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THE BOOTSTRAP FOR DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

KASUN FERNANDO AND NAN ZOU

ABSTRACT. Despite their deterministic nature, dynamical systems often exhibit seemingly random
behaviour. Consequently, a dynamical system is usually represented by a probabilistic model of
which the unknown parameters must be estimated using statistical methods. When measuring
the uncertainty of such parameter estimation, the bootstrap stands out as a simple but powerful
technique. In this paper, we develop the bootstrap for dynamical systems and establish not only
its consistency but also its second-order efficiency via a novel continuous Edgeworth expansion for

dynamical systems. This is the first time such continuous Edgeworth expansions have been studied.

Moreover, we verify the theoretical results about the bootstrap using computer simulations.

CONTENTS
1. Introduction
2. Notation and Preliminaries
I Continuous Edgeworth Expansions
3. Spectral Assumptions
4. First-order Continuous Edgeworth Expansions
5. Examples
IT The Bootstrap
6. The Bootstrap Algorithm
7. Asymptotic Accuracy of the Bootstrap
8. Application of the Bootstrap to our Examples
9. Computer Simulation of the Bootstrap
References

1. INTRODUCTION

ot

19
24

33
33
35
39
42
48

After its establishment in late 19th century through the efforts of Poincaré [64] and Lyapunov
[19], the theory of dynamical systems was applied to study the qualitative behaviour of dynamical
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processes in the real world. For example, the theory of dynamical systems has proved useful in,
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among many others, astronomy [l2], chemical engineering [3], biology [51], ecology [74], demography
[31], economics [75], language processing [05], neural activity [71], and machine learning [9], [16]. In
particular, deep neural networks can be considered as a special class of discrete-time dynamical
systems [75].

While a continuous-time dynamical system is often expressed as a system of differential equations,
a discrete-time dynamical system can be written as a process {X;,i = 0,1,2,...} iteratively
generated by a deterministic transformation function g which, in practice, is often unknown:

(11) Xz = g(Xi_l),i = 1,2, e

Since the transformation g is deterministic, conditional on a fixed Xy, the process {X;} will also be
deterministic. However, in the long run, this deterministic process can still exhibit incomprehensibly
complex behaviors and possess seemingly random patterns [0], [11]. For example, has chaotic sample
paths {X;}; see Figure 1. For another example, note that given the initial velocity and acceleration
of a coin toss, the orbit of the coin should be fully determined by the laws of physics, and hence,
should be deterministic [11]; however, the landing of the coin may still appear to be random. In
light of this, instead of trying to figure out the exact value of X; with a given initial state Xy, one
makes the compromise of analyzing the probabilistic features of the process {X;} assuming that the
initial state Xy is randomly generated from an unknown initial distribution p, i.e.,

(1.2) Xo ~ pi.
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FIGURE 1. A sample path of the dynamical system with g(z) = 4x(1 — z).

Usually, parameters of the model (1.1) and (1.2) must be estimated from the available data. This
is carried out in a variety of fields and has wide ranging applications; for earlier surveys, see [1], [11],
[35], [30]; for a recent review with numerous references, see [53]. There is also an increasing trend to
study the estimation and prediction in dynamical systems theoretically, and several recent works
in this vein include [29], [52], [54], [55], [58], [73]. They present the consistency and/or the rate of
convergence in various point estimation or prediction settings. However, as far as we understand,
the limiting distributions of these estimators or predictors have not been studied yet, although some,
e.g., [52], [55], indicated determining limiting distributions as a future direction.

When approximating the limiting distribution of the estimators or predictors, the bootstrap [17]
stands out as a simple but powerful data-driven technique. In fact, the bootstrap is deceptively
simple to state. Initially, by mimicking the generating process of the original dataset, the bootstrap
creates a number of pseudo-datasets, each of which has the same size as the original dataset.
Afterwards, the bootstrap uses the variation among these pseudo-datasets to approximate the
randomness of the original dataset and the distribution of the estimators or predictors calculated
from the pseudo-datasets to approximate the distribution of the original estimator or predictor; see
Figure 2 for an illustration of the classical bootstrap for the mean with iid sampling.
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Pseudo-data: 3, 3, 9]—> Mean: 5
Pseudo-data: 3, 6, 3]—> Mean: 4

Pseudo-data: 9, 6, 3]—> Mean: 6 /

FIGURE 2. Approximating the distribution of the sample mean by the classical bootstrap.
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Admittedly, the application of the bootstrap to dynamical systems is not brand new: in [31],
local-bootstrap predictors are averaged out to improve a derivative-based prediction of X;; in [1&],
averaged block-bootstrap estimators are used with the intention of refining an adaptive least square
estimator; in [20], the empirical distribution obtained from a parametric bootstrap approach is
used to estimate some non-identifiable parameters. However, as far as we know, there is neither a
theoretical study of a bootstrap method for dynamical systems nor any bootstrap methods developed
for the generic application in the dynamical setting.

The absence of the related literature may be due to the fact that developing a bootstrap method
for the generic dynamical system setting is not a straightforward task. For example, since the
transformation function ¢ is deterministic, dynamical systems generated by (1.1) and (1.2) is in
general not a-mixing as in [68]; see [29, p. 709]. Hence, it is not completely clear if the block
bootstrap in [12], [15] could be applied to dynamical systems. In this paper, instead of analyzing
the block bootstrap, we design a novel bootstrap method specifically for dynamical systems (see
Section 6) in which (1) generate pseudo initial state X from p*, an initial distribution that may
depend on {X;}, (2) obtain g, an estimate of the transformation function g, and finally, (3) generate
pseudo data {X;} by

(1.3) X =G(X; ), i=1,2....

The consistency of the dynamical system bootstrap in (1.3) is not something we immediately
expect, let alone its second-order efficiency. Indeed, the bootstrap in (1.3) tries to mimic the original
dynamical system by mimicking the transformation function g and initial distribution u, but a
small perturbation in ¢ and p may cause major changes in the dynamical system. First, the orbit
of a nonlinear dynamical systems is generally very sensitive to small changes in its initial state
Xo. Hence, it is not clear whether the dynamical system with an initial state generated from the
bootstrap initial distribution p* is a good approximation of the dynamical system with the true
initial distribution p. Second, statistical properties like ergodicity may not be preserved under
small changes in the transformation function g. As a result, it is not clear if the dynamical system
based on the estimated transformation, g, is a good approximation of the actual one. For a further
discussion about robustness of dynamical systems, or lack thereof, we refer the reader to [3], [15],
[60], [66] and references therein.

In this paper, under verifiable assumptions on p* and g, we establish the consistency and the
second-order efficiency of the dynamical system bootstrap in (1.3) for the statistic

(1.4 =3 (),
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where h is a known deterministic function which is commonly referred to as an observable. In
particular, when the variance of the asymptotic distribution of (1.4), o2, is known or can be easily
estimated, we develop a pivoted bootstrap and prove its second-order efficiency when approximating
the limiting distribution of (1.4); see Section 7.1. Moreover, when ¢ is unknown and cannot be
readily estimated, we develop a non-pivoted bootstrap that attains the first-order efficiency; see
Section 7.2. As far as we know, there is no known consistent estimator for o in the dynamical systems
setting. Therefore, as of now, the non-pivoted bootstrap is the only valid way to approximate the
limiting distribution.

The second-order efficiency of the bootstrap is established using the continuous first-order
Edgeworth expansion for dynamical systems. It is an Edgeworth expansion that holds uniformly
with respect to the transformation function g, initial distribution p, and the observable h. This is
the first time such expansions are established for dynamical systems, and our results are a significant
extension of the Edgeworth expansion results in the dynamical system literature, e.g., [22], [37].

The dynamical system in (1.1) may, as in Remark 2.4 of [52], be viewed as a degenerate Markov
chain with one step transition probability
(1.5) p(z, A) = 1{g(z) € A}
whose Markov operator is, indeed, the Koopman operator of the dynamical system in (1.1). Never-
theless, each one of the Markovian settings in [5], [13], [25], [34], [56], [61], [62], [67] is significantly
different from the dynamical system setting, and hence, their results do not apply to our setting.
First, we recall, from [25, p. 1], [67, pp. 254-255], [34, Assumption 2 (iv)], [61, Assumption Al
(i) ], [62, Assumption A2 (i)], and [56, Assumption A2], the assumption of the Markov transition

probability p(z, A) being absolutely continuous. However, since the transformation function g in our
setting (1.1) is deterministic, by (1.5), this absolute continuity assumption in the Markov process
literature is violated. In a word, it is exactly the determinism in dynamical systems that differentiate
them from the setting in these Markov process literature.

Second, on [13, p. 86], the existence of a Markov transition-probability estimator, p,(x, A), such
that
(1.6) lim sup |p,(z, A) — p(x, A)| =0, a.s.
n—oo JS,A

is assumed. Due to (1.5), (1.6) is equivalent to the existence of a transformation-function estimator
gn such that, almost surely, g, = g when n is large enough. However, this assumption is much
stronger than the uniform convergence or even the C'' —convergence and is unrealistic for applications.
Moreover, (1.6) implies strong convergence of the Markov operators of which the dynamical equivalent,
strong convergence of transfer operators, is too restrictive, see [16] for details.

Finally, it is assumed on [5, p. 692] that there exists an accessible atom B, which is a positive-
measure set satisfying
p(z,-) =p(y,-), for all z,y € B.
In the dynamical system setting (1.1), this assumption is equivalent to g being a constant function
over a set with positive measure and is too restrictive in practice.

We also remark that, unlike some of the above Markovian settings, we do not assume the initial
measure £ to be a invariant measure; hence, we do not need {X;} to be stationary.

This article is divided into two parts. In Part I, we establish the continuous first-order Edgeworth
expansions for dynamical systems whose twisted transfer operators have a spectral gap. This is
implemented using the Nagaev-Guivarc’h perturbation method [27], [32], [77] via the Keller-Liverani
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approach [10] combined with recent developments from [20], [22]. The required spectral assumption
and their implications are discussed in Section 3. In Section 4, we use these assumptions to prove
the key theorem in this paper, Theorem 4.2, which establishes the first order continuous Edgeworth
expansion. Moreover, in Section 5, we illustrate our general results by considering several classes of
examples: smooth expanding maps of the circle, piece-wise uniformly expanding maps of an interval,
and Markov models including V' —geometrically ergodic Markov chains. In Part II, we discuss the
bootstrap algorithm in detail and establish its consistency and second-order efficiency using the
Edgeworth expansions. This is done in Section 6 and Section 7. Finally, we discuss the simulation
results for the doubling map, the drill map and the logistic map in Section 9.

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let X be a metric space with a reference Borel probability measure m, J C R be a neighbourhood
of 0, and gp : X — X, 0 € J be a family of dynamical systems, as in (1.1). We assume these systems
are non-singular, i.e., for all 8, for all U C X Borel subsets such that m(U) = 0, we have that
m(g, 'U) = 0. Denote by M;(X) the set of Borel probability measures on X. Let v € M;(X). For
p > 1, by LP(v), we denote the standard Lebesgue spaces with respect to v, i.e.,

LP(v) :={h: X — X | his Borel measurable, v(|h|P) < co}

where the notation v(h) refers to the integral of a function h with respect to a measure v and the
corresponding norm is denoted by || - ||z»(,). When v = m, we often write, L? instead of LF(m).

For us, an observable is a function h € L?, as in (1.4). Given a family of observables {hg}gcs, we
consider the family of Birkhoff sums (also commonly referred to as ergodic sums),

n—1
(2.1) Som(he) =D hg o gg.
k=0
We denote by Hy the operator corresponding to multiplication by hy, i.e.,
(2.2) Hy(¢) = hgt.
Recall that p is the initial distribution as in (1.2). Write
o So.n(ho)
(2.3) Ag = lim E, (n :
So.n(he) —nAp\>
(2.4) oj = lim E, ( onlhg) =1 9) , and
n—o0o \/ﬁ
So.n(ho) —nAp\*
(25) M'uﬁ = ]EN <,n/1/3

for the asymptotic mean, the asymptotic variance and the asymptotic third moment of Birkhoff
sums, Sp,,(hg), respectively. We will see later in Lemma 3.4 that the first two are independent of
the choice of pu.

We say Ly : L' — L' is the transfer operator of gy with respect to m, if for all ¢ € L' and
Y eL™,
(2.6) m(Lo(p) - ¢) = m(p - Yo gy)

Let p € M;(X) be absolutely continuous with respect to m with density p,. Then, from (2.6), it
follows that

(2.7) By (¢"50m 1)) = m (L35, (py)
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where
(2.8) ,Cgﬂ's(') = ﬁg(eiShe'), s € R (with Ly := ,Ce,o) ;
see [32, Chapter XIJ.

Let the standard Gaussian density and the corresponding distribution function be denoted by,
respectively,
(29) (@) = —=e " and o) = [ n)d
. n(x) = e an x) = n .
o - y)ay

We recall the definition of Edgeworth expansions for dynamical systems which were studied exten-
sively in [20], [22].

Definition 2.1 (Edgeworth expansions for the dynamical system gg): The family of Birkhoff
sums {So.,(h)}, satisfies the order r continuous Edgeworth expansion if there exist Ay, og, and for
k=1,...,r polynomials P such that

P, (W < x) — N(z) — Z Pk(x)n(l’)‘ = o(n""/?)

sup
zeR

oov/n — nk/2

as n — oQ.

Note that, in the above definition, the dynamical system is fixed and the polynomials P, depend on
the choice of the dynamical system.

In the setting we work on, we can consider the continuous Edgeworth expansions for the family
of dynamical systems {gp}.

Definition 2.2 (Continuous Edgeworth expansions for the family {(gg, hg)}ocs): The family of
Birkhoff sums {Sp ,,(hg)}o,n satisfies the order r continuous Edgeworth expansion if there exist
Ap, 09, and for k =1,...,r polynomials Py (independent of ) such that

P, (Sf’:n(he)_”A@ < 1’) - N(z) - Z Mn(x) =o(n™"?)

sup <
U@ﬁ Pt nk/2

zeR

as n — oo and 6 — 0.

Note that the polynomials P above, unlike the previous case, do not depend on . It is also worth
mentioning that these polynomials can be explicitly computed, and that their coefficients depend
only on the asymptotic moments of S, (ho).

To illustrate the importance of continuous Edgeworth expansions, suppose the statistic of interest
T is asymptotically normally distributed and its distribution GG and the family of bootstrap estimates,
say {CA?}, which depend on the sample size n, admit a continuous first-order Edgeworth expansion.
Then
G(z) = N() + ——Pi(a)n(@) +o(n2), Clz) = R(x) + —=Py(@)n(z) + 0us.(n/?)
- \/ﬁ 1 ) - \/ﬁ 1 a.s. .
Therefore, we have G — G = oa_s.(nfl/ 2). This is the core of the proof of asymptotic accuracy of
our bootstrap algorithms. With extra information, we may improve the error of approximation to
(’)a,s.(n_l) which is significantly better than that of the Gaussian approximation.

In what follows, £(B, B2) denotes the space of bounded linear operators from a Banach space
(Bi1,] - ||,) to a Banach space (Ba, || - ||5,), and B{ = L(By,C), i.e., the space of continuous linear
functionals on B;. Recall that £(B;, B2) has a standard topology generated by the operator norm
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which we denote by || - ||5,,8,- Given two operators £, and L2, we write £1L2 to denote their
composition £1 o Lo when their composition is well-defined, and when the n—fold composition of £;
with itself is well-defined, we denote it by £}. In addition, B; < By denotes continuous embedding
of spaces, i.e., By C B and there exists ¢ > 0 such that || - ||z, < ¢| - ||5,- Whenever we mention
regularity of an operator-valued function from R" to £(B;, B2), the regularity is with respect to the
standard topologies on the two spaces. Moreover, we say an operator £ has a spectral gap of (1 — k)
on B if 1 is a dominating simple eigenvalue of £ : By — B and rest of its spectrum is strictly inside
a disk in C centred at the origin and having radius k.

