 1 such that

ds = /
0<|s|<B

Combining these estimates, we conclude that Z: admits the strong expansion of order 1.
Therefore, ZZ admits the weak expansion order 0 for f € §i. As before, approximating

Ljo,00) by a sequence in CZ°, we conclude that
11 [~ 1

= —— et Pi(x) d , — .
\/5277'/0 ‘ O(x) T onte (ﬁ)

From (3.17), P§(z) = Z(0),/% = ((Ily,v)/%5. Then,

2
9a

ULy smv)
S

((Lv)

S

dt <C sup ||L{[| <Cv".

v<|s|<B

/6\/ﬁ<|s|<B\/ﬁ

P(S, > an)el(“)”

— e "FPYz)dz = = e "Fdz = <z .
27 J, (%) \/2mo2 Jo V2mo2 b

1
I//(a)
required form of the first order expansion. 0J

From the duality of the Legendre transform, o2 = (log \)”(6,) = . Hence, we have the

Remark 3.5. (B1) through (B4) with r1 > r/2 imply that L, satisfies the conditions (A1)
through (A4) in [12] with 1y > 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 Sy does not induce a probability measure.

Now we establish (2.5) and remark on the proofs of continuous time results.

Proof of Proposition 2.9. Let 6 € (—0,9) and n € [0, 1] be fixed. Consider the two parameter
perturbation of the operator £(6,1+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 £(z,t) forms a C%—semigroup. In addition, the two parameter operator
L(z,t) is uniformly bounded on the region {(z,¢) : |z| < d,¢t € [1,2]}. From here, using
the Cauchy integral formula for analytic functions it is clear to see that this two parameter
perturbation is continuous. Hence, by perturbation theory, for each n € [0, 1], there exists
d, > 0 such that, on the set {(s,¢) : |s| < ,,e < d,},

LO+is,1+n+e)=AXO0+is,1+n+e)l(0+is,1+n+e)+A0+is,1+n+e),

where I1(6+1is, 14+-n4-¢) is the eigenprojection of the operator L(0+is, 1+n+e) corresponding
to the simple top eigenvalue A\(6 +is, 1 +n+ ¢), and

IO+ is, 1 +n+e)A@ +is,1 +n+e)=A0+is,1 +n+e)I(0 +is,1 +n+e)=0.
In addition, the spectral radius of A(6 4 is, 1+ n+ ¢) is less than |A(0 +is, 1 +n +¢)|.
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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%12ink(5m. Thus, for all

n € [0,1] and s such that |s| < 0,
L0 +is,1+n)=X0+is, 1 +n)(0+is,1+n)+ A0 +is,1+n),
and the spectral radius of A(f + is, 1+ n) is less than |A(0 + is, 1 + n)|.

Put gy = (0 +1is,1). From (D2) we know that I1(6 +is, 1 +n) = Iy for all n € [0,1]
and |s| < . This, along with the semigroup property of the operators L(0 +is,t), implies
that A\(0 +is,1+n) = M@ +is) 1" for all for all n € [0, 1], |s| < d. To see this, first note that
we do not assume that the top eigen-value for the operator £(0 + is,n) exists for n € [0, 1).
Now, if n is rational, we have n = p/q for some p,q € N,q # 0. Let v(6 + is) € B be a

non-zero vector be such that II(0 + is, 1 + n)v(0 + is) = g s0(0 + is) = v(f + is) for all
n € [1,2]. Then we have,

MO +is)TPu(0 +is) = L(O +is, 1) Py(0 + is)

(0 +is,q +p)v(0 + is)

(0 +is,14+p/q)"(0 + is)
(0 +is,1+p/q)?(8 +is).

L
L
A

Therefore, A(6 + is)'™ = X\(0 + is,1 +n) for all rational n € [0,1]. Since, the semigroup
L(0 +is,t) is continuous in ¢, we have that the top eigenvalue A(f + is, 1+ n) is continuous
in 77, and therefore, the relation A(6 4 is)'™ = \(6 + is, 1 + n) holds for all n € [0, 1].

For t > 1, define the new family of operators A(6 + is,t) = L(0 +is,t) — A0 + is) Ty 5.
It is clear to see from this definition that A(f +is,tN) = A(6 +is,t)Y for all t > 1, N € N.
Then, using the fact that g € [1,2], we have

L(O+is,1) :ﬁ(eﬂaé_])m B <A<9+i8)ﬁ]ﬂem+A(9+Z_57é_]>)m

= X0 +is)'Tlgyis + A(0 + is, 1).
Here, the spectral radius of the operator A(f +is, 1) is less than |A(6 4 is)]. O
Remark 3.6. Fiz large t. Under (D1) and (D2) we have (2.5):
L(0+is,t) = N0 +is) Ty + A0 + is,t),

which is the continuous time analogue of (3.4). This, along with assumption (D3), allows
us to obtain proofs of Theorems 2.10, 2.11 and 2.12 by replacing n by t and replacing £Z by

L(s,t) = %ﬁ(@a +is,t) in the proofs of the corresponding discrete time results.



ASYMPTOTICS FOR LARGE DEVIATIONS 27

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
in a neighborhood of 0, denoted by J. Let X,, be a sequence of iid copies of X. Then, from
[16, Chapter 1], we have the LDP:

1
lim NlogIP’(SN > Na) = —1(a), if a > 0,

N—o00
where the rate function [ is given by
I(z) = sup [yz — log E(e™¥)].
veER
For each a € (0, essup(X)), there exists a unique 6, such that I(a) = 0,z — log E(e%X).
We further assume that X satisfies the Cramér’s condition. That is,
(4.1) lim sup [E(e™)| < 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:

Theorem 4.1. Let X be a non-lattice centered random variable whose logarithmic moment
generating function is finite in a neighborhood of 0, and which satisfies the Cramér’s condi-
tion. Let X, be a sequence of iid copies of X. Then, for all r,
(a) Sn admits the weak asymptotic expansion of order r for large deviations for f € §r 4
in the range (0, essup(X)).
(b) Sy admits the strong asymptotic expansion of order r for large deviations in the range
(0, essup(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,, £y, 1 = E(el®T)X)» = E(e®*)5)  Since the moment
generating function is finite on J, (6+1is) — Lg1s is analytic on the strip {z € C| Re(z) € J}.
So we have (2.1) and (B1). The validity of (B2) is immediate because B is one-dimensional,
M0) = E(e?%) > 0 for § € J, and A\(0) = 1.

