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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to develop tractable large deviation approximations for the
empirical measure of a small noise diffusion. The starting point is the Freidlin-Wentzell
theory, which shows how to approximate via a large deviation principle the invariant
distribution of such a diffusion. The rate function of the invariant measure is formulated
in terms of quasipotentials, quantities that measure the difficulty of a transition from
the neighborhood of one metastable set to another. The theory provides an intuitive
and useful approximation for the invariant measure, and along the way many useful
related results (e.g., transition rates between metastable states) are also developed.

With the specific goal of design of Monte Carlo schemes in mind, we prove large
deviation limits for integrals with respect to the empirical measure, where the process
is considered over a time interval whose length grows as the noise decreases to zero.
In particular, we show how the first and second moments of these integrals can be
expressed in terms of quasipotentials. When the dynamics of the process depend on
parameters, these approximations can be used for algorithm design, and applications
of this sort will appear elsewhere. The use of a small noise limit is well motivated,
since in this limit good sampling of the state space becomes most challenging. The
proof exploits a regenerative structure, and a number of new techniques are needed to
turn large deviation estimates over a regenerative cycle into estimates for the empirical
measure and its moments.

Keywords: Large deviations, Freidlin-Wentzell theory, small noise diffusion, empirical
measure, quasipotential, Monte Carlo method

1 Introduction

Among the many interesting results proved by Freidlin and Wentzell in the 70’s and 80’s
concerning small random perturbations of dynamical systems, one of particular note is the
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large deviation principle for the invariant measure of such a system. Consider the small
noise diffusion

AX = b(X{)dt + VEr(X])AWs,  X§ =1,

where X§ € R% b: R? — R ¢ : R = R? x R¥ (the d x k matrices) and W; € R¥ is a
standard Brownian motion. Under mild regularity conditions on b and o, one has that for
any T € (0,00) the processes {X®}.~¢ satisfy a large deviation principle on C([0,T] : R%)
with rate function

T
@)= [ su [tén0) = 0(6).0) ~ 5 lo(oal?] d

a€Rd

when ¢ is absolutely continuous and ¢(0) = x, and Ip(¢) = oo otherwise. If o(z)o(z) > 0
(in the sense of symmetric square matrices) for all # € R? then one can evaluate the
supremum and find

T ) )
1) = [ 5 (b= b6, [r00a ()] ™ (b= blon)) at. (1.1

To simplify the discussion we will assume this non-degeneracy condition. It is also assumed
by Freidlin and Wentzell in [12], but can be weakened.
Define the quasipotential V (x,y) for z,y € R? by

Vi, y) = inf {Ir(¢) : ¢(0) = 2, ¢(T") = y, T < o0} .

Suppose that {X¢} is ergodic on a compact manifold M C R? with invariant measure
uf € P(M). Then under a number of additional assumptions, including assumptions on the
structure of the dynamical system X? = b(X?), Freidlin and Wentzell [I2, Chapter 6] show
how to construct a function J : M — [0, 00| in terms of V', such that J is the large deviation
rate function for {u®}.~0: J has compact level sets, and

liminf e log u*(G) > — inf J(y) for open G C M,
e—0 yelG

limsupelog pu°(F) < — inlf: J(y) for closed F C M.
ye

e—0

This gives a very useful approximation to uf, and along the way many interesting related
results (e.g., transition rates between metastable states) are also developed.

The aim of this paper is to develop large deviation type estimates for a quantity that is
closely related to p®, which is the empirical measure over an interval [0, 7¢]. This is defined
by

.
)= gz [ s (1.2)

for A € B(M). For reasons that will be made precise later on, we will assume 7° — oo as
e — 0, and typically T¢ will grow exponentially in the form e“/¢ for some ¢ > 0.
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There is of course a large deviation theory for the empirical measure when £ > 0 is held
fixed and the length of the time interval tends to infinity (see e.g., [7, [8]). However, it can be
hard to extract information from the corresponding rate function. Our interest in proving
large deviations estimates when ¢ — 0 and T¢ — oo is in the hope that one will find it
easier to extract information in this double limit, analogous to the simplified approximation
to uf just mentioned. These results will be applied in [10] to analyze and optimize a Monte
Carlo method known as infinite swapping [9] [I5] when the noise is small. Small noise models
are common in applications, and are also the setting in which Monte Carlo methods can
have the greatest difficulty. We expect that the general set of results will be useful for other
purposes as well.

We note that while developed in the context of small noise diffusions, the collection of
results due to Freidlin and Wentzell that are discussed in [12] also hold for other classes of
processes, such as scaled stochastic networks, when appropriate conditions are assumed and
the finite time sample path large deviation results are available (see, e.g., [19]). We expect
that such generalizations are possible for the results we prove as well.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section [2] we explain our motivation and the
relevance for studying the particular quantities that are the topic of the paper. In Section
we provide definitions and assumptions that are used throughout the paper, and Section H
states the main asymptotic results as well as a related conjecture. Examples that illustrate
the results are given in Section [l In Section [6lwe introduce an important tool for our analysis
— the regenerative structure, and with this concept, we decompose the original asymptotic
problem into two sub-problems that require very different forms of analysis. These two types
of asymptotic problems are then analyzed separately in Sections [[l and Section Bl In Section
we combine the partial asymptotic results from Section [ and Section [§] to prove the main
large deviation type results that were stated in Section Ml Section gives the proof of
a key theorem from Section B which asserts an approximately exponential distribution for
return times that arise in the decomposition based on regenerative structure, as well as a tail
bound needed for some integrability arguments. The last section of the paper, Section [IT]
presents the proof of an upper bound for the rate of decay of the variance per unit time in
the context of a special case, thereby showing for the case that the lower bounds of Section
[ are in a sense tight. To focus on the main discussion, proofs of some lemmas are collected
in an Appendix.

Remark 1.1. There are certain time-scaling parameters that play key roles throughout this
paper. For the reader’s convenience, we record here where they are first described: hy and
w are defined in ([@I]) and ([£2); ¢ is introduced and its relation to h; and w are given in
Theorem .3t m is introduced at the beginning of Subsection

2 Quantities of Interest

The quantities we are interested in are the higher order moments, and in particular second
moments, of an integral of a risk-sensitive functional with respect to the empirical measure
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p° defined in (L2)). To be more precise, the integral is of the form

/ e/, (2) p* (dx) (2.1)
M

for some nice (e.g., bounded and continuous) function f : M — R and a closed set A € B(M).
Note that this integral can also be expressed as

13

! e /XD, (X7) dt. (2.2)

7= Jo

In order to understand the large deviation behavior of moments of such an integral,
we must identify the correct scaling to extract meaningful information. Moreover, as will
be shown, there is an important difference between centered moments and ordinary (non-
centered) moments.

By the use of the regenerative structure of { X} }+>0, we can decompose (Z2)) [equivalently
@I)] into the sum of a random number of independent and identically distributed (iid)
random variables, plus a residual term which here we will ignore. To simplify the notation,
we temporarily drop the e, and without being precise about how the regenerative structure
is introduced, let Y denote the integral of emf(XD)1 A (XF) over a regenerative cycle. (The
specific regenerative structure we use will be identified later on.)

Thus we consider a sequence {Y}}en of iid random variables with finite second moments,
and want to compare the scaling properties of, for example, the second moment and the
second centered moment of %Z?:l Y;. When used for the small noise system, both n and
moments of Y; will scale exponentially in 1/e, and n will be random, but for now we assume
n is deterministic. The second moment is

n 2 n

1 1 2 1 2 1

E <E ;ﬂ) =3 g 1E(Yk) = E'#.E(Yin) = (EY1)* + ~Var (Y1),
= = 1,J:0F]

and the second centered moment is

1 ’ (1 d > 1
E| - Y, — FY] = Var | — Y, | = —Var(Y;).
(330 o) v (23] - by

When analyzing the performance of the Monte Carlo schemes one is concerned of course
with both bias and variance, but in situations where we would like to apply the results of
this paper one assumes 71°¢ is large enough that the bias term is unimportant, so that all
we are concerned with is the variance. However some care will be needed to determine a
suitable measure of quality of the algorithm, since as noted Y; could scale exponentially with
in 1/e with a negative coefficient (exponentially small), while n will be exponentially large.

In the analysis of unbiased accelerated Monte Carlo methods for small noise systems
over bounded time intervals (e.g., to estimate escape probabilities), it is standard to use the
second moment, which is often easier to analyze, in lieu of the variance [3, Chapter VI],
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[4, Chapter 14]. This situation corresponds to n = 1. The alternative criterion is more
convenient since by Jensen’s inequality one can easily establish a best possible rate of decay
of the second moment, and estimators are deemed efficient if they possess the optimal rate
of decay [3, [4]. However with n exponentially large this is no longer true. Using the previous
calculations, we see that the second moment of % Z?:l Y; can be completely dominated by

(EY1)2, and therefore using this quantity to compare algorithms may be misleading, since
our true concern is the variance of % Z?:l Y;.

This observation suggests that our study of moments of the empirical measure we should
consider only centered moments, and in particular quantities like

13

T
T*Var </ e i@, (z) p° (dx)) = T*Var <%/ e/ (X0)1, (X%) dt) )
M 0

which is the variance per unit time. For Monte Carlo one wants to minimize the variance per
unit time, and to make the problem more tractable we instead try to maximize the decay
rate of the variance per unit time. Assuming the limit exists, this is defined by

1 :
lim —¢ log [TEVar (—/ e~ /(XD 1, (X7) dtﬂ
e—0 1—1€ 0

and so we are especially interested in lower bounds on this decay rate.

Thus our goal is to develop methods that allow the approximation of at least first and
second moments of ([ZZ). In fact, the methods we introduce can be developed further to
obtain large deviation estimates of higher moments if that were needed or desired.

3 Setting of the Problem, Assumptions and Definitions

The process model we would like to consider is an R%valued solution to an Ito stochastic
differential equation (SDE), where the drift so strongly returns the process to some compact
set that events involving exit of the process from some larger compact set are so rare that
they can effectively be ignored when analyzing the empirical measure. However, to simplify
the analysis we follow the convention of [12) Chapter 6], and work with a small noise diffusion
that takes values in a compact and connected manifold M C R¢ of dimension r and with
smooth boundary. The precise regularity assumptions for M are given on [12, page 135].
With this convention in mind, we consider a family of diffusion processes {X®}.¢ (9 00y, X €
C(]0,00) : M), that satisfy the following condition.

Condition 3.1. Consider continuousb: M — R? and o : M — RIxR? (the dxd matrices),
and assume that o is uniformly nondegenerate, in that there is ¢ > 0 such that for any x and
any v in the tangent space of M at x, (v,0(x)o(x) v) > c{v,v). For absolutely continuous
¢ € C([0,T) : M) define Ip(¢) by [I), where the inverse [o(z)o(x)]™" is relative to the
tangent space of M at x. Let I(¢) = oo for all other ¢ € C([0,T] : M). Then we assume
that for each T' < oo, { X[ }o<i<T satisfies the large deviation principle with rate function
Ir, uniformly with respect to the initial condition [{), Definition 1.13].
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We note that for such diffusion processes nondegeneracy of the diffusion matrix implies
there is a unique invariant measure p° € P(M). A discussion of weak sufficient conditions
under which Condition [B.1] holds appears in [12, Section 3, Chapter 5].

Remark 3.2. There are several ways one can approximate a diffusion of the sort described
at the beginning of this section by a diffusion on a smooth compact manifold. One such
“compactification” of the state space can be obtained by assuming that for some bounded but
large enough rectangle trajectories that exit the rectangle do not affect the large deviation
behavior of quantities of interest, and then extend the coefficients of the process periodically
and smoothly off an even larger rectangle to all of R? (a technique sometimes used to
bound the state space for purposes of numerical approximation). One can then map R?
to a manifold that is topologically equivalent to a torus, and even arrange that the metric
structure on the part of the manifold corresponding to the smaller rectangle coincides with
a Euclidean metric.

Define the quasipotential V(x,y) : M x M — [0,00) by

For a given set A C M, define V(z, A) = infyca V(z,y) and V(A,y) = infrea V(z,y).

Remark 3.3. For any fixed y and set A, V(x,y) and V (z, A) are both continuous functions
of z. Similarly, for any given x and any set A, V(x,y) and V(A,y) are also continuous in y.

Definition 3.4. We say that a set N C M is stable if for any v € N,y ¢ N we have
V(z,y) > 0. A set which is not stable is called unstable.

Definition 3.5. We say that O € M is an equilibrium point of the ordinary differential
equation (ODE) &, = b(xy) if b(O) = 0. Moreover, we say that this equilibrium point O
is asymptotically stable if for every neighborhood £ of O (relative to M) there exists
a smaller neighborhood £ such that the trajectories of system &y = b(xy) starting in E;
converge to O without leaving &1 as t — oo.

Remark 3.6. An asymptotically stable equilibrium point is a stable set, but a stable set
might contain no asymptotically stable equilibrium point.

The following restrictions on the structure of the dynamical system in M will be used.
These restrictions include the assumption that the equilibrium points are a finite collection.
This is a more restrictive framework than that of [12], which allows, e.g., limit cycles. In a
remark at the end of this section we comment on what would be needed to extend to the
general setup of [12].

Condition 3.7. There exists a finite number of points {O;}jer, C M with L ={1,2,...,1}
for some | € N, such that Ujc,{O;} coincides with the w-limit set of the ODE &y = b(xy).
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that O; is stable if and only if j € Ls where
Ls={1,...,ls} for some lg <.

Next we give a definition from graph theory which will be used in the statement of the
main results.

Definition 3.8. Given a subset W C L = {1,...,1}, a directed graph consisting of arrows
i —j (i e L\W,j € Lyi # j) is called a W-graph on L if it satisfies the following
conditions.

1. Every point i € L\ W is the initial point of exactly one arrow.

2. For any point i € L\ W, there exists a sequence of arrows leading from i to some point

in W.

We note that we could replace the second condition by the requirement that there are
no closed cycles in the graph. We denote by G(W) the set of W-graphs; we shall use the
letter g to denote graphs. Moreover, if p;; (i,j € L,j # i) are numbers, then H(i—>j)€g Pij
will be denoted by 7(g).

Remark 3.9. We mostly consider the set of {i}-graphs, i.e., G({i}) for some i € L, and also
use G(i) to denote G({i}). We occasionally consider the set of {i,j}-graphs, i.e., G({7,j})
for some i, j € L with i # j. Again, we also use G(7, ) to denote G({7,j}).

Definition 3.10. For all j € L, define

W (0;) = mi s On 3.2
(05) = min [,V (OmsOn) (3.2
and

W(01U0;) = min [Z(m%)egv (Onm, on)] . (3.3)

Remark 3.11. Heuristically, if we interpret V (O, O,) as the “cost” of moving from O,,
to Op, then W (O;) is the “least total cost” of reaching O; from every O; with i € L\ {j}.
According to [I2, Theorem 4.1, Chapter 6], one can interpret W (0O;) —minjer, W(0O;) as the
decay rate of u®(Bs(0;)), where Bs(O;) is a small open neighborhood of O;.

Definition 3.12. We use Gs (W) to denote the collection of all W -graphs on L = {1,...,ls}
with W C L.

W make the following technical assumptions on the structure of the SDE. Let Bs(K)
denote the d-neighborhood of a set K C M. Recall that u® is the unique invariant probability
measure of the diffusion process {Xf};. The existence of the limits appearing in the first
part of the condition is ensured by Theorem 4.1 in [12] Chapter 6].
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Condition 3.13. 1. There exists a unique asymptotically stable equilibrium point O1 of
the system &, = b(xy) such that

lim lim —elog p°(Bs(01)) = 0, and lir% lim —elog u°(Bs(0;)) > 0 for any j € L\{1}.

6—0e—0 5—0e—0

2. All of the eigenvalues of the matrix of partial derivatives of b at Oy relative to M have
negative real parts for £ € Lg.

3.b:M—>RYand o : M — R x RY are CL.

Remark 3.14. According to [I2, Theorem 4.1, Chapter 6] and the first part of Condition
B3] we know that W (O;) > W(O,) for all j € L\ {1}.

Remark 3.15. We comment on the use of the various parts of the condition. Part 1 means
that neighborhoods of O capture more of the mass as ¢ — 0 than neighborhoods of any
other equilibrium point. It simplifies the analysis greatly, but we expect it could be weakened
if desired. Parts 2 and 3 are assumed in [0], which gives an explicit exponential bound on
the tail probability of the exit time from the domain of attraction. It is largely because of
our reliance on the results of [6] that we must assume that equilibrium sets are points in
Condition [37] rather than the more general compacta as considered in [I2]. Both Condition
37 and Condition could be weakened if the corresponding versions of the results we
use from [6] were available.

Remark 3.16. The quantities V(O;, O;) determine various key transition probabilities and
time scales in the analysis of the empirical measure. The more general framework of [12],
as well as the one dimensional case (i.e., r = 1) in the present setting, require some closely
related but slightly more complicated quantities. These are essentially the analogues of
V(0O;,0;) under the assumption that trajectories used in the definition are not allowed to
pass through equilibrium compacta (such as a limit cycle) when traveling from O; to O;.
The related quantities, which are designated using notation of the form V(Oi, O;) in [12],
are needed since the probability of a direct transition from O; to O; without passing though
another equilibrium structure may be zero, which means that transitions from O; to O; must
be decomposed according to these intermediate transitions. To simplify the presentation we
do not provide the details of the one dimensional case in our setup, but simply note that it
can be handled by the introduction of these additional quantities.

Consider the filtration {F; };>0 defined by F; = o(XZ, s < t) for any ¢t > 0. For any § > 0
smaller than a quarter of the minimum of the distances between O; and O; for all i # j,
we consider two types of stopping times with respect to the filtration {F;};. The first type
are the hitting times of { X[ }; at the d-neighborhood of all equilibrium points {O;};er, after
traveling a reasonable distance away from those neighborhoods. More precisely, we define
stopping times by 79 = 0,

op =inf{t > 7, : X7 € Ujcr0B25(0;)} and 1, = inf{t > 0,,_1 : X] € U;c0B5(0;)}.
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The second type of stopping times are the return times of {Xf}; to the d-neighborhood of
01, where as noted previously O; is in some sense the most important equilibrium point.
The exact definitions are 75 = 0,

oy, =inf{t > 75 : X{ € Ujep\(130B5(0;)} and 7, = inf {¢t > o, ; : X; € 9B5(O1)}. (3.4)

We then define two embedded Markov chains {Z,}nen, = {X5 }nen, with state space
Ujer0Bs(0;5), and {Z} tnen, = { X5z tnen, with state space 9Bs(O1).

Let p(z,0Bs(0;)) denote the one-step transition probabilities of {Z, }nen, starting from
a point © € U;c1,0Bs(0;), namely,

p(x,0B5(0;)) = P(Z1 € 0B5(05)).

We have the following estimates on p(z,0B;(0;)) in terms of V. The lemma is a conse-
quence of [12, Lemma 2.1, Chapter 6] and the fact that under our conditions V/(0;, O;) and
V(0;,0;) as defined in [12] coincide.

Lemma 3.17. For any n > 0, there exists 6y € (0,1) and g9 € (0,1), such that for any
d € (0,00) and € € (0,e¢), for all x € OBs(O;), the one-step transition probability of the
Markov chain {Zy,}nen on 0B5(O;) satisfies

e~ = (V(0:00)+1) < (g, 9B5(0;)) < e~ (V(01:0)=)
for any i, j € L.

Remark 3.18. According to Lemma 4.6 in [16], Condition Bl guarantees the existence and
uniqueness of invariant measures for {Z,}, and {Z:},. We use v¢ € P(U;c,0Bs(0;)) and
A® € P(0B5(01)) to denote the associated invariant measures.

4 Results and a Conjecture

The following main results of this paper assume Conditions B.I] 37 and BI3l Although mo-
ments higher than the second moment are not considered in this paper, as noted previously
one can use arguments such as those used here to identify and prove the analogous results.

Recall that {O;};cr, are the equilibrium points and that they satisfy Condition B and
Condition In addition, Oj is stable if and only if j € Ls, where Ly = {1,... I} for
some ls <1 = |L|, and 7§ is the first return time to the d-neighborhood of O; after having
first visited the d-neighborhood of any other equilibrium point.

Lemma 4.1. For any § € (0,1) smaller than a quarter of the minimum of the distances
between O; and Oj for all i # j, any € > 0 and any nonnegative measurable function
g: M —R

B ([ o) = Buri [ (@ @),

where \° € P(0B;(01)) is the unique invariant measure of {Zy, }n = { X3 tn and p° € P(M)
is the unique invariant measure of {Xf }4.
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Proof. We define a measure on M by

ff (B) = E)- </0T15 1B (X;f)dt)

for B € B(M), so that for any nonnegative measurable function g : M — R

g

| s @) = Bx ( [ dt) |

According to the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [16], the measure given by ¢ (B) /i° (M) is an
invariant measure of {X7 };. Since we already know that x° is the unique invariant measure
of {XF}+, this means that p®(B) = 4° (B) /4 (M) for any B € B(M). Therefore for any

nonnegative measurable function g : M — R

By ( / g x7) dt) = | @ )5 00 = [ g@)pf @) Brers,

O

Recall the definitions of W (0O;) and W(O; U O;) in Definition BI0] as well as the defi-
nition of the quasipotential V (z,y) in [B1). For any k € L, we define

hip = min V(0,0;). 4.1
k jEL\{k} ( k ]) ( )
In addition, define
=W(0O1)— min W(O,UO;). 4.2
w (O1) jeLi{l} (O1 ;) (4.2)

Remark 4.2. The quantity hy is related to the time that it takes for the process to leave
a neighborhood of Oy, and W(O;) — W (O1 U O;) is related to the transition time from a
neighborhood of O; to one of O1. It turns out that our results and arguments depend on
which of hy or w is larger. Throughout the paper, the constructions used in the case when
h1 > w will be in terms of what we call a single cycle, and those for the case when h; < w
in terms of a multicycle.