Throughout the article, we will use § and x to denote small positive constants with x < 1, while
¢ and C are used for possibly large positive constants. Occasionally, we simply use < to denote
that the estimates hold up to a constant. However, the uniformity of § and s with respect to the
parameter 6 is crucial. In fact, coming up with verifiable assumptions that lead to this uniformity
is one of the main contributions of this article. When several values of §’s arise from different
assumptions, we will always pick the minimum of these §’s without explicitly stating that we do.
When different x’s are present, we will always pick their maximum. Finally, note that the values of
constants can change from one line to the other. Even though it is an interesting problem to figure
out optimal constants, we choose to focus entirely on the asymptotic accuracy (for which the value
of the constants are irrelevant), and in turn, keep the exposition simpler.

PART I — CONTINUOUS EDGEWORTH EXPANSIONS

Our goal in this part of the paper is to establish the first-order continuous Edgeworth expansions
for the Birkhoff sums, Sy ,,(hg). To this end, we employ the spectral approach. It has been used to
establish limit theorems for dynamical systems and Markov chains with much success (see [0], [20],
[22], [32], [33] and references therein for a discussion). The operator that takes the centre stage in
this approach is the transfer operators, Ly, defined by the duality relation Equation (2.6). If the
reader is familiar with Markov operators in Markov chains, then they may see some correspondence.
However, the transfer operator is, in general, not a Markov operator.

The coding of the characteristic function using the transfer operator in (2.7) allows us to translate
the spectral properties of Lg ;s to properties of Sp,(hg). Standard facts about transfer operators
which we state without proof are discussed in detail in [6], [22], [32], [33]. We will refer the reader
to those references whenever we omit proofs.

Now, we state a key example to keep in mind throughout the discussion.

Example 1 (C! perturbations of C? expanding maps of T): Let X = T be the one dimensional
torus (the interval [0, 1] with 0 and 1 identified) along with the standard Lebesgue measure as the
reference measure m. Let g € C%(T, T) uniformly expanding map with ||¢’||= > 2. Let gg, 6 € [0, 1]
with go := g be such that dc1(gg,9) = |lgo — gl + |lgh — ¢'ll L < 6. We recall that the transfer
operator Ly takes the following form:

Lo(p)(z) = Z M, Vz €T, V€ L.

yeg, {=}

From the Nagaev-Guivarc’h spectral approach in [27], [57], it follows that for all 6, Ly as an operator
acting on C’l(’]I‘, R) has simple maximal eigenvalue 1, and that gy has a unique absolutely continuous

invariant probability measure (acip) vp, i.e., vg(g, }(U)) = vp(U) for all Borel measurable U C X
and vy has a density with respect to m. Also, vy is exponentially mixing, i.e., there exists kg € (0, 1)
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such that for all ¢, € C1(T,R),

vo( - o gg) — va(@)ve(¥)] < Cpy ok
Later, we shall see that kg and C, ¢ can be chosen to be independent of 6 (at least for 6 close
to 0). In addition, under some non-degeneracy assumption on the observable hy, the Birkhoff
sums Sy, g(hg) satisfy the central limit theorem (CLT), the large deviation principle (LDP) and the
first-order Edgeworth expansion; see [20], [21].

0.6 -

0.4}

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

FiGURE 3. The doubling map and a periodic cubic spline approximation.

More concretely, consider the doubling map, g : T — T, given by
g(x) =2z mod 1

and its periodic cubic spline approximations. We recall that this is one of the simplest examples
of 1—dimensional smooth maps that gives rise to chaos. As we shall see later, period cubic spline
approximation can be considered as a C'—perturbation of g. In Figure 3, we depict a periodic cubic
spline approximation of the doubling map sketched using some noisy data. In simulations, since we
do not have the a priori knowledge of whether the data is generated by a map which is continuous
on T, we consider T to be [0, 1] with 0 and 1 identified, and use natural spline approximations.

3. SPECTRAL ASSUMPTIONS

In this section, we state assumptions similar to those in [22, Section 1.2] (which are based on ideas
from [33], [10]), in order to establish continuous Edgeworth expansions for (possibly unbounded)
observables.

Assumption (A): There exist § > 0, pp > 1 and Banach spaces B and B such that
(3.1) B < B < L”(m)
each containing 1x, and satisfying

(1) For all § € (=6,0) and s € R, Lo € L(B,B) N L(B,B) and (0,s) — Lgis € L(B,B) is

continuous, B
(2) Either B = B, or there exist ¢,C > 0 and € (0,1) such that
(3.2) sup | L5l < ¢ w95 + CM[¥llz

161,]s1€[0,0]
for all ¥ € B and n.
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Assumption (B): There exist § > 0 and a sequence of Banach spaces
(3.3) B=x—»xPoxosaxPonosalormsaox=58

each containing 1x, and satisfying

(1) For all a = 0,1,2,3, for all § € (=6,0) and s € R, L5 € L(Xa, Xa) N LA, XF),
(2) For all § € (=4,0), forall a =0,1,2 and j = 1,...,3 —a, the map s — Ly ;s € E(X,§+),Xa+j) is
C7 on (—0,9) with the j-th derivative:
(£8:)V() = L33s((iSp.n(ha)) ) € LX), Xasy),

(3) Either

° XO = X3(+), or

e (0,s) — Lys € L£(X,, X)) is continuous on (—6,8) x R and there exist ¢,C' > 0 and

k € (0,1) such that

(3-4) sup ||£g;,¢le < ¢ & [Ylle + C*[¥]l5
161s1€[0.0]

for all ¥ € C and n, and whenever C = X, or Xé‘*) fora =0,1,2,3.
Assumption (C): There exist x € (0,1), 6 > 0 such that

(1) Lo has a spectral gap of (1 — k) on B,

(2) For all § € (—4,6), 1 is an eigenvalue of Ly : B — B,

(3) Lo has a spectral gap of (1 — k) in A, and XCEJ“) forall a =0,1,2,3,

(4) For all § € (—6,0) and for all s # 0, The spectrum of the operators Ly ;s acting on either X, or
X for some a = 0,1,2,3 is contained in {z € C | |z| < 1}.

These assumptions are natural in the context of dynamical systems. Consider Assumption (A),
and for a fixed #, Assumption (B) and assume that B = B. Then the former allows us to apply
classical perturbation theory in [38] and the latter is the standard assumption to implement the
Nagaev-Guivarc’h perturbation method and prove limit theorems for dynamical systems as in [(],
[32]. Note that, in this case, the regularity Assumption (B)(2) combined with (2.7) imply that
S Eu(eissnv"(h‘))) is three times continuously differentiable. This means that S, ¢(hg) has three
finite moments. Later, we shall see that this also implies the existence of the first three asymptotic
moments, Ag, 03 and M, ¢.

In the general case, Assumption (B), in particular, the uniform Doeblin-Fortet inequality given
by (3.4) allows us to apply the Keller-Liverani perturbation result [10] in our context. This is the
approach used in [33] in a Markovian context, and more recently, in [22] for some dynamical systems.
The advantage of the method is that it allows to establish various limit theorems for unbounded
observables, and hence, under moment conditions very close to the optimal assumptions in the iid
setting, and in particular, more general observables than the observables considered in [13], [34].

Assumption (C)(1) is equivalent (see [33, Section 1]) to
lim ||£§ — HOHB,B < Cgk"
n—oo

where Il is the rank one eigenprojection to the eigenspace of the eigenvalue 1 having the form
IIy(¢) = m(p)py, where p,, is the density of the unique exponentially mixing acip vy. In Markovian
settings, this is referred to as geometric ergodicity. In Assumption (C)(2), we require that 1 is
an eigenvalue of Ly, which means that gg has an absolutely continuous invariant measure. As we
shall see later, along with Assumption (A), this implies that gy (at least, for 6 close to 0) has a
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unique and exponentially mixing acip. Assumption (C)(4) implies that g is also an exact dynamical
system [14, Chapter 4.3]. So, our exposition is limited to dynamical systems that exhibit strong
pseudo-stochastic behaviour.

Remark 3.1: Since, in proofs, we only need #—continuity of spectral data at 0 and s—continuity
everywhere (for 6 close to 0), we can replace Assumption (A)(1) with

(3.5) " %ig%o 0 1£6,is — Lollg 5 =0 and g% [ Lo,is — Lo,isllz 5 =0, for 6 small, for all 5 € R.
7S 9’ ’ ’

However, the (6, s)—continuity on [—4, §] x R is true in all the examples of dynamical systems we
consider.

Remark 3.2: In [22], [33], assumptions equivalent to (3.1) and (3.3) are stated for LP spaces with
respect to invariant measures. Here, we use the reference measure because in applications the
invariant measure is not known a priori, and hence, the assumptions with respect to the invariant
measure cannot be easily verified. We note that the results in [33, Appendix A] are abstract (in
the sense that they are results about operators in general) and do not depend on the choice of the
measure. In fact, see comments on Condition (I? ) in [33, Section 4]. It is sufficient that m € B'.
This, we will assume throughout the discussion, and in all our examples, it is true because we let
B=L'(m).

In order to establish the §—continuity of s—derivatives of Ly ;s (whose existence we will show

using previous assumptions), we need an extra assumption on {Hp}, and hence, on {hy}.

Assumption (D): Let C; — Cy # B be two spaces appearing next to each other in (3.3). For all
9, for all Cl,CQ, Hg() S E(Cl,Cg) and

(3.6) lim |[Hg — Hollc, ¢, = 0.
6—0

Remark 3.3: In the key application we discuss in Part 11, hy = h is independent of 6. Therefore,

(3.6) is satisfied automatically. Also, in the special case of all B = Xy = /'\f'3(+), we have that
Hy(-) € L(B,B) if B is a Banach Algebra and hg € B. Indeed, this will be the case in most of our
examples.

Finally, we state an assumption that is required for the CLT to be non-degenerate. In particular,
the following assumption guarantees that the asymptotic variance is non-zero.

Assumption (E):
(1) There does not exist £ € L*(m) and a constant ¢ such that hg = £ o gy — £ + c,

(2) the sequence
n—1
(et
k=0

has an L?(m)—weakly convergent subsequence.

neN

Remark 3.4: The Assumption (E)(1) is commonly written as

(3.7) hg is not go—cohomologous to a constant in L%(m),
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Suppose this is true. Then,

\/15 (kzzo ho(g6(x0)) — nc) = ho(f"(a;()\)/)ﬁ_ ho (o)

So, the left hand side goes to 0, and hence, oy = 0. For the converse, see [14, Lemma A.16]. In this
case, the CLT is degenerate.

Along a periodic orbit {g&(zo)|k = ,n— 1} of length n,
Z ho(g6 (20)) Z h(g Z (f(gé““( 0) — L(gh(z0)) + c) =nc
k=0 k=0 k=0

because ¢"(xg) = xg. So, if there are two periodic orbits along which the ergodic averages are
different, then we have (3.7). Moreover, if B < L? then the second condition is satisfied; see
Remark 3.12.

Under the spectral assumptions, we prove three Lemmas in the next section. We use ideas in
[22], [33], [10] as well as standard functional analytic tools to prove these results. The significance
here is the uniformity of certain conclusions in 6. This is the crucial first step to obtain asymptotic
expansions uniform in 6.

3.1. Spectral decomposition of transfer operators. The gist of the perturbation theorems is
the following: small regular perturbations of a bounded linear operator

— result in perturbations of its spectrum that are as regular as the original perturbations,
— do not change the structure of the spectrum.

In our case, £y has a spectral gap, and hence, a leading simple eigenvalue 1. Ly ;s is a continuous
perturbation of Ly. Therefore, for small enough 6 and s, Ly ;s has a leading simple eigenvalue
which remains closer to 1 (in fact, when s = 0 it is equal to 1), and depends continuously on the
perturbation (0, s). This is part of the conclusion of the lemma below.

Lemma 3.1: Suppose the Assumptions (A) and (C)(1,2) hold and let & € (x,1). Then there exist
6 >0 and a family (\g(is), g s, Ag.is) (9,5)c[~5,5)2 Which is continuous as a function from [, 5]2
C x (L(B.B))*,
HG,is[’G,is = fCG,isHQ,is = )‘G(is)HG,iSa
and for any n,

(3.8) B is = Nolis) "y s + Ay € L(B,B) N L(B, B)
where
(3.9) sup [|Ag;sllss = O(F").

161,]s1€[0,6]
In addition, for all 6 € [—§, d], we have that
(3.10) Ao = Ag(0) =1 = lim N\g(is),

5—0
ge admits a unique invariant measure vy with density p,,, Ig() :=Ilgo(-) = m(-)py,, and
(3.11) K:= sup sup {||(z — Lo) M| l2 >Rz — 1> (1 — R)/z} < .
161,]s]€[0,0]

Remark 3.5: From (3.9), it follows that, for small # and s, the spectral radius of Ag ;s : B — B is
at most k£ < 1. In fact, \g(is) is the dominating eigenvalue of Ly ;s with the corresponding rank-one
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eigenprojection Iy ;5. Also,

li Iy ;s — 11 ~=0
(6,5)1—21%070) 1To.s OHB’B

by continuity at (0,0). The uniform boundedness of the resolvent (3.11) is used in Lemma 3.3 to
show that the first three s—derivatives of Iy ;s are continuous at 6 = 0.

Proof. There are two cases.

First, assume that B = B. Then, by the classical perturbation theory of linear operators, ([32,
Chapter XI] and [38, Chapters 7 and 8]), there exists 6 > 0 such that for all |s|, |0] < J, Lg ;s as an
operator in L(B, B) has the decomposition

(3.12) Lo s = Mo(i5)lp s 4+ Mo s

where 1l ;5 is the eigenprojection to the top eigenspace of Ly ;s, the essential spectral radius of Ag ;s
is StriCtly less than |)‘9(Z8)|a and A@,isHO,is = HO,iSAG,is = 0. A1507 (97 3) = ()\a(iS),HQ,iS, AH,is) is
continuous from [—4,6]* to C x (£(B,B))2. Tterating (3.12), it follows that for all |s|,|d| < 4,

(313) Eg,is = A@(is)nHG,is + Ag,is 5

with sup [ AL[s5 = OGR").
Is,161€[0,0]

Second, if the spaces are different, we apply the Keller-Liverani perturbation theorem, [10,
Theorem 1] as formulated in [33, Theorem (K-L)]. This gives the decomposition (3.12) as operators
in £(B, B), the continuity of (6, s) — (No(is), g is, Agis) as a map from [—4, 6] to C x (L(B, B))?,
and the estimate

sup Al = OG").
101,]s|€[0,0]

In both cases, \gp := A\g(0) is the leading eigenvalue of Ly and that the rest of the spectrum of
Ly is inside a disk of radius R centered at the origin. So, A\g = 1. Also, 1 is an isolated simple
eigenvalue of Ly because the rank of eigenprojections (multiplicity of eigenvalues) are preserved
(see [38, Chapter 8.3] and [10, Lemma 1]). So, there exists p,, > 0 such that m(p,,) = 1 and
Lo(pv,) = pu, - Since Ly is a transfer operator of gy, this is equivalent to the existence of a unique
ergodic absolutely continuous invariant measure vy with density p,, (See [0, Proposition 4.2.7]).
Both IIy(-) = m(-)py, and (3.11) follow from [32, Chapter XI] and [10]. O

Remark 3.6: Note that, for each 0, we could have applied the corresponding perturbation theorems
to s = Lg ;5 with the additional assumption that Ly has a spectral gap. From this, we do not obtain
results uniform in 6.

