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Abstract

The sum of symmetric Markov dependent three-point random variables is approximated
by the difference of two independent Poisson random variables (Skellam random variable).
The accuracy is estimated in local, total variation and Wasserstein metrics. Properties of
convolutions of measures is used for the proof.
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It is known that symmetry of random variables (r.v.s) can radically improve compound Pois-
son approximation for sums of independent r.v., see, for example, [I4], Arak’s inequality [2] or
its generalization to higher dimensions [I1] 20]. The case of dependent r.v.s is less explored. In
this paper, we use the difference of two independent Poisson variables (Skellam r.v.) to approx-
imate symmetric three state Markov chain. Under quite general assumptions (for example, for
the classical setting of sequences of r.v.s) the order of approximation is O(n~!). The accuracy
is improved to O(n~2) by the first order asymptotic expansion.

Let R denote the set of all real numbers, Z denote the set of all integers, IN denote the set of
natural numbers. The set of all one-dimensional distributions is denoted by F. Notation F7 is
used for distributions concentrated on Z. , Above notation can be extended in a natural way to
M for bounded signed measures, i.e. measures such that —oo < infq M{A} <supy M{A} < oo,
where infimum and supremum are taken over all Borel sets, and M{A} < 0 is allowed. Measures
concentrated on Z are denoted by Mz C M.

Let X be random variable (r.v.). We denote distribution of X by £(X). If F = £(X), then
for any Borel set A, F{A} =IP(X € A). To make notation shorter we write F{k} := F{{k}}.
We denote by m) ~ P(A) Poisson r.v. with parameter A > 0. The difference m), — 7y, of two
independent Poisson r.v.s. my, and 7, is called Skellam r.v., see [10} [I7]. Note that probabilities
of Skellam r.v. can be expressed through modified Bessel function of the first kind:

IP(TF)\l —ﬁ')\z = k’) = e_)‘1_>‘2 ()\1/)\2)k/21‘k|(2 )\1£2), k € 7. (1)

For other expressions of Skellam distribution and some properties of Bessel functions, see [I].
Due to [12] Skellam distribution with A = )\ is sometimes called Irwin distribution.

Skellam distribution is one of the simplest cases of compound Poisson distributions. In
general compound Poisson (CP) distribution is distribution of a random sum of independent
identically distributed (iid) r.v.s, when number of summands is Poisson r.v. More precisely, r.v.
Y has a CP distribution if

T
Y23 X, (2)
k=0

where Poisson random variable 7y is independent of {X;}i>1, Xo =0, and random variables
X1, Xy, ... areiid r.v.s., i.e. X; 4 x (¢>1). Distribution £(X) is called compounding distribu-
tion.

Arguably the most popular metric used to estimate closeness of lattice distributions is the
total variation metric d,., (X;Y) =supy |IP(X € A) —IP(Y € A)|, where supremum is taken over
all Borel sets. Other popular metrics include point (local) metric d,(X;Y) = suppcz |[IP(X =
k) —IP(Y =k)| and Wasserstein (a.k.a. Gini, a.k.a Kantorowich, a.k.a. Fortet-Mourier, a.k.a.
Ly) metric d, (X;Y) = > 72 |[IP(X <z) —IP(Y <z)|. For equivalent definitions involving
supremum over special class of functions, see [4], App. A.1 or [9], Sec. 1.2.

In this paper we use properties of measures and for us is more convenient to use norm
notation. For M € My we define local, total variation, and Wasserstein norms respectively by:

[ee] [ee]
1Ml = sup MY, (Ml o= 30 MM, My = 3 (Moo, R

k=—00 k=—o00

Relations between norms and corresponding metrics are quite direct. Let £(X),L(Y) € Fz,
then

dTv(X;Y)Z%Ilﬁ(X)—ﬁ(Y)lle do(X5Y) = [[LX) =LY )[lo,  dyy (X5Y) = [L(X) =LY )],y -

2



Note that total variation metric is half of the total variation norm. Total variation norm and
Wasserstein norms can be extended respectively to ¢, and L,, (r > 1) norms:

00 1/r o 1/r
[ M| := < > |M{k}|r> M= < > |M{(—Ooak‘]}|r> :

k=—o0 k=—o00

If M,V € Mg, then M xV € Mz denotes their convolution: for any m € Z

MxV{m}= > M{m—k}V{k}.

k=—00

Powers of measures are understood in convolution sense M** = M« M x---x M. For any
two independent r.v.s X, Y the distribution of their sum equals convolution of corresponding
distributions: £(X+Y) = L(X)*L(Y).