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

eyeF(y) _ 4o
) where u(0) = /e dF (y).

Since X is non-lattice, and distribution of Yx ¢ has a positive density with respect that of
X, we have Yy is also non-lattice. Therefore, for each s # 0,

|E(€(6+is)X)|
]E(GGX)

(4.2) G'y) =

(4.3) = |E(e"¥x9)| < 1.
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This is equivalent to (B3).

Since Yx ¢ has a positive density with respect that of X, Yy 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<60X) _ E(Xee)()z '

(log A(6))" =

E(efX)?
From the Holder’s inequality, E(Xef%)? < E(X2eX)E(e?X), 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 [, Theorem 2 (Case 1)] for iid sequences satisfying Cramér’s condition. We
also recover, [, 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 in a neighborhood of 0. Let X,, be a sequence of iid copies of X.
Then, Sn admits the order 0 strong expansion for large deviations in the range (0, essup(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 2.7. Also, we note that ((IIyv) = 1 for all 6.
Thus, we recover the results in [I] mentioned above. 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™¥)| < 1— W, |s| > so.
s
Equivalently, a random variable X with distribution function F'is [—Diophantine if and
only if there exists Cy,Cy > 0 such that for all |x| > C1,

C
. 2 2
(4.5) ;EIE/R{GZE +y}?dF(a) > Tl

where {z} := dist(z,Z) (see [1]).

Now, we describe two interesting classes of [—Diophantine random variables. In Case I,
we discuss an iid sequence of compactly supported and [—Diophantine with (I # 0) random
variables, while in Case Il we assume, in addition, that those random variables take finitely
many values.
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4.2.1. Case I. Let X be compactly supported and [—Diophantine with (I # 0). Then,
assuming supp X C [c, d],

2 0 _ 1 ¢ ax 2€0a a
[z +yyac @ = Fomaria [t yyetaria)

> W/ {az +y}* dF(a)

where G? is as in (4.2). Thus, from (4.5), for all |z| > Cy,

e@c 02
inf/ axr +y 2dG%a) > ———— ==
yeR R{ J (@) fcd ebadF(a) |z

So the random variable Yx ¢ with distribution function (Y is also [—Diophantine.

Theorem 4.3. Let X be compactly supported and |— Diophantine with (I # 0). Then,

(a) For all v, Sy admits the weak asymptotic expansion of order r for large deviations
for all a € (0,essup(X)) for f € 'y ,, where ¢ > |(r + 1)I/2], for a suitable o
depending on a.

(b) For all r < [2I7Y], Sy admits the strong asymptotic expansion for large deviations
of order r in the range (0, essup(X)).

Proof. Taking Lg1;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 Yyy. In
fact,

|E<6(9+is)X)|
E(efX)
and hence, it follows that whenever 1 < |s| < n'T",

‘E(e(aﬂs)sn)‘ — E(€(9+is)X>n < E(eex)nefcgnfﬂ

4 K
= [E(e™Yx0)| <1 — ﬁ Is| > 1,

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,...,aq (d > 3) with
probabilities pi,...,pq, respectively. Then the logarithmic moment generating function
h(0) = logE(e’ ) of X is finite for all § € R. Take X, to be a sequence of iid copies
of X.
Take a = (a1,...,aq), bj = a; — a1, for j = 2...d and d(s) = maxc(o,.qy dist(b;s, 277Z).
Then a is called S-Diophantine if there is a constant C' > 0 such that for |s| > 1,
C

d(s) > W
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In the rest of this section we assume that a = (aq, ..., aq) is f—Diophantine. In fact, almost
all a are S—Diophantine provided 8 > (d — 1)~! (see [21]). Since a is f—Diophantine, the
characteristic function of X satisfies

s c
IE(e"%)] < 1—W, |s| > 1

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

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a discrete random variable taking values ay, . . .aq with probabilities
P1,- -, P, respectively, and d(s) be as defined above. Then there exists a positive constant ¢
such that

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

Theorem 4.5. Let a = (aq,...,aq) be 8—Diophantine. Take X, to be a sequence of iid
copies of X. For all r, Sy admits the weak expansion of order r for a € (0,max{as,...,aq})
for f €8l ., where ¢ > |(r+1)3], for suitable a 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 Yx ¢ has a positive
density with respect that of X, Yxg is 26—Diophantine for all ¢ € R as in Section 4.2.1.
That is for all #, there exists ¢y such that

‘E(e(e—i-z’s)X)‘ v Co
—— = |E(e"")| <1 - — > 1.
]E(eeX) | (6 )l |S|2f87 |S|
Therefore |E(e@+i5)5n)| = E(e@+5)X)n < E(efX)ne=Con/2 when 1 < |s| < n' , where € €
(0,1) can be made arbitrarily small. So (B4) holds with r < 12—; < 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(n1) different values. Therefore, P(S, > an) has jumps of order 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 7”5—1 < 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.

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(x,y), which is bounded away from 0 (non-degenerate). Let X,, = h(x,_1,z,) for a C!
function h : M x M — R. We assume that h(x,y) can not be written in the form

(4.6) Wz, y) = H(y) — H(x) + c(z,y),
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where H € L*(M) and ¢(x,y) is lattice valued. 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,z) + h(x,y)
is lattice valued.

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 [11]). Therefore, in our setting, the CLT is
non-degenerate.

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

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

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

Then P has a simple leading eigenvalue X > 0, and the corresponding eigenfunction g is
positive and C*.

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 that leaves the cone of
positive functions invariant, by a direct application of Birkhoff Theory (see [3]), P has a
leading eigenvalue A that is positive and simple along with a unique positive eigenfunction
g with gl — 1.

Since, Ag(x) = [,, K(z,y)g(y)dy and K(x,y) is k times continuously differentiable in x
and M x M is compact, we can differentiate under the integral sign k& times. This means ¢
is C*.