Remark 3.7: Under the weaker assumption (3.5), we would still have the spectral decomposition
(3.12) and the rest of the conclusion except the (6, s)—continuity of (Ag(is), g s, Ags). Instead, it
would be continuous at (0,0), and also, there is an s—neighbourhood (—d, ) on which for each
near 0, s — (Ag(is), g s, Mg is) is continuous.

To establish a uniform first-order Edgeworth expansion, the continuity of s — Ly ;s, established
in Lemma 3.1 is not sufficient. Moreover, Sy, (hg) should have at least three moments. The
regularity assumption in Assumption (B) of s — Ly ;5 being C?3 is sufficient for the existence of three
moments (see Section 3.2) and yields the asymptotic expansions for the characteristic functions (see
Section 4.1).

Lemma 3.2: Suppose the Assumptions (A), (B), and (C)(1-3) hold. Let & € (k,1). Then, there
exists 0 > 0 and a family (Ag(is), g s, Ag’is)(ejs)e[_&(gp which is continuous as a function in (0, s)
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from [—4,48]% to C x (£(B, B))? and for each 6 € [—d, ], C*—smooth as a function in s from [—4, d]
to € x (£(X, 257))%
H@,is[ﬁ,is = £0,iSH9,is = )‘G(is)HG,isa
and for all n,
3

(3.14) s = 20(i) Has + A7 s, i () (£ ) N LA, 205)).
a=0

where for each 6,

(3.15) max_ sup ||( g,is)(j)HXng(Jr) = O(&").

7=0,---35/€[0,9)

Remark 3.8: Note that this Lemma is similar to [22, Proposition 1.9]. However, we consider a
two-dimensional perturbation: a C* s—perturbation and a continuous §—perturbation. If we were
to apply the two dimensional generalization of [22, Proposition 1.9], we would have required the
9—perturbation to be C* as well. Instead, we opt for weaker assumptions which are easier to verify.
As a result, our conclusions are weaker but sufficient for applications we have in mind.

Proof. If B = g, then the theorem follows directly from the classical perturbation theory of linear
operators.

In the case of Xy = Xéﬂ and B # g, we consider the chain of spaces:
B < B < LP(m)
Write Vi = (—4,d), with ¢ as in Lemma 3.1. The Assumptions (A) and (C)(1-2) yield the spectral
decomposition (3.14) of Lg ;s as operators in L(B,B) N L(B,B), and the continuity of the spectral
data as functions of (6,s) € V1 x V;. Also, for 6 € Vi, Ly has a spectral gap of (1 — &) on B and we

have the uniform boundedness of the resolvent given in (3.11). Assumption (B) says that for all
0 € V1, s L is C? as a function from V; to L(B,B).

Recall from [33, Section 7.2] that

1 _
H@,is = % ﬁ(z — ‘C.g,is) 1 dz

where I' is a circle centred at 1 € C with radius € + (1 — k)/2 for any ¢ sufficiently small. For a
function f of two variables x and y, let Ay [f(x,y)] := f(z,y + h) — f(z,y), and let the superscript
(j) denote the jth derivative with respect to s. Then,

1 1
Hé,i)s = lim E(He,z’(s-&-h) — g i(s4n))
1 1

= o P G lE = Loierm) = (2= Lags) ] dz

1

1 1 .
~omi 1 lim 2[(2 = Lo,is) ™ (Lojistn) = Lojis) (2 = Lai(s+m)~ 1 d2

1

(1) 1
1 - . .
(3.16) 3 .2 Lois)” LS (2 = Los) " dz
1
n® = b m Ta e W
0.is 211 T hlig) h h[<z [:9 18) ‘CQ zs( ﬁ@,zs) ] dz
1

= 11 ,() _ -1
T 2mi Fllzlg(l)hAh[( — Lo,is) ]Ee,is(z Lyis) " dz
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1 -1 (1) -1
2mi Jr flng(lJ h( — Loi(s+n)” DnlLly;l(z — Lois) ™ dz

1 1 _
lim —(z — Lgi(s+h)) el

A —L,:)"4d
o rh—0h 0,i(s+h) wl(z — Lois)” '] dz

)

1

(3.17) = o b Lois) LY (2 — Lois) " dz,
and similarly,
1
3.18 H(3-) = — z— Ly is) 1£(3) z— Los “ldz
0,is ) 0,is )
? 211 T

whenever the integrals make sense. Note that (z — ,Cg,is)_l,ﬁ((fgs € L(B,B) for (0,s) € V1 x V1.
Therefore, for § € Vy, s+ Iy is C? as a function from Vi to L(B, B).

A similar argument gives, for j = 1,2, 3,

/) 1 ( -1
Aéj,is =55 ]{f(z —Loyis)” 15533(2 — Los) " dz

where I is a circle centred at 0 € C with radius € +  for any ¢ sufficiently small because
1

A@z’s = 5
' 2mi J§

D (2 — Lo is)” L.
Therefore, for 6 € V1, s+ Ag ;5 is C? on V;. Moreover, since

1 -1
Agﬂs =5 %z”(z — Lgis)  dz,
we have that

n -1 ,0) _
:% fz (Z_[’B,is) 1£9],i5(2_£9,is) 1d2’,

and as a result,
1A Dlls 5 < (2m) T K|LF), 8,85 = Op(5").

Note that for (0, s) € Vi x Vi, due to (3.12),
Lo,isg ;s = Ng(i5)Ip ;s
and hence,
p(Lo,isIlp is1x) = Ng(is) (g is1x).

In particular,
lim  m(Ip1x) = m(Ilolx) = m(m(1x)py,) =1 #0

(8,5)—(0,0)

So, reducing § if necessary, for (6,s) € V1 x Vi,
. m(‘C@ isHG is]-X)

3.19 Ao(is) = "

(3-19) olis) m(Ilg ;1)

Note that
J ) .

[1(Lg,isMp,is1x)]" Z ( ) £y g P1x), j=1,2,3, and

[1(Ig 151 x)]9) = u(ngj? 1x), j=1,2,3.

RE]
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for any p. So, for each 6 € Vy, for each j = 1,2, 3, )\(gj)(is) can be written as a linear combination of
s—continuous functions on V; using the quotient rule. So, A\g(:) € C3(V1) as required.

For the general case, consider chains of length 3:
C < B LP(m)

where C is either X, or Xé‘” for a = 0,1,2,3. Then conditions in the Assumption (A) are satisfied
with B replaced by C: Lg ;s are bounded linear operators on C and B and (0,5) — Lgis € L(C, E) is
continuous. The uniform Doeblin-Fortet inequality follows from the Assumption (B)(3). Also, the
Assumption (C)(3) tells that Lo has a spectral gap of (1 — k) on C. So, we have that there exists
Ve, a neighbourhood of 0, such that for all 6 € V¢, Ly has a spectral gap of (1 — &) on C. Also, we
have the uniform boundedness of the resolvent

sup sup {[1(z = Los) e 2] = &z =1 > (1 7)/2} < oc.
101,]s|eVe

For a fixed 6, we need to show the C® s—regularity of spectral data. To this end, we adapt the
proof of [22, Proposition 1.9]. So, we check conditions of [33, Proposition A.1], and in particular,
the Condition D(3) there. Consider the neighbourhood Vo = (=4, d) of 0, and write

I={X,a=0,1,2,3} U{x",a=0,1,2,3},
and let j = 1,2,3. Define Ty,77 on I by
To(Xa) = XD, Ti(X) = Xaa,

a
and map to {0} otherwise. Note that we have omitted Xy from I. Then, we have condition D(3)(0).
Also, for a = 0,1,2,3, s = Lg ;s is continuous as a function from V, to E(Xa,/l’éﬂ) due to the
Assumption (B)(1). This is D(3)(1). Note that
Xorj = TU(ToTy) (X))

fora = 0,1,2 and j = 1,...,3 — a. Due to the Assumption (B)(2), we have D(3)(2) because
s Ly ;s is C7 as a function from Vs to LX), X,+j). We already have D(3)(3') because of the
uniform boundedness of R,(¢,s) at the beginning.

Define ¥V = N¢Ve. Then, reducing ¢ if necessary, [—d,0] C V, and for all § € [—§, ], we have the
C? smoothness of the spectral data as a function of s € [—4,8]. This follows from the conclusion
[33, Proposition A.1] and the discussion preceding it. (3.15) follows from [33, Corollary 7.2]. O

Remark 3.9: It follows that if  — Eéjg . is continuous at 0 (for which we give a sufficient condition

in Lemma 3.3), then the implied constant in (3.15),
(2m) " K2 L) |

is continuous at 6§ = 0, and hence, can be bounded by a constant independent of 6.

B.,B >

Remark 3.10: We can say more. The same argument applied to sub-chains of spaces in (3.3), we
can conclude the following.

e The family (Aa(is), g s, Agis) (0,5)c[-5,0]2 18 continuous as a function in (0, s) from [, 8)? to

C x (C(Xj,X](i,)n))2 and for each 0 € [—4,0], C™-smooth as a function in s from [—§, d] to

C x (L(X;, X)) for any 0< j < j+m <3,
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3.20 max  max su A7) = O(g").
(3:20) =0,-,3 =0, 3‘“|9\,|slerfo,6]”( i) HXaini; (")

Remark 3.11: Under the weaker assumption (3.5), as before, we have the spectral decomposition
(3.12) and the rest of the conclusion except the (6, s)—continuity of (Ag(is), g s, Ags). Instead, we
have the same conclusion of Remark 3.7. See also the remark appearing after [33, Theorem K-L].

Next, under the extra assumption, the Assumption (D), we establish that

)

0,is’

J=0,1,2,3,

as functions from [—d,8)? to £(X0,X§+)), are continuous at (0,0), and in particular, they are
bounded. This fact will be used to control the error in the asymptotic expansions of characteristic
functions in Section 4.1.

Lemma 3.3: Suppose the Assumption (A), (B), (C)(1-3), and (D) hold. Then, for all j =0,1,2,3,

(3.21) (675%13(1070) ), — 1’ loxeh =0-

where C is a Banach space in (3.3) such that C < -+ < Xé” is any sub-chain of j + 2 spaces in
(3.3) and a € {0,1,2,3} is such that such a space C exists.

Proof. j = 0 is already a conclusion of Lemma 3.2. So, we focus on j > 0. From, (3.11), (3.16),
(3.17) and (3.18), we have that the #—continuity of Héjgs is equivalent to —continuity of Egjgs. To
see this, note that

), 15 = 5 e = o) e~ Los) e = 5 f (o L0 - L)
= 57 o= Lo N EFh = LG~ Law) s
3 A= Loio) ™ = (5= Laae) LG — Logo)
3 = Lo LG~ L) = (= L),
and hence, for C; < Cy — g,
||Héj,25 - nggﬂcl Ca
SN = Logs) " leacal 25 = £5) levcallz = Logs) " llew.en

+11(2 = Lg,5) lleaal1 €05 — Lgsllereall(z = £ois) 7 llewen |12 ler.en 12 = Lois) ™ lerey

S
+ (2 = Lgi5) less \Iﬁéfz-)gllcQ,cz 1(z = Lg5) " llescall £osis = Loslereall(z = Lois) " leren-
whenever each of the norms are finite. Here, the implied constants are independent of s and 6.
Now, to prove the #—continuity of L’éjgs, recall that Eéjzs = ﬁgﬂ's((’ihg)j-) and Ly ;s € L(X,, Xé‘”).
So, for 7 =0,1,2,3, '
[’éj,z)s = ij£97i8 o Hg € £(C’ Xa(+))
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for any C in (3.3) such that C < --- < X*) is any sub-chain of j + 2 spaces in (3.3). Our
assumptions on the continuity of Lg ;s and Hyp in (6, s) at (0,0) gives the required result. O

From this, it follows that p,, and )\(gj )

Corollary 3.1: Under the Assumptions (A), (B), (C)(1-3), and (D), for all j =0,1,2,3,

o m 2 s) = XD(0).

(is),7 =0,1,2,3 are continuous in 6 at § = 0.

Proof. From Lemma 3.3, Ig ;s1x, Lg ;511 ;s1x and their first three derivatives with respect to s
are continuous at (0,0) in 0. Finally, due to (3.19), we can represent the s—derivatives of Ag(is) in
terms of s—derivatives of Lg;sIlp;s1x and Ilg;s1x. So, we have the conclusion. O]

Corollary 3.2: Under the Assumptions (A), (B), (C)(1-3) and (D), for all C in (3.3) with C # B
and B — C

Lim lpvy — Prollc = 0.

Proof. Assume B # Xé+), if not, replace X()(+) with the leftmost space C in (3.3) such that C # B
below. Then, the result follows from

love = puolle < Nlove = proll yior = (L) = Mo(Lx)ll ey < [T = Moll 5 e [[1x 15
and the continuity of § — Ily as a function from [—d, 0] to L(B, X()(+)) (the Assumption (B)(3)). O

3.2. Asymptotic moments. In this section, we study the dependency of asymptotic moments on

the parameter 6 and the choice of initial measure p. From the analysis in [20, Section 4], we observe
that there are constants {ay ;} (in our case, these depend on §) for k =1,2,3 and j =0,..., [k/2]
such that

Z'EM(ng(hg) — TLA@) =ayo+ O(F&n),
iQEM([Sg,n(hg) — nAg]Q) =azo+az1n + O(lin),
’igEM([Sgyn(hg) — nAg]g) = a3,0 + a371n + O(/in),

where the implied constant in O(-) is bounded by ||p,||s and continuous in 6 at § = 0 as we sall see
from the proof of Lemma 3.4 below.

Next, we show that Ay and oy are independent of the initial measure p. This is important for
applications we have in mind; see Section 7. Also, under the Assumption (E), oy > 0. Then from
the continuity of oy, we obtain infgy oy > 0. This fact is used in Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 3.4: Let C be a space in (3.3) such that C < X3 — X§+). Suppose that the Assumptions
(B) and (C)(1) hold. Then, Ay, og, M, ¢ are finite, the first two do not depend on the choice of s,

lim Ag = Ay, limo? = o2, lim M, = M,
0—0 " 950 9 0 60 M e

and supg;<s [[Mpuoll < |lpullc. Further, assume that Assumption (E) holds. Then, restricting d, if
necessary, op € (0,00) for § € [, d].

Proof. Combining (2.7) and (3.13), we have,
(3.22) By, (¢"50m0)) = m(L3 1, (p)) = No(is) " m (Mg ispp) +m(AG jopp)
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Note that m(Ilgp,) = 1. Taking the first derivative of (3.22) at s =0,

i (Sno(ho)) = n AP (0) + m(I1Y p,) + m((A5) V).
This yields,
. 1
—ixM(0) = lim ~Eyu(Sna(ho)) = Ap.

n—o0

Note that the limit is independent of the initial measure p because it is )\(gl)(()), and hence, depends

only on the dynamical systems gy and the reference measure m. So, Ay is a function only of 6. Also,
due to Corollary 3.1, it follows that lim Ay = lim —i)\él)(O) = —i)\(()l)(O) = Ap.
0—0 0—0

_ From now on, without loss of generality, we may assume that Ap = 0. If not, we can consider
hg = hy — Ap. Next, taking the second derivative of (3.22) at s =0,

. 2 2

PEy(Sno(he))? = nAg (0) + m(IL p,) + m(1A7]7)p,)
So, we have

Sno(hg)\2
02 = lim ]Eu<”’9n(9)) = 2\2(0) <

n—0o0

This gives that oy is independent of the choice of u. As before, due to Corollary 3.1,

. 2 _ 1 (2 —_ @ _ 2
él_)I%O’g—%l_I)I(l] Ay (0) Ay (0) = op.

