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ABSTRACT. We study small white noise perturbations of planar dynamical
systems with heteroclinic networks in the limit of vanishing noise. We show
that the probabilities of transitions between various cells that the network
tessellates the plane into decay as powers of the noise magnitude. We show
that the most likely scenario for the realization of these rare transition events
involves spending atypically long times in the neighborhoods of certain saddle
points of the network. We describe the hierarchy of time scales and clus-
ters of accessibility associated with these rare transition events. We discuss
applications of our results to homogenization problems and to the invariant
distribution asymptotics. At the core of our results are local limit theorems
for exit distributions obtained via methods of Malliavin calculus.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The setting, the motivation, and the goal of the paper. In this paper,
we study the long-term behavior of smooth dynamical systems with heteroclinic
networks under small white noise perturbations.

Solutions of Ito6 SDEs like
(11) dXs,t = b(Xsﬁt)dt—i-EU(Xsyt)th,

in R where W is the Wiener process with d independent components, have very
simple asymptotic behavior in the vanishing noise limit ¢ — 0 if considered on a
finite time interval. Under very broad assumptions on the drift b and diffusion o
coeflicients, they converge, as ¢ — 0, to solutions of the deterministic ODE

(1.2) Xo.t = b(Xo,).

However, the behavior of solutions of (1.1) on infinite time intervals or intervals
growing to infinity as € — 0, may drastically differ from that of solutions of (1.2).

The asymptotic properties depend crucially on the geometry of the phase portrait
generated by b and typically do not depend much on ¢ once an assumption of
boundedness and uniform ellipticity (nondegeneracy) of o is made.
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The most celebrated mathematical achievement in this area is the Freidlin—
Wentzell theory of metastability and related concepts, studying the situation where
the solution of (1.1) spends very long times near locally stable attractors making
rare and rapid transitions between them. In chemistry and physics, the exponential
in e72? growth of transition times is known as Kramers’ asymptotics [Kra40]. The
classical mathematical reference for these asymptotic results and other vanishing
noise problems is [FW12].

In this paper, we continue the study of SDE (1.1) in the vanishing noise limit
that we began in [Bakl11] (see also an informal exposition in [Bak10]), under the
assumption that b generates a heteroclinic network.

A heteroclinic network is a feature of the phase portrait of a dynamical system
consisting of multiple hyperbolic critical points (saddles) and heteroclinic orbits
connecting them, see Figure 1 for an example of a planar heteroclinic network.
A heteroclinic orbit, also called a heteroclinic connection, belongs to, or coincides
with, the unstable manifold of one saddle and the stable manifold of another saddle.

F1GURE 1. A planar heteroclinic network and a heteroclinic chain
escaping a cell.

It is natural to presume that a diffusion near such a heteroclinic network mimics
the process of sequential random decision making: it spends a lot of time in a small
neighborhood of a critical point where the drift is very small, until eventually the
noise pushes the solution in one of the unstable directions (thus, a decision on the
exit direction is made). From here, the drift takes over, carrying the solution away
from the equilibrium along a heteroclinic orbit towards the next critical point. This
picture resembles a random walk on the directed graph with vertices representing
saddles and directed edges corresponding to heteroclinic connections.

However, it turns out that diffusion near a heteroclinic network in vanishing
noise limit may and often does look drastically different from a Markovian random
walk. In many instances, the outcome of the decision on the exit direction is influ-
enced and even largely predetermined by the history of the process, thus exhibiting
non-Markovian limiting behavior and departing from the random walk picture. A
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rigorous mathematical theory of this was given in [Bakl1] although non-rigorous
approaches had existed before [SH90], [SA99], [ASKO03].

More precisely, the typical behavior of diffusions with small noise near hetero-
clinic networks was described in [Bakl11] for time scales logarithmic in the noise
magnitude. In particular, that paper showed that the diffusion spends time of or-
der loge~! near a saddle, travels along a heteroclinic orbit in time of order 1, then
spends time of order loge~! near the next saddle, etc. Moreover, for any finite
sequence of saddles and heteroclinic connections between them, the limiting proba-
bility of evolution along those connections was computed, in the limit of vanishing
noise. These limiting probabilities often equal 0 or 1, which means that traveling
along certain pathways through the graph of heteroclinic connections is extremely
unlikely on the logarithmic time scale. This results in a limited vocabulary of ob-
servable pathways and, often, in heteroclinic cycling, where the process is trapped
in a small region of the network and intermittently follows one of a few available
cycles, occasionally switching between them.

The core of the analysis in [Bakl1] is the study of exit problems for certain
regions around the saddles and the connections, with scaling limit theorems for
the exit time and location. It shows that certain transitions in noisy heteroclinic
networks are unlikely and certain ones are typical. The typical ones completely
define the limiting dynamics on timescales logarithmic in noise intensity. However,
in order to study the behavior of the system over long or infinite time intervals,
one must carry out a finer study of the unlikely transitions. This is exactly the
goal of the present paper: to study the exit problems of [Bak11] in more detail and
analyze the unlikely events responsible for the departure from the typical scenario
described in this paper. This is the natural next step in the ambitious program to
understand the limiting behavior of invariant distributions in the compact phase
space case (on a torus) and homogenization and effective diffusivity for periodic
heteroclinic networks.

1.2. The main result: the polynomial rates of rare transitions and the
underlying slowdown mechanism. We restrict ourselves to dynamics in the
Euclidean plane R? or torus T?. Working with other 2-dimensional manifolds, in
charts, and with Stratonovich noise, is not much harder but would obscure our main
points. We also expect the picture to be similar in higher dimensions, especially
for heteroclinic networks of saddles with 1-dimensional unstable manifolds.

In two dimensions, heteroclinic networks admit a relatively simple description:
under fairly general regularity assumptions they all can be viewed as locally finite
collections of closed curves with simple mutual intersections and self-intersections,
see Figure 1. They tessellate the plane into cells, the boundary of each cell being a
union of several heteroclinic connections, which are either all oriented clockwise or
all oriented counter-clockwise.

In this paper, we quantify rare transitions between neighboring cells and compute
the asymptotic transition rates. More precisely, for each sequence of heteroclinic
connections on the boundary of one cell, we compute the decay rate, as ¢ — 0,
of the probability of escaping the cell immediately after following that sequence.
An example of such a transition is shown in Figure 1, where a chain of hetero-
clinic connections almost entirely belongs to the boundary of one cell and the last
heteroclinic connection escapes from this cell.
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Our main result (see Theorem 5.1 for a precise statement and Figure 7 for a
more detailed illustration of the setting) is that, depending on the contraction
and expansion rates near each saddle of the sequence, and on the character of the
scaling of the distance from the initial condition to the network, three situations
are possible. As ¢ — 0, the probability of escape either

(1) converges to a positive constant (as described in [Bak11]), or
(2) decays as he?(1 + o(1)) for some numbers 6, h > 0, or
(3) decays faster than any power of e.

Under several technical assumptions, Theorem 5.1 gives a detailed characteriza-
tion of the conditions for each of these cases to occur, and in case 2 computes the
scaling exponent 6, see (5.6). This exponent can also be defined as § = 0 for case 1
and as @ = oo for case 3. Moreover, in case 3, we actually prove a more precise
estimate: the probability of escape is bounded by exp[—(loge™!)!*9] = glloge™")’
for some d > 0.

The case 2 is the central, most interesting, and hardest part of this paper. Com-
pared to the results of [Bakll] where the analysis was performed at the level of
weak convergence of appropriately scaled exit distributions, to obtain the power
asymptotics in part 2, we need to study the exit distributions zooming into finer
scales and proving local limit theorems. We are able to prove local equidistribu-
tion results by studying the densities of the distributions involved with the help
of estimates from [BC14] based on Malliavin calculus. The approach developed
in [BPG19a], [BPG20], [BC21b], [BC21al], [BPG19b] for exit problems near critical
points of source type thus gets extended to the harder case of critical points of
saddle type.

Our analysis also reveals the mechanism through which the rare transitions are
realized. It turns out that imposing the condition on the process to leave the cell
after passing a given saddle point effectively influences the behavior of the entire
trajectory before the visit to that saddle point. The exit is prepared by getting
atypically close to the network while visiting neighborhoods of preceding saddles.
More precisely, there are certain slowdown saddles near which the process spends
an abnormally long time thus extending the exposure to contraction towards the
boundary of the cell in comparison with the typical scenario.

The exponent @ in the power asymptotics of our main result is determined by
the contraction and expansion rates near all the saddles involved. However, the
definition of 6 is not straightforward. One must find all the slowdown saddles via
a special procedure and take into account that each of them contributes a factor of
order of a power of £, with the exponent being a nontrivial nonlocal function of the
entire sequence of corresponding contraction/expansion rates.

1.3. The hierarchy of time scales and clusters of accessibility. The polyno-
mial decay rate of the escape probabilities in our main theorem suggests that the
shortest time scale on which we can expect deviations from the typical behavior is
of the order e~? (up to a logarithmic factor) for some 6 > 0. Moreover, different
transitions often have different associated exponents, implying an entire hierarchy
of polynomially growing time scales on which more and more transitions become
accessible for the dynamics and larger and larger clusters of points accessible at
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those time scales emerge. Under the requirement that the network is stable (ex-
ponentially attracting nearby initial conditions in the absence of noise), the noisy
dynamics can be described as a multiscale process dominated by transitions between
clusters at various levels.

This is akin to metastable cycling described in [FW12] where rare transitions
between metastable states are described at the level of large deviations. They occur
on time scales of order e~ with § > 0 obtained by minimizing an appropriate
action functional over paths connecting the metastable states involved.

The hierarchical structure of polynomial time scales and associated clusters
emerging in our setting is discussed in Section 6. In that section, we also draw a con-
nection to the general abstract picture of metastable cycling introduced in [FK17].
We study a concrete example of a heteroclinic network on the torus T? which, if
lifted to a Z2-periodic cellular flow on R2, allows for Gaussian limit theorems for
sufficiently large time scales. These can be viewed as homogenization results on
effective diffusivity for second order parabolic PDEs, with the scaling limit given
by the heat equation. Such a result would be hard to obtain via PDE methods
(see, however, the Appendix in [HIKT18]).

In addition, for the torus case, we show how to compute the limit of the invariant
distribution for the diffusion process as ¢ — 0. It is always a mixture of Dirac masses
at saddle points but the computation of the weights of individual atoms requires a
multi-level iterative procedure based on the hierarchical structure.

We decided not to pursue rigorous exposition in Section 6, postponing that to a
later publication.

1.4. The structure of the paper. In order to motivate and explain the new
results, we have to start with recalling the results of [Bakl1] in Section 2. For
our new results, we need to supplement the scaling limits of Section 2 with more
detailed analysis. Some useful terminology and notation is introduced in Section 3.
In Section 4, we study a relatively simple case where an N-shaped heteroclinic chain
(see Figure 6) is composed of two saddle points and three heteroclinic connections,
the last one escaping from the cell making a “wrong turn”. Section 5 gives the
main result for a chain of arbitrary length. After that, in Section 6, we give an
informal discussion of the emerging hierarchy of clusters and time scales, and its
implications.

We must comment on the style of our exposition. In Sections 2-5, we give
complete rigorous statements of results but not all explanations are rigorous, some
of them being heuristics for a simplified model case rather than complete proofs.
These sections should be read first in order to understand the whole picture. The
rigorous proofs of those statements in complete generality are given in Sections 7—
11, with the most technical part on local limit theorems for exit densities being
Sections 9-11.

Acknowledgments. We thank Mark Freidlin and Leonid Koralov for multiple
stimulating discussions. Yuri Bakhtin thanks NSF for partial support via Award
DMS-1811444. Zsolt Pajor-Gyulai is thankful to the Courant Institute where this
work was initiated during his tenure as a Courant Instructor.
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2. THE TYPICAL BEHAVIOR

The goal of this section is to recall the results of [Bakll] (see also [Bakl10],
[AMB11al], [AMB11b]) since they serve as an important starting point. We aim at
a minimal description relevant for this paper, not a comprehensive one.

2.1. Notation. We denote the Borel o-algebra on R by B. We call v : R x B —
[0,00) a transition kernel if for each = € R, v(z, ) is a Borel measure on R, and for
each B € B, v(-, B) is a Borel measurable function.

For any m € N, we use superscripts to denote the coordinates of points x =
(xt,22,...,2™) € R™. For a,b € R™, we write

a-b= iaibi.
i=1

For m,n € N and k € NU {0}, an R™-valued function f defined on an open set
in R™ is said to belong to C* if f is continuously differentiable up to the k-th order.
If, in addition, the partial derivatives of f of all orders up to k are bounded, it is
said to belong to CF. If, moreover, f is a bijection and f~! € CF, then f is called
a Cﬁ—diﬁeomorphism.

Two vectors in R™ are called collinear if one of them is a multiple of another.
In particular, the zero vector is collinear with any other vector.

The Lebesgue measure on any Euclidean space is denoted by Leb.

The locally uniform convergence (i.e., uniform convergence on compact sets) is
often abbreviated to convergence in LU-topology or simply in LU.

The symmetric difference between two sets A, B is denoted by AAB.

For a,b € R, we write a A b = min{a, b} and a vV b = max{a, b}.

Each statement involving signs 4+ and F represents two statements: the first one
where every =+ is replaced by +, every = by —; and the second one where every £
is replaced by —, and every F by +.

For a_,ap,ay € R, we write
(2.1) ag <4 a4
if and only if a— < ag < ay.

We usually work with a complete probability space (2, F,P) equipped with a
filtration (F%):>o satisfying the usual conditions. We assume that this probability
space is rich enough to support all r.v.’s (random variables) emerging in the paper.
This is not necessary but makes notation a little lighter since we can use notation
like P{¢ € [a,b]} for a distributional limit & of r.v.’s £, defined on this probability
space. At times it will be also convenient to use other probability spaces and
measures. Irrespective of the details of the setting, we denote convergence of r.v.’s
in distribution by % and in probability by iy By W = (W', W?) we denote
the standard two-dimensional Wiener process, i.e., W' and W? are independent
standard one-dimensional Wiener processes with respect to (F;). All stochastic
integrals are understood in the Ito sense.

We will denote by g.(z) the centered Gaussian density with variance ¢ > 0:

1 22

2.2 c(x) = e 2, xelk
2.2 oule) = o=
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The associated distribution function is denoted by ).:
(2.3) Ye(x) = / ge(@')dz', =z eR.

We will often omit the dependence of X.:, a solution of (1.1) on the noise
magnitude e. For example, the joint distribution of ((X;);>0, (W:)i>0) solving (1.1)
conditioned on the initial value Xy = ¢ € R? will be denoted by P¥° with ¢ omitted.

When using the o(-) notation and its modifications, we mean taking limits as
€ — 0, unless stated otherwise.

Throughout the paper we use C' to denote various constants whose values may
differ from instance to instance.

More notation and terminology is collected in Section 3.

2.2. Exiting a neighborhood of a saddle. Of course, the main strategy is to
surround each saddle by a neighborhood and study the exit problems in each neigh-
borhood and transitions between those neighborhoods along heteroclinic connec-
tions.

In this section, we consider a family of diffusions (X; ).~ near one saddle point
in R?. An archetypal and relatively simple situation is where the drift is linear and
the noise is additive and diagonal:

(2.4) dX}, = AX],dt + edW},
(2.5) dX2, = —pXZ2,dt + edW?,
where A, 1 > 0. Here the origin is a hyperbolic fixed point for the associated deter-

ministic linear dynamics. Its stable manifold coincides with the second coordinate
axis, and the unstable one coincides with the first coordinate axis.

Our goal is to show that if the initial condition has a distributional scaling
limit, then the exit distribution also has a distributional scaling limit, with a new
exponent and limiting distribution.

Let us equip the system (2.4)—(2.5) with the following initial condition:
(2.6) Xio =€,
(2-7) Xs2,0 =1L,
where L € R\ {0}, a € (0,1], and (& )e>0 is a family of r.v.’s independent of the

realization of the noise on [0,00). Let us assume that as e — 0, & N & for some
r.v. & If a < 1, we will additionally assume that

(2.8) P{¢ =0} =0.
Let us fix a threshold R > 0 and define the exit time from the domain

(2.9) D = {(z',2?) : |z'| < R}.

by

(2.10) Te=inf{t>0: |X],| > R}

=inf{t>0: X., ¢ D} =inf{t >0: X.; € 9D}
as the hitting time for 0D = 04 U 0_, where
(2.11) 0y = {x = (2',2%) e R? : 2! = +R}.
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The main result of [Kif81] states that 7. /(+ loge ™) L, 1 and the distribution of
the exit location X, (7.) asymptotically concentrates near the points of intersection
of the unstable manifold with the boundary, i.e. points

g+ = (R, 0).

Let us analyze the exit problem in more detail. We start by using Duhamel’s
principle:

(2.12) X!, =Xy +el}),
(2.13) X2, =e "(X2)+eUf) =eMX2, +eNY,
where

t
Ul = / e AW,
0

t
(2.14) UE:/ et dw?,
0

t
N2 = e HU?2 = /0 e M=) g2,

The process (U}, N?) is Gaussian, so it easy to check that
(2.15) U}, N2) -5 (U, N), t— oo,

where (U, N) is a centered Gaussian random vector with independent components
and variances

(2.16) c :/ e ds = (20) 7L,
0
0

cy = / e*sds = (2u) L.

In fact, a.s.-convergence holds for the first component in (2.15).
The definition (2.10) and (2.12) imply

(2.17) R=e"=|X2,+ Ul

It is easy to check that 7. Py oase — 0. Together with (2.15), this suggests
(although more arguments are required for a rigorous proof):

(2.18) (UL, NZ) =5 U,N).
Therefore, expressing 7. from (2.17), we obtain
1 R 1 R

2.19 B PO S N
(2.19) DS Y=y g b S A
where
(2.20) Ze =& +eT°UL.
Thus,

o 1 R 4 1 R
2.21 — ~loge™! = ~log — —— ~log —
(2.21) Te — 5 loge )\og|ZE|—>/\0g|Z|,
where

VA :§+1a:1L{
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is the distributional limit of Z. as ¢ — 0. Hence, the exit typically happens around
time § loge ™.

We also notice that the direction of exit is given by
(2.22) sgn X! =sgnZ.,
with distributional limit sgn Z. In particular, the limiting probabilities of exit on
the right (i.e., through {+R} x R) and on the left (i.e., through {—R} x R) are
py = P{Z > 0} and p_ = P{Z < 0}. Note that P{Z = 0} = 0: if a < 1, this
is a consequence of (2.8); and if a = 1, then Z is absolutely continuous being a
Gaussian convolution.

In particular, if @ < 1 and P{¢ > 0} = 1, we have py = 1 and p_ = 0 and if
P{¢ <0} =1, then p; =0 and p_ =1, i.e., the direction of exit is asymptotically
deterministic as € — 0.

If the distribution of £ is symmetric, then p, = p_ = 1/2.

To find out the asymptotics of the exit location distribution, we use (2.21)
in (2.13):

L
(2.23) X2, =e"X2 +eN2 = e‘*ﬂﬁwsv) +eNZ,

where the stability index p measuring the strength of contraction relative to expan-
sion near the saddle point is defined by

(2.24) p=u/A
It plays a crucial role throughout the paper. Introducing
(2.25) o =apnl,
we obtain
X2

(2.26) - L,
where

/ L p
(2.27) ¢ = E|Z| 1<t +N1ap21.

It is important to distinguish between the cases where (i) ap < 1, (ii) ap > 1,
and (iii) ap = 1. If ap > 1, then @/ = 1, ¢ = N, and we can rewrite (2.26)
informally as

X2 L eN.
We recall that N is a symmetric Gaussian r.v. The scaling factor in front of N
is e!, which is the same order of magnitude as the noise.

Note that the limiting behavior in this case does not depend on the initial con-

dition, neither on L nor on (£.), nor on a > p~ 1.

If o/ = ap < 1, then ¢ = £|Z|?, and we can rewrite (2.26) informally as

2 d o L
XE,TE ~e” E'ZV)
The distribution of & in this case is one-sided, i.e., it is concentrated on (0, c0) if

L > 0 and on —(0,00) if L < 0. Moreover, the noise magnitude ¢ is smaller than
the scaling e,
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In the intermediate case, ap = 1, both terms in (2.27) are nonzero, so we obtain
an asymmetric distribution supported on the entire R.

The drastic difference in the asymptotic behavior may be explained as follows. If
ap>1,ie., a/\>1/u, the exit time of order $ loge™! is long enough to allow the
contraction (happening at exponential rate 1) to eliminate the dependence on the
initial condition, whereas if pa < 1, i.e., «/A < 1/p, this exit time is so short that
the exit typically happens sooner than the contraction along the stable manifold
towards the unstable one has taken place, hence the exit happens on the same side of
the unstable manifold as the starting point. Let us also note that if the distribution
of ¢ is absolutely continuous (has a Lebesgue density), then so is the distribution
of ¢. Also, if ap > 1, then the distribution of £’ is absolutely continuous, being
either Gaussian or a Gaussian convolution.

The analysis above is done for a simplified system at a heuristic level. A rig-
orous general version of the reasoning and results above may be found in [Bak11]
and [AMB11a]. Let us give a summary, in the form of a theorem, of what we need
to move on.

FIGURE 2. Dynamics near a saddle point

Let us first describe the setting and notation.

(A) Let X. solve equation (1.1) in R?. We assume that b € CZ. We assume
that o € C3 and that it is uniformly elliptic: the eigenvalues of o(z)o* ()
are bounded away from zero. In particular, the flow (¢!);cr generated by
the vector field b is well defined by

(2.28) Ze'z =bl¢'z), tER,
' Wz =x.

(B) Suppose a simply connected domain D with a simple closed boundary 0D
contains O, a hyperbolic critical point of b with eigenvalues of the lineariza-
tion of b at O being A > 0 and —u < 0. (We refer to Sections 2.7 and 2.8
of [Per01] for the basics of local theory near hyperbolic critical points: the
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Hadamard—Perron theorem, invariant stable/unstable manifolds, Hartman—
Grobman theorem.) Let zg € D belong to the stable manifold W* of O
Wsz{x€R2: lim cptsz}.
t——+oo

Let v be a vector not collinear with b(xy) and such that o + [-1, 1Jv C D.
Let W*" be the unstable manifold

W“z{x€R2: lim gotx:O},
t——o0

and assume that on both sides of O, it intersects D at points ¢+ and there
are no other points of intersection between ¢4 and ¢_.

Let us assume that there are vectors v1 such that ¢+ + [—1, 1]Jvx C 9D,
and vy is not collinear with b(gy) (i.e., W" is transversal to D at qi).
We also need to specify orientations for v and vy. We choose v to point
towards ¢+ and vy to point towards zg, see Figure 2. We also require
that if y € [—1,0) U (0,1], then the trajectory (¢!(zo + yv))i>o exits D
transversally to 0D at g4 + w(y)vs (if y > 0) or g— + w(y)v— (if y < 0) for
some 7(y) € (—1,1).

(C) The initial condition satisfies

(2.29) Xeo=x0+e%v, >0,

for some @ € (0,1] and a family (&)e>o of r.v.s satisfying || < 1
and measurable with respect to Fy (and thus independent of the noise
realizations).

(D) As e — 0, & converge in distribution to a r.v. £&. If @ < 1, then £ has no
atom at 0, i.e., P{¢ =0} =0.

Conditions (C) and (D) are tightly related to one another but in the coming

sections it will be convenient to use them separately.
For each £ > 0, we define

Te =inf{t > 0: X., € OD}.
and
(230) A:I:,s = {Xs,rg € q+ + [—1, l]vi}.

Theorem 2.1 ([Bakl1],[AMB11al). Under assumptions (A), (B), (C), (D), let
us introduce o by (2.24)~(2.25) and define 1.v.”s (€L)es0 on Ax . by

(2.31) Xer. = qu +6¥ Loy,
and arbitrarily outside of Ay . UA_ ..
Then there is a r.v. & with no atom at 0 and a partition into events Ay (i.e.,
Ay and A_ are disjoint and py = P(Ay) satisfy p+ +p— = 1), such that
(1) Ase—0,
(La..,1a._,&) < (1a,,14.,8).
(2) (a) If &' =ap <1, then P{¢' >0} =1.
(b) If ap > 1, then the distribution of & is symmetric Gaussian.
(8) (a) Ifa<1and P{{ >0} =1, thenpy =1, p— =0.
(b)) Ifa <1 and P{{ <0} =1, thenpy =0, p_ =1.
(¢) If the distribution of £ is symmetric, then p1 = p_ = 1/2.
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(4) Ase — 0,

Te
2.32 o S—
( ) Sloge—t

In fact, more precise asymptotics for the exit time similar to (2.21) is available
but for our purposes, (2.32) is sufficient.

One can say that this lemma describes the asymptotics of the random Poincaré
map defined by the system (2.4),(2.5) in the neighborhood of the origin. It claims
that if the entrance point to the neighborhood satisfies the scaling relation (2.29),
then as ¢ — 0, the probabilities of exiting along the branches of the invariant
manifold associated to the main eigenvalue of the linearization stabilize to limiting
values p4 and p_ = 1 — p;. For each of the two points of concentration of the exit
distribution, the random exit point in its vicinity satisfies a scaling relation of the

same type (2.31), with new scaling ¢ in front of a random vector vy on Ay and
Ev_on A_.

To prove this theorem, one must apply a simplifying conjugacy. According to
the Hartman—Grobman theorem, for every hyperbolic critical point, there is a con-
tinuous change of coordinates in a sufficiently small neighborhood conjugating the
dynamics generated by (1.2) to linear dynamics. Typically, this conjugacy pos-
sesses more smoothness, so one can apply the It6 calculus and obtain, in new
coordinates, a system similar to (2.4)—(2.5) but with small corrections and possibly
non-diagonal diffusion matrix. This was studied in [Bak11]. In special resonant
cases, conjugacy to a linear system is impossible, the appropriate normal form con-
tains resonant monomials of higher order but they also can be controlled and that
was done in [AMB11a].

2.3. Dynamics along heteroclinic connections. In principle, one can take the
domain D to contain an arbitrarily large piece of the unstable manifold, and that
is how we are going to proceed studying saddle after saddle. However, it is useful
to remind that this is due to the fact that it typically takes nearly constant time
to travel between neighborhoods of saddle points, and the character of the scaling
does not change during this period. This is a special case of a more general and
detailed theorem from [AMB11b]:

Theorem 2.2. Let D C R? be a domain with simple closed boundary OD. Suppose
that ¢ € D and assume that the solution of the deterministic equation (1.2) started
at q reaches 0D in finite time T at a point y. We assume that there is a vector u
not collinear with b(y) such that y + [—1,1Ju C OD.

Let X., € > 0, solve the SDE (1.1) with initial condition
XE,O =q + Eaé-aU,

where o € (0,1], v is a vector not collinear with b(q) and r.v.’s & converge in
distribution to some & with no atom at 0. We assume that u and v point to the
same side of the orbit of q, see Figure 3.

Let
Te=inf{t >0: X., € 0D}.
Then
Te — T,
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FIGURE 3. Exit problem along a heteroclinic connection away from
saddle points.

and there are numbers a,b > 0 and r.v.’s (Ne)e>0 Such that

and

P{Xer. =y +eneut — 1,

Ne i> a& +bN1y—1, € —0,

where N is a standard Gaussian r.v. independent of §.

The main ingredient in the proof of this theorem is the linearization of the
stochastic dynamics along the deterministic orbit of xzg. We will use the same
approach to prove Lemmas 8.3 and 8.5 extending Theorem 2.2.

24. A

heteroclinic chain. We continue rewriting the results of [Bakll] in a

convenient way, also preparing the ground for the new results. Now we can apply
Theorem 2.1 iteratively and compute the asymptotic probability of traveling along
each finite pathway through the graph of heteroclinic connections.

Let us describe the geometric setup first, see Figure 4.

(E)

(F)
(2.33)
(&)

There is a sequence of saddle points Op, 01,03, ...,0,,Ont1 (in princi-
ple, one does not really need points Oy and O,4+; but we include them
for notational convenience) with eigenvalues of linearization at Oy being
Ak > 0 and —py < 0, stability index pr = pr/Ag, and heteroclinic or-

bits Yo, 71, - - -, Yn between them as on Figure 4, so that -, connects Oy, to
Og41 for kK = 0,...,n. These heteroclinic connections are said to form a
heteroclinic chain.

For each £ = 0,...,n+ 1, we plot a domain Dy containing Oy, so that

for all £ = 0,...,n, the following holds: Dy Ny and Dy41 Ny, are con-
nected sets; Dy N Dgi1 Nk # 0; 0Dy intersects v at a point xy transver-
sally, moreover, there is a vector vy not collinear with b(xy) such that
2k + [—1,1]Jux C ODg. For k > 1 out of two possible directions for v, we
choose v to point towards ,—1. For k = 0, out of two possible directions
for vy we choose vy to point towards ;.

The diffusion starts near zo and, for some «g € (0, 1] and r.v. & ., satisfies

X570 = X9 + anfo)a’l}o, e > 0.

As ¢ — 0, & converges in distribution to a r.v. §. If oy < 1, then we
require that P{{ =0} = 0.
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FIGURE 4. A heteroclinic chain.

Let us define a sequence of stopping times (Tf) k=0,...,n iteratively: we set Tg =0

and then, sequentially, for k =1,...,n, we set
v =inf{t > 7571 X_(t) € ODy},

(2.34) Th =

vk if vF < oo and X (VF) € @y + [ 1, 1wy,
00, otherwise.

Using the strong Markov property and Theorem 2.1 iteratively, we obtain se-

quences (a)g=o,....n of exponents, 1.v.’s (&k.c)k=1,...n: e>0, (Ek)k=1,....n and events
(Ak)k=1,...n such that

(2.35) Xezh =Tk + "% cvp, €>0,
holds on
(2.36) Ape ={7F <0}
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for k=0,1,...,n, and

(2.37) (Lay. Ly bhe) = (Lay, 1a,&), & — 0.

Due to (2.25),the sequence (ag)k—o,... n of exponents satisfies a recursive relation

.....

(2.38) ap = (ak_lpk) A 1.

The relations (2.35), (2.37) and the definition (2.38) are really meaningful only
if pr, > 0, where

(2.39) pr = P(Ay) = lim P(Ake),

is always well-defined.

However there are multiple situations where py = 0. In fact, it follows from
Theorem 2.1 (2) that if for some k, ay; < 1, then, conditioned on Ay, the distribution
of & is concentrated on (0, +00). Theorem 2.1 (3) implies now that if v;_1 and vg41
are on the opposite sides of g, i.e., the union of curves v5_1, vk, Vk+1 is N-shaped
(see, e.g., curves yp,v1,Y2 in Figure 4) then p, = 0.

In other words, due to insufficient contraction near Oy, (and the preceding saddles
of the heteroclinic chain), the probability of crossing the heteroclinic connection
while traveling along it from Oy to Oy is asymptotically zero, so while the dif-
fusion near the heteroclinic chain experiences insufficient contraction (i.e., ap, < 1
for exponents «ay, defined via (2.38)) it will typically stay on one side of the hetero-
clinic chain. However, once a value oy = 1 is reached due to the presence of strong
contraction (the stability index py is large enough to ensure aj_1pr > 1), there is
a nonvanishing positive chance to cross .

We can summarize the above as a theorem:

Theorem 2.3. Under the conditions (A), (E), (F), (G), the following holds true:

(1) The numbers px,k =1,...,n, are well-defined by (2.39).
(2) If pr =0 for some k € {1,2,...,n— 1}, then px11 = Pky2 = ... = pn = 0.
(8) Suppose pi, > 0 for some k € {1,2,...,n—1}.
(a) If a, =1, then 0 < ppy1 < 1.
(b) If a, < 1 and if yk—1 and g1 are on the same side of vk, then
Pk+1 = Pk-
(c) If a, < 1, and if yg—1 and k1 are on the opposite sides of i, then
Pr+1 = 0.
(d) If p, > 0, then, conditioned on A, .,

T P
;1 — 1, —0,
x loge—™
where
Q51

Ai

X:

n

=1

Part 3d of Theorem 2.3 means that this theorem is relevant for time scales
logarithmic in e ~!. It describes typical and unlikely sequences of heteroclinic con-
nections followed by the diffusion over those times. However, it does not describe
the rate of the improbable transitions or the mechanism of their emergence and
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thus implies little for longer time scales. The quantitative analysis of asymptoti-
cally improbable transitions described in part 3¢ of the theorem is the main goal of
this paper.

\ Y
O3 s OoA 73 O3
<9 > < +—>
Y2 A ’YOV A’Yé
— OQ\T( ™ O1 I ] \Tfog <
0

FIGURE 5. In this example, the stability index at saddle Oy is pg.
The left and right cells are mirror images of each other, so ps is also
the stability index at O5 and ps at O5. Additionally, we assume
p1, p2, p3 < 1 but popipaps > 1.

Let us briefly discuss an example depicted in Figure 5, two neighboring cells
of a certain cellular flow. Assuming that p1,p2,ps < 1 but pgpip2ps > 1 and
starting with ag = 1, we obtain that the scaling exponents «y after passing the
neighborhood of a saddle point O are given by ay = 1, a1 = p1, ags = pa2p1,
ag = papep1 and then ap = 1 again. As a result, on logarithmic time scales, it is
unlikely for the diffusion to escape the union of two cells. Near Op, the diffusion
may choose one of the outgoing connections, to Oz or O, but once this choice is
made, the next choices are predetermined with high probability, and diffusion visits
sequentially either Oy, Oz, O3, O or Oy, 0}, 0%, Oy. However at Og the contraction
is strong enough to result in the exit exponent being 1 again and the scaling limit
is symmetric Gaussian, so the process of making a choice of the exit direction at O
and then cycling through one of the sequences O1,02,03,0¢ or O1,0%,0%, O,
repeats, etc. This behavior, with the boundary 7y between these two cells being
permeable and the boundary of the union of these cells impenetrable remains typical
on the logarithmic time scales. The results that we obtain in this paper apply to this
specific example, so we will be able to quantify the decay (as e — 0) of probabilities
of exiting the union of these cells through connections 1, y2,v3, V1, 74, 75, (it turns
out they decay as a power of ¢), find the most likely exit scenarios and estimate the
exit times. We will also be able to describe exit times and typical exit scenarios for
pretty general cell complexes with boundaries composed of heteroclinic connections.

3. SOME NOTATION AND TERMINOLOGY

As we have seen, crossing the heteroclinic network may be a rare event. Which
scenarios lead to those rare events and what can be said about the decay of their
probabilities as ¢ — 07 To answer this question, we need to distinguish between
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various degrees of unlikeliness. We will mostly be interested in the events with
probabilities that decay to 0 as a power of € as € — 0. Some events are even more
unlikely, with probabilities decaying faster than any power of . To describe these
events, we will need to make sense of the claim that a r.v. is essentially of order &%,
up to logarithmic corrections. In this short section, we introduce appropriate defi-
nitions and notations (see Section 2.1 for more notational agreements).

For e > 0 and » > 0, a, 8 € R satisfying a > 3, we denote

l. =loge 1,

(3.1) K.(e) = [-17,17] C R.

If there is 5 > 1 such that f(g) = o(e™), ¢ — 0, we write f() = o0.(1). If
f(g) = 0e(1), then f(e) converges to zero, as ¢ — 0, faster than any power of ¢
because for all > > 1 and p > 0,

-1

e ‘e

o= e et 50, 0.

The following definitions describe certain properties of families of events indexed
by € > 0 but, for brevity, we abuse the terminology slightly and speak of events
themselves.

We say that events (A¢).>o happen with high probability (w.h.p.) if P(A.(z)) =
1 — 0c(1). We say that events (Ac)e>o happen with low probability (w.lLp.) if
P(A:(x)) = 0.(1). We also call them high (respectively, low) probability events.

Suppose we have a family of events (Ac(x))zer. e>0, and probability measures
(P?)zer. e>0 depending on € > 0 and z ranging through some some set I, which in
turn depends on e. We say that A.(x) happen w.l.p. under P¥ uniformly over I, if

sup PZ(Ac(z)) = 0e(1).
zel,
The complements of A.(x) are then said to happen w.h.p. under PZ uniformly
over I..
We say that B. happens on A, w.h.p. if A, \ B. happens w.Lp.
We say that (& )e~0 are of order e if for some s > 0, & € e*[I7*,1Z] w.h.p.
If for some o and all sufficiently large s, £, > €% * w.h.p., we say that & is of
order at least €.
If for some « and some s > 0, & € [0,e%1¥) w.h.p., we say that & is of order at
most €.
If for some o and some 3¢ > 0, & € [0,e%]7*) w.h.p., we say that the order of &
is below €.
If for some « and all sufficiently large s, & > €*1Z w.h.p., we say that the order
of & is above .
If in the definitions above “w.h.p.” is replaced by “a.s.”, the r.v.’s £, are said to
be strictly of order €%, strictly of order below %, etc.

0»

Instead of “order €7, we often say “order 1”.

If for some s > 0, |&| < ¥ w.h.p., we call r.v.’s & tame.
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If (£%)ser. e>0 is a family of r.v.’s also indexed by some parameter = and for
some s > 0, |€Z| < ¥ w.h.p. uniformly in z € I, then we say that £ are uniformly
tame in x € I..

We write & P &L if {& # €L} is a low probability event. We write A. hEg

if AcAAL is a low probability event. In addition, for events A, B, we write A !
if P(AAB) = 0.

!/
€

4. TWO SADDLES

The results of Section 2 imply that the 2-dimensional diffusion near a heteroclinic
network often tends to stay on one side of the network mostly exploring a single
cell. In this section we consider a very short N-shaped heteroclinic chain composed
of heteroclinic connections g, 71, v2, see Figure 6, and compute the asymptotics of
the probabilities of A = {72 < o0}, i.e., the probability that the diffusion starting
near zg first exits from D; into Dz \ D; through 27 + [—1,1]v; and then exits
from Dy into D3\ Dy through zs + [—1,1]Jve. For the latter, it needs to make a
“wrong turn” near Os, so this may be a small probability event. Longer heteroclinic
chains will be considered in the next section.

FIGURE 6. A short N-shaped heteroclinic chain: g, v1,72.

Our analysis below shows that there are three main cases: (1) a3 =1; (2) a1 < 1
and ap < 15 (3) an <1 and ap = 1.

In the first case, the probability of following the connections ~y,v1,72 has a
positive limit, as we know from Section 2.

In the other two cases, a; < 1, so the scaling limit along v, is one-sided and
the probability of following connections g, 1,2 converges to 0. The typical exits
from D; are too far from ~; which typically results in exits from Dy in the di-
rection opposite to 2. The main question then is: how improbable are the exits
from D; that are e-close to 717 It turns out that if aig < 1, this probability decays
superpolynomially while if ag = 1, it decays as a power of €.
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Before stating the main result of this section we must introduce an extra as-
sumption that we will use.

(H) For a saddle point with eigenvalues of linearization A > 0 and —p < 0 there
is an (open) neighborhood U of the saddle and an orientation-preserving
Cp-diffeomorphism f mapping U onto a neighborhood of 0 € R? and con-
jugating the vector field b to the linear vector field b(z) = Az, where
A = diag(\, —p) is a 2-by-2 diagonal matrix:

Df(a)b(x) = Af(x).

Here, Df denotes the derivative (Jacobian) of the map f. Shrinking U if
necessary, we may assume that xo + [—1, 1Jv does not intersect the closure
of U and that the trajectory (p'z):>¢ of every point # € U \ W* intersects
g+ + (—1,1)vy or g— + (—1,1)v_ transversally. We also note that if f is a
linearizing conjugacy then so is c¢f for any ¢ > 0. Thus, we can choose f to
make f(U) as large as needed.

We need the Cg assumption on the linearizing change of coordinates to en-
sure that the second derivatives emerging in the It6 formula for this linearization
are C2, which is required for our Malliavin calculus techniques to work in Sec-
tion 11. A sufficient condition for existence of such a smooth linearization is that
b € C'*° and there are no resonances between A and —pu, i.e., neither of them can
be represented as a\ — Su with some (o, 8) € Zi satisfying o + 3 > 2 (see the
discussion in [AMB11a, Section 4]). We believe that our conclusions still hold true
even without this restriction, say, for area-preserving flows, where A = u. When
such resonances are present, one has to control the emerging resonant monomial
terms in the normal form and extend the results of [AMB11a]. We think that this
is possible in our setting but we do not pursue this generality here. We also note
that (H) implies b € Cf because b(z) = Df (y)b(y) for y = f(z). This is a
stronger smoothness requirement on b than stated in (A).