O

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

Theorem 4.8. Take x, to be a time homogeneous Markov chain on a compact connected
manifold M with C* non-degenerate transition density p(x,y). Let X, = h(z,_1,1,) for a
C! function h : M x M — R that does not satisfy (4.6). Take B = lim, o 22 with B, =
sup{>_7_, h(xj-1,7;)v; € M,1 <i <n}. Then, for allr,
(a) Sy admits the weak asymptotic expansion of order r for large deviations in the range
(0,B), for f € §} 14 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.
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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 0,
Ly is of the form P in Lemma 4.7. Therefore, (B2) holds for all §. Take A(#) to be the top
eigenvalue and gy to be the corresponding eigenfunction. Then gy is C*.

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

1

u)(r) = —= RICE) IR 90(y)
Q) = 577 [ "t ypu(n 2 i)

It is easy see to that

Oh(z,y) (12
plas) = =B and dma(y) = o) dy

define a new Markov chain z? With the associated Markov operator (Qg. Observe that Qg is
a positive operator and Qgl = f M€ @) p(z, y) o x) Ly =1 (since gy is the eigenfunction

corresponding to eigenvalue )\(0) of Ly).
Now we can repeat the arguments in [12] to establish the properties of the perturbed
operator given by

@Mmmzkwm%mwMM)

Since (4.6) does not hold, we conclude that sp(Qg+is) C {|z| < 1} (see [12, Section 3.6.3]).
Take Gy to be the operator on L*(M) that corresponds to multiplication by g. Then
Loiis = M0)Gg 0o Qgyis © G;l. Therefore, sp(Lg1is) is the sp(Qgyis) scaled by A(6). This
implies sp(Lo4i5) C {|]z] < A(#)} as required.
Also, since gg is C', we can integrate by parts, as in [12, Section 3.6.3], to conclude that
there exist ¢y € (0,1) and 79 > 0 such that ||Q7_ || < (1 —¢) for all [t| > ry. Therefore,

1€54ill = MO 1G6Q514.G5 | < MO Gollll Qi1 G | < CAO)" (1 — eg) /2.

Now we establish [C]. Since (4.6) does not hold, the asymptotic variance o3 of X! =
h(z?_,,2%) is positive. Taking v(# + is) to be the top eignevalue of Qg s, (0 + is) =

n—1»%n
A(0)v(0 +is). Thus,
2

d 2
e log A(0 + is)

(log A\(6))" = __4 log (0 + is)

d s=0 d ds? s=
O POV
‘vw>+<wm)‘ﬁ<@+”w”

Put S% = X? + .- + X%. Since E(e*s5% = [ Qf.;;1du, from (3.6) we have that ~'(6)* —
v"(#) = o3. Thus, (log )\(9)) =03 > 0.

Note that £y = \(0)IIy + Ag, where Il is the projection onto the top eigenspace. From
[15, Chapter III], Il = gy ® @y, where ¢y is the top eigenfunction of Qj, the adjoint of Q.
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Since @ itself is a positive compact operator acting on (L>°)* (the space of finitely additive
finite signed measures), ¢y is a finite positive measure. Hence, pu(Ilyl) = wa(1)p(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 < ||A[|s. In fact,

. B, . . Bn, . B - :
B = 131_1){1)0 — with B, = B = nhjEO - with B, = sup{z; h(xj_1,xi)|x; € M, 1 <i<n}.
]:

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

P(S, > an) > / / / P(Yn—1,Yn) - - (Yo, y1) dp(yo) dya - . . dyn
B(zn,d) B(x1,0) Y B(xo,0)

> u(B(wo,0)) ( min p(z,y)) vol(Bs)".
z,yeM
Therefore, I(a) < 0o, as required. d

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

(4.7) rhjy, =c+ H(k) — H(j) mod 2w
for all j, k. Define X,, = hy, 4, .-
Next, define bl,j,k: = hlj + hjk, l,7,k € {1, ce ,d} and

d(s) = rlnalz( dist((brj e — bi1k)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) > —.
(4.8 9> 1
If g > m, then almost all h are 5—Diophantine (see [21]). These assumptions yield the

following result.
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Theorem 4.9. Take x,, to be a time homogeneous Markov chain on {1,...,d} with a positive
transition probability matriz P = (pji)axa- Let Xy, = hg, s, for h that does not satisfy (4.7)
and is B—Diophantine. Take B = lim,_ %, B, = sup{X:;l:1 h, . |vo,..., 2, € S}.
Then, for all v, Sy admits the weak expansion of order r in the range (0, B), for f € &}, ,
where g > | (r + 1)B], and for suitable o depending on a.

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

(49) (£9+zsf Z e 9+zs)hgkp kfk> ] — 1 d

Take v =1 and ¢ = p,, the initial distribution. Then, from the Markov property, we obtain
E(e!*5v) = Z] (o) (L5 1361); = po(Ly, 1), Obviously, z — L. is entire. So (2.1) and
(B1) hold.

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

Next, define a new Markov chain 2% corresponding to the stochastic matrix

=0 _ (€™ Dikgy
(4.10) P = <ng§’k)

Then the corresponding operator is

taf Z elthgk p]kgk fk7 _ 17 o ,d.

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. From the Diophantine condition (4.8), there exists
¢ > 0 such that ||£%]| < 1 — cd(s)?. For a proof of this, refer to [12, Section 3.6.2]. So

1L < (1= cd(s)?)™T < €57/ for |s| > 1.

Thus, [|£2]| < e€"/2 when 1 < |s| < n'7 . Note that the Diophantine nature of the matrix
his mdependent of the change of measure done in (4.10) and hence, the underlying Markov
process. Therefore, the same proof applies to 6 # 0.

Note that Ly s = A(0)Gg o Qis 0 Gy, where Gy corresponds to multiplication by Gy =

(990; ) Therefore, ||Lh, .|| < CA(0)*e /2 for 1 < |s| < n'7 , which gives us (B4) with

r= where € > 0 can be made arbitrarily small.

26’
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The same argument as in in Theorem 4.8 adapted to finite state chains gives us condition
[C] and the fact that the range of large deviations is (0, B), where

B,
(4.11) B = lim — with B, = sup{thj 125 |To, - T € S}.

n—oo M

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 matric P = (pji)axa- Let X, = hg,q,., for h that does not
satisfy (4.7). Then Sy admits the order 0 strong expansion for large deviations in the range
(0, B) where B is as in (4.11).