Let I, denote the distribution of degenerate r.v. X which is concentrated at a € R, i.e.
IP(X =a) =1, or in terms of measures, I,{a} =1, I{R\ {a}} = 0. Further on I = Ij. Observe
that (I1)** = I. Assuming M*? = I we can define exponential measure

oo M*k
exp{M} = o
k=0

Note that any CP distribution can be written as exponential measure. For example, distribution
of r.v. Y defined in (2] can be written as £(Y') = exp{A\(L(X) — I)}. Poisson distribution and
Skellam distribution can resp. be written as

L(my) =exp{A\[1—1)}, L7y, —7n,) =exp{A(l1—1) + Xo(I1—1)}.

Fourier transform of M € My is defined as

M(t) = i d*M{k},  teR.

k=—o0

Here i denotes imaginary unit i2 = —1. If F € F, then F (t) is its characteristic function.
Observe that characteristic function of Poisson r.v. 7y ~ P()) is equal to exp{A(ei! —1)} and
characteristic function of CP r.v. defined in (@) is equal to exp{A(F(t) — 1)}.

We use the same symbol C' to denote different absolute constants. Symbol © denotes any
measure with total variation [|©]|,, <1.

1 Known results

Presman [I4] considered Skellam approximation to the sum of independent symmetrized Bernoulli
variables. For the sum of independent three point r.v.s Presman’s result can be reformulated
in the following way: Let X, X1, Xo,..., X, beiid rv.s, P(X = —-1) =1P(X; =1) = p < 1/4,
P(X =0) =1-2p, S, =Xy + -+ X, and let Tnp,Tnp be two independent Poisson r.v.s;
independent of X;. Then

1£(Sh) = L(Tnp—Tnp)llp < Cmin(np®;n™h). 3)



The accuracy of approximation in (3 is of correct order. Estimate (B]) is closely related to the so-
called first uniform Kolmogorov theorem on the best possible infinitely divisible approximation
to the sum of independent r.v.s , see [3] Introduction and Chapter IV.

Natural generalization of Binomial distribution is the sum of Markov dependent Bernoulli
variables (Markov Binomial r.v.). Poisson and CP approximations to Markov Binomial distri-
bution are well investigated [7), 3], 19]. On the other hand, there are just a few results for CP
approximation of symmetric Markov dependent r.v.s. In [I8] Markov dependent analogue of S,
was considered. Let &y, &1,...&,,... be a non-stationary three state {aj, a2, a3} Markov chain.
We denote the distribution of S,, = f(&1) + -+ + f(&§,) (n € IN), where f(a1) = —1, f(a2) =0,
f(as) =1, by F,, = L(S,). The initial distribution is IP(§y = a1) = p1, IP({y = a2) = p2 and
IP(& = a3) = p3. For a, B € (0;0.5) we define the following transition probabilities:

P =a1|&1=am)=a, P =a|&1=a1)=1-2a, P =a3[§1=a1)=aq,
P& =a1|&1=a2) =8, P =a2|&1=a2)=1-28, P =a3|&1=a2)=0,
P =ai|é1=a3) =a, P =a2|é-1=a3)=1—-2a, P& =uasz|&-1=a3)=a
Note that if « = 8 = p, then S,, becomes the sum of independent three point r.v.s from (3],
d ~
S, = Sh,.

Next we formulate the main result from [I8], where it was assumed that

1 1
0N<a< — 0<pg < —. 4
Sasgy, 0<p< o (4)
and the following compound distributions introduced:
L = Yr.+n), H=(0-2)L+ fo 2aL)d, EB=(1-29P2 4 2072 o
- ogu T @) “ - 1-2a)" "1-2a""

J=0

B 28(1 — 20) 1—2(a—f) o
G = exp{m(f[ I)} K= 1+28 2(14-25 >

J=

Theorem 1.1 ([18]) Let condition (J]) hold. Then, for alln =1,2,...,

|F, — ExKxG*™|,, < C(min(n™";8)+0.2"a-g|),
|F, — ExK«G™|, < C(min(n_3/2ﬁ_1/z;5)+0.2"|a—ﬁ|),
|F, — ExK«G™|, < C(min(n_l/2ﬁl/2;ﬁ) +0.2"|a — B]).

