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Gaussian kernels

A. A. Khartov®?3, 1. A. Limar?3

June 27, 2023

Abstract

We consider a problem of approximation of d-variate functions defined on R¢ which belong to the
Hilbert space with tensor product-type reproducing Gaussian kernel with constant shape parameter.
Within worst case setting, we investigate the growth of the information complexity as d — oo. The
asymptotics are obtained for the case of fixed error threshold and for the case when it goes to zero as
d — oo.
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1 Introduction and problem setting

We consider multivariate approximation problems in the worst case setting for functions of d variables
from the Hilbert space with the squared-exponential reproducing kernel as d — oo, when the error threshold
e€(0,1) is fixed or e = ¢4 — 0.

For every d € N (set of positive integers) we consider the Hilbert space Hy~ with the following squared-
exponential reproducing kernel

d
’Cd(t7 S) = H exp {_72(1’-]' - Sj)2} ’ (1)
j=1

where t = (t1,...,tq) and s = (s1,...,54) are from R? (R is the set of real numbers), v > 0 is a shape
parameter. The space H - is well studied and it is widely used in numerical computations, statistical leaning
and engineering, see [6], [7], [15], [16], [19], [20].

We consider the multivariate approximation problem APP; : Hy, — Log with APP,;f = f for all
f € Hgn, where Lo 4 is the space of functions that have the finite norm

d g2 1/2
I Fllza,0 = ( L @Il =2 dw) =
j=1

which the space is equipped with. We set © = (x1,...,24) in the integral. We approximate APPyf by
algorithms that use finitely many, say n € N, values of linear functionals. It is well known, see [11], that we
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can restrict ourselves to n-rank linear algorithms from the following class

n
Adpn = {Zak Uf rap € Log, by € HC?’Y} )

k=1

The worst case error of the algorithm Ag,, € Ag,, is defined as

e(Aqn) == sup [[APPaf — AqnfllL,

£l <1

where || - ||g, ., is the norm of Hy,. The n** minimal worst case error has the following form

e(d,n) = i, ilelad e(Agn)-

We also deal with the initial error, i.e we consider the value

e(d70) = Sup HfHLz,d = ”APPdH7

£l <1

which can be thought as the error of the identical zero algorithm. We define the worst case information
complezity n(d,e) for normalized criterion (information complexity for short) as

n(d,e) =min{n € N:e(d,n) <ee(d,0)}, e€(0,1), deN. (2)

The multivariate worst case setting and its modifications are comprehensively described in [11], 12, [13].
The quantity n(d,e) admits a representation via eigenvalues of the integral operator Iy : Hy~ — Hg,
that acts as follows

d
wp = [ 16 Hexp{ -5} [ 52
j=1

where t = (t1,...,tq) and s = (s1,...,54) are from R?. Let (Ad,m)men be the sequence of eigenvalues of I
that is assumed to be ranked in the non-increasing order. Let (¢4, )men be the corresponding sequence of
orthonormal eigenfunctions of Iy, i.e. (Ig¥qm)(t) = Aam¥am(t), m € N. It is well known (see [I1]) that the
following n-rank algorithm Sy,

) f € Hd,'yv

Sanf =Y _(fram)t,, Yam: [ € Han,

=1
has the minimal worst case error e(d,n) = \/Agn+1. The initial error is also known: e(d,0) = y/Aq 1. Thus,
representation () is written as the follows

n(d,e) = min{n EN:Agnt1 < 62)\d71}, e€(0,1), deN. (3)

It is a nice fact that (Agm)men and (¥4 m)men are known for I; with kernel (). For d = 1 we introduce
the following convenient notation: A\, := A j and ¢y, := 11, k € N. So for this case we have (see [13] p. 17
and [15] p. 97):