It is standard that the Assumption (E) yields oo > 0; see [14, Lemma A.14]. Since 0 — oy is
continuous at # = 0, the positivity of gy in a neighbourhood of 0 follows.

Finally, taking the third derivative of (3.22) at s = 0, we obtain,

. 3 2 1 3 n

By (Sno(h0))® = nlAg” (0) + 38X (©)m(IL p,)] + m(T1gY p) + (A7) P p,)
and from the first derivative equation,

m(T1Vp,) = lim 0B, (S 0(he)) = lim iE,(Sys(he) — ndg) = aro.
Therefore,
Mo = 77(0) + 357 (0m(1Lp,) = A7(0) = 3oFa,

and due to Lemma 3.3 and Corollary 3.1 we have that My , is continuous at 6 = 0. Also,

3 2 1
[Mygl < 5up G O)] + llulle sup A O g oo 5 lpule
which proves the last claim. O

Remark 3.12: Suppose vy(hg) = m(hopy,) = 0; if not, write ho = ho — vo(ho) instead of hg. Then,
due to Assumption (C), ||£5(hopw,)|ls S K™, and provided that B < L? (which is the case in our
examples), we have

D LG (hopuo)lize S ILG (hopuo )8 < 0.
n=0 n=0

This implies that the sequence
n
St
k=0

is bounded in L?, and hence, has a L?—weak convergent subsequence; see [14, Footnote 89]. So, we
have the Assumption (E)(2).
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Remark 3.13: Note that we may have to restrict the original [—§, §] neighbourhood to make sure
that g9 > 0. But for our analysis existence of one such neighbourhood is sufficient. So, reducing § if
necessary, we write

(3.23) g = inf 09 >0 and 6 = sup gy < oc.
0]<s |6|<s

These bounds will appear in later proofs.

Remark 3.14: Note that ago,..., a3 are continuous at § = 0. Since a1 = —ag and az1 = —iM,,
both are continuous at # = 0. It is easy to see from the proof that

(1)

aio = m(Hel (8)

2
P,u)a azo0 = m(Hé )pu), and ago = m(He P,u)-
So, each one of them is continuous at § = 0 as claimed. Moreover, the error terms m([A}])p,) in
the expressions for E(Sp,,(hg) — Ag)?, j = 1,2,3 are continuous at § = 0. Therefore, for each n,

E,.(So.n(he) — Ag) — E,(Son(ho) — Ag)’ as 6§ — 0, and hence, for all j,
;lg(l) E,(hg o 9?;) =E,(hoo 9(])>

As we have seen, the existence of asymptotic moments was a direct result of the s—regularity
of the perturbations of the transfer operators and the #—regularity of asymptotic moments was a
result of the #—regularity of perturbations of the transfer operators. The latter, as we shall see in
Section 5, is a result of the #—regularity of the family of dynamical systems {gp}. Also, as discussed
in [20, Section 4], the coefficients of the first-order Edgeworth expansions can be expressed in terms
of asymptotic moments (more specifically, in terms of ay, ;’s). Assuming this fact, Remark 3.14
implies that the coefficients depend on the spectral data of the transfer operators. We will see this
in the next section where we derive the expansions.

4. FIRST-ORDER CONTINUOUS EDGEWORTH EXPANSIONS

The derivation of the continuous Edgeworth expansion is an extension of the classical proof of
the CLT due to Lévy. First, we obtain the asymptotic expansions for the characteristic functions,
E(e?*%n¢(M0)) by writing their Taylor expansions. Due to (2.6) and (3.14), this expansion follows
from the expansions of (A\g(is))™ and Ilg s, and the contribution from Ap,, is negligible. This is
discussed in Section 4.1. Then, in Section 4.2, we use the expansion of the characteristic function,
E(eissmo(ho)), to obtain an expansion for the distribution functions. Even though we obtain just the
first-order expansion here, it is uniform in the initial distribution p as well as in 6, i.e., uniform
for the family gg, and hence, they are more general than the first order expansions in the current
literature. This is precisely our theoretical contribution to the theory of Edgeworth expansions in
dynamical systems.

Throughout the discussion, we let Q@ C M;(X) be such that all u € Q are absolutely continuous
with density functions p, € C and

sup [|pplle < oo
0

where C is a space in (3.3) such that C < A5 — X?)(Jr).

4.1. Asymptotic expansions of characteristic functions. Here, we establish an asymptotic
expansion characteristic functions of Sy, g(hy),

E#(eiss"ve(h@)/‘/ﬁ), 0 —0, n—o0
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using our spectral assumptions.

Lemma 4.1: Suppose that the Assumptions (A), (B), (C)(1-3), (D), and (E) hold. Then there
exist § > 0 and x € (0,1) and constants a and b independent of @ such that for |s| < 5dv/n (where
g is as in (3.23)),

i Sn,g(hg)—nAe

() e f e a))
— R(ls)) <e_52/40<\}ﬁ> + O(H”)>

as n — oo and # — 0 where R is a polynomial with R(0) = 0.

(4.1) sup
HEQ

Proof. For the sake of notational simplicity, we drop the subscript indicating the dependency on
0. Whenever the dependency is relevant, we reintroduce the subscript. Recall that, under the
assumptions, the Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4, and the Corollary 3.1 hold.

Due to (3.10), A(0) = 1. Using (2.7) and (3.13), for # and § > 0 sufficiently close to 0, for
|s| < odv/n,

(4 2) B < is Sn(h)nA) A\ 18 n _isin\’/“, (H > + (An >
. e NG = e ovnm is m is
# mp“ fﬁp“

o\/1Nn

Using the Taylor expansion,

is \" is
M(avm) =oomen (55)

_ 23: Joe \Y®) (0 sk n 53 1S
=expn kio( 08 A) )]{;!(J'knk/2 a3n3/2¢ ov/n
nA 52 53 53 8

= ; 1 @ (0)=2— 1 (1 3)
exp <zsa\/ﬁ+(og)\) (0)202+(0g)\) (0)603\/ﬁ+03\/ﬁw o
nA 52 3 3 s
— ; @) — AW (0)2) 22— (3)
exp <ZSU\/ﬁ + (A¥(0) = AY(0) )202 + (log A)*(0) 605 v + 03\/#” <0\/ﬁ>>
nA  s? 53 53 8
- ' — 2+ (log \)®
P <ZSJ\/ﬁ > T (log )™(0) 603\/n * 03\/ﬁ¢ (0\/ﬁ>>
where 1) is continuous at 0 with ¥(0) = 0. Here, we also used the fact that iA = )\(1)(0) and
202 = X2 (0) — A(V(0)? when A # 0 which follows from (3.22). So,

is \" _isna g2 s3 s3 is
(4.3) A (O’\/ﬁ) e Uavn = e 52 exp <(10g)\)(3)(0)603\/ﬁ + 03\/?11& <a\/ﬁ>> ;
and
2
) 15 (1) < 2

(4.4) ‘m <H0%Pu> 1 a\/ﬁm(ﬂo pu)| < o2n 721[10137’1] m(H;j/%Pu) -
Write o = (log X)) (0) s + i Y s and = (lo /\)(3)(0)i Then usin

—Lee 6o3y/n  o3y/n" \oyn —Loe 603y/n’ &

e = (1 )] < < (ja — g1+ 197)
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we estimate,

is n _is nA +82/2 (3) 83
A ovn — (14 (logA —
NEAK (1+ toen® 0155
<62/4< [s[?

Therefore,

»(7v
45) (552) - (1 o0 )|
Vo

S 6782/4 (

Reintroducing the dependency on 6 and u, and writing
$3

(4.6) Qu(s) = (1og )P (0) = ot m<né”pu>§e

Combining (4.4) and (4.5), and substituting it in (4.2), we have

. Sp.n(9)—ndg 4
g () o 1,9 )\

ot ) o ) 5)

(4.7)

; 6
< 632/4< ’5‘ ( 18 > + Klog)\ ) ( )|2 |S| > + sup (An s P )‘
ag\/n 36061 ) |g<soym Ozgvm
im0 9] sup [10g ) (i) L + S sup [m (12, p,)
9 8 v€[0,1] 6ogn — ojn v€[0,1] Orsgwm
and plugging in s = 0 in (3.22) we have m(Agvopu) = 0. Therefore,
is ] |
m< wp))z‘m( zsp) A”(p)(é sup HA” pH < — llpuller”
‘ 0, o ©w 0, s iz ( 0,0\Fp ) a\/ﬁ Sel01],0 [ e,of iz Iz

where % is as in Lemma 3.1 and C' is independent of 6.

Note that, we need an expansion independent of 8. So, we replace Yy with Qo =: Q), and oy with
o (where approprlate) and use sup ||p,|lc < oo, to conclude,

HEQ
is Jon @0 B0\ Q(s)
EH(e o )_e /2<1+\/ﬁ)‘
3 - 6
o—5%/2 Qe() Q(S) —s2/4 E (& =52/41 (1oe \a)3) (0)[2 El
T = |0 i) E |(log Ag)™ (0)" =5~
4 2
(1) 3) | | s 2) Cls| _n
+ mIL; " p,)| sup |(log g s + —— sup m(IL” .., p. )|+ pullck
(It 6| sup (1o 2o} 3) e + 757 sup |m (e )| + = ol

Due to the continuity of A\g(is) and Ilg ;s and their derivatives with respect to s, at (6, s) = (0,0),
the third and the fourth terms on the right are (’)(n_l). Note that for the same reason, by choosing
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0 and |s| small, [g(s)| can be made small. So, the second term is o(n~/2) as § — 0. Finally,

Qo(s)  Q(s) Eli
v \/n 655\/n
(4.8) + [m(1g” p)oo — m(IL )00 -

< | (108 20) @ () — (10 X)) (0)or

s

2\/5'
Again, due to continuity of (log )\9)(3), og and Hél) at 0 = 0, and the uniform boundedness of p,, we
have that the terms on the right are o(n™'/2) as 6 — 0. O

Remark 4.1: From the proof,
3 1
g0, m(1gp,)
a = . b) - .
(i00)? 100

for C' > 0 sufficiently large. Hence, R(|s|)/|s| = C(1 + |s|°) is bounded near 0. This fact is used in
the proof of Theorem 4.2.

, and R(s) = C(s + s%)

4.2. Edgeworth expansions for distribution functions. Now, we are ready to discuss the key
theoretical result that ensures the asymptotic accuracy of the bootstrap for a large class of dynamical
systems. We know from [22] that under the Assumptions (B) and (C)(1), for each 6, 91 is the stable
law of S, g(hg). That is, the following CLT holds: For any initial distribution f,

So.n(hg) — nAg
oo/

where Z is a standard normal random variable and = denotes convergence in distribution. In
the next theorem, a quantitative and a uniform version of this CLT is established using our spectral
assumptions.

Theorem 4.2: Suppose that the Assumptions (A), (B), (C), (D), and (E) hold. Let 9(-) and n(-)
be as in (2.9). Then, there exists a quadratic polynomial P such that the following asymptotic
expansion holds:

= Z

(4.9) sup n(z)| = 0(”_1/2)7

neQ,xeR

P <S@)n(h9) —nAp
0'9\/77 B

as 0 — 0 and n — oo.

Proof. Note that under the assumptions, we have the conclusions of Lemma 4.1. Since we have an
expansion for the characteristic functions, (4.1), we could adapt the standard proof for iid sequences
in [19, Chapter XVI]. Define P to be the polynomial such that

P(x)

(4.10) En(z) = N(x) + Jn n(x),

where &, (s) is defined by

4.11 é\ — —isx dE o —82)2 6_82/2
(4.11) (s) = /Re ) = e ()

where @ is given by (4.6) with § = 0. Such P exists and can be written down explicitly as

(108 )P (0) oy Il )

(4.12) P() = e o
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E, (e

(4.13)

IN

Next, from the Berry-Esséen inequality (see [19, Chapter XVI.2]), for each T' > 0,
p (Sintlo) =

. Sn,G(h0>7nA9
1 T
<z|-&,(x —
og\/n - > n() 7T/T

TV ) En(s) Co
ds + =Y
S s+ T
where and Cy is independent of T and 6. See [19, Chapter XVI.3, 4] for a detailed discussion of the
Berry-Esséen inequality.

Now, we estimate the right hand side of (4.13) for an appropriate choice of T. For € > 0, choose
B > max{Coe',50}. Then

1 [Bvn
(4.14) /
s 7B\/ﬁ

i Sn.0(hg) A .
]Eu(e ogVn ) —&n(s)

S

Co £
<Lh+1I)+ I —
B\/ﬁ_1+ 2+ 3+\/ﬁ

ds +

where
is Sp,0(hg)—nAg
E, (e VT ) = Ep(s)
s

i Sn’g(hg)ang

ds,

1
I = /
T J|s|<d5+/n

1 E 13@7\/5
Iy = / N(e ) dS,
T Jsy/n<|s|<By/n §
1 En
I3 = / Enls) ds.
T Jis)zym| S

From (4.1) and Remark 4.1, we have that

= 71T/|8|<5m/ﬁ R’(LTD [682/4 ‘ O<\/17l> " O(Kn)} ds = o(n™%)

where the implied constants are independent of # and . Note that there exists a constant C' such
= 2
that [E,(s)] < Ce™*/* for all s € R. Therefore,

Isﬁg
T Jiszsvm 8]

for some ¢’ > 0. Because our choice of € > 0 is arbitrary, if Iy = o(n_l/ 2), then the proof is complete.
To show this, we change the variables in I to obtain

1 E, (ei5(Sn.6(ha)—nAg) 1 m(L2. (p
.y . ol [ e,
T Joo, ' <|s|<Bo,* s T Js5-1<|s|<Bs—1 |s|
Note that (6, s) = Lg ;s € L(B, B) is continuous and hence, so is Ly ;. Since the spectral radius of

1/n
B,B’

Ly s is ILm 1L sl the Assumption (C)(4) gives us the existence of ny s such that
n— 00 ’

ng, s 1/” ,8
”5923 HB,EG < 1.
By the continuity of (6, s) — |[Lg,is||z 5, and the compactness of [—4, §] x (6671, B571] there exists
an € (0,1) and ng such that

1£5 .5l 5.5 <n"
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for all n > ng and for all (0,s) € [~6,0] x [66~*, B6']. As a result,

n" 1 n
Iy < —llpulle T ds=0(n").
m §6—1<|s|<Ba—1 ||
This gives the required asymptotics. [l
Remark 4.2: We can express the coefficients of the polynomial P(z) using the asymptotic moments
of Son(ho). Assume for simplicity that Ag = 0. Then, from the discussion in Section 3.2, we have
that

(T ,) = Tin 0B, (Suo(ho)) and (log20) ) (0) = AP (0) = 1,0

So, the first-order continuous Edgeworth expansion takes the form:

En(z) =N(x) + \/15 []\g;%o (1—x?) + ]\Q)’D] n(x)

where

- . Sno(ho) ) . Sno(ho) \*
Mo = i By (Sno(ho)), ngnlgﬁ.zEu( v ) Mo = lim By (00 )

In general, the same holds with hg replaced by %0 = hg — Ap.

Remark 4.3: If u = 1y, then ]\7#,0 = 0. So, the first-order Edgeworth expansion captures the
deviation from equilibrium. In addition, it captures the asymmetry of the stationary distribution
because M, 0oy 3 corresponds to the skewness of vy. As a result, if 4 = v and vy is symmetric, then
the Gaussian approximation is as good as the bootstrap. We will observe this in our simulations.