In the remaining part of this paper, we will require that a smooth linearization
exists locally near each saddle point of the heteroclinic chain:

(I) The conjugacy condition (H) holds near each saddle point Oq,...,O,.

Let us state the main result of this section. It will be generalized to longer
heteroclinic chains in the next one.

Theorem 4.1. Assume the setting described by conditions (A), (E), (F), (G), (I)
with n = 2 and with vy and 2 on different sides of 1, see Figure 6. Assume that
p1 > 0 (in the case of a < 1, this means that P{{ > 0} > 0.)

Recall that a1 = agp1 A1 according to (2.38).
(1) Suppose a1 =1 < agp1. Then py > 0.

(2) Suppose a1 = po < 1 and oy = 1. In addition, we assume that & ¢ is tame.
Then there is a number h > 0 such that

(4.1) P(As.) = heri Y (1+0(1)), &—0.
In this case, conditioned on A,
T2,e P

(M—l1 + %2) loge—!

(4.2)
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(8) Suppose a1 = apgp1 < 1 and ag < 1. In addition, assume that &y is of
order 1. Then Ay . happen w.l.p.

Without making an assumption on the order of & . in part 3, we may end up
with a situation where other orders of magnitude are present with small probabilities
that may still dominate the picture.

We will derive this theorem from a sequence of lemmas studying both, the exit
from D7 and then the exit from Dy, in more detail than in Section 2. However,
within this section, we only give heuristic arguments for these lemmas and only for
the case of the simpler case of the linear system (2.4)—(2.5) in the strip D given
by (2.9), with initial conditions (2.6)—(2.7). We will refer to this as the model case.

The full generality needs rigorous proofs taking into account the nonlinear ge-
ometry and correction terms, some of which present massive technical difficulties
and will be given in Sections 7-11.

For the model case, we will need the following auxiliary result on processes
defined in (2.14) and the exit time 7. defined in (2.10), which is an easy consequence
of the exponential martingale inequality (see Lemma 7.1). More general results with
rigorous proofs are Lemmas 7.2 and 7.4.

Lemma 4.1. Consider the diffusion in a neighborhood of a saddle in the model
case. Then the r.v.’s supye(o ) U], supsepo . IN?|, and 72, are uniformly tame
over all initial conditions and there is a constant C such that, for every s > 0 and
every a € (0,1],

sup Pt ev L qup ’Utl‘ >z < Cefzz/c, z > 0.
z€K,.(¢) [0,7¢]

sup PprotetTy {IN2]| >z} < C’e*f/c, z>0.
2EK . (e) :

We begin with the following general statement which is a more precise version of
one of the claims of Theorem 2.1. We recall that events A . were defined in (2.30).

Lemma 4.2. Under assumptions (A), (B), (C), and (H), if & is tame, then
Ay cUA_ . happen w.h.p. and &, defined on this event uniquely via (2.31) is tame.

Moreover, for every »x > 0,

(4.3) sup  PTOFETIU((AL LU AL L)) = 0.(1),
z€K,. (¢)
and there is ' > 0 such that
(4:4) sup protene ({Xs,ra Zqs+ a“'K%/(E)vi} n Aﬂ:,é) = 0c(1).
z€K,. (¢)

Remark 4.1. In fact, a stronger claim holds under the conditions of this lemma:
the order of the maximum (over times ¢ < 7.) distance from X, ; to the heteroclinic
network is at most £ for some positive £3.

HEURISTICS FOR THE MODEL CASE: Here, we consider only the case of the linear
system (2.4)—(2.5) with initial conditions (2.6)—(2.7). Lemma 4.1 implies that |Z|
given in (2.20) is of order at most 1. Therefore we obtain that the absolute values
of both terms in (2.23) are of order at most £, which implies our first two claims.
Relation (4.4) follows from a similar argument with & replaced by © € K,.(¢). O
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As we know, the exit from D; happens near 7;. Which exit locations contribute
most to P(Az.)? The next lemma applied to diffusion in Dy shows that the con-
tribution from the exits that are not e-close to 1, decays superpolynomially.

In the rest of this section, under assumptions (A), (B), for z € R, we denote
by Q% = P¥ote%v the distribution of the diffusion with initial condition

(4.5) Xe0 = o + 0.

We recall that, according to our convention from Section 2.1, we still denote a
generic probability measure by P when working with r.v.’s whose distribution is
unambiguously clear from the context.

Lemma 4.3. Let us assume conditions (A), (B), and (H). Then A_ . happen
w.Lp. under QF, uniformly in x € [I¥,e71, for sufficiently large .

HEURISTICS FOR THE MODEL CASE: In the model case (2.4)—(2.5), the proof is
straightforward. Using (2.22) and (2.20) with o = 1, we obtain

tel0,7e]

Q°(A-c) = Q" {sgn X!, = -1} < P{ sup |U}| > l;‘} =0.(1)

for sufficiently large > due to Lemma 4.1. ]

This lemma means that, conditionally on the exit from D; at distance from
being of order above €', the probability of A. _ decays to zero superpolynomially.

The next lemma means that conditionally on the exit from Dy at distance from ;
being of order at most €', those probabilities converge to a positive limit. This gives
slightly more detail than Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 4.4. Assume conditions (A), (B), and (H). Then, there is s > 0 such
that for every s >0

sup  |Q(A_ ) — s(—2) = 0 (¢%),

€K, (g)

for some 6 > 0, where K, (¢) is defined in (3.1) and ¢s is defined in (2.3).

HEURISTICS FOR THE MODEL CASE: For the system (2.4)—(2.5), we recall that the

direction of exit is determined by the sign of Z. = = + UTlE L r+u. Defining s
to be ¢y, the variance of U, see (2.16), we obtain

QYA c) = P{U < —z} = ¢s(—1).
O

These lemmas, especially Lemma 4.3, show that in the case where oy < 1, we
need to study how the diffusion is set up to be at distance of order at most !
from 1 when exiting D, even if this means an atypical scenario near O;.

It turns out that the probability of such a scenario differs drastically between
the situations where ag < 1 and a9 = 1. We address them in the following two
lemmas.

First, we address the situation where the entrance distribution is concentrated
at scale e* with o < 1 and ap < 1.
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Lemma 4.5. Under conditions (A), (B), (C), and (H), let us assume that
(4.6) a<l and ap<l,
and that & is of order 1. Then

Xer. = q4 + €0y,

where &L is of order 1.

HEURISTICS FOR THE MODEL CASE: First, due to Lemma 4.3, the exit happens
through 04 (see the definition (2.11)), w.h.p., uniformly over values of z of order
above 1.

We can rewrite (2.23) as
L
(4.7) xjnzaW(ﬁﬂav+aPWNi).

Recalling (2.20) and using Lemma 4.1, we obtain that Z. is of order 1. Applying
Lemma 4.1 to the right-hand side of (4.7), we now obtain the statement of the
lemma. a

Thus, under (4.6), the exit at scale at most ! is extremely unlikely. Let us
consider the remaining case where o = 1, which is actually the most interesting
and technical part of our program. The lemma we are about to state describes
exits at scale ¢, where 8 € (p,1]. In this section, we are mostly interested in § =1
but we will need this lemma in full generality in the next section when considering
longer heteroclinic chains.

We denote by M the set of all nonzero absolutely continuous measures v on R
satisfying

(4.8) v((0,00)) > 0,
(4.9) v((—o00,2]) <C(1+ ZC) , z2>0,
(4.10) W y<C(+]2°), zeR,

dLeb

for some C' > 0. The elements of M are called (absolutely continuous) measures of
polynomial growth.

Lemma 4.6. Under conditions (A), (B), and (H), suppose
a=1, ap=p<1l, and S € (p,1].
Then the following holds:
(1) There are constants ¢,d > 0, and v € M, such that for all s, > 0,

sup ‘57(§*1)Qm {X&TE €qy + aﬁ[a, b]v+} — ge(2)v([a, b])‘ =0 (56).

€K (o),
la,b]CK, /()
(2) For every s, >0,
(4.11)
sup  QF 575 — 1 >0, Ay, Xer, € g4 +°(—00, 17 oy :O(qu)'
zEK . (¢) ﬁla
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1
(3) For any > >0 and any »' > 3,

IESIL(IE)(E) Q" (AJB5 N {XE,TE ¢ qr + a[—lg‘/, +oo)v+}) = 0¢(1).

Note that, in (1), due to £#1%" < 1 for small €, we have { X. . € ¢y +&P[a,bJvy } C
Ay . uniformly in [a,b] C K, (¢) for sufficiently small €.

In comparison with other results given in this section, a complete proof of this
local limit theorem requires a lot of technical work involving multiple approxima-
tions, techniques based on Malliavin calculus, an iteration scheme similar to those
of [BPG19a),[BPG20], [BC21b], [BC21a] helping to gradually extend the analysis of
the diffusion to longer and longer times, and detailed analysis of tails of exit times.

Let us stress that although the natural scale for X.(7.) is €® with o < 1,
Lemma 4.6 shows that the distribution of X.(7.) has local regularity (approxi-
mate equidistribution) at smaller scales down to order e! and thus can be viewed
as a local limit theorem.

Note that the limit g.(z)v([a, b]) in the local limit theorem (part 1 of Lemma 4.6)
is a product of two factors depending only on the initial condition z and the exit
location [a, b] respectively. This indicates an asymptotic loss of memory that will be
useful in the proof of Theorem 4.1 and in the analysis of longer heteroclinic chains.

Together, Lemma 4.6 (1) and (2) imply that for every fixed x, under Q® condi-
tioned on Ay . N{X.,. € g +&’(—00,1% |} }, we have

Te
e

L1, e—o.

A rigorous proof of Lemma 4.6 is given in Section 8. It requires a lot of prepara-
tory work in Sections 7-11.

HEURISTICS FOR THE MODEL CASE: Using (2.23), we can write
L
(412) Q" {X.n €qs +%a,bv} =Q° {apﬁmv) +eN?2 € aﬂ[a,b]} ,

where, similarly to (2.20),
Ze=1x+ UTla.
Since the exit happens near ¢, i.e., through 0, we have Z. > 0 on our event.
Due to (2.15), we only make a small error computing instead

(4.13) P{a”%(m—i—bﬂp—i—s/\/’e ePla,b], x+U > 0}

RP
=P {(x +U) € Tsﬁ_p[a — PN — VPN U > 0} .
If 8 =1, the right-hand side equals

P{Ue R l1[((a—/\/)VO)l/P,((b—N)vo)l/p]—x},

Ll/pgp

and, using the independence and Gaussianity of U and A/, for small ¢, due to
% — 1 > 0, we can approximate this probability by

R _1-1g (6 =N) V02— ((a = N) v 0) /7).

Geu (Uﬁ)m
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where ¢, is the variance of U given in (2.16). Defining v € M by
R
v((=00,2]) = 75, E((z = N) v 0)Y/r, zeR.
we complete the proof of part (1) for 5 = 1.
In the case of 8 € (p, 1), the right-hand side of (4.13) can be approximated by

(4.14) ~ P{L{e i 55‘1[(av0)1/P,(bv0)1/P] —x}.

Lt/p
Since % — 1 > 0, this probability can be approximated for small € by

R s_
ggg((iv)mg" YV o) —(av0)/P).

Now it remains to define v € M by
R 1
v((—o0,z2]) = m(z VO)Yr zeR,
and part (1) for 8 € (p,1) follows.
To prove part (3), we similarly compute for large »':

L /
P{a”ﬁ(x—l—U)”—i-sNg:‘ e[=lZ 4o00), x4+ U > 0}
Rr /
_P{(x+u)” < Ta(—l: —-N), z+U> O}

<p {—l;‘/ N> 0} = P{N < ¥} = 0.(1).
To prove part (2), we note that up to small errors, similarly to (4.12) and (4.14),

N PN 0)1/p} ,

>

- R
{Xer €04+ (—o0, 12 s | = {0 <ot e

and on the latter event

1 R 1 R
(4.15) TNz TN et U
3 L

> l+11
— _O e —
T Y P ey Ve

and 17" — e'"PN > 0. Thus, on this event, 7. < (1 — 5)%[5 implies
e ON —1F < —Le P,
which is a low probability event. For a matching upper bound on 7., we note that
P {7’5 > (1 +5)§zs} ~P {|:17 Ul < st—l} ~0 (ew—l) .
These estimates imply (4.11). m|

This lemma providing the power asymptotics 55_1 for the probability of the
unlikely event of approaching the outgoing heteroclinic connection at distance of
order below €7, also describes the mechanism responsible for creating these events.

We see that the exit time needed to realize the rare event is about gls which, due
to p = pu/A < 1, is much longer than the typical exit times concentrating near %ls,
see the limit theorem in (2.21) or the more general claim (4) of Theorem 2.1. We
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saw before that those typical exit times are not long enough for the contraction to
bring the diffusion close enough to the unstable manifold. However, if the diffusion
happens to be exposed to contraction while withstanding the repulsion out of a
neighborhood of a saddle for a longer period ~ %lg (this is a rare event with

8
probability of order e» ! as we just computed), then this is enough for the diffusion
to approach the unstable heteroclinic connection at a distance of order at most e”.

We give a more precise study of tails of the exit times in Section 10. For the
proof of Theorem 4.1 we only need one more estimate on the exit time, which can
be viewed as a stronger version of Theorem 2.1 (4).

Lemma 4.7. Under conditions (A), (B), and (H), for each § > 0,
sup Q””{ >5}—O(55).

z€K,.(¢)
HEURISTICS FOR THE MODEL CASE: Using the expression (4.15), we obtain

Te

-1
1,

Q* {n- < 1%51} ~ Q™ {|lz +U| > e °R} = 0.(1),

Q* {n- > 17”1 } ~ Q7 {|z+U| < R} = 0 (%),

uniformly in z € K,.(¢). m|

With Lemmas 4.2-4.7 at hand, we can give a rigorous proof of Theorem 4.1.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.1: Part 1 follows from part 3a of Theorem 2.3. Part 3 is
a consequence of Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5.

To prove part 2, we will combine Lemmas 4.6 and 4.4. First, we write
P(Az.c) = E[P(Azc| X r1)] = 1 + I,
where
L = E[P(A2,8|XE,T;)1{X5,T51 cxiteK_ (e)v1})s
Iy = E[P(Age| Xe r1)1(x, ygartek (o)
We can also write
L =1+ 12
where
T = E[P(A2,e| Xz mt) 1 (x. gcaoteKon(e)v; X, 1 cartek, ()}l
Lo = E[P(A2c|Xc 71)1x, ogaoteK..()v: X, 1€tk (e)vi})-
Let us prove that the leading term I;; satisfies
(4.16) Ly =Y (h+o(1)),

where

(417) gc 50 / 1/15

Since g. (given in (2.2)) and v, (given in (2.3)) are positive everywhere, and since
v € M, we have h € (0,0).
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Let us introduce additional notation. Extending the definition of Q* as the
distribution associated with the initial condition given by (4.5), we will denote
by QF, ¢ = 1,2, the distribution of the diffusion with initial condition

X570 =Tij—1 t+ ETV;—1.

For brevity, we write v;(dz) = gc(x)v(dz), where the measure v € M and
constant ¢ > 0 are introduced in Lemma 4.6 applied to the diffusion near the
saddle point O, and

Vge(dz) = E_(%_l)QT{X&TEl € x1 +e(dz) v}
Using this notation, we can rewrite
(418) Ill = E%_lElﬁo,geK%(E)/ Q;(AQ,E)VEO,E,E(CZZ)'
K%/ (E)
Let us show that the following is o(1) uniformly over z € K, (¢):

/K € Q3 (A2,e)ve e (dz) — / bs(—2)va(dz)

K%l (5)

P

<

/ a(—2) (Ve (d2) — v (d2) | + / (Q3(Ane) — tha(—2))vac(d)
K/ () K,.1(e)

P

(4.19)
=11 + IL,.

To estimate II;, we first note that z — 1,(—z) is decreasing and takes values
in [0,1]. Hence, setting n. = |¢~%/2] + 1 with § given in Lemma 4.6 (1), we can
find, for 1 < ¢ < n., closed intervals F; C K,.(¢) with disjoint interiors whose
union is K, () such that 1(—z) € [, =] for 2 € E;. Then, we have

Nne ’ Ne

bel—2) (v e(d2) — %(dz»]

E;

) i—1 7 i—1

< — Uy Ez - x EZ y | T Pz Ez - T Ez

< max | L, (8) - ()| | LoatB) - ()|}
1 1 1—1 1—1 1

< max Vm,a(Ei) - _Vm(Ez) ) Vm(Ez) - Vm,a(E') + _Vm(Ez)
€ Ne Ne Ne €

1

1 £ 3 e o(B0) = (B0 + v (Koo ).

Now, using Lemma 4.6 (1), the boundedness of g., and the fact that v € M, we
conclude that II; = o(1) uniformly in € K,.(z). To estimate Iz, we note that
Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.6 (1) imply that, for some 4,6" > 0,

Iy < 0(e%) vy o (Ko (£)) < 0(e%) (um(K%, (€)) + o (55’)) = o(1),
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where the last equality is due to v, = g.(x)v, the boundedness of g. and the fact
that v € M. Hence, the last term in (4.19) is o(1). Using this, (4.18), and our
definition of v,, we obtain

Iy = &7 M (he + o(1)),

where

he =E [90(5075)150,561(%(5)} / Ys(—2)v(dz).

K;{/ (E)

Using the tameness of £y . and the boundedness of g., we have

E [96(50,5)150,56K%(a)] = E[Qc(f&é)] +0e(1)

for sufficiently large . Using the convergence of & . in distribution to &y (see (G)),
we have lim._,0 E[gc(£0.c)] = E[g9:(&0)]- Using the exponential decay of s(—z) as
z — oo (see the definition of ¥, in (2.3)), and the polynomial growth of v given
in (4.9), we can see that the integral in the definition of h. converges to the integral
in the definition of h as ¢ — 0. Hence, we have lim._,o h. = h, and thus (4.16)
follows.

The proof of (4.1) will be complete if we show that I;2 and Iz are o.(1). Since
|€0.c| is of order at most 1, we obtain I1o2 = o0.(1) for sufficiently large ». To
estimate Io, we write

Iy < Iy + Iz,
where
Iy = P (Ay e N{X. 11 € 21 4 ¢(—00, —IZ]v1}),
Ing =P (Age N{X. 11 € 1 + (17, 00)v1}) .

For sufficiently large s, Io; = 0.(1) due to Lemma 4.6(3), and Iz = 0.(1) due to
Lemma 4.3, so (4.1) follows, with h given in (4.17).

Now, we turn to (4.2). For > 0, we write
P72 = (ut + 23 D)le| > 261, Ao}
(420)  <P{|rl —pitle| > 6, Ap }+P{|T2 =7t =N\ > 6L, Ao}

To bound the first term in (4.20), we use the assumption that &y . is tame, and
apply Lemma 4.3 to the diffusion near O2 and Lemma 4.6 (3) to the diffusion near
the saddle point O; to see that for all sufficiently large s« > 0,

(4.21) Xer €x +e[-17, 170

on As . except for an exceptional set of low probability. Then, due to (4.11) and

the tameness of & ., the first term in (4.20) is o(sﬁ_l). Due to (4.21), the second
term can be bounded from above by

0c(1) +E[P (|72 = 1l = A30| > L, Ase

Xs,n) ]-XEJ-1 €q+e[—1Z,17]v

Now combining Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.6 (1), we can see that the second term
1
in (4.20) is o(e?1 ~"). Hence, (4.2) follows from these and (4.1). ad
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5. HETEROCLINIC CHAINS OF ARBITRARY LENGTH

5.1. Introduction. The goal of this section is to give a rigorous statement of our
main result described briefly in Section 1.2, give some intuition behind it, and a
combination of heuristic and rigorous arguments. Sections 7-11 contain the proofs
adding rigor to the heuristic arguments.

Our main result concerns the decay rates (as e — 0) for probabilities to follow
arbitrarily long heteroclinic chains of the kind shown in Figure 7, where curves
Y0, V1, - - - »Yn—1 belong to the boundary of one cell (of arbitrary orientation, clock-
wise or counterclockwise, see Figure 1), and ~, does not belong to that boundary,
“making a wrong turn”. We call such a heteroclinic chain a cell escape chain.

The setting for this section is described by conditions (A), (E), (F), (G), (I),
and the requirement that (yo,71,-..,7vs) is a cell escape chain. We recall (2.36), the
definition of the event A,, . describing sequential exits from domains D1, Ds, ..., D,.
In the case of a cell escape chain, it is natural to say that on A, . the diffusion
escapes from the cell along the sequence (v9,71, - .,7Vn). However, it is important
to distinguish between the escape and the first exit. In principle, it is possible for
the diffusion to cross 7 for some k < n (thus exiting the cell) and still follow the
remaining heteroclinic connections of the chain closely.

Similarly to the case of short heteroclinic chains considered in the previous sec-
tion, we will describe conditions under which, in the limit € — 0, the probability of
Ay, . either converges to a positive number, or decays to 0, either as a power of ¢
or faster than any power of ¢, see Theorem 5.1.

FIGURE 7. A cell escape heteroclinic chain is almost entirely, ex-
cept the last heteroclinic connection, a part of the boundary of one
cell.

Let us discuss the ideas behind our approach first. To study the decay of P(A,, )
we need to supplement results of Sections 2, 4 with more precise analysis of how the
distance from the diffusing particle to the heteroclinic chain changes upon passing
near a saddle point. More precisely, we need to quantify how probable or improbable
transitions between various orders of magnitude are.

We already know that some transitions are typical, some are unlikely, and prob-
abilities of some transitions decay as a power of ¢.

In addition to this, we will also prove (see Lemma 5.2) that if a < 1, ap <1
(so that ¢/ = ap), and the distance from the starting point of diffusion to the
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heteroclinic chain is of order above €%, then the exit from the neighborhood of the
saddle happens w.h.p. on the same side of the chain, at distance of order above £*?.
Iterating this statement, we can work with a sequence of exponents (&;);> for
some k € {0,1,...,n — 1}, such that if the distance from the exit point from a
neighborhood of a saddle point O;, to the heteroclinic connection is above order %,
then w.h.p. the same holds for exit locations for all saddle points O} with i’ > ¢
(see Lemma 5.3). Requiring that @&,_; = 1 (this fixes a concrete sequence (&;))
and using the fact that if the diffusion enters the neighborhood of O,, at distance
of order above €', then w.h.p. it exits on the same side of the heteroclinic chain
(see Lemma 4.3) and thus the cell escape does not happen, we can conclude that
conditioned on one of those events of exiting too far from the network, the escape
event happens with low probability. This allows to conclude that by restricting the
diffusion to exit all saddles O; through a window of size of order €%, we only make
a tiny (“low probability”) error when computing P(4, ) (see Lemma 5.7).

We will see that once the diffusion exits are restricted to those windows, all
transitions after the saddle point s can be classified into two types: transitions
from scale € to scale e for @ < 1 and ap < 1; transitions from scale €' to
scale e with B € (p,1]. A transition of the former type is typical, i.e., it gets
realized with probability converging to 1. The probability of a transition of the
latter type decays as a power of €. Thus it is plausible that the probability to
realize all of those transitions behaves as the product of these powers of ¢, i.e., it is
a power of ¢ itself. However, in order to make this argument rigorous and prove that
the escape probability equals he?(1 4 o(1)) for some constant h > 0 (see (5.5)) we
have to study scaling limits of transition kernels between those windows and obtain
results in a form that allows for iterative analysis of convolutions of those kernels
(see Lemmas 5.8, 5.10, 5.11), with limiting measures defined as certain nonlinear
transformations of Gaussian distributions.

5.2. The new sequence of effective exponents and the main result. To
state the main result (Theorem 5.1 below) we need to define a new sequence of
exponents (&;) agreeing with the original sequence (o;) up to a certain index x and
describing the scales €** on which the distributions of X -+ concentrate in order
to realize the “wrong turn”, i.e., the event A, .. The definition of the new sequence
(&;) may seem unintuitive at the first sight but it follows the logic described in
Section 5.1, and in Lemma 5.7 we will give an approximation to the escape or
“wrong turn” event of interest A, . in terms of (&;). Namely, we will show that
on A, . (up to an exceptional low probability event), for all i > &, the diffusion
exits the saddle O; at distance of order at most €% from its unstable manifold.
Then the main task will be to analyze the convolutions of the transition kernels
from scale € to scale ¥+1 over all i > k.

Let us recall that given g € (0,1], the exponents (ay)}_, are computed itera-
tively using (2.38). Let

(5.1) k=max{k: 0<k<n-—1, ap =1}

If oy <1lforalli=0,...,n—1, then x is not defined.
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If0<k<j<n-—1, we define

J
o =[] pi
i=k+1

Agreeing that a product over an empty set equals 1, we also set pgr = 1 for all k.
We call k € {k+1,...,n — 1} and its associated saddle Oy, binding if px; < 1 for
all j € {k+1,...,n—1}. For k =n — 1, the latter set is empty and the condition
is trivially true, so n — 1 is always binding. Let us denote the set of all binding
indices by H.

We will also need the sets
(5.2) H =HU{r}\{n—1},
(5.3) J=H +1={k+1:ke H'}.
As we will see, in order to realize A,, ., up to a low probability event, the diffusion
must stay e'-close to the heteroclinic connection upon passing near each binding
saddle, and near each saddle ¢ € J it must spend abnormally long time getting
from scale €! to scale €% with a; € (p;, 1]. These are the saddles that Lemma 4.6
will be applied to. They may be called the slowdown saddle points.

Forie {k+1,...,n—1}, let k(i) = min{k € H: k > i}. We define the new
exponents @; by

(5.4) _ p;,i(i), k+1<i<n-1,
. a; = ’
Q;, 1 < K.

It is not explicit in the definition but the sequence (@;) is uniquely defined by the
sequence (¢;). Lemma 5.1 contains this claim and other properties of («;) and H.
Figure 8 gives an example of («;) and the associated (@;).

Having defined H and (@;), we are ready to state the main result of the paper.

Theorem 5.1. Let us assume the setting defined by conditions (A), (E), (F), (G),
and (I). Let us also assume that the heteroclinic chain is a cell escape chain shown
on Figure 7.

Let &c be tame and, if ag < 1, let P{& > 0} > 0 (we recall that & is used to
define the initial condition in (2.33) of (F) and & is the distributional limit of & .
from (G)).

Then the following holds true:

(1) If k=n—1, i.e., an_1 =1, then there is p, > 0 such that P(Ap.c) — pn.
(2) If Kk <n—1, then there is a constant h > 0 such that

(5.5) P(A,.) =he’ (1 +0(1), -0,
where
(5.6) 9_;<E_1>>0'

In this case, conditioned on Ay ¢,

n
Te P

5.7 _— 1 0
( ) )ZlOgE_l — 1, €—U,
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where

53) =yt e

K3
i¢gg " ieg Hi

(8) If a; < 1 for alli =0,1,...,n—1 (i.e., K is not defined) and &y is of
order 1, then A, . happens with low probability.

! / AVZERN (@a)i=)
N

e
™
\/ \/'\»(ai)?:f

0 I
01 2 K n—1
FIGURE 8. The lower graph is an example of the sequence (ai)?z_ll.

The upper one is the corresponding (di)?z_ll. The two sequences

coincide up to «. The tickmarks on the horizontal axis show the
binding points (elements of H) and x. The bold dots show the
record values of the sequence (a;) inspected from n — 1 down to
k + 1. The vertical lines pass through binding points and the
associated record values. Note that the values of @; corresponding
to those records are equal to 1. Various properties of the set H
and the sequence (a;)?—}" are discussed in Lemma 5.1.

Remark 5.1. Let us compare this with Theorem 4.1 on two saddles, where n = 2.
If ay =1, then K =1 = n — 1, and we obtain the equivalence between part 1 of
Theorem 5.1 and part 1 of Theorem 4.1. If both ap < 1 and «; < 1, then « is not
defined, and part 3 of Theorem 5.1 coincides with part 3 of Theorem 4.1. Finally,
ifagp=1land oy <1,thenk =0<n—-1, H={1}, J={1},a1 =1,0 =1/p; — 1,
so Theorem 5.1 (2) coincides with Theorem 4.1 (2).

Remark 5.2. Theorem 5.1 (1) is a specific case of Theorem 2.3. Part 3 follows by
induction from Lemma 4.5.

Remark 5.3. The requirement that P{{y = 0} = 0 in condition (G) for the case
where ag < 1 allows to avoid the situation where the distribution of the initial
condition for the diffusion has a macroscopic component concentrated at scales
smaller than “°. However, one can modify our proof and show that even in that
situation, in the case k < n — 1, under natural additional assumptions, (5.5) holds
with the same 6 given by (5.6). A step in that direction is Lemma 5.13.

5.3. Proof of (5.5) of Theorem 5.1 (2). Here, we give a proof of Theorem 5.1 (2)
that is partially rigorous and partially heuristic. The heuristic arguments will
be replaced by rigorous ones in Sections 7-11. Also, the proof of Lemma 5.9 is
postponed to Section 8.
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The main point in the proof is to show that the event A,, . is realized, up to small
probability events, by transitions described by local limit theorems of Lemma 4.6
that involve spending abnormal time near slowdown saddle points and typical tran-
sitions (described by Theorem 2.1) near all other saddle points.

5.3.1. Properties of the new exponent sequence. First, we collect various proper-
ties of the set H of binding points and the exponents (@;) in Lemma 5.1 below,
illustrated by Figure 8 Parts 2, 3, and 4 of the lemma can be viewed as alter-
native definitions of H describing it as the set of record points of the sequence
(Pijn—1)i=n—1n—2,... rk+1.- Parts 6 and 7 can be viewed as alternative definitions
of (&;)i=o,...n—1. Part 10 will allow us to apply Lemma 4.6 to the diffusion near
slowdown saddle points.

Lemma 5.1. Let us assume that k is well-defined.

(1) Forallie{s+1,....,n—1}, a; = aj_1p; < 1.
(2) Forie{x+1,...,.n—1}, i€ H iff

(59) Pim—1 < Pjn—1, j € {i—i—l,...,n—l}.

(3) The set H can be constructed via the following algorithm:
e initialize H :={n—1}, j :==n—1;
e repeat the following cycle until the stop condition is met:
- A:= {’L S {FL+ 1,...,5— 1} D Pin—1 < pjﬂl—l};
— if A=0, then stop;
else redefine j := max A and H := HU{j}.
(4) Forie{x+1,...,n—2}, 1€ Hiff

(5.10) Pik(ir1) < 1.
(5) Forie{x+1,...,n—2}, &iy1/pit1 > 1iff i€ H.

(6) For i > k, one can define &; recursively via &,—1 = 1 and then for i =
n—2n—3,...,k+ 1 setting

1, i€ H,

5.11 Q; =4 _ .
(5:1) {ai+1/pi+17 i¢ H.

(7) One can define &; for i > k recursively via ay,—1 = 1 and then for i =
n—2n—3,...,k+ 1 setting

a; = (@ig1/pip1) N 1.
In particular, for all i, we have a; < 1.
(8) For alli € {k,...,n—2}, a;pit1 < 1.
(9) Forallic {k+1,...,n =1}, a; = aj/apu) > ;.
(10) Ifi € HI, then &y € (pi+1, 1]
(11) The sequence («;) defines the set H and the sequence (&;) uniquely.

PrOOF: Part 1 follows from the definition of x and (2.38). Part 2 holds since
Pij = Pin—1/Pjn—1, S0 (5.9) is equivalent to p;; < 1. This part describes H as the
set of record points of the the sequence (p; n—1) explored from n — 1 down to x + 1.

This is made precise in the obvious algorithm described in part 3. It discovers
the record points one by one. Let us just comment that at any point of execution of
this algorithm, j is the latest found record point of (p; n—1)i=n—1,n—2

.....
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is the set of all already discovered record points. The algorithm stops when no new
record points can be found.

Part 4 follows, since (5.10) means that ¢ is the next record point discovered by
the algorithm after discovering k(i + 1).

Part 5 follows from part 4 since

Qiy1/pit1 = P;rll,k(iﬂ)/piﬂ = pi_,li(i-i-l)'

Part 6 directly follows from (5.4) and the last display. Indeed, if i € H, then
k(i) = ¢ and thus &; = 1 due to (5.4). If i &€ H, then k(i) > i and k(i) = k(i + 1).
Hence, &; = pi_;(Hl) = Q;it1/pit1 due to (5.4).

Part 7 follows from parts 6, 5 and the definition (5.4)

For i > k, part 8 follows directly from part 7. To prove it for i = k < n — 1, it
suffices to notice that o, = &, =1 and 1 > Q41 = QePrtl = Prt1-

To prove the identity in part 9, we note that it is trivially true for i € H and
then parts 1 and 6 allow to extend it by induction to the remaining values of ¢. The
inequality then also follows since due to part 1, ag(;) < 1.

According to part 7, @; < 1 for all ¢. This and part 5 imply part 10 holds for
1 € H\ {n —1}. For i = k, since oy, = @, = 1 and py41 < 1, part 9 implies
Qut+1 > Q41 = Pr+1, completing the proof of part 10.

Let us prove part 11. Since the condition py; < 1 for all j > £ is equivalent to
a; < ay, for all j > k, we conclude that H is uniquely defined by («;). Therefore,
the values (k(i));>, are also uniquely defined by (a;). Now our claim follows from
the identity in part 9. O

5.3.2. Preliminaries for analysis of transitions. To make our proof of Theorem 5.1
work, we actually need a better understanding of the typical case discussed in
Theorem 2.1. In particular, we need to control the tails of the distributions involved
and to deal with measures from M instead of probability distributions.

Lemma 5.2. Let us assume (A), (B), (C), (H), and suppose a <1 and ap < 1.
Suppose that in (2.29), & is of order above 1. On AL ., we define & by (2.31).
Then &, is of order above 1. Moreover, this is true uniformly in initial conditions.
More precisely, for every ' > 0 and sufficiently large 3 > 0,

sup onJrso‘z'u {g; < l;fl, A+75} = Oe(l)-

ze(lx,e=]
HEURISTICS FOR THE MODEL CASE: Recalling (2.23), we obtain

L
(5.12) X2 = sa”ﬁl& +elmeUL 1P+ U2, .

&€,Te

Using Lemma 4.1, we obtain that the first term is of order above £¢*?. Using this
lemma once again, we obtain that the entire expression is of order above e, so &,
is of order above 1. a

On Ay defined in (2.36), k € 1,...,n — 1, we can define n; via
XE,TEk =Xk + Mg,eVk, &> 0.

Using the definition of 7% in (2.34), we have ;. . € [—1,1]. The difference with (2.35)
is that there is no scaling factor in front of 7 ..
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Lemma 5.3. Let (A), (E), (F), (G), (I) hold. Let us assume that i > k. If
Nie s of order above €%, then n,_1. is of order above e'. Moreover, this is true
uniformly in initial conditions. More precisely, for every s»,_1 > 0 and sufficiently
large s¢; > 0, it holds for every >y that

sup PTote {nie > Edil?iv NMn—t1,e < ElZ", Ap1c} = 0e(1).
IEK;O(E)

We will also introduce ¢ later. It will be useful to distinguish between 3¢y and 3¢
in case k = 0.

PROOF: First we use part 6 of Lemma 5.1 in order to apply Lemma 5.2 iteratively to
saddles k(i), k(i) —1,...,i+2,i+ 1 concluding that, for every s ;) and sufficiently
large »;, we have 7y . > eNZFY whp. on the event {n;. > e®1%, A, 1.}
Then, applying Lemma 5.2 iteratively to saddles n — 1,m —2,... k(i) + 2, k(i) + 1
and adjusting »,’s iteratively if necessary, we derive 1,1 > €”*).n-1>" w.h.p. on
the same event for every s, > 0 and sufficiently large sz;. The proof is completed
by taking into account that k(i) € H so that pj()n—1 < 1. |

5.3.3. Restricting the cell escape event to scales defined by exponents (&;). Our
next local goal is Lemma 5.7 allowing to restrict further analysis to scales defined
by exponents (&;).

Lemma 5.4. Under conditions (A), (E), (I) , we have that, for allk € {1,2,...,n—
1} and every s > 0, there is s, > 0 such that

sup Prote"evorx (7R o gy 4 e K, (€)ug, Age} = 00(1).
€K, (g)

Proor: This follows from an iterative application of Lemma 4.2. O

Lemma 5.5. Under assumptions (A), (B), and (H), for every » > 0, for every
B €10,1], and for every s > %13:1, we have

sup PI“‘LEQM{XE(TE) € qy +eP(—o0, —Z?I)UJH Aie} = o0e(1).
z€EK . ()

HEURISTICS FOR THE MODEL CASE: Using the notation (2.35), the formula for
one-step transition (5.12) in the model case, and (2.18), we can approximate the
probability above by

prote"lavo {ao‘oplLR*pﬂx + el TMUPT +eN < —aﬁl;‘l}
< PLIJ0+5O‘01U0 {|N| > 83_11:/} _ 06(1)
uniformly in z € K, (). O

Lemma 5.6. Under conditions (A), (E), (I) for every k € {1,2,...,n—1}, every
9 > 0, every 8 € [0,1], and every » > 3151, we have

sup ProtelTvofx (7R ¢ gy 4 6P (o0, —1F)ug, Ape} = 0o(1).
€K, (g)
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PROOF: The claim follows from Lemma 5.5 and an iterative application of
Lemma 5.4. O

Combining Lemmas 4.3, 5.3 and 5.6, we obtain the following claim:
Lemma 5.7. Let us denote, for k > &, and s, > 0,
(5.13) Ak,%,a = AN {Xsﬂ-sk € x, + EakK%(E)Uk} .

There is sequence of positive constants (s4,)re{xyunus such that, for every sequence
(%K ke {syuHUS Satisfying s, > s, for every k, it holds for every 329 > 0 that,
uniformly in x € Kz, (e),

(5.14)  protsTlev(q, Y= protelev L4 n () A | +oe(D)
ke{xk}UHUJ

ProOF: Lemma 4.3 implies that 7,1 . < sl:"’l w.h.p. on 4,, . for some s, _; > 0.
This and Lemma 5.3 yield that, on A, N {nn—1,c < alf”’l}, we have 7; . < sé‘il:;’
w.h.p. for some 5] > 0. We can make 5 larger to ensure 5 > . Lemma 5.6
implies 7; « > —¢elZ" w.h.p. These all hold uniformly in z € Kz,. Combining these
estimates, we obtain (5.14) for (s,). Since the main term on the right of (5.14) is

also smaller than the left-hand side, we conclude that (5.14) holds for larger s,. O

Remark 5.4. The proof shows that the lemma would still hold if we changed the
definition of Ay ..o t0 Ag e = Ape N {X(7F) € i + [—elZ, e 1Z]vr }. We use a
symmetric set K. () in (5.13) for brevity, which will eventually be useful in lengthy
estimates involving iterated integration.

The significance of this lemma is that one can compute the probability on the
r.h.s. approximately, using the strong Markov property and the fact that for & > &,

e +o(1), ké¢J,

PA 2 A -1, = =
(Akse,e|Ak—1,50,¢) {Ck5ﬁ1(1+0(1)), kedJ,

for constants ¢, > 0. This leads to polynomial decay rates.

To make this plan rigorous, we need a detailed study of appropriately rescaled
kernels describing sequential transitions that the process undergoes between times
781 and 7F for all k, and convolutions of those kernels. This is the material of the

next three subsections.

5.3.4. A basic estimate on transition kernel convolutions.
Lemma 5.8. Let v, Ue, e, fic be transition kernels indexed by € € (0,1) and let
%, 7" > 0. Suppose

(h1) there is 6 > 0 such that
sup  |ve(, [a,b]) — e(, [a,0])] = o (°);

z€K,. (),
la,b]CK ./ (g)
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(h2) there is 8’ > 0 such that

sup  [pee(y, [a,b)) = e (y. [, b)) = o (7 )
yeK, ./ (e),
[a,b]CK%N(E)
(h3) there is p > 0 such that

sup U (x, K, (e)) <12
€K, (¢)

(h4) there is p' > 0 such that for all sufficiently small € and every [a,b] C
K, (g), there are two monotone real-valued functions ¢+, p—  bounded
by zg/ in absolute value and such that

fe (s [a, b]) = ¢4 () + ¢ ().
Then, there is 6" > 0 such that

(5.15)

sup / e, dy) e (9, [a, b)) — / ez, dy) e (4, [, B))| = o(”).
zeK,. (), K,/ (e) K,/ (e)

[a,b]CK%N(E)

Remark 5.5. Condition (h4) is very close to a total variation bound but it is
convenient for us to work with the decomposition into monotone functions directly.