4.5. Sub-shifts of finite type. In this section, we prove an exact Large Deviation Principle
for subshifts of finite type (SFT’s). Many concrete dynamical systems like Axiom A diffeo-
morphisms and Markov maps of the interval can be studied by converting them to SFT’s
via a symbolic coding. See, for instance, [20] for a multitude of such examples. Hence, the
exact Large Deviation Principle we establish here, applies beyond the setting in which it is
introduced.

We recall some facts about SFT’s without proof. [20, Chapters 1-4] contain a detailed
account of the theory as well as proofs of the following.

Let A be a k x k matrix with only 0 and 1 as entries. Define

2;_{33— z;) €5 = H{1 2,. k}‘A(xj,xjH):L VjENO}.

Let o : ¥ — X% act on a sequence by truncating the first symbol and moving remaining
elements to the left by one position, i.e., 0((2,)5°) = (znt1)5°. Then, (X}, 0) is called a
subshift of finite type (also known as a topological Markov chain). Define the period d of A
by d = ged{n | 3j, A%, > 0} and if d = 1, A is called aperiodic. Also, A is called irreducible
if for all 4, j there exists N such that A}y > 0.

The Tychonoff product topology on ¥T is metrizable. Let € € (0,1). Then, a metric on
3 can be defined by d(7, ) = ¢ where N € Ny is the maximal N such that z; = y; for all
7| < N. This induces the product topology on ¥ and we consider its restriction to X7¥.

Let f : ¥% — C be continuous and var,(f) = sup {|f(Z) — f(J)||z; = y;, Vj < n}.
Take HY® to be the a—Holder functions with Hélder constant C. Then, f € H®? if
and only if var,(f) < Ce™ for all n € Ny. In particular, this characterizes the space
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of Lipschitz functions (corresponds to @ = 1) on ¥} which is denoted by F.F. Define,
|f|Oo —sup{|f )| | € £}, |fle = sup {e "var, f | nGNO} and |||l = |f|oo+|f| Then,
(EF, ] - |le) is a Banach space such that || - ||.—bounded sets are | - |,o—compact.

From now on we focus only on R—valued functions in F.*. A function f € Ft is called a
coboundary if there exist g € F.* such that f = go o — g, and it is said to be generic if the
only solution to F(co(%)) = ¢ @ F() in F* is a constant F' and ¢t = 0. Note that if f is a
coboundary then it is not generic. Given f and g, we say f and g are cohomologous if f — g
is a coboundary.

Define the pressure of f by

P(f) = sup {hu<‘7) + /fdu}
peM}
where h,(c) is the entropy of o with respect to p and M. is the space of o—invariant
probability measures. Then, there is a unique o—invariant probability measure m such that
P(f) = hm(0) + | fdm, and this m is called the stationary equilibrium state of f, and f, a
potential of m. It follows that P(f 4 ¢) = P(f) + ¢, and if f and g are cohomologous then
P(f) = P(g). Given a stationary equilibrium state m and any two potentials f, g of m, there
is a constant ¢ such that f — g is cohomologous to c¢. We call f a normalized potential of m
if f is a potential of m and P(f) = 0. In fact, this potential f is unique upto a coboundary.
Now, we state and prove a strong large deviation result for irreducible, aperiodic SE'T’s.

Theorem 4.11. Suppose (X, 0) is a subshift of finite type with an irreducible, aperiodic
A. Let g € FF be R—valued. Suppose m is the stationary equilibrium state of g and it is
normalized. Let f € F be R—valued. Suppose f € F is generic, not cohomologous to a
constant and [ fdm = 0. Define X,, = f oo™ ', n > 1 with initial distribution m,

B = lim (g—l— of) _ = sup /fd,u,

6—o00 peEML
and
I(a) = sup {a@ - P(g+6f)}
6>0
Then, for all a € (0, B), there exists a constant K = K(a) such that

K
V2r N

Proof. We introduce the family of Ruelle operators Ly, .;: F.X — FF, z € C,
Lgios(w Z eg(y)+2f(y) (7).

We establish the conditions (B1), (B2), (BB) and [C] for this family of operators. Then, the
result follows from Theorem 2.7.

P(Sy > aN)e!@N = (1 + 0(1)) as N — oo.
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It is straightforward that these are bounded linear operators, and that z — Ly .f is
analytic. Also,

E,. (€)= /ezs" dm = /£g+zf1 dm =m(L},./1), z € C.

From Ruelle-Perron-Forbenius Theorem ([20, Theorem 2.2]), for all § € R, £,4f has a simple
maximal positive eigenvalue A(A) given by A(0) = P99/ with a positive eigenfunction hg
and the rest of its spectrum is contained strictly inside {|z| < A()}. Also, A\(0) = €@ =1
by the choice of normalized potential g. This is (B2).

Since f is generic, for all t # 0, Lg4(94i)r does not have eigenvalues on {z € C||z| =
eP@+0)1 " This follows from the remarks appearing before the Theorem 4.13 in [20]. From
20, Theorem 4.5] if Ly (g1ins does not have an eigenvalue of modulus e” (J+99) then its
spectral radius is strictly smaller than e”9/) This establishes (B3).

Again, from the Ruelle-Perron—Forbenius Theorem, the projection of to the top eigenspace
I1y takes the form hg ® pg where hy dpg is the equilibrium state of g + 6 f. Hence, m(Ily1) =
[ hgdm > 0. Also, from [20, Proposition 4.12], P”(#) > 0 if and only if f is not cohomologous
to a constant. Therefore, we have [C]. O

4.6. 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.
Here we establish an exact Large Deviation Principle for C'!—observables in the setting of
(O —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 et |f'(2)] > 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

(4.12) g=c+¢—¢olf.

That is, ¢ is not a continuous coboundary. Take X,, = go f*~!, n > 1. 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 4.12. Suppose f € C"(T,T), r > 2 and uniformly expanding on T. Let g €
C™ (T, R) be such that (4.12) does not hold. Take X, = g o f™ with initial distribution p.
Define M3(T) = {v € MY(T)|fov =v}, B = SUD, e A1) [ gdv, and

(4.13) e = s [th(V)— / (log f') dy}

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

K
vV2r N

Proof. Take L to be the transfer operator associated with f,

h(y)
L(h)(z) = O
f%w f'(y)

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

L.(h)(x) = ezg(y)M'
f%x f'(y)

Then, it follows from properties of the transfer operator that
B(e) = [(£2p)(o) de

Also, z — L. is analytic due to the power series expansion, £.(-) = >, k—];[,(gk - ). Note
here that, £(g* - ) : C* — C* because [|g||oc < 00 and ||¢'||ec < 0.