_ . 272
Me=(1—-wwh, keN, with w:= , 4
k= ) 1+2924 /14472 @
and
R R C R O e 24242 2\1/4
wk(t) = mexp{—m}]ﬂ_l((l—%lﬂ ) / t), teR, keN,



where Hy_; is the standard Chebyshev—Hermite polynomial of the degree k — 1, see [18], i.e.

k—1 .CB2 dk_l —;p2
Hy_1(x) = (=1)""e s reR, kel

For the general case, d € N, the sequence (A, )men is an array of the numbers

d
T k.- ka €N,
k=1

that is indexed in the non-increasing order, and (g, )men is correspondingly indexed sequence of the
functions

d
Hwkj(tj), ki,..., kg € N.
k=1

Observe that A\, and Ag,, belong to the interval (0,1) for all k£,d,m € N. Moreover, it is not difficult to
show that ), .y A =1and Y .y Agm = 1 for every d € N.

For a given shape parameter 7y > 0 we consider the information complexity n(d, ) as a function depending
on two variables d € N, ¢ € (0,1), and we are interested in the character of growth of n(d,¢) for arbitrarily
large d and small . There are a lot of results for this and more general problems concerning tractability (see
[4] and [17]), where necessary and sufficient conditions for the special upper bounds of n(d, €) were obtained
in terms of input parameters. Some of these results we will recall in the next section. There exist results
about tractabilty within average case setting (see [2], [3], and [8]). This setting is also studied in [9] with
asymptotic approach that more accurately detect behaviour of the quantity n(d,e) as d — co. We are not
aware any results with asymptotic approach for the worst case setting. In this paper, we do the first step
in this direction. Namely, we will investigate asymptotics of n(d,e) as d — oo for arbitrarily small fixed
e € (0,1) and for the case ¢ = ¢4 — 0 as d — oo. The latter setting seems to be new.

We will use the following notation in the paper. The set of non-negative integers will be denoted by Nj.
The indicator function 1(A) equals one if A is true and it is zero if A is false. For a finite set B we denote
by #B the number of elements in the set B. By distribution function we mean a non-decreasing function
F defined on R that is right-continuous, xkr—ir-looF(:E) =1, and xli)gloo F(x) = 0. We denote by P(C) the

probability of an event C, and we donote by EY, and VarY the expectation and the variance of a random
variable Y, respectively.

2 Main results

In this section we formulate the main results of the paper. The proofs are provided in section 4, the
necessary auxiliary tools are presented in section 3.

We consider the information complexity n(d,e) defined in the previous section. We first recall existing
results for this quatity that is corresponded to the kernel () with any fixed v > 0. From [4] it is known
(see also review in [17]) that quasi-polynomial tractability (QPT) holds for n(d,¢), i.e. there exist constants
C > 0 and 7 > 0 such that

n(d,e) < Cexp{r(1+Ind)(1+Ine ')}, forall € (0,1), d€N. (5)

Here the constant 7 was determined as 7 = 2¢,,, where

1
©Inw|’

Cu (6)
The constant ¢, will be used here and throughout the paper.

Recall that there are two natural type of tractability that would be possible for n(d,¢):



e strong polynomial tractability (SPT) holds iff there exist constant C' > 0 and 7 > 0 such that

n(d,e) < Ce™7, forall €€ (0,1), deN;

e polynomial tractability (PT) holds iff there exist constants C' > 0, 73 > 0 and 79 > 0 such that
n(d,e) < Ce™d™, forall € (0,1), deN.

However, as it was shown in [4], SPT and PT do not hold for the quantity n(d,e) for the considered case.
Morever, exponential convergence and quasi-polynomial tractability (EC-QPT) does not hold (see [17]), where
EC-QPT, by its definition, holds iff there exist constants C' > 0 and 7 > 0 such that

n(d,e) < Cexp{r(1 +Ind)(1 +In(l +Ine "))}, e€(0,1), deN.

We now formulate our asymptotical results that complement the estimate (Bl). We first consider the case
when d — oo and ¢ is fixed.