PRrOOF: For [a,b] C K, (), we write
Pe (y) = /Ls(yv [a‘v b])v (56 (y) = /_Ls(yv [a‘v b])

We want to estimate

/ 6 (y)ve (@, dy) — / 6. (v)7. (x, dy)
K,/ (e) K, (e)

P

<

+ /K,(8)455(1/)(1/5(%619)—ﬂs(wvdy))

P

/ (6c(y) — b (y))ve (. dy)
K,/ (e)

=I+1II

uniformly over = € K,.(¢) and [a,b] € K, (g). Using (hl) and (h3), we have

sup  ve(z, K, (g)) < 20P
z€K,. ()
for sufficiently small . This and (h2) yield that, for some d; > 0, I = o(s™)
uniformly in  and [a, b].
It remains to estimate II. We use (h4) to decompose ¢. into a sum of two
monotone functions ¢~ . with values bounded in absolute value by I?. For § from
condition (h1), setting

(5.16) ne. = |e7%?| 41,
we can decompose K./ () into a union of closed intervals

E:I:

i) i=-n.+1, —n.+2,...,ng,
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with disjoint interiors such that ¢+ . € [i;—llg’l, nilg,] on Efl Then, using the
monotonicity of ¢4 ., we have

Ei (bi,é‘(y) (VS(:I;7 dy) - ﬂé‘(xv dy))‘
i—1 1—1

Ne

7 ’ ’_ ’
< max{ n_lg Vs(x,Eii) - ? VE(:E,E;) r VE(:E,E;)
€ €

T
, ‘n_glg VE(:E,E;) -

|

/ _ 1 ! _
<P ‘VE(:E,E:Z-) - Vs(a:,E;'):i)‘ + - ? VE({E,E:Z-).
€

Summing up these estimates over all i, we obtain

Ne , . - . lp’ -
1 < {Z | Zﬂzg |ve(z, E2;) — ve(z, EL2,)| +2niaus(x,K%/(a)).
ec{+,—t1=""Nne

Due to (hl1), (h3) and the definition of n. in (5.16), this is bounded by

4(8_% + 1)l§/o (56) + 2l§/+p£% = 0(e%)
for some d2 > 0 uniformly for = € K,.(¢). m|
5.3.5. Typical transitions. We begin with a result on the one-step typical transition.
Its proof is postponed to Section 8.3.
Lemma 5.9. Suppose that conditions (A), (B), (C), (H) hold. Let o € (0,1] and

o = (ap) AN 1. Let
3, p<l,
m =
4, p>1.

e an m-dimensional centered Gaussian vector N,
o deterministic continuous functions ®1., ®2. : R x R™ — R indezed by
e € (0,1),

such that
(1) for every s, 3 >0, there is 6 > 0 such that

me’*Ea“{XT €qp +¢[a, b]v+} —P {@LE(x, N) € [a,b], ar(z,N) > o}‘ = o(c%);

Then there are:

sup
€K, (g),
la,b]CK,,/(e)

(2) there are constants ci,ca > 0 and vectors u; € {0} x (0,00)™72, uy €

(0,00)2 x {0}™~2 such that, for i = 1,2, ®, . converges in LU, as e — 0,
to a continuous function ®,, defined for all (x,y) € R x R™, by

P1(z,y) = (1 = Lps1,ap>1)cn|Pa(@,y)|” + Lar—1ur -y,
(I)Z(xvy) = C2X + 1o¢:1u2 *Y;
these functions ®;, i = 1,2, satisfy the following:
e ifa=1, then for all x € R,
— Leb{y: ®;(z,y) =0} =0,i=1,2,
— Leb{y : ®1(z,y) A Pa(z,y) >0} > 0;
o if a <1, then
— Leb{y: ®;(z,y) =0} =0 forallz #0,i=1,2,
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— Leb{y : ®1(z,y) A Pa(z,y) >0} >0 for all x > 0,
— Leb{y : ®o(z,y) >0} =0 for all x < 0;
(8) for every y € R™ and every € € (0,1), the function ®1.(-,y) is nonde-
creasing on {x : Po .(z,y) > 0} and the function ®o(-,y) is nondecreasing
on R;
(4) for every la,b] C R and every € € (0,1) sufficiently small, the function

x> P{®1.(z,N) € [a,b], Po(x,N) >0}

can be written as a sum of two monotone functions ¢4 . and ¢_ ., both
with values in [—1,1];
(5) for each 3 > 0 and sufficiently large »' > 0,

sup P{®;.(x,N) & K,.(g)} = 0e(1);
z€K,. ()

(6) if ap < 1, then there are constants C, R,p,q > 0 such that,
[®1e(z,y)| = Claf’,  forall €€(0,1), |z] = R, |yl < |2/,
where |y|oo = max {|y| :i € {1,2,...,m}}.

We will use the above lemma to prove the following result on the typical sequen-
tial transitions not involving slowdown saddle points.

Lemma 5.10. Suppose that conditions (A), (E), (F), (G), (I) hold.
Then for each k € {1,2,...,n — 1}, there are

e my € N and an my-dimensional centered Gaussian vector Ny,
o deterministic continuous functions @’f)s,fblgﬁ : R x R™ — R indezed by
e€(0,1),

such that the following holds:
(1) for every s> 0 and sufficiently large »' > 0, there is 6 > 0 such that

(5.17) sup( ) protet?To X i € a + ™ [a, by}
re K, (g),
[a,b]CKj (g)

= P{®} (2, Ni) € [a,b], 5 ., Ni) = 0}] = o (=9);

(2) fori=1,2, Q)ﬁa converges in LU, as € — 0, to a continuous function fI)f
satisfying the following:
o if ag =1, then for all x € R;,
— Leb{y : ®¥(z,y) =0} =0 fori=1,2,
— Leb{y : ®¥(z,y) A ®5(z,y) >0} >0,
o if ag <1, then
— Leb{y : ®¥(z,9) =0} =0 for allz #0, i = 1,2,
— Leb{y : ®¥(z,y) A ®5(z,y) > 0} >0 for all z > 0,
— Leb{y : ®(z,y) > 0} =0 for all z < 0;
(3) for everyy € R™ and everye € (0,1), the functions ®F (-, y) and ®5 (-, y)
are nondecreasing on {x : ®§ (x,y) > 0};
(4) for every [a,b] C R and every e € (0,1) sufficiently small, the function

x5 P{®} _(z,Ny) € [a,b], ®5 (2, Ni) >0}
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can be written as a sum of two monotone functions ¢4 . and ¢_ ., both
with values in [—1,1];
(5) for each 3 > 0 and sufficiently large »' > 0,

sup  P{®} _(z,Ni) & K.(e)} = 0c(1);
z€K . (¢)

(6) if
aipir1 <1, forallie{0,1,... .k — 1},
then there are positive constants C, R, p, q such that, uniformly in e,
@5 (2, y)] > ClafP,  for all |z > R, |yl < ||,
where |y|oo = max{|y’| :i € {1,2,...,mg}}.

Remark 5.6. In the proof of this lemma, we actually give an explicit recursive
definition of functions @i—fs and @i—“ based on compositions of functions ®;., ®;
introduced in Lemmal5.9, see (5.18), (5.19), (5.20).

ProOF: The base case k = 1 is covered by Lemma 5.9. Now, let us assume that
the lemma holds for k& and prove it for k£ + 1. Using the induction hypothesis (1)
and defining

ve(w,dy) = POV TOLX, € ap + €™ (dy)ue},
Ue(z,dy) = P{fblf)a(:zr,Nk) € dy, @575(17,]\716) > 0},
we have that the Lemma 5.8 (h1) is satisfied for sufficiently large »’. Since v(z,-)
is always a sub-probability measure, Lemma 5.8 (h3) also holds. Let us fix any
»" > 0. Applying Lemma 5.9 to the saddle Ogy1, we can find m’ € N, an m’-
dimensional centered Gaussian vector N’ and functions ®7 _, @, _ : R x R™ — R
satisfying properties described in that lemma such that the measures
He (yv dz) = P{Xsn-sk“ € Tkl + Eak+1(dz)vk+l | XE,TEk =k + Eakyvk}a
ﬂa(yvdz) = P{(I)/l,s(yle) € dz, (I)éﬁs(y,Nl) > 0}7

satisfy Lemma 5.8 (h2) and (h4). Hence, we can invoke Lemma 5.8 to see that
Ve, Ue, Pe, fle satisfy (5.15).

Now, we proceed to derive part (1). Using Lemma 5.4 and adjusting » if
necessary, we can rewrite the first integral in (5.15) as

/ Ve (x7 dy)ﬂa (yu [CL, b])
K,/ (e)

@
= prote ”“’“{XEJ_E;CH € Tpt1 + Y% a, blvg41, Xerk €T + e K, (e)uk }

= PTTEINOLN it € wpyr + % [a, blugra ) + 0e(1)

uniformly in z € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K, (g). This is the first term in (5.17) for k+1.
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Let us now treat the second integral in (5.15). Using the induction assump-
tion (5), we can rewrite it as

/ 7. (z, dy)fi< (y, [a, b))
K, (e)

= P{ /l,a((l)llc,a(‘rka)vN/) € [avb]v é,s((l)lf,a(vak)vN/) >0,
OF (2, Ni) € Kou(2), Ok (2, Ny) > o}

=P {(I)/175(q)]1€75(x7N7€)7N/) € [aab]v q)é,s(xaNk) N @l275(¢]1€,5(x7Nk)7N/) > 0}
+ 0.(1),

uniformly in z € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K,.(¢). For (z,(y,5")) € R x (R"™ x R™),
we define

(5'18) (I)llgi:l (CL‘, (yv y/)) = (I)/l,a((l)lf,a(xv y)v y/)v
(5.19) 5t (, (y,9) = B5 (w,y) A Dy (B (2, 9),9/).

We set my11 = myp+m’ and define Ny = (N, N’). The second integral in (5.15)
becomes

P{(I)Ilc:gl(‘rkaJrl) € [avb]v ®§;1($7Nk+1) > 0} + 08(1)a

where the main term is exactly the expression appearing in (5.17) for k + 1. This
completes our verification of part (1) for k& 4 1.

Now, we turn to (2). For brevity, we write § = (y,y’). In view of (5.18)
and (5.19), using the continuity and the LU convergence of ®; _ and @f)a fori=1,2
(due to Lemma 5.9 (2) and the induction hypothesis (2)), we can easily derive the

LU convergence of @f;fl, for ¢ = 1,2 and that the limits are given by

(5.20)
O (z,9) = @1 (Pf(2,v),9")
= (1 - 1Pk+1>110¢kpk+1>1)cl |C2(I)]1€(:C7y) + lak:1u2 'y/‘

(I)]2€+1($7g) = (I)IQC(ZC,y) A (02(I)If($7y) + 1ak:1u2 : yl) ’

Pk+1 /
+ 1ak+1:1u1 Y,

for constants ¢y, co and vectors uy, us given in Lemma 5.9 (2), where @f is the limit
of @f)a. Moreover, due to Lemma 5.9 (2), for all possible values of ay, and pg1, we
have

Leb{y': ®i(z,y")} =0, ifz #0,
which along with (5.20) implies

Leb{7 : ®{™(z,7) = 0, ®f(z,y) # 0} = 0.
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Then, (2) follows from the induction assumptions, the orthogonality between w;
and ug, and

{7: 27" (2,9) = 0} C {7 @[ (2,9) = 0, ®{(,y) # 0} U {7 : @} (w,) = 0},
{7: 27" (2,9) > 0} 5 {5 wa -y > 0},
{7: 25 (2,9) =0} C {7 : ®5(x,y) = 0} U{g: uz -y = —2®i(2,9)} U{7 : P (,y) = 0},
{7 @57 (2,9) > 0} 5 {7 P (w,y) A @5 (2,9) 2 0} N {g 1wz -y > 0},
{7: 25" (x,9) 20 ®5(z,y) > 0}.

Let us verify (3). Fix (y,y') and . Due to (5.19), on the set

A= {z: 95 (z, (y,)) = 0},

we have
(5.21) O (r,y) >0, and B (O, (,y),5) > 0.
Due to the induction assumption (3), the first inequality in (5.21) implies that
(5.22) T @f)a(:c, y) is nondecreasing on A, i=1,2.
Lemma 5.9 (3) states that ®, _(-,y’) is nondecreasing on R. This along with (5.19)
and (5.22) yields that @g;l(-, (y,y)) is nondecreasing on A.

Lemma 5.9 (3) also gives that ®} _(-,y’) is nondecreasing on {z : ®; (2,9') > 0}.

From this, the definition of i)]f:gl in (5.18), the second inequality in (5.21), and

(5.22), we can deduce that @]fiﬁl(-, (y,v")) is nondecreasing on A. This completes
the verification of (3) for k + 1.

Setting

O1.c(2) = P{OYE (2, Niy1) 2 a, @511 (2, Niy1) 2 0},

b c(x) = —P{‘I)]le(ilf,NkH) > b, <I>’57;1(z,Nk+1) > 0},

we can see that (4) for k + 1 follows from (3) for k£ + 1 proved above.

Let us verify (5). For any »” > 0,
PLRTL! (&, Niv1) & Ko (€)} = P{®) (@ (2, Ni), N') & Koo ()}
< P{®) (P (2, Ni), N') & K (€), @ (2, Ni) € Koo ()}
+P{@] (2, Ni) & Ko ()}

Due to the induction assumption (5), the last term is 0.(1) uniformly in = € K,.(¢)
for large »”". Choosing s sufficiently large and using (5) in Lemma 5.9, we can see
that the first term after the inequality sign is o.(1). Thus, (5) holds for &k + 1.

Let us verify (6). Applying Lemma 5.9 (6) to ®) ., we can find constants

l,e»
C',R',p',q such that
@) (2, y)] > O
for

(5.23) | >R, |yl < J2']7.
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Using the induction assumption (6) for k, we get that, for C, R, p,q > 0,

(5.24) | (2, 9)] > Claf?

for || > R and |y|eo < |x]9. This still holds if we make R > 1 larger and ¢

smaller. We can do so to ensure C|z|? > R’ and |z|¢ < (C|z|?)? whenever |z| > R.

This along with (5.24) allows us to see that whenever |z| > R and |y|co, [¥|co <

2|9, (5.23) is satisfied with 2’ replaced by ®f _(x,y). Therefore, we obtain that
|@1:(F c(2,9),9/)] = OC'[a]”

as desired, for |z] > R and |(y,¥)|co < |2]|?. The left-hand side of the above display
is exactly @’f:gl(:z, (y,9')) due to (5.18). This completes the verification of (6) for
k+1. O

5.3.6. Transitions near binding saddle points. For each k € {0,1,...,n}, we define
O_é .
5.25 0, — _i_)_
(529) k._§: (m
j: i<k, jeJ
Due to the definition of J in (5.3),

(5.26) 0n =0, k<r.
For k € {k,...,n—1}, € >0, and a Borel set E C R, we denote
(5.27) Biep=AkeN {Xsﬂ-sk cxp + aé‘kEvk}.

For these k and ¢, and for every vector () = (3);e{x}unus We define a transition
kernel vk e (-, +) = Vi (). (*) by
(5'28) Vk,(%);a(xv E) = gk protetavo B e ﬂ Ai,m,s
ie({k}UHUJ)N{0,1,...,k}
Note that we can rewrite
(5'29) ﬂ Ai,%i,é‘ - ﬂ (Ai,%i,é‘ ﬁ Ai+l,%i+1,€)'
ie({k}UHUJ)N{0,1,...,k} i€ H'N{0,...,k—1}
For ke {k+1,...,n— 1}, we set
(5.30) k=max{je J:j <k}
We recall that the collection M of measures is defined by (4.8)—(4.10).

Lemma 5.11. Suppose conditions (A), (E), (F), (G), (I) hold and assume that k
is well-defined. Then, there is a family of transition kernels Uy . indexed by k €
{k+1,....,n—1} and € € (0,1) with the following property: for every s > 0 and
every vector (3¢, ) ke {xyunng of positive numbers, there are (s )ke{xyurng Satisfying
s, > 1, for each k, and a constant § > 0, such that for each k,

(5.31) sup e (2, [a,B]) — e (@, [0,0])] = 0 (%),
€K, (g),
[a,b]C Ko, ()
and
(532) Ijk.,s(xa dy) = hk,s(x)gk,s (dy>a

where



44 YURI BAKHTIN, HONG-BIN CHEN, AND ZSOLT PAJOR-GYULAI

(i) the measurable functions hy : R — [0,00) indexed by € € (0,1) are bounded
uniformly in €, and converge as € — 0 to a bounded continuous function
o hy: R—>(O o0) in LU on R, if g =1,
e by : R\ {0} — [0,00) in LU on R\ {0}, satisfying hy =0 on (—00,0)
and hy, > 0 on (0,00), if ap < 1;
(i) if k = k, then ¢ = < is independent of € for some ¢, € M;
(ii1) if k > k, then ¢ is given by

(5.33) Sk.c(dy) :/ k(dz)P {®F (2, Ni) € dy, ®5_(2,Ni) >0},
%k(5)

where
e the Borel measure s does not depend on € and satisfies

(5.34) Sk €M,

e Ny is an my-dimensional centered Gaussian vector for some my,

e functions @’fﬁs, @’575 : RxR™ — R are the functions given by Lemma 5.10
applied to the transition from the wvicinity of x at scale oy, to the
vicinity of xy, at scale &y, and thus satisfy properties (2), (3), (4), (5),
and (6) in Lemma 5.10.

Remark 5.7. In fact, for ¢ in (5.33), we always have ¢, = g, which will be clear

from the proof. Since <I>’-C and N account for the transition from the vicinity of xj

to that of zp, a more accurate but heavier notation would be @kﬁk

Hence, it would be more precise to rewrite (5.33) as

and NE—»I@-

ke (dy) = / G (d=)P { @F 7" (2, Niwr) € dy, @5 7% (2, Np) 2 0.
sy, (€)

For brevity, however, we stick to the notation of the lemma.

PROOF: In this proof, we will use Lemmas 4.6, 5.1, 5.8, and 5.10. Among them,
only Lemmas 4.6 and 5.10 impose restrictions on s’s, but both of them allow us to
choose 7, arbitrarily large. Hence, whenever these two lemmas are applied in this
proof, we choose the relevant s, sufficiently large to ensure s > 3. With this
clarified, we will omit mentioning this technicality for brevity.

We will use induction, sequentially showing that the result holds for all k €
{k+1,...,7}, where j runs through elements of H.

Basis of induction. We first verify that our claim holds for j = min H. Due
to the definition of k in (5.30), we have

(5.35) k=r+1.

We split the argument into four steps. Step 1: we use Lemma 5.10 on typical
transitions to approximate the distribution of X, r~. Step 2: to approximate the
distribution of X_ s+l We apply Lemma 4.6 to atypical transitions from X -«
to X, xt1. Step 3 1f] > £+ 1, we approximate the distribution of X -« applylng
Lemma 5.10 to typical transitions from X_ qo+1 80 X ok Step 4: for approximations
obtained in Steps 2 and 3, we verify thelr propertles claimed in the lemma.
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Step 1. We study the distribution of Xe rr. Recalling that a, = a, = 1 and
rewriting (5.28) with k replaced by x:
Vge(z,dy) = P””O"'EQOMU{7’5N <00, Xeqrx €Tp + al(dy)vn},
setting
Upe(z,dy) = P{‘I)is(,f,Nn) € dy, @Sﬂa(x,N,.i) > 0},

and applying Lemma 5.10 to these measures, we see that they satisfy conditions (h1)
and (h3) of Lemma 5.8.

Step 2. We study the distribution of X_ q+1. Note that a, = 1 due to the
definition of # in (5.1). Applying Lemma 4.6 to the transition from X. ,~ to X_ rEtL
we have that for some c,4+1 > 0 and

(5.36) fr+1 € M,
the kernels given by
(5.37)

(L)) o ezvn [k G
Mrt1e(z,dy) =¢ " Prtr TP " {7—5 <00, X_ r1 €Tpy1 t€ ~+1(dy)vﬁ+1} ,
(5.38)

/_LliJrl,E(xv dy) = Ycpi1 (I)ﬁliJrl(dy)

satisfy condition (h2) of Lemma 5.8. Note that in fact fi,;+1 . does not depend on e.
Due to (5.36) and property (4.9) enjoyed by measures in M, for every ;41 > 0,
there is p > 0 such that

(5.39) firt1 (Ko, () <12,

Using this and the fact that g.,,, is a Gaussian density (see (2.2)), we derive
that condition (h4) of Lemma 5.8 also holds for fi,11,.. In fact, we can explicitly
decompose g, ., (x) into a sum of two bounded monotone functions:

Jenir (@) = g0 (@) + g0 (2)
(5.40) = (gersr (@)oo + gerry (0)1230) + (Gerrs (#)Laz0 — Gerry (0)1a30) -

Having checked all the conditions of Lemma 5.8 for v o, U e, flit1,e5 forit1,e, WE
can now apply it and obtain that, for any s, > 0, the kernels given by

VnJrl.,s(xvdy) = / V,{)E(:E,dz)umq)s(z,dy),
K"‘){(E)

(5.41) ey = [ o d ) (e dy)
Ko\ (€)
also satisfy condition (h1) of Lemma 5.8. In particular, (5.31) with £ = x+ 1 holds
for Vi+1,es D,{JFLE.
For later use, we note that 7,11 . satisfies condition (h3) of Lemma 5.8, as a

result of (5.39), the boundedness of g, ,, and the fact that 7, .(x,dy) is a sub-
probability measure.

Step 3. If k € {k+2,...,j} for j = min H, then, to study the distribution Xe ks
we need to study the transition from XE)T;+1 to X, ;x. The scaling upon the exit
from saddle Oy described by (5.37) is e¥~+!. Since there are no elements of H
between k and j, part 6 of Lemma 5.1 guarantees that oy = ar—1pr < 1 for all
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ke{k+2,...,7} and, moreover, &; = 1. Therefore, the dynamics of exponents ay,
for these saddles is described by (2.25), i.e. the evolution is typical and described
by Lemma 5.10. Applying parts (1) and (4) of this lemma to the dynamics starting
near .y, we see that the kernels given by

,Uk,a(x,dy) — PI~+1+€5‘K+11U~+1 {7.579 < o0, Xa,‘rs" €z + gk (dy)vk},
(542)  fire(w,dy) = P{PY (@, Ni) € dy, @ (v, Ni) = 0}

for k € {k +2,...,7} satisfy conditions (h2) and (h4) of Lemma 5.8.

This, along with the conclusions from Step 2, allows to apply Lemma 5.8 to
Vitl,e5 Vtl,es Mkes Bk,e and obtain that, for some 5.1 > 0, the kernels given by

Vi (2, dy) = / Vrr.e (@, d2)an (2, dy),
K

st (8)

(5.43) Die (2, dy) = / Prsse (@, d2) ik e (7, dy)
K

st (8)

satisfy condition (h1l) of Lemma 5.8, which yields the desired result (5.31). Com-
bining this with Step 2, we can conclude that (5.31) holds for k < j.

Step 4. We verify that vy, . and 7y, . are of the desired form as in (5.28) and (5.32),
respectively.

First, we verify this for v; .. We can check, using the definition (5.25), that
O, = % —1forall k € {k+1,...,min H}. Tracing the definitions of these

Prt
kernels, we can see that, in agreement with (5.28) (and (5.29)),

Ui, (@, [a,b]) = e RProte™ w0 By N Ay e N Ayt e 2)-

Next, we verify the decomposition (5.32) for 7y, . along with (i), (ii), (iii).
Forall k € {x +1,...,j}, we set

(5.44) G = jlni1 € M

and
(5.45) hie(x) =E [chl (®F (%, Ny)) Log (2,N.)€K.., (o), <1>g,€(m,NK)zo} .

Recalling k = k + 1 from (5.35), we thus have (, = ¢, and hy. = hy. for all
Ee{x+1,...,5}

For k = k+1 (equivalently, k = k), relation (5.32) follows from (5.38) and (5.41),
and property (ii) follows from (5.44).

For k € {k +2,...,7}, we define ¢, by (5.33) and (5.44). Due to k = k + 1,
relation (5.32) for these values of k follows now from (5.38), (5.41), (5.42), (5.43),
(5.44), (5.45). We also obtain (5.34) from (5.44). Since Ni, ®} _, ®% _ were intro-
duced through the application of Lemma 5.10, they also have the desired properties.
Therefore, (iii) holds.

It remains to verify (i). It is clear that hj . is bounded uniformly in €. Let us
show that they converge in LU and the limit is strictly positive everywhere. Setting

(5.46) Pie (2) = B [ (952 V) g (av20]
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and using the fact that g._., is a Gaussian density and Lemma 5.10 (5), we obtain
||hk,s - iLk,s”oo = 08(1)'

Hence, it suffices to show that iLkﬁ satisfies the desired properties. Recalling the
decomposition in (5.40), we define

ﬁia(x) =E |:gt:3i+1 (®T7€(I,N,{)) l‘I’;,E(mvNN)ZO

satisfying

hie(z) = B;E(:zr) + B,;E(x)

Let us first show that B% . converges pointwise, and then upgrade this to con-
vergence in LU. Fix any x € Rif ap = 1, or x € R\ {0} if o9y < 1. Using the
convergence of ®f_ given in Lemma 5.10 (2), we have that giﬂ (@5 .(z,Ny)) con-
verges a.s. Using the property of the limit ®5 of ®5 _ described in Lemma 5.10 (2),
we get that ®5(z, Ni) # 0 a.s. and thus Loy (2,N.)>0 Converges a.s. Then, in view

of (5.46), the bounded convergence theorem yields that hk o converges pointwise to

B w s E[gE L, (@5(2, V) Lag e vzo] -

It is clear that hf is bounded, and the continuity of hf follows from the properties
of ®f in Lemma 5.10 (2). Since :I:ggi+1 is nondecreasing, using Lemma 5.10 (3), we
can see that :I:ﬁ? .(x) is nondecreasing, which upgrades the pointwise convergence
to LU convergence on R if ag =1 or on R\ {0} if ap < 1.

Combining this with the above displays, we obtain the LU convergence of hy . to

hi @ = E [ge, ., (5 (x,Ny)) 1<I>*2‘(w,NN)ZO] = hf (z) + hy, (2).

Since ge, ., is positive everywhere, Lemma 5.10 (2) implies that this expectation is
positive for all x € R if ap = 1, and all € (0,00) if oy < 1; it is identical zero
for all z € (—00,0) if ap < 1. The boundedness and continuity of hj, follows from
those properties for hf. This completes the verification of properties of hy ..

This completes the proof of the basis case, i.e., for k € {x +1,..., min H}.

Induction step. Let us assume that the desired result holds for all ¥ + 1,k +
2,...,7 for some j € H. Let j = min{i € H : i > j}. Our goal is to extend the
result to values k € {j +1,...,j}. Note that

(5.47) E=j+1.

The argument is very similar to that for the base case. We split it into three
steps. Step 1: we use Lemma 4.6 on atypical transitions to obtain an approximation
for the distribution of X_ FitL Step 2: if kK > j+1, we approximate the distribution
of X, -k applying Lemma 5.10 on typical transitions to the transition from X_ FitL
to XEJ.E;C Step 3: for the approximations obtained in Steps 1 and 2, we Verlfy the
properties claimed in the lemma.

Step 1. We study the distribution of X__;+1 through the transition from X__;
to X_ _j+1. Using the induction assumption (in particular, (5.31)), we have that v; .
given in (5.28) and some measure ;. of the form (5.32) satisfy Lemma 5.8 (hl). In
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addition, 7; . satisfies Lemma 5.8 (h3) due to the uniform boundedness of h; ., (5.32)
and (5.34) (see the property (4.9) for measures in M).

Due to (5.11), &; = 1. Now applying Lemma 4.6, we obtain that the kernels
Hj+1,es Hj+1,e given by
(5.48)

(St

Sitt_qy (o -
itle(z,dy) =¢ “rit1 ) pajteay; {Tg“ <oo, X_ 1 €511+ ao‘”l(dy)vjﬂ},

(5.49)
/_Lj+1,€ ({E, dy) = YGcji1 (:E):ajJrl (dy>a

satisfy Lemma 5.8 (h2) and that
(5.50) fit1 € M.

Similarly to the argument used to derive (5.39), we have that for every s > 0 there
is p > 0 such that

(5.51) a1 (Kou(e) < I2.

Using a decomposition similar to (5.40), we can verify that fi;+1 . satisfies Lemma 5.8 (h4).

Hence, we are now allowed to apply Lemma 5.8 to v} ¢, Vj e, lbj+1,e, hj+1,c tO see
that the kernels vj41 ¢, 7j41,c given by

(552) Vj+17€(x7dy) = / Vj,E(xudz)uj+l,a(27dy)7
K. (e)

(5.53) Vjt1,e(, dy) =/ ( )Dj,a(xadz)ﬂj-i-l,a(zady)a
K%j €

satisfy Lemma 5.8 (h1). One can easily check that this definition of v; 1 . coincides
with (5.28) for j + 1. Since we have shown that ;. satisfies Lemma 5.8 (h3),
displays (5.49), (5.51) and the boundedness of the Gaussian density g.,,, imply
that 741, satisfies (h3).

Step 2. For k € {j +2,...,j}, we study the distribution of X, .« through the
transition from Xsﬂ_gﬂ to X, ,». The scaling upon the exit from saddle O,
described by (5.48) is e®+1. Since there are no elements of H between j and k,
part 6 of Lemma 5.1 guarantees that ay = ag_1pr < 1 forall k € {j +2,... ,3}
and, moreover, az=1T herefore, the dynamics of exponents &y for these saddles
is described by (2.25), i.e. the evolution is typical and described by Lemma 5.10.

Applying parts (1) and (4) of this lemma to the dynamics starting near x;1
shows that kernels given by

(5.54) tke(z, dy) = prir1tetItlzu {rF < o0, X, 6 € )+ (dy)vy }
(5.55)  fine(z,dy) = P{®} (2, Ni) € dy, ®f (z, Ny) > 0},

for k € {j +2,...,7}, satisfy Lemma 5.8 (h2) and (h4). This and the result in
Step 1 allow us to apply Lemma 5.8 to vj41.¢, Ujt1,e, ke, fik,e tO get that, for any
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#j41 > 0, the kernels 7y, ., vy o defined by

(5.56) Vg e(x,dy) = / Vit1,e(x,dz) ke (2, dy),
K

w1 (€)
(5.57) o) = [ o d e dy)
Koy (2)
satisfy (5.31). ‘This, along with Step 1, completes the verification of (5.31) for
ke{j+1,....5}

Step 3. We show that v, . and 7, . coincide with those given by (5.28) and (5.32).

First, we verify that vy . of (5.56) coincides with (5.28). Using the expres-
sions for vy . in (5.56), for v;41. in (5.52), for pi o in (5.54), for pji1,c in (5.48),
and v; . in (5.28), we can compute that

Vk,s(xa [a,b]) = /

vy (2, d2') / Wi (2, d2) e (2, [a,B])
K,(j (e) K

w1 ()

*9k*(&]:+1 Dz +e¥0 v, A A
=€ A pre ’ m (Al}%z'ﬁ n Ai+1;%i+1;5) n Bj,s,K%j (e)
i€H'N{0,....j—1}

4 {Tsk < 00, ‘Xs,ﬂrfrl € Tjy1 + EaHlK%Hl(E)Uj-i-lv Xsn'f €z + Eak[av b]Uk})

The right-hand side of this display coincides with the right-hand side of (5.28) (for &
in the range that we are considering). To see this, we need to note a few things.
First, we use the definition of 6; in (5.25) and the fact that there are no elements
of H between j and k to see that 0, = 0; + % — 1. Next, due to the (5.13)

and (5.27), we have Bj. k.. (€) = Aj ;.. Also, the event in the last line of the

last display is exactly Aj11 ., N Bie [q)- Finally, we have
H n{0,....k—1} = (H'n{0,...,5 —1}) U{j}.

Applying these observations to the last display together with (5.29), we complete
the proof of (5.28).

Let us check the properties of 7y . claimed in Lemma 5.11, namely, decomposi-
tion (5.32) along with (i), (ii), (iii). Recall k = 5 + 1 as in (5.47).

If k = j+1 (equivalently, k = k), then, using the expressions for 741 . in (5.53),
fjt1,e in (5.49), and 7; . in (5.32) (applied to j), we can see that (5.32) holds for

(558) hk,a(x) = </K ( )<j75(d2/)gcj+1 (2/)> hj,a(x)7

and ;. = fij+1 € M (due to (5.50)), verifying (ii).

If k€ {j+2,...,7}, then, using the expressions for Iy . in (5.57), 7j41,¢ in (5.53),
fik,e in (5.55), fij11, in (5.49), and 7; - in (5.32) (applied to j), we can see that (5.32)
holds for Ay . defined in (5.58) and

e (dy) = /K i1 (d2)P{@E (2, Ny) € dy, B (2, Ny) > 0}.

w41 ()
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Since k = j + 1 in this case, we can set ¢ = fij41 to guarantee (5.33). Now (5.34)
follows from (5.50). The random vector Nj and the map @i—fs were introduced
in Step 2 through the application of Lemma 5.10. Thus they possess the desired
properties automatically. Hence, we have verified (iii).

It remains to show (i), which will follow from the induction assumption on h; .
once we show that

(5.59) / S (d2)ge; 11 (2)
K ()

is bounded uniformly in € and converges as € — 0 to a positive constant. To that
end, we expand (5.59) using the induction assumption on g .:
(5.60) /K ( )cj(dZ)E |:gcj+1 (q)]l,a(zv NJ)) 1<I>{ (2,N;)EK . (e), @] E(Z,Nj)20j| :

(€ ’ ’
Since part (6) of Lemma 5.10 holds for <I>J1-1 ., the fact that g, , is a Gaussian density
and the Gaussianity of N; imply

E |:gcj+1 (q)]l,a(zﬂNJ))]
=E [gcm (fP{,s(zv Nj)) (Lsi<r + Lz2 R Nl slzle + Lz 2R, \leoo>\z\‘I)}
<C (l\z\<R el ™ 4 eiclzm)

for some C, ¢ > 0. Using this and (4.9) enjoyed by ¢; (due to (5.34)), the bounded-
ness of the expression in (5.59) is immediate. Moreover, the integrand in (5.60) is
dominated by a function integrable with respect to ¢;. Since in the limit, as ¢ = 0,
K. (¢) and K, (¢) expand to cover the entire R, we can use arguments similar to
those in Step 4 of the basis case to conclude that the integrand converges pointwise
everywhere. Therefore, the dominated convergence theorem gives the convergence

of (5.59) to

/R<j(dZ)E [QcHl (‘b{(Zij)) 1¢g(z,Nj)20i| '

The induction assumption guarantees that ¢; € M. In particular, (4.8) holds for ;.
Thus, to show the positivity of the above integral, it suffices to show the integrand is
positive for every z € (0,00). In turn, this follows since the Gaussian density g, ,,
is positive and the condition on @% in part (2) of Lemma 5.10 holds. Hence, the
expression in (5.59) converge pointwise everywhere to a function that is positive
everywhere, and so does h;.. Using monotonicity similarly to Step 4 of the base
case, we upgrade pointwise convergence to LU convergence.

This completes the proof of the induction step and of the entire Lemma 5.11. O

5.3.7. Proof of (5.5). Since a,—1 =1 (see Lemma 5.1 (6)), we set
¢E(x) — P¥n-1Fervn_1 (An,s)-

We start by choosing 3¢ and s¢’s used in the definition for vy, 1, = v, 1 (50) - given
in (5.28). First, we use the tameness of &y . to choose 3 sufficiently large enough
to ensure P{|¢ | > {2} = 0.(1). Then, we choose s in v,_1 . large to ensure
that Lemmas 5.7 and 5.11 are applicable. We note that if x = 0, then s is used
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in the definition of vy, _1 . In this case, we simply make the previously chosen ¢
larger, and adjust the others accordingly.

Using Lemma 5.7 with 7y replaced by 3¢ therein, we have, uniformly in = €
K%O (E)a

(561) PI()‘FEOLOI'UU (A'n,,s) = 5‘9"71 / © anl,s(xa dy)(bﬁ (y) + 08(1)5
K"nfl €

for vp_1,. given in (5.28) and 6,1 defined in (5.25). In fact, 6,,_1 = 6, where the
latter is defined in (5.6).

The limiting behavior of the right-hand side of (5.61), can be analyzed using
Lemma 5.8. The latter is actually targeted at transition kernel convolutions but
we can make it work for this simpler case.

Applying Lemma 5.11, we have that v,,_1 . and 7,1, (given in (5.32)) satisfy
Lemma 5.8 (h1). Due to (5.33) and (5.34), Lemma 5.8 (h3) is satisfied by 7,,—1 ..
Lemma 4.4 implies that, for some constant s > 0, kernels given by

tine (2, dy) = de(x)d0(dy),
ﬂn,s(xv dy) = 1/}5(—:E)50(dy),

where g is the Dirac mass at 0 (any probability measure that does not depend on &
would work equally well) and 5 is given in that lemma, satisfy Lemma 5.8 (h2).
Due to the definition of 95 in (2.3), Lemma 5.8 (h4) is satisfied by fin.e, as ¢ is
monotone. Therefore, we can apply Lemma 5.8 to vp—1,c, Un—1,e, fn,es fin,e tO S€E
that

(5.62)
sup / Vn—1,(x, dy)p:(y) — / Un—1,e(7,dy)ps(—y)| = o (56)
€K,y () [V Ky (€) K, _4(e)

for some § > 0. In view of (5.61), it remains to verify that the second integral in
the above display converges to a positive constant as ¢ — 0.

The expression for 7,1 in (5.32) (for &k = n — 1) allows us to compute that,
for some s, _; >0,

(5.63)

/ Un—1,e(w,dy)Ys(—y) = hn—1,.(x)
Ko 1 (8)

J
K%/ (5)

n—1

n—1
Sn—1(dz)E [1/15 (=72 (2, Nn1)) Lor 1N )€K, (), 27 (2,Nn_1)20] -

Lemma 5.11 ensures that h,_1 ¢ is bounded uniformly in € and that h,,_; . converges
in LU to some positive bounded continuous function on R if ag = 1; or a nonnegative
bounded continuous function on R\ {0}, which is positive on (0, 00), if &y < 1. The
argument we used to derive the convergence of (5.60) yields the convergence of
the integral on the right-hand side of (5.63) to a positive constant. Hence, the
left-hand side of (5.63), viewed as a function of z, is bounded uniformly in ¢ and
converges in LU to some bounded continuous function i : R — (0,00) if ag = 1, or
h:R\ {0} — [0,00), satisfying » > 0 on (0, 00), if ap < 1.
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This along with (5.61) and (5.62) implies that the function

(564) hs I 6—07171 Pmo-i—aa‘f)acvo (An,s)]-wEK%O(a)

is bounded uniformly in e, and converges in LU to h as € — 0. We have

(5.65)
P(An,s) — E |prote®©o.cvo (An,s)} - E |:Paco+aa0£o,svo (An,s)]-&o,EEKu(E) + A

=" 1Eh(§o,0) + A,
where
(5.66) 0< A, <P{&,. & K.(e)}
Due to the tameness of & ., we have A, = 0.(1), so
P(Ap,c) = e Ehe (&) + 0c(1).
It remains to verify

(5.67) lim Eh- (€0.2) = ER(&) > 0.

First, we consider the case ap = 1. We start with the upper bound

|Ehe(€0,c) — ER(&0)| < |Ehe(0,c) — ER(&0.c)| + |ER(&0,e) — ER(&)|
(5.68) < E[|he(€0,e) — h(o.e)| Ligy1<r] + CP{l€0.c] > R} + [ER(&0,c) — ER (&)

which holds for some C' > 0 and all R > 0. The second term on the right-hand
side can be made arbitrarily small, uniformly in small €, by choosing R sufficiently
large. The third term decays to zero as ¢ — 0 due to condition (G). The first
term in (5.68) converges to 0 due to the LU convergence proved above. Hence, we
conclude that (5.67) holds and the right-hand side is positive due to the positivity
of h.