Theorem 4.3. Let T° = e:° for some ¢ > hy Vw. Given n > 0, a continuous function
f: M — R and any compact set A C M, there exists dy € (0,1) such that for any 6 € (0,d)

TE
By (TL [ et (Xf)dt) - [ e HEOL @) (o)
0 M

Zggg[f(:n)+W(x)]—W(O1)+C—(h1\/w)—777

lim inf —e log
e—0

where W (x) = minjer[W(0;) + V(0;, x)].

10



January 11, 2021

Remark 4.4. Since W (z) = min;c,[W(0;) + V(0;, )], the lower bound appearing in
Theorem is equivalent to

?"éi? <53161£ [f (x) + V(0;,2)] + W(0O;) — W(Ol)> +c—(hiVw)—mn.

The next result gives an upper bound on the variance per unit time, or equivalently a
lower bound on its rate of decay. In the design of a Markov chain Monte Carlo method, one
would maximize this rate of decay to improve the method’s performance.

Theorem 4.5. Let T° = e:° for some ¢ > hy Vw. Given n > 0, a continuous function
f: M — R and any compact set A C M, there exists dy € (0,1) such that for any 6 € (0,d)

1 T .
lim inf —elog <T€ - Var e <— / /XD, (X7) dt>>
e—0 TE 0
minjey, Rgl) A R§2)) -n, if hy > w
minger, (RS AR ARY) =, otherwise”
jerL (1t 5 : n, otherwise

where

R = inf [2f (@) +V (0, 2)] + W (0;) = W (Oy),
RY = 2;22 [f (z) + V (O1, )] — hy,

and for j € L\ {1}

R = 2 inf [f (2) + V (05,2)] + W (0) = 2W (O1) + W(01 U 0;),

R =2 inf [f (2) +V (0}, 2)] +2W (0;) = 2W (O1) — w.

Remark 4.6. If one mistakenly treated a single cycle case as a multicycle case in the
application of Theorem .5, then the result is the same since with hy > w, ([£2]) implies that

R§-3) > R§2) for any j € L.

Remark 4.7. Although Theorems and as stated assume the starting distribution
A%, they can be extended to general initial distributions by using results from Section [I0]

which show that the process essentially forgets the initial distribution before leaving the
neighborhood of O;.

Remark 4.8. In this remark we interpret the use of Theorems and in the context
of Monte Carlo, and also explain the role of the time scaling T°.

There is a minimum amount of time that must elapse before the process can visit all
stable equilibrium points often enough that good estimation of risk-sensitive integrals is
possible. As is well known, this time scales exponentially in the form of 7€ = ¢/, and the
issue is the selection of the constant ¢ > 0, which motivates the assumptions on T°¢ for the

11
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two cases. However, when designing a scheme there typically will be parameters available
for selection. The growth constant in 7° will then depend on these parameters, which will
then be chosen to (either directly or indirectly, depending on the criteria used) reduce the
size of T¢. For a compelling example we refer to [10], which shows how for a system with
fixed well depths a scheme known as infinite swapping can be designed so that given any
a > 0 one can design a scheme so that an interval of length e%/¢ suffices.

Theorem [£.3]is concerned with bias, and for T as above will give a negligible contribution
to the total error in comparison to the variance. Thus it is Theorem that determines
the performance of the scheme and serves as a criteria for optimization. Of particular note
is that the value of ¢ does not appear in the variational problem appearing in Theorem

Theorem gives a lower bound on the rate of decay of variance per unit time. For
applications to the design of Monte Carlo schemes as in [I0] there is an a priori bound
on the best possible performance, and so this lower bound (which yields an upper bound
on variances) is sufficient to determine if a scheme is nearly optimal. However, for other
purposes an upper bound on the decay rate could be useful, and we expect the other direction
holds as well.

The proofs of Theorems 3] and for single cycles and multicycles are almost identical
with a few key differences. We focus on providing proofs in the single cycle case, and then
point out the required modifications in the proofs for the multicycle case.

Theorem 4.9. The bound in Theorem [{-3 can be calculated using only stable equilibrium
points. Specifically,

1. W(x) = minjer [W(0;) + V(0;, x)]
2. W (O]) = mingeGs(j) [Z(m—m)égv (Omv On)}

3. W(0y U Oy) = mingeq. 1) [z(m%)egv (Onm, on)]
4. minger(infealf(@)+V (05, 2)+W(0,)) = minjer, (infoeal f(2)+V (05, )|+ W (0)).

Remark 4.10. Theorem says that the bound appearing in Theorem depends on
the set of indices of only stable equilibrium points. This is not surprising, since in [12]
Chapter 6], it has been shown that the logarithmic asymptotics of the invariant measure
of a Markov process in this framework can be characterized in terms of graphs on the set
of indices of just stable equilibrium points. It is natural to ask if the same property holds
for the lower bound appearing in Theorem Notice that part 4 of Theorem implies
minjey, R;l) = minjer, R;l), so if one can prove (possibly under extra conditions, for exam-

ple, by considering a double-well model as in Section [[I)) that minjer, R§2) = minjer, R§»2),

then these two equations assert the property we want for the single cycle case, namely,
minjeL(Rg-l) A R§-2)) = minjeLs(Rg-l) A Rg-z)). An analogous comment applies for the multi-
cycle case.

12
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Conjecture 4.11. LetT* = ezc for some ¢ > hyVw. Let f be continuous and suppose that
A is the closure of its interior. Then for any n > 0, there exists 69 € (0,1) such that for any
d e (0,50)

£

17 .
lim inf —elog <T6 - Var e <—/ e~ /XD, (X7) dt>>
e—0 Te 0

minjey, R;l) A R§»2
minjey, R;l) A R§»2) A R§3)> +mn, otherwise .

))+7], ifh1>w

In Section [l we outline the proof of Conjecture 1] for a special case.

5 Examples

Example 5.1. We first consider the situation depicted in Figure [l Values of W (0O;) are
given in the figure. If one interprets the figure as a potential with minimum zero then the
corresponding heights of the equilibrium points are given by W(0;) — W (O1). We take
f =0and A to be a small closed interval about O5. As we will see and should be clear from
the figure, this example can be analyzed using single regenerative cycles.

Recall that

RY = inf [2f(x) + V(0;,2)] + W(0;) — W(O1)

inf
€A
R =2 inf [f(x) + V(O1,2)] = Iy
and for j > 1

R =2 inf [ () +V(Oj.2)] + (W (0;) = W(O1)) = W(O1) + W(01U0;)

If one traces through the proof of Theorem for the case of a single cycle, then one
finds that the constraining bound is given in Lemma [7.23] which is in turn based on Lemma
As we will see, in the minimization problem min;e L(R§1) A R§-2)) the min on j turns
out to be achieved at j = 5. This is of course not surprising, since A is an interval about
Os. It is then the minimum of Rél) and Ré2) which determines the dominant source of the
variance of the estimator.

We recall that 77 is the time for a full regenerative cycle, and that 7; is the time to first
reach the 2§ neighborhood of an equilibrium point and then reach a § neighborhood of a

(perhaps the same) equilibrium point. The quantities that are relevant in Lemma are

T 2
sup E, </ 1A(Xf)dt> and F,Ns
y€0B;5(0s) 0

for R;l) and

2

, E; N5, and essentially  sup E,Ns

T1
sup Ey/ 14(X7)dt
) 0 y€ODBs (05)

yeaB(g (05

13
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01 OQ 05 04 05

Figure 1: Single cycle example

for R§-2). Decay rates are in turn determined by (see the proof of Lemma [7.23])
0 and W(Ol) — W(O5) + hy
and
0, W(Ol) — W(O5) + hy and W(Ol) — W(Ol U 05),

respectively. Thus for this example it is only the term W (O;)—W (O;UO5) that distinguishes
2

between the two. Since this is always greater than zero and it appears in Rj2

—(W(01) — W (01 UO:s)) it must be the case that Réz) < Rél).
The numerical values for the example are

in the form

(W(01U0;),j=2,...,5) = (5,3,5,2)
(V(0;,05),5 =1,...,5) = (8,4,4,0,0)
(W(0;) =W (01),j=1,...,5) = (0,4,2,6,3)
(R, j=1,...,5) = (8,8,6,6,3)
(R?.j=2,...,5) = (12,8,6,0)
and R® =16 -4 =12,h; =4 and w =5 — 2 = 3. Since w < hy it falls into the single

cycle case. We therefore find min; R;l) A R§2) equals to 0 and occurs with superscript 2 and
at j = 5.

14



January 11, 2021

For an example where the dominant contribution to the variance is through the quantities
associated with Rg-l), we move the set A further to the right of O5. All other quantities are
unchanged save

2
T1 2 T1
sup E, </ 1A(Xf)dt> and sup Ey/ 1a(X7)dt|
y€IBs5(0s) 0 y€IBs5(0s) 0

whose decay rates are governed (for j = 5) by inf,ca[V(Os, )] and 2inf,c[V (05, )],
respectively. Choosing A so that inf,c [V (Os,z)] > 3, it is now the case that Rél) < Réz).

Example 5.2. In this example we again take f = 0 and A to be a small closed interval
about Os. Since the well at Oy is deeper than that at O; we expect that multicycles will be
needed, and so recall

R = 2 inf [f (2) + V (O5,2)] + 2W (05) = 2W (O) — w.

O O, Os Oy Os

Figure 2: Multicycle example

The needed values are
(W(Ol U Oj)vj =2,... 75) = (775777 2)

(V(04,03),5=1,...,5) = (4,0,0,0,5)

15
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(W(0;) =W (01),j=1,...,5) = (0,4,2,6,1)
(R, j=1,...,5) = (4,4,2,6,6)
(R, j=2,...,5) = (4,0,6,6)
(RYj=1,...,5) = (3,3,-1,7,7)

and RgZ) =8—4=4,h) =4 and w=7—-2=5. Since w > h; a single cycle cannot be used
for the analysis of the variance, and we need to use multicycles. We find min; R§-1) /\R§-2) /\Rg-g)
is equal to —1 and occurs with superscript 3 and j = 3.

6 Wald’s Identities and Regenerative Structure

To prove Theorems [A.3] and [£.5] we will use the regenerative structure to analyze the system
over the interval [0,7¢]. Since the number of regenerative cycles will be random, Wald’s
identities will be useful.

Recall that 77 is the n-th return time to dBs (O1) after having visited the neighborhood
of a different equilibrium point, and A\* € P(9Bs(01)) is the invariant measure of the Markov
process {X:- }nen, with state space 9Bs(01). If we let the process {Xf}; start with A° at
time 0, that is, assume the distribution of X§ is A%, then by the strong Markov property
of {X[}4, we find that {X]}; is a regenerative process and the cycles {{Xiﬁ,ﬁt 0<t<
TS —Te 1}, T, — To_q} are iid objects. Moreover, {7 },en, is a sequence of renewal times
under \°.

6.1 Single cycle

Define the filtration {H,}nen, where H, = Fr= and F; = o({X5; s < t}). With respect
to this filtration, in the single cycle case (i.e., when h; > w), we consider the stopping
times N (T') =inf {n € N: 75 > T'} . Note that N¢ (7") — 1 is the number of complete single
renewal intervals contained in [0, 7).

With this notation, we can bound = fOTE e s fXD1, (X7)dt from above and below by

TE
1 =Ne(T9)-1 1™ e 1 =N (T9)
= S’iéﬁ/o HODL (xR ar < 2 S s o)
where .
5;:/” et F X1, (X7) dt
Tl
Applying Wald’s first identity shows
1 Ne(T¢) 1
E)- <ﬁ anl SZ) = 7z Bxe (N°(T7)) Exe S5 (6.2)
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Therefore, the logarithmic asymptotics of E)\s(fOTE e~ /(X1 , (X§)dt/T*) are determined
by those of Eye (N¢(T%))/T¢ and E):Sj. Likewise, to understand the logarithmic asymp-
totics of TE-Var,\s(fOTE e~ /(XD , (X7)dt/Te), it is sufficient to identify the corresponding
logarithmic asymptotics of Varye (N¢(7°)) /T¢, Vary:(S5), Exe (N¢(T7)) /T° and E):Sj.
This can be done with the help of Wald’s second identity, since

1 Ne(TE
T - Var)e <ﬁEn:(1 >s;> (6.3)
1 Ne(r?) 1 2
< 2T° - E)e (an:1 Sp = e N°(T7) EAEST>

1 1 2
+ 277 - E)e (FNE (T%) Exe S5 — FEAE (N (T9)) E,\ES§>

_ By (N5 (1)
T&

Varye (N€ (T¢))
T&

Vare S} + 2 (E\-S5)2.

In the next two sections we derive bounds on FE)eS5, Varye(S]) and Eje (N¢ (7%)),
Varys (N¢ (T7)), respectively.

6.2 Multicycle

Recall that in the case of a multicycle we have w > hy. For any m > 0 such that hy +m > w
and for any € > 0, on the same probability space as {7}, one can define a sequence of
independent and geometrically distributed random variables {Mj5 };cn with parameter e~m/e
that are independent of {75}. We then define multicycles according to

i Ks
Ki=> M5, #= 75, ieN. (6.4)
j=1 n=K: | +1

Consider the stopping times N¢ (T) = inf {n € N: 75 > T'} . Note that N¢(T) — 1 is the
number of complete multicycles contained in [0,7]. With this notation and by following the

same idea as in the single cycle case, we can bound % fOTE e_%f(xts)lA (X7)dt from above
and below by

1 Ne(T9)—1 . 1 [T . 1 Ny
Te Ly Sy < F/o e =D, (XF) dt < anzl Sy (6.5)

where

Se = / T e, (XF) dt.
Tl
Therefore, by applying W'lald’s first and second identities, we know that the Jogarithmic
asymptotics of Fye (fOT e~ =T X014 (X7) dt/T¢) are determined by those of Ex: (N¢ (T¢))/T*
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and E)\sgf, and the asymptotics of T¢-Var)s (fOTE e_%f(th)lA (X7)dt/T*) by those of Var e (Na (T%))/T*,
Varye (55), Ex- (N (T%))/T¢ and Ex-S5. In particular, we have

1 Ne(T®) & 1 - A
o (F > S;) = =D (NE (Ta)) By 8. (6.6)
and
1 =N=(T%) . E)-(N¢ (T9)) o . Vary-(N¢(T9)) o\ 2
TE .Var)\s <ﬁ E ne1 SZ) S QTVarAsSf + 2 Ta (E)\SST) .
(6.7)

In the next two sections we derive bounds on Ej-S5, Vary:(5%) and Eje(N¢ (7)),
Vary: (N¢ (T¢)), respectively.

Remark 6.1. It should be kept in mind that 77, Ne (T¢) and S’fl all depend on m, although
this dependence is not explicit in the notation.

Remark 6.2. In general, for any quantity in the single cycle case, we use analogous notation
with a “hat” on it to represent the corresponding quantity in the multicycle version. For
instance, we use 7 for a single regenerative cycle, and 7;, for a multi regenerative cycle.

7 Asymptotics of Moments of S¢ and S5

In this section we will first introduce the elementary theory of an irreducible finite state
Markov chain {Z, },en, with state space L, and then state and prove bounds for the asymp-
totics of moments of S and S5.

For the asymptotic analysis, the following useful facts will be used repeatedly.

Lemma 7.1. For any nonnegative sequences {a.}, and {b:}..,, we have
liminf —elog (a.b:) > liminf —¢log a. + lim inf —¢ log b., (7.1)
e—0 e—0 e—0

lim sup —¢log (as + b:) < min {lim sup —¢ log a, lim sup —¢ log be} ,

e—0 e—0 e—0

liminf —elog (as + b:) = min {hm inf —elog a., lim inf —¢ log be} . (7.2)
e—0 e—0 e—0

7.1 Markov chains and graph theory

In this subsection we state some elementary theory for finite state Markov chains taken from
[1, Chapter 2|. For a finite state Markov chain, the invariant measure, the mean exit time,
etc., can be expressed explicitly as the ratio of certain determinants, i.e., sums of products
consisting of transition probabilities, and these sums only contain terms with a plus sign.
Which products should appear in the various sums can be described conveniently by means
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of graphs on the set of states of the chain. This method of linking graphs and quantities
associated with a finite state Markov chain was introduced by Freidlin and Wentzell in [12]
Chapter 6].

Consider an irreducible finite state Markov chain {Z,, },en, with state space L. For any
i,j € L, let p;; be the one-step transition probability of {Z,},, from state i to state j. Write
P;(-) and Ej;(-) for probabilities and expectations of the chain started at state ¢ at time 0.

Recall the notation 7(g) = H(i_”-)eg Dij-

Lemma 7.2. The unique invariant measure of {Z,}nen can be expressed
ZgEG(i) m(9)
Sier (Soean ™)
Proof. See Lemma 3.1, Chapter 6 in [12]. U

Ai =

To analyze the empirical measure we will need additional results, including representa-
tions for the number of visits to a state during a regenerative cycle. Write

T, =inf{n>0: 2, =1}
for the first hitting time of state i, and write
T =inf{n>1:2,=i}.

Observe that T;r = T; unless Zy = 1, in which case we call T;r the first return time to state
i.

Let N =inf{n € Ng: Z, € L\ {1}} and N =inf{n € N: Z, = 1,n > N}. N is the first
time of visiting a state other than state 1 and NN is the first time of visiting state 1 after N.
For any j € L, let N; be the number of visits (including time 0) of state j before N, i.e.,
Nj=|{n€Ny:n < N and Z, = j}|. We would like to understand EN; and E;N; for any
j € L. These quantities will appear later on in Subsection The next lemma shows how

they can be related to the invariant measure of {Z,},.

Lemma 7.3. 1. Foranyj € L\ {1}

2 geci) T (9)

E-N: =
Y decu) T (9)

and Eij = /\j (EjTl + ElTj) .
2. Foranyi,je€ L,j#i

1

BT <T7) Ni (BT + EiTy)

3. For any j € L
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Proof. See Lemma 3.4 in [I2 Chapter 6] for the first assertion of part 1 and see Lemma
2.7 in [I, Chapter 2| for the second assertion of part 1. For part 2, see Corollary 2.8 in [,
Chapter 2|. For part 3, since E1N; = ;2 Pi (N; > {) , we need to understand Py (N; > ¢),
which means we need to know how to count all the ways to get N; > ¢ before returning to
state 1.

We first have to move away from state 1, so the types of sequences are of the form

L1, Lk ko kg, 1
~—_——
i times
for some i,g € Nand k; # 1,--- ,k; # 1. When j = 1, we do not care about ki, ks, ..., kg,
and therefore
1
1 —pin

Pl (Nl > Z) = pilzl and ElNl = Zi:l Pl (Nl > Z)

For j € L\ {1}, the event {N; > ¢} requires that within k1, ks, ..., kq, we

1. first visit state j before returning to state 1, which has corresponding probability
Py (TJ < T1+)?

2. then start from state j and again visit state j before returning to state 1, which has
corresponding probability Pj(Tj’ <Ty).

Step 2 needs to happen at least £ — 1 times in a row, and after that we do not care.
Thus,

[e.e]

PL(N; >0 =% " (pu) " P (T < T}) (P(T < T1))"

1=1

1 _
- L n@<m) <
—Pn
and
Zoo P (N > f) _ 1 P (CTJ < T1+) _ 1 /\j (E1T'] + EjTl)
=1 7= 1—pun Pj(Th < T;’) 1 —pu A\ (BAT; + EjTY)
__1 X
L—pi A
The third equality comes from part 2. O

To apply the preceding results using the machinery developed by Freidlin and Wentzell,
one must have analogues that allow for small perturbations of the transition probabilities due
to the fact that initial conditions are to be taken in small neighborhoods of the equilibrium
points. The addition of a tilde will be used to identify the corresponding objects, such
as hitting and return times. Take as given a Markov chain {Zn}nENo on a state space
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X = Ujer X, with X; N AX; = 0 (i # j), and assume there is a € [1,00) such that for any
i,j € L and j # i, the transition probability of the chain from z € &; to &} (denoted by
p (z, X;)) satisfies the inequalities

a~'pij < p(x, X)) < api (7.3)

for any = € X;. Write P,(-) and E,(-) for probabilities and expectations of the chain started
at x € X at time 0. Write . B
T, =inf{n >0: 2, € X;}

for the first hitting time of X;, and write
TF =inf{n >1: 7, € X;}.

Observe that Tf = TZ unless Zo € X;, in which case we call Tf the first return time to Xj.
Recall that [ = |L].

Remark 7.4. Observe that given j € L and for any « € Xj, 1—-p (2, X;) = > e\ 3 P (2, Xk) -
Therefore, we can apply (Z.3)) to obtain

ddi)fug}wkél—ﬂﬂ$Rﬂ)SGZLEAQ}%k

Lemma 7.5. 1. Consider distinct i,j,k € L. Then for x € X},
_4l*2 ~ ~ 4l72
a " P(Ty < T) < Po(T < T) < o P(T < T).
2. For anyi€ L, j € L\{i} and x € Aj,
a TP (Ty < T < Pu(Ty < T < o 7H R (T < T .

Proof. For part 1, see Lemma 3.3 in [12, Chapter 6]. We only need to prove part 2. Note
that by a first step analysis on {Z, }nen,, for any ¢ € L, j € L'\ {i} and x € A&j,

PoTy < T5) =p(@ X))+ 3, s /X Py(T; < T)p (w, dy)
’ k
. § 4t=2 . } )
< ap;; + KeL\{ij} (a Py (Tj < Tz)) (apzk)

4241 . . AT
<a <ng + ZkGL\{i,j} Pk (Tj < E)pzk>
=a" VP (1; < T).

The first inequality comes from the use of ([Z.3]) and part 1; the last equality holds since we
can do a first step analysis on {Z,},,. Similarly, we can show the lower bound. O
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Let N = inf{n € Ny : Z, € Ujer\{13¥;} and N = inf{n € N: Z, € X;,n > N}.
For any j € L, let Nj be the number of visits (including time 0) of state X; before N, ie.
Nj=|{n€Ny:n < N and Z, € X;}|. We would like to understand E,N; for any j € L
and z € X7 or &j.