Remark 4.4: In practice, we may replace the initial measures y € €2, by a family of initial measures
{1}, i.e., the quantity of interest will be

P, (Sn.o(he) <z - 09v/n),
and 6 may depend on n. In this case, we let

(1)
(log )\0)(3)(0) 2 m(Iy " ppo)
Plx)=—=2+—~2(1—- 0 PRoJ
(z) T A
so that the expansion does not depend on {1}, and in turn, on 6. Due to (4.7), (4.8) and the proof
of the Theorem 4.2, the first order continuous Edgeworth expansion holds if we assume that there

exists a space C in (3.3) such that C — A3 — X3(+)

gl_rf(l) ”Pue - puoHC =0.

5. EXAMPLES

Here, we discuss some examples for which our abstract results apply. In Sections 5.1 and 5.2,
we describe a class of dynamical systems and verify our abstract Assumptions (A), (B) and (C)
for that class of systems. In Section 9, we have included simulation results corresponding to
particular examples of these classes of dynamical systems. Moreover, we verify our assumptions for
V —geometrically ergodic Markov chains in Section 5.3 for unbounded observables. This example
shows that our techniques are neither limited to dynamical systems nor to bounded observables.
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For a summary of standard techniques to verify our assumptions for dynamical systems, we refer
the reader to [22, Section 4.2]. Also, an elementary discussion related to the conditions in the
Assumption (A) can be found in [17, Section 3.2].

5.1. C'-perturbations of smooth expanding maps. This is the class of dynamical systems
that we mentioned as an example at the beginning. We make a few extra assumptions to guarantee
that all our spectral assumptions hold.

Let g € C*(T, T) be such that there exists > 2 such that |¢/| > 7 (in fact, we may assume 1 > 1
and consider an iterate of g, g*, with |(g¥)| > n). Let gg, 6 € [0, 1] with go := g be such that for all

0,0 € [0,1], )

dci1 (g0, 95) < |6 — 6] and Sl;pdc2(9979§) <M
for some fixed Mj. Also, let m be the Lebesgue measure on T. Then, taking B := BV(T) to be the
space of functions of bounded variation on T with the BV norm

I Iy = Var[] 4[| - [| .2
where Var[] refers to the total variation of on T and B := L', we have B C B and | - ||;1 < || - ||Bv-
Note also that BV(T) is a Banach algebra.
Let hy € B be such that

lim ||hg — hollsv = 0.

0—0
We assume that, for small 0, hg is non-arithmetic, i.e.,
(5.1) hg is not gg—cohomologous to a lattice-valued function in BV(T).

That is, there do not exist a,b € R and n € BV such that hg — (no gy —n) € a + bZ, m—almost
surely. In particular, this implies, (3.7). Also, (5.1) is reminiscent of the theorem due to Esséen that,
in the iid case, the first order Edgeworth expansion holds if and only if the common distribution
is non-lattice; see [18]. Since BV(T) is a Banach algebra, multiplication by hgy is a bounded linear
operator on BV and the convergence of hg to h gives ||Hg — Hy|lgs — 0 as 6 — 0.

Note that for each 6, s — Ly ;s is analytic from R to £(B, B). This follows from

00 /. Nk
Loaa() = Loy = 3 U £ gy

k!
k=0
where (hg)® = hg x --- x hg, k—times. Note that Lg((hg)¥-) = Lo o HY. So, ||Lo((he)* )| <
|1 Lol|||Hg||* where | - || is the operator norm induced by the BV norm. Therefore, the series

expansion converges absolutely. Since L£(B,B) is complete, this means that the series converges
in £(B,B), and it follows that, for each 6, s — Lg,s is an analytic family in £(B,B). Since
| Lo,isellrr < ||e]| L1, the operators are in L(B,B) as well.

We follow [17, Example 3.1]. From the proof there, it follows that for all ¢ € B,

1£6(¥) — Lo(W)llz < [¥lBv]0 — 0]
where the implied constant depends only on M; and 7. Next, for all ¢ € C! and ) € B,

/(50,2‘31/) — L) - pdm = /(ﬁe(eism’lﬁ) — Lo(e""0q)) - o dm

— /eishew . (()0 o) 99 _ SO Oge—) dm + /w . ()0 ogé . (eishe _ eishg) dm
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The argument in [17, Example 3.1] can be applied to estimate the first term, i.e.,
/e”hw (pogo—¢ogg)dm
with a constant independent of 6,0 and s. Since |¢*M0@) — ¢5hoW)| < |s||hg(x) — he(y)|, we have

Var[e®"] < |s|Var[hg]. Since hy — h in BV, we have that Var[e’*"?] < |s| where the implied
constant is independent of . Therefore,

/eiSh% ~(pogo—pougp) dm‘ S lellscllelsy(ls +1) -6 — 6.

For the second term, note that,
‘/1/1 “pogg- (e — eiSh")dm‘ < [[@lloo]s] / [llhe — hg| dm < [|@llsc|slll4(he — hg)llBV

< llellollvlBylsllhe — hgllBy-

Sl ylevliellold — 81 < llellocll¥llBve™ |[Bv]6 — b]

In fact, the estimates hold for ¢ € L> because C}(T, T) is dense in L°°. Next, taking the supremum
over o with ||¢]|ec < 1, we have,
1£0,i5% — Ll < (sl +D[¥llv (16 — 0] + lhe — hgllBV) -
Therefore,
1L0,is0 — Ly izl < |1Lois — Lo sl + 1£5,45% — Lo sl 0

< (sl + DYl (10 = 0] + [lho — hallev) + 1(La,is — Lais)lBY

< (Is| + Dll¥llsy (10 — 0] + he — hgllv) + [1£446 — LaislzvvlBy

< [llsv ((10 = 01+ [he — hgllav) (Is| +1) + (15,5 — Lo 5lBv)

and hence,
lim Lois— LG5 =0.
(0,5)(0,5) || 0,is 6’,13HBV,L1
Since g € C? on T and |¢’| > 1 and gg is C" close to g, for sufficiently small 6, |gp| > 7, and due
to [10, Lemma 1], the following Doeblin-Fortet inequality,

Vi € B, ||Loist|lBv < 27 M llBY + Cro(l + [sD]Y] 11,

(where C., ¢ is uniformly bounded in @) holds. Iterating this n-times, we obtain (3.2). Note that the
non-arithmeticity of hy is essential to apply [10, Lemma 1].

So far, we have checked Assumption (A) with B = BV(T) and B = L'(m), Assumption (B) with
Xy = X3(+) = BV(T) and any py > 1, and finally, we verify Assumption (C).

From [32, Theorem II.5], we have that the essential spectral radius of L ;s is at most A~ and
Ly,is is quasi compact. In particular, £y has finitely many eigenvalues A; such that A < |\;| < 1.
Further, due to the exactness of the transformation f, 1 is the only eigenvalue of £y on the unit
circle and it is simple. This is also true for Ly because gy is uniformly expanding. Note that
Assumption (C)(3) is equivalent to Assumption (C)(1) because Xy = X3(+) = B. Assumption (C)(4)
follows directly from [22, Lemma 4.5] due to the non-arithmeticity assumption (5.1).

Remark 5.1: Note that, in (C)(1), we do not require simplicity of the eigenvalue 1 of Ly,0 # 0
(it is part of the conclusion of our results), but, in this special case, we have it due to structural
stability of expanding maps.
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5.1.1. Periodic Cubic Spline Approzimations. As a special case, we discuss the cubic spline approxi-
mations of g (considering g as a periodic function on R). This will be relevant to our simulations.
Let 0 =29 < 21 < -+ < zp < zZp41 = 1 (we work on [0,1] and identify 0 and 1, so that zy and
Zn+1 overlap) with g(z;) = y; for i = 1,...,n. Let s : [0,1] — [0,1] be the periodic cubic spline
approximation of g with mesh {z;}. Then,

o 5(z) = a; + bix + ¢;z® + d;x® on [z, zi41] for i =0,...,n,
e For j =1,2, 59 (2—) = sU)(z4) when i = 1,...,n and s (04) = s (1-),
e 5(z;) =y; and 5(0) = s(1).

Then [|g¥) —s)||pc = O(6>77) j = 0,1,2 where § = max{z;;1 — 2 |0 < i < n} is the mesh-size; see
[2, Theorem 2.3.2]. Therefore, writing sy for a spline approximation of g with mesh-size § € (0,1/N)
where N is large, we obtain a family of C*—perturbations of the C? expanding map g.

5.2. Linear spline approximations of piecewise expanding maps. Let g : [0,1] — [0,1] be a
piecewise expanding map as in [16]. That is,

e g is piecewise C? on [0,1]: There is a mesh 0 = zp < 21 < -+ < 2, < zZp41 = 1 such that
9l (21,2, €xtends to a C? function on [z, zi41] for all i = 0,...,n.

e g is uniformly expanding: There exists > 1 such that |¢'| > 7.

e g is a covering: Let

An =\ 97"{lzi,zi11),i = 0,...,n}).
k=0

Then there exists N,, such that for all I € A,, ¢ (I) = [0,1].

In this case, as in the previous example, we can let let m be the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1],
B :=BV]|0, 1] to be the space of functions of bounded variation on [0, 1] with the BV norm

I+ lsv = Var[]+ [ - || .1

where Var|[] refers to the total variation of a function on [0, 1], and B := L'(m). Then, we have
Bc Band ||| <| - |8, and that BV[0,1] is a Banach algebra as in the previous example.

Consider £: [0,1] — [0,1] where £|, ., ] = 5 : [2, 2i4+1] — [0,1] is the linear spline approxima-
tion of g on [2;, zi41] with mesh {w;;}. That is,

Zi =wo; < Wi < < Wy < Winet i = Zit1

and

Wi+l — T ) L~ Wi

si(x) = g(wj;) + g(wiy1;), @ € [wyswipra] = P

Wjt1,i — Wyi Wit1,5 — Wi
Note that is possible that w;; = z or z;41 and g has a discontinuity at w;;s. So, we have
distinguished between the left (-) and right (+) values at w;;s. In what follows, this distinction is
understood even when it is not explicitly stated.

Since £ it is piecewise linear, it is piecewise C* on [0, 1] with mesh U;{w;;}. Also,
/ 9(wjt1i) — g(wja) _
o) = L) 9L _ e

for some &;; € [wj;, wjt1,] due to the mean value theorem. Therefore, |£'| > n > 1, ie., £ is
uniformly expanding. So, taking § = max{w;;1; — wj;|,j}, and writing £y for a linear spline
approximation of g with mesh-size 6 € (0,1/N) where N is large, we obtain a family of piecewise
expanding dynamical systems.
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We choose hy, as in the previous example. Let hg € BV]0,1] be such that ||hg — hollsv — O
as @ — 0. We assume that hy for small 6 are non-arithmetic so that (3.7) is true. We also have
Hy € L(BV]0,1],BV][0,1]), because BV[0, 1] is a Banach algebra, and || Hy — Ho|[gy,gv — 0 as § — 0
due to the strong convergence of hg. Also, as before, for each 0, s — Lg ;s is analytic from R to
L(BV]0,1],BV]0, 1]).

To show that (0, s) — Ly ;s is continuous from (0,1/N) x R — L(B, B) we use [39, Lemma 13].
First, we introduce a distance 9 on the class of piecewise expanding maps on [0, 1]:

0(g,9) = inf {6 >0 ‘ B C[0,1], d:[0,1] — [0,1]is a diffeomorphism,

gla=godla, m(B)>1—¢, |dz)—z| <e,

1
_ 1‘
i <)
Then,
(5:2) I1£—Llgg<12-0(g,9)
where £ and £ are the transfer operators corresponding to g and g, respectively.

We claim that 9(g, £9) — 0 as the mesh size # — 0. To see this, it is sufficient to construct a set
By C [0,1] and a diffeomorphism dp : [0, 1] — [0,1] such that £y|p, = g o dy|B, and m(Bg) — 1 and
dp — id (in C') as 6 — 0.

First, we restrict our attention to P;;s, and solve for d by solving g|p = £od|p

wjy1i — d(z) d(x) — wj,i
z) = (Lod)(z) =s;(d(z)) = L—"—"g(w;;) + 2 Wit
gla) = (Lo d)(r) = sildlr)) = T gluy) + SO gl )
which gives us,
wy i) — x xXr) — w-ﬂ'
d(.’E): g( ]-‘rl,) g( ) i g( ) g( 7 ) Yy

g(wit1,:) — g(wj) g(wjy1i) — g(w;s)
which is well-defined because g is strictly monotonic on P;; (Note that, since |¢'| > 1 and ¢’ is
continuous on each [z, z;11], ¢’ should remain either strictly negative or strictly positive on [z, z;11],
and hence, the strict monotonicity). Also,

/

Wit1,5 — Wy, g'(z)

d/ ) = g/ T ]+ ) Js —
(#) =g g(wjit1) — g(wia)  9'(Ga)
for some (j; € P]Z (:= the interior of P;;), and hence,
I ‘ _ |96 1’ _19'(Gi) = g'(2)]

d'(x) g'(x) g’ ()]

since g € C?(P;;). Without loss of generality, assume that ¢ is small enough so that 7 !{|g"||scf <
V0 for suitable ¢ > 0 (chosen later). Also, because ¢’ has the same sign in Pj;, d > 0 on Pj;. So,

d is strictly increasing on P;;. Also, it is easy to see that

‘d(:}:) - x‘ < g(wjt14) — g(x) 9(z) — g(w;;)

g(wj+1,i) — g(wj; g(wj+1,i) — g(w;;

< 7771||9//H00|Cj,i —z| < 7771H9”H009

)(l‘ —wj;) + )(wj+1,i —x) <wjp1; —wj; <0
Next, let 0 = min{w;41,; — wji,j}. To construct By, from each [z, zi1] delete intervals of

length 62 centered at each wji # %, zi+1 and at z; and z;41 remove intervals of length E /2 with z;
or zj+1 as an endpoint and lying inside [z;, z;+1]. Call the remaining subset of [0, 1] as By. Since
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we remove (’)(5_1) number of such intervals, the total length of the intervals deleted is of order
02 x 0~ =0 < 0 so that m(By) > 1 — O(f). We assume, without loss of generality, that 6 is small
enough so that m(By) > 1 —c- V0.

Finally, we extend d from [0,1] \ By to [0, 1] such that d is a diffeomorphism such that for all
xz € [0,1],

(5.3) ‘d(:c) — x’ < ¢V, and

1

m — 1‘ < V.

Since d’ > 0 on U]Sj,i, it is enough to define d on By so that it is differentiable and d’ > 0 on [0, 1] (in
order to ensure that d has a differentiable inverse). It is easy to see that a continuous and positive
extension of d’ yields a unique d that i is strictly increasing and differentiable. In fact, we extend
d to [C C] where C = wj; — 92/2 and C = wj; + «92/2 are the end pomts of the removed interval
centred at w;; as a continuous (positive) curve joining d’ () and d’ (C ). The only extra condition
this extension of d’ should satisfy is

¢ —~ ~
(5.4) /E d'(z)dz = d(¢) — d(C).

To show that this is possible, we compute d(g ) — d(( ). To make the notation simpler we denote
the three consecutive mesh points in the expressions for d(¢) and d(¢) by wy, we(= wj;) and w3
with wy < wy < ws.

First, note that d(¢) = wa — a(ws — wy) and d(Cj i) = w2 + (w3 — wa) where
_ 9w) =9 _ 9lwp)=9(@ 9O —glwi) _ (O~ glw])

g(wy) —g(wi) ¢ (M)(w2 —w1)’ g(ws) — g(wy) — g'(7)(ws — ws)
for some 17 € (w1, w2) and 1) € (w2, w3). Then

0 < d(C) — d(¢) = Bws — wa) + a(wy — wy)

_9(3) =90, 9O —glwat) _ (g€  gE)) P
g'(1) g'(1) g@m gm ) 2
for some € € (C, ws), = (wg,f). Note that
J© |19 -g@l _ 9" ®

€7

g'(m) gl g @)

for some Y between §~ and 7 (and similarly, for ~ replaced with A) because g extends to a function
in C?[z;, zi11]. So, there exists ¢ > 1 (independent of z;s) such that

(9@ 4 -
9<2<g’(ﬁ)+g’(ﬁ))<1+ 6.