Though the accuracy of estimates in Theorem [Tl is comparable to (Bl), approximation F x M x
G*"™ is structurally very complicated, since G is CP distribution with compounding compound
geometric distribution. More precisely E « M x G*™ = L(Y;+Y2+Y3), where Y1,Y5, Y5 are
independent r.v.s and IP(Y1=1) = P(Y1=-1) = aps/(1-2a), IP(Y1 =0) = 1 — 2ap2 /(1 —2a);
Y, = Zi\;o Nk, where n;11,1m2,... areiidr.v.s, P(n = —1) =P(n = 1) = 1/2 and N is geometric
r.v. independent of n;: P(N =k) = (204/(1+2B))k(1 —2a/(1+28)), k = 0,1,2... We have
L(Y3) = G*, therefore

YgZZA:ng, 5\:271,8(1—262)/(1—2624-2,8)



and Y30, Y31,Y32,... are iid r.v.s independent of w5. Moreover, Y3q is also a random sum with
geometric number of summands:

N
Yso =Y m, P(N=k)=(1-20)2a)"", k=12, ..
m=1

Here all r.v.s are independent. Such complicated structure makes approximation FE % M x G*" of
limited practical use. In [I§], first order approximation with even more complicated structure
was also used.

Theorem [[1] is natural for small values of 5 such as 5 = O(1/n) and @ = O(1). On the
other hand, F x M % G™ is structurally overcomplicated if 5 is of similar magnitude to «. For
example, if & = 3, then F, = £(5,) from (@), but G*" still remains CP with compounding
compound geometric distribution. Therefore Theorem [[T]is not a direct extension of estimate

@) to Markov chain.

2 Results

Our goal is to apply Skellam approximation to the sum of symmetric Markov dependent r.v.s
defined in previous Section. Let A = /(1 —2a+2f) and denote symmetric Skellam distribution

by
B
1—2a+28

Here m), ) are two independent Poisson r.v.s with parameter \.

D = L(my—7») :exp{ (Il—I+I_1—I)}.

Theorem 2.1 Let condition (J]) hold Then

HFn_D*nHTV < 9<1+|O¢—5|>7

n B

*n C ‘Oé—/B‘
V=07 < s (14 555),

|F, — D*"|,, < C\/§<1 + M)
n p

If a = 8 then D coincides with Skellam approximation used in (3)). Thus Theorem 2] is
direct extension of ([B]) to Markov dependent r.v.s for 8 > 1/n. In many cases (such as o/ < C)
the estimates in Theorem 2] are of the same order as estimates of Theorem [LL1

The accuracy of approximation can be improved by first order asymptotic expansion. Let

 2(a—p) 1—2a
A= 1—2a+25<1—2a+25_p2>(L_I)’

o 25 2(a—pB)(1-2a) 2
Az = (1—2a+25)2< 1—2a+23 _5>(L_I) ‘

We recall that 2(L—1) =L —I+1_1—1.



Theorem 2.2 Let condition ({{]) hold. Then

3

_ 2
|F — D*™ % (I + Ay +nds)||,, < £<1+M>7

a2

|Fp — D™ % (I + A1 +nds)|, < HQSm <1+ (a 525) >
C a2

|Fy = D*" % (I + Ay + nds)|, < po. §<1+%>

Easily verifiable identities for any M € My, k € Z:
(I = I) s« M{k} = M{k—1} — M{k}, (I-1—1I)xM{k}=M{k+1}— M{k} (5)

allow to express ‘probabilities’ of asymptotic expansion from Theorem through forward and
backward differences of probabilities of Skellam distribution D, for which relation () can be
used.

The method of proof does not allow to get small constants. On the other hand, the idea of
their magnitude can be understood if we combine Theorem with Theorem 211

Theorem 231 Let condition () hold. Then

o 0.61 3.21]a — f| C (a— B)?

“n 0.6 3la — B ¢ (a—B)?
I = 07y < s (1) i (1 5,
|F,, — D*"|,, < 0'5‘/5<1+T>+5’/5<1+T>'

Estimates for total variation and Wasserstein norms can be extended to estimates for £, and
L, norms.

Theorem 2.3 Let condition () hold and let r > 1. Then

Cn=Gr=1/2rg=(=1/2r(1 | | — 8|/8),
Cn®=D/2 g2 (1 4 | — B|/B).

HFn - D*nHr

<
’Fn - D*n’r S

The remaining part of the paper is devoted to the proofs of theorems. .

3 Auxiliary results

For M,V € My, the following relations hold

My < [ Mllpy s (M5 Vg, < IMIppVilzy, 1My < exp{[Mll,,},  (6)
[M o+ V], < [M]y [V, (7)
[IMllg < [Ty =1)x M|y, [[M]lgy, = [(Ia=1) % M|, . (8)



Estimates (6) are well-known an hold for even more general M,V € M. For the proof of ()
observe that

MV, = 30|30 M{(oo b=V i} < 30 IM{ (=00 k= IV

kezZ jez kEZ jET
= > VD IM{(—00,k—41} = M|y [V -
jEz kez

First estimate in (§) is Eq. (3.23) in [8]. Second estimate follows directly from definition of the
Wasserstein norm and (H).