Lemma 7.6. For any j € L and x € &)

" g™ 9)

E,N; < .
’ ZZGL\{l} P1e deGa) ™ (9)

Moreover, for any j € L\ {1}

oo

< A deG(Lj) ™ (9) a

and i sup P, <N1 > €> <

sup P, N >/
< ’ ) deG(l) ™ (9) 1— TE€EX

1=1 TEX; teL\{1} P1e

Proof. For any x € Xy, note that for any ¢ € N, by a conditioning argument as in the proof
of Lemma [T (3), we find that for j € L\ {1}

y P(T; < T
Px(Nj > 0) < SUPye x; y( J )
1 —supyex, p (v, A1)

~ - l—1
(soyex, PT <11)

and
Py(Ny >0) < (supyexlp(y,?fl))z_l.
Thus, for any = € X; and for j € L\ {1}
&M=i&mﬁwéTﬁf%@<ﬁx s
— Pyex, P (¥, 1) 1 — supyex, Py(T;" < Th)
SUPyex; Py(Tj < T1+)
(infyex; (1 —p(y, X)) (infyex, Py(Ty < T}1))
C o R(@G<T
B (Crer\y 1) Pi(T1 < T3)
B ad! Y at! > gec() T (9)
C e PN Spen ) P gec() T (9)]

The second inequality is from Remark [[4]and Lemmal[7.5] (2); the third equality comes from
Lemma [.3] (2); the last equality holds due to Lemma Also

- s - 1 1 a
Zz_:l 1 —supycy, p(y, X1)  infyex, (1-p(y, X)) ZZGL\{l} P1e

The last inequality is from Remark [Z.4l This completes the proof of part 1.
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Turning to part 2, since for any ¢ € N

Y -1
SUPgex, PZB(NI > E) < (SupyeXl p (yv Xl)) )

we have
o0

1 a
sup Pp(N, > 0) < < .
~ ek 1 —supyer, P (¥, X1) = Djer 1y Pt

Furthermore, we use the conditioning argument again to find that for any j € L\ {1} and
teN . . .
sup,ex; Pu(Nj =€) < (supyex, Py(Tj—Ir <T))"!

This implies that

D supyen, Po(N; > 0)

(=1
- 1
supyex; Py T <Ty)) = = -
; Y 1 —sup,ey, Py(TjJr <T)
1 4l71 1
= = =~ S a  S—
lnfyexj Py(Tl < Ty ) Pj(Tl < T] )
_ _ AT (g
_ a4l 1)\]'(E1Tj n EjTl) _ 4t deG(l,]) ( )
deG(l) 7 (9)
We use Lemma (2) to obtain the second inequality and Lemma [[3] parts (2) and (1),
for the penultimate and last equalities. O

7.2 Asymptotics of moments of S}

Recall that {X®}.c(0,00) € C([0,00) : M) is a sequence of stochastic processes satisfying
Condition B Condition B7] and Condition Moreover, recall that S7 is defined by

€

5%/16 LI, (XF) d. (7.4)
0

As mentioned in Section [f we are interested in the logarithmic asymptotics of E):S5 and
E\:(S5)%. To find these asymptotics, the main tool we will use is Freidlin-Wentzell theory
[12]. In fact, we will generalize the results of Freidlin-Wentzell to the following: For any
given continuous function f : M — R and any compact set A C M, we will provide lower

bounds for
lim inf —¢ log sup E, (/ ' e~ /X1, (Xj)ds) (7.5)
e—0 26835(01) 0
and
7—15 1 € 2
lim inf —¢ log sup LK, </ e = /X1, (X9) ds> . (7.6)
e—0 2€0Bs(01) 0
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As will be shown, these two bounds can be expressed in terms of the quasipotentials
V(OZ,O]) and V(OZ,JE)

Remark 7.7. In the Freidlin-Wentzell theory as presented in [12], they only consider bounds
for

lilan_jélf —elog (supzeagé(ol) Ez7'1€> .

Thus, their result is a special case of (3] with f =0 and A = M. Moreover, we generalize
their result further by considering the logarithmic asymptotics of higher moment quantities

such as ([7.0)).

Before proceeding, we recall that L = {1,...,l} and for any ¢ > 0, we define 79 = 0,

op =inf{t > 7, : X; € J..0B2(0;)} and 7, = inf{t > 0,1 : X; € J..,0B5(0;)}.

JjeL JjeL

Moreover, 75 = 0,
op =inf{t > 77 Xy € Ujep\(139B5(0;)} and 7; = inf {t >05_,: X; € 0Bs(01)}.

In addition, {Z,}nen, = {X7, tnen, is a Markov chain on (J;.;0B5(0;) and {Z} }nen,
= {ng tnen, is a Markov chain on dBs(O1). It is essential to keep the distinction clear:
when there is an € superscript the chain makes transitions between neighborhoods of distinct
equilibria, while if absent such transitions are possible, but for stable equilibria there will

be many more transitions between the § and 2§ I{eighborhoods.
Following the notation of Subsection [T} let N' = inf{n € No : Z,, € Uj;e 1) (139B5(0;)}

N =inf{n > N : Z, € dBs(01)}, and recall F, = o({X%;s < t}). Then since {7, }nen, are
stopping times with respect to the filtration {F;};>0, Fr, are well-defined for any n € Ny
and we use G, to denote F,, . One can prove that N and N are stopping times with respect
to {Gy, tnen. For any j € L, let N; be the number of visits of {Z,, },en, to 9B5(0;) (including
time 0) before V.

The proofs of the following two lemmas are given in the Appendix.

Lemma 7.8. Given § > 0 sufficiently small, for any v € 0Bs(O1) and any nonnegative
measurable function g : M — R,

TE 1
Ex(/lgw;)ds)gz sup E(/ g(Xi)ds>
0 jeL y€dBs(0y) 0

Lemma 7.9. Given § > 0 sufficiently small, for any x € 0Bs(O1) and any nonnegative

- E.Nj.
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measurable function g : M — R,

u 2 T1 2
Ey (/ 1 g(Xi)dS> <1) | sup B, </ g(X§)dg> - E,N;
0 jeL y€dBs(0;) 0

T1
+ 212 [ sup Ey </ g(XS)ds) - BN
jeL yeaB(;(Oj) 0
sup Py (k <Nj). (7.7)

k—1Y€9Bs(0;)

Although as noted the proofs are given in the Appendix, these results follow in a straight-
forward way by decomposing the excursion away from O; during [0, 75], which only stops
when returning to a neighborhood of Oy, into excursions between any pair of equilibrium
points, counting the number of such excursions that start near a particular equilibrium
point, and using the strong Markov property.

Remark 7.10. Following an analogous argument as in the proof of Lemma [Z.§ and Lemma
[C9] we can prove the following: Given ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, for any = € dBs(01) and
any nonnegative measurable function g : M — R,

T -
E, / g(X5)ds | <D ey | sup By </ g(X;:)ds> - E,.N;
76 yedB;s(05) 0
and
e 2 5
7'1 ool
E, (/ g (Xs) dS) < leeL\{l} [ sup Ly </ g (X?) d3> - E;N;
i y€dB;(0;) 0
T1 2
+ 203 ey [ sup E, (/ g(X9) ds) - E,N;
yEaBg(O]‘) 0
2 sup Py (k< Np).
y€0B;s(0;)

The main difference is that if the integration starts from of (the first visiting time of
Uje L\ {1}835(0]-)), then any summation appearing in the upper bounds should sum over
all indices in L \ {1} instead of L.

Owing to its frequent appearance but with varying arguments, we introduce the notation

to
F(tr, b f, A) = / XD 1, (X5 ds, (78)

t1

and write I°(¢; f, A) if t; = 0 and ¢t = t so that, e.g., ST = I°(7{; f, A).
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Corollary 7.11. Given any measurable set A C M, a measurable function f : M — R,
j€L and § > 0, we have

liminf —¢ log sup  E.I°(m1; f, A)
=0 2€0Bs(01)

> min {liminf —clog ( sup EZNj> + limi(l]af —clog < sup E.I°(m; f, A)) } )
) E—>

JeL =0 ZE@B(;(Ol ZE@B(;(OJ')
and
liminf —¢1 E.I(m: £, A)? | > min (B A BP
im inf —¢log <Z€a%161?01) (t1; 1, A4) > JJ%“E( j j )
where

}?5-1) = lim inf —¢ log sup  FE.I°(m; f, A)? | + liminf —¢log sup E.N;
e=0 2€0Bs(0;) =0 2€0Bs(01)

and

]%§2) = 2liminf —¢log sup E.I°(m; f,A) | +liminf —clog sup E.N;
e—0 2€0B;5(0;) £—+0 2€0B5(01)

+ lim inf —¢ log = sup P,({<N;)|.
e—0 <ZZ:1 ZGaBg(Oj) J

Proof. For the first part, applying Lemma [(.8 with g(z) = e_%f(x)lA (z) and using (7.1) and
[C2) completes the proof. For the second part, using Lemma [[.9 with g(z) = emsl@1, ()
and using (1)) and (2] again completes the proof. O

Remark 7.12. Owing to Remark [Z.10, we can modify the proof of Corollary [[.T1] and show
that given any set A C M, a measurable function f: M — R, j € L and 6 > 0,

liminf —e log sup E.I%(og, 7115 f, A)
e—0 2€0Bs(01)

> min < liminf —¢log sup E.N; | + liminf —log sup E.I°(m; f, A) .
JEL\{1} | =0 2€0B5(01) €0 2€0B;(0;)

Moreover,

liminf —¢lo sup  E.I°(o5,75: f, A)? | > min RW AR ,
£—0 s <zeaB§()ol) (95,733 /. 4) ) _jeL\{1}< J J )

where the definitions of R§1) and R§2) can be found in Corollary [.TT]
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We next consider lower bounds on

liminf —¢log sup  E.I°(m; f, A) and liminf —¢log sup  E.I°(r; f, A)?
=0 ZE@B(;(OJ') =0 ZE@B(;(OJ')

for 7 € L. We state some useful results before studying the lower bounds. Recall also that
71 is the time to reach the §-neighborhood of any of the equilibrium points after leaving the
26-neighborhood of one of the equilibrium points.

Lemma 7.13. For any n > 0, there exists o € (0,1) and g9 € (0,1), such that for all
0 e (0,50) and € € (0,60)

sup E,m < e: and sup E, (7'1)2 < e:.
zeM xeM

Proof. If = is not in Ujer,Bas(0;) then a uniform (in = and small €) upper bound on these
expected values follows from the corollary to [I2] Lemma 1.9, Chapter 6].

If 2 € Ujer, Bas(O;) then we must wait till the process reaches Ujer,0Bas(Oj;), after which
we can use the uniform bound (and the strong Markov property). Since there exists 6 > 0
such the lower bound P, (inf{t > 0 : X{ € Ujer0Bas(0;) < 1) > 7 /? is valid for all
x € Ujer,Bas(0j) and small € > 0, upper bounds of the desired form follow from the Markov
property and standard calculations. O

For any compact set A C M, we use ¥4 to denote the first hitting time
v =inf{t >0: X; € A}.

Note that ¥4 is a stopping time with respect to filtration {F;};>0. The following result
is relatively straightforward given the just discussed bound on the distribution of 71, and
follows by partitioning according to 7 > T and 71 < T for large but fixed T

Lemma 7.14. For any compact set A C M, j € L and any n > 0, there exists oy € (0,1)
and gy € (0,1), such that for all € € (0,£9) and ¢ € (0, o)

sup P, (04 < 1) < e z(infeealV(Oj2)]-n),
ZE@B(;(OJ')

Lemma 7.15. Given a compact set A C M, any j € L and n > 0, there exists 6y € (0,1),
such that for any 6 € (0,dp)

T1
lim inf —¢ log sup E, [/ 1a(XY) ds} > inf V (Oj,2) —n
e=0 2€0B;(0;) 0 z€A

and

T1 2
liminf —¢log sup F, </ 1a (XS ds) > inf V (Oj,x) —n.
e—0 <z€8B5(Oj) 0 ( ) z€EA ( J )
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Proof. The idea of this proof follows from the proof of Theorem 4.3 in [I2] Chapter 4]. Since
I#(71;0,A) = [7' 14 (XE) ds, for any x € OB5(0;),

Exle (7_1; 07 A)
= b, [IE(TH 07A)1{19AS7'1}] =Ey [Ew [1°(71;0, A)[ Fy,,] 1{19AS7'1}]

= E, {(Eng I# (71 O,A))l{msfl}} < Supyega EyTi - sup.eops0,) P (Va < 11).

The inequality is due toE X5, If(11;0,A) < E x5, Tl < supyepg Eym1. We then apply Lemma
and Lemma [T.I4] to find that for the given 1 > 0, there exists dy € (0,1) and gy € (0,1),
such that for all € € (0,&0) and ¢ € (0, do),

/2 ; )
E I¢(11;0,A) < sup By - sup P, (0a<7)< enTe_%(mfyeA V(Oﬂ’y)_"/2).
ycoA ZE@B(;(OJ')

Thus,
li]gr:i(])nf —elog (SupZGaB(s(Oj) E.I°(m; 0,A)> > gglfL‘V (Oj,z) —n.

This completes the proof of part 1.

For part 2, following the same conditioning argument as for part 1 with the use of Lemma
and Lemma [7.T4] gives that for the given n > 0, there exists g € (0,1) and g9 € (0, 1),
such that for all € € (0,&0) and ¢ € (0, do),

E,I(r:0,A7 < sup B, (n)? - sup  P.(da<m)< e e tinfecaVOmm-n/2)
yedA 2€0B5(0;)

Therefore,
hlan_%lf —elog (supzeaBé(oj) E.I° (50, A)2> > gggv (Oj,x) —n.

O

Lemma 7.16. Given compact sets A1, Ay C M, j € L and n > 0, there ezists oy € (0,1),
such that for any 6 € (0,dp)

T1 T1
lim inf —elog sup E, K/ 1a, (X3) ds) </ 1a, (X9) ds)}
=0 2€0B5(0;) 0 0

> inf j inf » - .
= max{xlenAl Vv (O]7$) 7x1€nA2 14 (OJ7$)} n

Proof. We set ¥4, = inf{t>0:X; € A;} for i = 1,2. For any « € 0B5(0;), using a
conditioning argument as in the proof of Lemma [Z.15] we obtain that for any n > 0, there
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exists dp € (0,1) and &g € (0, 1), such that for all € € (0,¢¢) and ¢ € (0, &),

E, K L, (X5)d )(/Oﬁ 1A, (X;)dsﬂ (7.9)
K / / L4, (X) 14, (Xt)dsdt> T <n}]
_ B, KEX%WAZ [ / / L, (X) 1a, (Xt)dsdt}>1{ﬁAlvﬁA2<n}}

< SUPyeaa,aas By (T1) - SUD.cony(0,) P (04, < 71,04, < 71)

n/2 .
< e -min {supzeaBé(oj) P, (94, <T1) s SUP.cap;s(0;) P (P4, < 7'1)} ,

The last inequality holds since for i = 1,2
SupzeaBg(Oj) PZ (19141 S 7—17 19142 S 7—1) S SUPzeaBs(Oj) PZ (Q?AZ S Tl)

and owing to Lemma [7.13] for all € € (0,&p)

2 n/2 9 n/2
SuPyepa, By (11)” <e's and supyega, By (11)" <e

Furthermore, for the given n > 0, by Lemma [T.14] there exists §; € (0,1) such that for
any 6 € (0,6;)

hlan_)i(l)lf —clog (SUPzeaBg(Oj) P, (¥4, < 7'1)> > xlélfl V(0j,z) —n/2

for i = 1,2. Hence, letting 6y = 91 A d2, for any & € (0, dp)

T1 T1
lim inf —elog <SUPzeaBé(o-) E, K/ 1a, (X3) ds> </ 1a, (X3) ds)})
e—0 J 0 0

o o
> 111811_)1(1)1f —elog (625 min {supzeaBé(Oj) P (04, £71),8UP.cop;(0,) P (Va, < 7'1)})
> —n/2 + max {hren_)igf —clog <supz€aBa(Oj) P, (04, < 7'1)> ,

hlan_)i(l)lf —clog (supzeaBé(oj) P, (¥4, < 7'1)>}
> max {infyea, V (Oj, ) ,infren, V (O),2)} — 1.
The first inequality is from (Z.9I). O

Remark 7.17. The next lemma considers asymptotics of the first and second moments of
a certain integral that will appear in a decomposition of S7. It is important to note that the
variational bounds for both moments have the same structure as an infimum over z € A.
While one might consider it possible that the variational problem for the second moment
could require a pair of parameters (e.g., infimum over z,y € A), the infimum is in fact
achieved on the “diagonal” z = y. This means that the biggest contribution to the second
moment is likewise due to mass along the “diagonal.”
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Lemma 7.18. Given a compact set A C M, a continuous function f: M — R, j € L and
n > 0, there exists §y € (0,1), such that for any ¢ € (0,dp)

lim inf —elog sup  E.I°(1i; f,A) | > inf [f () +V (O;,2)] —n
e—0 2€0B5(0;) €A

and

lim inf —¢ log sup  E.I°(mi; f, A)? | > inf [2f (z) + V (Oj,2)] — 1.
e—0 2€0B;(0;) €A

Proof. Since a continuous function is bounded on a compact set, there exists m € (0, 00)
such that —m < f(x) < m for all z € A. For n € Nand k € {1,2,...,n}, consider the sets

Anvki{:neA:f(:n)e [—m+w,—m+%7m]}.

n

Note that A, is a compact set for any n, k. In addition, for any n fixed, J,_;Anr = A.
With this expression, for any « € 0B5(0;) and n € N

E, I (15 f, A) < Z E I (13 f, Apg) < Z E:L,Is(Tl;OyAmk)e—%(Fn,k—Qm/n)'

The second inequality holds because by definition of A, i, for any « € A, 5, f(x) > F, 1 —

2m/n with F), j, = SUPyea, f(y).
Next we first apply (Z2)) and then Lemmal[Z.I5lwith compact sets Ay, i, for k € {1,2,...,n}
to get

liminf—slog< sup EZIE(Tl;f,A)>
e—0

ZE@B(;(OJ')

>  min {hmmf 510g< sup EZIE(Tl;O,Amk)e_l(F"v’“_zZl))}

ke{l,...,n} e—0 2€9Bs(0;)

2
= min liminf —¢ log sup  ELI°(11;0, Apg) | + Fag p — il
ke{l,...n} | =0 2€0B5(0;) n

>  min {sup f(z)+ inf V(Oj,:n)}—n—2—m.

ke{lv---vn} .CEEAnyk Te n,k n

Finally, we know that V' (Oj;,z) is bounded below by 0, and then we use the fact that for
any two functions f, g : R? — R with g being bounded below (to ensure that the right hand
side is well defined) and any set A C R, inf,ea (f (z) + g () < supyea f () +infrea g (2)
to find that the last minimum in the previous display is greater than or equal to

min { inf [f(:n)+V(Oj,:n)]}:inf f (z) +V (0j,2)].

ke{l,...,n} |z€A,k €A
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Therefore,
lim inf —¢ log sup E.I°(mi; f,A) | > inf [f () +V (Oj,2)] —n — 2_m
e=0 2€0B;(0;) z€A n

Since n is arbitrary, sending n — oo completes the proof for the first part.
Turning to part 2, we follow the same argument as for part 1. For any n € N, we use
the decomposition of A into |J;_; A,k to have that for any = € 9B;(0;),

n 2 n n
B I°(7i; f, A’ < E, (Z I*(n; f, An,k)) =D B [ (ri f, Apa) IF (715 £, Ane)] -
k=1

k=1 /(=1

Recall that F), i is used to denote sup,cy , f (y). Using the definition of A, j, gives that for
any k, ¢ € {1,...,n}

Ex [Ia(Tl; fa An,k)[E(Tl; f7 An,@)]
<

sup Ez [Ia(Tl; 0, Amk)[‘a(Tl; 0, Amg)] e_%(Fn’k—l—Fn’l_%ﬂ) .
ZE@B(;(OJ')

Applying ([Z2) first and then Lemma [[I6 with compact sets A, and A, o pairwise for all
k0 €{1,2,...,n} gives that

liminf—slog( sup EZIE(Tl;faA)z)
e—0

ZE@B(;(OJ')
>  min liminf —elog sup B, [I°(7i; f, Ap k)15 (715 £, Ane)]
k.e{l,...,n} €—0 2€0B5(0;)
> min ma inf V(0;,z), inf V(0j,x)¢+ F i+ F, am
X ; , . LS
T kte{l,...n} TEA, & I we A, J? ok £ -
4m
> i 2 inf ; -n— —
% kel {P Rr@l+ v “%x)} ("
4m
> i inf [2 V(0; -—n—-—
> keﬁl,l.?,n}{xéﬁn,k[ fx)+V( g,x)]} n-—
. 4m
= ;22 2f (z) +V (05, 2)] —n— o
Sending n — oo completes the proof for the second part. O

Our next interest is to find lower bounds for

o0

liminf —¢log sup E,N,| and liminf —¢log sup P, (L < Nj) .
=0 (zE@B(;(Ol) ]) e—0 ;zeaBé(oj) ( 2
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We first recall that IV; is the number of visits of the embedded Markov chain {Z,,},, = {X5 },
to 0Bs(0;) within one loop of regenerative cycle. Also, the definitions of G(i) and G(3, j)
for any 4,7 € L with ¢ # j are given in Definition B.8] and Remark

Lemma 7.19. For any n > 0, there exists 69 € (0,1), such that for any ¢ € (0,99) and for
any j € L

lilan_)i(l)lf —clog (supzeaBé(Ol) EZN]-> > — 56121&11} V(01,0¢) + W (05) =W (O1) —n,

wher’e
[’[ O ) = IIl’Il {/ Om, On .
( J) geé‘(j) [Z(m—m)eg ( )

Proof. According to Lemma B.I7 we know that for any n > 0, there exist dy € (0,1) and
go € (0,1), such that for any § € (0,dp) and € € (0,2¢), for all x € IBs(0O;), the one-step
transition probability of the Markov chain {Z,}, on 0Bs(O;) satisfies the inequalities

e~ 2 (VOON/AT) < iz, 9B;(0;)) < e 2 (V(O:OD=n/ATY), (7.10)

We can then apply Lemma with p;; = e—=V(0i.05) and q = e"*™" to obtain that

sup ELN; < e<n > geci™(9) - e > gec()™ (9) '
26835(01) o ZZEL\{I} e_év(ol,ol) ZQGG(I) T (g) - 6_% minleL\{l} V(Ol,ol) ZQEG(I) T (g)
Thus,

N
lim inf —¢ log sup  E.N; | >— min V(01,0;) —n+ liminf —clog M :
e—0 zeaB(;(Ol) ZEL\{l} e—0 ZQGG(I) T (g)

Hence it suffices to show that

> N
lim inf —¢log <M
e—0 § :

Observe that by definition for any j € L and g € G ()

0;) — O1).
gEG(l)Tr(g>2W( i) = W(O)

_1 1
m(g) = H(m—m)égpmn = H(m—m)ege eV (Om.On) — exp {_EZ(m—m)eQV (Om, ON)} )
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which implies that

liminf —¢log <M>
€0 decu) T (g)
> grené?j) |:liI€Il_)i(I)lf —elog <exp {—éz(m%)egv (Om,s On)}>]
- i, [1meyp <106 (00 {2 Zi-mesV OmeOn)} )
= min S nome,V (Om:On)| = min |0,V (O On)

=W (0;) =W (O1).
The inequality is from Lemma [T} the last equality holds due the definition of W (O;). O

Recall the definition of W(O; U O;) in [B3). In the next result we obtain bounds on,
for example, a quantity close to the expected number of visits to Bs(O;) before visiting a
neighborhood of Oy, after starting near O;.