Theorem 1 For any fized € € (0,1)
de(a)

N +0(aNE71) d - oo, (7)

n(d,e) =
where N, () := max{m € Ng : m < ¢,|In€?|}.

We see that the main factor d¥«() in (7)) is approximately equal to exp{ZCw ‘Ind-|In €|} This is consistent
with (@) (with 7 = 2¢,) for large d and small €.

We turn to the case when d — oo and € = ¢4 — 0. Without loss of generality concerning the rate of
convergence of (£4)4en, we obtain the logarithmic asymptotics of n(d,e4) as d — oc.

Theorem 2 Let (£4)qen be a sequence from (0,1) such that eq — 0, d — co. Then

\1na |

Inn(d,eq) = d - 1n(1+%““d‘)+cw\1nad\ (14 o) + Ray d o0, ®)

where (Rg)aen 5 a sequence such that
Ry
|Ine?] - ln(1+ o “na |>

For large d the asymptotics (8] is consistent with (B)) too. Indeed, if d/|Ine?| — co as d — oo, then for
large d the quantity Inn(d,ey) is approximately equal to

-0, d— .

colIne3| + | Ine?| Ind.

Here the second term is the main as in (@). If [Ine%|/d — oo as d — oo, then Inn(d,e4) is approximately
equal to

dln(c,|Inej|) +d

for sufficiently large d. So the first term is the main and for it we have

Cw|In colln 2
din(cy|Inej))  d m(M) +Ind M%) | ]

collne?|lnd cwllnagl. Ind B Cwllélfﬁ\ Ind  ¢,|lne?|’

It is seen that, by the assumption, this sequence goes to zero as d — oo. In particular, dln(cw\ In 53\) is
bounded by ¢, |In 6§| Ind for all sufficiently large d. Hence the same estimate holds for Inn(d, ;) similarly
to (@) with 7 = 2¢,,.



3 Auxiliary results
In this section, we formulate and prove some statements that are needed to obtain the main results.

Lemma 1 Let (Uj)jen be a sequence of independent random variables with the following distribution:
P(Uj=kllhw|)=(1-w)w®, keN, jeN (9)

Then for any d € N and € € (0,1) the quantity n(d,e) admits the following representation

d d
n(d,e) = ellm1-w)l E[exp{z Uj}]l<z U; < ]11152\)]
j=1 j=1

Proof of Lemma [Il. Let us fix any d € N and ¢ € (0,1). Using (B]), we have
n(d,e) = mln{n eEN:Agpi1 <e 2\ 1} #{neN: g1 >¢€ 2\ 1}

According to the known product structure of Ag,,, m € N, and due to the sharp expressions (@) for A,
k € N, we have

d
n(d,e) = # (kl,...,kd)eNd:HAkj>52Ad,1}
j=1

o

— #L(kr,. .. ky) e NC: ((1—w)wkr1)>e2(1—w)d}

Wk > 62}

kjllnw| < |ln€2|}.

= #(ky,... kg) e Nd:

.

<
Il
—

—~ — —~ —
<
Il
-

M=

= #4(k1,... . kq) €NG:

<.
Il
i

We write

d
n(d,e) = Z 1<ij|lnw|<|lng2|>

(k1,.kg)eNd  j=1
d d d
= edn(-w) Z [exp{ij|lnw|} H((l —w)wkj)ﬂ<2k:j|lnw| < |lne2|)}
MuywkﬁeNg j=1 j=1 j=1
By definition (@), we obtain
d d
n(d,e) = edlmi- wE[exp{ZU]} <ZUj<\ln52]>],
Jj=1 Jj=1

as required. O

Let us define the moment generating function for random variables Uj;, j € N:

M(v) :== Eexp{vU;} = Z vilmwlk (g _ ) Z W=k e R,
k=0 k=0

The next lemma states some properties of this function and its derivatives.