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 = \(0)hy ® my + Ay with
|As]] < Cry where 0 < g < A(0).

We need to verify that (log A)”(#) > 0 and sp(Lg1is) C {|z| < A(0)} for s # 0.

To see the former we note that

(log A)"(6) = lim 1m9({zg o fk] he) >0,
k=0

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

(1 + 0(1)) as N — oo.

n—oo N,

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

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

6(9+i8)gn (y)

(4.15) prist(T) = — o u(y)
fn(;):w (f")(y)

where g, = Y ;_, g o f*. From this it follows that

Apn o (U S )
(4.16) dn e 9+w(<fn>f+(9+ Gt P )



ASYMPTOTICS FOR LARGE DEVIATIONS 39

We note that from [0, Remark A.3] the spectral radii of Ly : C* — C' and £y : C° — C°
coincide. Now, from (4.17),

(4.17) 1£51isulloe < 15 lIcollulloe < CAO)" [[ulloo,
and from (4.16),

=15l (A*”Hu’Hoo (VI AT gl + AT e HuHoo>-

Thus, we obtain,

H dr G—HSU

€5 suller < CAO)* (A uller + Clulloc )

where C' depends only on s and #. 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 Lg;5 is at most
A'A(0) and the spectral radius of L, is at most A(6).

Next, we normalize the family of operators Qg s,

Z e0+15)9W) hy (1))
s T'Whe o f(y)

Then, Qp is = Hy Yo £, 0 Hy where Hy is multiplication by the function hg. Note that Hy
is invertible because hy > 0. Now, Q. ;s and @gﬂ-s have the same spectrum. However, the
eigenfunction corresponding to the eigenvalue 1 of Qy changes to the constant function 1.

Assume €% is an eigenvalue of Qp;; for s # 0. Then, there exists u € C! with Qgﬂsu(x)
e®u(x). Observe that,

Qplul(w Z

fly ’f()

@HJrisU (y)

e(0+is) g(y)U(y)h(y)
o f(y)

‘ = |§9+z‘su($)| = [u(z)]

Also note that, Qp is a positive operator. Hence, @Z|u|(36) > |u(z)| for all n. However,

hm (Qp |u|) (= / lu(y)] - 1 dme(y)
because 1 is the eigenfunction corresponding to the top eigenvalue. So for all z,
[ 1wl dma(y) = u(o)

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

QGJ,_ZSU Z f’ y)h )el(sg(y)+7(y)) — H0+7(2))
fy)==
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Therefore,

0
Z g(y)h ) eis9W) W) (F)—-0) _ 1
f/

for all z. Since,

—~ 699(y)h(y) -
ot = féz frho fly)

and e/ (9W+1W)=71@)=0) are unit vectors, it follows that

sg(y) +7(y) —v(f(y)) =0 =0 mod 27
for all y. Because LHS is continuous,

sg(y) +v(y) —(f(y)) —0=c

Because ¢ 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 2.7 the strong large deviation result (4.14) holds with

I(a) = sup [af — log A(6)] = ab, —log A(0,,),
9eR

and

K = K(a) = Z;(“) g, (T) / o, ()p(x) da.

The entropy formulation of I(a), (4.13), can be found in [9, Lemma 6.6]. O

4.7. SDEs satisfying Hormander Hypoellipticity 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 Hypoellipticity condition, i.e., the Lie
algebra generated by D evaluated at x spans the tangent space T, M at each z € M.

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

k
(4.18) dX; =) Vi(Xy) o dW] + Vo(X,) dt, Xo =z,

i=1

(4.19) 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 (4.18) and (4.19) are interpreted in the Stratonovich sense. Here,
observe that, in (4.19), it is equivalent to consider the Ito or the Stratonovich sense, since the



ASYMPTOTICS FOR LARGE DEVIATIONS 41

coefficient o(X;) of the Weiner process /VIZ is independent of Y;. Note that the distribution
of X; for each t > 0 is absolutely continuous by Hérmander’s theorem.
Theorem 4.13. 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 u defined on M x R given by

(4.20) Mu = %Vﬁ[(V(x)VT(x))qu] + %(UQ(x))Ayu + Vo(z)Vyu + b(2)Vyu,

where V(z) is the d x k matrix formed by the vectors {V1,...V,} as columns.
Let p(x) be the invariant density of the process X; on M, that is, p(x) is the density of a
measure defined on M, satisfying

Mp=pp, [ p=1,
M

where 1(0) is the top eigenvalue of the operator M, when considered as an operator acting
on continuous bounded functions defined on the manifold 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

= .1 1 ! _
Y = lim “E(Y) = lim ;E( /0 b(XS)ds> - /M b(z) dp(x)

We also observe that, from the Kolmogorov Forward Equation, the transition density for
the Markov process (X, Yi)i>o is given by p(t, (xo,%0), (z,y)), and it satisfies the partial
differential equation

atp = M;(kx,y)p7

p(O, (an yO)’(xﬂ y)) = 5($0,y0)(x7 y)‘

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

(4.21)

‘C(Z7 t)f(l’) = E(z,y)(f(*xt)eZ(Y%iy))?
where the right hand side clearly does not depend on y.
That is, for the constant function v = 1 € B, and the measure ¢ = 9, € B’ (the space of
bounded linear functionals on B) we have

(4.22) E@o) (€7) = (L(z, t)v),
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The family of operators {L£(z,t)} >0 forms a semigroup since

L(z,t) 0 L(z,5)f(x) = By ((L(z,5) ) (Xp)e Z(Yt_y))

E (2 y) (B, vy (f (X)) 2070
(Bx, v (f (Xo)e?79))

By (f(Xose)e?Vor7))
L(z,t+s)f(x).

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
t € [1,2] and show that (2.3) holds.

ry)

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(zo.0) (Y f(X¢)e*¥*). We know that Y; is a stochastic process on R with bounded diffusion
and drift coefficients, which implies that ¥; has all exponential moments. Hence, DYL(z, 1)
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, for any f € B, £(0,1)f = [, f M x)qo (%0, x)dx, where o is positive and continuous
in (xo, ) e M x M. We note that 1is the top eigenvalue of £(0,¢) with constant functions
forming the eigenspace. All the other eigenvalues of £(0,¢) have absolute values less than 1,
by the Perron—Frobenius theorem.