Lemma 7.20. For any n > 0, there exists g € (0,1), such that for any & € (0, )

liminf —elog sup P, (L <N > — min V (01,0¢) — 1
=0 (; 2€0Bgs(01) ( 1)> LeL\{1} (01, 00)

and for any j € L\ {1}

o0

lim inf —e log sup P,({L<N,)| >W(O,U0;)—W(01) —n.
e—0 <ZZ:; 26835(03‘) ! !

Proof. We again use that by Lemma[BI7] for any > 0 there exist 4y € (0,1) and g9 € (0, 1),
such that (ZI0) holds for any 6 € (0,dp), € € (0,e0) and all x € 0Bs(O;). Then by Lemma

[L.6 with p;; = e~ tV(0005) and g = exn/4!

> 1
ec’l
sup Px (Nl 2 6) S T
=1 x€0B;s(0;) ZZEL\{l} e_EV(OhOZ)
and for any j € L\ {1}
sup P, (N; >/0) < eﬁnw‘
(=1 ©€IB5(0;) ZgEG(l) T (9)
Thus,
3 1
liminf —elo su P, ({<N > —limsup —¢lo e—EV(ol,oe)> B
=0 ’ (zZ:; 263361()01) = 1)) B a—>0p & <Z£eL\{1} n
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and

[e.e]

liminf —¢log sup P, (¢ < Nj) | > liminf —¢log
e—0 (ZZ:;) ZE@B(;(OJ') ( ])> e—0

deG(Lj) 7 (9) B
deau) 7 (g) "’

Following the same argument as for the proof of Lemma [[[19] we can use Lemma [] to
obtain that

—lim sup —¢log <ZZ€L\{1} e—lV(Ol,Oz)> > — min V (O1,0y)

e—0 LeL\{1}
and
N
lim inf — log ( 29560 T 19)
€0 >gec) ™ (9)
> min S megV (OmOn)] = min | e,V (Om On)].
Recalling (3:2)) and B3], we are done. O
As mentioned at the beginning of this subsection, our main goal is to provide lower
bounds for
lim inf —¢ log sup E, </ 1 e /XD, (X3) ds)
e=0 2€90Bs(01) 0
and

e 2
liminf —clog [ sup E. </ Lt (X2) ds)
e—=0 2€0Bs(01) 0

for a given continuous function f : M — R and compact set A C M. We now 1state the main
results of the subsection. Recall that hy = mingepy (13 V (O1,0y), S5 = [ e f X1, (X9) ds
and W (O;) = mingeq(;)[X (n—nyeq V (Om, On)] and the definitions (Z.8).

Lemma 7.21. Given a compact set A C M, a continuous function f: M — R and n > 0,
there exists o € (0, 1), such that for any § € (0,dp)

liminf —¢1 E.S5
P og[ Sup = jel | zeA

z€0Bs (01)

> min{inf [f (x) +V (0,2)] + W(Oj)}—W(Ol)—hl—n.

Proof. Recall that by Lemma [[.I8 we have shown that for the given 7, there exists d; €
(0,1), such that for any § € (0,01) and j € L

liminf —e log sup  FE,I°(m; f,A) | > inf [f () +V (0;,2)] —
mi (ZEQBJ(OJ_) (m: £,4) ) > ink [f (2) +V (O5,)

VAES]
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In addition, by Lemma [7.T9] we know that for the same 7, there exists dy € (0, 1), such that
for any ¢ € (0,d2)

lign_}i(l]af —clog (SupZGaB(s(Ol) EzNj> > — ZEIE\i]{al} V(01,0¢) + W (O5) = W (O1) —n/2.

Hence for any 6 € (0, dg) with dg = 01 A d2, we apply Corollary [[TT] to get

. . o € g,
hIEIl_:élf g log [E:c[ (Tl ) f7 A)]

> min {liminf —clog ( sup  E.I°(m; f, A)) + limionf —elog < sup FE, (Nﬂ)}
E—>
)

JeL e=0 ZE@B(;(OJ') 26635(01

> mip { inf 1 2) +V (Op)] 4 W (0)) } =W (1)~ by 1
jeEL | z€A

where 77 is the time for a regenerative cycle and 7; is the first visit time of neighborhoods

of equilibrium points after being a certain distance away from them. O

Remark 7.22. According to Remark [[.12] and using the same argument as in Lemma [.21],
we can find that given a compact set A C M, a continuous function f: M — R and n > 0,
there exists dg € (0, 1), such that for any § € (0, dp)

lim inf —E& IOg sup Ejzl€ (0-(6)7 7—187 fv A)
e—0 2€8B5(01)

> min fint (£ () + V(0] 4 W (0))} =W (O~ 1,

Lemma 7.23. Given a compact set A C M, a continuous function f: M — R and n > 0,
there exists o € (0,1), such that for any § € (0,dp)

o 2 : (m 2)
111811_)1(1)1f —elog [supzeaBé(Ol) E.(S7) } > Ijnelil (Rj AR, > —hy —n,

where ST = foTls e~ /(X1 , (X5)ds and hy = minger) (13 V (01, 0y), and

R = inf [2f () + V (05,2)] + W (0;) = W (O)

RY =2 inf [f (2) +V (Or.2)] — Iy
and for j € L\ {1}

RY = 2 inf [f (z) + V (0;,2)] + W (0;) = 2W (O1) + W (01 U 0;).
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Proof. Following a similar argument as for the proof of Lemma [7.2T] given any n > 0, owing
to Lemmas [T.I8] [[J9 and [[.20] there exists 6y € (0, 1) such that for any ¢ € (0,dp) and for
any j € L

— . n
liminf —e log sup FE,I°(m; f,A) ] > inf [f () +V (0;,2)] — —,
mir (ZeaBé(Oj) (i, 4)) > int [ () + V (05,))

lim inf —¢ log sup  E.I°(my; f, A)? | > inf 2f (z)+V (O, 2)] — Qv
e—0 2€0B5(0;) €A 4
lim inf —¢log sup  E.Nj | > —hi + W (0;) =W (0r) — Q7
e—0 26835(01) 4
_ = n
lim inf —¢ log sup P,({ < Np)|>—-h——,
e—=0 (; 2€0Bs(01) ( )) 4
and for any j € L\ {1},
liminf —elog | 322, sup P, (£ < N;) | > W(0O1U0;) =W (0) - a
e—0 ZE@B(;(OJ') 4

Hence for any 6 € (0, dg) we apply Corollary [.T1] to get
lim inf —¢ 1 E. (85| > min (BY A RP
iminf —¢log <Zeas;1?ol) (51) ) 2 I}g( i i )

where

fz;.l) = liminf —¢ log sup  E.I°(m; f, A)? | + liminf —¢log sup E.N;
e—0 2€0B;5(0;) e=0 2€0B5(01)

> inf [2f (2) + V (05,2)] + W (0j) =W (01) —hy —n = B} —hn 1

and

RY =2liminf —clog | sup E.I°(mi; f, A)
e—0 2€9Bs(01)

+ lim inf —¢ log sup  E.Np | +liminf —clog | )2, sup P, ({ <Np)
e—0 2€0Bs(01) e=0 2€0Bs(01)

> 9 <§1€1£[f(x)+V(01,:v)] - g) + (‘hl - Z) + (‘hl - g)

:212£[f($)+v(01,33)]—2h1—?7=R§2)—hl—ﬂ
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and for j € L\ {1}

R§2) = 2liminf —¢log sup E.I°(m; f, A)
e—=0 ZE@B(;(OJ')

. . _ ) . . _ o0 < )
—|—hgn_}1(1]af elog < sup )EZNJ) +hr€n_>1(r)1f elog (Zé:l sup P.({ < Nj)>

2€0Bs (01 z€0B5(0;)
> 2 <;2£ [f (x) + V (05,2)] — g) + (—m + W (0;) =W (01) - Z)
+ (W(O1uo) - w0 -1)

= 2;1612 [f (LE) +V (O],x)] + W(O]) —2W (01) + W(Ol U O]) —hy—n

= 5—2)—h1—77-

7.3 Asymptotics of moments of gf

Recall that

Se = / T e D1, (XF) dt,
Tt
where 77 is a multicycle defined according to (6.4) and with {M };cn being a sequence of
independent and geometrically distributed random variables with parameter e=™/¢ for some
m > 0 such that m + h; > w. Moreover, {M:} is also independent of {r5}. Using the
independence of {M¢} and {75}, and the fact that {75} and {S;} are both iid under P,

we find that {52} is also iid under Py- and
B85 = Ex-M - Ey-S5 (7.11)
and

Varye 55 = Ex-M5 - Vary (S5) + Varye (M5) - (E)-S5)?

< E\-MS - By (S5)% + Vary: (M5) - (E)-55)? (7.12)

On the other hand, since Mj is geometrically distributed with parameter e~™/% this gives
that

Ex-M: = ¢ and Varye (M) = e = (1 —e 2. (7.13)

Therefore, by combining (C.I1]), (CI12) and (I3) with Lemma [7.2T] and Lemma [7.23]

we have the following two lemmas.
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Lemma 7.24. Given a compact set A C M, a continuous function f : M — R and n > 0,
there exists &g € (0,1), such that for any ¢ € (0,dp)

lim inf —¢ log F)- S5
e—0

> n‘gg{nelg [f (x)+V (0;,2)] + W(Oj)} —W(0O1) = (m+hi) —n.
j T

Lemma 7.25. Given a compact set A C M, a continuous function f : M — R and n > 0,

there exists &g € (0,1), such that for any ¢ € (0,dp)

. . o Ae . (1) (2) (37m) _ _
h?";{?f elog Vare (S7) > min (Rj AR AR, > (m+h1) —mn,

where R§1) and R§-2) are defined as in Lemma[Z.23, and

RO 22 inf [f () + V (0y,2)] +2W (05) = 2V (O1) = (m + ).
xT

Later on we will optimize on m to obtain the largest bound from below. This will

require that we consider first m > w — hyq, so that as shown in the next section N¢(7) can

be suitably approximated in terms of a Poisson distribution, and then sending m | w — hy.

8 Asymptotics of Moments of N¢(T%) and N¢(T*)

Recall that the number of single cycles in the time interval [0, 7¢] plus one is defined as
Ne(T?)=inf{neN:7. > T},

where the 7, are the return times to Bs(O;) after ever visiting one of the d-neighborhood
of other equilibrium points than O;. In addition, A® is the unique invariant measure of
{Z:},, = {X: b The number of multicycles in the time interval [0, 7] plus one is defined
as !
N&(T%) = inf{n e N: 75 > T¢},

where 77 are defined as in (G.4]).

In this section, we will find the logarithmic asymptotics of the expected value and the
variance of N¢ (T°¢) with 7° = e=¢ for some ¢ > hy in Lemma B2 and Lemma B2 under the

assumption that hy > w (i.e., single cycle case), and the analogous quantities for Ne¢ (T¢)

with T = e=¢ for some ¢ > w in Lemma BI9 and Lemma B21] under the assumption that
w > hy (i.e., multicycle case).

Remark 8.1. While the proofs of these asymptotic results are quite detailed, it is essential
that we obtain estimates good enough for a relatively precise comparison of the expected
value and the variance of N¢ (T¢), and likewise for N¢ (7¢). For this, the key result needed
is the characterization of N¢ (7€) (and N¢ (T¢)) as having an approximately Poisson distri-
bution. These follow by exploiting the asymptotically exponential character of 77 (and 77),
together with some uniform integrability properties.

38



January 11, 2021

Lemmas and [84] below are proved in Section

Lemma 8.2. If hy > w and T° = ezc for some ¢ > hy, then there exists 9 € (0,1) such
that for any o0 € (0,dp)
E\- (N¢ (T9)) 1

hlan_%lf —clog Te — Frre > c.

Corollary 8.3. If hy > w and T¢ = e:C for some ¢ > hy, then there exists oy € (0,1) such
that for any 6 € (0, d)
Eye (N* (7))

T > x5,

liminf —¢log
e—0
where 35 = MiNyey, ;1 (138B5(0) V(01,y).

Lemma 8.4. If hy > w and T® = ezc for some ¢ > hy, then for any n > 0, there exists

do € (0,1) such that for any d € (0,dp)

Varye (N¢ (T¢))
TE

liminf —¢log > hy —n.
e—0
Before proceeding, we mention a result from [II] and define some notation which will
be used in this section. Results in Section 5 and Section 10 of [I1, Chapter XI| say that for
any t > 0, the first and second moment of N¢ (¢) can be represented as

Ex (N°(8) =Y Pp(ri<t) and Exe (N°(8)* =Y (2n+1) Py (15 < t). (8.1)
n=0 n= n=0 n=
Let I'* = T¢/E\-7f and ~° = (1)~ with some ¢ € (0,1) which will be chosen later.
Intuitively, T is the typical number of regenerative cycles in [0,7¢] since E)-7{ is the
expected length of one regenerative cycle. To simplify notation, we pretend that (1 + 2+%)I'®
and (1 — 2+%)I'® are positive integers so that we can divide Ey- (N¢ (7°)) into three partial
sums which are

Sy o . Z(HW)FE .
5|§ e F € < 1 q; — I € < Z
! n=(14+2v%)I=+1 A (Tn - ) » 2 n=(1—-2y¢)l'c A (Tn - )

and
. (1-2y%)re-1

Ps = _0 Py (17 <T°). (8.2)

Similarly, we divide Ex (N¢ (T%))? into
oo (14+27°)r*
R = Y @A D)P (ST, K= Y (2n+1) Py (15 < T9)
n=(1+42y¢)I'+1 n=(1-2v¢)l'c

and (1-2y%)r=—1

. —29°)0* -

Ry = ano (2n +1) Py (15 < T°). (8.3)
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The next step is to find upper bounds for these partial sums, and these bounds will help
us to find suitable lower bounds for the logarithmic asymptotics of Eys (N¢ (7)) and
Vary: (N (7¢)). Before looking into the upper bound for partial sums, we establish some
properties.

Theorem 8.5. If hy > w, then for any § > 0 sufficiently small,
1irr(1]€log E\e1{ = 55 and 71/ ExeTq 4 Exp(1).
e—

Moreover, there exists eg € (0,1) and a constant ¢ > 0 such that
Pye (75 Exeti > 1) < e

for any t > 0 and any ¢ € (0,ep).

Remark 8.6. For any § > 0, 5 < hy.

The proof of Theorem will be given in Section In that section, we will first prove
an analogous result for the exit time (or first visiting time to other equilibrium points to
be more precise), and then show how one can extend those results to the return time. The
proof of the following lemma is straightforward and hence omitted.

Lemma 8.7. If hy > w and T° = e<C for some ¢ > hy, then for any n > 0, there exists
8o € (0,1) such that for any & € (0, ),

hi —n > lim —elogl* > hy —c — .
e—0
Lemma 8.8. Define Z§ = 75 /E)e75. Then for any § > 0 sufficiently small,
e there exists some g9 € (0,1) such that sup.¢(g ) Ex (25)% < o0,
e there exists some g9 € (0,1) such that inf.c(o ) Varys(Z7) > 0 and E)e (25)? =
By (75) ) (Bxe1$)* = 2 as e — 0.

Proof. For the first part, we use Theorem to find that there exists g € (0,1) and a
constant ¢ > 0 such that

Py (28 > t) = Py (15 /Eyeti > 1) < e @

for any ¢ > 0 and any ¢ € (0,eg). Therefore, for € € (0,&)
o0 [ee]
B\ (2)% = 3/ t2Py- (25 > t)dt < 3/ t2e % dt < oo.
0 0

For the second assertion, since supg..., Fx (25) < oo, it implies that {(Z5)*}ocecce,
and {Z{}o<c<g, are both uniformly integrable. Moreover, because Zf LN Exp(l) ase — 0
from Theorem and since for X < Exp(1), EX =1 and EX? = 2, we obtain

Ex- (75 /Exe15)? = Exe (25)? = 2 and Ey-Z§ — 1.

as ¢ — 0. This implies Vary:(Z7) — 1 as ¢ — 0. Obviously, there exists some ¢y € (0, 1)
such that inf.¢ (. ) Varys (27) > 1/2 > 0. This completes the proof. O
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Remark 8.9. Throughout the rest of this section, we will use C' to denote a constant in
(0, 00) which is independent of £ but whose value may change from use to use.

8.1 Chernoff bound

In this subsection we will provide upper bounds for

Py = > P (r<T°) and Ry = > @n+ )Py (r < T
n=(1+2v%)'*+1 n=(1+2y%)I's+1

via a Chernoff bound. The following result is well known and its proof is standard.

Lemma 8.10 (Chernoff bound). Let Xi,...,X,, be an iid sequence of random variables.
For any a € R and for any t € (0, 00)

PXi+--+X,<a)< (Ee_txl)net“.

Recall that I'® = T¢/E\e7f and ~° = (1) ™" with some ¢ € (0,1) which will be chosen
later.

Lemma 8.11. Given any § > 0 and any ¢ > 0, there exists g € (0,1) such that for any
e € (0,e9)
Py (75 < T%) < )7

for any n > (1 + 2~%)T°. In addition,

(}BI é C (1"6)2[ e—(Fs)l*Q@ and %1 é C (1’\6)1“1‘2[ e—(l—‘s)172€ + C (1’\6)4E e_(l'\s)172€'

Proof. Given 6 >0, £ > 0 and ¢ € (0,1), we find that for n > (1 +24°)T*

TE+ Ta_Ta +"'+ Ta_Ta_
P)\s (Tg S Ts) — P)\s < 1 ( 2 1)E>\ — ( n n 1) S Fs)
=i
< P Tf+(T§—Tf)+"'+(T,§—TfL_1)< n
=X Eyet T 14298

n~y®

< (Byee V21 ett2F

where Z§ = 7§ /Ej\e7{. We use the fact that {75 — 75_; }nen are iid and apply Lemma [R10]
(Chernoff bound) with @ = n/(1+24°) and ¢ = ~¢ for the last inequality. Therefore, in
order to verify the first claim, it suffices to show that

—~EZE A _( 5)2 _(1’*5)*25
(E)\se v 1)el+27E <e 7)) =e .
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We observe that for any z > 0, e < 1 — 2 + 22/2, and this gives
Exe P <1—Ex (°2]) + Bx (¥2])? /2= 1= 7" + (1°)” Ex (25) /2.

Moreover, since we can apply Lemma to find FE)e (Zf)2 — 2 as € — 0, there exists
g0 € (0,1) such that for any & € (0,9), Ex (2§)* < 9/4. Thus, for any ¢ € (0, &)

(Bee " 2) e < exp {77/(1+297) + log(1 —7* + (9/8) (")}
Using a Taylor series expansion we find that for all || < 1
1/1+2)=1-2+0(2%) and log(1+2) =2 —2/2+ O (2%),
which gives
¥ /(14 29) +log(1 = + (9/8) (v)?)
=7 =2(7)? + (= + (9/8) ()] = [=7° + (9/8) (¥)*I /2 + O((+")?)
= —(11/8) (v)* + O((v )3) - (¥)?,

for all € € (0,e9). We are done for part 1.
For part 2, we use the estimate from part 1 and find

> 0 o ey
Y PelisTys 3 eV —
n=(1+27)=+1 n=(1+2v5)=+1 l—e™t

Since e7® <1 —x + 22/2 for any € R, we have 1 —e™® >z —2%/2 > v — 2/2 = x/2 for
all z € (0,1), and thus 1/(1 —e ) <2/z for all x € (0,1). As a result
> e~ (1+295)I=(%)? 2

P)\s (Tz S TE) S z S
n:(l-l-;:s)l—‘s-i-l 1— e () (%)

1—-2¢

- o (1+27°)0% () <2 (Fa)% e~ (%)
This completes the proof of part 2.
Finally, for part 3, we use the fact that for z € (0,1), and for any k € N,
Zw_k na" = ka1 —2) L+ 2P - ) < (kA —2) T+ (1 - 2) D)k

Using the estimate from part 1 once again, we have

[e.e] o0

Yo nPe(<T)< Y ne0Y
n=(1+2y%)I'*+1 n=(1+2~%)T'¢
< <% + (1 _ e—(v5)2>_2> o~ (1427°)0= (%)
- 1 —e—(°)

4(Fe)1+2z + 4(Fe)4z) e_(r‘s)lfzz‘

We are done. O
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Remark 8.12. If 0 < ¢ < 1/2, then 7 and R; converge to 0 doubly exponentially fast as
¢ — 0 in the sense that for any k € (0, c0)

lim inf —¢ log | (I'%)" e_(rs)lizl] = 00.
e—0

8.2 Berry-Esseen bound

In this subsection we will provide upper bounds for

(1+27°)r¢ (142~°)I=
Po= DY Pe(rE<TH)andRo= > (2n+1) Py (rf < T9)
n=(1-2v%)l¢ n=(1—2v¢)le

via the Berry-Esseen bound.
We first recall that I'* = 7%/ E5 7. The following is Theorem 1 in [II} Chapter XVI.5|.