The argument is similar for ag < 1. The estimate (5.68) is replaced by

|Ehc(&0,c) — ER(&)]
< E[|he(€o.e) — h(60.e)| Ligo. ers,r)] + CP{l€0.c| € [0, BRI} + |ER(0.c) — ER (&) -

Here the second term can be made arbitrarily small by choosing sufficiently small
0 > 0 and sufficiently large R > 0. The first term converges to 0 due to the LU
convergence of h. to h. To deduce the convergence of the last term to 0, besides the
weak convergence of &y . to &y, we also use the fact that the only discontinuity point
0 of h is not an atom of the distribution of &. We also note that the right-hand
side of (5.67) is positive because of our assumption P{§, > 0} > 0 and the fact that
h > 0 on (0,00) and non-negative elsewhere. This completes the proof of (5.5) of
Theorem 5.1 (2). m|

5.4. Proof of (5.7) in Theorem 5.1 (2). We need the following lemma describing
the typical exit time near a saddle point where the initial condition is of order £
for a € (0,1). Here, we recall that Lemma 4.7 describes the typical exit time for
a=1
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Lemma 5.12. Under conditions (A), (B), and (H), for a € (0,1) and every
2,0 > 0, there is ' > 0 such that

Pmo—i-ao‘;ﬂ'uo {

Te

Xl

— 1’ > 5} S 1‘1‘S56/ + Oe(l).

holds uniformly in x € K,.(¢).

HEURISTICS FOR THE MODEL CASE: Due to (2.18), (2.19), (2.20), we have 7. ~
1 log W{LM‘. Thus, uniformly in z € K, (¢),

Pacngs"‘acvo {7-5 < a ; 615} ~ on+s°‘xvo{|x + E17Q¢Z/{| > {576]%}7

6 [e3
ils} ~ Prote xvo{|$+alfau| < EéR}.

ngJrs TV {TE > )\

The first display is 0.(1) due to the Gaussianity of i and = € K,.(¢). The Gaus-
sianity of U yields that the second display is bounded above by 1, <o + 0e(1) for
some ¢’ > 0. O

Slightly extending the proof of (5.5) in Theorem 5.1, we obtain the following
lemma, where the scaling limit assumption (G) is replaced by the tameness of the
initial condition:

Lemma 5.13. Under conditions (A), (E), (F), and (I), if & < n — 1, then, for
each 9 > 0 and for 0 defined in (5.6),

sup  ProteiTro4. ) = O(ef).
€K, (g)

PrROOF: In our proof of (5.5) in Theorem 5.1, for an arbitrary initial condition
£0,e, we obtained (5.65), an expression for prot+e™@zvo( A, ) in terms of a function
he defined in (5.64) and a small correction A.. To finish the proof, it now suffices
to recall that we showed that h. is bounded uniformly in € and to note that (5.66)
implies that for { . = x € K,.(¢), A: = 0. ]
Now, we are ready to prove (5.7) in Theorem 5.1. For brevity, we write
s ie{1, o np\
Xi= &, el

Comparing this with (5.8), we have y = > | x;. We also set 70 = 0. Let § > 0,
and we have

protettmo {171 — ¥lo| > ndle, Anc} <Y P
=1
where
P, = Py(x) = Prote"mvo {1t 27l il | > 6L, Ane).

Due to (5.5), it suffices to show that for all i, P; = o(¢?) uniformly in z € K, (¢)
for 0 from (5.6). Using Lemma 5.7 and the strong Markov property, for s’s chosen
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as in the proof of Theorem 5.1 (5.5), we have, uniformly in = € K, (¢),

P=Pot D NAnen [ Ak p +o0e(1)
ke{xk}UHUJ
(5.69)

— Erote®0mzup [112151'71,(%),5'5 [1DsﬂAi,%i,sP (An)a N AZHL(%),E‘XE,T;) ‘X87Ti5—1:|:| + Oe(l),
where
D. = {|rf — 7171 — xyle| > 61},

€ €
Acicine= [ Aksme
E<i—1
ke{r}UHUJ
AZH—I,(%),S = ﬂ Ak,xk,s-
k>i+1
ke{r}UHUJ

To estimate (5.69), we consider three transitions separately: from X, o to X_ -1,
from X, i1 to X, 5, and from X, . to X -». We will apply Lemma 5.10 or
Lemma 5.11 to the first part, Lemma 4.6 (2) to the second part, and Lemma 5.13
to the third part.

First, we consider the third part, i.e., the transition from X, i t0 Xern. Let
us first assume ¢ < n — 1. Our goal is to apply Lemma 5.13 to the diffusion along
the heteroclinic chain (O;, v, Oit1, -« -, Yn—1, On, Yn+1, On+1) with initial condition
belonging to I, = z; +&% K,,,(¢)v;. This initial condition is, in fact, given by X ris
it belongs to I. on Ai7%i7€, see the definition of the latter in (5.13).

To apply Lemma 5.13, we need to introduce a new sequence of exponents playing
the role of (ag, @1, ...,a,—1) in Theorem 5.1 and Lemma 5.13, where the role of ag
is played by &;, and compute all the other elements of the construction of the
exponent 6.

So we define a new sequence (&;);e(,,....n} recursively by &; = a; and &1 =
ajpjs1 A1 Weset & =max{j:i<j<n—1, & = 1}, then we define the set H
of binding indices for this stage of evolution Similarly to (5.2), (5.3), (5.4), we
define H’,.J and a new sequence (a))i=; - !. Using Lemma 5.1 (6), we see that

E<n-—1, H:Hﬁ{z,...,n—l}, J:Jﬁ{i—i—l,...,n},

and the new (@;)"Z} is simply the restriction of (@j)?:_ol toje{i...,n—1}.

Jj=t
Therefore, applying Lemma 5.13 to this stage of evolution we see that, uniformly
on the event A, ,,, ., we have P (An“E N A2i+17(%)7€|X6775¢) = 0(e?) where

~ Qs s
( : Z pj
jeJ jeIN{i+1,...,n}
Therefore, (5.69) can be continued as

P=0EE = (1, P (DN A |X, )] +oe(1).

If i = n, then J is empty and the above bound is still valid with 6 = 0. To see
this, we simply apply P(Anc N A>ni1,50e|Xern) < 1in (5.69).
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Next, we study the transition from X__i-1 to X, o Ifi—1€ {k}UH, we apply
Lemma 4.6 (2). If i—1 ¢ {k}UH, we apply Lemma 4.7 for @&;—1 = 1 or Lemma 5.12
for a;—1 < 1. Then, the last display implies that, uniformly in z € K, (¢),

(5.70)
P, = 0(59,)P9€0+s°‘01v0 (E*@ifl

XE)T;*1 - xi—l‘ < €6l7 AS’L‘*l,(%),E) + 06(1)7
ifi—1¢{k}UH, and &;—1 < 1;

(5.71) P, = 0(59/+6i)P$°+8a0”° (A<i—1,G0),e) +0e(1),  otherwise,
for some d; > 0. Here
o 5 <&_1>_{9:+%— . ifi—le{s}UH,
sesntiitt my \Pi 9, ifi—1¢{xk}UH.

Lastly, we study the transition from X.o to X__ i-1. Recalling the definition
of 6;—1 in (5.25) and that of § in (5.6), we obtaln 91 1+0 =0, Ifi—1<«k
(implying 6;—1 = 0 by (5.26) and thus 6’ = 6), we apply Lemma 5.10 to k =i — 1.
If i — 1 > Kk, we apply Lemma 5.11. Then, we obtain the following results.

First we estimate (5.70). Under the condition i —1 ¢ {x} UH and &;_1 < 1, the
main term in (5.70) can be bounded from above by

O()P{®Y M, Ni—1) € g |7 [, e%]}, ifi—1<nr,
O i1 e(x, [via| =€), ifi—1>rk

Next, we estimate (5.71). When i—1 < k, we bound the probability in (5.71) by 1

and thus the main term in (5.71) is o(c?). When i — 1 > , using Lemma 5.11 and
(5.28), we can bound the probability on the r.h.s. of (5.71) by % ~1(7;_1 . (z, K..,_,(¢))+
0(£?)) for some ¢ > 0, uniformly in 2 € K, (¢). Recalling the expression for ;1 .
n (5.43), the boundedness of h;_1 - in Lemma 5.11 (i), the expression for ¢;_1 . in
Lemma 5.11 (ii) and (iii) where ¢;_; satisfies (4.9) due to ¢;_1 € M, we can see
that 7;_1 (x, K., _,(€)) <P for some p > 0. We can conclude that the main term
n (5.71) is o(e? T0i-1) = o(e?).

Hence, in view of the tameness of & ., to prove (5.7), it suffices to verify:

’

’

(572) 251(1) P{(I)Ziy_al(foya,Ni_l) S |’Ui_1|_1[—<€5 ,Eél]} =0,
(5.73) lim E;_ 1« (€o,e, [vim1] 7[££ ]) = 0.
e—0

To prove (5.72), we will show that lim._,o Ew.(§o,c) = 0 for

’

we(z) = P{® (@, Nio1) € [vioa| M=, e ]}
Denoting
vy(@) = P{®7 (&, Ni—1) € [-2n, 2]},
we use Lemma 5.10 (2) to obtain

(5.74) lim vy, (x) =0,

n—0
for every x € R if ag = 1 or for every x € R\ {0} if oy < 1. Due to our assumption
on &, this implies
I =
g U (&) 0
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For each n € (0,1), let ¢, : R — [0, 1] be a smooth bump function that is constantly
1 on [—7n,n] and supported on [—27, 2n]. Hence, setting

un(x) = EGy 0 @77 (2, Niza),

we obtain that u, (&) converges to 0 a.s. as n — 0, which implies lim,_,o Eu, (&) =
0. Now, fixing any é > 0, we choose 7 sufficiently small so that

(5.75) Eun(€o) < 6.
Setting
upe(z) =BG, 0 (I)Zfsl(xv Ni-1),
we want to estimate
|Eun,e(€0,e) — Euy(€0)| < [Eup,e(€0,e) — Euy(&o,e)| + [Euy(€o,e) — Eun(&o)l-
Since u, is bounded and continuous (due to the continuity of @'~ ensured by

Lemma 5.10), and since o < &o, the second term on the right can be made
arbitrarily small for sufficiently small €. To treat the first term, we bound it by

Eluy,c(€0,e) — Eug(8o,e) Lo 1<r + 2P{|60.c| > R}.

Due to the LU convergence of @i;l given in Lemma 5.10 (2), and the smoothness
of ¢,, we see that u, . converges in LU to u,. Hence, choosing R large and then ¢
sufficiently small, the above can be made arbitrarily small. In view of (5.75), we
can conclude that Eu, o (&) < 2§ for sufficiently small e.

Since § > 0 is arbitrary and Ew:(£ ) < Eup(§o,c) for sufficiently small €, we
can thus conclude (5.72).

Now, we turn to (5.73). Using (5.32) and (i) in Lemma 5.11, the expectation
in (5.73) is bounded by a constant times

E. =Eg1c(jvioa =", &"]).

If Gi_1, is given by Lemma 5.11 (ii), i.e., it does not depend on & and belongs
to M (thus being absolutely continuous), then lim._,o E. = 0. If ¢;_1 . is given by
Lemma 5.11 (iii), then

E. < / o1 (d2)P{®L (2, Ni_y) € [—n.1])

for every n € (0,1) and sufficiently small . Due to Lemma 5.10 (6), there is
q > 0 such that the following holds for all sufficiently large L: if |z| > L and
|Ni—1]oo < |2]9, then |(I)11)_81(Z,Ni_1)| >1 > 7. Hence,

E. < / Gi—1(dz)P{®} ' (2, Ni_1) € [-n,m]} +/ Si—1(d2)P{|Ni-1]oc > [2]7}.

|z|<L |z|>L
Due to the Gaussian tail of N;_; and property (4.9) enjoyed by ¢;—1, the second
term on the right-hand side can be made arbitrarily small by choosing L sufficiently
large. Noting that

lim sup P{®1 . (2, Ni1) € [=n,m]} < P{®7 (2, Ni—1) € [-2n, 2n]},

E—r

using Fatou’s lemma, (5.74), and choosing 1 to be small we obtain that the first
term can be made arbitrarily small as € — 0. This completes our proof. O
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6. LONG-TERM ASYMPTOTICS OF DIFFUSIONS NEAR HETEROCLINIC NETWORKS

In this section, we use the main result of Section 5 to discuss — briefly and infor-
mally, without any attempt at rigor — the behavior of diffusions near heteroclinic
networks over long periods of time.

We will work with a specific example but the picture of hierarchy of clusters
and timescales that we describe holds for arbitrary planar stable heteroclinic net-
works. The periodic structure of our example allows to approach the question of
homogenization.

Combining the vector field shown in Figure 5 with its own reflection we obtain a
vector field on the torus T? shown on Figure 9. Once can also view this vector field
as Z2-periodic with a square fundamental domain, and lift the diffusion from T? to
its universal cover, R?.

03 Y3 OO A '7:/’, Oé
<9 > < *>
Y /
V2 A 0 Afy2
—> < > -«
O 71 0, 71 0/2
,yllv / V 1773
2 ’YOA V2
9 ) 1" " .*
04 Y3 o)y Y3 oy

FIGURE 9. An example on T? or, by Z2-periodicity, on R?

On the torus, points Op, O} are identified, and so are O3, O}, and O3, O}, Of, OF’.

We already know that under the assumptions on stability indices po, p1, p2, p3
made in Section 2, for small ¢, the diffusion started near the connection 7 stays
within the union of two cells on both sides of vy at least for times comparable with [,
circulating near the boundaries of these two cells and making occasional transitions
between them upon passing the neighborhood of Oy. The exit distribution upon
passing Oy is symmetric Gaussian, scaling as €', and the next distributions from
01, Oz (or 03), O3z (or Of) scale as eP1, eP1P2 gP1P2P3 regpectively, and the scaling
limit distributions are one-sided.

However, the elliptic diffusion on the torus must have an invariant distribution
absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, so the process must
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eventually visit arbitrarily small neighborhoods of all points of the torus escaping
from the pair of cells and realizing a rare transition or a sequence of those, on time
scales longer than logarithmic.

Theorem 5.1 explains how cell escapes get realized. If we start at distance of
order £ from -, then it is easy to see that a3 = @y = a3 = 1, so the escape
1
through v1 (or 44), v2 (or +4), 3 (or v%) happens with probability of order grn !,
1 1 1

141 _9 L1, 1 . .
eri T2 % ePr TP 7 respectively. If the escape attempt is unsuccessful, the

process typically returns to a neighborhood of the connection -y, passing it at a
distance of order €. To see a successful escape one needs to make about a_(%_l),
Ef(ﬁJré*m, e Grte e 3 attempts, respectively. Each of them takes time of
order l.. Therefore, by a time t(g) satisfying

(6.1) I < tle) < e iYL,

it is likely for the diffusion to visit small neighborhoods of all the saddle points
multiple times but it is unlikely to see any transitions between cells except crossing
~o and 7y (let us call them transitions of type 0). Moreover, one can easily compute
the limit of the empirical measure of the process

1 t(e)
Vt(E) (A) = @/0 1X£’5€Ads'

Since during one cycle, X, spends time of order O‘f\flls near a saddle O; and the

time it takes to travel between those saddles is of order of constant, we obtain that
the limit is given by

(6.2) m0500 + m1501 + m2(502 + m3(503.
Here
o_ppps L pipe
DV D VA W/ AR A W

with Z being the normalizing constant

/\1 )\2 )\3 )\0
By a time t(¢) satisfying

(6.3) eV <« t(e) < et

it is likely to see a growing number of transitions through connections ~q,7; (let
us call them transitions of type 1) but no other new transitions. So the process
circulates within the pair of cells for a long time making only transitions of type 0,
then, at a random time, via a transition of type 1, escapes to the neighboring pair
of cells, where the same process begins anew, etc. For these times t(g), the process
is still confined, with high probability, to the 4-cell cluster composed of two 2-cell
clusters. At longer time scales though, for #(¢) satisfying

(6.4) et < te) < e Gt ta Y

we will see multiple transitions through ~2,7%, 74,74’ (transitions of type 2) but
still, typically, no transitions through s, v4, ¥4, 74" (transitions of type 3). Between
those transitions of type 2, there will be multiple transitions of type 1, and between

those there will be multiple transitions of type 0. If one views the diffusion as a
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process on R?, then the entire infinite strip composed of 4-cell complexes separated
by heteroclinic connections of type 2, is accessible for the diffusion for these times.

For times t(e) satisfying

(6.5) tle) > e Gitata 3,

)

transitions of type 3 finally become typical, making all cells in the entire R? acces-
sible for the diffusion.

In effect, we have the following hierarchy of clusters: singular cells, 2-cell com-
plexes, 4-cell complexes, strips of cells, the entire plane. Each cluster is equipped
with a range of time scales on which the diffusion is typically confined to it. One
can deduce from Theorem 5.1 that such a picture, in fact, emerges for a broad
class of planar heteroclinic networks under a stability assumption. In our exam-
ple, viewed as a diffusion on the torus, due to the symmetry of the model, one
can actually claim that for times belonging to any of the scales described by any
of the relations (6.1), (6.3), (6.4), (6.5), the limit of the empirical distribution as
€ — 0 is the same and given by (6.2). In particular, it also gives the limit of the
invariant measure for the Markov semigroup associated with SDE (1.1). In general,
though, the limiting empirical distribution for each cluster (or timescale) of the
hierarchy can be computed by averaging the limiting distributions associated with
the subordinate clusters.

The hierarchical structure that we are describing is reminiscent of the hierarchy
of cycles in the Freidlin-Wentzell theory of metastability. One key difference though
is that in the metastability theory, transitions happen at times exponential in =2
whereas in our picture the transition times are polynomial.

Metastable cycling was studied in [FK17] in the more abstract setting of a
Markov chain on a graph where probabilities of various transitions depend on a
small parameter ¢ and are of different order of magnitude. It was shown under
mild regularity assumptions that there is a sequence of time scales

1=Te) < Ti(e) < - < Tn(e) € Tny1(e) = o0

and a family of measures (1)) called metastable distributions such that if #(e)
satisfies T;(e) < ¢(e) < T;41(e) for some ¢, then the process equilibrates to one
of ug over time t(g). Here i enumerates timescales and j enumerates clusters, i.e.,
elements of the partition of the state space associated with a particular timescale.

Although our setting is described by the construction of [FK17] only approxi-
mately, we still can draw a connection. The timescales are given by Tj(g) = e~ %1,
for ¢ > 1 and an increasing sequence of exponents 6; determined by the net-
work geometry and contraction/expansion rates near all saddles. Each saddle
point produces four graph vertices, one per incident cell. Edges of the graph
correspond to heteroclinic connections. The diffusion spends a logarithmic in
e~! time near each saddle point, so one can say that for times t(¢) satisfying
To=1<t(e) < Ti(e) = l. = €%, (i.e., 61 = 0), the empirical measure equilibrates
to the delta measure at one of the saddles. The next level clusters are composed of
vertices/saddles on the boundary of cells that are mutually accessible in logarithmic
times. At time scales between Ty(¢) = I. and Ty(g) = %1, the diffusion equili-
brates to a mixture of the delta measures at those saddle points. For longer time
scales, similarly to our cellular flow example, more and more transitions become
available, so more massive clusters emerge and the metastable distributions at each



60 YURI BAKHTIN, HONG-BIN CHEN, AND ZSOLT PAJOR-GYULAI

level are mixtures of metastable distributions a level below. Imposing additional
recurrence conditions, one can use the top level of the hierarchy to claim conver-
gence of stationary distributions of the diffusion to a limiting measure and describe
the mixing properties.

In general, diffusions near planar noisy heteroclinic networks can exhibit a variety
of behaviors. In our relatively simple cellular flow example, the vector field and the
heteroclinic network are Z2-periodic, so at the time scales (6.4) and (6.5), one can
approximate the diffusion with a symmetric random walk on Z' and Z? respectively
(just recording the Z? coordinates of the cell occupied by the process), obtaining
Gaussian approximations. One can conjecture a Central Limit Theorem for the
regime (6.4): there is a constant ¢ > 0 (the effective diffusivity) such that

Koo ~5 N(0,¢?),

1/2
te) /
5_(ﬁ+i_2)la

and, moreover, for each T" > 0, the process

1
e,st(e)

Za,s = 172 ENS [O,T],
t(e)
a_(%+%_2)ls

converges in distribution to a Brownian motion on [0,7]. In the regime (6.5), a
Gaussian scaling limit also should hold, albeit two components must scale differ-
ently: defining the diagonal scaling matrix D, by

D, = Z—Ediag (aﬁJré*Q,a%JréJré*g) ,
t(e)
we conjecture that \/D_EXE)t(E) converges in distribution to a centered Gaussian
vector with independent components.
These statements can also be reformulated in terms of homogenization for a
Fokker—Planck PDE with small diffusion but it seems that it is harder to obtain
such a result by PDE methods.

We expect similar but perhaps more sophisticated scaling limits to hold for more
complex heteroclinic networks.

An important feature of the example considered in this section is the stability of
the network. Due to the relation ppp1p2p3 > 1, one typically has to wait for the first
departure from a small neighborhood of the network for a very long time. In general,
although the process travels over large scales only when close to the network, one
also has to take into account the time spent away from the network. This leads to a
subordinated Brownian limit in the Hamiltonian dynamics case where the network
is given by a level set of the Hamiltonian, see [HKPG16] and [HIK*18].

For general systems with multiple attractors, departures from the heteroclinic
network towards other attractors may also be an intrinsic part of the picture thus
giving rise to longer (Kramers—Freidlin-Wentzel) characteristic time scales. This is
related to the concept of excitability, see, e.g., [AP16].
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7. PROOFS IN RECTIFIED COORDINATES

In Sections 7-11, we give rigorous proofs of all lemmas that were studied heuris-
tically in preceding sections.

Using assumption (H) in a neighborhood of a saddle point, changing coordinates
by the conjugacy f introduced in (H), we can begin our program with studying
the process Yz = f(X..), in a setting that is simpler than general, where the
domain is a small rectangle containing the saddle point at the origin and the drift
is linear up to a O(g?) correction. We collect useful preliminary results on processes
related to Y7 ; in Sections 7.1 and 7.2. We will describe the setting in more detail in
Section 7.3. In this simpler setting, in Section 7.4, we will use local limit theorems
from Sections 9 and 10 to give rigorous proofs of the lemmas that were only proved
heuristically in Sections 4 and 5. We will prove them in full generality in Section 8.

7.1. Basic estimates. Let A > 0 > —p and let F{\, Fy, F2 F2,G1,G? : R? - R
be continuous and bounded. We assume that the matrix F(x) = (F/“(:v))%l:l is
uniformly elliptic (see condition (A)). For each € > 0, we consider the SDE

dY}! = AV dt + e F} (V) dW] + G (Y, )dt,

7.1
(7.1) dY? = —pY2dt + eFA(Y;)dW] + 2G*(Y;)dt,

where (W, F;) is a standard 2-dimensional Wiener process, and the Einstein con-
vention of summation over repeated indices is used. In Section 7.3 we show that
Y.: = f(X.+) solves an equation of this form with coefficients F' and G that we
compute.

Starting with this section, we will often suppress the dependence of various
processes on ¢, e.g., Y; = Y., in (7.1).

The joint distribution of ((Y3)i>0, (Wi)i>0) given that Yy = y € R? will be
denoted by PY. We also follow the convention of Section 2.1 denoting various
probability measures by P if the joint distribution of r.v.’s involved is unambiguously
defined. The expectation w.r.t. PY is denoted by EY.

Let us define

t t
v = / NG (Y, ds, V2 = / e G2 (Y,)ds,
0 0

R

¢ t
i = [ R, ME = [ e rR(v)aw!
0 0
T2 vioMitev, =12,
¢
Sy =e MM?E = e Ht / M F2(Ys)dW,
0
Ny =N} =e MU = Sy +ee MV2.
This notation and Duhamel’s formula allow to write the solutions of (7.1):
(7.3) Y =M +eU}) = MY + M) 42V,
(7.4) Y2 =eMY2 +eN; = e M(YE +eUR) = e MYE + Sy + e2e MV2.

In this section we prove various useful estimates on processes introduced in (7.2).
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Let us first state the following well-known exponential martingale inequality (see,
e.g., Problem 12.10 in [Basl11]):

Lemma 7.1. Let M; be a continuous local martingale satisfying My = 0, with
quadratic variation process (M),. Then, for any a,b >0,

p {sup My > a5 (M), < b} < ge-e?/(20),
>0
Lemma 7.2. Processes introduced in (7.2) satisfy the following:

(1) There is a constant C > 0 such for alle >0, r > 0, y € R?, the process M *,
defined in (7.2), satisfies

pY {sup |M} > r} <2e7 /0.
>0
In particular, sup,> |M}| are tame under PY, uniformly over y € R?.

(2) There is a constant C > 0 such that for all € > 0 and all y € R?,
sup|V;'| < C, PY-as.
>0

sup |V} = Vi < Ce™, T >0, Pl-as.
t>T

and

supe "V < C, PY-as.
>0

(3) There are constants C,c > 0 such for all ¢ € (0,1), r > ¢, y € R?, the
process U, defined in (7.2), satisfies

pY {sup U} > r} <2e7 /0.
>0

In particular, under PY, sup, |UL| is tame uniformly in y € R?, and,
uniformly in y € R%, € € (0,1), has bounded moments of all orders.
(4) There is C > 0 such that for all A >0, all e >0, all » > 0, all y € R2.

sup PY sup |S¢| > 7 <4([A] + 1)e_T2/C.
T>0 te[T, T+A]
(5) There are C,c > 0 such that for all A >0, alle >0, all v > ¢, all y € R?,
(7.5) sup PY { sup |V > r} <4([A] + 1)€_T2/C.
T>0 te[T, T+A]

In particular, for every p > 1 and every A > 0, there is a constant C > 0
such that the following holds for every y € R2, every T > 0 and every
ee€ (0,1):

(7.6) EY sup |NP <C.
te[T, T+A]

(6) For each 8> 0, there are C,c > 0 such that

” { sup |N;| > T} <CBle+1)e /4 PY{C > Bl
te[0,¢]
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holds for every stopping time C, every ¢ € (0,1), every r > ¢, and every
y € R2.

(7) For any A > 0, there is C > 0 such that if deterministic times (tc)e>0,
stopping times (Tc)es0, events (Be:)eso, and parameter eg > 0 satisfy

(7.7) PY(B: N {7 ¢ [t,t- + A]}) =0, e €(0,e0), y € I,
then the following estimate holds:
PY(B.N{|S..| >r}) < Ce /¢ € (0,6), r>0, ye .

ProOOF: Part 1 is directly implied by the exponential martingale inequality of
Lemma 7.1 and the boundedness of F. Part 2 follows from the boundedness of G.
Part 3 follows from parts 1 and 2. To prove part 4, we write

sup PY { sup |St| > r} < sup Z pv { sup |Se| > r}
] te(

T>0 te[T, T+A T20 4 CNUT0} k<A T+k,T+k+1]

< ([A]+ 1)supPy{ sup ]IStI > r} :

u>0 te[u,u+1

pvy sup |Sy| =rp <PY {e_““|M3| > r/2}
t€u,u+1]

¢
+ PY {e_“u sup / e F2(Ys)dW,

te[u,u+1]

)

and each term on the right-hand side may be estimated by 2¢~7°/C for some C and
all u,7,¢ due to the exponential martingale inequality and boundedness of F', so
our claim follows.

Part 5 follows from parts 4, 2 (we integrate by parts with respect to r to ob-
tain (7.6).)
To prove part 6, we apply (7.5) to each term in the sum on the r.-h.s of

LBle]
Py{ sup |N¢| > r} <PY{(>pBl.}+ Z Py{ sup [N > r}.
]

te[0,(] n—0 te[n,n+1

To prove part 7 , we use (7.7) and write

PY(B. N {|S,.| > 1}) =P¥ (B. N {|Sy.| > r} N {r € [te,te + A]})

<p¥ sup  |S¢| >,
te[te te+A]

so our claim follows from part 4. O

Let us give a useful identity for the (non-Markov) process S; defined in (7.2). Tt
can be viewed as a generalization of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck semigroup property.

Due to the strong uniqueness of solutions of SDEs, for Fy-measurable Yp, we can
write

(7.8) Sy = Si(Yo, dW.),
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where by dW. we mean the collection of increments (W; — Wp)i>o. Let ©! denote
the time shift of the Wiener path:

@th - WtJrs - Wt; S Z 07
so that for any stopping time 7, the random shift ©7W is also a Wiener process.
Lemma 7.3. If stopping times 7,7 satisfy 7/ > 7 > 0, then, with probability 1,
(7.9) Spr (Yo, dW.) = e 7 =S _ (Yo, dW.) + Spr_(Yy, d(OTW).).
PROOF: For deterministic times 7 and 7/, (7.9) is a result of a direct computation

which is a simple version of the reasoning below. For arbitrary stopping times, we
need to be more careful. Let us introduce two auxiliary SDE’s,

(7.10) dSy = —pSydt + F?(Y;)dWy,
(7.11) AW, = dW,.

The system of autonomous SDEs (7.1),(7.10),(7.11) generates unique strong so-
lutions, a strong Markov semigroup, and an adapted flow of solution maps
(Y, S, W) ((Y, 8, W)o, dW.).

By Duhamel’s principle, we have that for any random initial conditions (Y, S, W),
with probability 1,
(7.12)

t
S,((Y, S, W)o,dW.) = e*#tso+e*#t/ ehs 2 (Y ((Y, s, W)O,dW.)) dW,, t>0.
0

Comparing this to (7.8), we see that, with probability 1,
(7.13) S:((Y0,0,0),dW.) = S (Yo, dW.), t>0.

Combining (7.12) with the strong Markov property, we obtain that if 7 is a
stopping time, then with probability 1, we have, for all ¢ > 0,

Seve (V.8 W), dW.) = 5, (v, 8, W) ((v,8,W)o, dW.) , d(©7W).)

— e Htg, ((Y, S, W)o, dW.)
—I—e_”t/ote”SF( ( (Y, S, W), ( (Y, S, W) O,dW) (@TW).)) dO™W,

Now, plugging in the values t =7/ — 7, Sy = WO = 0 and using (7.13) to interpret
both sides of this identity, we obtain (7.9). O

7.2. Estimating the stopped process N. Let L, L’ > 0 satisfy L’ > L. Recall
the definition of p in (2.24). Throughout this section we assume that constants «,
p, 0 satisfy

1 a
7.14 0,1 0<f< =N——.
We also fix r > 0 and define
(7.15) T=Tr9e=inf {t >0:Y; & [-re?, re?] x [-L', L]},

(7.16) (=Croe=inf {t>0:Y; &[—re? 7] x R}.
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FIGURE 10. Narrow channels around the invariant manifolds.

We will be later interested in a specific case of the exit time for Y from

(7.17) II=[-R,R]x[-L L
for some R > 0. This time is denoted by 1 = 71, and satisfies
(7.18) TII = TR0,

For 6 =0, r = R, we have 7 = 7.
Let us fix an arbitrary g satisfying

(0%
1+p 1

1
(7.19) 0<[3<§A

For small e, we introduce domains
I =10, . = [, &%) x [¢°, L],
I =M. = [—£”,°] xR,
I3 = 3. = [—re?,re?] x [-3£P, 367,

shown in Figure 10. Let us also define D, =1II; . UIl5 . and
(7.20) T=Troe=1nf{t>0: Y, ¢ D.}.
and observe that 7 < 7 < (. Defining (note that a > 3)

I, = [—e%e*] x {L},

we can state the main result of this section:
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Lemma 7.4. Let 7,(,7 be given in (7.15), (7.16), (7.20), respectively. If (7.14)
and (7.19) hold, then there are constants C,eq > 0 and a family of events (Be)eso
such that the following holds:

(1)
sup PY(BS) = 0.(1);

yel.
on B, we have

Y: € {—re? ref} x [—3£P, 3¢P)
(i.e., the exit happens through the lateral sides of 13), and

(7.21) sup PY (B: N {|Nz| > z}) < Ce # /¢ ce (0,e0), z > 0.
yele

In particular, Nz is tame under PY, uniformly in y € I..

(2) T is tame under PY, uniformly iny € I..

(8) On Be, T=7=(, soT, Ny, {, N¢ are also tame under PY, uniformly in
yel..

Most of the conclusions of this lemma do not depend on a particular choice
of B satisfying (7.19). Also, if (7.14) holds, then one can make « smaller still
retaining this condition. Thus, recalling the definition of K,.(¢) in (3.1), we obtain
the following immediate consequence of Lemma 7.4:

Lemma 7.5. Let (7.14) hold, > > 0, and T, ¢ be given in (7.15), (7.16), respectively.
Then, under PY, 7 = ¢ w.h.p. uniformly in y € (e*K,.(¢)) x {L} and

sup PY{IN;| > I} = 0.(1),
ye(e K (e))x{L}
To prove Lemma 7.4, we need an auxiliary result. Our goal is to split the
evolution until 7 into three parts. Let us define
t=inf{t >0: Y ¢ 11},
P =inf{t>7': YV ¢ I}, 2 =inf{t>0: Y ¢TI},
P =inf{t >7%: Y ¢ I3}, ™ =inf{t>0: Y ¢T3},
(all these times are a.s.-finite due to the ellipticity of the noise) and
I = [, ] x {7},
I2=12,UIl?_ = ({e"} x [-2¢7,2¢")) U ({—€"} x 27, 2¢7)) .

Lemma 7.6. Under the setting in Lemma 7.5, the following hold.
(1) There are constants C,eq > 0 and a family of events (B:)e>o such that

sup PY(BZ) = o.(1),
yel.

sup P(B: N {|S;1| > 2}) < Ce™/C, e <eq, 2>0,
yele

PY(Yp eIl B.)=1, yel.

Also, the stopping time 1! is tame under PY, uniformly in y € I..
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(2) There are constants C,eq > 0 and a family of events (Be)eso such that
sup P(BS) = 0.(1),

yell

sup PY (B: N {e™"™|S,2| > 2}) < Ce * /0 c<ey, 2>0,
yell
PY(Ye € I2| B.)=1, yell
Also, the stopping time 72 is tame under PY, uniformly in y € I}.
(8) There are constants C,eq > 0 and a family of events (Be)eso such that

sup PY(BS) = 0.(1),
yel?

sup PY (B N {|Sys| > 2}) < Ce™ /€, &< e, 2>0,
yel?

PY (Vs € {re?, —re?} x [—3¢7,367] | B.)=1, yel’

Also, the stopping time 73 is tame under PY, uniformly in y € I2.

Let us derive Lemma 7.4 from Lemma 7.6 first and then prove the latter.

PrOOF OF LEMMA 7.4: Decomposing the evolution into three stages correspond-
ing to times 7%, 72,73 and described in Lemma 7.6, and using the strong Markov
property, we obtain the existence of a set B, with properties described in part 1,
except (7.21), which we still need to check. Also, decomposing 7 into a sum of three
exit times and combining three parts of Lemma 7.6, we immediately obtain part 2

To prove (7.21), it suffices (due to Lemma 7.2 (2)) to check
(7.22) sup P(B. N {|S:| > 2}) < Ce =/, £€(0,2), z >0,
yel.

for some C,eq > 0.
Applying (7.9) twice, we obtain that, with probability 1,

Sz, (YQ, W) = 67#(%3771)57-1 (YQ, W)
e TG (Y, 07 W) + Ssa_s2(Ya,, 07 W).

The estimate (7.22) follows directly from this representation and Lemma 7.6. This
completes the proof of part 1.

To prove Part 3, we recall that 7, 7,  are defined as the times of exit from sets Dy,
[—re? re?] x [-L',L'], and [—re?,re?] x R, respectively. On B, the exit from D,
happens through the lateral sides of II5. Since they belong to the boundaries of all
these sets, we conclude that 7 = 7 = ¢ holds on B.. Combining this with part 2,we
obtain the tameness claim of part 3. O

Let us now prove Lemma 7.6. We first prove its part 1, then part 3, and
then part 2.

PROOF OF PART 1: We will assume

(7.23) y € I,
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throughout the proof. In addition to Y, let us consider the deterministic process

(Y:) given by

=1
(7.24) G
’ 2 _ —pty2 . —ut
Y, =e M"Yy =e "L,

We see that 7? decreases in t. For

1 eh
7.25 t. = —— log —
( ) e 7 0og oL’
we have 1
7?5 = 585

Due to (7.19), —% + a > . We can use this and (7.23) to see that for some ¢q
(which does not depend on Yy = y), all € < g¢, and all ¢ € [0, t.],

— 1
’Yi’ < eMeg® < §5ﬁ.

So t. is the exit time from IT; = [—%, %] X [%, L':

tazinf{tzoz 7t¢ﬁ1}.

Let us use Y to prove that Y exits II; through the bottom side w.h.p.

Parts 3 and 5 of Lemma 7.2 and assumption (7.19) imply that there are constants
hi, ha, hs > 0 such that for € < g, and for all y satisfying (7.23), we have

B _
PY< sup (eMe |Ut1|) > o hye has "
tef0,te] 2
and

B _
PY< sup e|Ny| > << hye s "2,
tel0,te] 2

This allows to define an event B, with P¥(B;) > 1 — 2hle*h357}12 such that on Be,

— €
sup |Y: — Yi|oo < —,
tel0,te] 2

where we used (7.3) and (7.4). In particular, on B, the exit from II; happens
through its bottom, before time ..
Similarly to (7.25), we can define
1 1
tla = —;].Ogﬁ = tg — ;10g3,

B B

interpret it as ‘Zhe exit time from a smaller rectangle [—5-, 5] x [%, L], through

its bottom [, %] X {%} and derive that 71 > ¢, on B.. Therefore, on B., we
have

(7.26) t <1t <t..

so we can apply Lemma 7.2 (7) with A = i log 3 to derive the first claim of part 1.
The tameness of 7! follows from the upper bound in (7.26). ad
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PROOF OF PART 3: We only consider initial conditions given by
(7.27) yel2,.

The case of y € 127 is similar. We recall the process Y, defined in (7.24). We see

that ?: increases in ¢ and for the time

1. (r+1)
EXE T
we have
Y, = (r+1),

and for some ¢g, all € < g, and all ¢ € [0, t.],

Vi | <27,
s0 t. is the exit time from I3 = [—(r + 1)e?, (r 4+ 1)e?] x [—3¢?, 3£7):

te=inf{t>0: Y ¢ II3}.

We can use 8 < 1/2 (guaranteed by (7.19)) and parts 3 and 5 of Lemma 7.2 to find
constants hq, ha, hs > 0 such that for all y satisfying (7.27),

PYS sup eMe|UM| >ef < hyehss "
te(0,te]
and

PY{ sup e|V¢| > By < hle’h357h'2.
tel0,t.]

This allows to define an event B, with P¥(B.) > 1 — 2hle_h3€7h2 such that on B,

(7.28) sup |Y; — YViloo < €°.
te(0,te]

In particular, due to 8 < 8 (see (7.19)), on Be, the exit from I3 happens through
the right lateral side, before time ¢.. One can also define

1. ref)/2
I _ =
t. = 3 log 7
and see that, due to (7.28), for sufficiently small ¢, t. < 73 < t. and t. — t. =
% log ’;—721 Thus 73 is tame, and we can apply Lemma 7.2 (7) to derive the remaining
claim of part 3. O

To prove part 2, we need several auxiliary results (Lemmas 7.7, 7.8, 7.9 below).
We define

T =inf{t > 0: Y| > 27},
F=1 AT,

1-5
te = ——
so that 7 is the exit time from the rectangle [—¢”, %] x [-2¢”,2¢#]. We also define
H2 = H215 = [—6'6,5’6]2.

le,
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Lemma 7.7. There is ¢ € (0,1) such that for sufficiently small €,

(7.29) sup PY{r* > t.} <c.
y€ETls

We also have

(7.30) sup PY {72 >t., |Yi| ¢ ﬁQ} = 0.(1),
y€ell,

(7.31) sup PV {7? <t. |YA| > 27} = 0. (D).
y€elly

Proor: Throughout this proof, sup, means SUP, 17, - Part 5 of Lemma 7.2 implies

supP?Y < sup [Ny > 1. p = 0e(1).
Y te(0,te]

Therefore, due to (7.4),

te[0,t.]