We note that if § € R, then gy (2o, 7) = [y 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 £(6,t) is the same for all ¢ > 0. Thus, I1(6,¢) = I1(0, 1)
for all ¢ > 0, in particular, condition (D2) holds.

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(A)" of the operator £(6,t) exists, and
other eigenvalues of £(6,t) have absolute values less than \(6)".
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e Condition (B3) We need to show that sp(L(6 + is,t)) C {|z] < A(0)"}. We first note
that

L0+ s, ) f(@)] = By (F (X)) < By (1F(X)el 0]

= Euy) (IF (X0)[e"79) = L(8,1)| f|(2).
Thus sp(L(0 +is,t)) C {|z] < A(0)'}. To prove that there is inclusion with strict inequality,
using the fact that the top eigenvalue of the operator £(6,t) is A(f)", it is enough to show
that sp(L£(6 + is,1)) C {|z] < A(#)}. We suppose, on the contrary, that there exists an

eigenfunction f € B of the operator L(6+1is, 1), with || f|| = 1 corresponding to the eigenvalue
A(0 +is) such that |A(6 +is)| = A(#). That is, for all x € M,

(4.23) E(o0) (f(X1)e® M) = M0 +is) f ().

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

(4.24) E(x,0) (Q(Xl)eeyl) = AM0)g().

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 zy € M such that | f(zo)| = g(zo).
Now,

B w0 (f (X)) = [A(0) f (20)] = MO)g(0) = Ez.0)(9(X1)e™).
Thus,
E(y,0) (| f(X0)e M) 2 By 0(g(X1)e™).
This implies that

E(ro.0) (" (| F(X1)e™ | = g(X1))) > 0,
and therefore,

Eeo0)(€” (| f(X1)] = 9(X1))) = L0, 1)(|f] = 9)(0) = 0.

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

L0, 1)(If] = 9)(w0) = Equ0) (™ (| f(X1)] = 9(X1))) = 0.

Now,

E (o0 (™ (IF (X )!—g(Xl)))—/M(\f(l’)\—g(x))qe,l(:vo,ﬂf)dﬂf-

From the definition of gp1, we know that, for a fixed o € M, gp1(xo,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 (4.23), we get

A0+ is)

B(aay (409X = MO i) (a) = 4B (X0 T
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where the last equality follows from equation (4.24). In addition, since |A(0 + is)| = A(0),
A(O+is)
NO)

there exists a constant ¢ such that = ¢, Therefore,

E(x,o) (ezd)(z)eéYl eicg(Xl) (eisY1+i¢(X1)7i¢(x)fic . 1)) —0.

This implies that sy + ¢(Z) — ¢(x) — ic = 0 (mod 2m) whenever p(1, (z,0),(z,g)) > 0.
This is not possible since the Brownian motion W (in the definition of Y7) is indepen-
dent of W (in the definition of X;). Thus, sp(L£(6 +is,1)) C {|z| < A(#)}, which implies
sp(L(0 +1is,t)) C {]z] < A(0)'}.

e Condition ((2.3)) Let € R be fixed. Let gg(x) be such that ||gg|| = 1 and L(0,1)ge(z) =
A(0)gg(x) for all x € M. Then we also have L(0,t)gs(x) = A(0)'ga(z) for all z € M, since
condition (D2) holds. In addition, since £(6,1) is a positive operator, the eigenfunction
ge is positive. We observe that gy satisfies the PDE e~ % M (e%gy(z)) = p(6)go(x) for all
r € M,y €R, where u(0) = log \(f). 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

lj(z,t)f(xo):/Mf(x)(jzt(a:o,x) dz,

where qz,t(xOJ I) - f]R ezype(t7 (xOJ 0)7 ((L’, y)) dy and

e%go(x)p(t, (20, 0), (z,9))
A(0) ge(x0) '

Let 1 denote the function that takes the value 1 for all zg € M. Note that

po(t, (20,0), (z,y)) :=

L£(0,t)1(xg) = / 1 Got(xo,x)de

= M/Rpg(t, (20,0), (z,y)) dy dz

B e%go(x)p(t, (20,0), (z,y)) .
S A

1 % 00 (2 x x x
‘W/M/ g0 (2)p(t, (20, 0), (x,1)) dy d
1

- NOTED L(0,1)ge(x0) = 1.

Therefore 1 is an eigenfunction for the operator £~(0, t) corresponding to the top
eigenvalue 1.




ASYMPTOTICS FOR LARGE DEVIATIONS 45
Observe that the operators £ and £ satisfy, for all f € B,

£z, 1) f (o) = mcw 4 2, 8)(Fg0) (o).

It is easy to see that the new family of operators {£(z,t)};>0 also forms a Cj semigroup.
Thus, in order to prove (2.3), we need to show that there exist positive numbers 71,79, K
and Ny such that

~ 1
I£Gis. )] < —

for all t > Ny, for all K < |s| < t". 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,

(4.25) |L(is,t)|| < 1 —e,

since the above relation would imply that, for all t > 2,

12s. 0l = |1£(is )" | < 2 (is. )

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

E(is,t)f(:vo):/Mf(x)cjis,t(:vo,x) dx

< (1 -l

where,

(0+is)y
- e x)p(t, (o, 0), (x,
qist(x()ax) :/ ge()\ )Qp(t ( : ) ( y)) dy7
R (6)"go (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 t € [1, 2],

(4.26) |Gis+(z0, )| < 1 —e.

Let F; denote the sigma algebra generated by the process {Wu}ue[()’t]. Note that the following
equality holds,

qis’t(l'o, l’) = ﬁﬂi(mw) (e(9+is)Yt|Xt — SC)
L)

]—"t} forms a martingale for all ¢ > 0.