Therefore,
1—-c-0<

where ¢ > 0 works for all removed intervals in [0, 1
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We have to maintain that
1+evVo) ' <dz)<(1-eVo), zelC,d
in order to guarantee the second inequality in (5.3). By choosing d’ to be close to the constant value
(1+ev0) " or (1—cvB)~! on most of [C, E], we can make sure the function

1 ¢
d — AVG(d') := M/~ d' (z) dx
¢—¢J¢
takes values as close as we want to (1 + ¢v0) ™ or (1 — ¢vV0)™!, respectively. Also, by choosing ¢
sufficiently large,
(I+eV)l<1-C-0<14¢-0<(1-cVo)™L.
Since, AVG(-) : C[C. ,a — R is continuous, the intermediate value theorem [09, Theorem 4.22]

implies that there is a continuous function d’ such that (5.4) is satisfied. As the final step, we have
to check whether the first inequality in (5.3) holds. To this end, note that

e == [ @y + @ -3+ C-a),
¢
and hence,
ld(z) — 2 < (1—ev0) ¢ — 2| +d(C) — ¢)| +I¢ — 2
<1 -eVh)T?+0+6% < Vb

for 0 sufficiently small. Therefore, d’ extends to a continuous and strictly increasing function on
[0,1] in such a way that d is continuous and satisfies (5.3). Since d is a diffeomorphism such that

1
— 1‘ <cvl
70 Vo,
we have 9(g,£p) < c- V6. Hence, taking Lg and Ly to be the transfer operators of £9 and g,
respectively, we have from (5.2),

(5.5) 1£6 = Lollg g5 < 12¢- V0.

glB, =god|p,, m(Bg) >1— eV, |d(z) — x| < V0,

As a result, we have the continuity at (0, 0):
1£6,is — Lollgv,z1 < ILg,is — Lollgy 1 + [[£o — Lollgy,z1 — 0, as (6,s) — (0,0).
In fact, we have continuity in a neighbourhood of (0, 0):
1L0,is% — Lo 50 11
< NLoist = Lol + 1£g:6% — Lg st 11
< [|Lo(e™Mp) — La(e™ o) || 11 + || Lg 350 — Lg 5|V
< (Lo = La) (e o) pr + [1L5(("*" = ")) | 1 + [[(Lg 45 — Lo 5)0 BV
< |1L6 = Lgllpy 1™ ¢llpy + L5l Ll (€™ = )l L+ [1£5,:5 — Lo isllmvllv B
< 0(Lg, £g)lslllhalBvvliBy + 1L/l e, L2 [sllI(he — hg)llLr + 11£5,55 — Lo islBv ¥ lBY
< (Lo, Lg)lslllhallBvYlBy + 1Ll L1, 1[s]l[he — hallBv ¥ lBY + 1£8,5 — LoisllBVIYlBY
Therefore,

||£9,is - ‘C‘é,iEHBV,Ll = sup ||£0,isw - £§,z‘§¢“L1

IPllBv<1
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(5.6) < 0(Ly, Lg)lslllhellBv + 1£gl 11 1 [slllhe — hglly + [[£5,:5 — LaislBY
Assume 6 > . Then, £ is a piece-wise expanding map and £y is a spline approximation of £5. So,
from the general analysis we did, we know that 9(£g, £5) — 0 as 6 — 6". When 6 > 0, £;is a
spline approximation of the piecewise expanding map £4. So, when 6 and 6 are close, d(£g, £5) is
close to 0 as well. So, 9(£g, £5) — 0 as § — 6. So, from (5.6), we have,

lim Lois— Ljis —0
(6,8)—(0,5) H 0, 0, ”BV,L1

Assumption (B) with Xy = Xéﬂ = BV([0,1]) and any pg > 1, and Assumption (C) follows as in

the previous example from the results in [10], [22]. We essentially use the non-arithmeticity of hy
here. However, Ly need not be a covering for [10, Lemma 1] to hold.

5.3. Markov models. In addition to dynamical systems, our continuous Edgeworth expansion
result in Theorem 4.2 is also applicable in the Markovian setting. Several ideas in [22], [23], [33],
[63] give us conditions to establish first-order Edgeworth expansions under the optimal moment
conditions of the iid case. In the discussion below, using Markov integral operators in place of transfer
operators, we show that first-order continuous Edgeworth expansions hold for V —geometrically
ergodic Markov processes, and hence, the bootstrap has the desired asymptotic accuracy in that
setting.

Let (X, F,m) be a Borel probability space and J C R be a neighbourhood of 0. Recall that
M (X) is the set of Borel probability measures on X. For each § € J, let {z%},>¢ be a time
homogeneous Markov chain on X with initial measure pyp € M;(X) and the Markov transition
operator

Lo(p)(z) = /X o(y)dPy(z, dy) = E(plzo = z), € L'(X).

5.3.1. V—geometrically ergodic Markov chains. Let V : X — [1,00) be a measurable function with
En (V) <oo. Let || fllre = sup [f(2)[/V(z) for f: X — C, let
rzeX

L5 = {f:X—)C‘Hf||L<‘>/o<oo},

and let [|-|[zee roe be the operator norm. Now suppose {29} is irreducible and aperiodic. In addition,

suppose {20} is V—geometrically ergodic, i.e., there exist v € M;(X), C > 0 and & € (0,1) such
that E, (V) < co and

(5.7) 1£" = Ey[-J1x| Lo e < Ok
As in [23], we assume that
(i) there exist N, L > 0 and & € (0,1) such that L)'V < &MV + L1y, 6 € J,
ii) lim ||£Lg — L]~ oo = 0.
() Jim 15— £l 13
Let hy € LY, 0 € J be such that hy — hg in L as § — 0 (often, this is vacuous in practice
because we take hy = hg for all f) and hy € L3 for all §. We further assume as in [63, Section 7] that

(5.8) sup  sup ||[,9(hgijj/3)||Loo . < oo.
a=1,2,3 j=0,....a ve/s

We note from [63, Remark 7.6] that (5.8) is true as soon as ||hj|| e < oo when the Markov chains
are stationary. Finally, we assume the following non-lattice condition in [33, p. 435]:
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It is not the case that there exist ¢ € R and b > 0, a v—full L—absorbing set U € F
and ¢ € L™ such that for all x € U, h(y) + ((y) — ¢(z) € a + bZ.

Remark 5.2: Assuming a weak form of convergence in the Assumption (ii) as opposed to conver-
gence in || - [[zee oo, allows us to for many well-studied family of Markov chains, for example, the
auto-regressive processes in Example 2 below; see [23] for details.

Example 2: Let X = R and {xfl}n>0 be defined by xﬁ =0 -2, 1+&, n>1 where z¢ is a
R-valued random variable, 6 € (—1, 13 and &, is a sequence of absolutely continuous iid random
variables that are independent of zg. Then, one can show that {xz} is V —geometrically ergodic
with V(z) =1+ |z|, and || Ly — EQOHL%O,L%O 4 0 but [|[Ly — EGOHL“’,L;’} — 0 as 6 — 6.

Now, we verify our spectral assumptions. To this end, let B = &) = C - 1y, Xé” = Xot1 =
L3 15 for a € {0,1,2} and X = Xy = B = L' as in [63, Section 7] with r = 2 there. Then, it
is easy to see that X,,a =0,1,2,3,4 forms a chain of Banach spaces of the form (3.3) (here we use
essentially the assumptions V' > 1, E,,,(V) < oo and E, (V) < 00). Recall that Ly ;s given by (2.8).
It is straightforward that Ly ;s are linear operators on B. Applying (5.8) with a = j, we have for all

® € L?/Oa/Sa
1£0,is()llLe, o = sup |(V(2)) ™/ Lo is() ()| < lellzes, sup |(V ()~ **Lo(V*?) ()| S lellze, -
So, Ly ;s are bounded linear operators on L‘O/oa/g foralla =1,2,3.

Now, under (i) and (ii), we have the following (see [23, Theorem 1]) with vy = v:

(1) For each & € (k,1), there exists € such that for all || < &, {z?} has a unique
invariant probability measure, vy, such that vy(V) < oo and

sup ||Lf — Eug[']l)(HL;O,L;o < CRr",
£

(2) im  sup |vp(p) — vo(p)| = 0.
0=0 gl oo <1

So, for all 6 sufficiently close to 0, {:cfl} is V —geometrically ergodic with the same rate k. Now, we
fix R, and this fixes ¢, and we reduce the 6 range from J to J N (—¢,¢).

Next, for all p € L™,

L0, — LoisellLe < Lo — Lllzoe Les €0l Lo + | Lol s, Lo (€70 — )|l Lo
<|ILo = Lllze eIl Lo + 110l s Les (I1ho — hollLgs + |s — slllhollLss ) ol Los
and hence,

1' E 1 —[: 5 oo [0 :0
(975)E07§)H 0,is O,ZSHL LS

A similar argument gives that, for all |0] < ¢,

lim || Lgis — Loisl| Lo Lee = 0.

S—S
Due to Remark 3.1, Remark 3.7 and Remark 3.11, this weaker assumption is a sufficient replacement
for Assumption (A)(1) where B = C - 1x equipped with || - || and B = L'. Assumption (A)(2)
follows from (1) because

1£5,:s(c - 1x)l|Le < el £5(1x)|[zoe < || (CR" + [[1x|lg) = CR"|le - 1x||zoe + [le- 1x|ge
< Cr"[le- 1x][pe +Em(V)c- 1x([ 1
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for all ¢ € C.
Due to [63, Theorem 7.5], for a = 1,2, 3,
1£0ss(@lzcs,, < Ox ol |+ lglsr

va/3 —

for all ¢ € L{7,/5. So, we have Assumption (B)(3). The same theorem gives the regularity required
in Assumption (B)(1,2). From

1(he) | arirrs = |I(hg) || o

vi/3

el

NP
va/3

we note that L’éj)(-) = Lo((ihg)’ ) is a linear operator from Liass to LiF(atsyss- So, due to (5.8), for
all 0, for all a = 0,1,2 and for all ¢ € L7, /5, the Taylor expansion

J Y
Lo((thg)*p ,
EG,Z’S(@) _ § : (( k‘ ) )Sk + HSOHL;OGBO(S])’ seR
k=0

holds in L{7.4y/s for j =1,...,3 — a with L{% is understood to be C - 1x.
We recall from [33, Lemma 10.1] that (5.7) and (1) above implies that for all n € (0, 1],

H/:,g _Ey[-]]_XHL?/On7L‘O/°n < C/@n7

and we have Assumption (C)(1,3). Assumption (C)(4) follows from the non-lattice assumption; see
[33, Section 5.2]. Assumption (C)(2) is a given because Py(z,-) are probability measures. In fact,
we have the stronger conclusion that Ly has a spectral gap of 1 — K on L‘O/ogé for all n € (0, 1] and
0] < e.

Remark 5.3: In the special case of V=1, we obtain the case of uniformly ergodic Markov chains.
We consider a single space B = B = L% and most of our assumptions at the beginning of this
section become vacuous, and we recover the results of [13] for bounded observables.

Remark 5.4: We could have considered the more general case of (Y, G, m) being another Borel
probability space, {yn}n>0 being a sequence of iid sequence of random variables on Y with common
distribution m and independent of {xfl} forall@e J, hg: X x X xY — C, Xg = h@(l‘a mi, Yn)-

n—1»
PART II — THE BOOTSTRAP

The key idea behind the classical bootstrap is that the process of repeatedly resampling from
an observed sample mimics the process of the original iid sampling from the whole population.
However, iid sampling in the classical bootstrap cannot mimic the dependence structure within the
dynamically generated data and is not applicable in the our setting. The goal of this part of the
paper is to develop a generic bootstrap algorithm for dynamical systems and study its asymptotic
accuracy.

6. THE BOOTSTRAP ALGORITHM

Consider the dynamical system characterized by transformation function g : X — X, initial
measure 4, and an observable h, as in (1.1), (1.2), and (1.4). We assume h is known, which is the
case in most practical situations. However, g and p are usually unknown in practice.
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Let Sp(h), A, and o be defined by, as in (2.1), (2.3), and (2.4),

s = S et A= i B (50 oo 5, (S04

Notice that, by Lemma 3.4, A is equal to the space average of h with respect to vy, i.e., A = y(h).
To approximate the distribution of the estimators of A, we develop bootstrap algorithms; specifically,
to mimic the dependence structure of the dynamical system, in our algorithms we replace g and p
by the transformation estimator g and the bootstrap initial distribution u*, respectively. Below
we detail the algorithms of the pivoted and non-pivoted bootstrap in Section 6.1 and Section 6.2,
respectively. Afterwards, we will briefly describe the construction of g and p* in Section 8.1 and
discuss the theoretical suitability of these choices of g and u* in Section 8.2.

6.1. Pivoted bootstrap. First, we state the pivoted bootstrap algorithm which is used when o
is known or can be well-approximated. Its asymptotic accuracy is proved in Section 7.1 and is
oa_s.(nfl/ 2) in general. Theoretically, an accuracy of Oy, (nil) is possible but we need stronger
spectral assumptions to achieve this.

Algorithm 6.1: Pivoted Bootstrap

Input: Data zo,...,zn—1 o significance level, e.g., 5%
h: observable function B: number of bootstrap iterations
g: estimator of transformation g 1*: bootstrap initial distribution

52: estimator of long-run variance o2
Output: 1 — a confidence interval of A
n—1
1 Sn(h) < Y h(z:)
i=0

2 0« 0(xoy...,Tn-1)

3 for b+ 1 to B do

4 Sample x5 ~ p*

5 for k< 1ton—1do

o | | st et

7 end
n—1

s | Sit(h) < D h(a")
i=0

9 5 G(xg’b,...,a:;’fl)

10 end

11

12

13

14

15

16

B
a* 1 *,b
&me§;&W)

for b+ 1 to B do

*,b
T,

end

Sy’ (h) — Si(h)
A \/ﬁa*,b

B
* 1 *,b
&m%ggﬂﬂﬁﬂ

return {A eR ‘

Sn(h) —nA
N

e (7)™ (a/2).(F) (1 —a/2>)}.
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6.2. Non-pivoted bootstrap. Next, we present the non-pivoted bootstrap algorithm to be used
when o is unknown and cannot be approximated reliably. We will see in Section 7.2 that, in general,
its asymptotic accuracy is 0,5 (1). However, an accuracy of Oa_s,(nfl/ %) is theoretically possible.
Under some reasonable assumptions, we provide an example with accuracy O, (nil/ 3).

Algorithm 6.2: Non-pivoted Bootstrap

Input: Data zo,...,Tn—1 «: significance level, e.g., 5%
h: observable function B: number of bootstrap iterations
g: estimator of transformation ¢ 1" bootstrap initial distribution

Output: 1 — «a confidence interval of A
n—1

1 Su(h) < Y h(x)

i=0
2 for b+ 1to B do

3 Sample mg‘b ~ut

4 for k< 1ton—1do

o || at e gt

6 end
n—1

7 Sy(h) < > h(x}")
i=0

8 end

B
aO* 1 *,b

9 Si(h) « E;sn (h)

10 for b+ 1 to B do

Sy’(h) — 55 (h)

11 T,f’b% NG
12 end
1 &
Fiiz)+« = 1{Tr* <
B © 53T <0)

h) —nA

14 return {AGR‘SH(\/E e((F;)*l(a/z),(F;)*lu70(/2))}.