(7.32) supPY {7’ <t.} =supP? { sup |Y7?| > 25ﬁ} = 0.(1)
y y

and
sup PY {|Yti| > sﬁ} = 0.(1).
Yy

Estimates (7.30) and (7.31) follow from these bounds.
Let us define

t
3, = [ e E
0

t
A} = / e (FL(Y,) — FH0)dW.

Due to (7.32),
sup PY{t. < 72} =supP¥ {t. < 7%, eMe|y' +eU}| <P}
y y
=supPY {t. <7, eM|y' +eU.| <} +o.(1)
y
<supPY {ts <7 |yt + aﬁti +eM} +e2Vl| < s} + 0e(1)
y
<supP{ly' + =M, | < 2}
y
+ sup PY {tg <7, |£]\A/fi +eV! > 5} + 0e(1).
y
The first term on the r.h.s. is bounded away from 1 because M;,_ is a Gaussian r.v.
with variance bounded away from 0. Due to the exponential martingale inequality,
the second term is o, (1) since V is bounded and the estimate |F'(Y;) — F(0)| < Ce”

holds for some C' > 0, all ¢ > 0 and s < 7. This completes the proof of (7.29) and
the entire lemma. O
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Lemma 7.8. For every s > 2,

(7.33) sup PY{7% > (I.)*} = 0.(1),
y€Elly
and
(7.34) sup PY {2 < ()7, V2] > 27} = 0c(1).
y€llz

PRroOF: Using (7.29), (7.30), and the Markov property iteratively, we obtain uni-
formly in y € Il and k= 1,2, ...

PY{r% > kt.} < (c+ 0.(1))".
Setting

k=n.= M + 1,
]

gives (7.33). To prove (7.34), we start by defining
n=min{k > 1: Y. &I}

and estimating

PV {r® < (I)", [YV2] > 27} <) PV {r® € (kte, (k+ D)t.], [Y2| > 2e7}
k=0

<> (PY {7 € (bte, (b + Dte], VA > 267, n >k} +PY{r* > kt., n < k}).
k=0

To see that the first term in the k-th summand is uniformly o.(1), we condition
on Yy and apply the Markov property and (7.31). For the second term, we write

k
PU{r? > kt., n <k} =Y PY{r? > kt, n=1}

i=1
k

S Z pYy {7’2 > ktsv }/its g ﬁQ’ }/(i_l)ts € ﬁ2} S k08(1)7
i=1

uniformly in y, where the last inequality follows from (7.30) and conditioning
on Y(;_1);.. Combining these estimates, we obtain

sup PV {7% < (I)*, [Y2| > 267} < (ne +1)%0(1) = 0c(1),
yeﬁz
thus proving (7.34). =

Lemma 7.9. Uniformly in y € {e?, —eP} x [-2¢P,2¢7],

pY {T3 < 62—;91} = 0.(1).

PROOF: Let us denote ¢, = %la , and write

te[0,73AL,] te[0,m3AL]

Py{73<t5}§Py{ sup ‘Ytl‘ZTEQ}—I—Py{ sup ‘)@2‘2355}—114—[2.
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Since eMe = (®=F)/2 parts 3 and 5 of Lemma 7.2 imply

I <PYSeMe [P+ sup ‘EUtl‘ >re’ b = 0c(1)
te[0, 73Nt ]

and
L <PY{2F 4 sup |eN;| >3} = o0.(1),
te[0,73Ate]
uniformly in y, and our lemma follows. O

PROOF OF PART 2 OF LEMMA 7.6: The tameness of the exit time has already
been proven in Lemma 7.8. To prove the remaining main claim of part 2, we take an
arbitrary s > 2 and use Lemmas 7.8 and 7.9, and Lemma 7.2 (4) to find uniformly
high probability events B. such that

PY (B: N {e "™|S,2| > z}) < PY (B8 N {Ks(lllp) [S¢| > zs_“(ﬂ_‘g)/@’\)})
< O(1)* + 1) exp{—2e B0 C}
_ Ce—p(zﬂf)7
where
p(z,e) = 22 HB=0/X 1 _log((1.)* + 1).
There is g9 > 0 such that for 2 > 1 and ¢ € (0,¢q),
p(z,€) > 2e HE-DA(20) + B )(20) —log((l)* + 1) > 22/(2C).

For z < 1, we estimate the probability by 1. Combining these estimates and
adjusting the value of the constant, we complete the proof of Lemma 7.6 (2) and
hence, Lemma 7.4. O

7.3. The setting in rectified coordinates. We recall that Condition (H) in-
troduces a family of linearizing conjugacies and implies that for any R, L’ > 0, we
may assume that f(U), the domain where the pushforward of b under f is linear,
contains the rectangle IT defined in (7.17).

We are going to study the process Y = f(X) until the time 7y, the exit time
from II. The It6 formula implies that until that time the evolution of Y is governed
by SDE (7.1) with coefficients F' and G given by

Fi(y) = o' (f " )oy (f '), € fU),
() = 505 S ) (P W) o W)y e FO),

where the Einstein convention of summation over repeated indices is used. Since o
is assumed to be C} (see (H)) and f is assumed to be CP, we see that F,G € C3,
and we can extend them to R? preserving smoothness and boundedness (but not the
linearizing property) and study solutions of (7.1) with thus extended coefficients.
Estimates from sections 7.1, 7.2 hold for these solutions, hence, they apply to the
process f(X) stopped at 7.

Let us describe the setting and show that it is compatible with (A), (B), (C),
and (D), up to a small correction.
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The role of vector field b in (A) is played by b :  + (Az', —uz?). The role of
the diffusion X; is played by Y%, so (A) holds only up to a small correction given
by €2@G in the drift term.

The interior of II plays the role of D in (B), namely
(7.35) D= (-R,R) x (L', L"),
and the origin (0,0) is the saddle point O associated with b. We also assume that
(7.36) R, L' >1,
which we can always arrange by scaling f. We set
(7.37) x0=(0,L), v=(1,0), g+=(£R,0), vy =1(0,1)

where we choose L > 0 sufficiently small so that (B) is satisfied. One viable choice
is R,L'=1and L =1/2.

The process Y starting near xg exits II, at time 7 = 7q7 given in (7.18), typically
near g+. See Figure 11 for this setting.

FIGURE 11. Dynamics in rectified coordinates

We are mostly interested in initial conditions described by Condition (C) which
can be rewritten as follows: « € (0, 1]; the initial condition Yy = Yz ¢ is measurable
with respect to Fp and satisfies

(7.38) Yo =mx0 +e%v = (5a§€u L)v

for some real-valued r.v.’s & such that e*¢. € [-1,1], & > 0.
We also assume that Condition (D) holds for some r.v. &.

In agreement with (4.5) and the definition of Q® above that display, in this
section, Q% = P*oterv — p(ez.L) denotes the distribution of the diffusion (7.1) with
initial condition Yy = x¢ + exv = (ex, L).
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As our main goal, in the next subsection, we prove lemmas stated in Sections 4
and 5 for the “rectified coordinates” setting described above. Let us summarize the
setting for the convenience of reference:

Remark 7.1. A lemma is said to hold in rectified coordinates if it holds for Y
given in (7.1) in place of X, D given in (7.35), and g, v, g+, vy given in (7.37),
where R, L' satisfy (7.36) and L > 0 is sufficiently small so that (B) is satisfied.

7.4. Proofs of lemmas in rectified coordinates. Here, we collect proofs of some
lemmas in Section 4 and 5 in rectified coordinates(see Remark 7.1). Some of our
proofs use nontrivial local limit theorems that we postpone to Sections 9 and 10.
These two sections assume the setting in Sections 7.1 and 7.2 and, additionally,
that F' and G in (7.1) are C? (see the beginning of Section 9). Hence, the results
from those sections are applicable here.

We recall that we are considering the initial conditions described in (7.38), i.e.,
belonging to I = [-R, R] x {L}. If & = x in (7.38) is deterministic, then the initial
condition is

(7.39) y=(0,L) +&%=,0).
Throughout this subsection, 7 stands for 7.

Lemma 7.10. Under PY, events Ay . U A_ . happen w.h.p., uniformly in y € I.
On that event,

1 R
7.40 =<-log————
(7.40) TTN ®leor + UL
(7.41) Y} =eM (ez +el}),
L
(7.42) Y? = e LteN, = oo e + €U} |” +eNy,

and (recalling (2.31))

L
T ‘:v + al_o‘UHp +el7PaN. ap <1,

(7.43) &=
a—1 1-1.9|°
T | rx+eeU | +N;, ap>1.
PROOF: Lemma 7.4 directly implies that A, . UA_ . happens w.h.p., uniformly in
yel. =[—e”,e”] x {L} for any o/ € (0,1). It also happens w.h.p., uniformly in
y € I'\ I due to a simple large deviation estimate. Identities (7.40), (7.41), (7.42)
follow from (7.3), (7.4) and (7.39); (7.4) and (2.31) imply (7.43). ad

In the proof of Lemma 4.4 and multiple other instances throughout the paper,
we will need the following obvious lemma.

Lemma 7.11. Suppose that N is a r.v. with density bounded by a constant C.
Then, for any Borel sets A1, Ay C R,

|P{N € Al} — P{N (S Ag}l < CLeb(AlﬂAg)
7.4.1. Proof of Lemma 4.2 in rectified coordinates. The representation for £ in (7.43)

holds w.h.p., uniformly in z € K,.(¢), due to Lemma 7.10. The lemma follows,
since N, and U} are uniformly tame due to Lemmas 7.2 (3) and 7.4 (3). a
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7.4.2. Proof of Lemma 4.3 in rectified coordinates. Let I, = [elZ¥, R] x {L}. Us-
ing (7.41) and Lemma 7.2 (3), we obtain

sup PY (A_ ;) < sup PY {YTl < 0} < sup PY {sup ’Utl‘ > l;‘} = 0(1),
yel. yel. yel. t>0

for sufficiently large . ]
7.4.3. Proof of Lemma 4.4 in rectified coordinates. Using (7.41), we obtain
QA_)=Q" {2+ U} <0} +0.(1) =1 - Q" {z + U} >0} + 0.(1),
uniformly over z € K,.(¢). Choosing s’ > s and using Lemma 7.2, we have
@ {o+Ut>0b =@ {o+Ule 0,17 ]} Qe {ut > 1 - o}
=Q° {x +U! e [0, l:/]} + 0.(1),

uniformly in 2 € K,,(¢). Applying Lemma 9.1 with 1, 0, 0, 7 substituted for «, &, 6, ¢,
we have

sup |[Q” {a: +U! e [0, l;‘/}} -P {a: +U e {:Fg", l:/ :I:an} }‘ =0 (66),
z€K,. ()

for some ¢, > 0 and a centered Gaussian r.v. i with variance c¢; defined in (9.2).
Using the choice »' > s, the Gaussian tail of ¢/, and Lemma 7.11, we can verify

that

sup [P {a: YUe [q:s", 1 isn}} P4 U > 0}’ —0 (55’)
€K, (¢)
for some ¢’ > 0. Setting s = ¢, we have P{y + U > 0} = 1 — ¢)5(—y). Combining
these estimates, we complete the proof. O

7.4.4. Proof of Lemma 4.5 in rectified coordinates. Using our assumption a < 1,
ap < 1, the fact that & € [IZ*,1] w.h.p., and Lemma 7.2 in (7.43), we obtain that
¢l e [I-7,17"] wh.p. for sufficiently large .

7.4.5. Proof of Lemma 4.6 in rectified coordinates. The proof relies on results from
Section 10. The first part of Lemma 4.6 is a combination of Propositions 10.2
and 10.3.

For part (3), it suffices to rewrite (7.42) (holding w.h.p. uniformly in z € K,.(¢)):
(7.44) V?=cl v+ UL R "L +eN?,
and use Lemma 7.4 (1) to write

sup Q° {ap |2+ U} RPL+eN? < —al;‘/} < sup QU{N2 < —1¥} = 0.(1)
z€K,.(¢) zE€K . (¢)
for » > 1/2.

To prove part (2), we first note that, for any C' € R, due to Proposition 10.1

(with 1,0, 5(1:5) , R, —C substituted for «, 8, 8, r, ¢, respectively),

(7.45) sup Q° {r +C > Ll: 5)15} =0 (aw—l) ,

€K, (¢)

uniformly in « € K, (g). Note that the upper bound in part (2) is a specific case of
this estimate, with C' = 0. For the proof in original coordinates, we will need (7.45)
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with nonzero C. To prove a matching lower bound for 7, we note that, due to (7.44),
the symmetric difference between events Dy . = {YT € {R} x (—oo,aﬁlg‘,]} and

Dy, = {ap(x +UNPRPL +eN? <eP1¥ x4 UL > O} is a small probability event
under Q%, uniformly in z € K. (¢).
Due to (7.40), on Dy . we have

8 1 L
T> ;ls + ; log 71?, —iANT
¥ — e PN2 > 0.
Therefore, on D, T — %la < —%la implies |[N2?| > Le=#% — l;‘/, but the latter
occurs (uniformly) w.l.p. due to Lemma 7.4 (1). ad

7.4.6. Proof of Lemma 4.7 in rectified coordinates. Using (7.40), we obtain

Q" {T < 1%515} =Q* {|lz+ U} > sf‘sR} + 0e(1),

uniformly in z € K,.(¢). Due to Lemma 7.2 (3), the r.h.s. is 0.(1), uniformly in
x € K,.(¢). A matching lower bound is implied by Proposition 10.1 with 1,0,14§

substituted for «, 8, 3:
Q" {T > ?la} =0 (85) )

uniformly in . ]

7.4.7. Proof of Lemma 5.2 in rectified coordinates. Using (7.43) from Lemma 7.10
along with Lemmas 7.2 (3) and 7.4 (3), we obtain that if ¢ > 5/ /p, then &’ > 17
w.h.p., uniformly in z € (IZ,e~ %], and our claim follows. |

7.4.8. Proof of Lemma 5.5 in rectified coordinates. Using (7.42) from Lemma 7.10,
we can bound the probability of interest, up to a o.(1) term, by

pv {EO‘PR*PL |+ UL" + &N, < —sﬁz:’} <Ppv {|NT| > sﬁflzg’} = 0.(1),
uniformly in « € K,.(¢), where we used Lemma 7.4 (1). ad
7.4.9. Proof of Lemma 5.12 in rectified coordinates. Using (7.40), we obtain

y a—9 y 1—arrl _—
PUaT<—lep <P {le+e'7°U >R} + 0c(1)
<PY{" U} > e R — |z[} + 0c(1),
0
pY {T > %z} <PY{|z+e'"U}| <R} +0.(1)

<PY{|z| <®R+"|UH} + 0e(D),

uniformly in z € K,.(¢). Applying Lemma 7.2 (3) to Ul, we see that the first
display is 0.(1) uniformly in z € K,.(¢), and the second display is bounded from
above by 1, .5 + 0c(1) for some ¢’ > 0. O
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8. PROOFS IN THE ORIGINAL COORDINATES

The goal of this section is to prove the results from Sections 4 and 5 in full
generality. The plan is to use the results obtained in Section 7 in rectified coordinates
to study the diffusion inside the domain of the linearizing conjugacy, and combine
these results with the analysis of motion along heteroclinic orbits outside of that
domain. We begin with the latter.

8.1. Diffusion along a heteroclinic orbit. The results in this section concern
finite time horizon and are close to those in [FW12] and [AMB11b].

Given a vector field b, we call a C* curve x : [0,1] — R? b-transversal if, for
every t € [0, 1],

BX(0) - SEx(1) # 0.

For brevity, we often use x to denote x([0, 1]) C R?, the image of x. In addition, we
denote by x the set x((0,1)). We recall the definition of the flow (¢');er from (2.28).

Lemma 8.1. Let E C R? be compact and let x : [0,1] — R*\ E be C2, b-transversal.
Suppose further that for every z € E, there is a minimal time t, > 0 such that
o=z € x. Let ¢ = inf{t > 0: X; € x}, where X; is a solution of (1.1). Then
there is a constant C' such that
(8.1) sup P*{¢ > C} = 0.(1),

z€E

and there are constants ¢y, ce such that for all n > 0,

sup P? {|X¢ —glzl > (< oo} < 016_02772572.
zeFE

In particular, for any fived (8, ) € ([0,1) x R) U ({1} x (1/2,+00)),
sup P* {|X¢ — ¢ 2| > 717 ( < o0} = 0.(1).
z€E

ProoF: The lemma follows from the classical Freidlin-Wentzell Large Deviation
Principle, which holds uniformly with respect to the initial condition z, see [FW12,
Chapter 5, Theorem 3.2]. O

Lemma 8.2. Let x1,x2 : [0,1] — R? be C* and b-transversal. Suppose for every
z € X1, there is a minimal time t, > 0 such that @'z € x2. Then the map ¢
defined by

(8.2) 6(2) = ' 2.

s a diffeomorphism on x1.

PROOF: Due to the transversality assumption, this is a consequence of the implicit

function theorem. ]
The following result is an extension of Theorem 2.2.

Lemma 8.3. Let o € (0,1] and > > 0. Assume that x is b-transversal. Let

o € R? and let T > 0 be the minimal time such that ¢"zo € x. Let (X;) be a

solution of (1.1) and ¢ = inf{t > 0 : X; € x}. Then there isn > 0, a determin-
istic rank-one matrix A, a centered Gaussian vector M (once g is fized, M is a
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function of the noise realization W, so it does not depend on the initial condition
z € Ry), it is concentrated on the tangent line to x at ¢* xo, and a family of random
vectors (T‘Z7€)|27m0|§5al?7 e>0 such that under P#, w.h.p., uniformly in z, { < co and

X = olzy + e“(Az + elY M+ Tae)s
where
(8.3) zZ=¢e %z — )

and || < €? w.h.p. uniformly in z satisfying |z — x| < e*1Z. More precisely,
there is n > 0 such that

sup pP* {‘gfa(XC _ SQTTE()) Az — ElfaM‘ > e, ¢ < OO} _ 06(1)7

z—xo|<exl*
€

sup  P*{( = oo} = oc(1).

|z—xo|<exlz
PROOF: By Taylor’s theorem, functions Q1 (-,-) and Qz(+,-) defined by

(8.4) b(z) =b(y) + Db(y)(z —y) + Q1(y, 2 —y), 2,y €R?
(8.5) o(z) =0(y) +Q2(y, 2 —y), zycR?

are continuous and satisfy, for some K > 0,

(8.6) Qi(y,v)] < Kvf?, yeR? o] <1,
(8.7) |Q2(y,v)] S K(LAJ]), y,veR
On the left-hand side of the last inequality, we use | - | to denotes the operator

norm of a matrix. We define the linearization (fundamental solution) near the
orbit (plzg) by

%A(t) = Db('zo)A(t), A(0) =1,

where [ is the 2 x 2 identity matrix. The standard theory of differential equations
combined with the properties of Db(-) under our assumptions on b then imply that
(A(t))¢>0 has the semigroup property A(t + s) = A(t)A(s) and there is a constant
¢ > 0 such that |A(t)| < e“’. We set

(8.8) N = /Ot At — s)o(@®xo)dWs, t>0,

then, recalling that Z and z are related by (8.3), we set

(8.9) Oc(t,2) = A()Z +' "N, 2z€R? >0, >0,
and define r. (¢, z) by

(8.10) X = @'wg +e%(O:(t,2) +7:(t,2)), z€R* t>0, e>0.
Lemma 8.4. For any T' >0 and B € (0, ),

sup P* { sup |re(t, z)| > 56} = 0(1).

|z—zo|<exlZx te[0,7T7]
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PROOF: Let Ay = X — 'z, so P*{Ay = e*z} = 1. Using (8.10), we obtain
(8.11) Ay =e%(O(t,2) +7r:(t, 2)).
Then, since Xy = z, we have
dA; = (b(Xy) — b(cptxo))dt + o (Xt)dWy
= Db(p'x0)Ardt + o (0 20)dW; + Q1 (p 0, A)dt + eQo(p 0, A¢)dW;.
Applying Duhamel’s principle to this identity, using (8.11) and (8.9), we obtain
(8.12) re(t,z) = OL(t, 2) + ©L(¢, 2),

where

t
Ot 2) = e / At — $)Q1 (¢ x0, A)ds,
0

¢
O(t,z) = 5170‘/ At — $)Q2(p°xo, Ag)dWs.
0

Let us take an arbitrary 8 € (0,a) and define £ = inf{t > 0: |A;] > e#} AT
Then, using (8.6), (8.7), and the exponential martingale inequality, we obtain that
for some constant C' > 0 and for small ¢,
(8.13) sup  sup|OL(t, )| < €2~
|z—zo|<exlz t<L

and
(8.14) sup P? {sup |©Z(t, 2)| > E2ﬂ’—a} = 0.(1).

|z—xo|<exlZ t<t
In addition, sup,< [IV¢| is tame, so sup,<, |©c(t,2)| is tame, uniformly in z sat-
isfying |z — xo| < e®1Z. Using this, (8.13), and (8.14) in (8.11), we obtain that
for any 8" < a A (24'), w.h.p, uniformly in z, sup,<, |A¢] < " Choosing 8" €
(B8, A (28)), we thus obtain that £ = T” w.h.p., uniformly in z. Combining this
with (8.12), (8.13), (8.14), we complete the proof. ad

Going back to the proof of Lemma 8.3, we first note that its last claim follows
from Lemma 8.1. To prove the main claim, we choose some o € (0,«) (we will
impose a tighter requirement later) and note that (8.10), (8.9), Lemma 8.4, and
the b-transversality of x imply that under PZ,

(8.15) Ce(T—e,T+e)

w.h.p., uniformly in z satisfying |z — xo| < e*IZ. Let us study the path X, on this
time interval.

First, let us introduce projection operators m, and 7, via a unique decomposition
(8.16) v=mu+mo, veER?
where 7,0 is collinear with b(¢? ) and 7, v is tangent to y at T x. We will prove
that the lemma holds with

Az =m A(T)z,
(8.17) M = 7 Nr.
so that
AZ 4+ e7M = 71, (0.(T, 2)).
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Let us impose an additional requirement that o/ > «/2 and prove that for any
satisfying

O<pB<ad Al—-—a+d/3)A2d - a),
we have that w.h.p. under P#, uniformly in z satisfying |z — zo| < %17,

(8.18) sup le™%my (Xt — wlxg) — O (T, 2)| < b
te(T—e®  THeo')

To that end, let us use (8.10) to write
le™my (Xy — T 20) =m0 (T,2)| <+ L+ I
= e my ('m0 — 9" w0)| + [Ty (O (t, 2) — O (T, 2))| + |my (r=(t, 2))],

and estimate each term on the right-hand side. Since ¢’z is a C? function of ¢
and %gptxo}t:T = b(¢Tz0), we have

L <e®Ct—T)? <2~ te(T—e" T+e).

To estimate N; — Nr, we assume ¢t < T the opposite case following by interchanging
the role of ¢ and T'. Since A(t) is smooth in ¢, we obtain

|A(t —s) — A(T — 5)| < Ce®', te(T—e" T+e).

Using this, |A(T — s)| < €T, and the exponential martingale inequality, we obtain
that w.h.p. under P#, uniformly in z,

[Ny — Np| <

T t
/t A(T — s)o(p’x)dWs| + /0 (A(T —s) — A(t — 8))o(p°x0)dW;| < Ce'/3,

forallt € (T — e T+ 50‘/). So, w.h.p. uniformly in z,

sup L < O +el-ota'/3y,
te(T—e®  THe')
Finally, due to Lemma 8.4, we know that w.h.p. under P?, uniformly in z,
sup I3 < e
te(T—e  T+e)

Combining these estimates for I1, I, I3, we obtain that (8.18) holds w.h.p. under P?,
uniformly in z satisfying |z —x¢| < €*1Z. Therefore, due to (8.15), w.h.p., uniformly
in z,

(8.19) le™my (X¢ — T xo) — 1O (T, 2)| < P

For small ¢, this estimate implies |7, (X¢ — ¢Tx0)| < €3*/4 and, since y € C?,
|mp(Xe — ¢Tag)| < Ce3*/2. Combining the latter with (8.19) and choosing any
n € (0,8 A (a/2)), we complete the proof of the lemma. O

We will need another extension of Theorem 2.2. Let us adopt the setting of
Lemma 8.3. Then for all z in a small neighborhood of z¢, the minimal time ¢, such
that o'z € y is well-defined and finite. In that entire neighborhood, we can define
the map ¢ by (8.2).
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We recall the definition of Ny in (8.8) and define a random vector M by (8.16)
and (8.17). Note that M is a function of the noise realization W. We can now state
one more extension of Theorem 2.2 that we need.

Lemma 8.5. In the setting of Lemma 8.3, there is n > 0 and a family of random
vectors (hze)|z—ao|<c,e>0 such that for each o € (0,1] and » > 0, the following
holds w.h.p. under P*, uniformly in z satisfying |z — xo| < e®lZ:

¢ < oo,
Xc=¢(z)+eM +¢eh. .,
|y el < e

Remark 8.1. Let us restrict ¢ to a small segment x such that z¢p € x C xo+Rwv for
some v transversal to b(xg). Then we can write M = M'D¢(xq)v for some centered
Gaussian r.v. M’, where D¢ is the differential of the restriction of ¢. Extending ¢
smoothly to the entire xy + Rv, we also have

|p(zo + (% + eM")v) — ¢(xo + €%2v) — eM| < C(2|M')* + T M| |z|).
The error can be absorbed into hg)s = hggteomo, e, and hence, w.h.p. under protetay,
uniformly in z € K,.(¢),
X¢ = d(xo + (% +eM')v) + ehl,
and [h), .| < €.

The proof of Lemma 8.5 is similar to that of Lemma 8.3. First, we prove the
following auxiliary result:

Lemma 8.6. Under the conditions stated above, for he(t,z) defined via
X;=@lz4+eNy +eho(t,z), z€R* t>0, >0,
the following holds: if T' > 0 and 5 € (0, ), then

sup P*? { sup |he(t,2)] > 55} = 0.(1).
|z—wo| <eolz t€[0,17]
Proor: Let
(8.20) Ay =Xy — 'z = eNy + ehe(t, 2).
In addition to the definitions of Q1, @2 in (8.4), (8.5), we define
Qs(z,y) = Db(z +y) — Db(2), =zy€R?,
and adjust the constant K in (8.6), (8.7), to ensure that
(8.21) Qs(z,9)| < KA ALY, 2 yeR
Then
dA; =(b(X;) — b(¢'2))dt + eo(X,)dW;
=Db(p'x0) Adt + Q3(p 0, 0'z — p'o) Ardt + Q1 ("2, Ay)dt

+ea(ptzo)dWy + Qa9 o, o'z — P a0)dW; + Qo (9’2, Ay)dW.
Applying the Duhamel principle to this identity, we obtain that
(8.22) he(t,z) = e *Ay — Ny = OL(t,2) + ©Z(t,2) + ZL(t, 2) + EL(t, 2),
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where
OL(t,z) =" /OtA(t —8)Q1(p°z, As)ds,
O(t,z) = /OtA(t —5)Q2(p°z, Ay )dWs,
El(t,z) =€ /Ot A(t — 5)Q3(¢ w0, 92 — p°x0)Asds,
El(t 2) = /Ot A(t — 8)Q2(p o, 9°2 — p*x)dWs.
Let us take an arbitrary 8’ € (0,1) and define £ = inf{t > 0 : |A,| > %} A T".

Then, using (8.6), (8.7), (8.21) and the Lipschitzness of ¢!, we obtain that for all
8" € (0,8, o € (0,),

8.23 sup  sup|OL(t, 2)| = o(e2F" 1),
€

|z—zo|<exlz t<{

sup  P~? {sup |©(t, )| > gﬁ”} = 0.(1),

|z—zo|<exlz t<t
(8.24) sup  sup|EL(t, 2)| = o(e*TF 1),
|z—xo|<exlz t<{
(8.25) sup P? {sup |ZY(t, 2)| > 50‘/} = 0.(1).
|z—xo|<exlZ t<t

Choosing 8’ and 3" sufficiently close to 1 and o’ sufficiently close to «, using these
relations along with (8.20) and the tameness of sup, < [V;|, we obtain that

sup  P? {sup A > sﬁ,} = 0(1),
|z—zo|<exlZ t<t

which implies that w.h.p. under P#, uniformly in |z — z¢| < €*Z, we have £ = T".
Therefore, (8.23)—(8.25) hold with ¢ replaced by T" (w.h.p. for (8.23) and (8.24)).
Once o/, B, " are chosen to ensure relations 28" —1> 3, B >3, a+p"—1> B,
o' > 3, we can use these estimates in (8.22) to complete the proof. a

PROOF OF LEMMA 8.5: Let 81 € (0,1) and note that Lemma 8.6 implies that
(8.26) Ce(t,—eP t, +P°)
w.h.p. under P?, uniformly in z. Let us study the path X; on this time interval.
First, we define projection operators m, . and m, . via a unique decomposition
V=T U+ Ty, V, UE R2,

where 7, . is collinear with b(¢(z)) and m, v is tangent to x at ¢(z). We define
M (z) = my > N¢,. In particular, M = M(zo) = Ty,o NVtsy -
We claim that there is 82 > 0 such that w.h.p. under P?, uniformly in z,

(8.27) sup le ™ty (Xp — B(2)) — M| < 2.
te(t—eP1,t.+eh1)
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To prove this, let us use the representation for X; from Lemma 8.6 and write

le 'y (Xe —d(2)) — M| <L+ L+ s+ Iy
= Mmy2(9'2 — 3(2))] + |7y 2 Ne — M (2)| + M (2) — M| + |my. 2 (he(t, 2))],

and estimate each term on the right-hand side. Since |t —t,| < ¢/, and the tangent
vector to the C? trajectory (©'2)ie(r. —cor 1. 4emr) at t =1, is b(¢(z)), we see that

sup I < g2t
te(t,—eP1,t,+eP1)
Using the exponential martingale inequality to control N, we obtain that, w.h.p.,
uniformly in z,
sup I < eP/3.
te(t,—eP1 t,+ef1)
Let us estimate I3. The definitions of M (z) and M imply that
I3 < |7TX7Z(Ntz - Ntm0)| + |(7TX7Z - 7TX7I0)Ntz0| =131+ I3.
The operator norm of m, . is bounded, so for a constant C' > 0 and an arbitrary
B3 € (0,/2), we have w.h.p. under P#, uniformly in |z — xo| < e*lZ,
I3 < C|Ny, = Ny, | <&,

where in the second inequality we used the Lipschitzness of ¢, in z and the fact
that N is a diffusion process. Since the projection operator m, . is Lipschitz in z,
we also conclude that for 55 € (83, o), w.h.p. under P#, uniformly in |z —zg| < e*lZ,

I3 < Eﬂéth%l <P

where the last estimate follows from the fast decay of the Gaussian tail. We also
use Lemma 8.6 to find 84 > 0 such that
sup I < eba,
te(ty—eP1,t,+£P1)
Combining these estimates and choosing f; sufficiently close to 1, we obtain our
claim (8.27). Using (8.26), we obtain that w.h.p., uniformly in z,

[y.2 (X — @(2)) —eM| < glthz,

Since y € C?, this estimate implies that for some K > 0 and any 35 € (0, 1), w.h.p.
under P? uniformly in z,

[m,2(X¢ = 9(2)| < K (e M|+ H72)2 < etHPs,

Combining the last two estimates, we complete the proof of the lemma. O

8.2. Proofs of lemmas from Sections 4 and 5 in the original coordinates.
We recall that the initial conditions for all the results we need to prove are described
in assumption (C) where a € (0,1], o € W*, v is transversal to W* at zg, and in
addition &. is assumed to be tame. In other words, w.h.p., initial conditions belong
to xg + e*K,.(¢)v and we will restrict ourselves to these initial values only.

We are going to split the evolution into three stages (and rely on the strong
Markov property for solutions of Itd SDE’s), see Figure 12: (i) along the stable
manifold W, (ii) in a small neighborhood of the saddle point O, (iii) along the
unstable manifold W".
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To that end, we recall that our choice of parameters R, L, L’ > 0 and the drift-
linearizing conjugacy f defined on a neighborhood U of the saddle point ensures
that the rectangle IT defined by (7.17) satisfies Il C f(U), i.e., f~1(II) C U (see
Section 7.3).

In the first stage, the process X evolves mostly outside II. This stage ends at
time ¢ = inf{t > 0: X; € x}, when the process X hits y = f~!([-R, R] x {L}).
The outcome of this first stage can be studied using results of Section 8.1. In
particular, ¢ < oo and X¢ belongs to a small neighborhood of f~'(0, L) w.h.p.

This means that, w.h.p., the evolution of X after { is well-defined and, while X
stays within U, can be described in terms of the process Y given by Y; = f(X¢1+¢).
This process solves the rectified SDE (7.1) with initial condition Yy = f(X,) (be-
longing to x and close to f~1(0, L) w.h.p.), and W replaced by W (- + ¢) — W(().
The second stage lasts while the process Y stays within II (i.e., the process X¢i+
stays within f~1(II)), i.e., until time 7q = inf{¢t > 0 : Y; € 9} (in terms of V),
or until time ¢ + 71 (in terms of X). The exit time 71 and exit location Y, are
studied in detail in Section 7. In particular, w.h.p., 71 < 0o, events

(8.28) Anse={Yy € {£R} x [-L',L']}.
get realized (i.e., the exit happens through one of the lateral sides of II), and Y,
is close to (—R,0) or (R,0), i.e., X¢4ry is close to f(—R,0) or f(R,0).

This, in turn, means that, w.h.p., the evolution of X after ( + 1 is well-defined.
The process X given by X; = X¢4r+t solves SDE (1.1) with W replaced by W (- +
¢ + 1) — W(C + 1) and satisfies Xo = X¢;r;. The third stage lasts for time
F=inf{t >0: X, € OD}. For this stage, we can study the exit time 7 and exit

location X7 using the results of Section 8.1. In particular, we can conclude that
w.h.p. 7 < 0o and X; belongs to a small neighborhood of ¢..

There are nonrigorous elements in this description of the three-stage evolution.
Let us convert them into rigorous statements. To that end, let us define the follow-
ing curves:

Xo = To + [—¢o, colv, x1=f""([-R,R] x {L}),

Xox = [N ({£R} x [-L/, L)), X2 = X2+ U X2,-,
X3+ = ¢+ +[-1L 1oy, x3=x3+U xs,-,
where the constant co € (0, 1) is chosen to ensure that the deterministic flow (¢*);>0
transports o into x1. Note that x2 is transported by (¢');>0 into x3 due to the
part of condition (H) on transport from U. We also define ¢, = min{t : 'z € x1},
d(z) = plex for x € xo, and t, = min{t : p'z € x3}, (x) = p'=x for x € x2. It is
easy to see that

(8.29) ¢(x0) = f7H(0, L),
(8.30) ¢ (quz) = g,
where

(8.31) g+ = fH(£R,0).

We will prove the following lemma in Section 8.2.1:
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Lemma 8.7. The following holds w.h.p. under P*, uniformly in z € xo:

(8.32) Xe€xa, Yo € [-R,R] x {L},
(8.33) Vog € {£R} x [-L', L],  X¢im = Xo € X2,
(8.34) X, =Xz € xs,
(8.35) T=(+m+
and for every »x > %

(8.36) IXe — 6(Xo)| < el

(8.37) |1 X: — ¢(Xo)| < el

In addition,

(8.38) zs:)g) P?(Ay e AAn 1) = 0e(1).

In the proofs below we will combine the finite time horizon results obtained in
Section 8.1 with the rectified coordinates versions of the lemmas proved in Section 7.
In our three-stage analysis, we will obviously rely on the strong Markov property
for diffusions without mentioning it explicitly.

8.2.1. Proof of Lemma 8.7. In this proof we shorten “w.h.p. under P# uniformly in
z € xXo” to “w.h.p.”

Lemma 8.1 applied to the process X traveling from x¢ to x1 implies that (8.32)
and (8.36) hold w.h.p. Therefore, we can apply Lemma 7.10 and conclude that
Am,+eUAn,_ . happens w.h.p. Therefore, (8.33) holds w.h.p.

Applying Lemma 8.1 on each of the disjoint events A ., and Apn . to the
process X traveling between 2 and 3, we obtain that (8.34), (8.37) and (8.38)
hold w.h.p. Identity (8.35) simply computes the total time spent by the process X
in all three stages. O

8.2.2. Proof of Lemma 4.2. For initial conditions in zg + e*K,.(¢)v (which is a
subset of xo for small ¢), a strengthening of (8.32) follows from Lemmas 8.1, 8.2
and the smoothness of f:

Lemma 8.8. For every » > 0 and every o € (0,1], there is » > 0 such that
under PP+ 20 4y hop. uniformly in & € K,,(¢), the following holds:

|[Xe = 710, L)] < 17,
(8.39) Yo € (e“K,(g)) x {L}.

Lemma 8.8 allows us to apply Lemma 4.2 in rectified coordinates (proved in
Section 7.4.1), so recalling (8.28) and using the smoothness of f~! and the identity

Xo = f1(Ys,), we obtain the following:

Lemma 8.9. Let » > 0 and a € (0,1]. Then under PT+"2Y . h.p. uniformly
inx € K,.(g) the event Ar,— . U A+ ¢ happens and, moreover (for all sufficiently
large 5 > 0),
Vo € (R, % (=2 Ko (0)
-R

£)),
(8.40) [ Xo = fTHR,0)| A X0 — fH (=R, 0)| < e”1F
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f
(0,L')
y Yo = f(X¢)
» Vo, = f(Xo)
(R,0)
II
A
(07 _L)

FIGURE 12. Dynamics in three stages.

Relation (8.40) allows to apply Lemmas 8.1, 8.2 to X strengthening relation (8.34)
of Lemma 8.7 and obtaining relations (4.3), (4.4) of Lemma 4.2. ad

8.2.3. Proof of Lemma 4.5. For initial conditions in 29+ [co, 1]v, we can use the last
part of assumption (B) and Lemma 8.1 to show that A_ . happens w.l.p. under
Q% uniformly over those initial conditions. So it suffices to consider only initial
conditions in xg + e[lZ, coe v = mg + [elZ, co]v C Xo-

Using (8.36) of Lemma 8.7, the smoothness of f, for an arbitrary s, we can
find s large enough to guarantee that Yy > EZ:N w.h.p. under Q*, uniformly in
x € [I7,coe™1]. Lemma 4.3 in rectified coordinates (proved in Section 7.4.2) implies
that Ap,— . happens w.l.p. Now, applying (8.38) of Lemma 8.7, we conclude that
and A_ . happens w.L.p. (uniformly in x € [I7,e71]). m]
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8.2.4. Proof of Lemma 4.4. Uniformly in x € K,.(¢), we have, for some 5, 5" > 0,
Q“(A-e) = Q7 (AN An— . N{Y2 € e K. (2)})
+Q" (A,,E NAm. e N{Y2 €K, (5)}) +o.(1)

=Q” (AH,_,E N{Y2 € e K, (5)}) + 0e(1)
= Q*(An_2) +0.(1)
= Q% (An,— . N{Yp € (eK,(g)) x {L}}) + 0.(1)
(8.41) = E"T [P(Am, - e[ Y0) vy e (e (o)) x{2}] + 0e(1).
Here the first identity follows from Lemma 8.9, the second one from (8.38) of

Lemma 8.7, the third one from Lemma 8.9, the fourth one from Lemma 8.8, and
the last one is simply a disintegration with respect to Yj.

To compute the expectation in (8.41), we use Lemma 4.4 in rectified coordinates
(proved in Section 7.4.3) and obtain for some s > 0:

(8.42) sup [P (An,— [Yo = (ey, L)) — s(—y)| = 0 (€°).
yeK ./ (g)

To study the asymptotics of e 'Y} = e f1(X,) as e — 0, where f! is the
first coordinate of f, we will apply Lemma 8.3 with x = x1, T = t,,. Using A, M
introduced in that lemma to define ¢ = V f(¢(x0)) - (Av), M = Vf1(¢(z0)) - M,
and using (8.29) to see that f1(¢(xg)) = 0, we obtain, due to the smoothness of f!,
that there is n > 0 such that w.h.p.