Lemma 2 1) For any v < 1 the quantities M (v), M'(v), and M"(v) are finite and admit representations

— _ 1-v
_ 11 (f)_l,, M,(I/): (1 W)Hnw\w ’ M”(y):(l—w)|lnw|2'
—w

(1+w=")wl=v
(1 _ wl—u)2 :

M(v) (1 —wlv)3

2) For any « > 0 the equation o = M'(v)/M (v) has the solution v, < 1 expressed by the formula

yazl—cwln(l—l—cw%), (10)
and then
M = (-l ea), ) o M) (M a1
Proof of Lemma [2. 1) Since w € (0,1), we get
M) =(1 —w)iw(l_”)k = % <oo, v<l.
k=0 w

This yields

l1-w \'  (1-w)|hww™
1—wl-v /) — (1 _ wl—u)2

M'(v) = (

< oo, v<l

Next, we have

wi) = (Gt

Inwlw!™ - (1 - w2 + w7V 2(1 —w' ™) w7 | Inw|

= (1-w)|lnw| Ao
| Inw|w!™(1 — w!'™") + 2| Inw| w20~
— (1-w)|lnw-
( w)| nw| (1 _ wl—u)3
(1+w™)wl™
= (1—-w)|lnw?- 1oy <oo, v<Ll

2) We fix any o > 0 and consider the equation « = M'(v)/M (v) with v < 1. On account of the obtained
formulas, we have

M'(v) |lnw| w'

= , <1
M(v) 1—wl-v g

So the equation gets the form

_|Inw|-w

l—wlr
that is equivalent to

1
wl™ = m and (1—v)|lnw|=1In W.

The last logarithm equals ln(l + La) So we easily get the unique solution (I0) that is less than 1. Thus

Cw

the second equality in (IIJ) is obvious. We now check the first:

1—w 1—w 1—w
M(Va) = 1 — wl-va = 1— @ - | In w| = (1 B w)<1 + ﬁ) = (]‘ - O.))(l + CwOé).
[Inw|+a Mo ta



Next, we prove the third equality in (II]). By the above, we have

M"(vy) ~|Inw|(1 +wl ) M (v,)
M(vs) 1 —wl-ve M (vy,)
= |1HW|<1+W)(1+CMOZ)OZ
«
= <|lnw|+1+cwa>-(1+cwa)'oz

= |lnw|-(1+cua)-a+a

Thus we obtain

—a?=|lnw|-(1+4+ca)-a O

M"(vq) _ (M/(Va)>2 _ M"(vq)
M (va) M (va) M (va)

Lemma 3 Let for every v < 1 (U](V))jeN be a sequence of independent random variables with the following
distribution:

Y 1— (1-v)k
P(UY = k|lnw|) = (1= ww

- ke N i € N.
M) ) € No, 7€

Then for any d € N, € € (0,1), and v < 1 the quantity n(d,e) admits the following representation

d d
n(d,e) = ¥ 1n(l_“’)M(V)dE[exp {(1 —v) ;U;V)}]I(JZZ;U}V) < \ln€2]>]. (12)

Proof of Lemma [Bl Let us fix arbitrary d € N, ¢ € (0,1), and v < 1. Observe that

k| Inw|v ek|1nw|u

76 — k: R — 1
o) (1-ww M) P(Uj=k|lnw|), keN, jeN

P(U" = k| lnw|) =

Hence, due to the independence, for any k1,...,kq € Ng we have

P(Uly) = k‘1|lnw|,...,UdV) = kq|Inw|) = P(Uly) =ki|Inw|) -... -P(Udy) = kq|Inw))
ek1|1nw|u ekd|lnw|u

= P(Ulzklllnw\)-...-

P(Ud = kd‘ lnw\)

M(v) M(v)
e(k1+...+kd)|lnw\u
= M) P(Uy = ki|Inw|,...,Us = kg Inwl).