) (0+is) ( J o(Xu) AWt [ +b(Xu) du)
__9\) g (E o () AWt f§ +H(X
= ot (B

go(
9o
Now we know that { Jo (O+is)o(Xu) dWu—3 [5 (6+is)?0?(Xu) du

Therefore,
E(e(9+is)Yt |-F;‘,) — E(e(fg(9+is)252(xu) du+(0+is) f(f b(Xu) du) |f)

:E< (62 [! 02(Xu) du—s? [! 02(Xy) du+2is0 [ 02(Xy) du+(0+is) [ b(X.) du)

7).
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Let € € (0,1). Since o(x), b(z) are smooth on the compact manifold M, and o(z) > 0 for
all z € M, for a fixed § > 0, we can choose K > 0 such that for all ¢ € [1,2], |s| > K,

E( o0 V02 (Xu) du—s? [J 02(Xy) dut2is0 [} 0% (Xu) dut(0+is) [} b(Xu) du) I5)

lgell sup{A(0)"]t € [1, 2]}
inf{gg(z)|x € M} ~

Note that the quantities sup{\(#)* | ¢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—¢)

‘Ewo,O)(@(GHS)YtIXt = 37)}

= ’E(zo 0) (e(eﬂs) (o) AWt f b(X) dur)

7)p-5)

< E@yo) (‘ (E(e<e+vzs><fgo<xu>d%+fé b(X.) du) J-ct> ’ X, = x)

goll sup{A(6)"[¢ < [1, 2]}
(=9 inf{gg(x)|x € M}

As avesult |Gis (0, ¥)| < (1—e€). This implies that for allt € [1,2], |s| > K, || L(is, t)|| < 1—e,
which concludes the proof of condition (D1).

e Condition (D3): First, observe that ((Ilyv) = d,(Il,,1) = go(x) [,, 90 > 0. Now, that
the top eigenvalue of operators £(z,1+n) is A(8)'™7. Thus, it is enough to show that log A(6)
is twice continuously differentiable and the second derivative is positive for all § € R. Let

1(0) = log A(0).
Let 6 > 0 be fixed. We know that the function gy is such that

(4.27) L(0,t)gy = "D gy,

Let 1 be a linear functional in B’ satisfying (g, £(0,1)f) = 9 (¢, f) for all f € B, and
(g,9¢) = 1. Let us define a new operator £'(6,t), which is the derivative of the operator
L(0,t) with respect to 6. Thus,

(£/0.001) (w0) = Ba) (F(X0)Vie™).
We differentiate equation (4.27) on both sides with respect to 6 to obtain
L'(0,t)go(wo) + L0, 1)g5(w0) = Ew,0)(90(X0)Yee"™) + L0, 1) g (o)
(4.28) = 11/ (0)e™ D go(0) + D gl ().
Therefore, applying the linear functional 1)y on both sides, we obtain,

(¥9, B0y (96(Xe) Yee™)) + (v, L(0, ) gp) = t1' (0)e™ ) (1hg, go) + €™ (v, gp),
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which simplifies to

(0, Ee.0) (90(X0) Yie™)) + €O (g, gp) = t (0)e™® + €@ (g, gp).
Thus, we obtain the following formula for p/(0).

(0, B0 (90 (X0) Yie™))

(4'29) 2 (9) = totn(®)

Differentiating the equation (4.28) again with respect to § and taking the action of the linear
functional 1y on both sides, we obtain,

(100, B0 (90 (X0)Y2e™)) + 2(00o, B0 (95 (Xe) Yee™)) + € (1g, g5)
= 1 (0O P (0))%6O + 204 (0)e ) (. g5) + €Oy, ).
Thus, rearranging the terms, we obtain the following formula for p"(9):

(19, E(2.0)(90( X)) Y,20)) — £2(1/(0)) et
tetn(0)

(1o, Ew,0) (95 (X0) Yie??)) — 14/ (0)e™®) (1), gp)
tetn(0)

' (6) =

+2

Using the formula for p/(#) in the above expression we obtain

(430) ,U///(e) _ <¢97E(5E,0) (ge(Xt>Y;52€9Ytit'u(9))> - (<¢97E($,0) (ge(Xt)neemitu(e))>)2

t
o0 Eeo (g5(X0)YeeM =t O)) — (P, Bow ) (90 (X0) Vie™ ) (g, g5)
p :

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
(4.31) N0, (20, 10) = Eiayy (F(Xe, V)0 0 94 21))
go(x0)
for each f € B. Note that the family {N(6,)}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(6,t) is also an operator on B because, for f € B,

Yi—yo)—tu g<Xt) - e—tu(@)
N(e,t)f(ifo):E(xo,yo)<f(Xt)69( ) <e>gf;<x0)>_[ - c(e,t)(ggf)](mo)em

Now, corresponding to this family of operators, we have a new Markov process (Xt, f/t)on
M x R, such that, N(0,t)f(x0,%) = Eoy(f(X:,Y:)). In addition, we observe that
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(toge, N (0,1)f) = (Yogo, f) for all f € B. That is, ¢ggp is the invariant measure for the

process X; 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 (4.30) for u"(0) as

p0) = = (), MO, () 00w — (o), N O, 1)), 0)go()).)°)
+ 2 (o), N0 (2 ) 2. 0)gu ()
— {ula), N (O, (), 0)go )} (), ()
= 2 ((Wogu, N(0,0)02)) — (g, NO, 0 ())?)
+2 (G090, 510,60 (2)) — Gogn, N6, 0 ) (Vg 2)).

Therefore, we have,
" 1 2 v 2
w'(0) = ;((%geaE(ao)(Y} )) — ((Vog6, E(z,0)(Y2))) )

2 29&(5@) 9o
+ ;(W@ge,E(I,O) <m>> — (Y990, E(z0) (Y2)) (4o go, " >>

Denoting (1ygs, E(Iyo)(f()zt, Y;))) by E¢eg€(f()~(t, Y;)), the above formula can be written as

/ /
(4'32) H”<0) = %(Ewege (Y?) - (Ewoge (Yt))z) + %(Ewege (Ytge—(;Xt)> — By, (Kf)<w9997 @>>
gg(Xt) ge
Now, in order to prove that p”(0) > 0, we first show that the first term in (4.32) is the
effective diffusivity of the process Y;, which is strictly positive.Then we prove that that
the second term in (4.32) goes to zero as t goes to infinity, since the processes X, and Y,
de-correlate as as t goes to infinity.
In order to analyze the process (Xt, Yt) we first study the transition kernel of the associated

Markov Operator N(6,t). For f € B,

N0, 6) (0, o) //fy (20, 0), (2,9)) dy da,

where

e go(x
bt G o) ) = OS2t ), (,1),



ASYMPTOTICS FOR LARGE DEVIATIONS 49

From (4.21), we see that k(t, (xo,yo), (z,y)) solves the PDE
ke
go(x)e’
]{3(0, (an y0)7 ($a y)) = 5(I07y0)(1‘7 y)?