(8.43) le™1Yy — (ex + M)| < €.

Combining (8.41), (8.42), and (8.43), choosing sufficiently large »' > 0, using
the Gaussianity of M, and the fact that v, is bounded and Lipschitz, we obtain
that, for some ¢’ > 0,

sup  |Q¥(A-.) —E¢y(—ex —M)| =0 (55’),

z€K,.(¢)

Since M is centered and Gaussian, the function z +— Ets(—cz — M) is given by
2+ g (—x) for some s’ > 0 and thus the proof is complete. a

8.2.5. Proof of Lemma 4.5. In this proof, we shorten “w.h.p. under P*o¢"#? ynj-
formly in « € K,.(g)” into “w.h.p.” Let us study three stages sequentially. First,
using (8.36) of Lemma 8.7 and the tameness of £., we have that (8.36) holds w.h.p.
for Xy = z¢g+e“€.v and some 3¢ > 0. Due to Lemma 8.2, the function ¢ is Lipschitz
on its natural domain. Thus, (8.29) and the assumption that o < 1 imply

f(9(Xo)) € [e17, eI x {L},

for some s > 0. Since f is Lipschitz and Yy = f(X¢), the above two displays
imply that, for some 5 > 0, w.h.p. the outcome of the first stage satisfies

Yy € [e*1772, %172,
Combining this with Lemma 4.5 in rectified coordinates (proved in Section 7.4.4),
we obtain that for some 33 > 0, w.h.p. the outcome of the second stage satisfies
Yo, € {R} x e*P[I77,17].
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Using this, (8.37), the fact that Xo = f~!(Y;,), that f is smooth and orientation-
preserving (see (H)), property (8.30), the Lipschitzness of the function z — ¢(f~1(2))
(due to Lemma 8.2), and the assumption ap < 1, we obtain that for some s4 > 0,

X7 € q +e*P[I77, 17 vy w.h.p., which completes the proof. |

8.2.6. Proof of Lemma 4.6. The lemma was proved in rectified coordinates in Sec-
tion 7.4.5. We prove the lemma in the following order: part (3), part (2), part (1).
In this proof, “w.h.p.” is understood as w.h.p. under Q* uniformly in z € K, (¢)
for a fixed 3 > 0, and all o.(1) are understood to be uniform in z € K, (¢).

Part (3). Let
H=A,.N {)N(% ¢ qp + el +OO)U+} )
B ={Voy ¢ {R} x [l +20)},

where >’ is to be chosen later. In view of (8.34), it suffices to show that Q*(H) =
0e(1). Identity (8.38) of Lemma 8.7 implies Q*(A4+ . N An,— ) = 0e(1). Also,
YY) = Xo € x2.4+ on Aqp 4 .. Hence

Q"(H) < Q"(H N An+.e) +0e(1)
<QU(HNE*N{Xo € x21}) + Q*(An 4 N E) + 0c(1)
(8.44) <Q*(HNE*N{Xy € x2.4}) + 0e(1),

where the last inequality follows from Lemma 4.6 (3) in rectified coordinates for
sufficiently large s»’. On E°N{Xy € x2,+}, we have w.h.p.

f(Xo) € flam+) + {0} x (—o0, —elZ").

Using (8.37), the above display, (8.30), the fact that f and ¢ are orientation-
preserving diffeomorphisms (see Lemma 8.2), we obtain that w.h.p.

X; € q4 + (—o0, —Clal:// + Coel™)uy

on F°N {X’o € X2, } for some constants C, Cz > 0. Choosing »" sufficiently large,
we can use this to ensure w.h.p.

(8.45) X € qy + (—o0, —sl;‘/)mr
on E°N{X, € X2, }- Then, the definition of H implies that
Q*(HNE°N{Xo € x2,}) = 0.(1).

Using this in (8.44), we obtain Q*(H) = o0.(1) thus completing the proof of part (3).
Part (2). Due to (8.34), up to an o.(1) error uniformly in x € K,.(¢), the
left-hand side of (4.11) can be rewritten as

(8.46) Q* { ~1

> 55 A+,Ea HC} )

where

H = {X{— €qs + (Eﬂl;‘/,oo)v+}.
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Let us estimate this expression. Using arguments similar to those for (8.45), we
can choose »” > 0 sufficiently large to ensure

(8.47) Q® (BN H®) = 0.(1),
where
E= {Ym € {R} x (gﬁz:”,oo)}.

Now, using (8.38) of Lemma 8.7 and (8.47), representing 7 via (8.35), and applying
estimate (8.1) of Lemma 8.1 to times ¢ and 7, we can bound the expression in (8.46)
by

e ne
for some constant C' > 0. Using (7.45) and Lemma 4.6 (2) in rectified coordinates,

B(1+5)
we conclude that the quantity aboveis O(e~ » '), completing the proof of part 2.

o
Q* {TH;ZL —1>6, An 4p, EC} + Q* {;—? —1< -6, An 4, EC} + 0.(1),

Part (1). In this part, we abbreviate “w.h.p. in Q% uniformly in z € K,.(¢) and
[a,b] € K,.(£)” to “w.h.p.”; also all estimates involving o(+) are understood to hold
uniformly in z € K,.(¢) and [a,b] € K, (¢). We start by analyzing the third stage.
Setting

E={Y;, € {R}x’K..n(e)},

and using arguments similar to those for (8.45), for sufficiently large > > 0, we
have that

(8.48) Q” ({)?T € g4 +Pla, bm} N E) — 0.(1).
On the event E, we rewrite Xo = f~1(Y;,) as

-1
Xo = qm,+ + B —f (YTI;; —
where g7+ is given in (8.31).

We apply Lemma 8.3 to the transition from yo to xs with X3,qn,+,tgn,+,ﬂ
substituted for y, xo, T, « therein. Let A, M,r be given by that lemma. We set

M= "% .M, 7. = 5 -rg _, and define f on a suitable subset of real numbers
[yl P RE T Juy] Xo,e?
via its inverse

F ) = ﬁ AR, ) — an).

Assumption (H) implies that f is an increasing Cp-diffeomorphism,

Using (8.30) and Lemma 8.3, we have on E,

v > i ~ .
ﬁ Xz —qy) = V) +eM + R,

where M is a centered Gaussian variable independent of Y, ;, and the r.v. 7. satisfies
|7e] < e w.h.p. for some 1 > 0. Then, we can write

Q" {)N(f €qr +°[a, b]v+}
=Q* ({f*l(yfn) +eM + 7. € P[ab), Vi = R} N E) +0c(1)

= @ ({¥ew € {RY x [P0 — M — £P72), [ — oM — P} N ) + 0. (1),
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where we used (8.48) in the first equality, and the monotonicity of f in the second
identity. Let é = f/(0). Since f(0) = 0, there are deterministic constants C,n; > 0
such that w.h.p.

_ 2
< élfe| + Cce? (a — el By — fa) <egh,

FleBa — eM — eB7 —
e )

Here, in the last inequality, we used the Gaussian tail of M and the bound on |7e].

A similar estimate also holds for a replaced by b. Set M=M 1s—;. For brevity,
let us use the notation <y introduced in (2.1). The above two displays yield that

(8.49) Q° {)N(; € qy +£°[a, b]v+}
=4 Q" {Ym € {R} x ¢ {a—]T/[\$£"1,b—]\7:|:5’“]}—|—oe(1),

for some 1y > 0, where we chose »” sufficiently large and used the Gaussian tail
of M to drop the conditioning on E.

Next, we study the second stage of the dynamics and apply Lemma 4.6 (1) in
rectified coordinates to see that for some »”,d,¢ > 0, and v € M, uniformly in
y € K%N (5)7

(8.50) (5 Dp {YTH € {R} x P¢ [a —MFem b— M+ 6"1] ‘YO = (ay,L)}
= g.(y)Ev (Bi — ]/\4\) +o (66),

where By = [a Fe™,bFe™].

We want to evaluate the above with y replaced by e~'Y. To do so, we need to
consider the dynamics in the first stage. Recall that (8.43) holds w.h.p. for some
n > 0. Using that g. is bounded and Lipschitz, properties (4.9) and (4.10) of v,

Gaussian tails of M and M. , and the decay of 7., we can verify that

E“0 =g, (71Yy) Ev (Bs — M) — Ege (co + M) Ev ([a,b] - 1\7)} =0 (")

for some ¢’ > 0. This together with (8.34), (8.49), (8.50), and Lemma 8.8 completes
the proof. O

8.2.7. Proof of Lemma 4.7. The lemma follows from its version in rectified coordi-
nates (proved in Section 7.4.6) and exactly the same argument based on (8.35) as
in the proof of Lemma 4.6 (2). m|

8.2.8. Proof of Lemma 5.2. For © € (coe™%,e~ %], we have Xy € zg + (co,1]v.
In view of (B), applying Lemma 8.1 to the transition from xg + (co, 1Jv to g4 +
[—1,1Jvy, we have X, € ¢4 + (¢, 1Jvy and thus & > e~ ¢/ > 1% for some ¢ > 0
w.h.p. uniformly in x € (cpe™%, %]

For z € (IZ, coe %], we use (8.36) and (8.37) in Lemma 8.7 to obtain that

a_aYol € (l;‘ (61 — 0351_0‘@‘”_%) , e @ ((CQ + 03al;‘”> A R)]
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for some s’ > % to be chosen and constants ¢y, co,cs > 0, w.h.p. uniformly in
x € (I7,coe?], and that

proteten fel <1, Ay}
< protetav {Yn € {R} x c4e® (=00, l;‘/(l + sl_o‘/l:”_%/)]} + 0.(1)
uniformly in z € (17, coe~*] for some ¢4 > 0. Choosing »’ sufficiently large, and

then s sufficiently large, we can now deduce the desired result from these displays
and Lemma 5.2 in rectified coordinates proved in Section 7.4.7. a

8.2.9. Proof of Lemma 5.5. Using Lemma 8.7 and applying Lemma 8.1 to the third
stage, we obtain that for some " > 0,

protetzy {XT €qp +¢° (—OO, —lf/> Uts A+,€}

< protetwy {Ym € R x (—oo, —Eﬂlf“)} +0e(1)

uniformly in € K, (¢). The desired result follows from this display, (8.39) of
Lemma 8.8, and Lemma 5.5 in rectified coordinates (proved in Section 7.4.8).

8.2.10. Proof of Lemma 5.12. Using (8.35), for any § > 0, we have

;_1‘>35}
Sle

(851) < protetew {c > ayéz} 4 protetan {

pzo +e%zvg {

z—n—l‘ >6}
e

+ protetavo {% > 0‘751} .

Lemma 8.1 implies that ¢ and 7 are bounded by a positive constant w.h.p. uniformly
in x € K,.(¢). Hence, the first and third terms in (8.51) are o.(1). Rewriting the

second term in (8.51) as
i)
e

EzoJrs"‘zvo [p {

and using Lemma 8.8 and Lemma 5.12 in rectified coordinates (proved in Sec-
tion 7.4.9), we obtain that the second term in (8.51) is bounded from above by

Pmo-i-é‘alE’UO {‘E_O‘fl (Xc)’ S 56/} + 06(1)

for some ¢ > 0 uniformly in z € K,.(¢). Using (8.36) of Lemma 8.7, (8.29), the
smoothness of f o ¢, and the fact that d%fl o ¢(zo + m)‘r:o > 0, we can bound
the main term in the above display by 1, <5 + 0c(1) for some §” > 0 uniformly
in z € K,.(¢), completing the proof. O
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8.3. Proof of Lemma 5.9. We consider the dynamics in three stages as described
in Section 8.2. We will use the notation ¢, r, etc. in the analysis of the first stage
and we will use (;3,7?, etc. in the third stage. We shorten “w.h.p. under Prote"=v
uniformly in x € K,.(¢) and [a,b] € K,..(¢)” to “w.h.p.”

Applying Lemma 8.5 and Remark 8.1 to the first stage, we have that, w.h.p.,

(8.52) Xe=d(xo+ (e +eM)v) +ere,

where M = M’ and r. = hj, . for M’,h’ given in Remark 8.1 (we suppress the
dependence on z in the notation). Moreover,

(8.53) Ire] <e”, w.h.p.,

for some 1’ € (0,1). Since Yy = f(X¢), using (8.52), we can write
(8.54) Yo = (e%ye, L),

where

(8.55) ye = e 2 fH(p(x0 + (€% + eM)v) + er2).

Since f is orientation-preserving (see (H)), we can see from (8.29) that s —
FH(@(xo + sv)) is nondecreasing in a neighborhood of 0. For later use, we extend f
and ¢ as diffeomorphisms so that the function s — f1(¢(x¢ + sv)) is nondecreasing
on R and, moreover, its derivative is bounded above and below by positive constants.

Applying Lemma 8.5 to the third stage, we get
(8.56) X = ¢(Xo) +e(M +#.)
w.h.p., where M = M and Te = h)?o,s for M, h given in that lemma. Moreover,
(8.57) 7| <€, w.h.p.,

for some 7 > 0.
Recall ¢+ in (8.31), and we set

(8.58) 9(s) =

5 (@(fTH(R, 5)) — dlam+))-
|U+|
Since both ¢ and f are diffeomorphisms we have that g is invertible on [—L’, L'],
which contains the range of Y2 . Due to (8.30) and the assumption that f is
orientation-preserving (see (H)), we can see that g is nondecreasing and, moreover,
its derivative is bounded below by a positive constant. For later use, we extend g
smoothly to R preserving these properties.

Let M = ‘ ‘ .M and Te = ‘ | - 7. Note that M is a Gaussian r.v. and Te
satisfies
(8.59) I7.| <", w.h.p.,

for some n” > 0 (due to (8.57)). Using (8.56), (8.30), and (8.58), we obtain that,
uniformly in z € K,.(¢),

p {XT €qp+e” [a,b]v+} —p {)?; €qp+e [a,b]v+} +o.(1)
(8.60) = P{g(yfn) € [5 a—e(M +7.),e b—g(M+r€)}, vl :L} +o0.(1)

:P{ane{L}xs [ac,b }
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where
(8.61) 4 =% g1 (aa’a —c (1\7+ FE)) ,
(8.62) be=e g (so‘lb —€ (M—i— fa>) .

Due to (8.60) and (8.55), we can apply Proposition 10.4 to the dynamics in
the second stage where Y € II evolves between times 0 and 77, with y. and [a., b¢]
substituted for y and [a, b] in that proposition. Since there are four cases in Proposi-
tion 10.4, we treat them separately here. We recall that U, A/, and c are introduced
just before the statement of Proposition 10.4.

Case 1. Let us consider the first case p < 1. In this case, o/ = ap. Proposi-
tion 10.4 (1) along with (8.54), (8.39) and (8.60) yields

(8.63) P {XT €qs +e%a, b]v+} =P. +0()
for some ¢ > 0, uniformly in = € K,.(¢) and [a,b] € K, (g), where
PE = P {C|y€ + El—au|p € [aivbi]a Ye + El_au Z 0} ’
with ¢ = R™PL.
The next step is to get rid of r. and 7. in our approximations, so that the
only remaining randomness in the resulting approximations is Gaussian. The key

properties to use are (8.53) and (8.59). We want to compare the right-hand side
of (8.63) to

b=pP {c|g5 ety e [as, BE] e telouU > 0} :

where

(8.64) Je = e fH(p(wo + (e%x + eM)v)),
(8.65) Qe = s_o‘/g_l (ao‘/a — EM> ,
(8.66) be = e='g71 (so‘/b - EM) .

We can write
P.=P{c"“Uc A}, P=pP {al—au c AE} ,
where
1 B 1 5
A = [((c_ as)V0)” —ye, ((c b))V 0)? —ya} ,

A= [ avo) —a (@ bvo) -5,

Comparing (8.55), (8.61), (8.62) with (8.64), (8.65), (8.66), using the Lipschitzness
of various functions involved, along with (8.53) and (8.59), we can verify that

(8.67) [ye — Fe| < 0517Q|Ts| < OfliaJﬂ],v w.h.p.,
(8'68) |as - &€|a |b5 - l;s| < Osl_a/|7:5| < Cal—o/-i-n”’ w.h.p.
1

Using the Gaussianity of M , M, the Lipschitzness of g~* and the assumption that
[a,b] C K,/ (), we can see that ac,be, e, b € K5 () w.h.p. for some > > 0. Using
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these together with p < 1, we can see that the Lebesgue measure of the symmetric
difference between A. and A, is bounded w.h.p. by

i1 A ’ 1"
C (((l;‘) P glmat ) v etmatn ) < glmatn

for e sufficiently small and some small "/ > 0, where the last equality is due to

p <1 and thus o’ = ap < a. Then, Lemma 7.11 implies that, for some ¢’ > 0,
P, = ﬁa +o (55/),
uniformly in « € K,.(¢) and [a,b] € K, (¢). Using (8.64), (8.65), (8.66), and the
obvious monotonicity of the function g, we can write
P =P { @1 (o, MU, M) € [a,b], ®(a, MU) =0},

where

Drc(w s y? yt) = (g (e | @ac @,y y2)7) +2y)
(8.69) Do (w,y",y") = e (d(zo + (% + ey ) +e' 72

We can also write @2 .(z,y',y%) = ®o(x,y',y?, y>) although it does not depend
on y3 at all. This completes the main part of the proof of (1), with m = 3.

Then, we verify the properties of ®; ., i = 1,2, claimed in (2). Using the smooth-
ness of functions involved and the identities

(8.70) F' (@) =0, and g(0) =0

(which are due to (8.29) and (8.58)), we can see that ®, ., i = 1,2, converges in LU
as ¢ — 0, and the limits are of the form described in (2). The remaining properties
follow from these expressions.

Let us verify (3). We recall the extensions described below (8.55). Since z +—
fH@(xo + zv)) is nondecreasing, we know that for fixed realizations of M and
U, the function = +— @ (x, M,U) is nondecreasing. Since the function g is
also nondecreasing, we can see that on {z : ®2.(-,M,U) > 0}, the function
x = Oy (x, M, U, M ) is nondecreasing for every fixed realization of randomness.
Hence (3) holds. To prove (4), it suffices now to define monotone functions

bic(x) =P {@1,8 (x,M,u,M) > a, Bo(z, M,U) > 0} ,
é_.(x) = —P {@175 (x,M,u,M) > b, By (z, M,U) > o} :

Then, we turn to (5). Using the fact that o’ = ap, that f!, ¢, and g are Lipschitz
and (8.70), we derive

p{[or. (2200 30)| > K}

<p {015P|Z/{|p Fepe?|MIP 4 ¢ ‘1\7

> o'y 035a9|x|P},

for some positive constants cy, ca,c3. Since o = ap < p < 1, the Gaussianity of
U, M, M, implies (5).

Lastly, we verify (6). Using (8.70), and that g and s — f(¢(zo + sv)) have
derivatives bounded below by positive constants, we have that, for some constants
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C,C" >0,
|®ac (2,9",9%)| = Cla| = Cly'| = 7|,
|®1c (29", 9% %) | = O | P2 (z, 9 07) | — |4

Choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, and R > 0 sufficiently large, we can see that for
|z] > R and |y|oo < |x|9,

®1.c (2,9, 0%,9%) | = Ozl — |y°| = C"'|x)".

Case 2. Let us treat the second case: p = 1. Here, &’ = ap = «. Proposi-
tion 10.4 (2) along with (8.54), (8.39) and (8.60) gives that

P{X, € q; +%[a,blvy}
=P {cly. + "7 U| + ' TN € [ac,be], ye + U >0} + 0 (£°)
(8.71) =P{e' U € A} + 0 (&),
where we redefine, for y., ac,b. given previously in (8.55) and (8.61),
Ac = —ye + [cHac — " N) VO, ¢ (b —'TON) VO]
We want to compare (8.71) with
(8.72) P{c|jc + " U| + €' "N € [ac,be], e+ U >0} = P{e' U € A},

where we define, for ., ., b. given previously in (8.64) and (8.65),

A= g+ [cfl(as — A VO, e b — e ON) v 0} ,

Using (8.67) and (8.68), we can see that the symmetric difference between A, and A,
has Lebesgue measure bounded w.h.p. by

1—a+n’ 1—a’+n" 1—a' 40"
C(a T Ve T)<e L

for some i’ > 0. Therefore, Lemma 7.11 implies that the difference between the

Gaussian probabilities in (8.71) and (8.72) is o(¢®") for some & > 0. Inserting the
expressions for a., be, - into (8.72), we obtain (1), with m = 4, if &, is defined
by (8.69) and

Oy (2,9 0% 0 yh) = (g (e |@ae (20" 07| +24®) + ) .
The properties of ®; . in (2)—(6) can be verified similarly to Case 1.
Case 3. We turn to the third case: p > 1 and ap < 1. In this case, we have
(8.73) o =ap>a.

Applying Proposition 10.4 (3) and its modification in Remark 10.2 to (8.60), we
get

P {XT €qp +¢%[a, b]v+}
=P {c|y8 T+ UL+ e YN € [ac,be), e+ TOU > O} +0 (%)

(8.74) =P {al_"‘/N €A, " Ue BE} +o(),
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where
A, = —c’yE —1—51_0‘7/{”) + [ag,ba], B. = [—ye, ).
We want to compare (8.74) with
(8.75) P {clﬂs Felmoayp 4 elmo A ¢ [a 134 e telouU> 0}
=P {5170‘,/\/ €A, 'Ue EE} ,
where
A =—c ]gg + al—au\P + {d&-,i)g} , B. = [—Fe, 0) .

Using p > 1, (8.73), (8.67) and (8.68), we can see that the symmetric difference
between A, and A. has Lebesgue measure bounded w.h.p. by

2 _1 _ ’ . " . "
O(((l;{)p El a+n)\/51 a'+n ) <51 a’ +n ,

for some 7 > 0. The symmetric difference between B. and B. is bounded

by Cel=2+7" w h.p. Thus, due to Lemma 7.11, the Gaussian probabilities in (8.74)
and (8.75) differ by an error o(e%) for some & > 0. Inserting the expressions for
G, be, U in (8.65) and (8.64) into (8.75), we obtain (1), with m = 4, if we define ®, .
as in (8.69) and

Oy, (2, yh 9%yt yh) = (g (cs“' |®oc (2,9, 9%)|" + Eyg) + €y4) :
The properties of ®; . in (2)—(6) can be verified similarly to Case 1.

Case 4. Lastly, we consider the case: p > 1 and ap > 1, implying o/ = 1.
Proposition 10.4 (4) applied to (8.60) yields

P{X; € ar+e"[a, by | =P AN € [ac b, ye+' U= 0} +0 (")
(8.76) —p {aHVN €A, ' Ue BE} +o(2%),
where A. = [ac, b.], Be = [~ye,00). We want to compare (8.76) with
®77) P {N e [a BE] e teloU> 0} —p {N cA, e Ue Es} ,

where A, = [ac,b.], B = [~i,00). Using (8.67) and (8.68), we can see that
the Lebesgue measure of the symmetric difference between A. and gg is bounded
by Cel=+" and the Lebesgue measure of the symmetric difference between B,
and f}g is bounded by Cel-a+n’, Hence, due to Lemma 7.11, the difference between
the Gaussian probabilities in (8.76) and (8.77) is o(e%") for some & > 0. Inserting
the expressions for dc,b., 3. in (8.65) and (8.64) into (8.77), we obtain (1), with
m =4, if ®o . is defined by (8.69) and

e (v 2%yt = (9 (ev®) +eyt) .

Since ap > 1 in this case, we do not need to verify (6). All the other properties
of ®; . can be verified similarly as in Case 1. O
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9. GAUSSIAN APPROXIMATION FOR THE STOPPED PROCESS Ul

In this section we assume the setting in rectified coordinates and the notation
described in Sections 7.1 and 7.2 with the additional assumption that F' and G
in (7.1) are C3. Throughout this section, we fix L > 0 and « € (0,1], and study
solutions of (7.1) with initial conditions of the form (¢*z, L). For brevity, we write

(9.1) pste = pleta.l),

Our main goal here is to prove, for a family of stopping times, a local Gaussian
approximation (Lemma 9.1 and its corollary) for the process U! (defined in (7.2))
stopped at those times. It will be used then in Section 10 to prove local limit
theorems for the exit location and a precise estimate on the exit time in rectified
coordinates, crucial for the proof of Lemma 4.6 in Section 7.4.5. Our results here
are based on the density estimates of Section 11 which are collected in Lemma 11.1.
The smoothness assumptions on F' and G allow us to apply these results.

The exit times we consider are 7 = 7,9, and ( = (9, defined in (7.15)
and (7.16). The main results of this section are stated for (. Lemma 7.5 im-
plies though that if # > 0 is small enough to satisfy (7.14), then we can ignore
the distinction between these exit times: for every s > 0, we have 7 = ¢ w.h.p.
under P"® uniformly over x € K, (g) (for any a € (0,1]). Thus, under (7.14), the
results of this section with 7 replaced by ( also hold.

Let us generalize the model case definition of (2.16) and set
9.2) o1 = / =20 | FL(0, e L) [2ds.
0

Lemma 9.1. Let s,5/,r >0, a € (0,1], £ > —, 0 € [0,a) and { = (9. be given
in (7.16). Then, for each ¢ >0 and n € (0,1 —0), there is 6 > 0 such that

sup
z€K,.(g),
[a,b]CK ./ (g)

P {z+e' Ul €efla,b]} —P{z+e' U eclaFee, b+ ce"]}‘

—0 (€<<s+a71>vo>+6)

3

where U is a centered Gaussian r.v. with variance cq.

Using Lemma 7.11 and adjusting §, we have the following consequence.

Corollary 9.1. In the setting of Lemma 9.1, if « = 1 and & > 0, then there is
0 > 0 such that
sup [P {2+ U} € efla,b]} — P {z+U € ef[a,b]}] = o (5F0).

z€K,. (),
[a,b]CK ./ (g)

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 9.1 which is divided
into two steps: an approximation by the process stopped at a deterministic time
and a Gaussian approximation of the latter based on an iteration scheme. They
are implemented separately in Section 9.1 and Section 9.2.

Since notation is simpler at the scale !, we will primarily work under P** for x
in a set larger than K,.(¢), which allows us to recover the desired result under P="*
by substituting e~z for .
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9.1. Approximation by the process stopped at a deterministic time.

Lemma 9.2. Let »/,r,¢c >0, &> —1,0€[0,1), n € (0,1 —0), and ¢ = (9.0 be
given in (7.16). Then, for every 6 > 0,

sup ’P‘” {:1: + U<1 e sg[a,b]} — pe® {x + Ur} S ag[a Fee", bt ce"]}’ = 0(1),
zere?=1(-1,1)
[a,bE]CKk/(a)
where

1 ref—¢-1
(9-3) T =T(e) = 5108 s

ProoOF: All estimates in this proof are understood to hold uniformly in z € R
and [a,b] C K, (g). For convenience, we set
(9.4) Ay . =¢c8[aF e b+ ce).

First, we establish an upper bound. The definition of ¢ in (7.16) along with (7.3)

implies that

ref—1

1
(9.5) ref :56)‘<|x—|—U<1|, ¢(=—log——m.
A 1
‘x +U; ‘
Let us start by showing ¢ > T on the relevant event. Indeed, using (9.3), (9.5) and
the definition of K, (¢) in (3.1), we have
P {x 4+ U} € e[a,b], ( < T}
<P {lo+ U <, |o+ UL > 120 <0,
This implies that
(9.6) P {o+ U} € ela,b]} < P {a+ Ul € %la,b]} .

Then, we compare U}, with Uz. We recall U} = M/ 4 eV;" (see (7.2)). Let us
take any &’ € (0,1 — 6 — ). The boundedness of F'* implies that

1 1 —2AT 2(14+£—6-6")

<M > <M >T < (Ce < (Ce .
Applying the exponential martingale inequality (Lemma 7.1), we see that
P (| — M| > st} < 2exp (~0=2H-) g, (1),

VT

Using Lemma 7.2 (2), we also have
P {|eVi,p — V| > 2eet™} =0

for small . From the above two displays, we obtain

(9.7) P {|Ulr — Up| > ce*1} = 0.(1),

which together with (9.6) gives an upper bound.

To find a lower bound, we start with

P {4+ U} € efla,b]} > P {x + Ul € &fla,b]; |UL —Up| < et}
>P{a+Up€A_g |U —Up| < et}
>P {a+UpeA_ .} —P*{a+Up€A_g;

Ucl ~Uz| > cs§+’7} .
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To show that the second term on the right-hand side is 0.(1), we bound it by
(9.8) P {(>T; U —Up| > e} + P {{(<T; x+Ur €A _.}.

The first term is 0.(1) due to (9.7). For the second term, we apply (7.3), the
definition of 7" in (9.3), the definition of A_ . in (9.4) and the strong Markov
property to see that

Prl¢<T; a+Up €A} =P {(<T; Y} cce’TA_}
<P {C < T; |V <1170}

< E* [PY< { inf [V} < rsela‘;H :
te[0,T]

We have PY<{|Y{| = re?} = 1. Hence (7.3) implies |V}!| = [eM (Y + eU})| >

re? — e|U}|. From this, we can obtain

pYe { inf |V}'| < ra‘gl;‘s} < PYe { inf (ref —¢ U} < ra‘gl;‘s}
te[0,T] te[0,T

<ol iz et o)
te[0,T]

where we used 6 < 1 and Lemma 7.2 (3) in the third equality. This shows that (9.8)
is 0.(1) and completes the proof. m|
9.2. Gaussian approximation for the deterministically stopped process.

Lemma 9.3. In the setting of Lemma 9.2, let 0 > o' > 0. Let T'(¢) be a determin-
istic function of € satisfying

(9.9) T(e) € [@N e, 007 ], €€(0,1/2).
For
(9.10) §>-1+o,

k' >0, and v € (0,1), there is 6 > 0 such that

sup pe= {3: + U%(E) € A} -Plz+UE€ A}’ -0 (5(5\/0)*5),

jo|<ev=1, ACEEK ./ (e)

where U is a centered Gaussian r.v. with variance ¢1 defined in (9.2).

To prove Lemma 9.3, we need the following iterative scheme.

Lemma 9.4. Under the assumptions of Lemma 9.3, there is N € N such that for
each v € (0,1), there are positive constants €, Ck, 0k, k = 1,2,..., N and v such
that

sup ‘P” {33 + Utlk e Mgy € A} - P {33 + U+ e Mo e A}‘
lej<e ™, fw|<er’
ACe K i (e)
(9.11) < Cpe&VOton
holds for all k =1,2,...., N and € € (0,ex]. Here, for each k =1,2,... N,
k

(9.12) t = tk(E) = NT(E)
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and Uy, is a centered Gaussian random variable with variance
t1
s s a2 1 2, _ _
(9.13) E|Uy|? :/0 e [FY(0,e " L)| ds + ) |[F1(0,0)]7 (e72Mr — e M)
Let us first use this lemma to prove Lemma 9.3.

PrOOF OF LEMMA 9.3:  Setting £k = N and w = 0, we obtain, for some § > 0,

sup pe® {x + U%(E) € A} —P{z+Uy € A}‘ =0 (5(5\/0)"’5).

|| <ev—1, ACet K,/ (¢)

It remains to compare Uy with U. Using the definition of ¢, identities t; =
+T(e), tn = T(e), (9.9), (9.13), and the boundedness of F*, we obtain that there
is @ > 0 such that

[Eln|? — EU?| < C/( ) e 2M s 1 Cle 2R 4 Oe=2MT(E) < Ceo.
T (e
N~
Since Uy with U are Gaussian and centered, it can be checked that there is a’ > 0

such that the difference of densities |@yy () — gu(z)| < Ce® e=#l”, for all z € R.
Therefore, for some § > 0,

sup P{o+Uy €A} —Pla+u e A} <Ce (1) v1),
|z|<ev—1, ACeS K,/ (¢)

—0 (5(£v0)+5)
which completes the proof. O
PROOF OF LEMMA 9.4: Recalling the range of T'(¢) in (9.9), we fix N € N
sufficiently large to satisfy
@<§l e€(0,1/2)
N —_ (>8] 3
for 6 given in Lemma 11.1. Then we use (9.10) to fix v’ satisfying
1
(9.14) o<v’<(ﬁg+§—g+1)/\1.

For k = 1, the choice of N allows us to apply Lemma 11.1 (1) to the deterministic
time ¢, (given in (9.12)) to obtain that, for some 4, d; > 0,
sup ‘P” {a: + Utll +e My e A} —-P {x +U +e Muwe A}‘

|| <V, fw|<e?' 71
ACEe K (¢)

< sup Ce® (14 &' 7"|z]) e~elsl’ gs

|| <V, Jw|<e ‘/{SER?”H‘S‘*‘GMIWEA}
ACESK i (¢)

< Cel ((551:? A 1) < 05(5\/0)“1,

as desired.

Then, we proceed by induction. Let £ < N and let us assume that (9.11) holds
for k — 1. For u € R?, we set

(9.15) z(u) = (' (u), 22(w)) = (M1 (z +ul), e #-1 (7 L +u?)),
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where we suppressed the dependence on ¢ in the notation. Using (7.3) and (7.4), we
have P¢*{ez(Uy,_,) = Yi,_,} = 1. The Markov property of Y together with (7.3)
implies

P {z + UL +eMuwe A} =P {Y]! +ewe et A}

9.16
(8-16) — B [PV (V) +ew € e A} = BV AU, w),

where
Ac(uyw) = POV {2 ) + U + 7w € M A}
Let Z be a centered Gaussian r.v. with variance
(9.17) E|Z]2 = % ‘Fl(O,O)‘Q (1— e=20)

and independent of all the other randomness. To check (9.11) for k and complete
the induction step, we must show that the error caused by replacing Utl1 and U,}ki §
by Z and Uy_1, respectively, in (9.16) is small. More precisely, (9.11) for k will
follow immediately once we prove that there are i, §’,6” > 0 such that the following
relations hold uniformly in |z| < =1, |w| < e, A C €K, () and € € (0, &4):

(9.18) B Ac(Ut,_y,w) = EB.(Up,_,,w)| = o (€047,
(9.19) |E** B (Uy,,_,,w) — Ce(z,w)| =0 (6(5\/0)"’5“),
where

BE(U7U}) =P {Zl(u) + z + ef)\tlw c eAtk,lA} ,
Ce(z,w) =P {x+ U+ e Mwe A}

Let us derive (9.18). The choice of N and definition of ¢; allow us to apply
Lemma 11.1 (2), by which there are 0, ¢ > 0 such that

(9.20)
|A€(u7 w) - Ba(uv w)l

<

C (el22()| + & (14|12 w)]) ) e ds.
{SER:ZI(U)+S+€7’\t1wEektkflA}

Let us estimate the right-hand side. Using (9.10), (9.9), (9.12) and (9.14), we have,
for € sufficiently small,
Mi-1g81 < e%glsgﬁl?' < E%g-i—&—glé/ < vl

)

which along with A C eSK,.(¢) implies that if 21 (u) + s + e Mw € e M -1 4 and
lw| < &'~ then

(9.21) TV W) < C+ eV s| < C + sl
On the other hand, from (9.15), (9.9) and (9.12), one can see that, for some a > 0,

(9.22) g|2?(u)] < e M1 (L 4 elu?|) < €L 4 e M1 |2,
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Using e~¢lsI" to absorb polynomials of |s|, from (9.20), (9.21) and (9.22) we
obtain that, for some d,¢ > 0,

|A8 (u7 w) - B€(u= w)l

= ES/ C(l —+ e_ﬂtk—1|u2|)e—5\s|2d87 |’LU| < E,U/_1'
{sER:zl(u)+5+e—At1weektk71A}

Let N be a centered Gaussian r.v. with density proportional to e~%e1* and inde-
pendent of other randomness. The last display implies that, if [w| < &” ~!, then

|E** A (Uy,_,, w) — E¥* B (Uy,_,, w)|

Spe —ptp— 2
S OB (1 +e7H 1|Utk,1|)1{1+Ut1k71+e*“kw+e*“k71/\/eA} .

Let p,p’ > 1 satisfy % + % = 1. We will choose p very close to 1 later. Using (7.2)

and Lemma 7.2 (5), we have that Esm(e’“t’“*1|Ut2k71|)p/ < C. Hence, applying
Holder’s inequality to the above display, we have

’EEIAE(Utk—l ) ’U}) - EEIBE(Utkfl ’ ’LU)‘
1

< Ced (PEI {3: +U,_ + e M 4 e MmN € A}) v

Since e~ decays like a small positive power of €, we have that, for small ¢,
(9.23) lw| <e¥ ' implies |e Mw| 41 <Vl
Therefore,

|EEEA€(Utk71 ) U}) - EEIBE(U%71 ) w)|

S

< Ce’ (P” {;v + UL e Mr(e M+ N) € A; V] < l;._-} + oe(l))
. 1
< e (P {z+Up1 + e Mre=t(em My 4 N € A} +o (6(5\/0)*5’“1)) Y

i , 1 vo <
< Ce® ((agl: JAl+o0 (8(5\/0)-’_5’“’1)) =0 (E%M 1.7 ) ,

uniformly in |z| < 71, Jw| < ¥~ and A C &K, (). Here, in the second
inequality we used the induction assumption (9.11) for k — 1 allowed by (9.23), the
Gaussian tail of A, and Fubini’s theorem along with the independence of A/. In the
last line we used A C €K, (¢), the uniform boundedness of the density of Us_1
(see (9.13)), independence of A/ and Fubini’s theorem. Choosing p sufficiently close
to 1 completes the proof of (9.18).
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Let us now prove (9.19). The following holds uniformly in |z < =1, jw| < e¥'~?

and A C 8K,/ (e):
EEEBE(Utkil,’LU)
=P {2+ U}

th—1

e M1 My 4 Z) € A}

=P fot UL+ e e+ 2) € 45 2] S L +o.(1)
=P{z+Up_1+ e Mre-t(e My 4 Z) € A; |2] < l-}+o (5(5\/0)*5“1)
=P{z+Up1+e M1 Z+eMuwe Al +o (5(5\/0)”’“*1),

=C.(y,w) +o (5<5v0>+5k,1)_

In the third identity, we used the induction assumption allowed by (9.23), indepen-
dence of Z, and Fubini’s theorem. In the last line, we used the identity in distribu-
tion between Uy_1 + e **1Z and Uy, (see (9.13) and (9.17)). This proves (9.19)
with 6" = 0;_1 completing the induction step and the entire proof. |

Now, we are ready to prove Lemma 9.1.
Proor OF LEMMA 9.1: We substitute 1,6 'z,& + a — 1 for ¢,z,¢ in both
Lemmas 9.2 and 9.3. We choose an arbitrary v € (0,«) in Lemma 9.3. We set
0 = &+ a— 6 and choose an arbitrary ¢ € (0, g) for Lemma 9.3. Then, with ¢
replaced by € + o — 1, (9.10) holds and (9.9) is satisfied for T'(¢) given in (9.3),
for sufficiently small e. Combining Lemma 9.2 and Lemma 9.3 (with 5 therein
replaced by any 3¢/ > 3'), we obtain the desired result. |

10. LOCAL LIMIT THEOREMS

In this section, we adopt the setting of Section 9. The goal is to compute the
tail asymptotics for exit times and obtain local limit theorems for exit locations, in
rectified coordinates.

We recall the notation P€“® in (9.1) and the notation for Gaussian densities
in (2.2).

10.1. Exit times.

Proposition 10.1. Let se,r >0, a € (0,1],0 € [0,a), 8>1-0,ceR, (={(r 0,
be given in (7.16) and cq be given in (9.2). There is § > 0 such that the following
hold: If 0 + 8 — a > 0, then

sup |~ OHB=Ip L > AT 4 ¢} — 2re e, (so‘_lx)’ =o0 (56);

€K, (g)

If 0+ B —a=0, then

— o (%),

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 10.1: Due to 6 < «, for sufficiently small ¢, the initial
condition we are interested in satisfies

Yol = e%al < £°17 < 1<’

sup
€K, ()

P{C 2 Ao} - gor (= — 5) ds
[

—re—Xe re—Ac)
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for all x € K,.(¢). The definition of ¢ thus ensures that |Y<1| = re?, which along
with the formula (7.3) implies that P*"*-a.s.

re?