Let Fy; and F CEV) be the distribution functions of the sums Z?Zl U; and Z;l:l U ](V), respectively. Then
for any = > 0 we get

d
FCEV)(:U) = P(ZU;V)éa:)
j=1

Z ekt +kg)| Inwly

M(v)d
ki1,....,kq€Np:
ki+..+kq<z

_ /Om % dFy(u).

P(U1 =ki|lnw|,...,Ug = k:d|lnw|)



Applying Lemma [l together with this formula, we obtain the needed representation:

d

n(d,e) = edmi- “’E[exp{z } (in<lln€2\)}

_ i 1_w/ex]l(x < |Ine?|) dFy(x)
R

= ¢ hrl(1_°J)M(1/)d/ e(l_")x]l(a: < |In 52\) dFéV)(m)
R

d d
= =2 E [exp {(1 —v) Z U;V)}]I<Z U}V) < ]11152\) .
j=1 j=1

Note that formula (I2) can be written in the following form:

a

d d
n(d,e) = eMI=pr(p)d e(l_””mz'E[exp {(1 —v) (Z U}V) — ]11152\) }]l(Z U}V) < ]11152\)].
=1 j=1

It is easily seen that the expectation less than 1 due to v < 1. Hence the part before this dominates the
growth of the quantity n(d, ). Let us choose v < 1 to minimize this part. It is equivalent to the minimization

2
of the function v +— M (v)? eI’ and, consequently, of the function v — In M(v) — V“nfj'. It is easily
seen that for any d € N and € € (0,1) the latter function has the minimum at the point v4. such that

M'(vae) _ |Ine?|

|Ineg?|

Applying Lemma 2 with o = '—— (and v, = v4.), we find
I/da—l—cwln(l—l—W) deN, e (0,1). (13)
Substituting this in (I2) and using the first equality of (), we have
el 1n(1—w)\M(Vd7E)d _ 1n(1_w)\(1 w)¢ <1 n cwm15 \)d _ <1 N %M)d’ (1)
and thus

n(d,2) = (1+ %)dE[exp {eam(1+ iy ) Sue }1(Sae < \mé\)}, deN, c€(0,1), (15)

where we define
d
Sqe=Y U deN, e (0,1).

Now we consider the asymptotic behaviour of distributions of Sy as d — oo for the case of fixed ¢ € (0, 1)
and for the case, when ¢ = ¢4 — 0 as d — oo.

Proposition 1 For any fized m € Ny and € € (0,1)

21\m
P(Sy. = m|lnw|) = exp{—c,|In&*|} - w +0(%), d— x.



Proof of Proposition [l Let us fix m € Ny and € € (0,1). Since Sy, is a sum of d independent and
identically distributed random variables, we have

P(Sdf :m\lnw[) = Z P(Ul(yd’s) :klllnw’,...,Ulgyd’s) :kdllnw\)
k1,...,kg€Np:
k1+...+kd:m
-3 P(Ul(”d’f) = ki 1nwy> - .p(Uydﬂ = kq| 1nwy>
k1,....,kg€Ng
k1+...+kd:m

kit +kg=m
Z (1 _ w)dwm(l—ud )
- d
k1,....,kq€Np M(Vd’s)
k1+...+kd:m
It is known that the equation k1 + ...+ kg = m with respect to non-negative integers k1, ..., kg has (mtz_l)

solutions (see, [5], p. 38). Therefore

deN.

m+d— 1> (1 — w)dwm-vae)

P(Sd@ = m|lnw|) = ( M)’ ,
£

m

We represent

m! m!

<m+d—1> de(dAm—1) 1142
m

Note that the product in the fraction is assumed to be 1 for the case m = 0. Next, on account of (I3]) and
also ([6]), we have

mee Inw —m -m
Ww1=vae) — gm(l-vae)nw _ <1 + |1n62\) (1 + \lna2|> = (Cw|1§1€2|) <1 + Cw|ln6 \) . (16)

Due to (I4]), we get

(1—w)? ima—w) —d_ collne2 ) ~4
Mg~ Mae) ™ = (1+=5=) (17)
Thus
. . m—1 —d
P(Sd7gzm|lnw|):1 5711"" d )(Cw|ln<€ |) <1+cw\1ns|) <1+cw\ln€|> . deN.