Remark 6.1: Since we would like to approximate the distribution of the rescaled version of
Sn(h) — nA, theoretically, we want to in Line 13 of Algorithm 6.1 and Line 11 of Algorithm 6.2
subtract nA* from S*°(b), where A* is defined in (7.1). However, it is in general difficult to find
the closed form of A*. So, we substitute nA* with S*(h). Indeed, when both B and n are large

S*(h) =~ E* (S’ (h)) ~ nA*.
7. ASYMPTOTIC ACCURACY OF THE BOOTSTRAP
Let E* be the expectation conditional on data xg,...,x,_1. Let u* be a random initial distribution

depending on o, ..., z,—1 and n* be the size of the bootstrap data we generated (from an original
data of size n). Let the rescaled summation, the spatial average, and the long-run variance for the
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bootstrap sample be defined by,
(7.1)

n*—1 2
~ . S**(h)> ) <S**(h) — n*A*>
Sre(h) =Y hogh(xj), A*= lim Ef. (= . o* =4/ lim E*, (22— )
n ( ) P °9g (:EO) n*Loo K < n* 7 n*laoo K vn*

respectively, with the limit n* — oo indicating the almost-sure limit as n* goes to infinity. By
Lemma 3.4, when Assumption (B) and Assumption (C)(1) hold, we have that A* and ¢* do not
depend on the choice of p*, A* — A = 0,5 (1), and 0™ — 0 = 0,5.(1).

To be consistent with Algorithms 6.1 and 6.2, from now on we set u* as the bootstrap initial
distribution and n* = n. Also, to be consistent with our usual notation, treat g as gg, h as hg, o
as 0, A as Ao, g as gp,, p* (with density p,~) as pg,, A* as Ag,, and 0" as oy, where {6, } is a
sequence such that lim,_ .., 6, = 0 and n is the sample size. Since we consider the asymptotics as
the sample size becomes large, i.e., n — oo, we have 8,, — 0 automatically. So, we can apply results
from Part [ about gy, pg, Ag, and oy when 6 — 0.

7.1. Pivoted bootstrap. Suppose that the asymptotic variance o2 is known. Then let
1
Vno
Using Algorithm 6.1, we generate bootstrap samples {2} }o<r<n. Here, the bootstrap estimator of

T, is

(7‘2) T, = (Sn(h) - nA)

1
7.3 T =
Remark 7.1: In Algorithm 6.1, we have used &, the estimator based on the original data, and ¢*,
which is based on the bootstrap data. This makes the algorithms more generic and more applicable.
So, in simulations we replace o by ¢ and ¢* by ¢* in (7.2) and (7.3), respectively.

(S5 (h) = nA").

Theorem 7.1: Suppose that, almost surely, there exists N such that the family {g|n > N} U {g}
satisfies the Assumptions (A), (B), (C), (D) and (E). Let C be a space in (3.3) such that C — X3 —

Xg(ﬂ and assume that [|p,« — pullc — 0 as n — oo. Then,
sup |P, (T, < 2) —P(T,, < z|zo,...,2n-1)| = oahs.(n_l/Q).
z€R
Proof. From Theorem 4.2, we have
P(z)
vn
which is the first-order Edgeworth expansion for the dynamical system g : X — X with h as the

observable and p as the initial measure. Under the assumptions, we apply Theorem 4.2 along with
Remark 4.4 to {g|n > N} U {g} to obtain

En(z) =N(2) + n(z), zeR

sup |P(T; < z|x1,...,x,) — En(z)‘ = oa,s,(n_l/Q), n — 00.
z€R

By another application of Theorem 4.2, we have

p (S04 ) g

sup |P, (T, < z) — En(2)| = sup =o(n"Y?), n - .

z€R z€R
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Finally, using the triangle inequality,

sup|P, (T, < 2) — P (T gz|x1,...,g:n)(
z€R

<sup P, (T, < 2) — En(z)‘ +sup |P(T) < zlxy,...,2n) — En(2)] = oa,s,(n_l/z), n — 00.
zeR zeR
O

Remark 7.2: When h is unknown, we can replace h in T, by a suitable estimator ?L, take h as
hg, , and denote the corresponding multiplication operator by Hy, . Since Theorem 4.2 established
an Edgeworth expansion uniformly with respect to h, as long as Hy, satisfies Assumption (D),
Theorem 7.1 still holds. Therefore, even when h is unknown, we can still develop a bootstrap
algorithm that is second-order efficient.

If B < L*(m), then due to Remark 3.12, the second condition of Assumption (E) is automatic.
Hence, we have the following Corollary.

Corollary 7.1: Suppose that B — Lz(m) and, almost surely, there exists IV such that the family
{g|n > N} U{g} satisfies the Assumptions (A), (B), (C), and (D) with po > 2, and h is not
g—cohomologous to a constant in L?(m). Let C is a space in (3.3) such that C — X3 — X3(+) and
assume that [|p,+ — pullc — 0 as n — oo. Then,

sup |P, (T, < z) —P(T;, < z|o,... ,xn_l)’ = 045 (n71/?).
z€R

Remark 7.3: We recall that in the iid setting, if the common distribution has three finite moments
and is non-lattice, then by [28, Chapter 3|, we have

Sulg P,(T, < z)—P(T,, < z|xo,... ,xn_l)‘ = 0as.(n71/?).
zZe
Our Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.1 generalize this result where the existence of the first three
finite moments follow from Assumption (B) and the distribution being non-lattice follows from
assumption (C)(4). However, if we have stronger assumptions on the common distribution, we can
say more. In particular, if, in the iid setting, the common distribution has four finite moments and
satisfies Cramér’s condition,
limsup [E(e®X)] < 1,
[t|—o00

then the second order Edgeworth expansion exists, and it follows that,

sup P (T, < 2) —P(T} < z|x0,...,2p-1)| = Oas(nh).

zE€
See, for example, [28, Section 3.3]. So, in order to guarantee to improve the asymptotic accuracy
of our bootstrap, we need stronger spectral assumptions that guarantee existence of at least four
asymptotic moments and better control of the characteristic function away from the origin. We
plan to explore this in a separate work.

2

7.2. Nonpivoted bootstrap. Suppose the asymptotic variance ¢“ is unknown and cannot be

estimated easily. Then write

(7.4) T, = —— (Su(h) — nA).

Si-
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Using Algorithm 6.2, we generate the bootstrap samples {x}, }o<r<pn. The bootstrap estimator of T,
is given by
1
7.5 T =—
(75) -
Theorem 7.2: Suppose that, almost surely, there exists N such that {g|n > N} U {g} satisfy the

Assumptions (A), (B), (C), (D), and (E). Let C is a space in (3.3) such that C — X3 — X?EH and
assume that |[p,« — pullc = 0 as n — co. Then,

(S5 (h) —nA").

sup |P,(T, < z) — P(T}; < z| o, ... ,xn,l)’ = Ops.(|0* = 0]) + Ous.(n12).
z€R

Proof. Even though the Birkhoff sum S} (h) is not normalized by ¢*, due to uniformity in z of we
can still use the conclusion of Theorem 4.2 to obtain

z
sup |P(T,; < z|zg,...,Tn-1) — &n <—*) ’
z€R o

Si(h) —nA* 2 B
=sup |P | ot < |20, Tt | — En (—
sl (S0 < ) (%)

S (h) — nA* o
< =< Tt ) — _ ’
_ilelg IF’< o/ _x‘ Z0s -+ Tn 1> En ()| = 0as.(n1%)

Similarly, we have
sup [P, (T < 2) = &, (i)) = o(n"1/?).

2€R g
As a result,
sup |Pu (T, < 2) = P(T,, < z|xo,..., xn,l)‘
z€R
gl (2) -6 (2] e
2€R o g
Note that
1 SR 1 Sl
& (2) - (2) - / T gy — / e dy
o o* 2m0* J_o 210 J_co

= (P(E)n(E) - P (E)n(2)):

Since the first term above is Oy 5.(|c* — o) and the second is O, . (71_1/2)7 together we have
Ous.(|0" = 0]) + Oas (n™'1?),

which dominates the oals_(n_l/Q) term. O

Remark 7.4: We recall that the non-pivoted bootstrap does not depend on the knowledge of o while

the Gaussian approximation does (in fact, it is impossible without o). However, by Theorem 7.2,

provided that |0* — o] < n~Y 2 the non-pivoted bootstrap achieves an asymptotic accuracy of

Oa.s.(n_l/ 2), which is equal to that of the Gaussian approximation. Hence, in a somewhat oracular
way, the non-pivoted bootstrap “knows” o without paying any price.

In general, we only know that |[0* — | = 0a5(1). In this case, by Remark 3.12, we have the
following corollary.
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Corollary 7.2: Suppose that, almost surely, the Assumptions (A), (B), (C), and (D) hold with
po > 2, and h is not g—cohomologous to a constant in L*(m). Let C is a space in (3.3) such that

C— X3 — X3(+) and assume that [|p,« — pullc — 0 as n — oo. Then,

sup ‘]P’H(Tn <z2)=P(T; <z|xo,...,Zpn-1)| = 0as.(1).
z€R

8. APPLICATION OF THE BOOTSTRAP TO OUR EXAMPLES

In this section, we describe some of the standard techniques available to apply the Algorithms 6.1
and 6.2 in the context of dynamical systems.

8.1. Choice of g and p*. To approximate g, there are a two key methods: Either one can use (8),
(9), (12), and (13) of [59], or one can use standard spline approximations; which method is more
appropriate depends on the context.

For the choice of 1*, one may use the kernel estimator of v on [30, page 22], defined by
N 1 — T — T
pVO(x):nb;K< b ):

where K : R — R is the density function for a standard Gaussian random variable and b is a
bandwidth. Alternatively, one can let x* (having density p,+) be a fixed distribution that depends
on neither z,...,T,_1 nor n.

8.2. Suitability of g and p*. Now, we discuss the suitability of the choices of § and p* to align
with our abstract setting in Part I, and hence, ensure the asymptotic accuracy of the bootstrap. We
require the following two conditions to be satisfied.

— Almost surely, there is N such that {g|n > N} U{g} satisfy the Assumptions (A), (B), and (C).
— There exists a space C in (3.3) such that C < X3 < X?)(Jr) and ||ppc — pulle — 0 as n — oo.

In both smooth expanding and peicewise expanding maps, the Assumption (C)(1) holds. So, g
possesses a unique acip vy (with density p,,); moreover, (g, 1) is strong mixing, and hence, ergodic.
As a result, vp—almost every orbit of g is dense in the support of vy; cf. [77, p. 29]. So, vp—almost
surely, xg,...,Zn_1,... is a dense orbit. Therefore, we can construct spline approximations g. We
have already shown that spline approximations of expanding maps satisfy the Assumptions (A),
(B), and (C); see Sections 5.1 and 5.2, and hence, they are an ideal choice for our simulations.

When a kernel estimators that changes with the sample size n, the above suitability condition for
stationary processes can be checked using ideas in [80, Section 3] where the convergence properties of
of py, to py, are discussed. In particular, if {X,,} is stationary and f—mixing, and p,, is sufficiently
regular, then p,, and f)’yo converge to p,, and pfjo, respectively and the convergence is uniform. In
particular, for V —geometrically ergodic Markov chains, which by definition are f—mixing, we have
1B = Pl = .

Since the kernel estimators in dynamical systems and S—mixing setting share many common
properties [30], we conjecture that, in the dynamical systems examples in Section 5, we also have
the uniform convergence of p, and g, to py, and p;, , which implies ||y, — py,[|Bv — 0. However,
this is still an open problem. In general, it is interesting to study the convergence of derivatives
of kernel estimators of acips of dynamical systems but this has not been pursued in the previous
literature.
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When the bootstrap initial measure, p*, is fixed, the only condition it should satisfy is being
absolutely continuous, and we opt for this option.

8.3. Improved accuracy of the non-pivoted bootstrap. Now, we explain why we our non-
pivoted bootstrap algorithm exhibits better asymptotic accuracy than o, (1) when applied to our
examples in Section 5.1 and Section 5.2.

Example 3 (Piecewise C? expanding maps, a continuation of Section 5.2): Since we assume
xo, ..., Tn_1 is a sufficiently dense partial orbit, we may assume that the mesh size, 6, of the spline
approximation is O(n™'). So,
—-1/2
love — Pl S e — Hollgy,r S 1£e — Lollpy,nt S Vo =n"
where vy is the unique acip of gy and the implied constants are independent of 6. The estimates

(from left to right) follow from the proof of Corollary 3.2, the Cauchy integral representation of Il
given in Section 3.2 and (5.5), respectively.

We recall from Section 3.2 that for all k > 0,

1
B (So(R) = Ag + —-m(I1f" p,) + O(rF)

Since the convergence rate of Ag — Ap is independent of the choice of the initial measure, we write,

Ag— Ao = (Eue(Sk 0(h)) — By (Sko(h))) + o(k~1)
k—1
’1321 [Evy(ho gh) = Eun(hogh)] +o(k™)
1 k—1
-1
= § L Ea(h) ~ Bl +olk™

=
!Ae—Ao\SkZ

< Nhllz=llpvy = puollr +o(k™) S 072 4+ o(k™1)

/ (ovs —pm)dm\ olk )

Above, we use that vy is gg—invariant. Next, choosing k = (’)(nl/ 2), we can obtain the best possible
rate of convergence of the asymptotic means:

|A* — A| = |4g — Ag| Sn /2

Now, we focus on the rate of convergence of the variance. We recall that for all k£ > 0,

By ([So (ko) — kAgl?) = 03 — ~m(TP p,) + O(s™)

k k
Then,
7 — 7% = 1 (Buy (S (h) — KAG) ~ Eun ([Sk0(h) — KAg]%)) + (k™)
L (B2 ([Sko(W)]) ~ Eun (Seo(m)]?) — K[43 — 43] + olk™)

Since, |A% — A2| < |Ap — Ag] Sn™ 172 and the second term is O(kn~1/?).
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To estimate the first term, note that,

k—1k—-1

[Euy ([Sk0()]%) = Eug ([Sko(B)]*) = DD Euy(hogj-hogh) —Eu(hogl-hogy)
7=01=0

k-1
2 (k= j)[Ey,(hoghh) —Ey(hog)-h)
7=1

k—1
23 (k= ) [Enh - £)(hry)) = BB - £ (o))
j=1

<
k—1 . ‘

< 2|l Y (k= DG (hpvy) = Lo (hpwo) 1,
j=1

1£5(howy) = L (houo) 1t < 15 pvy = puo))llt + (L5 = £§) (o) 11
< sup 1£6l e, - 1l 2o llpvy = puollir + 115 — Lollsv,r [[hov, By

<V 4 L) - Lhllsy.ot,

and
j—1 Jj—1
o .
1£) = Lhllpv,r =D IL5(Le — L)LY llpv,rr S sup L5l ]l Lo — Lollpv,rr > I1L5]IBYV.BY
r=0 O.r r=0
S gn 2,

Therefore, we have
[Euy ([Sk.o(A)]?) = Eug ([Sko(R)]*)] S Kon /2.
Finally,
0f — 02 SknY? 4 knV2 4 o(k7Y),

and choosing k = O(nl/ 6), we can obtain the best possible rate of convergence of the standard
deviations,
o — 0| S lod — oF S n V.

So, in the case of piecewise expanding maps, we have the following improved asymptotic accuracy
of the non-pivoted bootstrap.

sup |P, (T, < 2) — P(T < 2|20, ..., n_1)| = Ons. (n~ ),

z€R
Example 4 (Smooth expanding maps, a continuation of Section 5.1.1): As in the previous example,
we assume that the mesh-size, 6, of the spline approximation, s, obtained by zq, ..., z,_; is O(n"1).
Since

lg = sllze + llg" = 8l = O(6%) + O(8) = O(n ™),
from Section 5.1, we have that
Lo — Lollgv.rr Snt.