Theorem 8.13 (Berry-Esseen). Let {X,},cy be independent real-valued random variables
with a common distribution such that

E(X))=0, 02 =E(X1)*>0, p=E|X]’ < c0.
Then for all x € R and n € N,

where ® (-) is the distribution function of N (0,1).

3p
ad\/n’

<

Corollary 8.14. For any € > 0, let {X}}, oy be independent real-valued random variables
with a common distribution such that

E(X{)=0, (6°)" = E(X)* >0, p° = B|X{[’ < cc.
Assume that there exists ey € (0,1) such that
p = SUP.¢(0,c0) p° < oo and 6% = inf.c (0,00 (05)2 > 0.

Then for all x € R,n € N and € € (0, 2¢),

X574+ X2 3p° 3p
Us\/ﬁ (0’5) \/ﬁ o \/ﬁ

Lemma 8.15. Given any § > 0 and any ¢ > 0, there exists g € (0,1) such that for any
e € (0,e9) and k € Ny, 0 < k < 2+°T¢

k 3p
P = ag < CZ—'8 < 1 - @ +
A (TF +k = ) = (ae\/W) 63TE + k
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and

k 3p
Py (The_, <T°) < ® + ,
o ey < T7) < <&Mﬁ—k> 53VTe —k

where (0°)% = By (X5)2, p = SUD-¢(0,20) B 1%5° < 00 and 62 = inf (0,0 (0%)% > 0 with
X7 =7i/E5.Tf — 1.

Proof. For any n € N, we define X5, = Z; — E5. Z{ with Z = (7 — 7, _,)/E5.7{. Obviously,
E)eZ: =1 and E)-X5, = 0 and if we apply Lemma [B.8] then we find that there exists some
g0 € (0,1) such that sup.¢(oc,) Exe (29)% < o0 and inf.¢(0,c) Varas (27) > 0. Since Z{ > 0,
Jensen’s inequality implies (Ey 25)* < Exe (25)*, and therefore

P <45 (0cy) (Bre (Z0) + (Bxe 25)°) < 8supocqo ) Bae (25)° < o0,

and
(3'2 = infse(O,so) FE\- (%§)2 = infse(O,so) Var e (Zf) > 0.
Therefore we can use Corollary with the iid sequence {X}, oy to find that for any
k€ Ngand 0 <k <27°1¢
P)\s (Tf:‘s—l—k STa) :P)\s (Zf++21€5+k Sra)
:PAS<%§+---+3€€F5+,€< —k )
osVTe+k 7 osTe+k

k 3p
<1-d + :
- (mf\/ra T k;) &3VTs + k

and similarly

k 3p
Py (e, <T°) < ® + .
o (e < 1) < <ﬁ¢ﬁ—k> F3TE — &

O

Lemma 8.16. Given any 6 > 0 and any ¢ € (0,1/2), there exists g9 € (0,1) such that for
1
any e € (0,20), Pa < C(I)2 " +2(I%)" "

Proof. We rewrite P, as

2 EFE 2 EFS
Po= " P (e ST) + P (e ST+ Y P (tepy <T°).

Then we use the upper bounds from Lemma B.15l to get
2y°T® . .
k 3p k 3p ]

< i) + + 1+ 1-@ +
m”‘Ej[ <aaﬂ%—k> &%ﬂ@—k} Z;[ <aaﬂ@+k> G3VTE + k

k=1
. 2~eIe
24p k k
<2 f«ra+1+26r€+§j[@<7>_@<7>}
=53 7 — ot/ —k ofVIe+k
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The sum of the first three terms is easily bounded above by C (T’ 5)%_é +2(D9) ¢ We will
show that the last term is bounded above by a constant to complete the proof.

To prove this, we observe that for any k < 27°T"¢, we may assume k < I'° /2 by taking ¢
sufficiently small. Then we apply the Mean Value Theorem and find

(=) - ()| ie[ S f“” (=~ i)

0€VIE o€ /TE
22
where ¢ (z) = e 2 /v/27m and since 0 < k < T'°/2, we have

ot e[ 2]

osVTe +k ocVTe — k ocVTe oe\/Te

22
Additionally, because ¢ (x) = e~z /+/27 is a monotone decreasing function on [0,00), we

find that

e [(V/2/3k) (o ), (V2k)(0°VT%)] implies ¢ (z) ge_?’("]g)zzr6 /N2

Also, V1 —l—:E —V1—xz < 2z for all z € [0,1] and & < I'°/2 and a little algebra give
k/VTE —k — k/T¢ + k < 4k%/T°/T¢. Therefore we find

N s )
k=1 sVIE & oVTE + k
eTe 2 2 eTe k 2 22
ZQ’\{ T e —rg(olg) e 4k < 4 27T / (1 + .Z') e_ 3(06)21—*5 dx
ocle/Te = ofl® “~k=1  Ji_1 ~/2xT¢

2
S—E\/j/ _ 0ol g, < O E(1+X*)%,
2.Jo \/37 (09)? =

where X ~ N (0,3 (0°)*I'?/2). Finally, since E (1 + X"r)2 <2+2E(X?) =2+3 (0°)*I,
this implies that

2re k k 6
P— ) - [ ———— )| < — (2+3(0°)%T°) <12+ 185%3, (84
S [o (=) -t (e )] = 2 (24300 r) <12+ (5.4

k=1

where the last inequality is from

SUD.(0.00) 0 = SUP-c(0.2) (Ene (X5)%)1/2 < sup.c(g o) (Bae |X5[°)3 = p'/5.

~1/3

Since according to Lemma [8.15] p*/° is finite, we are done. O

Lemma 8.17. Given any 6 > 0 and any ¢ € (0,1/2), there exists ¢y € (0,1) and a constant
C < oo such that for any e € (0,e0), Ro < 4 (T°)2 ¢ 4 C (1°)2079

45



January 11, 2021

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma B.16l We rewrite 2Ry as

29°T
Ry = Z;—l (20° — 2k + 1) Pye (1fe_j, < T°) + (2I° + 1) Py (1 < T°)
2y°T®
+ Zk:l (21° + 2k + 1) Pye (1feyy, < T°).
Then we use the upper bounds from Lemma B.15l to get

€

Ry < 2VF(2F€—2k+1)[<I>< k >+ 3 }+(2r€+1)

Ve k) e3IE k&
27y < k 3ﬁ
+y o, 2k [1—@(05 F€+k>+c}3 —|

The next thing is to pair all the terms carefully and bound these pairs separately. We
start with

2y°re k 29°Te k
Y., Crr-2kt1)e (T — k) >, @erizine <706 T

94°Te k k
< (2IF +1 | —— | - ———— || < CT".
<( )Zk=1 [ <a€ Ie — k‘) <a€\/F€ + k‘)] N

We use (84]) for the last inequality. The second pair is

2T . 3p
Do, T2k l) e S Z (20 + 2k +1) e
6p 2~eTe 2+ 1
= = Te—k+ VI +k
&32 <\/ +\/ + ) Z <\/F€—/<:+\/F€—|—k>

2veTe
<9 =D " varE 4 2P Z U2 < O TVIE + O < O ()3

where the first inequality holds due to k& < T°/2. The third term is

ETE

2yeIl
S (AT 2k 1) (20F 4 1) = 497 (1) + 29°7T° + 4 (7°T%)° + 29°T% + (2 +1)
< 4’78 (P5)2 +C (,YEPE)2 — 4 (P5)2—€ +C (Fa)2(1—€) 7

where the inequality holds since for ¢ € (0,1/2), 2—2¢ > 1 and this implies that (2I'* + 1) <
C (75F5)2 . Lastly, combining all the pairs and the corresponding upper bounds, we find that
for any ¢ € (0,1/2),

Ry < [4 (Fa)2—£ +C (Fe)2(1—£)] +CTé +C (FE)%—Z <4 (Fa)2—f +C (Fe)2(1—5) ’

where C' is a constant which depends on ¢ only (and in particular is independent of €). [
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8.3 Asymptotics of moments of N¢(7°)
In this subsection, we prove Lemma and Lemma

Proof of Lemmal8.2. First, recall that
Eye (N°(T7)) = ano Pye (1, <T°) = P1 + P2 + Ps,

where the J3; are defined in ([82). We can simply bound ‘B3 from above by (1 — 2+%)T*=.
Applying Lemma and Lemma for the other terms, we have for any ¢ € (0,1/2)
that

Ex (N (1)) < € (19)" "7 4 (0(09)2 7 +2(19) ) + (1 = 29 T°
= T€/E)\s7'1€ +C (I’e)%—f +C (Pe)% e_(ps)lfu'

On the other hand, from the definition of N¢ (7°), E\eTNe (7
identity, we find

) > T*. Using Wald’s first

N&(T9)
ExTieqsy=Ex ) (1 = 7h1) = Exe (N (T7)) - Exeri.-
Hence By (N (T9) . .
A€ 1_y 20 _(F5)1—2l
< — < — Pe 2 PE .
0< B < gel0 M) o e
Therefore,

Exe (NS (T%)) 1
¢ B

> liminf —¢log [% (C’ (I‘E)%_Z n (Fg)gg e_(rs)lw)] ‘

liminf —elog
e—0 e—0

It remains to find an appropriate lower bound for the liminf.
We use ([Z2), Lemma and Remark to find that for any n > 0, there exists
do € (0,1) such that for any ¢ € (0,09) and any ¢ € (0,1/2)

. 1 N Y _(I‘\g)172f
lim inf —e log [T— (0 ()2~ 4 (1) e )
> liminf e log T° + min {lim inf —¢ log (I‘E)l/z_g liminf —elog ((I‘E)M e_(Fs)lizz) }
e—0 e—0 e—0
>c+min{(1/2—4)(hy —c—1n),0c}t=c+(1/2—4)(h1 —c—n).

We complete the proof by sending ¢ to 1/2. O

Proof of Lemma[84 Recall that

By (N¢ (T9))? = Z“_O (2n+1) Py (75 < t) = Ry + Ro + Ry

47



January 11, 2021

where the R; are defined in ([83]). We can bound PR3 from above by

(1-2y5)Te -1 . . R
ano (2n+1) = (1 — 44 +4(7°)?) (I)%.

Applying Lemma and Lemma [BI7 we have for any ¢ € (0,1/2) that
Ex-(N¥ (19))” < € (%) #2007 g (o2 4 0 (09070 4 (1 - 9"+ 4(7)%) (1)
< (T ) +C (Fe)2(1 0) (F€)1+2£ —(re)t 2
As in the proof of Lemma B2 E\- (N¢ (T¢)) > I'®. Thus for any ¢ € (0,1/2)
Varye (N©(T9)) < Eye (N° (T9))% — (I¥)?
< [(T5)% + C(Fa)z(l—Z) O (o) e_(rs)““] (192
_ C(Pa)zu—@ I C(Pa)1+2e e-(rs)Hf

Again we use ([L2), Lemma [B7] and Remark B2l to find that for any n > 0, there exists
do € (0,1) such that for any ¢ € (0,6p) and for any ¢ € (0,1/2),
Vary: (N (T¢))
TE
> liminf e log T° + min {lim inf —¢log (F€)2(1_£) liminf —e log <(I‘E)1+2z e_(rs)lize) }
e—0 e—0 e—0

liminf —elog
e—0

>c+min{2(1—4)(hy —c—mn),00} =2(1—=4)(hy —n) + (20 — 1) c.

We complete the proof by sending ¢ to 1/2. O

8.4 Asymptotics of moments of N¢(T*)
The proof of the following result is given in Section

Theorem 8.18. If w > hy, then given any m > 0 such that m + hy > w and for any § > 0
sufficiently small,

ii_r)r%)elog E\e7f = m+ 35 and 77 /E)e 71 KN Exp(1).
Moreover, there exists eg € (0,1) and a constant ¢ > 0 such that
Pye (7 /Exetf > t) < e @
for any t > 0 and any ¢ € (0,eq).

Notice that Theorem is a multicycle version of Theorem B.0 which is the key to
the proofs of the asymptotics of moments of N¢(7%), namely, Lemma and Lemma
Given Theorem B8] the proofs of the following analogous results follow from essentially
the same arguments as those of Lemma and Lemma [R.4
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Lemma 8.19. Suppose that w > hy, m+hy > w, and that T° = ezc for some ¢ > w. Then
there exists dp € (0,1) such that for any ¢ € (0, o)

. By (N (T9) 1
i fpt —elog | =7 Bt~ €

Corollary 8.20. Suppose that w > hi, m + hy > w and that T¢ = ezc for some ¢ > w.
Then there exists 0y € (0,1) such that for any § € (0,do)

Ex-(N¢ (T9))

T > m + ;.

liminf —¢log
e—0

Lemma 8.21. Suppose that w > hy, m+ hy > w and that T° = ezc for some ¢ > w. Then
for any n > 0, there exists &g € (0,1) such that for any 6 € (0,dp)

<(Ne (T*
liminf —elog Varye (V° (7)) >m+hy —n.
£—0 Te

9 Large Deviation Type Upper Bounds

In this section we collect results from the previous sections to prove the main results of the
paper, Theorems 3] and .5l which give large deviation upper bounds on the bias under
the empirical measure and the variance per unit time. We also give the proof of Theorem
A9 which shows how to simplify some expressions appearing in the large deviation bounds.
Before giving the proof of the first result we establish Lemma and Lemma for the
single cycle case, and Lemma and Lemma for the multicycle case, which are needed
in the proof of Theorems Recall that for any n € N

5 :/ XD, (X7 dt. 9.1)

Lemma 9.1. If hy > w, A C M is compact and T¢ = e:c for some ¢ > hy, then for any
n > 0, there exists 6y € (0,1) such that for any § € (0, dp)

(3 13
%a(T)EAsSf—/ e~ @1, (x) p° (dx)
M

zigg[f(a:)—FW(x)]—W(O1)+C—h1—77-

liminf —¢ log
e—0

Proof. To begin, by Lemma 1] with g (z) = e_%f(m)lA (z), we know that for any ¢ suffi-
ciently small and € > 0,

13

E)\e ST = E)e </ ' e~ /X1, (XS)ds) = E)eTy / e @1, (x) p° (dx) .
0 M
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This implies that

Eye (N©(T7))

FEye (N (T* 1
e bt - [ e O ) a0 e ()
M

Te ~ BEyett

— E)\sSf . ‘

Hence, by (1)), Lemma[l2T]and Lemma[R.2] we find that given n > 0, there exists §p € (0, 1)
such that for any ¢ € (0, do)

Exe (N©(T7))

111811_)1(1)1f —clog Te

E\-S7 — / e~ ef@1, (x) p° (dx)
M
E): (N (T9)) 1

Te E)\s 7'1E

2 inf [f () + W (2)] =W (O1) + ¢ = h1 — .

> lim inf —e log F)\e ST + lim inf —¢ log
e—0 e—0

O

In the application of Wald’s identity a difficulty arises in that, owing to the randomness
of N¢(T¢), SfVE(TE) need not have the same distribution as S7. Nevertheless, such minor

term can be dealt with by using technique in, for example, [I8) Theorem 3.16]. The proof
of the following lemma can be found in the Appendix.

Lemma 9.2. If hy > w, A C M is compact and T¢ = ezc for some ¢ > hq, then for any
n > 0, there exists 6y € (0,1) such that for any § € (0, dp)
FE)e S5

Ne&(T¢)
154

lim_gélf—alog > inf [f () + W (z)] = W (O1) + ¢ — hy — .

€A
We have similar results for multicycles. To be specific, we have the following two lemmas.

Lemma 9.3. Suppose that w > hy, m + hy > w, A C M is compact and that T¢ = ezc for
some ¢ > w. Then for any n > 0, there exists 69 € (0,1) such that for any § € (0, dp)

\JE (€ ~
%a(T)EAsSf—/ e~ @1, (x) p° (dx)
M

> inf [f (z) + W (2)] = W (O1) + ¢ = (m+ ln) = 1.

liminf —e log
e—0

Lemma 9.4. Suppose that w > hy, m + hy > w, A C M is compact and that T¢ = ezc for
some ¢ > w. Then for any n > 0, there exists 69 € (0,1) such that for any § € (0, dp)

E\e Se.
TN S g [f (o) + W @)~ W (O) + ¢ — (m+ ha) — .

liminf —¢log
e—0 €A
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Proof of Theorem[{.3 If hy > w, then recall that

LV o 1 [T ey . 1 =Ne(Te)
F el Snﬁﬁ/o e ¢ t 1A(Xt)dtﬁﬁzn:1 Sn7

where S¢ is defined in ([@I]). Then we apply Wald’s first identity to obtain
Ne(T9)—1 Ne(T9)
b <Zn:1 SZ) - (anl 5 fl) = B Sye(re)
= Exe (N®(T7)) Exe ST — Exe Sye ey
Thus

T5
‘E)\s (i/ em /XD, (Xf)dt) —/ et l@1, (z) pu° (dz)
Te 0 M

E)\E S]EVE(TE)

T€

Eye (N©(T7))

Te *

< ‘ E,\sSf—/ e~ @1, (z) pu° (dz)
M

Therefore, by Lemma [0.J]and Lemma [0.2] we have that for any 1 > 0, there exists dp € (0,1)
such that for any ¢ € (0, dp),

I .
E)e (— / e /XD, (X7) dt> - / e @)1, (z) p° (dz)
Te 0 M

Zggg[f(:n)+W(x)]—W(01)+c—h1—77-

liminf —¢log
e—0

The argument for h; < w is entirely analogous but uses by Lemma and Lemma
9.4] ]

The following lemma bounds quantities that will arise in the proof of Theorem Its
proof is given in the Appendix.

Lemma 9.5. Recall the definitions R?) = 2infyeq [f () + V (O1,2)] — hy, and for j €
LA\ {1}, R®) = 2infaea[f (x) + V (05,2)] + W (O;) — 2W (O1) + W (01 U O)) with hy =
mingery 1y V(O1, Op). Then 2infyen[f () + W (x)] — 2W (O1) — hy > minjer RV

Proof of Theorem [{.5 We begin with the observation that is for any random variables X, Y
and Z satisfying 0 <Y — Z < X <Y,

Var (X) = EX? — (EX)? < EY? — (E(Y — 2))*
= Var (Y) 4 2EY - EZ — (EZ)* < Var (Y) 4+ 2EY - EZ.
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When hy > w, since

1 Ve (T) , 1 Ne(T)
<3 s TESNETE _—/ DL (Xt < 2 S s,

1 [T
Var)\s (F/O
1 NE(T*) 1 Ne(T) ExeS§e (e
< Var)\s <F Zn:l S?i) + 2E)\6 <ﬁ Zn:l S?i) T,
and with the help of (7.2))
lim inf —¢ log ( Varye o e~ T XD (XY at ) T°
e—0 A TE 0 t
N R 1 Ne(T¢)
> min {hlan_)l(l)lf —clog [VarAs <F anl SZ) Ts] 7
1 Ns(Ts) E}\ESJEVE(TE)
E)\s (F Zn:l SZ) TT‘S .

We complete the proof in the case of single cycle by showing both terms are bounded below

we have

€

e T X1, (XF) dt>

liminf —elog
e—0

by minjeL(Rg-l) A Rg-z)) — 7, where we recall
RY = infoeq [2f () + V (0,2)] + W (0;) = W (O1),

R = 2infoea [f () +V (Or2)] = hu,
and for j € L\ {1}

RY = 2infoeq [f () + V (0,2)] + W (0;) — 2W (O1) + W (01U 0;).

For the second term, we apply Wald’s first identity, Lemma [.22T] Corollary and
Lemma to find that given n > 0, there exists dy € (0,1), such that for any § € (0, dp)

1 N&(T%) Exe Sye ey
E)\s (F Zn:l Sﬁ) TT

Ne(Te< E}\ES{E (e
> liminf —elog T° + lim inf —¢ log E)e <i E 7 SZ) + lim inf —¢log LN
e—0 e—0 e—=0

liminf —elog
e—0

Te n=1 Te
> —c+ (infzea [f (z) + W (2)] = W (01) — h1 —n/3) + s
+ (infyea [f (2) + W (2)] = W (O1) + (¢ = h1) —n/3)
> 2infeq [f () + W (z)] = 2W (O1) — h1 —
)

> minjer, R§-2) -nz= minjeL(R§l) ARP) - 7.
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The third inequality holds by choosing § sufficiently small hs > hy — /3. The fourth
inequality is from Lemma
Turning to the first term, we can bound the variance by (6.3):

€ 4 € € & €
Var e <i ZN . )S§> T < 2wVar>\sSf + 2VarA (V2 (7)) (EyS5)?

TE n=1 TE TE
E\- (N¢ (T* Varye (N¢ (T°¢
<9 A (Te( ))E)\s (Si)2 +2 ary (TE ( )) (E)\sSf)z.