It is easily seen that for fixed m € Ny and € € (0,1)
Lo (1422 = 140(2), O+&%ﬁym:LHX@,d%m.
Next, observe that for d — oo

(1 + c““ne |) o exp{—dln(l + %1152')} = exp{—c,|Ine’|+ O(3)}.

So we have

<1+Cw|ln€‘> d—exp{—cw\ln&g]}(l—i—O(é)), d — . (18)

9



Therefore

1+0(3%
P(Sdﬁ:m]lnw]) = +T'(d)(cw]ln52]) <1+O(é)> exp{ Co|Ine? \}(1—#0(%))
= exp{—cy|Ine?(} - Cw|h17€< é))
= exp{—cy|Ine?(} - %4—0(%) d—oo. O

Proposition 2 Let (¢4)qen be a sequence from (0,1) such that eq — 0, d — oo. Then

Sd £q ESd [P
sup|P| ——22 <z | —®(x)| =0, d— oo, 19
z€R < Vv VarSge, (@) 1)

where @ is the distribution function of standard normal law:

1 x
O(x) := ﬁ/ e Pdu, zeR.

Proof of Proposition 2. Suppose that the sequence (g4)4en is given. We define

aqg :=ESg.,, and bg:=/VarS;.,, decN. (20)

We will prove the convergence (I9) using the method of characteristic functions (see [10]). We introduce
characteristic functions for the fractions in (I9I):

Hy(t) = Eexp{ztsdsd ad}, teR, deN.

(Vd,sd)

Since Sg, is the sum of d independent and identically distributed random variables U ; , we have

Hy(t) = ha(i) " exp{~it§d}, teR, deN,
where hq is the characteristic function of U (eq) ,deN;jie.

hq(t) :== Eexp{itU;Vd’Ed)}, teR, deN.

Let us find the convenient expression of hy(t) for any ¢t € R and d € N:

l1-—w
(wl_ydvfd . eit|1nw\)k — M(va,ey)
1— wl—Vd,sd . eit\ Inw|

—vg, ) - o0
d eitk|lnw| — l-w

M(Vdﬁd) M(Vd,€d)

k=0

From (I6]) (with m = 1) and (7)) (with d =1 in the powers) we obtain

w lne | 1 d
L sty VN )
A (t) _ < _ dtcy|Ined —(1— cu|Ined| (eit|1nw\ _ 1) !
‘ 1—(1+ a eit|lnw\ 1— MQ_ eit|Inw| d
cw|1n 2] d+coy|Inegg|

for any t € R and d € N. We now return to Hy:

. —d
Hd(t):<1—%ﬂ€3‘(exp{%|lnw|}—l)) exp{—it‘g—j}, teR, deN

10



Let us consider the sequences a4 and b4, d € N. For ag we have
(Vd Ed) (Vd Ed)
ag=ESy.,=E ZU = dEU, ™, deN,

. For by, due to the independence of U ;Vd’sd), we get

( dsd)

due to the identical distributions of U

d
b?l = VarSdﬁd = Var<z U;Vd,sd)) _ dVaI‘Ul(desd), deN.
j=1

Recall that, by definition, the distribution of U; (v eq) can be considered as the Laplace transform of the

distribution of U;. From the theory of large dev1at10ns, it is known (see [1], p. 243) that

(Va,e,) M/(Vds ) (Va,e,) M//(Vde ) (M/(Vde ))2
EU, " = ——% and VarU, % = 4l — =), deN.
! M (v4e,) ! M(vie,) M (vqe,)

These equalities can be also checked directly using Lemma [2] and elementary notes about series (see [9],

2
Lemma 1). Next, according to (1) with o = “nfjd' and v, = V4., we obtain

BU ) = 8l and Vart!" = |nwl - (1 n —CW'353'> el gen.
Thus we have
aa=|medl, and by =|lnw| (1+ =559 g, den. (21)

Since g4 — 0 as d — o0, it is seen that ag — oo and by — oo as d — co. We also conclude that

aq |In €2 B \/|1n5§|

dbg =
C il (14 S ey VA I @ efingd)

\/|In&?|

< =
Vd - \/] Inwl - ¢,|lne?|

-0, d— .