1
8)\<|5a$ =+ EU<1| = 'I"Ee, or equivalently, C = X 10g m
[t €
¢
From this, we have

(>t et = o+ el TOUY| < rem el Py,
Applying Lemma 9.1 with £ = 6 + § — « and arbitrary € (0,1 — 6), we obtain

sup [P > AU e} —P {lz+e'~U| < re Megfth-a 4 a”}‘

z€K,. ()
—0 (8(9+ﬂ—1)v0+5’>

for some ¢’ > 0. Rewriting the probability involving U, we have
e~ (OHB=VOIP [ 4 elmoy| < pemAeeftho L on})

— ¢~ ((04+B—0)Vv0) / Je, (50‘7117 — S) ds.
[—re=AregdtB—agen, re-AcgdtB-adten)

Estimating the right-hand side with the help of Lemma 7.11, we obtain the desired
result. o

10.2. Atypical exit locations. Recalling stopping times given in (7.15), for R >
0, we set,

(10.1) T = TR,0,e = TII-

We also recall the definition of stability index p in (2.24).

Proposition 10.2. Suppose p < 1. Let s, > 0. Let 7 be defined by (10.1),
and c1 by (9.2). Then for each B € (p,1), there is § > 0 such that

w ‘g(%*wpw (¥ € {R} x £°[a,b]} — RL™ b ge, (v) (|bv 07 —lav 0|%)‘
zeK,,
[a,b]CK)j(a)

— 0 (&)

PROOF: In this proof and further on, we often use the notation <. introduced
n (2.1). Using Lemma 7.10, we have that, under P** uniformly in = € K,.(¢) and
[a,b] € K,.(g),

(Y, € {R} x [a, b} "L {;v + UL >0, RPLe? (w+ UL’ 4 eN2 € e%a, b]} .
Then, Lemma 7.5 implies that, for any n € (0,1 — f3),
P {Y, € {R} x £”[a, b]}
<y P {x+ U} >0; RPLeP(x+ UL)P € PlaF e, bte} £o.(1)
=P {z+ U} € AL} £ o0.(1),
uniformly in z € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K, (¢), where

S — RL er! [((a FeMVO)F,(bFeMV 0)%} .
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Lemma 7.5 ensures that

(10.2) sup PE%{T #Croer =0c(1), ae€(0,1].
z€K,.(¢)

Using (10.2) with a = 1, and Corollary 9.1 with R, % — 1,0 substituted for r, &, 0,
we obtain

pe= {YT S {R} X gﬁ[a7b]} =4 pe {x+u c Ai} +o (8%*14’5)
for some § > 0, uniformly in x € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K,.(g). Since the variance

of U is cq, an elementary Gaussian integral estimate (see the proof of (10.7) below
for a similar argument) yields that

sup ‘g—(g‘l)P” {z+Uec AL} — RL ¥, (x) (|bv 0% —JaV oﬁ)‘

€K, (¢)
la,b]CK,,/(e)
=o(="),
for some ¢’ > 0. Combining the last two displays we complete the proof. |

Let us now consider the case § = 1. In addition to c;, we define
0 2
(10.3) co = / e’ |F?(Re™%,0)|" ds.

Proposition 10.3. Suppose p < 1. Let s»,5 > 0. Let T be given in (10.1),
c1 in (9.2), ¢z in (10.3). Then there is § > 0 such that

sup | GTUP Y, € {R} x ela,b]} — RL™ ¥ ge, (2) Eh(a,b;]\/)‘ =o0()
€K, (g)
[a,b]CK;(s)
where

(10.4) h(a,b;2) = |(b—2) V0|7 — |(a—z) V0|

and N is a centered Gaussian r.v. with variance co.

Recall the family of stopping times given in (7.16). We need the next lemma,
which is slightly more general than the setting of Proposition 10.3. In particular,
we are not requiring p < 1 here.

Lemma 10.1. Suppose o € (0,1], p > 0. Let 8,5, > 0. For 8 € (0,1), we set

(105) C - Cl,e,s-

Then for any sufficiently small 6 > 0 and sufficiently small n > 0, there is 6 > 0
such that the following holds uniformly in x € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K, (e):

P" (Y, € {R} x °[a,b]} <P {a + U} € BL(N)}
P fa+ 70U € BL(Z)} £oc(1),
where T is given in (10.1), and, for s € R,
(10.6)
B (s) =< RL [|(Pa - es 7 V0|7, [P —es £ vol?] C R,
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and N, Z are centered Gaussian r.v.’s (defined on an extended probability space)
such that the random vector (Ucl,./\/, Z) has independent components. The variance
of N equals co given in (10.3), and the variance of Z does not depend on x.

Remark 10.1. In principle, the nonlinear dynamical system we are considering
entangles the noisy perturbations in various directions in a sophisticated way. How-
ever, this key lemma describes the asymptotic disentanglement of noisy contribu-
tions in two coordinate directions and gives the asymptotics of the exit distribution
in terms of independent r.v.’s UCl and N, These two r.v.’s can be viewed as con-
tributions from the white noise accumulated along two coordinate axes, N being
the distributional limit of N2. The asymptotic independence emerges since the
determining noisy contributions along the first axis and the second axis are mostly
accumulated during two non-overlapping time intervals: (i) during the motion along
the stable manifold (until ¢), and (ii) during the motion along the unstable manifold
(after ).

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 10.3: Let A and Z be given in Lemma 10.1 for o = 1
and g = 1.

The treatment for terms involving N and Z is exactly the same since they are
both independent centered Gaussian r.v.’s. Hence, we only present the argument
for N and estimate

P=* {z + U} € BL(N)}.
We apply Corollary 9.1 with r =1, £ = % — 1 to see that for some ¢’ > 0
sup ’PEI {z+ UC1 €Bi(z)} -Pl{z+Ue Bi(z)}‘ —0 (E%—1+5/).
€K, ()

[a,b]CK,./ (€)
|z|<le

Using the above display and the Gaussian tail of A, and integrating in z with
respect to the law of N, we obtain that

P {a+ UL € BEN)} =P {a +U € BE W)} + 0 (37+)
uniformly in z € K,,(¢) and [a,b] C K,.(¢).

Let us write

Ph+UeBﬁNﬂ=E/ g, (s — ) ds.
B (N)

We need the following estimate, the proof of which is postponed:

1 1
sup € G / Geq (S - JI) ds — RL ?Gey (‘T) h(a7 b; Z)
€K, (g) B3 (2)
[a,b]CK ./ (e)

z€R

(10.7) <Ce” (2P + 1),

for some ¢”,p > 0, where h is defined in (10.4).
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Hence, the three displays above yield

sup ‘a_(%_l)P” {z+U} € BL(N)} — RL % ge, (x) Eh(a, b;J\/)‘

z€K,.(¢)
! 1"
=0 (85 no )

la,b]CK, ./ (€)
A similar result holds with A replaced by Z, which gives, due to |h(a,b;z)| <
C(|a|% + |b|% + |z|%) (see the definition of h in (10.4)), that
sup P {z+Ul€BL(2)} =0 (5;11;7> .
z€K,.(¢)
la,b]CK, /()
The above two displays together with Lemma 10.1 imply the desired result. O
PROOF OF (10.7): All statements below are understood to hold uniformly in
x € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K, (g). Let us set
Bf(z) =7 'RL% [|(a —2)VO[r, |(b-2) V07| CR.

We shall compare the terms in (10.7) with
I :5_(%_1)/ Je, (s — x) ds.
Be(2)

Using the definitions of BS (z) in (10.6) (with o = 5 = 1), B*(z) above, K,.(¢) and
K,.(e) in (3.1), we have

1_

< Cem WY |BL(2) ABE(2)| < C0(J2|P + 1),

e~ G / ge, (s —x)ds — 1
Bi(2)

for some §,p > 0. The definition of h(a,b; z) in (10.4) implies that
RL7%gC1 (x) h(a,b;z) = e GD / ge, () ds.
B=(2)

Due to the definitions of B%(z), K, () and K,.(¢) and the fact that |gc, (z) —
Je, (s — )| < C|s|, we obtain, for some §',p’ > 0,

I—e G b / Je, (z)ds
Be(2)

Combining the above three displays, we arrive at (10.7). O

<C e~ G D|slds < C% (|27 +1).
B=(z)

10.2.1. Proof of Lemma 10.1. Let us outline the plan. We will stop the process
Y at ¢ (given in (10.5)) using the strong Markov property and show that from
¢ onward, the exit event can be approximated by a simpler event involving only
Y7 (equivalently, N7 due to (7.4)) at a deterministic time 7} (Lemma 10.3);
then we apply a density estimate result to show that this simpler event can be
approximated by replacing N%l by N (Lemma 10.4); finally, we undo the stopping
at ¢ and complete the proof of Lemma 10.1.

In this proof, if not otherwise specified, all statements are understood to hold
uniformly in z € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K,.(¢).
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Before proceeding, let us make a further notational simplification. It is easier to
work with stopping times for exiting a vertical strip as in (7.16). So, let us redefine

(10.8) T = (R0,

Due to (10.2), working with this definition of 7 instead of the original one, we
introduce a uniform probability error of order o.(1). Therefore, although we prove
all the results in this section using the definition in (10.8), they also automatically
hold true for the original definition in (10.1).

In view of (10.5) and (10.8), we have
(<.

Using (7.3), we have that, whenever |Y}| < &%,
0

1
(10.9) e = eMevx + eU¢|, or equivalently, (= 3 log m,
and, whenever |Yi| < R,

1 R
(10.10) R=¢eM|Y] +eUL|, orequivalently, 7= X log W00

Let us disintegrate the distribution of Y, with respect to Y; using only the typical
values of the latter:

Lemma 10.2. [If
(10.11) 0<dg<BAL,

then, for sufficiently small 8 > 0, the following holds uniformly in x € K,.(¢) and
in [a,b] € K, (¢),

(10.12) P="*{Y; € {R} x €[a,b]}
— =" [PY< {¥: € (R} x &[0, 0]} Lyya o, py2jcanoy] +0e(1).
PROOF: Let us first exclude unlikely values of Y, and prove the following:
(10.13) P (Y, € {R} x P K u(e), |YZ] > "} = 0c(1),
(10.14) P""{Y; € {R} x P K u(e), Y = —”} = 0.(1).
Since |V | < %17 < &% for sufficiently small e, we know that

(10.15) Y2 =¢’.
To estimate Yg, we use the strong Markov property and (7.4) to see
(10.16)

P (Y2 € P K (o), [Y2| > &P} = E°* [PY< (V? € PK,0(e)} 1‘Yg|2€%}

— = [PY< {e"YZ +eN? € K, (e)} 1‘Y5‘2500} .
Due to (10.15), we can use (10.10) to see that

(10.17)
PYe {e"YE +eN2 € P Koi(e)} = P {RP|Y] + cULPY] +eN2 € P K . (e)}
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We want to control N2 in the above display using Lemma 7.2 (6). Using (10.10)
with Yy = z satisfying |2!| = €, we have for ¢ > #A~! and ¢ sufficiently small,

P {r >ql.} <P {|U} > — Re® 1} = 0.(1),
where we used Lemma 7.2 (3). This along with Lemma 7.2 (6) implies that
PY¢ {IN2| > e} =0.(1)
for every p > 0. Using this, [a,b] C K, (¢) and the fact that |YZ| > £”° holds a.s.
under PY¢ with |Y2[ > %0 we bound the left-hand side of (10.17) from above by
P {Cl¥y +eUl|Pete < P hto, (1), if V2| 2 ™,

for arbitrary § > 0. Since |Y| = &’ holds a.s. under P¥¢ due to (10.15), we use
Lemma 7.2 (3) and (10.11) to see that, for sufficiently small §, we can choose § so
that the main term in this display can be bounded by

pYe {5-1(59 — Cer((BA)=0-D0)) < |Ul|} = 0.(1), if [YZ2|> e
Hence, the left-hand side of (10.17) is o.(1) when |Y<2| > g%, Inserting this
into (10.16), we obtain
P ey € P K. (), |Y<2| > &%) = 0.(1).

and (10.13) follows. To prove (10.14), we apply the strong Markov property:

PV = R, Yo = —e"} S B[PV > 0} 10 ]

<ESPY e 42Ul > 0} S ESTPY{UL > 771 = 0 (1),
where we used (7.3) in the second estimate and Lemma 7.2 (3) in the last one.
Finally, applying the strong Markov property and relations (10.13), (10.14), we see
that uniformly in z € K,.(¢) and [a,b] € K. (¢),

P<""{Y; € {R} x £°[a,b]}

=P Y, € {R} x ’[a,b], Y =&, |YZ| <} +0.(1)

= B [PY (Y, € (R} x [, b} L pya oo, pyzpcctor | +0c(1),
so (10.12) holds, and the proof is completed. ]

Now, we investigate the dynamics after (. Taking into account the indicator
function in the above display, we study PY {Y;? € €’[a,b]} for [a,b] C K..(¢) and
y € R? satisfying
(10.18) yl =¢f, ly?| < .

For these values of y, due to (10.10), we have P¥-a.s.
1
10.19 =—log——,
(1019) TR B ey
which is to be compared with the following deterministic time
1 R 1 R
10.20 T =T = —log— = —log —.
( ) 1=Ti(e) = 5 log RS
We emphasize that T is in fact independent of y under assumption (10.18). The
next result shows that T3 is a good approximation of 7 under PY.
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Lemma 10.3. If ¥g,91 > 0 satisfy
(10.21) 91 < 1, 91+ 9 > 1,

then, for sufficiently small 8,n > 0, the following holds uniformly in y satisfy-
ing (10.18) and [a,b] C K, (g),

n

PY{Y; € {R} x 7o, 0]} =u PV {VE € [Fa 232, Po s 220 L o 1).

PROOF: In this proof, if not otherwise specified, all statements are understood
to hold uniformly in y satisfying (10.18) and [a,b] C K,.(¢). Since Yy = y! = &’
holds a.s. under PY, using (7.3) and Lemma 7.2 (3), we obtain

PY{V} # R} <PY{c? +eU} <0} <PY{|U}| >} =0(1).
The desired result will follow once we show that, for all sufficiently small n > 0,
(10.22) PY{IY? — Y7 | > 1M} = 0.(1).
To show (10.22), we start by controlling 7 — T3. Using (10.19), (10.20), (10.18),
Lemma 7.2 (3), the fact the e — 1 > s, and (10.21), we have

1
P {r—Ty >c"} <PY {log =] E!Ull > Agﬁl} < PY {ew’lgwﬂ > (e - 1)|y1|}
Y 7

< PV {e,\aﬁl Ul > )\8191—1+0} — 0.(1),
if 6 is small enough to ensure ¥; — 1+ 6 < 0. Similarly,
PU{Ty —7>c"} <PV {log ly" +eUr| |Z1€|U71| > /\aﬁl}
<PY{UH = A" 1) = 0. (1).
In conclusion, we have
(10.23) PY{|Ty — 7| > "'} = 0.(1).
With this estimate at hand, let us compare Y;? and YT21. Using (7.4), we have
(10.24)

PY{|Y? — YA | > 2t} <PY {|g?|le "™ —e 1| > L1t} 4 PYLINZ — N7 | > e} .
Let us estimate the first term on the right of (10.24). On {|T} — 7| < "1}, we have
747 — T < plr — T < pe™.

Hence, using (10.23), (10.18) and (10.21), we obtain

(10.25)
py {|y2||67‘” —e | > %5”’7} < PpPY {usﬁlﬂ% > %5”’7} +0e(1) = 0.(1),

for sufficiently small > 0.
Then, we turn to the second term on the right of (10.24). Due to (10.23),

(10.26) PY{|N? — N7, | > 3"} < PY{|NZ — N7, | > 2"} + 0.(1),
where we have set

T=(V(T—") AT +e™).
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Then, we write
(10.27) PY{|N2— N7 |> 1"} <P¥{e "I |UZ - U3 | > £}
+PY {|e™#T — e *T1||UZ| > 2e} .
Due to (7.2), the first term on the right of (10.27) can be estimated as
PY {e T |UZ - UZ,| > 3o} < PV {e T M2 - M2, o, | > e}

+ PV e ME, — MR o] 2 gy} + PV {e TV - VE | 2 e}

< 2PV sup |MP = M3, o, | > 55"
te[T1—e%1,T1+£%1]

+PY{IVZ - VR | > f5etTen )

For t € [Ty — &%, T\ + &), we have (M?); — (M?)y, _.0, < Ce?Tie"1 (see (7.2)).
Also, |V2 — VT21| is bounded by Ce*Tie?1. Using these and the exponential mar-
tingale inequality (Lemma 7.1), the above is o.(1) provided 7 is small enough to
guarantee 2n —¥; < 0and n—1—19; <O0.

The second term on the right of (10.27) can similarly be bounded from above by

9
py (e—u(Tra ) _ e—uﬂ) sup |Mt2| > %5"
te[Ty—e¥1 Ty +ev1]

—pu(Ty—e”1 —uT 2 1 _n—1
+Py{(e wTi==) ¢ “1>|V?|Z§£" }

For t € [T1 —e%, Ty +e%1], (M?), < Ce?#Ti. In addition, |V2| is bounded by Ce#Tt.
Thus the the exponential martingale inequality (Lemma 7.1) and

e~mTi—e"Y) _ p—uT < Ce HTigh

imply that both terms in the previous display are o.(1) provided n > 0 is small
enough to ensure n —9; <0 andn—1—1v9; <O0.

In conclusion, for 7 sufficiently small, we obtain that the left-hand sides in (10.27)
and thus (10.26) are o.(1), the latter of which combined with (10.25) and (10.24)
verifies (10.22). This completes the proof. m|

Let us now choose concrete values g = 3(B4A1) and 9y = 1— % satisfying (10.11)
and (10.21) thus making Lemmas 10.2 and 10.3 applicable.

Due to (7.4) and (10.20), we have
Y:,%I = e My 4 EN:%1 = Ry + EN%l, PY-a.s.
We define a family of sets E5 (s) for s € R by

(10.28) E5(s) = {r €R: RP%r 4 ese [e% T P %} } ,
which allows us to rewrite

(10.29) pv {Yﬁl e [sﬂa Tt o+ %}} =P {y? € EL(N7,)}.

We are suppressing the dependence of E5 on [a, b] in our notation.
Let us estimate the the error caused by replacing N7, by a Gaussian r.v. in (10.29).
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Lemma 10.4. There are independent centered Gaussian r.v.’s N and Z with con-
stant variances such that
oo ‘Py {y2 IS Eft(N%l)} —P {y2 IS Ei(/\/’)}‘ < &P {y2 IS Eft(Z)} ,
y =", |y"|<e"0

la,b]CR

for some 6 > 0. In addition, N has variance cg given in (10.3).

PrROOF:  Recalling the definition of T3 = Ti(e) in (10.20), we choose § > 0
sufficiently small so that T} < 6l for all small ¢, where 6 is given in Lemma 11.1.
This allows us to apply Lemma 11.1 (4) with v < 0 to see that there are constants
d,6', ¢ > 0 such that, for all z € R?,

Y Y
yililg)e w(U%l’N%l)(Z) S07T1 (Z)

(10.30) ¥l <ere
< sup C (|y2| —|—66 (1 —|—67U|y1|)) efc\zﬁ < 65/67C\z‘27
y'=e
ly*|<e”0

where Z; is defined in (11.1). Note that Z; does not depend on y once we impose
the constraint y' = %, so we will write ¢z, instead of gp% .
1 T

Using e*1e? = R (due to (10.20)) and a change of variables, we can get

E|Z,

2 0 9
:/ ez“S’FQ(ReAS,O)’ ds.
7T1(E)

Let N be a centered Gaussian r.v. with variance ¢z given in (10.3). It can be easily
checked that, for some ¢”,c” > 0,

e 2
S5566\5|, s R.

ENORINO)
Therefore, we conclude from this and (10.30) that, for some 4, > 0,

S .2
sup < gde—clsl , sER.
yl=c®

ly®|<e?0

P (5) = o (s

We emphasize that A is independent of €, y. Extending the probability space if
necessary, we can assume that A is independent of Y, and we can also take Z to be
an independent centered Gaussian r.v. with density proportional to e‘é|z|2, zeR.
Then, using the above display and integrating over the region {s € R : y? € E%(s)},
we obtain the desired result. ]

Now let us combine the evolution before and after ¢. Recalling (10.12), we set
Ce={v! = [V <™} ={¥} >0, Y| <™}
Hence, (10.12), Lemma 10.3, (10.29), and Lemma 10.4 imply
P2 {V2 € ePla,b
(10.31) { N 0.1} R
=4 PTHYZ € EL(N), C°} £°PT Y2 € EL(Z), C°} £ o.(1).

The next result removes the constraint {|YZ| < e”}.
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Lemma 10.5. The following holds uniformly in x € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K,./(¢):
P"= Y, € {R} x £7[a,b]} =<4 P " {YZ € EZ(N), Y{ >0}
+ P Y2 € EL(2), Y >0} £o.(1).
PRrOOF: Using the definition of E5 in (10.28) and Gaussian tail of N/, we have
that, for sufficiently small §’ > 0,
P {YZ e BLWN), Y0 20, V2] 2™}

<P RV b eN € [Fag £, P £ V2] 2

< pee {Eepr < Caw“)*‘;'} + 0e(1) = 0e(1).

where the last equality is guaranteed by (10.11). Replacing N in the above argu-
ment by Z, we also have

P {YZ € ES(2), Y >0, [YZ]| > "} =0c(1).
These two displays above together with (10.31) yield the desired result. O

Then, we proceed to approximating PEQCE{Y<2 € EL(N), Y} >0} and
P‘E%{Y<2 € Ei(2), YC1 > 0}. The treatment is similar for both of them because
they are both independent centered Gaussian r.v.’s.

The displays (7.4) and (10.9) imply that
Yg —e ML+ ENC2 = Lela=0p ‘:v + (51_0‘U<1 ‘p + EN(?, P a.s.
Using this and the definition of E5 in (10.28), we have that

(10.32)
P"r {Y2 € BX(N), Y >0}
cl+n

_ pete {R‘%ePYf LeNe {aﬁazp A } V> o}

— peTe {LR_”E""’ ‘3: + al_o‘Ugl‘p + R_”EHQ”NC? +eN € {EB(ZZF 51;77, ePh + —51;77} , Yo >
We can apply Lemma 7.5 to get that

sup P°® {|R7PEGPNC2‘ > %a"} = 0(1),
z€K,. ()

for all n > 0 satisfying n < fp. This along with (10.32) yields that
P"r {Y2 € BL(N), Y >0}
=P {LR"’EO‘” |v+e' U +eN € [Pafe'™, oL, V) > 0} + 0e(1).
Lastly, due to (7.3),
(V2 >0} "= {z+e Ul > 0}.

Using these estimates and Lemma 10.5, we complete the proof of Lemma 10.1. O
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10.3. Typical exit locations.

Proposition 10.4. Let o € (0,1], p > 0, o/ = (ap)A1l, ¢ = R~PL. Let 7 be defined
by (10.1). Let U and N be centered independent Gaussian r.v.’s with variance ¢y
and ¢z given in (9.2) and (10.3), respectively. For a,b,x € R, set

PP (z,[a,b]) = PE°® {YT € (R} x & [a,b]}.

For every s, 3’ > 0, the following hold for some § > 0:
(1) If p < 1, then

sup ‘Pf’p(ac, [a,0]) = P {c |z + al—au\P € [a,b], x+e'7U > 0}‘ =0(%).
€K, (¢)
[a,b]CK ./ (¢)

(2) If p=1, then

sup ‘Pf”’(m, [a,b]) = P{c|z+ "7 U|+ 7N € [a,b], z+&"7U >0} ‘ =o0().
TEK . (e)
[a,b]CK,j(E)
(3) If p>1 and ap < 1, then

sup [P (x,[a,b]) — P {c|z]” + €N € [a,b]} P {z + U > 0}] = o ().
K. ()
[a,b]CK;j(s)
(4) If p>1 and ap > 1, then

sup | PXP(x,]a,b]) —P{N € [a,b]} P{z+e' U >0}| =0 (£9).
€K, (g)
[a,b]CK;j(E)
Remark 10.2. Sometimes, it is useful to replace |z|” in part (3) by |z + &' ~°U|”.
We claim that

‘P{c|:1c|” +e' TN € [a,b], z+e'7U > 0}
—P{clz +0UP + N € [a,b], 74U > 0) ’ —o (55’)

for some ¢ > 0, uniformly in z € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K, (¢). To see this, we
first restrict U to [—lc,l.], introducing a probability error of at most o.(1). Then,
we rewrite thus modified probabilities above as Gaussian integrals, first integrating
over N and then over Y. For a given U, the Lebesgue measure of the symmetric
difference of the domains of integration for A/ is bounded by lg/a-(l—a)—(l—w) =
1P e(p=1) = (&) for some p/,d’ > 0, uniformly in = € K,.(¢) and [a,b] C K,. ().
The domains of integration for i/ are always the same. Hence, the above display
holds, implying the following version of the estimate in (3):

sup ‘P;"p(x, [a, b])
z€K,. ()
la,b]CK,,/(€)

—P{clz+e' U+ TN € [a,b], x+e' U >0} ‘ =o0(%).

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 10.4: In this proof, all statements are understood
to hold uniformly in € K, (¢) and [a,b] C K, (). We also shorten “w.h.p.
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under P="* uniformly in =z € K, (¢)” into “w.h.p.” For brevity, we often write

P = P*?(z,[a,b]). For a,b € R, we define
Bap=c 7 [(a VO)r, (bV 0)%] .

Note that © € B, is equivalent to > 0 and cx” € [a,b]. For a,b,h € R, we
introduce an h-perturbation of B, ; by:

A =3 [(av())% Fh, (bV0)? ih} ,

Recall ¢ given in (10.5) is controlled by the parameter 6 € (0, ). Later, we will
choose 6 to be sufficiently small.

Part (1). Note that in this case, we automatically have o/ = ap < 1. Lemma 7.10
implies that

P"* {Y; € {R} x e*[a, b]}
(10.33) =P="® {c |z + sl_O‘UTl}p + " N? € [a,b], x+7OUL > 0} + 0.(1).

Using Lemma 7.5 (with 6 = 0 therein), we can choose ¢’ > 0 as small as needed so
that [N2| < e~ w.h.p. Hence, due to (10.33),

Px=y Ps"‘x {x + EliaU: € Ba:Fs”,b:I:s”} + 06(1)7
where v = 1 — ap — §'. Here, let us use (10.8) to redefine 7 thus introducing a
probability error of order o.(1). This allows us to apply Lemma 9.1 to 7. Using the
above display and Lemma 9.1 with R, 0,0 substituted for r, 6, therein, we have
that, for all n € (0,1),

P=,P {x +el7 Y e Aaiizv,bisv} +o0 (56).

Note that Leb(AaiiZU,bj:sUAB%b) < Ce»™. Due to p < 1, by choosing & suffi-
ciently small and 7 sufficiently close to 1, we can ensure % An >1—a Using
Lemma 7.11, we obtain

Plotei=U e A pon} = Pla+2"UE By} +o(")

for some 0” > 0 completing the proof.
Part (2). Applying Lemma 10.1 with 8 = ap, we obtain

P =4 pete {x + EliaUcl S Ba,slfa(/\/isn)’ b,s17a(/\/15n)} +o (66)

for some 7,6 > 0. Then, applying Lemma 9.1 with 1,0 substituted for r, £ therein,
we obtain

Py P [zt el U e A} +o (a‘s,),

where

Ag: = Aaifalfo‘(./\fia"), b—el=(NFen)
for v € (0,1 — ) to be chosen and some ¢’ > 0. Due to p = 1, we have
Leb(AZAB, ci-app_ci-ap) < Ce? 124 Choosing 6 close to zero, we can en-
sure that v is close to 1 to ensure that the exponent satisfies vA (1 —a+n) > 1—a.
Using Lemma 7.11 to estimate the difference between two Gaussian integrals, we

obtain the the desired result.
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Part (3). Note that a < 1 is necessary for this case. Using Lemma 10.1 with
B = ap, we get that

P =4 pete {.’L‘ + El_aUCl S Ba_alfcxp(/\/ia’q)) b_al—ap(/\/qzan)} +o (86)

for some 7,4 > 0. Due to Lemma 7.2 (3), we have |[U}| < e w.h.p. for &' > 0 as
small as needed. Using this and the independence of A/, we have
(10.34) P <y P{c|z|’ + e "N € [agc,be ]} P {x+ 72U >0} + 0 (€9,
where

are=aFe' 7T —o((x+ 51_0‘_5/) Vv 0)? + c|z|?,

bie=bte ™ _c((zF 51_0‘_6/) vV 0)P 4 c|z|f.
If ¢ > —51_0‘_5/, then, due to z € K,.(g) and p > 1, the Lebesgue measure of
[a,b]Alax.c, bt o] is bounded by Ce(l=artmrli=a=3") "where §” > § still can be
made as small as needed. Due to p > 1, the exponent is strictly larger than 1 — ap

for sufficiently small 6”. Applying Lemma 7.11, we obtain that the first factor on
the right of (10.34) is

(Plelal? + "N € a,b]} £ 0(e™) ) 1_aramsr ooy (@) + OV L - (2)

for some 8" > 0.

For the second factor on the right of (10.34), choosing 3" sufficiently large and
using Lemma 7.2 (3), we have

P (a0l 2 0} = P {w+ o € 0.0 |+ P {eeut > 1 - o)
=P {otetoul € [0, b+ o).

Invoking Lemma 9.1 with 1, 0 substituted for r, £ therein, we get that, for arbitrary
v € (0,1 — ) to be chosen and some 6,9 > 0,

P {a+ Ul 20} =P {u U e foF 1 £} 4o ()
=P{o+el U= 0} +o(h),
where the last equality follows, once we choose v close enough to 1 — 6 to ensure
v >1—q, from Lemma 7.11, and the Gaussian tail of /. We also have
Plz+e"U>0} 1 iasy(x) = 0c(1),
taking into account the Gaussian tail of /. Combining the results on both factors
in (10.34) completes the proof of part (3).
Part (4). Applying Lemma 10.1 with 5 = 1, we obtain that, for some ¢ > 0,

Px=, pe® {cs"‘p_l(x + El_o‘Ué)p +NelaFe b+, z+ El_O‘Ucl >0} +o0 (55).

Due to Lemma 7.2 (3), we have |z + &' ~*U}| < 1" wh.p. for some sufficiently
large s/ > 0. This along with ap > 1 and the independence of N implies that, for
some 7’ > 0,

P=,P {N € {a:F e b+ e”,} } pete {e+eU >0} +o (66).

Due to Lemma 7.11, the first factor on the right differs from P{A € [a,b]} by an
error term o(e%") for some &. The second one can be shown, with an argument
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similar to the proof of part (3), to be P{z +'~*U > 0} up to an o(e®") error for
some ¢§” > 0. Combining these estimates, we obtain the desired result. |

11. DENSITY ESTIMATES

In this section, we prove Lemma 11.1, which has been used in Sections 9 and 10.
We first introduce the setting for this lemma.

Consider the process Y; in R? given in (7.1). Recall the associated processes
U; and N; defined in (7.2). For y € R? and t > 0, we define R*-valued Gaussian
vectors Z and Z by

t
Z} = / e MF! (0,67 y?) dWL,
0

t
Zt2 = e_“t/ e“sFl2 (e)‘syl, e_“sy2) dWSl,
(11.1) .Y
Z, :/ e M E(0,0)dW,
0

t
7, = ef“t/ e‘“sFl2 (e)‘syl,()) dWSl,
0

where we suppressed the dependence on y in the notation.

Recall that, for y € R2, the probability measure under which Yy = y a.s. is
denoted by PY. For a random vector X, we denote its probability density function

(with respect to the Lebesgue measure) under PY by ¢%. Since Z} is independent
of y, we write its density simply as @1.
t

Lemma 11.1. There is 6 > 0 such that for each v € (0,1), there are constants
C,c,6 > 0 such that, for e sufficiently small and all y € R?,

(1) |epn (s) = @5 ()

T(e) T(e)

@) | ()-¢z, ()

T(g)
(3) d(JU%N%T(g) (z) — ‘P%T(E) (2)
(4) ‘P%Ul,N?)T(E)(Z) - wyZT(E) (z)’ <C (|2 +e (L+evyl)) e=cl2” forall z €
R2
hold for all deterministic functions T(-) satisfying 1 < T(¢) < 0l..

< Ce® (1+evyt|) esl® for all s € R;

<C (IR +& (1+evyY) e for all s € R;

<Cel (1+evyt|) e=<=” for all z € R?;

This lemma is a special case of a more general result, Lemma 11.2, in higher
dimensions. Our goal is to prove Lemma 11.2. We start by describing the general
setting. We will deduce Lemma 11.1 from Lemma 11.2 in the next subsection.

11.1. General setting and main result. Let v, d be positive integers satisfying
v < d, and let A € R? satisfy

(11.2) AM>AZ> >N >0 T s

so the origin is a saddle point of the vector field z + (A’2%)1<;<4. The coordinates

1,...,v correspond to the unstable directions near the origin, and the remaining
coordinates v + 1,...,d correspond to the stable directions.
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We consider the following SDE

(11.3) dY; = N'Yidt + eF}(Y)dW] + *G'(Vy)dt, i=1,2,....d,
assuming that

co:= min |[uTF(x)* >0, for all z € R
(11'4) |ul=1, ueRd

F, G and their derivatives up to the third order are bounded.

We consider the initial conditions, for y € R?,

(11.5) Yy = y.
By Duhamel’s principle, we can solve (11.3) with (11.5) by
(11.6) Y/ = eAjt(yj +eU}) = Nyl + eN?,
where
(11.7) Ul = M} +eVy, N} =eNtuj,
and
. t j .

(11.8) M) = / e NS F) (Vi) dWl,

0
(11.9) 1% :/ e NG (Y,)ds

0

We emphasize that U, Ny, My, and V; depend on y and €.
For z € R4t € R, we denote
oSV = (¢b, 2?,...2") € RY,

7V = (2 22 ) e RV,

e)‘tx = (ekjttfj)?:l
Define
i o e E (050 (X)) AW, fori <,
A PP ft e—)ﬁsFi (eksy) dW, for i > v,
fo st dW for i < v,
Zy = oMt fo Alst Ay SV 0>V )YdWE,  for i > b

(11.10)

For a r.v. X with values in a Euclidean space, its Lebesgue density, if exists,
is denoted by @x. Since U, Ny, Z; and Z; depend on y, we add a superscript y
to the density notation to emphasize this dependence. For example, we write the

density of U; as gprt. Since 7? ” is independent of Y, we denote the density of 7? v
by pgsr-

Lemma 11.2. Consider (11.6) with initial condition (11.5). Let

v

(11.11) p(z) = Z x;_i, for x> 0.

k=1
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Then there is § > 0 such that for each v € (0,1), there are constants C,c,5 > 0
such that, for e sufficiently small and for all deterministic functions T(-) satisfying

(11.12) 1< T(e) <L,
the following hold:

(1) ¢¥ < (@) =" ., (2)] < O (14 (e |y="]) =", for all x € R” and

T(e) Zf(a)
€ R%;
(2) ey < (@) —<p§§;)(:z:) < O (ly>|+ € (L+pey="]))) e, for all
T (&) €

z €R” and y € RY;
2

(3) @y cv powyy, (@) = w%ﬂs)(x)’ < O (14 pe=*[y=r]) e~ for all 2,y €

Rd;

—v v —C|T 2
(4) [elyze oy, @ =0, @] < C ("1 +2 (4B ly=D)) e,
for all x,y € R,

T(e)

11.2. Preliminaries. Let us introduce the necessary notation from the Malliavin
calculus.

For any 7 € (0,00), we let Q7 be the standard Wiener space for R%-valued
Wiener processes on [0, 7]. We also set

(11.13) s = L ([0, T); RY)
with the inner product denoted by (-,)3,. Note that {W(h)}re given by

T d
W(h)_/0 > hi(s)dWi, he A,
=1

is an isonormal Gaussian process (real-valued) indexed by 7 (meaning that W is a
centered Gaussian process satisfying EW (h)W (') = (h, ') s, for all h, B/ € 7).
For p € [1,00), let LP(Qr;5%) be the set of s#-valued random variables with

finite norm (E|| - ||§%)% Then, the Malliavin derivative operator is an unbounded
operator D : LP(;R) — LP([0,T]; #%) defined initially for “smooth” random
variables of the form

by

DX = zm: Dif W (ha),...,W(hm))hi,

where f : R™ — R is smooth and compactly supported for some m € N. It is
extended to a closed operator under the graph norm
1
X117 = (EIX[” + E[DX|, )" .
We denote the domain of D by D}r’p . For each n € N, this construction can be
extended to D : LP(Q; #2™) — LP(Q; AE™ ) with norm

1
1057 = (BN s + ENDXIg0is)
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Here, we omitted n, the degree of the tensor product, in the notation for simplicity.
In the same fashion, we denote the associated domain still by D%lp . The degree of the
tensor product will be clear from the context. For k € N, the k-th order derivative
operator D) can be defined inductively. Its domain is denoted by D?p and the
associated graph norm by |- ||x,p,7. In particular, it sends an #2"-valued random
variable X in Dl;-’p to an 2" *-valued random variable D®) X, for n € NU {0}
with the understanding that %7@0 = R. Moreover, we have

1
P

k
¥ |,p, 7 = <E||X|‘f;f7@n +> IIDZX|§f7@7L+i>
=1

It is clear that D?p C Dﬁr/’p/ for p’ > pand k' > k. For k € N, we set D?"O =
k,
Npe(o,00) D7
We refer to [Nua95, Chapter 1] for more details on the basics of Malliavin cal-
culus. Later, we will also need results from [Nua95, Chapter 2] on the application
of the Malliavin calculus to solutions of SDE.

For an R™-valued random vector X satisfying X* € ]D)%ll foralli=1,2,...,m,
the associated Malliavin matriz of X is an m X m random matrix given by
11.14 - ( DX DX ) .
(11.14) ox = ot ) i m

If the components of X are in DX?, we write ||| p.7 = SN X e p T

Let us recall [BC14, Theorem 2.14.B] (see also [BCC16, Theorem 2.4.6]) which
estimates the difference between derivatives of two densities in terms of Sobolev
norms and the Malliavin matrix. For our purposes, in our statement of this result,
Theorem 11.1 below, we simplify the conditions of the original theorem by setting
the localization random variable ® to be 1, the derivative order ¢ = 0 (i.e., we
compare densities themselves, without derivatives) and using Meyer’s inequality
(c.f. [Nua95, Theorem 1.5.1]) to bound the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator. We
stress that, although the conditions of Theorem 2.14.B as it is stated in [BC14]
do not formally allow for ¢ = 0, that theorem is still valid for this value of ¢. In
fact, in [BC14], Theorem 2.14 is derived from Theorem 2.1 via an approximation
argument. In turn, part B of Theorem 2.1 is restated and proved in the form of
Theorem 3.10, where ¢ is allowed to be 0.

Theorem 11.1 ([BC14]). Fori= 1,2, let X; be an R¥-valued random vector with
components in Dgloo satisfying E(det oy, )P < 0o for every p > 1. Then, there exist
positive constants C,a, b,y only depending on d such that for all x € R?

o, (z) = o, ()] SCII Xy = Aalla 7 | [] (1VE(deton)™) 1+ (| Xills.7)
i=1,2
b

> P{ - <2}

i=1,2

We will use this theorem to derive Lemma 11.2. Thus our goal is to estimate all
the factors on the right-hand side of this bound for the choices of X7 and A5 relevant
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for Lemma 11.2. In particular, we will need to estimate moments of Malliavin
derivatives and negative moments the Malliavin covariance matrix.

The fact that C, a,p do not depend on 7T is important because we will apply this
estimate to times 7 given by a function of € growing to oo as ¢ — 0.

Let us fix
1

11.15 6= }
( ) 8 max{Al, |\¢|, 1}

Hence, if T' = T'(¢) satisfies (11.12) for all € € (0, 1), then
(11.16) NIT <o and T <e s, j=1,2,....d, € (0,1).

Let us arbitrarily fix T = T'(¢) satisfying (11.12) and thus (11.16).
For a random variable &, we define

2
€l = (ElEP) 7.
Let us derive a few basic inequalities.