If we use Corollary and Lemma [[23] then we know that given n > 0, there exists
do € (0,1), such that for any 0 € (0,dp)

Eye (N©(T7))
Te

Eye (N©(T7))
Te

> N Y — 1y
I}leIB(RJ VAN R] ) n

lim inf —¢ log [ E)- (Sf)2] > liminf —¢log + lim inf —¢ log E- (S5)?
e—0 e—0 e—0

In addition, we can apply Lemma [[.2]] and Lemma R4l to show that given n > 0, there exists
do € (0,1), such that for any 0 € (0,dp)

Vary: (N (T¢))

. 2
lllall_)l(l)lf —clog [ T (E\eSY)
< (N (T*
> liminf —¢log Vare (N* () + 2liminf —elog F): S7
e—0 Te e—0

>2inf [f (z)+ W (z)] —2W (O1) —h1 —n
. (2) . (1) (2)
> > . , .
gnln R; i ?IIID(R] N R; )—n

The second last inequality comes from Lemma
Hence, we find that given n > 0, there exists dp € (0, 1), such that for any § € (0, dp)

. . 1 NE(T*) € 3 : (1) (2)
- > \ \ —
hren inf —¢ log (\/ar)\ (—T€ E - Sn> T > Ijan(R] A R] ) n,

and we are done for the single cycle case.
For multicycle case, by using a similar argument and applying Lemmas [7.24] [7.25] B.2T],
and Corollary B20, we find that

1 T 1 5
Cninf — (L ~Lp(xs) e &) > min(RW A p@) A pBm)Y _
lu€n_>1(r)1f elog (Var,\ (Ta /0 e 14 (X7) dt> T > > 1;%1?(}2] AR ANRTT) =,
with
RP™ = 2 inf [f (2) + V (0,2)] +2W (0;) = 2W (O1) — (m + hn),
We complete the proof by sending m | w — hy. O
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Proof of Theorem[{.9 Parts 1, 2 and 3 are from Theorem 4.3, Lemma 4.3 (b) and Theorem
6.1 in [12, Chapter 6|, respectively.

We now turn to part 4. Before giving the proof, we state a result from [12]. The result
is Lemma 4.3 (c) in [I2, Chapter 6], which says that for any unstable equilibrium point O;,
there exists a stable equilibrium point O; such that W (0;) = W (O;) + V(0;, Oy).

Now suppose that minjcy (infzea [f (z) + V (O;, )]+ W (O;)) is attained at some ¢ € L
such that Oy is unstable (i.e., £ € L\ Ls). Then since there exists a stable equilibrium point
O; (i.e., i € Ly) such that W(0O,) = W(0;) + V(0;,Oy) we find

min <inf [f (x) + V (0j,2)] + W (Oj)>

jeEL \z€A
= Inf [f (2) +V (O, 2)] + W(Or) = inf [f (2) +V (O, 2)] + V(O;, Op) + W(0;)

> il [ (2) +V (Osa)] +W(0) 2 min (1 [ (0)+ V (0,,)] + W (0))

jELs \w€A

> min (inf f () +V (0;,2)] + W(Oj)> :
jEL \z€A

The first inequality is from a dynamic programming inequality. Therefore, the minimum is

also attained at i € Lg and minjey, Rg.l) = minjey, le . O

10 Exponential Return Law and Tail Behavior

In this section we give the proof of Theorem B35l which was the key fact needed to obtain
bounds on the distribution of N¢(7%), and the related multicycle analogy. A result of this
type first appears in [6], which asserts that the time needed to escape from an open subset of
the domain of attraction of a stable equilibrium point that contains the equilibrium point has
an asymptotically exponential distribution. [6] also proves a nonasymptotic bound on the tail
of the probability of escape before a certain time that is also of exponential form. Theorem
is a more complicated statement, in that it asserts the asymptotically exponential form
for the return time to the neighborhood of O;. To prove this we build on the results of
[6], and decompose the return time into times of transitions between equilibrium points.
This in turn will require the proof of a number of related results, such as establishing the
independence of certain estimates with respect to initial distributions.

The existence of an exponentially distributed first hitting time is a central topic in the
theory of quasistationary distributions. For a recent book length treatment of the topic we
refer to [5]. However, so far as we can tell the types of situations we encounter are not
covered by existing results, and so as noted we develop what is needed using [6] as the
starting point. See Remark B.I51

For any j € L, define v§ as the hitting time of 0B;s(Oy) for some k € L\ {j}, i.e.,

Uj = inf {t >0:X; € UkeL\{j}aB(g(Ok)} . (10.1)
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We will prove the following result for first hitting times of another equilibrium point, and
later extend to return times.

Lemma 10.1. For any j € Lg, there exists §y € (0,1) such that for any 6 € (0,d0) and any
distribution A* on 0B;s(0;),

. . d
lim e log E\ev5 = min V(O;,y) and v5/Ex\v5 — Exp(1).
e—0 & J yGUkeL\{j}aBg(Ok) ( J y) ]/ J ( )

Moreover, there exists g € (0,1) and a constant ¢ > 0 such that
P)\s (U;/E)\svi > t) S 6_5t
for any t >0 and any € € (0,&¢).

The organization of this section is as follows. The first part of Lemma [I0.1] that is
concerned with mean first hitting times is proved in Subsection [[0.1] while the second part
that is concerned with an asymptotically exponential distribution but when starting with a
special distribution is proved in Subsection The last part of the lemma, which focuses
on bounds on the tail of the hitting time of another equilibrium point but when starting
with a special distribution is proved in Subsection We then extend the second and
third parts of Lemma [I0.1] to general initial distributions in Subsection [[0.4] and Subsection
The last two subsections then extend all of Lemma [I0.1] to return times for single
cycles and multicycles, respectively.

10.1 Mean first hitting time
Lemma 10.2. For any 6 > 0 sufficiently small and x € 0Bs(0O;) with j € Ly

lim elog E,v5 = min V(Oj,y). 10.2
e—0 R yGUkeL\{j}aBg(Ok) ( J ) ( )
Proof. For the given j € Lg let D; denote the corresponding domain of attraction. We claim
there is k € L\ Lg such that
= inf V(0,,y)=V(0;,0).
4; yED, (05,9) (0;,Ok)
Since V(0j,-) is continuous and 0D; is compact, there is a point y* € 0D; such that
g = V(0j,y%). If y* € Uper\r,Or then we are done. If this is not true, then since

y* & (Urer.Dr) U (Urer\ £, Ok ), and since the solution to ¢ = b(¢), #(0) = y* must converge
to Uger Oy as t — oo, it must in fact converge to a point in Ugeryr, Oy, say Og. Since
such trajectories have zero cost, by a standard argument for any € > 0 we can construct
by concatenation a trajectory that connects O; to Oy, in finite time and with cost less than
gj + €. Since € > 0 is arbitrary we have ¢; = V(0;, O).

There may be more than one [ € L\ Ly such that O; € 0D; and ¢; = V(0Oj;,0;), but we
can assume that for some k € L\ Lg and § € 0Bs(Oy) we attain the min in (I02). Then
g; =V (0;,9) < gj, and we need to show lim._, ¢ log Eﬂ); = q;.

95



January 11, 2021

Given s < Gj, let Dj(s) = {x : V(Oj,z) < s} and assume s is large enough that Bs(0O;) C
D;(s)°. Then Dj(s) C Dj is closed and contained in the open set D; \ Ujcr) ;3 Bs(O1), and
thus the time to reach 9D;(s) is never greater than v5. Given 1 > 0 we can find a set D?(s)
that is contained in Dj;(s) and satisfies the conditions of [I2, Theorem 4.1, Chapter 4|, and
also infzeaDg(s) V(0j,2z) > s —n. This theorem gives the equality in the following display:

hIgl_)l(I)lelOg Eyv; > lllall_)l(l)lf&“log Eyinf{t > 0: X7 € 9D](s)} zeégg’(s) V(0j,2) >s—n

Letting 7 | 0 and then s 1 ¢; gives liminf. .o elog E,v5 > gj.

For the reverse inequality we also adapt an argument from the proof of [12, Theorem
4.1, Chapter 4]. One can find T} < oo such that the probability for X; to reach Ujcr,Bs(Oy)
by time T3 from any z € M \U;c, Bs(O;) is bounded below by 1/2. (This follows easily from
the law of large numbers and that all trajectories of the noiseless system reach Ujcr, Bs/2(Op)
in some finite time that is bounded uniformly in z € M \ Ui Bs(0;).) Also, given n > 0
there is 75 < oo and g9 > 0 such that P.{Xj reaches Uycp\(j10Bs(Oy) before To} >
exp —(q; +n)/e for all x € 0B5(0;). It then follows from the strong Markov property that
for any © € M \ Ujer, Bs(O;)

PfvS STy + T} > e = @40 )2,
Using the ordinary Markov property we have
Eyv; < Z;O:O(n + )(T1 + o) PeAn(T1 + T2) < v < (n+ 1)(Th + T2)}
= (T + 1) Po{vs > (Tt + 1)}

n
[e.9]
<M+D)Y |1—-  inf  P{uS <Ti+T
=) "=0[ v moy 7t S TE 2}}

-1
= (Tl + TQ) ( inf f)m{’ljjE <7Ti+ T2}>
z€M\Uje, Bs(O1)
<2(Ty + T2)e%(f7j+77)_
Thus lim sup,_,q € log Exvj < gj +n, and letting 7 | 0 completes the proof. O

Remark 10.3. By the standard Freidlin-Wentzell theory, the convergence asserted in Lemma
10.2]is uniform on 0Bs(0;). Therefore, we have the first part of Lemma [I0.11

10.2 Asymptotically exponential distribution

Lemma 10.4. For each j € Ly there is a distribution u® on 0B2s(0;) such that v /Eyev5 4
Exp(1).
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Proof. To simplify notation and since it plays no role, we write j = 1 throughout the proof.
We call 0Bs (01) and 0Bss (0O1) the inner and outer rings of O;. We can then decompose
the hitting time as

<1
o = Z:il 05 + 7, (10.3)
where 07 is the k-th amount of time that the process travels from the outer ring to the inner
ring and back without visiting Uj¢ L\{l}aB(g(Oj), (¢ is the amount of time that the process
travels from the outer ring directly to Ujc )\ 1130 B5(0;) without visiting the inner ring, and
N¢€—1is the number of times that the process goes back and forth between the inner ring and
outer ring. (It is assumed that 6 > 0 is small enough that Bas (O1) C M\ Ujer 113 B26(0;).)
Note that 65 grows exponentially of the order d, due to the time taken to travel from the
inner ring to the outer ring, and ¢ is uniformly bounded in expected value.
For any set A, define the first hitting time by 7 (A) = inf {¢t > 0: X7 € A}. Consider
the conditional transition probability from x € 9Bas (O1) to y € 9Bs (O1) given by

U5 (dyl) = P (XE(y(00)) € 1N = 2, X7 ¢ Ujern (y9B5(05),t € [0,7(0B5 (01))])

and the transition probability from y € 0B (O1) to x € 9Bas (O1) given by

U5 (daly) = P (X (op,500) € do1X5 = y). (10.4)

Then we can create a transition probability from x € OBgs (O1) to y € 0Bas (O1) by

U yle) = [ () v (dela). (105)
0B5(01)

Since 0By (O1) is compact and { X[ }; is non-degenerate and Feller, there exists an invariant
measure u® € P (0Bgs (0O1)) with respect to the transition probability ¢° (dy|x) . If we start
with the distribution u® on 0Bss (O1), then it follows from the definition of u® and the
strong Markov property that the {6;}r<pe- are iid. Moreover, the indicators of escape
(i.e., 1{T(UjeL\{l}aB(S(Oj)):T(UjeLaBJ(Oj))}) are iid Bernoulli, and we write them as Y,> with
Py (Ve =1) = e ")/ where § > 0 is from the construction, h5(8) — hy1(d) as € — 0 and
hi(0) T hy as 0 | 0 with hy = minjecp, (13 V(O1,0j). Note that N = inf{k € N: Y7 = 1}.
We therefore have

P, (Ns — k) — (1 o e—hi(é)/e)k—le—hi(&/e

)

and thus
€ NE-1 5 € € € €
Ey=v] = Eye E i=1 9]- 4+ By (" = Eye (N — 1)Eu691 + By,

where the second equality comes from Wald’s identity. Using > "2, ka*=1 = 1/(1 — a)? for
a € [0,1), we also have

BuNe = 300 k(1 — e MO/ 10 — o h O/ 2@/ = MO,
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and therefore
Byt = MO/EE 05 + (ByeCF — Eu-605). (10.6)

Next consider the characteristic function of v§/E,sv]
P°(t) = Eusem}i/EusUi = ¢, (t/Eyeh),

where ¢¢ is the characteristic function of v§. By (I0.3)), we have

6 (5) = By (ST 046) L gises oo (S5 07)
= ¢(s) Z:il(l — e hE0)/2Yh1 B @)/ g )1
= ¢~Z‘(S)e—hi(5)/5(1 (1 — e MO/ s (s)]) 7,

where ¢7 and gb‘z are the characteristic functions of 6] and (*, respectively. We want to show
that for any t € R
¢°(t) = ¢, (t/Eyev]) — 1/(1 —it) as € — 0.

We first show that ¢F(t/Eysv]) — 1. By definition, ¢f (t/Eusvs) = Euys cos (t¢°/ Eyevf) +
i Fye sin (tC%/Eyev) . According to [12, Lemma 1.9, Chapter 6|, we know that there exist
Ty € (0,00) and 8 > 0 such that for any T' € (Tp, c0) and for all e sufficiently small

Pye (> T) < e~ 2AT-T0), (10.7)
and therefore for any bounded and continuous function f: R — R

| Eue f (tC7/ Euzvf) = f (0)] < 2| fllog Pus (¢° > T) + Eue [|f (t¢5/Eusv]) — f (0)] Lice<ry] -

The first term in the last display goes to 0 as ¢ — 0. For any fixed ¢, t/E 0] — 0 as € — 0.
Since f is continuous, the second term in the last display also converges to 0 as ¢ — 0.
¢z (t/Eysvi) — 1 follows by taking f to be sinz and cosz.

It remains to show that for any ¢t € R

MO (1 [(1 - e—hi<5>/€)¢g(t/EuEU§)D Ly -

as € — 0. Observe that

_ _ L hE 5 -1
MO (1= [ - WO Bed)]) = (T gt/ B )

e—hi(d)/e

so it suffices to show that ¢5(t/Eysv5) — 1 and [1 — ¢§(t/Eyev5)] /e 10)/5 — —it as e — 0.
For the former, note that by (I0.6])

tE 05

e €
0 < Eye (t07/Ey=v]) < (ehi(‘s)/a —1) By -
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as € — 0, and so t05/E,=vf converges to 0 in distribution. Moreover, since € is bounded
and continuous, we find ¢g(t/E,v]) — 1. For the second part, using

T —333/3! <ginz <z and 1 —332/2 <cosz <1
for £ € R we find that

Eye cos 167/ Busvf) _ Eue (16 /Byef)?
e hi@)/e DO

1
0<

and

By (t05/Eyetf)  BEye (105 ) Eyevf)? _ Buesin (05 /Eyevf) _ Eue (t03/Euevf)

e—hi(d)/e 3le—hi(d)/e - e—hi()/e - e—hi(d)/e
From our previous observation regarding the distribution of (¢ and (I0.6)

Euf (to%/Eus Ui)
e—hi(d)/e

In addition, since 67 can be viewed as the time from the outer ring to the inner ring without
visiting Ujery (130Bs(0;) plus the time from the inner ring to the outer ring, by applying
(IO to the former and using [6, Theorem 4 and Corollary 1] under Condition to the
later, we find that

—tase— 0.

Py (05/Ey=65 > t) < 2e7! (10.8)
for all ¢ € [0,00) and e sufficiently small. This implies that

Fue (05 /Eoe05)2 = 2 / 2Py (05 /Fue 0 > t)dt < 4 / Petit — 8
0 0

and similarly By (05/E,05)° = 3 Jo© t* < 36. Then combined with ([I0LG), we have

o< B (t05 ) By v)? 2Eye (65 Ey-05)* o
- 2e—hi(d)/e - 2€—h§(5)/6(eh§(5)/€ —1)2
and
0 < Eus (tei/Eus'U%)g t3Eu€ (ei/Eusei)g 0
= 3le—hi(d)/e = 3!e—h§(5)/e(eh§(5)/€ _ 1)3 ’

Therefore, we have shown that for any ¢ € R

1 —¢5(t/Eusvi) 1= Eyecos (t07/Eyev]) . Eye sin (t05/Eyevi) L i
e—hi(9)/e N e—hi(9)/e ! e—hi()/e o

Remark 10.5. From the proof of Lemma [[0.4] we actually know that
¢ (t/Euevi) — 1/(1 —it)

uniformly on any compact set in R as € — 0.
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10.3 Tail probability
The goal of this subsection is to prove the following.

Lemma 10.6. For each j € Lg there is a distribution u® on 0Bys(0O;) and é > 0 such that
for any t € [0,00), Pue(v5/Eusvs > t) < e~ (here v5 and u® are defined as in the last
subsection).

Proof. As in the last subsection we give the proof for the case j = 1. To begin we note that
for any « > 0 Chebyshev’s inequality implies

Py (0SBt > t) = Pye(e®V1/Busvl 5 o0ty < gm0t L B o o0V1/EBusvi,

By picking a = o = 1/8, it suffices to show that E,ce® Vi/Fust1 is bounded by a constant.
We will do this by showing how the finiteness of E,ce® vi/F
of Eyee® /Bl and Eyee® ¢/ Busvi

Using (I0.8) we find that for any o > 0

w1 is implied by the finiteness

Pue (e2%1/Buzti 5 4) < 2¢7a 08t = 27
for all ¢ € [1,00) and e sufficiently small. Then ([0.6) implies Ey-vf > (10 — 1) E,-05

and therefore
1
Byee®/Busvige < /0 Py <eXp (a*ei/[(ehf“)/f - 1)Eu59ﬂ) > t) dt
+/ P, (exp <a*9f{/[(ehi(6)/6 — 1)Eu59ﬂ) > t) dt
1

<1 +2/°° (PO 1) o
1

=14 20" _1)/a* —1]7F =14 2a* [0/ — o — 1)1

To estimate (%, we use that by (I0.7) there are Ty € (0,00) and 3 > 0 such that for any
t € (Tp,00) and for all e sufficiently small P, (¢5 > t) < e~ =B0=T0) 5o that for any a > 0
Py (e > t) < e t8(3 logt=Th) fo, any t > €10, Given n € N, for all sufficiently small e
we have a*/E v < 1/n, and thus

Pus (ea*cs/Euguf > t) < Pus (ecs/n > t) < e—%ﬁ(nlogt—Tg)‘

Hence for any n such that ¢’0/" < 3/2 and (—fBn + 1)log (3/2) 4+ 8Ty < 0, and for ¢ small
enough that o*/E,<v§ < 1/n, we have
[ee] [e.e]
Eusea*Cf/Eusvf < / P,- <ea*cs/Eusvi > t) dt <3/2 +/ P, (ea*cs/Eusvf > t> dt
:

<3/2+ /3 e~ tBnlost=To) gy — 3/9 4 ¢80 (B /e — 1)1 (3/2)= (-F"+)
2

=3/2 + (Bn/e — 1)~ ez l(Art)log3/A+0T] < 379 4 (Bpfe —1)7! < 2.
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We have shown that for such o*, E,- e ¢/ Euz v and FE,- e 01/ Eus vl gre uniformly bounded
for all € sufficiently small. Lastly, using the same calculation as used for the characteristic
function

By i/ Busvi o0 C /By | —hi(0)/e <1 _ {(1 _ e—hi(5)/5)Eusea*9§/Eusu§]>—1

£ i 2 : _1
< 96 hi0)e <1 _ [(1 — e7hi0)/E) <1 M HGIE i o — 1>]>

€ € 204* 2CY* € -1
o —hi(®)/e [ —hs(6))e _ —hE(6)/e
=2 <e 1 O o 1 MO g 1" )

PO -1 .
=2|1-20" ] <2/(1-da’) =4

10.4 General initial condition

This subsection presents results that will allow us to extend the results in the previous two
subsections to arbitrary initial distribution A\* € P(9B;s(0O1)). Under our assumptions, for
any j € Lg we observe that the process model

dXE = b(XE) dt + /o (X5) dW, (10.9)

has the property that b(x) = A(x — O;)[1 + o(1)] and o (x) = ¢[1 + o(1)], where o(1) — 0
as ||z — O,|| — 0, A is stable and & is invertible. By an invertible change of variable we can
arrange so that O; = 0 and ¢ = I, and to simplify we assume this in the rest of the section.

Since A is stable there exists a positive definite and symmetric solution M to the
matrix equation AM + MAT = —I (we can in fact exhibit the solution in the form
M = fooo eAteATtdt). To prove the ergodicity we introduce some additional notation:
U(x) = (z,Mz), B; = {x : U(z) < b?} and Si(e) = {z : U(x) < ale}, for i = 1,2,
where 0 < a; < az, 0 < by < by < by, If g9 = (b3/a3)/2 then with cl denoting closure,
cl(Sa(ep)) C By, and we will assume ¢ € (0,£¢) henceforth. For a use later on, we will also
assume that af = 2sup,¢p, trfo(z)o(z)” M].

Remark 10.7. The sets By and By will play the roles that Bs(O;) and Bss(O;) played
previously in this section. Although elsewhere in this paper as well as in the reference [12]
these sets are taken to be balls with respect to the Euclidean norm, in this subsection we
take them to be level sets of U(x). The shape of these sets and the choice of the factor
of 2 relating the radii play no role in the analysis of [I2] or in our prior use in this paper.
However in this subsection it is notationally convenient for the sets to be level sets of U,
since U is a Lyapunov function for the noiseless dynamics near 0. After this subsection we
will revert to the Bs(O1) and Bays(O1) notation.

61



January 11, 2021

In addition to the restrictions a; < as and a%so < bg, we also assume that aq,as and
g9 > 0 are such that if ¢* is the solution to the noiseless dynamics ¢ = b(¢) with initial
condition z, then: (i) for all x € 0Sa2(g), ¢* never crosses 0By; (i) for all z € 9S;(e), ¢*
never exits Sa(e).

The idea that will be used to establish asymptotic independence from the starting dis-
tribution is the following. We start the process on dB;. With some small probability it will
hit 0By before hitting 0Ss(¢). This gives a contribution to ¢5(dz|z) defined in ([I04) that
will be relatively unimportant. If instead it hits 0Ss(¢) first, then we do a Freidlin-Wentzell
type analysis, and decompose the trajectory into excursions between 0Ss2(¢) and 9S;(¢),
before a final excursion from 0S8z () to 0Bs.

To exhibit the asymptotic independence from e, we introduce the scaled process Y =

X /+/e, which solves the SDE
_ b
e

Let S; = 981(1) and Sy = 9S5(1). Let w®(w|z) denote the density of the hitting location on
Sy by the process Y?, given Y§ = x € S;. The following estimate is essential. The density
function can be identified with the normal derivative of a related Green’s function, which

is bounded from above by the boundary gradient estimate and bounded below by using the
Hopf lemma [13].