S

We return to Hy:
Cwag it —d ., ag —d
Hy(t) = (1 — e (exp{allnwl} - 1)) (exp{ztﬁ ) , teR, deN.
We fix t € R. Due to comments above, the following expansions are valid:
exp{zmd =1+itgt — 5 d2b2+0<d3b3> d — oo,
and
exp{bt Ilnw|} —1= gtllnw\ 223\1nw]2 + O(é), d — oo.

From the latter we get

(exp{bt|lnw|}—1) 1_dead (i_t|lnw| 2b2|lnw|2+0< ))

= 1-itgE+ 5 e+ 0(5), d— o

11



Thus we obtain

d

—d
. 2 2 3
Hd(t):[<1—ztc%‘;+% d—%|lnw|—|—0<%§>> <1+thbd %.d’;_zdg+0<£—zg)>] , d— oo.

We next write

. . 2 2 2 2 2 . 2 2
Hit) = |1t itgh+ g el = 5 g — ()" + 5 - et + et -
, —d
_%'db2|lnw| z d2b2+0<d3b3)+0<db3)}
2 ;13
= [14—%-( \lnw[—i—dzbg)—l-%'(dzbg\lnw\—i-d%g)
t4 d ¢
_Z.d3b4|lnw|—|—0<d3b3)—|—0<—3) ,d— 0.
Here
ad“ I+ a§ In e - a?l d+ cpaq
— |lnw|+ =% = |lnw —
db? 212 22 ag
In £2 d+cy|lne? 1
= |lnw|- e, e “‘2 d‘:—, deN.
d-|Inw|-(d+ cy|lnes|) |In ]| d
Since
ad —1/2
— =0(d d—
dbd ( )7 m’
we have
it i|lnw|+i)_@. 0 L)JFO L>>_O(l) d — o0
2\ @63 B3) T 2 dbg wa)) ~°\a) g
and

_e &;Um4+OQW>=0QN%>+O(J>=0@L d- co.

Observe that
ad |In &2 . 1
3 = o ln 3/2 = 3/2 . 2|1/2
dbd d|1HW|3/2‘ <1+ w|1d€?l‘) X |ln€§|3/2 d |1HUJ| |1H€d|

:0(5), d — o0.

Thus
—d
Hy(t) = (1 + % + 0(%)) e 45 .

Recall that exp{—t2/2} is the characteristic function corresponding to the standard normal law. By the
well-known Lévy’s continuity theorem (see [10] p. 48-49), we have the pointwise convergence

P (Sd,ed - ESd,€d

vVarS,,,

for any z from the set C(®) of all continuity points of ®. Since ® is a continuous function on R, the set C(P)
is exactly R and, moreover, the convergence (22)) is uniform on R (see [14], p. 11). Thus we come to (I9]).
O

< x) — ®(x), d— oo, (22)
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4 Proofs of the main results

Proof of Theorem [II We fix ¢ € (0,1). Let us use formula (I5) and also (G):
n(d,e) = (1 + Cw“ne |> E[exp {cw ln(l + |1n52‘)5d,€}]l<5d75 < \lnesz])]
— (1 4 Cw\lne |> Z exp {cw ln<1 + HHEQ‘)mHnw\} P(Sq. =m|Inwl)

meNg
m|Inw|<|Ine?|

- (1+%’”2'>d > e {m(1+ i) m - P(Sie = miinw))

m&Np:

m<cy|Ine?|
1 9 de(E) m
= (14—%) Z <1+W) P(S4. = m|Inwl),

where we set N,,(¢) ;= max{m € Ng : m < ¢,|Ine?|} as in the statement of the theorem. Due to (I), we
have