Lemma 11.3. Letp > 2.

o There is a positive constant C' depending only on p,d such that, for any
ty > t1 > 0 and any adapted R -valued process (Xs)s>0 = ((X.s)1<1<d)s>05

to ta
(11.17) Ut Xz,deﬁL < C/tl (], ds.

1

e For any ty > t1 > 0, any measurable process (Xs)s>0,

tg t2
(11.18) [/ Xsds} Slta—ta| [ [X], ds.
t1

p t1

e For any T >0, anyn € N, and any measurable process (Xs)se(o, 1 »

(11.19) [||X|\%g®n} < / (X ] ds'ds® - ds",
71, (0.7]" P
where G is given in (11.13).

PrRoOOF: For the reader’s convenience we recall the Minkowski integral inequality:
for any ¢ € [1,00), n > 1, and [t1,t2] C R,

1
a &
E < / (E| X1 o o |7) 7 dsds? ... ds™
[tl,tz]"

Using the BDG inequality, and the Minkowski integral inequality (with ¢ = p/2)

together with p > 2, we have
2 oy 2
P\ p to P P
> <C (E / | X, |%ds >
ty

2] 2]
[/ )Q,dej} _<E/ X dW!
t » t
2} to

sc/ (ElXSV’)%ds:O/ [, ds,

t1 tl

/ X517527m)snd51ds2...ds"
[t1,t2]™
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where C only depends on p and d due to the BDG inequality. This is (11.17). Using
the Minkowski integral inequality and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

to to p % to 1 2 ta
[/ Xsds} _ E/ X,ds g(/ (E|Xs|p)Pds) §|t2—t1|/ X, ds
t1 P t1 t1 (31

yielding (11.18). Lastly, (11.19) follows from

||XH2%07®7L = / ‘Xsl,sz,...,s"’2d51d82'"dSn
[0, 7]

and the Minkowski integral inequality. ]
We set, for small € and T given in (11.12),
(11.20) H="H(E) = %(5),

and will apply (11.19) to processes indexed by [0,T(¢)]™. We emphasize that H
depends on €.

Henceforth, we fix an arbitrary v € (0,1) (as in the statement of Lemma 11.2)
Most of the estimates below are obtained for all p > 2. We need this restriction
in order to apply Lemma 11.3 in intermediate steps. However, it is easy to extend
our results to p € [1,2) using Jensen’s inequality.

For A, B € R, we write A < B if and only if there is a constant C' > 0, only
depending on p, \, F, G, 0, v, such that the inequality A < C'B holds. Here, d is the
dimension of the Euclidean space fixed at the beginning of this subsection; A\, F, G
determined the SDE given in (11.3); and @ has been fixed in (11.15). Note that,
in particular, the constant C is independent of ¢,y. Occasionally, we stress the
dependence of the constant on p by writing <p.

11.3. Derivative estimates. In this subsection, we assume p > 2 if not otherwise
specified.

We need bounds on all the factors on the right-hand side of the estimate provided
by Theorem 11.1. The Malliavin matrix will be estimated in the next subsection.
The main goal of this subsection is to estimate |X1 — Xa||2,y,7 and || ;|37
Thus we need to estimate Malliavin derivatives of X; and X} — X5, where A is
(UTS(I;), NT>(’;)) and X» is one of the Gaussian approximations defined via (11.10).

To compute the Malliavin derivatives of those processes viewed as solutions of
SDEs, we will use [Nua95, Theorems 2.2.1 and 2.2.2], so let us recall the notation
from [Nua95, Section 2.2]. For a real-valued measurable process (X):efo, 1], its
H-valued derivative DX; at any fixed t € [0,7T], if it exists, can be written in
(real-valued) coordinates as

DX, = (DIX,)

Similar notation applies to higher order Malliavin derivatives. For k € N, the H®*-
valued derivative D% X, if it exists, can be written in coordinates as (see, e.g., the
proof of [Nua95, Theorem 2.2.2])

(k) _ J15025-- 5Tk o .
DWX, = (D27 Xe) gy o e {12, d) -

We need estimates of all these components of the Malliavin derivatives up to order 3.
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We will need to make approximations to F(Y;), and it is convenient to introduce
notation for the resulting errors. For € R? and t € R, we set

i, oy JFU (@) = FY0Y, (My)7Y), i<,
H(tz) = { Fi(x) — Fi(eMy), i>v,
[P - F), i<w,
mt) { Fi(z) — Fi((eMy)=",0”Y), i> v

Note that we use different deterministic approximations for the unstable and stable
components, which will allow for more compact formulas later on. Using (11.4)
and (11.6), we have that, uniformly in ¢,

. Y N>">/\1, <,
(11.21)  |H(LY)] S (=1 + elnz P
(el(eMU)S|+e|NZY|) AL, i> v,
(1122) A0S (1Y) + SNy a1 ie {12,
j>v

Using the definitions (11.8), (11.9), (11.7), and (11.4), we have that for each
g > 1 there is a constant Cj; > 0 such that, for all ¢,
q

, E

E’Mtj <Cy j<u;

g
E’Ug

(11.23) o
E ‘e’WMtJ

J -4
CE|lM [

1q
E‘th

<Cq j>u.

11.3.1. 0th order derivatives. Our first goal is to obtain LP estimates on

Up — Zip, Uy — Zh, i<,

(11.24) Ni— 25 Ni—Zbh, i>v.

Taking arbitrary 5 € (0,1) to be determined later, we define

njzinf{t>0:|Ytj|25'3}, j<uw; n = min 7.
1<j<v

We first derive a few estimates 1nvolv1ng n?. The above definition implies €7 <
|Y; | = N |y +£U]J| Hence, 1 > 55 log(e” |y +<€U]J| 1), which implies that

Ee 7" < ZEef‘mj < Zgiﬁ%E‘yj —l—EUf]J »
j=1 j=1
v a v L
(11.25) ~DICEIIEED D
£ -

v

< Z (5*5 ’yﬁu‘)% + ia(l—ﬁ)fj, q>0,
j=1

Jj=1

where E|U£j |Ai’c < 1 follows from the definition of U; in (11.7) and BDG inequality.
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Let us consider i < 1/ Recall the definition of p from (11.11). Using BDG, (11.21), (11.23)
and (11.25) with 8 = v and g = pA’, we obtain, for some §' > 0,

(11.26)

T
/ ds
0
ya
TAn ; 2 2 TAn
SZE/ ey —i—ZE/
j<v |70 i>v 70

SePPpeP L Ee P <P e 4p ((5 2“|y<”|) ) +p (5(1*%)7”)

e (L+p (e [y=])", i<w

where in the last inequality we also used that for r > 0, p(r?) <, (p(r))?. Due
to (11.22) and the fact that M < 0 for j > v, (11.26) also implies

r
2 2

E e N Hi(s,Y,)

; 2
ds e NeNJ| ds| +E

T 2
X
/ e | ds
TAn

E / ‘e_)‘ SH'(s,Y,)| ds
0
(11.27) T L B
sE/ emrafa] xelf oo
0 =
(e =) + s i<
Due to (11.26) and (11.23), for some d¢ > 0,
(11.28)
, , . . . T i N
E|UL — Zy|” SE|MG - Zh|" +ePE|VE]” SE / ‘e_A SHi(s,Ys)| ds| +eP
0
S (L+p (e =), i<w
Similarly, using (11.27) and (11.23), we have, for some dj > 0,
. — |P T At i 2 g
E‘Ul—Zl <E/“5FZ A v
(11.29) L B A (s, Yo)| ds| +e
< % (1 +p (57“ ‘ygl"))p + ‘y>'/ Pooi<w

Then, we consider ¢ > v. Let us estimate, using Minkowski’s integral inequal-
ity, (11.21) and (11.23),

(11.30)

) T ) )
62)\7'T/ ‘G_MSHZ(S,YS)
< ZE

0
2T “Ns_ Nsyril?
} fee™ fUY
i<v

p .
<E spepAT+€p<52 1> .
i<v

P
2 2

E ds

p
2

ds ds

g i T i .12
+ Z E [e** T/ }e_)‘ *eN]
0

j>v
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Since M < 0 for j > v, due to (11.22) and (11.30), similar to the derivation
of (11.27), one can see

p
2

i T P — 2
(11.31) E e T/ e NH (s,Ys)| ds| SeR 4|y, i
0
Using (11.30) and (11.23), we obtain
E|NG— zi’ SE ‘e”TM; — Zi| 4 ePE ‘e”v;;
(11.32) I T
<E 62)\1T/ } NSHU(s,Ys)| ds| +eP Sed, i>vw
0

From (11.31) and (11.22) it can be derived that

; —i |P P
(11.33) E‘N{F—ZT Seb+ P, isw

11.3.2. Ist order derivatives. In order to estimate the Malliavin derivatives of the
r.v.’s in (11.24), we need to estimate the derivatives of U} and N;. These derivatives
are, in turn, related to those of Y}’ due to (11.6) and (11.7):

(11.34) PRY = cAtPPYT = DRI NI,

where the superscript in parentheses indicates the order of differentiation. For
j=1,2,...,d, [Nua95, Theorem 2.2.1] implies

(11.35)
. . t
Dng:e*WF;(YTH/ NSO F (Y )Dﬂykdwl+s/ e 0,GH(Y,)DiYEds.,

T

Let 0 < r <t <T. We use (11.35), (11.17), and (11.18) to obtain the first
inequality below; we plug in (11.34) to obtain the second inequality; and use esti-
mates (11.4) and (11.16) to obtain that, uniformly in r,¢,

(11.36)
[Divi], S [N } +Z (/ s [pIvE] ds—i—aQT/T —2X's [piyH] ds)
S e ATy (e 4 £4T) Z/ 2NN [DIUK] dst(e? + £*T) Z/ “2 [DINF] ds
k<v k>v

<€72)\T+€/ DJUsk:IpdS—’—Z[DiN‘f]pdS’ i§V7
T k<v k>v
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Similarly, we have that, uniformly in r, ¢,

(11.37)
v d . t .
[rDth] < {eAl(tfr)F;(K)} —i—ZeQm (/ o~ 2A's [Dzyk} ds+52T/ —2x%s [Dgyk] ds>
k=1 T T
A7) 4 (2 4 £4T) Z/ *[DIUY] ds+ (€2 +£'T) Z/ [DiN¥] ds
k<v T E>v YT

o2\ (t— r)+€/ DjUsk]pdS—f—Z['Dstk]pdSv 1> .
T k<v k>v

We need the following lemma.
Lemma 11.4. Let d,l € N and m > 0. Write v = (r;)!_, with all r; nonnega-

tive, and T = maxi<;<q ;. Suppose c(r,t) > 0 for all vr,t and that t — c(r,t) is
nondecreasing for each fixed r. Then, the system of inequalities

(11.38)

d t
Ogai(r,t)s0<amci(r,t>+62/ a’“(r,s>ds>, P<t<T, i=1,2,..4d,
k=1"F

with T satisfying (11.16), implies that there is a constant C' independent of e, T
such that a'(r,t) < Ce™ ZZ:I c*(r,t) for all t € [0,T), r satisfying + < t, and
1=1,2,...,d.

PROOF OF LEMMA 11.4:  Let b(r,t) = Ele a‘(r,t). We sum up the inequali-
ties (11.38) in 4 to obtain

0 < b(r,t ( m Z /O b(r, s)ds> .

Gronwall’s inequality implies that for some constant C independent of
d
0 <b(r,t) <Ce™ Z F(r,t)e’T.
k=1
Due to (11.16), e“*T is bounded. Using a’(r,t) < b(r,t), we complete the proof. O

Applying this result with [ = 1, m = 0, c(r,t) = e 2N and at(r,t) = [DgUﬂp
fori < wv,ci(r,t) = e =) and ai(r, t) = [DiNti]p for i > v to (11.36) and (11.37),
we obtain, for i <v,.m>v,1<j<d

11.39 DiUi] |, [DIN™] <Y e LN A0 < p <t < T
r~tlp rett o lp o~ ~
k<v k>v
which implies due to (11.34) and (11.16) that
11.40 DIY/] Se, r<t<T,1<ij<d.
( ret p~ ’ )J
The estimates (11.39) together with (11.19) give

(11.41) [HD(UTS”,N:?”) HL <1
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For ¢ < v, we have that, due to (11.10),
DIz} = N (050, ())
which along with (11.35) yields that
(11.42)

i . ¢ i . . t i . .
DI(U} — Zj) = e *"Hi(r,Y,) +/ e NSO F(Ys) DIy Faw! +5/ e N 0LGU(Y,) DYk ds.

Hence, we obtain

r
) ) T P 2 |2
1PWs =zl < (E| [ e me o] ar

J

H

d T ) ) )
J,k=1 ’

d

+ )& [H/ e N2 0L,GU(Y,)D Y ds

J,k=1

p

Due to (11.26), the first term on the right is < €20'/7(1 4 p(e~¥|y=*|))2. For the
next two terms, we first invoke properties (11.17), (11.18) and (11.19), and then
apply the boundedness of derivatives of F, (11.40), (11.16) to get

(11.44)

|

T T . . . T T
5/ / > [e—xsakﬂz@g)pgysk} dsdr 5/ / [Diyf]pds dr < eT? < &b
0 oy P o Jr

and, similarly,

dr

T . ) )
‘ | eearwpyiaw]

T[T _ _
<[ V e NSO F (Y, DIY !
0 r

Hdp

T ) ) )
(11.45) &2 [/ e M0 GHY)DIYEds

T (T
552T/ / [DIYE] dsdr <&
0 T P
H-p

Therefore, these yield, for some §; > 0,
(11.46) [HD(UTS” — 75 H} S (1+p (e [y=])”.
P

For i > v, we can compute

] . i ¢ i . .
DN} = 2) = NI Y) + [N oo (DY aw]
(11.47) T |
+eet / e N 0LG (Y,)DiY ds.

Note that now A" < 0. To bound [||D(N4 — Z%)HHL), we first estimate it similarly

to (11.43), and then apply (11.30) and estimates analogous to (11.44) and (11.45)
to obtain, for some ¢; > 0,

(11.48) [ID(NzY = Z2z9)||,,] < e

p ~
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To compare with Zr, we note that DI(U} — Z,) and Di(N; — Z,) have rep-
resentations similar to (11.42) and (11.47), respectively, only with H replaced
by H. Repeating estimations (11.42)—(11.48) and using (11.27) and (11.31) in
place of (11.26) and (11.30), we obtain

1 e @rpE =) + T
p

< 6] >v|2
HLN51+’y ‘

(11.49) [HD(U:%” ~ 7

(11.50) [HD(N:?” ~Z7)

11.3.3. 2nd order derivatives. Note that (11.10) implies that Z; and Z, are integrals
of deterministic functions and thus

(11.51) DRz, =DWZ, =0, k>2 t>0.

To compute higher order derivatives of U}, i = 1,...,d, let us rewrite (11.6) as
t o t L
Ui = / e N SFH (Y )dWw! + a/ e NG (Y, )ds
0 0

t ) t )
_ / e_xS*Fli (eks(y + gUS)) dWSl + 5/ e NS (eks(y + EUS)) ds
0 0

and apply formula (2.54) in [Nua95, Section 2.2] to this equation which plays the
role of of equation (2.37) therein. For r1,ry < ¢ < T, we obtain

(11.52)
s 1 _ —>\ r 7 k —\ir 7 k
DILRU; = VORF (Y )DEYE + e N 20, F, (Y, ) DY
t . ) ) ) t
[N @ B ) (DLYR) (DRYE) Wl [ R (v D]
r1Vra r1Vre
t t
+a/ e N (0%, 1, G (Ys)) (DY) (DﬁiYs’“2)ds+s/ A9, G(Y, DI YEds.
r1Vrs 7"1V’I"2

We can also derive this formula directly from (11.35).

Let us use this identity to estimate [DJ!- 72 U{] for i <v. In this case, we have
P

eN's <1 for all s > 0. We use properties (11.17) and (11.18), the boundedness of
the derivatives of F' and G assumed in (11.4), the estimate [(DJ YF1)(Di2 Ysk2)]p <

[Di! Ysk1]2p [Di2 YS’”LP implied by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and (11.34) to
obtain that, uniformly in 1,7, <t < T,

[DJl 22 UZ] ['Djz yk } [DJl yk }

1,72 r2TT1 TLT T2
d t
vren) Y [ [pyR),, [DRYR, ds
Ki1,ka=1 r1V7ra P P
d t
+(1+52T)Z/ [D2Y}F] ds. i<w.
k=1 r1Vre

Similarly, using (11.52), the relation in (11.34), and that ¢* =) < 1 for all s < ¢

when i > v, we have exactly the same bound for [Dﬁﬁ N, l] , & > v, uniformly in
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ri,re <t <T:
[DlrN], S [DEYE], + [PEYL],
d t
+(1+eT) Y / [Diryk], [DEYF], ds
ki, ko=17T1VT2 : :

d t
+(1+52T)Z/ [DlYF] ds, i>wv.

k=1"77T1 Vra

Applying (11.40) to bound the first order derivatives of Y, using (11.34) to rewrite
the second order derivatives of Y in terms of U for k£ < v and in terms of N for
k > v, and then applying (11.16) to bound T" and e\ for k < v, one can see that,
uniformly in r1,79 <t < T,7<vand m>v,

(11.53)
t
k
(DLl (PR, seve [ (X (PR, + X [PhENE, Jas.
T1VT2 k<v k>v
Let us momentarily fix ji1, j2, and set

sty | PEBU,, i<
172, [DJW?Nl] 2/\Jt I:DJ17J2UZ} . i> .

1,72 1,72

Plug this into (11.53) to obtain that, uniformly in r1,79 <t < T,

a'(ry,re,t) < E—I—Ei/t ak(ry,re,8)ds, i€ {l,2,...,d}.
k=1 r1Vre
Lemma 11.4 implies
(11.54)
[DLU:], [DEaN] Se, fori<wv, m>wy ri,m,t <T, 1< 1,52 < d,
This result, due to (11.34) and (11.16), yields
(11.55) [DI! gyﬂ <e? for1<i<d; ri,ro,t <T, 1< j1,j0 <d,

which is for later use.
From (11.19) and (11.54), we obtain

oo

H®2 Z /[ s Dii 122 :ip]pdrldrg <eT? i<v,
0,

and a similar bound for [HD(Q N}Hﬂm]p, i > v. This along with (11.16), (11.54)
and (11.51) implies
| set,

P (v vz ..
p
| et

(11.56) o (i nz) - z0), ...

o (@7 ) -7, 5
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11.3.4. 8rd order deriwatives. Similarly to the above argument for second order
derivatives, we apply (2.54) from [Nua95, Section 2.2] to obtain that for r1,79,r3 <
t<T,

t t
'DJI g2, j'g Ajl ,J25J3 +/ e~ Sle’Jz’JS ( )dWSl + 8/ 7}\ SCJI ,J2,73 (S)dS,

T1,T27T3 T1,72,73 71,72,73,l T1,72,T3
1VraVrs r1VraVrs

where: Ajl: 122 J,? is a linear combination of terms

),D]nl 7]n2 k

Trm Tng ) Ty Ty Ly, 0

2

—Xirpg 52 i Jrm Y km —Xry, i

e N rodt L FE (V) [ Dy, e Mmoo F (Y,
m=1

J1:J2,73

Jo0e 1(s) is a linear combination of terms

3
O o i (V) TT Dl¥le, 03, F (V) (DRTzy) (Dhvl) . oo (V)DL v,

Tny1sTng * s Tng * s 71,72,T3

Cj1J2:)3 (s) is a linear combination of terms

O, o ks G (Ve H DLy R0 ) (Drnayl) (Dravl) . oG ()Dhh Y
In all these terms, {ng,n1,n2} = {1,2,3}.

Following the same steps as in the analysis of (11.52), applying the estimates of
first and second derivatives that we already have established in (11.40) and (11.55)
we obtain, for ¢ < v, m > v, uniformly in r1,re, 73 <t < T,

[DJ17J27J3 Uﬂp, [D]l;]Q;]S Nt s < g2 +e / 'DJ17J2,J3 Uk + Z 'DJ17J27J3 Nk dS 7

T1,72,73 71,772,173 T1,72,73 T1,72,73
k<v k>v

where 7 = r1 V r2 V r3. Lemma 11.4 then implies that for ¢ < v, m > v, and
1 < j1,J2,73 < d,

[DJ1,J27J3 Uﬂp , [Dh,p,]s Nm} < 527 r1,72,72,t < T

71,72,73 71,72,T3
This along with (11.16) and (11.19) implies

(11.57) H’D@) (UTSV,N;”) <e

s,

11.3.5. Sobolev norms. Note that estimates above are obtained for an arbitrarily
fixed p > 2. Then, Oth order derivative estimates (11.23), (11.28), (11.32), (11.29), (11.33),
1st order derivative estimates (11.41), (11.46), (11.48), (11.49), (11.50), 2nd order
derivative estimates (11.56) and 3rd order derivative estimates (11.57) along with
Jensen’s inequality yield the following bounds on Sobolev norms: for every p > 1,

there is > 0 such that

| (v vz)
(11.58) H (vz" Nzv) - Z:rH2 Spe’ (e (e v™)),
sP

(o vi) = 2o, e (rp (e =) + .

L,

L S
3,p
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Since Z7 and Z7 are linear in W, it is easy to compute

(11.59) 1275, HZTHM <1, p>1.

11.4. Malliavin matrix estimates. We recall the definition of Malliavin matrices
given in (11.14). We replace 7 therein by T given in (9.12), or equivalently, replace
¢ therein by H given in (11.20). We want to show that for each p > 1 there is a
constant C), such that

p
(11.60) E detU(UTg“,NT”) , Eldetoz,.| ", E|detaZ | r<c, e€(0,1).

<y —
Since the Malliavin matrices of Zp, Z<, Z:FV, Z 1 are deterministic, the corre-
sponding bounds are, in fact, trivial, and we need to consider only the negative

moments of and det U(UTSVVN;V).

11.4.1. Boundedness of E|deta(U<u N>V)|_p. We express Y, in terms of U, us-
ing (11.6), and rewrite (11.35)

t y .
DIUl = A / A, (s)DITFaW! + / B, (s)DIUFds,

]

where

(11.61)
Al(r) = e NTEIY,), Ay (s) = e TV (L), Bis) = 2 0,6 (Ys).
Due to (11.4) and (11.16), for all ¢, j, k, I, we have

(11.62) |AL(r)| S e AT r < Ty sup Z;cz(s)‘ <ef, sup E;(S)‘ < et
s<T s<T

Two useful d x d-matrix-valued processes are given by
(11.63)

t . t .
Yi(t) =0} + / A (5)YE(s)aw! + / B, (s)Y¥(s)ds,
0 0

, d
i) =0~ [ Tz - [ ( "2 Ao )ZZ()d

=1

where 67 is the Kronecker symbol. They correspond to (2.57) and (2.58) in [Nua95,
Section 2.3.1]. Using the It6’s formula, one can check that (see the computations
below (2.58) in [Nua95, Section 2.3.1])

(11.64) ZH)Y () = YO Z(E) = I,

where I the identity matrix . Furthermore, (2.60) and (2.61) from [Nua95, Section
2.3.1] show that

(11.65) oy, =Y ()C Y ()T

where T denotes the matrix transpose operation and

d t
(11.66) C/ = Z/ Zi(s)AF(5)ZI (5)AT(s)ds
1=1"0



132 YURI BAKHTIN, HONG-BIN CHEN, AND ZSOLT PAJOR-GYULAI

Let A = A(T(¢)) be a d x d diagonal matrix with diagonal entries

1 for i < v,
AT <1 for i > v.

(11.67) Al = {

Due to (11.7), we have DINL = e)‘iTDiU% = A!DJU" for i > v, which together
with (11.65) implies that
O'(UIS‘V_VN;V) = AO’UTAT = AY(T)CTY(T)TAT

Let us define a d x d-matrix valued process ?(t) by (no summation over repeated
indices is involved)
Yi(t) = FYj(t), 1<4,5<d,
J

which satisfies

which, due to (11.64), implies that

(11.68) det Z(T) = (det Y(T))~" = (det Y(T)) ",
(11.69) Cwsr N2y = Y(T)ACTATY (T)T.

Then, (11.68), (11.69) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality yield

< (E |det ACTATHP)% (E|detZ(T)|4p)%

To estimate E|det Z(T)|P for p > 1, we study objects related to Z(t), which will be
needed later. Let us define
(11.71) Z;(t) = sup |Zi(s)|, Zi(t)=2Zi(t)- o
0<s<t
Displays (11.63) and (11.62) imply that

(11.70) E |det o

(UF",N7Y)

Zj(T) S 05+ sup

r T d .
/ Z?lZZ(s)dWsl —|—/ % ZZ;(s)dS
o<r<T [Jo 7 o =
We take [-], of both sides and use (11.62) and (11.16) to obtain, for £ € (0, 1),
. _ d T, . ) st T

[Z}(T)] S8+ / (65 +53T) [Z;(s)} ds Sp0i+e2 Y / [Z;(s)] ds.

P k=10 P = Jo P
Lemma 11.4 implies now that for each p > 2,

(11.72) [ZE(T)} <, 1, € (0,1).

A similar calculation reveals that

ié(t)”p <p €2 é/OT [ZZ(S)LdS.

Plugging (11.72) into the above display we obtain, for each p > 2,

Z;’.(t)” <, e c€(0,1).
p

{ sup
0<t<T

(11.73) [ sup
0<t<T
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Expressing det Z(T") as a polynomial of the matrix entries, applying (11.72) and
Holder’s inequality, we see that for each p > 1, there is Cp, > 0 such that

Eldet Z(T)[” < Cp, €€ (0,1).

In view of the above display and (11.70), to bound E|det Ty N>,)|_p, it re-
mains to show that E| det ACTAT|~?? is bounded.

Let pacpat be the smallest eigenvalue of ACpAT, which is nonnegative since
ACTAT is positive semi-definite. Then, it suffices to show, for each p > 1, there is
Cp > 0 such that

(11.74) P {uncrar <} < Cul? €20,

To this end, we will use the following lemma ([BC21b, Lemma 5.4]):

Lemma 11.5. Let A be a symmetric positive semi-definite random d x d matriz.
Let 11 be its smallest eigenvalue. Then for each p > 1, there is C, g > 0 such that

(NS}

P {1 <} < Cpa | sup Eju- Av|~@+20 4 E Z AR L er, >0,

[v]=1 i,j=1

We will apply this lemma to A = ACpAT.

For the second term in the parentheses, it suffices to fix arbitrary p > 1 and
estimate E[(ACTAT)¥ |P. Note that, due to (11.66) and (11.67),

(ACPAT) = Y / NiZi (s)AF (s)NSZ3, (s) A" (s)ds

1<k, l,m<d

We split terms on the right of the above display into three cases.
The first case is where k # i and m # j, in which Z} (s) = Z}C(s) and ZJ (s) =
ZJ (s) (recall the definition of Z in (11.71)). Using (11.18), (11.62), (11.67), (11.73),

and (11.16), we obtain (with no summation over repeated indices) by the Cauchy—
Schwartz inequality

d T
lz /O NZi (s)Af (s)NVZ3, (s )A;n(s)ds]

=1
T/T 2NN |T 2 AT {Zz( )L {22}1(5)} ds
0 P

2p
T
/5 e s < T2%2 < 1.
0

M\w

NH
NH
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The second case is where £k = i and m = j. Applying the same estimates but
with (11.72) in place of (11.73), we obtain

Alzl [(s)AIZ7 () A (s)ds

% Z < / (e
p </ Aﬁe_’\ISA;e_’\]Sds> <p 1,
0

where the last < follows from (11.2) and (11.67).

The third case is where either £k =i and m # j, or k # ¢ and m = j. It can be
treated using a combination of above arguments.

Therefore, we conclude that E[(ACTAT)Y P <, 1, for each p > 1. Thus to

derive (11.74) from Lemma 11.5, we only need to verify that for each p > 1 there
is C, such that

AJZi(5)Aj (5) AT Z] () A] (s)

N P
p) v ds)

(11.75) P{v-(ACTATv) <} < Cp¢P, (>0, vesSi™ ee(0,1),

where S9! = {z € R?: |z| = 1} is the unit sphere.
PROOF OF (11.75):  Due to (11.66), one can see

T
v (ACTATY) = / |A(s)TZ(s)T Av|?ds.
0
Using (11.61) and (11.4), we have
T
(11.76) v- (ACpATv) > / |R,|?ds,
0

where Ry = (R}, ..., RY) is defined by

d
(11.77) R =gy e M'Zi(t)AW', j=1,2,....d, t€[0,T],
i=1

with ¢o introduced in (11.4) and the dependence on v € S%~! suppressed. In this
notation, (11.76) and (11.79) imply that

T
P{v-(ACrATv) < (¢} <P {/ |R,|?ds < g} :
0
The desired result (11.75) follows from the next lemma. ad

Lemma 11.6. Let R, be given in (11.77) which depends on the choice of v € S¥1.
For each p > 1, there is Cp, > 0 independent of v such that

T
(11.78) P {/ |R,|2ds < g} <O (TP, (>0, e€(0,1).
0
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PROOF OF LEMMA 11.6: We can rewrite
R! =R} + M} + Al + B}

_ ¢ t t
:Ré—i—/ u{(s)dWSl—i-/ a](s)ds—i-/ V(s)ds, j=1,2,...,d,
0 0 0

where Ry, u(s), a(s),b(s) are obtained as follows: we first apply It6’s formula using
the definition of Z(s) given in (11.63), which determines Ry, u(s) and a(s) + b(s);
then we write Z%(s) = 5;—1—2; (8) (see (11.71)) in one of the summations in a(s)+b(s);
finally, we collect the terms with (5;i to be b(s) and all the rest to be a(s). Thus

; ; \/CoVj 1<v
Ry = Veohju; = o7 )
\/coe Vj, J]>v,

d
j i, —Msgk i
U?(S) =—vea Z Ajvie A Aj,l(‘S)Zk(S)v

(11.79)

ik=1
. d . . j oA
(11.80) a’(s) =— <\/52A§Ui)€e_’\ 5Z§(s)>
i=1
(VA 5 e (B - D00 2
i,k,m 1
y _>\]S .
J(6) — S Adgy N =N _ ) VUi e, i<,
bs) = ~veohjuXe B {— couMeNT=s) >y,

We estimate

E sup |u(s)]? <, Z PN ITE
0=s<T gkl

sup A (9)Zy(T)| Spe¥et <cb, ce(0,1),

0<s<T

where the first inequality follows from the expression of u(s) in (11.80), and the
second inequality is due to (11.16), (11.62), and (11.72). Similarly, first use the
definition of a(s) in (11.80) and then estimate terms according to (11.62), (11.73),

and (11.16) to see
2 .
[ e
0

E </OT |a(s)|2ds>
Zj(T)‘Qp </T 62|’\j|5ds> p)
0

2 _ p
<, ePeT® <ez, e€(0,1).

p p

sup_|Zj(s)

Sp ZE < 0<s<T
7,J
L (CEN

2,5k,

The above two estimates and Markov’s inequality imply that for some C}, > 0
independent of v € S471,

(11.81)

{sup (|u |+/ la(r |2dr> £2(T
0<s<T

ml’_‘

} < C, (TP, (>0, c€(0,1).
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Let j be the index that satisfies |v;| = maxj<;<q|vi|]. Since v € S¥~1, we have

(11.82) lvj| >d~%.
In addition, let
(11.83) A = max |[\|, A= min |\
0<i<d 0<i<d

Recalling the definition of M; in (11.79), introducing one more auxiliary process
t
N/ = / Ri(s)u] (s)dW!, j=1,2,...,d,
0

we define, for each ¢ > 0 and each € € (0,1),

T s
Bé*a—{ / R2ds< ¢, sup <|u<s>|+ / |a<r>|2dr)s€%<-fs},
0 0<s<T 0

zcé},

1.3
i),

(st 5= {00, < @+ ek, sup [
0<t<T

Ce j z J
pg = { (v, <k, sup |

where

(11.85) c1=1/2coA" " +5.

These sets depend on ¢ since T = T(e), Rs, u(s), a(s), My, and Ns do. The
exponential martingale inequality implies that, for some C}, > 0 independent of
v e S,

_ 1 _1
P {Bga UBg)a} < 2exp (-ﬁ) + 2exp (_<2s) < C, (TP, (>0, £€(0,1).

This and (11.81) imply that to derive the desired result (11.78) it remains to
show that there is (y > 0 such that
(11.86) B$® € BSFUBSE, (¢ e(0,), € (0,1).

Let us fix the following two constants

3
_ )
(1187) Cg = 2 + \/5 + C())\7 C3 = (W) y

and derive (11.86) for (o chosen small enough to ensure
(11.88)

— 1 ] El El
200/\(02 < Codil, COS < 5, CQCOSQ < Codfl, (02 + \/a) 064 <V Codfl.
Suppose (11.86) is false. Then we can choose ¢ € (0,(p), € € (0,1) and w such that
(11.89) we B\ (vas U Bgve) .

Since w € By due to (11.89), we have

T T
<NJ'>T S/o ‘Rguj(s)fdsg ( sup |u(s)|2)/0 Ry |2ds < (E%C7T163>2<:g<%'

0<s<T
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Since w ¢ BS®, this implies
2 p

(11.90) sup < e,

t .
/ Riu] (s)dW!
0<t<T |Jo

= sup ’th
0<t<T

Since w € Bg ®, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality implies

/tR;‘ansms < <LT|R£|2ds>% (/OTlaj(s)\gds

0
1
< (3 (e3¢ T6) =cic®
(11.91) < (2 (e2C¢ g3(32,
We recall b(s) defined in (11.80).
The It6 formula applied to (11.79) gives

sup
0<t<T

N———
(S

‘RJ2Z‘RJ
t 0

2 Lo 4
+2/ RIdR] + (M),
0

2 ¢ t ¢ _
= ‘Ré‘ +2 </ Rl dW! —I—/ Rla’ (s)ds —|—/ Ribj(s)ds) + <Mj>t.
0 0 0

This together with (11.90), (11.91) and w € Bg’s due to (11.89) implies

T ‘ T, 12 ot o
/ <M3>tdt:/ | R | dt—T‘R{J —2/ /Rng;dt
0 0 0 0
T t o
gg—T|RO|2+2/ /Rgbﬂ(s)ds
0 0

We treat cases j < v and j > v separately.

If j <wv,ie, M >0, we use the definition of R} in (11.80) and (11.82) to bound
|R}| from below, use w € Bg"s to estimate the iterated integral term by

ot

dt + 2T (E%C% +si<12) .

wl

T 3, 1 ) | s
< </ |R2|2d5> </ |bj(5)‘2ds> < C%Uj\/%/\j (/ e2>\75d5)
0 0 .

col M| 1

1
SC%\/%Asz 5 ¢t t<T

and use the first condition in (11.88) to deduce

12 T
~7|Rj| +2/
0

t
/ RIV (s)ds

0

CoAj 1
2
5 ¢

<T (\/20&4% - codl) <0.

where \ was defined in (11.83). If j > v, i.e., M < 0, we use

¢ , t )
}/ RIV (s)ds| < C%\/% |M| eN'T </ ezAJSds)
0 0

t
/ R (s)ds
0

dt < —T%O +orT

1
2

1 ioNT €_>\jt 00|Aj| 1 )\j(T_t)
< (e |Ve = (ze , t<T,

VZIN] V2
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to obtain

12 T T pYi
—T‘R{J‘ +2/ colV|
0

t .
/ RV (s)ds|dt <0+ 2/ —C%e”(T*t)dt
0 0
— ipe NT —1
< v/ 2c0| M TTC

J

[N

2
| S \/ 200371<%7

where A was defined in (11.83). Recall ¢; given in (11.85). These estimates along
with (11.16) show that, in both cases,

T
/ (M7, dt < ¢ +1\/200A7C7 + 2 (g% + c%) < eyCE.
0
Since t +— <M j> , 1s nondecreasing, we conclude that
(M), <els, 0<y<T.

Since w € Bg'® implies supg< < [u(s)| < £2(~16 < (16, using the definition of M,
in (11.79), we get

<Mj>T - <Mj>T—y <A(E

The above two displays yield <Mj>T < c1~y*1C% + ”y(fé. Recall that in the state-
ment of Lemma 11.2, it is required that 7" > 1. The second condition in (11.88)

1
thus guarantees that (7 < F < (%)% < 1 < T. Therefore, we can set y = (7 and
obtain

N
00l
00l

(MP), < er¢7iF8 4 ¢i78 < (e + 1)CE.

Since w & B$F due to (11.89), the definition of BS*® in (11.84) indicates that

(11.92) sup ’Mg' < (o,

0<t<T

On the other hand, Markov’s inequality and w € Bg’® imply that

; 1 1 T 012 1
Leb{te[o,T]:]jozcﬁ}s—g/ |RY| ar< ¢t
0

(3

Using (11.92) and (11.79), we thus have

Leb{te 0,7]: |R: + Al + B

>¢h+ch <

1
Note that C% < (¢ < % < %T due to the second condition in (11.88) and T >

1. Hence, for each t € [0,T7], there is ' € [0,T] satisfying [t — /| < 2¢3 and
|R) + AJ, + Bl| < (3 4 ¢32. Recall the definitions A7 and B! in (11.79) and b(s)
in (11.80). Then, for each t € [0,T], we obtain, regardless of whether j < v or
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_ _ t t
< ‘Ré + Al + B] / a’(s)ds| + / b (s)ds
% %

t
/|a(s)|2ds /|bJ (5)|2ds
t/

< CF (T +eTCTTVACT + /e | M| (2M) T2 V2(E
§<2+\/§+ COX><§2_CQ<52, t<T.

J>v,

R)+ A} + B}

[V

1
< (3 H(T 4 -] + It —t|2

(11.93)

where ¢y was given in (11.87). We used the assumption w € Bg’s to bound the
integral of |a(s)|? and the definition of b’ to bound the integral of |57 (s)|?.

Setting ¢ = 0 in the above display we obtain
(11.94) }Rg} < (.

If j < v, then, using the expression for R} in (11.80) and (11.82), we obtain
|R}| > v/cod—1, which along with (11.94) and the third condition in (11.88) implies

Veod™ < ex(? < 02C32 < Veopd 1,
a contradiction. ‘ ‘
Ifj > v, then, due to (11.16), we have eNT = e=WIT > 25, Due to the formula
for R} in (11.80), (11.82) and (11.94), we have

(11.95) Vegd—Tes <

1

Since (11.16) gives T < e~ and w € BS®, (11.95) implies
1 [l ds < Teth < chot < () o o
Qa S S £2 16 g8 16 16 = ¢ 327
0 - N - Cod_l 3

where ¢3 was given in (11.87). Setting ¢t = T in (11.93) and recalling that A7 is
defined in (11.79), we see that the above display implies:

(11.96)

j’ <C2<$.

T
/ la? (s)|” ds
0

On the other hand, expressions for R}, B/ in (11.79), (11.80) show that

(11.97) R} + B} = coe)‘Jij — / \/%vj)\Je)‘J (T=9)qg = V/Cov;.
0
Lastly, we have

1
Veod ™' < /2o vj] < (e2 + v/3) ¢ < (e2 +/@3) ¢§* < Veod 1,
where the first inequality follows from (11.82), the second one from (11.96) and (11.97),
the last one from the fourth condition in (11.88). But, the above display is absurd.

By contradiction, (11.86) holds for ¢y satisfying (11.88). This completes the
proof of (11.86) and thus Lemma 11.6. m|

R} + B} < eo¢ +T1 < (e2+ /a3) ¢

< a4 ‘Azf
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In conclusion, we have shown that for each p > 1 there is C, > 0 such that

P
E |deto <C,, €€(0,1).

<v
(UF".NZY)

11.5. Proof of Lemma 11.2. Using the exponential martingale inequality, the
boundedness of V! for i < v and that of e**V}! for i > v, one can see that there are
constants C, ¢ > 0 independent of y, €, 8, and any particular choice of T' = T'(¢)
such that, uniformly in y € R?,

P{‘(U%”,N;”)—x’ <2}, P{Zr —a| <2}, P{|Zr—a| <2} <Ce ", 2 eR™

This display, along with (11.58), (11.59), (11.60) and Theorem 11.1 implies parts (3)
and (4) of Lemma 11.2. Parts (1) and (2) follow then straightforwardly. O
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