AYF = —=b(\EYS)dt + o(V/EYS) AW,

Lemma 10.8. Given g9 > 0, there are 0 < ¢1 < co < 00 such that ¢ < w®(wl|x) < ¢o for
allz € S1, we Sy and € € (0,¢0).

Next let p®(u|w) denote the density of the return location for Y on Sy, conditioned on
visiting Sy before 0By /1/e, and starting at w € Sp. The last lemma then directly gives the
following.

Lemma 10.9. Foreg > 0 and c¢1, co as in the last lemma ¢ < pf(u|w) < co for allu,w € Sy
and € € (0,¢€p).

Let 7¢(w) denote the unique stationary distribution of p(u|w), and let p=™(u|w) denote
the n-step transition density. The preceding lemma, [14, Theorem 10.1 Chapter 3|, and the
existence of a uniform strictly positive lower bound on r°(u) for all sufficiently small € > 0
imply the following.

Lemma 10.10. There is K < oo and o € (0,1) such that for all e € (0,eq)

sup [p*" (ulw) — r°(u)| /r(u) < Ko
wWES2

Let n°(dz|w) denote the distribution of X¢ upon first hitting 0Bs given that X¢ reaches
081 (g) before 0By and starts at w € 08z (¢).

Lemma 10.11. There is k > 0 and g9 > 0 such that for all € € (0,¢0)

sup P, {X® reaches OBy before Sa(e)} < e /¢,
r€0B]
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Lemma 10.12. There are 7 (dz) € P(0Bs), s° that tends to 0 as ¢ — 0 and g9 > 0, such
that for all A € B(0Bs), w € 0S3(¢) and e € (0,&)

T (Al =s"K/(1—a)] <7 (Ajw) <77 (A)[1 + s K/(1 — a)],
where K and o are from Lemma 1010

Proof of Lemma 111 Recall that a? = 2sup,¢p,tr(o(z)o(z)” M]. We then use that AM +
MAT = —T to get that with U(z) = (z, Mz),

(DU (z),b(z)) < —ea? (10.10)
for x € By \ Sa(¢), and

(DU (), b(x)) < —%bg (10.11)
for By \ (By/2). By Ito’s formula

dU(X;7) = (DU(X7),b(X[)) dt + %tr[a(Xf)a(Xf)TM]dt + Ve (DU(X;),o0(X;)dWy) .
(10.12)

Starting at € dB7, we are concerned with the probability
P, {U(X7) reaches b3 before a%z—:} ,

where U(x) = b3. However, according to (I0.12) and ([I0.II)), reaching b3 before b3/4 is a
rare event, and its probability decays exponentially in the form e="/¢ for some x > 0 and
uniformly in = € dB;. Once the process reaches By/2, (I012) and (IOI0) imply U(XF) is
a supermartingale as long as it is in the interval [0, 2], and therefore after X§ reaches By/2,
the probability that U(X[) reaches a%e before b2 is greater than 1/2. O

Proof of Lemma[I0.12 Consider a starting position w € 9S3(¢), and recall that n®(dz|w)
denotes the hitting distribution on 0By after starting at w. Let 67 denote the return times to
08s(e) after visiting 9S; (), and let ¢ (w) denote the probability that the first & for which
X¢ visits 0By before visiting dSi(e) during [07,0;, ;] is n. Then by the strong Markov
property and using the rescaled process

[, o =377 g [ o (EdEw)

where J¢(u) is the Jacobian that accounts for the mapping between 0Ss(¢) and 9S»2(1) and
is given by u/y/e. We next use that uniformly in w € 0Ss(¢)

P (VEulvEw) < rf(VEu)ll + Ko
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to get

Sy, o) [ e (el e

< (ano /8B2 g(Z)QfL(U)) /332(6) ne(dz‘u)Je(U)Te(\/gu)du> [1 +Kan]
= /632 9(2) /882(5) n°(dz|u) J¢ (u)r (Veu)du [1 + KZn:O q,i(w)a”] .

Now use that K Y77 ja" = K/(1 — a) < oo and sup,egs,(c) SUPnen, ¢ (w) — 0 as e — 0
to get the upper bound with

n°(dz) = / n° (dz|u)J® (u)r® (Veu)du.
083 (¢)

When combined with the lower bound which has an analogous proof, Lemma follows.
O

10.5 Times to reach another equilibrium point after starting with general
initial distribution

Lemma 10.13. For each j € Lg, there exist ¢ > 0 and g9 € (0,1) such that for any
distribution \* on 0B;5(0;), )
Pye (V5 /Exev > t) < e

for allt >0 and € € (0,ep).

Proof. We give the proof for the case j = 1. We first show for any r € (0,1) there is g9 > 0
such that for any e € (0,2¢) and \°,6° € P(0Bs(01))

Eyevi/Epevf > 1. (10.13)

We use that v can be decomposed into ©] + 0, where 0] is the first hitting time to
0Bs5(01). Since by standard large deviation theory the exponential growth rate of the
expected value of v§ is strictly greater than that of 0 (uniformly in the initial distribution)
E\-0] (respectively Ejp-0]) is negligible compared to Ej-v] (respectively Ep-v7), and so it
is enough to show E)\:0]/Ep0; > r. Owing to Lemma [[0.I1] (and in particular because
k > 0) the contribution to either E)e0] or Ege0f from trajectories that reach dBas(Oq)
before 0S5(¢) can be neglected. Using Lemma and the strong Markov property gives

o Bud  [1-sK/(1-a)
wi,w2€d8a(e) By 05 ~ [14+ s K/(1 — )]’

and the lower bound follows since s¢ — 0.
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We next claim that a suitable bound can be found for Py:(0f/Ej-v] > t). Recall
that u® € P(0Bgs(01)) is the stationary probability for ¢° defined in ([I0.5). Let 8¢ be
the probability measure on 0Bs(O;) obtained by integrating the transition kernel 1§ with
respect to u°, and note that integrating 1§ with respect to 3° returns «°. Since the diffusion
matrix is uniformly nondegenerate, by using well known “Gaussian type” bounds on the
transition density for the process [2] there are K € (0,00) and p € (0,00) such that

Py {XE € A|X5 € OBas(01)} < Km(A)/eP

for all x € 0Bs(01), where m is the uniform measure on dBys(O;1) and 6 = inf{t > 0 :
X§ € OBgs(01) U Ss(e)}. Together with Lemmas [[0.11] and [0.12] this implies that for all
sufficiently small ¢ > 0 and any bounded measurable function h : 9Bys(01) — R,

/ /’ ()05 (dy|x)X° (d) < 2 / /’ h(y)5 (dy|z) 87 (d)
9Bas(01) 835(01 9Ba5(01) JOB;s(01)

<2 htldy)
0B35(01)

Using the last display for the first inequality, (I0.13]) for the second, that ©f is small compared
with ©f for the third and Lemma [I0.6] for the last, there is £; > 0 such that

Pye (05 /E)ev] > t) = E)e (Png (05 ) ExevS > 1)) < 2Py (V5 /Exevf > t)
1
S 2Pus(Ui/EBEUi: > t/2) S 2Pu5 (’Ui/Eus'Ufi: > t/4) S 26—5t/4

for all € € (0,e1) and ¢ > 0.

Since as noted previously Ej-v] > E\-0] and since by [6], Theorem 4 and Corollary 1|
there exists g9 € (0,1) such that Py (75/FE\-05 > t) < 2e~%/2 for any t > 0 and ¢ € (0,&3),
we conclude that for any t > 0Py- (05 /Exev§ > t/2) < Pye(05/FEx-05 > t/2) < 2e7%/2. The
conclusion of the lemma follows from these two bounds and

Py (05 Exevf > 1) < Poe (05 Exevs > 1/2) + Pre (05 ) ExetS > t/2).
Ol

Lemma 10.14. For any j € Ls and any distribution \* on 0B;s(0;), U5 /EAEU converges in

distribution to an Exp(1) random variable under Py:. Moreover, E)\semj /EVUJ — 1/(1—1t)
uniformly on any compact set in R.

Proof. We give the proof for the case j = 1. Recall that Eee’™i/Fusvi — 1/(1 — it)
uniformly on any compact set in R as ¢ — 0 from Remark [[0.5] We would like to show that
EjeeVi/Exvi 5 1/(1—it) uniformly on any compact set in R. Since v§ = 05 +0F with o5 the
first hitting time to 0Bas(O1), we know that E)-0]/E)evi — 0 and thus E)-0f/E)ev — 1.
Observe that

itvs /Eyev§ _ it0§ [ Exev§ | it0¢ | Eyev§
E)\se 1 1 = E)\E e 1 1 EXE(Ef) e 1 1 s
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1+ sK/(1—a)

. 1§ [ Eyev§ o
[1—35K/(1—a)]Eue 1 1 —1/(1—it)

By | By (gr) (45/741) ] <
and

1—s°K/(1— )]
14 s°K/(1— )]

E)\s [EXs(ﬁi) (eitﬁf/E)\Hﬁ)] > Eugeitvf/EAEUT N 1/(1 o Zt)

Since Ey-05/E)ev§{ — 0 and € is a bounded and continuous function, a conditioning
argument gives

‘E)\Eeitvf/EAsvf — By [Exs(as) (eitﬁf/EAsﬁ)” < By | /B _q| g,
1

We conclude that EjceVi/Px=vt — 1/(1 — it) uniformly on any compact set in R. O

10.6 Return times (single cycles)

In this subsection, we will extend all the three results to return times for the single cycle
case (i.e. when hy > w).

Lemma 10.15. There exists 09 € (0,1) such that for any 6 € (0,909) and any distribution
A% on 0Bs(01),

lim elog E\e1i = min V(O1,y).

e—0 ! yEUkeL\{l}aBg(Ok) ( ! )

Proof. We have E)7{ = E\ev] + E)e(1f — v]), and by Lemma [[0.2] we know that

lim e log E)evf = min V(01,y).
e—0 ! yEUkeL\{l}aB(;(Ok) ’

Moreover, observe that W(0O;) > W(Oy) for any j € L\ {1} due to RemarkB14l Note that
v] as defined in (I0.J)) coincides with o) defined in ([3.4). We can therefore apply Remark
22 with f =0, A= M and 1 = [min;cz)\ 13 W(O;) — W(01)]/3, we find that there exists
81 € (0,1) such that for any 6 € (0,d7)

liminf —¢elo sup FE,(rf —vf)| > min W(0;)—W(O1)— min V(01,0;) —
e0 g(zeaB(g(Ol) i 1)> ety WO = WHOU = i, V0L 09) =

= — min V(01,0;) +2n.
3y V(000 21

On the other hand, by continuity of V (O, ), for this given 7, there exists dy € (0,1) such
that for any 0 € (0, d2)

min V(O1,y) > min V(01,0;) —n.
y€Urer\{139B5(Ok) (O1.9) JeLN{1} (01,0) =n

66



January 11, 2021

Thus, for any § € (0,dp) with dp = 1 A o

limsupelog Eye (11 — v]) < limsupe log ( sup B, (1] — Ui))

e—0 e—0 2€0Bs(01)
< min V(01,0;) —2n < min V(O1,y) —
JEL\{1} ( ) K Y€Uer\{139B5(O%) ( )=

= lim elog E)ev] — 1
e—0
and

lim elog Fh\-7f = lim €log F)\15 = min V(O .
e—0 g A 1 e—0 g A 1 yEUkeL\{l}aBg(Ok) ( l’y)

O

Lemma 10.16. Given 6 > 0 sufficiently small, and for any distribution \* on 0Bs(O1),
there exist ¢ > 0 and g9 € (0,1) such that

Py (15 /Eyets > ) < e
forallt>1 and ¢ € (0,ep).

Proof. For any t > 0, Pye(75/Exe7f > t) < Py (V5/Exe7s > t/2) + Pre (75 — 05)/E)e§ >
t/2). It is easy to see that the first term has this sort of bound due to Lemma [[0.13] and
E)\sTl‘E > E)\E’U‘i:.

It suffices to show that this sort of bound holds for the second term, namely, there exists
a constant ¢ > 0 such that

P)\s (( —Ul)/E)\ETl >t) —ct
for all t € [0,00) and e sufficiently small. By Chebyshev’s inequality,
P)\s (( — ’Ul)/E)\sTl > t) P)\s (E(Tlg_vi)/EAETf > et) < e_tEAEB(Tf_Ui)/EAETf,

and it therefore suffices to prove that Eyee(Ti ~U1)/Exe7i ig less than a constant for all e
sufficiently small. Observe that

Z]GL\{I} Zk 1 J

where Nj is the number of visits of 9B5(0;), and v5(k) is the k-th copy of the first hitting
time to UkeL\{]}ﬁBg(Ok) after starting from 835(0 ).

If we consider 0Bs(0;) as the starting location of a regenerative cycle, as was done
previously in the paper for 9Bs(O1), then there will be a unique stationary distribution, and
if the process starts with that as the initial distribution then the times vj(k:) are independent
from each other and from the number of returns to dB;s(O;) before first visiting 0B;(O1).
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While these random times as used here do not arise from starting with such a distribution,
we can use Lemma to bound the error in terms of a multiplicative factor that is
independent of € for small € > 0, and thereby justify treating N; as though it is independent
of the v5 (k).

Recalling that | = |L|,

N.
ByeelmD/Bem = By [ er\ {1} o(Zhiv5(9) /et
J

N; 1/(1-1)
11 (Zhlivs0)) ((=1)/Bref
= JjEL\{1} <E)\E [e J }) '

where we use the generalized Holder’s inequality for the last line. Thus, if we can show for
each j € L\ {1} that E) exp[(zjkvil v5(k))(l —1)/Exe7i] is less than a constant for all
sufficiently small, then we are done.
Such an estimate is straightforward for the case of an unstable equilibrium, i.e., for
J € L\Ls, and so we focus on the case j € Lg\{1}. For this case, we apply Lemma [[0.13] to
find that there exists ¢ > 0 and £y € (0,1) such that for any j € L and any distribution A
on 0B(0;),
Py (v /Bovf > 1) < e @ (10.14)

for any t > 0 and € € (0,20). Hence, given any n > 0, there is &y € (0,ep) such that for all
e€(0,8) and any j € L\ {1}

By [ev;(z—n/EAETf] < 1+/ Py (0% /BT S
1
<1 +/1 Py (V5/Exev§ > logt - Exeri /(1 — 1) Exev5)) dt
14 /OO 4—EBxes [((1=1)Bxevf) gy
1

— 14 (EEx15 /(1= 1)Eyevs) = 1)7F < 14 e eahimn),

IN

where the last inequality comes from Lemma [[0.2] and Lemma [I0.15] and by picking the
range of € small if it needs to be.
By using induction and a conditioning argument, it follows that for any n > 0, for any
j€ L\ {1} and for any n € N,
E\- [E(Z}ézl U?(k))(l—l)/EAETf} < <1 + e-%(hl—hj—??))n )
This implies that

By [ 0] g, (14 et
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The next thing we need to know is the distribution of Nj, i.e., Pye(N; = n) for n € N.
Following a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma and the proof of Lemma [Z.0] for
sufficiently small £ > 0 we find

Pye(Nj=mn) < (1 A 6_%(W(Oj)_w(oluoj)_hl_")> (1-¢)""q,

where

: o it
mfxeaB“(O ) P (7h < T ) > o~ : (W(01)=W(01005)~hj+n) (10.15)

qj = >
71— supyeop,0,) P (97335(0 )

Therefore,

E)\E |:e<zi\ril vgs(k)> (l_l)/E/\sTls:|

n=1

< FE)e [(1 + e_%(hl—hj—ﬁ)>Nj} — ZOO (1 + e—%(h1—hj—?7)) Py(N; = n)
< i (1 A e_%(W(OJ)_W(OIUOj)—hl—U)> (1 + e—é(m—hj—n))" (1-q)" g
=1

n(l A e—%(W(Oy‘)—W(Oluoj)—hl—n)> 4 (1 + e—%(hl—hj—ﬁ))
1- (1 + e—%(hl—hj—m) (1-q)
(1 A e-%(W(Oj)—W(OlUOj)—hl—n)> (1 + e-%(hl—hj—n))

(1 A e—g(moj)—vv(oluoj)—hl—n)> (1 4 e—ahl—hj—n))

et +W(0100;)-W (O1)-21) 4 |

IN

<

The second equality holds since hy > w > h; and (I0I5]) imply (1—qj)(1+e_%(h1_hj_")) <1
for all € sufficiently small; the last inequality is from (I0.I3]).
Then we use the fact that for z € (0,1/2), 1/(1 —z) <1+ 2z to find that

E)e [6(21&1 U?(k))(l—l)/EAs—rf:|

< (1 A e~ s W(0)) W(Oluoj)—hl—n)> <1 + e—%(hl—hj—ﬁ)) (1 + 26—%(h1+W(O1Uoj)—W(01)—2?7)>
S (1 /\e—f(W(O W(01U0j)—h1—7])> (1 +56—%(h1+W(01UOj)—W(01)—27])) (1016)
<1-

The third inequality holds due to the fact that W (O;) > W(O; U O;) + h; and the last
inequality comes from the assumption that h; > w and by picking n to be smaller than
(hy —w)/2. This completes the proof. O
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Lemma 10.17. Given 6 > 0 sufficiently small, and for any distribution A\* on 0Bs(O1),
T /ExeT{ converges in distribution to an Exp(l) random variable under Pys. Moreover,

E)- (eit(TlE/EAETlE)) — 1/(1 —it) uniformly on any compact set in R.

Proof. Note that
E,- (eit(Tls/EA”IE)> = B¢ <eit(v§/EVT15)EXs(u§) (eit((Tls—Uf)/Exfo))> )

Since

B\ (eit(uf/E,\sTf)> — B\ (eit(EAsvf/EAsTf)(vf/EAsvf))

and we know that Eyev§/Ej\e7f — 1 from the proof of Lemma [I0.I5] by applying Lemma
M0.14] we have EAs(eit(vi/E*”f)) — 1/(1 — 4t) uniformly on any compact set in R. Also

‘E)\s (eit(rf/EksTf)) — B (eit(uf/EAsTf)>‘ < B\ Exs(vg) (eit((Tf—uf)/EAsTf)> _ 1‘7

where the right hand side converges to 0 using Ex:(7f — v])/Ex-7f — 0 and the dominated
convergence theorem. The convergence of 75 /E\e7{ to an Exp(1) random variable under Pye

and uniform convergence of E\e (eit(Tls/ EVTlE)) to 1/(1 —it) on compact set in R follows. [

10.7 Return times (multicycles)

In this subsection, we will extend all the three results to multi regenerative cycles (when
w > hy). Recall that the multicycle times 77 are defined according to (6.4]) where {M }icn
is a sequence of independent and geometrically distributed random variables with parameter
e~™/¢ for some m > 0 such that m + h; > w. In addition, {M¢} is independent of {75}

Lemma 10.18. There exists 09 € (0,1) such that for any 6 € (0,09) and any distribution
A% on 0Bs(0y),

lim elog E\e7f = m + min V(O1,y).

e—0 ! yEUkeL\{l}aBg(Ok) ( ! )
Proof. Since {M5} is independent of {75} and Ey-M5 = ¢"/¢, we apply Lemma to
complete the proof. O

Lemma 10.19. Given 6 > 0, for any distribution \* on dBs(O1), there exist ¢ > 0 and
g0 € (0,1) such that ]
Py (7 /Exe?f >t) < e ¢

forallt>1 and ¢ € (0,ep).

Proof. We divide the multicycle into a sum of two terms. The first term is the sum of all
the hitting times to Ujer\ (130B5(0;), and the second term is the sum of all residual times.
That is, 77 = 0] + (7f — 0f), where

/\E . Mi 6 . /\E _ /\E . Mi N.] 8 .
0] = Zi_l vi (i) and 7f — 0] = Zizl <Zj€L\{l} Zk:l CH(A k)> .
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As discussed many times, it suffices to show that there exist ¢ > 0 and ¢y € (0,1) such that
Py (05/Eye7f > t) < e and Pye (7§ — 05) /Byl > t) < e @

for all t > 1 and € € (0,¢9).

The first bound is relatively easy since v5(7) is a sum of approximate exponentials with
a tail bound of the given sort, and since the sum of geometrically many independent and
identically distributed exponentials is again an exponential distribution.

For the second bound, we use Chebyshev’s inequality again as in the proof of Lemma
to find that it suffices to prove that Eyee(Ti ~01)/Exs7i ig less than a constant for all &
sufficiently small. Now due to the independence of M§ and {v5(i, k)}, we have

E)e e(f—f—i)f)/E,\s g

N; T\
- Zizl (EM [HjeL\{l} G(Zkilvj(k))/EVﬁD Bl =)

N e
=& B [HjeL\{l} e<2ki1 N (k)>/EAETl }

N i—1
N (SR2avs0)/Bxe?f | o _ —mye
Zi:l (EAE [HjEL\{l}e j } (1—e ™)) | (10.17)
To do a further computation, we have to at least make sure that
N,
(Zhlivs0)/Brc?s| o _ —m/e
B [HJGL\{I} e j (1—e ™)< 1. (10.18)

To see this, we first use the generalized Hélder’s inequality to find

RS o2 e (k) ) (1=1)/ Bye 7
b [Ha‘eL\{l}e( i) ] =3 | TS <E” {J ) 1D

Moreover, since m+-h; > w and E\e7] = E)e7{-E)\M] = e/ €Ey)eT], by the same argument
that gives (I0.IG), for any n > 0 and j € L\ {1}

e [e (Z;fil u;(k)) (1-1)/Exe %15:|

1/(1-1)

< (1 A e—aW(oj)—W(oluoj)—hl—n)) (1 n 56—g<m+h1+W<oluoj)—W(on—2m) _

Therefore,

N.
(Shlivs0)/Bactt | o _ —mye 1/(-1)
Ex [HjeL\{l} ‘ : A=< L™

with

55 = (1 A e—%(W(Og‘)—W(ONOg‘)—hl—n)> (1 + 56—%(m+h1+W(01U0j)—W(01)—277)> (1—e /).
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Using (a A b)(c+ d) < ac + bd for positive numbers a, b, ¢, d,
s; < (1 + 56—%(m+W(0j)—W(01)—377)) (1— e—m/f) <1-— e_m/€/2,

where we use W(0O;) > W(Oy) for the second inequality and pick the range of ¢ small if it
needs to be. Thus (I0I8)) holds, and by (I0I7)

E)\Ee(‘f'ls—’f}f)/E)\s%f < e—m/e . 2§: (1 _ e—m/5/2)i_1 _ 2€_m/€ 4
N i=1 1= (1—emie/2)

We complete the proof. O

Lemma 10.20. Given 6 > 0, for any distribution X\° on 0Bs(O1), 7{/ExTf converges in
distribution to an Exp(1) random variable under Pje.