(1+cw\lna|> _ecw\ln€2|'<1+0(é)>’ d — oo

Applying Proposition [I] to the sum above, we obtain

Ny (e) N ()

Z <1+W>MP(Sd7€:m‘lnw’) _ |:<1+W>m<e—cwlns2| (c‘*’1+$2|)m+0(é)>:|
m=0 m=0
W) i (el MEDO
= <1 + cw\1n€2|) e~ Cwllne| N —I—O(dN () 1)
Nos(e) e~ Cw Ine2 (cw‘ln‘€2’)NW(€) Ny(e)—1
= <6W|1n52‘) |Ine ‘.W—’_O(d © )
_ —co|Ing? dNW(E) Ny, (e)—1
= e | €|m+0(d ) )7 d — 0.
Thus
N (g)
_ collne? 1) [ -collnez @ N()—1
n(d,e) = e (1+O(d)> (e No @) +0(d )>
dNW(s) 9] dN (e)—1 d
= Nw(&?)!+ ( ), — 00,

as required. O
Proof of Theorem 2. Suppose that the sequence (£4)4en is given. Due to (I5) we have

n(d, eq) = (1 n 0w\1n€d|> E[exp {cw ln<1 + Tin gd|>Sd75d}]]'<Sd75d < |ln€§|>}, d e N.
From this we easily obtain the upper bound for n(d, e,):
nde)) < (HW\mad\) exp {eotn(1+ o = )3} B (Sae, < [lned)
_ exp{d 1n(1+c“““5d‘) +e|lne?| - 1n(1+ i |)}P(Sd,€d < |Ine2))

< exp{d ln<1+w\1ned\)+cw|lnsd| ln(l—l— \lns |)} deN.
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For the lower bound we introduce b, := \/VarSg.,, d € N, as in ([20)). So we have

) > (1 L) B oxp {1+ i) Sucs 1 (1 = b0 < S, <[]
> (1+CW“H%') exp{cwln<1—|— e >(|1n6d|—bd)}E]l<|lnefl|—bd<Sd7ed< |1ns§|)
_ exp{d 1n(1+c“’““€d‘)+cw\1nad\ ln(1+ i |)}
-exp{—cwbdln<l—|— |1n€d‘)}P(]1na§\—bd<Sd,ed<\ln5§]>, deN.

According to (21]), observe that

bq _ 1 Cw|Ine?| 2 1 N
Ine?| Hnag\\/“nwl’o—'_id >.‘ln€d]— \lnw]-<|ln—€3‘+7) — 0, d— 0.
Therefore
ba
_cwbdln(1+ \lnedl) —|1n€d| co|lngd| - ln<1+7c e |> —0<|ln5d| ln<1—|— |1n€d‘)) d — 0.

Next, since |Ine3| = ESy., and by = \/VarSy,, by Proposition 2 we have

Sd,Ed - ESd,Ed

/' VarS, .,

P<| Ine3| — by < Sqe, < |1ns§|) - P<—1 < < 0) = 3(0) — d(—1) +0(1), d— 0.

Here C := ®(0) — ®(—1) is a positive constant:

1 0 2 1 1 2
- /2 e = —r%/2 4
e x e x> 0.
\ 2 /_1 \/271'/0

In particular, this means that
lnP(|lns§| —bg < Sge, < |1n€?l|> =In(C +o(1)) = <|lned| ln(l + |1n€ |>>, d — o0.

Thus the lower bound admits the form

n(d,zq) > exp{d In(1+ <24 4 e medl - In(1+ ﬁ) +o(|ed - n(1+ ﬁ)) }

The obtained bounds imply the required result. O
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