Arguing as in the previous example, for all £ > 0,

|A* — A| = |Ag — Ao| Snt+OY).
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It is easy to see that choosing k = O(n) gives the best possible rate of convergence O(n~1). So,
arguing as in the previous example,.

0% —o| Sloj —opl Sk~ +kn Tt +o(k7),
and choosing k = O(n'/?), the best possible rate of convergence is O(n~"/3).

Therefore, for smooth expanding maps of T, we have we have the following improved asymptotic
accuracy of the non-pivoted bootstrap.

sup P.(T, < 2) = P(T} < z|x0,...,2n1)| = Oas (n7V/3).
zZe

9. COMPUTER SIMULATION OF THE BOOTSTRAP

9.1. Data generating processes. We let the choices of sample size be n = 25,50, 100 and take
the doubling map, the logistic map, and the drill map below as the choices for the transformation
function g.

9.1.1. Doubling map. The doubling map also called the dyadic transformation is given by
g(x) =2x mod 1, z €[0,1].

In general, r-adic transformations, including dyadic transformations, allow us to study the statistical
properties of the digits of real numbers. Because of its simple yet chaotic nature, von Neumann
proposed the doubling map as a random number generator [70], and later, Rényi studied its statistical
properties [1]. In fact, it is an expanding (therefore, hyperbolic) map, exhibits sensitive dependence
on initial conditions, has a unique exponentially mixing acip — the Lebesgue measure [0, 1] — and
also, is a Bernoulli map. Further, it is a C°°—map of T with constant first derivative =2 > 1, and
hence, falls into the class of examples considered in Section 5.1.

One could also consider the doubling map as the following map of the binary expansions of data

(9.1) D w2 Y w27,
j=1 j=1

In other words, the doubling map neglects the first binary digit but shift all the other digit to the left
by one unit. Unfortunately, in computer software, the initial state xg only has a binary expansion
up to a finite order K, e.g., K = 32 when z( is a uniform random variable generated in R software;
as a result of this round-off error, by (9.1), after K iterations the orbit of the simulated doubling
map will always end up at zero [7]. To overcome this problem, we let z; = g(x;—1) + 2720, where
{e;} are independent Bernoulli(1/2) random variables conditional on z; € [0, 1]. By the shadowing
lemma, this perturbed orbit of {z;} stays uniformly close to an unperturbed orbit; see [60, p. 18].

9.1.2. Drill map. The motion of a rotary drill induces a piecewise expanding map of the interval,
g :10,1] — [0, 1], defined as follows:

A 1 A-1-k
a:m’ q[A]_k:maX{O,z'A_l}, kzla?[A]v

k
dp(z) = « <k - \/k2 — a(k:+ 1-— 2:1:)) v A=k < T < QAl—kg1> k=12, [A]

g"(x) =z +dp(z) (mod 1), and g(z) =g'*(¢"*(x)),
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where [A] denote the integer part of A and A is a parameter indicating the influence of gravity on
fluid motion. We set A = 3 in our simulation and include the corresponding transformation function

g in Figure 4.
b e o pp e 5

FIGURE 4. Drill map when A = 3.
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This map was first considered in [13] to model the movement of an oil drill with real world
engineering applications in mind. This is a particular example of transformations discussed in
Section 5.2; see also [0, Section 1.2, Section 13.3].

9.1.3. Logistic map. The logistic map is useful as a discrete-time population model of various
biological species; see [50] for an in-depth discussion. The logistic map with parameter r € (0,4] is
defined by

g(x) =rz(l—=x), ze€l0,1].
Here, we focus on the case r = 4. It is well-known that g with r = 4 exhibits sensitive dependency
to initial conditions and has a unique acip (despite not being hyperbolic); see p. 34-35 of [60].

Even though g does not belong to any of the examples in Section 5, its simulations results are
includes here because they were comparable to those of the previous two examples. This is an
indication that asymptotic accuracy of the bootstrap may hold even in the case of mostly hyperbolic
maps considered in [79]. In fact, we believe that we can establish continuous Edgeworth expansions
for such maps based on ideas in [22]. This will be pursued in the future.

Similar to the doubling map, the logistic map suffers from the round-off error of computer software.
As a remedy, we first transform the logistic map to the tent map with 7 : [0, 1] — [0, 1] defined by
T (x) = 2arcsin(y/x)/m and then add perturbation to the tent map; see p. 33 of [60]. Specifically,
we let

2ui_1 + 27V, for x < 1/2,
yi1 =T (zi-1), Yi = { v ' /

i =T Ny
21 —y) +2 01 —&), forz>1/2, (3:)

where {¢;} are independent Bernoulli(1/2) random variables conditional on y; € [0,1]. By the
shadowing lemma, as in the doubling map context, the perturbed orbit {y;} stays uniformly close
to some unperturbed orbit of the tent map, and in turn, {z;} shadows an orbit of the logistic map.

9.2. Quantity of interest. We aim to construct two-sided, upper-bounded, and lower-bounded
95% confidence intervals for spatial average A. When constructing A, we let h(z) = z, h(z) = 22,
and h(z) = z*; these choices of h are closely related to the mean, variance, and kurtosis, which have
wide applications in a variety of fields.
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9.3. Bootstrap methods. To construct the confidence intervals mentioned in section 9.2, we
apply the pivoted bootstrap in Algorithm 6.1 and the non-pivoted bootstrap in Algorithm 6.2 with
bootstrap iteration B = 1000. We include more details of these algorithms below.

9.3.1. Estimation of the transformation g. Throughout our simulation, we assume that the support
and the location of discontinuities of transformation g are known. Given this, we approximate the
transformation function g by piecewise cubic spline. When making extrapolations, we apply “FMM”
[24] cubic splines in non-pivoted bootstrap and “natural” cubic splines in pivoted bootstrap. When
the fitted value lies outside the given support, we take it to be the nearest boundary point of the
support, and then, move it inside the support by adding or subtracting another small perturbation
of 272%. In our preliminary simulation, we used piecewise linear splines but found their performance
to be inferior to that of the piecewise cubic splines.

9.3.2. Generation of initial bootstrap data xj. In our simulation, we implement Line 4 of Algorithm
6.1 and Line 3 of Algorithm 6.2, the generation of the initial bootstrap data zy, as follows:

Algorithm 9.1: Generation of initial bootstrap data
Input: Data zo,...,Tn—1

Output: Initial bootstrap state x;
1 while z; ¢ support of g do

2 ucv < unbiased cross-validated bandwidth [70]

3 b+ ucv/4

a Sample g9 ~ Normal(0, b%)

5 Sample zj from {zo,...,Tn_1}, independently of o
6 xh 4 Th + €0

7 end

*
8 return z;

Remark 9.1: Generating z; with Algorithm 9.1 is equivalent to generating x from a kernel-
estimated density function, where the kernel is Gaussian and the bandwidth is given by b; see
[72, p. 471]. On the other hand, Algorithm 9.1 is computationally more economical than directly
generating data from the kernel-estimated density function; see the footnote on p. 1068 of [31].

Remark 9.2: When the bandwidth is large, e.g., b = ucv, where ucv is the unbiased cross-validated
bandwidth as in [70], the bootstrap initial state could take a value that the true initial state rarely
takes, e.g., 0.99. When starting with such a extreme bootstrap initial state, the bootstrap trajectory
of {z}} could also be extreme, and consequently the bootstrap distribution may contain too many
outliers. As a remedy, we let the bandwidth be rather small, i.e., b = ucv/4.

9.3.3. Estimation of long-run variance o2. Since we are not aware of any theoretically-justified
estimator for ¢ in the dynamical system setting, we first obtain the true ¢ with Monte-Carlo
simulation and then replace & by this simulated true o. Similarly, we replace *° by ¢*, where

o= BZ< S*(h)> '
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Indeed, in a similar way to Remark 6.1, when both B and n are large, recalling o* defined in (7.1),

9.4. Non-bootstrap methods.

9.4.1. Gaussian approrimation. To construct the confidence intervals in section 9.2, alternatively
we can apply the Gaussian approximation, namely
Sn(h) —nA
/no
As in Section 9.3.3, since we do not know any theoretically-justified estimator for ¢ in the dynamical
system setting, we replace & by the simulated true o throughout our simulation.

= N(0,1).

9.4.2. t-approzimation. To construct the confidence intervals, we can also apply a t-approximation,
which relies on the presumption that

Sn(h) —nA
o et
\/ﬁs n—1
where s is sample standard deviation of {z;,i = 0,...,n — 1} and ¢, is a t-distribution with

degrees of freedom n — 1.

9.5. Results. To obtain the empirical coverage of the confidence intervals, we run 700 iterations.
The results obtained are included in Tables 1 to 9. When reporting the data, we use the following
abbreviations

— t (t-approximation),

— npboot (non-pivoted bootstrap),

— Gaussian (Gaussian approxiamtion), and
— pboot (pivoted bootstrap)

to differentiate how the 95% confidence intervals were generated.

First, recall that the t-approximation and non-pivoted bootstrap do not require any prior
knowledge of the long-run variance o, while the Gaussian approximation and pivoted-bootstrap
heavily depend on o2. From Tables 1 to 9, we see that, in general, the Gaussian approximation
and pivoted-bootstrap prevail over the t-approximation and non-pivoted bootstrap, and hence, as
expected, the knowledge of o2 improves the accuracy.

Second, the non-pivoted bootstrap significantly outperforms the ¢t-approximation. In particular,
the non-pivoted bootstrap does not suffer from under-coverage in case of the doubling map and
over-coverage in case of the logistic map whereas the t-approximation suffers from both. Indeed,
the non-pivoted bootstrap has a performance that almost matches the Gaussian approximation
and the pivoted bootstrap. Consequently, when ¢ is unknown and cannot be easily estimated, the
non-pivoted bootstrap may be preferable.

Third, the Gaussian approximation and pivoted-bootstrap give comparable results; none of them
uniformly dominates the other. Since Gaussian approximation fails to capture the asymmetry of
the finite-sample distribution, it performs slightly inferior to the pivoted-bootstrap on one-sided
confidence intervals. However, since the under-coverage on one tail of the distribution is likely
compensated by the over-coverage on the other tail, the Gaussian approximation has a slight



46 KASUN FERNANDO AND NAN ZOU

advantage when two-sided confidence intervals are computed. In summary, when o is given, both
the Gaussian approximation and pivoted-bootstrap can be considered.

9.5.1. Two-sided confidence interval.

h(z) ==z h(z) = 2° h(z) = z?
n=25 n=950 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=>50 n=100
t 0.753  0.740 0.749 0.729  0.709 0.760 0.717  0.729 0.747

npboot  0.946  0.960 0.954 0.944  0.946 0.954 0.941  0.966 0.947
Gaussian  0.957  0.957 0.947 0.956  0.957 0.944 0.960  0.957 0.953
pboot 0.940  0.940 0.941 0.964  0.959 0.949 0.940  0.960 0.936

TABLE 1. Empirical coverage of two-sided 95% confidence intervals generated when
data is generated by the doubling map.

h(z) ==z h(z) = 2° h(z) = z?
n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=>50 n=100
t 0.943 0.934 0.923 0.913  0.926 0.924 0.856  0.907 0.910

npboot  0.937  0.951 0.947 0.940 0.941 0.946 0.893 0.924 0.941
Gaussian  0.956  0.954 0.953 0.947  0.959 0.960 0.951  0.963 0.953
pboot 0.904 0.924 0.933 0.945 0.950 0.963 0.960  0.944 0.964

TABLE 2. Empirical coverage of two-sided 95% confidence intervals when data is
generated by the drill map.

h(z) ==z h(z) = 2° h(z) = z?
n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=>50 n=100
t 0.946  0.940 0.957 0.990 0.996 0.994 1.000  1.000 1.000

npboot  0.923  0.930 0.949 0.934  0.950 0.949 0.939 0.953 0.929
Gaussian  0.957  0.941 0.953 0.959  0.957 0.947 0.957  0.950 0.949
pboot 0.960  0.939 0.957 0.949  0.940 0.943 0.963  0.946 0.964

TABLE 3. Empirical coverage of two-sided 95% confidence intervals when data is
generated by the logistic map.

9.5.2. Upper-bounded confidence interval.

h(z) == h(z) = 2* h(z) = z*
n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n =100
t 0.850 0.814 0.834 0.784  0.781 0.829 0.741 0.791 0.793

npboot  0.936  0.947  0.957 0.944  0.947 0.961 0.930  0.966 0.944
Gaussian  0.949  0.963 0.953 0.970  0.969 0.949 0.980  0.976 0.966
pboot 0.944  0.941 0.937 0.959  0.956 0.944 0.946  0.960 0.941

TABLE 4. Empirical coverage of upper-bounded 95% confidence intervals when data
is generated by the doubling map.
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h(z) == h(z) = x? h(z) = z*
n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n =100
t 0.939  0.930 0.924 0.903  0.903 0.910 0.820 0.871 0.871

npboot  0.923 0944 0947  0.930 0.939 0.956 0.884 0.930 0.934
Gaussian  0.963  0.961 0.963 0.956  0.963 0.961 0.987 0974 0974
pboot 0.931  0.937  0.930 0.958  0.936 0.940 0956 0.954  0.966

TABLE 5. Empirical coverage of upper-bounded 95% confidence intervals when data
is generated by the drill map.

h(z) == h(z) = x? h(z) = z*
n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n =100
t 0.967  0.953 0.954 0.989 0.984 0.989 0.997  0.999 0.997

npboot  0.939  0.926  0.966 0.941  0.963 0.950 0953 0.954  0.941
Gaussian  0.946 0933 0944 0946 0934 0950 0929 0.924  0.936
pboot 0.946 0.944  0.943 0.937  0.946 0.950 0936 0.937  0.960

TABLE 6. Empirical coverage of upper-bounded 95% confidence intervals when data
is generated by the logistic map.

9.5.3. Lower-bounded confidence interval.

h(z)==x h(z) = 2° h(z) = 2*
n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=>50 n=100
t 0.813  0.826 0.830 0.861  0.843 0.840 0.899  0.857 0.874

npboot  0.947  0.954 0.959 0.934  0.947 0.947 0.950 0.961 0.963
Gaussian  0.963  0.950 0.954 0.939  0.949 0.943 0.936  0.933 0.944
pboot 0.951  0.941 0.954 0.957  0.959 0.957 0.951  0.954 0.946

TABLE 7. Empirical coverage of lower-bounded 95% confidence intervals when data
is generated by the doubling map.

h(z) == h(z) = 2° h(z) = 2?
n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100
t 0.959  0.946 0.937 0.966 0.964 0.941 0.986 0.977 0.971

npboot  0.984  0.960 0.947 0.960 0.944 0.946 0.957 0.944 0.947
Gaussian  0.951  0.957 0.939 0.936  0.947 0.946 0.931  0.943 0.924
pboot 0.914  0.940 0.951 0.921  0.940 0.950 0.964  0.930 0.957

TABLE 8. Empirical coverage of lower-bounded 95% confidence intervals when the
data is generated by the drill map.
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h(z) == h(z) = x? h(z) = z*
n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=50 n=100 n=25 n=>50 n=100
t 0.941  0.939 0.949 0.987  0.996 0.990 1.000  1.000 1.000
npboot  0.934  0.951 0.939 0.954  0.950 0.953 0.933  0.950 0.941
Gaussian  0.961  0.949 0.956 0.971  0.970 0.960 0.973 0.973 0.969
pboot 0.946  0.944  0.956 0.959  0.950 0.947 0971  0.950 0.956
TABLE 9. Empirical coverage of lower-bounded 95% confidence intervals when data
is generated by the logistic map.
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