Proof. Let M be a geometrically distributed random variables with parameter p € (0,1)
and assume that it is independent of {75}. Then F)e (an 1 n) E)e75 /p and

. > k . it(prs/Exers)
E)\seZt((pZ” |7, /E)\s‘l'l Z (E)\ el PT1/EAETI)> (1 o p)k—lp _ pE)ee 1 . E1E _
k=1 1— (1 — p) By i/ BreTi)
Given any fixed t € R, consider
pE)\Eeit(pTlg/EAsTlg) 1

1 _ (1 _ p)EAEeit(pTlg/EAsTf)

According to Lemma [[0.17 E)- (i /Breti) 1/(1 — 4t) uniformly on any compact set in
R. This implies that

pE)\seit(pTls/EA”f) p/(1—itp 1
7.(p) = S )
1— (1 —p)Eyeeltrri/Breri) 1= (1=p)/(L—itp) 1—it
uniformly on p € (0,1). Therefore, if we consider p* = e~™/c — 0, it follows from the
uniform (in p) convergence that
e e 1
E . Zt(Tl /E)@Tl) — —
e fe0°) = f(0) = T—-

We complete the proof. O
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Y

Figure 3: Asymmetric well for lower bound

11 Sketch of the Proof of Conjecture [4.11] for a Special Case

In this section we outline the proof of the upper bound on the decay rate (giving a lower
bound on the variance per unit time) that complements Theorem for a special case.
Consider U : R — R shown as in Figure B

In particular, assume U is a bounded C? function satisfying the following conditions:

Condition 11.1. e U is defined on a compact interval D = [zr,Zr] C R and extends
periodically as a C? function.

e U has two local minima at x1, and xr with values U(xr) < U(zr) and [xf—0,2r+0] C
D for some 6 > 0.

e U has one local mazimum at 0 € (zr,xR).

e U(xr)=0,U(0) =hr, and U(xgr) = hr, — hg > 0.

o infrcopU(z) > hr.

Consider the diffusion process { X7 }+>¢ satisfying the stochastic differential equation

dX{ = —VU (X) dt + V/2edW;, (11.1)
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where W is a 1-dimensional standard Wiener process. Then there are just two stable
equilibrium points O1 = xp and Oy = xR, and one unstable equilibrium point O3 = 0.
Moreover, one easily finds that V(O1,02) = hy and V(O2,01) = hpr, and these give that
W(Ol) = V(Og,Ol), W(OQ) = V(Ol,Og) and W(Ol UOQ) =0 (since Ly = {1,2}, this
implies that Gs(1) = {(2 — 1)} and Gs(2) = {(1 — 2)}). Another observation is that
hi = mingeM\{l} \% (Ol, Og) =V (01, Og) = hz, in this model.

If f =0, then one obtains

R{" = inf V(O1,y) + W(O1) — W(O1) = inf V(O1,y);

@ . o .
=2inf V —hy =2 inf — hr;
R} inf (O1,y) — inf V(O1,y) — hr;

Rgl) = inf V(Oq,y) + W(O3) — W(Oq) = inf V(Os,y) + hy — hg;
yeA yeA

RYY =2 inf V (Oa,y) + W (O2) = 2W (01) + 0~ W (01 U Oy)
Yy

=2inf V(O hy — 2hg.
;IelA (O2,y) + hr, R

Let A C [0,Zg] and assume that it contains a nonempty open interval, so that we are
computing approximations to probabilities that are small under the stationary distribution
(the case of bounded and continuous f can be dealt with by approximation, as in the case
of the upper bound on the decay rate). We first compute the bounds one would obtain from
Theorem

Case I. If zg € A, then inf,c4 V(O1,y) = hr and inf,ca V (O2,y) = 0. Thus the decay
rate of variance per unit time is bounded below by

min [R(.” A R(?)] = min {hz, h; — 2hg} = hy, — 2hp.

Case II. If A C [0,2r — 6] for some 6 > 0 and § < zg, then infy,c4 V(O1,y) = hr and
infyca V (O2,y) > 0 (we denote it by b € (0, hg]). Thus the decay rate of variance per unit
time is bounded below by

min [Rg.” A R§2>] = min {hy,hy +2(b—hp)} = hr, +2(b— hg).
]: b

Case IIL. If A C [zr + 6,2%] with U(z*) = hr for some 6 > 0 and § < z* — xR, then
infyca V(O1,y) = hr + infyea V (O2,y) and infyca V (O2,y) > 0 (we denote it by b €
(0, hg]). Thus the decay rate of variance per unit time is bounded below by

min [Rg” A Rﬂ — min {hz + b, hr +2(b—hg)} = h +2(b— hg).
]: b
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Case IV. If A C [z" + 0,Zg] with U(z*) = hy, for some § > 0 and 2* > zp, then
infyca V(O1,y) = hr +infyca V (O2,y) and infyca V (O2,y) > 0 (we denote it by b > hg).
Thus the decay rate of variance per unit time is bounded below by

: (1 @] _ 7 7 _ 7
min 7Y A RP| = min {hy + b, + (b= hr)} = i+ (b= hr)
To find an upper bound for the decay rate of variance per unit time, we recall that

Ne&(T¢)— 1 TE N&(T*)
Z/ dt<T/1(dt§ﬁZ/T

with 7'; being the j-th regenerative cycle. In Case I, one might guess that

-
/ D14 (XE)dt (11.2)
7'371

has approximately the same distribution as the exit time from the shallow well, which has
been shown to asymptotically have an exponential distribution with parameter exp(—hpg/¢).
Additionally, since the exit time from the shallower well is exponentially smaller than T;, it
suggests that the random variables (IT.2]) can be taken as independent of N¢ (7°) when ¢
is small. We also know that

EN®(T7) /T° = 1/E1i = exp (—hr(0)/e),

where hp(0) T hy as § | 0 and ~ means that quantities on either side have the same
exponential decay rate. Using Jensen’s inequality to find that E[N¢(T¢)]? > [EN¢(T¢)]?
and then applying Wald’s identity, we obtain

€ 1 " &€
T*¢Var 7 ), 1a(X7)dt

e e 2
1 Ne(Te T¢ T¢
—EY 1( )/J 1A(X§)dt—EN€(T€)E</’ 1A(X§)dt>]
J= T T
Jj—1 1

T€

. 2
:%E<Xif{é:uuﬁﬁ>—%aﬂmuﬂw<E<

. 2
_ %ENE (T°)E </T: 14 (Xf)dt) - % [EN® (T9)]? <E <

Jj—1

B 2
Tla (E [N (1) — EN® (TE)) (E </: 1a (Xf)dt))

> %(TE)Var (/: 14 (Xf)dt) (11.3)

Jj—1

~ exp (~h1(6)/2) - exp(2ha/e) = exp((2hr — hi(9) /).
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Letting 6 — 0, we see that the decay rate of variance per unit time is bounded above by
hr — 2hg, which is the same as lower bound found for Case I.

For the other three Cases I, III and IV, the process spends only a very small fraction of
the time while in the shallower well in the set A. In fact, using the stopping time arguments
of the sort that appear in [I2, Chapter 4], the event that the process enters A during an
excursion away from the neighborhood of zr can be accurately approximated (as far as large
deviation behavior goes) using independent Bernoulli random variables {Bf} with success
parameter e %/¢. and when this occurs the process spends an order one amount of time
in A before returning to the neighborhood of xr. There is however another sequence of
independent Bernoulli random variables with success parameter e "#/¢ and the process
accumulates time in A only up till the time of first success of this sequence.

Then Var(f;j la (X7)dt) has the same logarithmic asymptotics as Var(zZR:sl Lipe=1}),
J— i
where R? is geometric with success parameter e "2/¢ and independent of the {Bf}. Straight-

forward calculation using Wald’s identity then gives the exponential rate of decay 2hp — 2b
for Cases II, III and hr — b for Case IV, so according to (IL3]) we obtain

13

Te € (e T8
T¢Var <%/ 14 (X7) dt> > %E(T)Var </ ! 14 (X7) dt> ~ el(2(hr=b)=hr(9))/e]
0 e

-1
for Cases II and III and

£

T € (e T 7
T*Var (%/ 14 (Xg)dt> > %V&w </ T (Xf)dt> o ol((hr=B)=h1(5))/¢]
0 75

Jj—1

for Case IV.

Letting § — 0, this means that the decay rate of variance per unit time is bounded above
by hr +2(b— hg) for Case IT and III, and by hy + (b — hg) for Case IV which is again the
same as the corresponding lower bound.

Acknowledgement. We thank the referee for corrections and suggestions that improved
this paper.
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12 Appendix

Proof of LemmalZ8 Given a function g, we define the notation
to
Ittaig) = [ g(X2)ds,
t1
for any 0 < ¢; <ty. By definition, 7{ = 7 and observe that

N oo
10,7vi9) =Y I, 759) =Y I(1e-1,76:9) - Lypsy

= Zé:l I(1¢-1,76;9) - 1{5§N} + Zé:l [(Tf—la 0 9) - 1{N+1§6§N}
* ZjeL\{l} Zzzl (I(Tg_l’mg) ’ 1{N+1SZSNsz—1eaBa(0j)}> '

Since N and IV are stopping times WiAth respect to the filtration {G,},, it implies that
{t<N}={N<l-1}€Gqgand {N+1<(<N.,Zy_, €3Bs(0,)} € Go_1. Let

& =Y I(r—1, 72 9) lrciy and 65 = > (I(TZ—hTZ;g) : 1{N+1gng,zz,1eaBa(oj)}>
=1 =1

for all j € L\ {1}. We find
B, (61) = o (B [I(re-179) - 1y | e )
=3 B (lgey Bz, 110,m39)))

< SUPyeop, (o) By [1(0,7159)] (Zézl Py (N > E)) ,
In addition, for j € L\ {1},
E. (6;) = ZZl o (I(TZ—hTe;g) : 1{N+1S€SN,ZZ,16835(0J-)})
- ZZl Ee (E“"’ {1(75—17759) : 1{N—|—1§Z§N,Z¢,1eaB(5(oj)}‘ Qz—l]>
- ZZl Ea (1{N+1§4§N,Ze,16836(oj)}EZH [1(0771;9)])
< SUpyeap;(0,) By (0,715 9)] - (Z:; E, (1{N+1§4§N,Ze,16835(oj)}>) ,

It is straightforward to see that N = Nj. This implies that 350 Po(N > {) = E,N =
E,Ni. Moreover, observe that for any j € L\ {1} > 2, 1{N+1<Z<NZK,1eaB(;(Oj)} =N;

which gives that )2, Eff(1{N+1§€§N7Zg,168B5(0j)}) = E,N;. Hence,

E, (1(0,7n39)) = ZjeL Ey (65) < ZjeL {SupyeaBé(oj) By (1(0,71;9))| - ExNj.
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Proof of Lemmal[Z9. Let | = |L|. For anyj € L and n € N, 51' = inf{k € Ny : Zy €
0B5(0;)}, 57(3) = inf{fk e N: k > § 7, and Z € 0Bs5(0j)} ie. U)is the n-th time

of hitting 0B5(0;). Moreover, we define N( = inf{n € N : fn > N}, recalling that
N =inf{n > N : Z, € aBg(Ol)} and N = inf{n e N: Z, € Ujer\{139Bs(0;)}. Since
T(L]) is a stopping time with respect to {G,},, we can define the filtration {gg(j>}, and one
can verify that NU) is a stopping time with respect to {gg(j)}n. As in the proof just given,
for any function g and for any 0 < t; < to we define I(t1,t2;9) = ttlz g(X¢&)ds. With this
notation and since by definition 7{ = 7, we can write

o0
1(0,7v39) = Z]EL 2421 (e T 3 9) - Leenor1}-

Since (z1 + -+ ;)% < (22 + —I—xl) for any (x1,...,2;) € R and [ € N,

2
[ 0,7n39 < ZZ]eL <Z §(3)7 §(3)+1ag) 1{g<N(J) 1})

Now for any j € L, each square term from the right can be written an addition of two sums,
where the first sum is summation of I(ngj) , Tséj)ﬂ; g)?- 1{£§N(j)_1} over all /, and the second
sum is twice of summation of I(Tgéj) Tel) 41 9)- 1{£SN(j)_1}I(TEI(€j) Tel) 4 9) Ly« NG) 1y Over
k,¢ with k < £. For the expected value of the first sum, note that {¢ < NU) —1} = {NU) <
()¢ e gg(j), we have

14

o0 o0
ZEm [I(Tgéj)aTgéj)_i_l;g)zl{égN(j)—l}] = ZEz [1{Z§N(J’)—1}Ew [I(Tgéj>,T§éj>+1;g)2‘ g@j)”
= =1

< sup BI0,7m;9°Y . Pu(NY —1>0)
yeaBs(0;) 2

= sup B I(0,71;9)2E.(N;).
y€dB;s(0;)

The last equality holds since N() —1 = N; (recall that N; is the number of visits of {Z,, }nen,
to 0B;(0; ) before N 1nclud1ng the 1n1t1al position) thls implies that 350, P,(NU) —1 >
) =222y Pe(Nj 2 €) = Ex(N;).

Turning to the expected value of the second sum, by conditioning on G () gives
13

oo 0—1
ZZ; — Em [I(Tgéj)yTséj)_i_l;g) . 1{£§N(j)_1}1(7—5;ij)7T§;(cj)+1;g) . 1{k§N(j)—1}:|
oo 0—1
< sup E 0 7159 L, |:1 I<NG) —1 [(T &) s To(5) 79) -1 B<NG) 1 ] )
y€0Bs(0y) Z;kzl { = } & & +1 { < }
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Now since for any k < /—1,1ie. k+1 </, I(Tglgj),Tsl(cj)+1;g) € Qslij)ﬂ and 1{ZSN(J-)_1} € Qggj),

we have

E, [1{£SN(J-)_1}[(TEI(CJ')7Tglgj)+1§g) ’ 1{;@1\/(]‘)_1}}
= E:c I(Tsl(cj) ) Tglgj)+1; g) ' 1{7'59) <N’W’T€éj) <N}:|

- E.’E EZ{(J-) |:1{T (j)<N,...,T ) <N}:| {7 (J) <N}I( 5(J)7 f(])+17g) 1{7’ (g)<N7 T (])<N}:|
L Sk &1 Sk Skt

=E; _EZE@ [1{5_RSNQ>_1}] 1{T§(j) (70, Te0),159) 1{k§Nu>_1}}

< Supyeop;(0,) Pyl —k < NY —1)E, [I(Qg)ﬁggql;g) ' 1{k§Nu)_1}}

= SUPycaB;(0;) P, -k < Nj) E, [Em |:I(T§Igj)’7—§lgyj)+1;g)‘ gslij)] ) 1{k§N(J‘)_1}]

< SuPyeans(0;) By (1(0,71:9)) - subyeap,0;) Py (€ =k < Nj) - Py (k < Nj).
This gives that the expected value of the second sum is less than or equal to

/-1
(SuPyeaBa( ;) By1(0, 7159 ) S > sWycan, 0 Py (€~ k < Nj) - Pu(k < Nj)

[e.9]

2
= <supy€336(oj) EyI(O,Tl;g)) Zk:l SUPyeoB;(0,) Py (K < Nj) - ExNj.

Therefore, putting the estimates together gives

2 [ee]
-E;N;-Y_ sup P, ({<N)

B I(0,75;9)> <20 [ sup B, 1(0,71;9)
jEL (—1 YE€0Bs(0;)

yEIBs (OJ)

—l—lZ[ sup EyI(O,Tl;g)2 - ExNj.
jeL

yEIBg (OJ)

O

Proof of Lemmal[9.2. The main idea of the proof comes from [I8, Theorem 3.16].
Given any € > 0, we define g° (t) = E\-S5%. ® for any ¢ > 0. Conditioning on 77 yields

o
— [ BulStelrf = 2ldF (@),
0
where F© (-) is the distribution function of 7f. Note that

. e 1 gFt—z)ifx<t
E)e [SNs(t)|7'1 —ZE} —{ By [SSlre=a] ifz >t
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which implies
t
7 <t>=/ o (t — 2) dF® (2) + B (1),
0
with -
B (1) = / By [S5]75 = 2] dF* (x).
t

Since ExeS§ = [)° Exe [S5|mf = 2] dF* (z) < oo, we have h® (t) < Ej-S§ for all t > 0.
Moreover, if we apply Holder’s inequality first and then the conditional Jensen’s inequality,
we find that for all ¢ > 0,

e ([ etsiet =aar o) ([ var )’

<(1- F (1)) ( / " By (52|75 = «ldF? <x>) T -Fw)

[NIES
N[ =

(Ex (S5)%)2.

Given ¢ € (0,¢ — hy) let U = eg/EEAsTf. According to Theorem [R5 there exists
g0 € (0,1) and a constant ¢ > 0 such that
/e

1 — F& (U®) = P\e (15 /Eeri > /%) < e

for any € € (0,e9). Also by Theorem RI U® < T* for all £ small enough. Hence for any
t>Ue,

1— F°(t) <1— F°(U?) < e and k¢ (t) < e "*/2(B, (59)?)2.

By Proposition 3.4 in [I8], we know that for any € > 0, for ¢ € [0, 00)

g€<t>=h€<t>+/0 B (& — ) da (),

where

a® (t) = /OOO Ey\e [N€ (t)|mf = x]dF® (z) = Exs (N (t)) .
This implies

Ex-Syeas) _ he(T9) 1

Te_Ue 1 T=
Te Te +ﬁ/o he (T° — z) da <x>+ﬁ/ﬁ [ e = @) de (x),

ExeS5 e o1 a5 (T — U°) af (T%) — af (T° — U?)
< St 4 e (B (S)) e o+ Bae S Te =

where we use h® (t) < E)-S7 to bound the first term and the third term, and h® (t) <
6_562/6/2(E)\s (59)%)Y/2 for any t > UF for the second term.
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To calculate the decay rate of the first term, we apply Lemma [Z.21] to find that for any
n > 0, there exists g € (0,1) such that for any ¢ € (0, dp)

.. E\-ST .
— > — — — .
hIEIl 131f elog — mllelg [f () + W ()] =W (01) +¢c—h1 —n. (12.1)

For the decay rate of the second term, given any § > 0

< 0/e e (e _JJE
lim inf —elog <e‘ce£/ (B (Sf)2)§M> (12.2)
e—0 Te

_Ch Ce | poie cov1af (T°=U®)\
_4hgn_>10nfz—:e —|—h£n_>10nf elog <(E)\s (51))27]75 = 00,

t/e — o0 and also because

where the last equality holds since £ > 0 implies liminf. ,qce
Lemma and Corollary ensure that
liminf, 0 —e log((Ex (59)%)Y2af(T¢ — U*)/T¢) is bounded below by a constant.

For the last term, note that for any e fixed, the renewal function a (¢) is subadditive in
t (see for example Lemma 1.2 in [I7]), so we have a® (T°) — a® (T° — U®) < af (U®). Thus
we apply by Lemma [T.21] Corollary and Theorem to find that for any n > 0, there
exists dp € (0,1) such that for any ¢ € (0,dp),

af (T¢) — a (T° — U€)>

lim inf —¢ log <E,\s ST
e—0

TE
E( € €
< Fominf — LGE 4 Fminf o 1%
> h]gn_}l(])nf elog F)-ST + 1116n_>1(1]1f elog e + 1116n_>1(1)1f elog T
2 inf [f (2) + W (2)] = W (O1) + (¢ = h1 =€) = . (12.3)

Since ([IZ3) holds for all ¢ > 0, by sending ¢ to 0, we know that (IZ3)) holds with ¢ = 0.
Putting the bounds (I21)), (I2:2)) and (I23]) with ¢ = 0 together gives that for any n > 0,
there exists dy € (0, 1) such that for any § € (0,dp),

E)\s SE e(Te
liminf —¢log ()
e—0

Zigg[f(:n)—l—W(x)]—W(01)+c—h1—77-

Proof of Lemmal9]. By the definition of W (x),
2 inf [f (2) + W (2)] = 2W (01) =
=2 inf [f (z) + min (V(O;, ) + W (0;))] = 2W (O1) — h
€A JeL

= Ijrgln,{2 ;gij [f (ZE) +V (Oj, :E)] + 2W (Oj) —2W (01) — hl}

Define Q; = 2infyca [f (x) + V (O;,2)] +2W (O;) —2W (O1) — hy. Then it suffices to show
that Q; > R\ for all j € L.
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For j = 1, Q1 = 2infeen[f (¢) + V (Or,2)] — by = RY). For j € L\ {1}, Q; > R if
and only if W (O;) — hiy > W (O1 U Oy) . Recall that

W (0;) = glelgg‘) [Z(m—m)égv (Om,Op)| and W (0O, U0;) = ge%lgl,j) Z(m—m)égv (Om, On)] :

Therefore, for any g € G (j) such that W (O;) = >, n)e5 V (Om, On) , if we remove the
arrow starting from 1, and assume that it goes to 4, then it is easy to see that § = g\{(1,7)} €
G(1,7). Since V(O1, O;) > hy, we find that

W (Oj) —hi= Z(m—m)éé v (Om’ On) —h= Z(m—m)éﬁ v (Om’ On) + V(Ol’ Oj) —

> 1 = .
2 o [Z(m%)eg‘/ (Om, On)} W (01U 0))
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