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

Ouk = g0 @)™ M, ) = ulO)k = Mk,

Meu = ggl(a)e M, ) (Wu)eey) ~ (O
Observe that
Mok = Mk — %(V(m)vT(x))ka 00 (2)V
0
Vo(2)Vags(®) | 1 5y Vo (V(2)VT(2))Vago(r))
o) 12000 290()

+ (VI;) (V(@)V (@) + ()9 — u(6) | .

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

SV )V (2)) Vage] + VoV + b(x)0gy + 5(0%(2))0%0 = (O

Therefore, the above expression simplifies to

Mok = Mk — %(V(x)w(x))vmk 00 (2)V
N ((ngo)z(vgﬂf)VT(I)) B Va:[(V(l’)VT(x))VzgeUk.
9y de

Thus, the operator M simplifies to
Va:ge
9o

Mk = Mk +

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

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 z
and y. The asymptotic variance (also referred to as Effective Diffusivity) of the process Y;
is given by
> =\ 2
Ewege <(Y;f - Ewegen) )
; :

= = lim
t—o0
Let ¢y € R be given by,

CGZ/M(b‘FQUQ)%ge
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Choose a function f : M — R such that M f+b+4+0%0=cyon M. The existence of such
a function f is guaranteed because [, (b+ 00® — cg)ibggy = 0. The process YV; + f(X;) — cot
forms a martingale, and therefore,

Tk S8 et T %0 = | VRV SR AW, + / (%) diT,
+ / t(ﬂ F(XL) + b(X,) 4 06%(X,) — ¢g) du

= [VEIs R+ [ oK),
0 0
Thus,

E%% (fft - Eiﬁegei)Q

— Eyyao / V(XYL F (X)W, + / o) diF, — (£(0) ~ Bvugn(£(5)))

2

1

=B (5 [ VRIS EDV VS (R )

+Epun (5 / () ) + By (FRP) — By (150

- 2B, (P ([ VEIVSE) Wt [ o) al)
Also, note that

B ) (fo VRV () AW+ fyo(Ko) V)

t—o00 t

=0.

Therefore, using the fact that 1y is the invariant measure of the process )?t on M, we have,

[ ((V@TSOV@ITI@) + 0

+ lim E¢999(f()N(t)2) — Ewege(f(;(t))z.

t—o00 t

(1]

Since o > 0 for all z € M, we have = > 0. Thus we have shown that the first term in (4.32)
is positive. Now it remains to show that the limit of the second term in (4.32) is zero as t
approaches infinity. That is,
Tig (X0) ~ /
Ewege( ;Z?Xt; ) = Eyggs (Yo){toge, z_z>

lim =0
t—o0 t
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First, we observe that

1
}g& ]Ewago(yt)
t t N
~ lim ;Ewege(nw(xo)—f(mw [ VEIVsE) AW+ [ o)) o
> 0 0
Therefore,
Eyygo (Y, G /
lim voso (V) Wodo: o) = 09<w9997%>‘
t—o0 t g9

Thus, we only need to show that
1 Yigh(X
lim —Ed,gge (M) <¢6997 ge>7
t—oo ¢ ge(Xt) o7
that is, to show that

1 Y, — cot)gh(X
lim ~Eyoge (( — de( t)) =0
t—oo g9 (Xt)
Since 0 < = < 00, there exists a constant K > 0 such that
(Vi — cot)?
E¢€gﬂ— S K

Using Cauchy- Schwartz inequality, and the upper bound on E,,, ((Y; — cot)?), stated above,
we have

s (‘ (Yi — cot)gp(X)

) <gg<)?t>>2)”2
90(Xy)

93(;@)

~ 1/2
) < EWQG ((Yt - CHt)z) Elﬁege (

< VRvisip [

zeM 9y ([L’)

Therefore, we have,

1 Y, — cot)gh(X
llm ~Eyoge (‘ i — o de( !
o 90(X¢)
Thus, we have shown, that p”(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 7, Y; admits the weak expansion of order r in the range (0, 00) for f € §7,; ,
with ¢ > 1 and Sultable « depending on a. Also, for all r, Y; admits the strong expansion of
order r in the range (0, c0). O

)glim “VEKVtsu (<>>2‘:0

t~>oo xEM ‘ g@( )
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APPENDIX A. CONSTRUCTION OF {f;}.

For each k, let fi.(x) =
way that fk<—2) = fk<k+

conditions.

3=

tan~'(kz) + 1 for x € [~1,k]. Extend f; to [~2,k+ 1] in such a
) = 0, fx is continuously differentiable and satisfying the following

—_

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

(3) |fr] <5 on [k k+1].

(4) 0 < fr, <1lon [—2,k+ 1] and f = 0 elsewhere.

Then, fi 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,
J1s@lde = [l p@lde< [~ emdr= o, <o
-2
Since |fr| <5 on [k, k+ 1], 0 < fi <1 and f; is increasing on [—2, k]

[y @iz = [ e fute) + e o) do

2

< [ e + @)

-2

k k k1
< / ye Wdr+ | fi(x)dr+ / (ve 7" + 5e ") dx
-1 k

-2

k+1
<1+ / (54+v)e dr =C, 4 < 00.
-2
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Also, note that |2!fy(z)] < zle™® for all x € [—2, k + 1]. Hence,
/|xlfk(x)| dr < / ale " dr = J,; < o0.
-2
Put J,(y) = maxi<<, J,; and C,(r) = max{J.(v),C,1,C,2}. Then, C,(r) is finite and

depends only on v and r.
Now, we have the following:

(1) CLr((fi)s) < o) for all k.
(2) Since %tanfl(kx) + % converges pointwise to i o) (), f = 1jo,00) PoOintwise.
(3) Since for all m, e™*P% () fi(2) = e 7*P%(2)1)0,00)(2) pointwise as k — oo,
e P (2) fr(2)] < €77 P (2)|1[-2.00)
for all k, and e™7%|P%,(2)|1j_2,0) is integrable, applying the LDCT,

[ @i = [T nane e [T e

—2
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