Next we present some facts about exponential measures and CP distributions. For any
numbers uy,us € R, and F' € F exponential measures satisfy simple relation

exp{(u1 +u2)(F" — I)} = exp{ui (F — I)} * exp{ua(F" — I)}.

We recall that to symbol © is used for any measure satisfying ||©]|,,, < 1. Thus, if F' € F,
u1,ug > 0, then we can write, for example, the following equality

exp{(u1 + u2)(F 1)} = exp{us (F 1)} = ©,

since
(11 — I) * exp{ua(ly — D)}y < 2[ exp{ua(fy — D}|5y =2

Here we used the fact that exp{us(l; — I)} € F and, therefore, its total variation is equal to 1.
The next lemma gives some properties of exponential measures that can be easily verified
by integration.

Lemma 3.1 Let VM € M, , k€ IN. Then

eM eV = (M-V)« /1 eTMHA=TVqr &V =1+ Ek: v vy * /1 ™V (1 —7)kdr
a 0 ’ a J! k! 0 '

_|_

j=1
The following lemma was proved in [§], p. 31.

Lemma 3.2 ([§]) Let A\ >0, F € F. Then

exp {)\(F—I) + ?(F—I)*2 * @}H <C.

Lemma 3.3 Lett >0, Fe F, ke N. Then
J(F—1) 5« exp{t(F = DIy < v/2/els  [(F—1)2 s exp{t(F — Dl < 3/et,  (9)
I(F=1)"* 5 exp{t(F = D}l < VELEH2, (10)

Inequalities (@) are proved in [I5], Lemma 3. Estimate (I0) is from Lemma 4, [16].
For estimation of local constants we will use Lemma 4.6 from [6].

Lemma 3.4 ([6]) Let j = 1,2,... and t € (0,00). If F is symmetric distribution concentrated
on the set 7\ {0}, then

te > '

I(F — 1) » exp{t(F — D)}, < 2(

7



In [5] the so-called Bergstrom’s identity was proved.
Lemma 3.5 ([5]) Let V.M € M, k,n € N. Then

n
o e — M) M*(”_m)
v m; <m> (V — M)™
n—1 m
+ (V N M)*(k—l—l) % Z_:k <k>v*(n—1—m) % M*(m—k)

Bergstrom’s identity is usually combined with combinatorial identity

()G
= \k k+1)

Next we present some results from [I8]. We recall that L = 2(I_1 + I;) and set U = L — 1.
Lemma 3.6 ([I8]) Let (4) be satisfied. Then

F, =Py« A7" « Wi + Py x AS" « W,

where
Pl = (Al—I 2aU) P2: 1_2a(A2—I—204U),
1/2\ ..
Ao = = [ (1+2a—28) I+2an((1—2a+2B)I—2aU)*Z ; A*
=0
1 2aU = 20 Jovi e (—1/2\ .
— *J *J
Wiz 2< ( 1— 2a+2ﬂ>*j:0(1—2a+2ﬁ>[] *;( j >A >

88U > 20 ¥\ 2
A= —F0 - *) A < 0.62
(1—2a+5)? (; <1—2a+25> U > o Ay, <0.62,

”A2”¥V < 15’5’a_B’0’2n7 HWZHTV <C, ’WZ‘W <G, ”PZ”TV <C, i=12.

Note that expressions of W; and A in above are based on their Fourier transforms from [18], p.
421.
Lemma allows to write expansions in convolution powers of U.

Lemma 3.7 Let () be satisfied. Then

U = %(11—1)*2*1_1, (11)

- 88U 328U 2 o7
A = A ar292 T Tosagagp TPV O, (12)

268U 4B(a—pB)(1—2a)U*?

_ 3,2 2\77%3
A v v (1—2a+2B)3 ClF+a’f+afF)UT 0, (13)
2
P = I+ % +C(ﬂ2+aﬂ)7r U*? x 0, (14)
_ 2(a—pB)(1-2a0)U 24 B2\7*2
Wy = I+ 120727 + C(a*+5°) U™ % O, (15)
Wy = C(a+p)U 0. (16)



Observe that form Lemma B.7] shorter expansions immediately follow. For example,

28U

A =T4-——
YA

C(B2+ap)U*? % O. (17)

Proof of Lemma 3.7l Expression (1) is simple identity. Total variation of any distribution
is equal to 1. Therefore, ||Ul|,, < [|L|;y + 1]z, = 2. From (@) it follows that

20 2c 1
< < —.
1-2a+28 — 1-2a — 7

Therefore - .

2c o 2aU
— ) U¥=T4— 4+ (0d%U?%0
]Z (1 2a+25> T R
and

2aU *2 4aU
I 277%2 -7 277%2 )
( —1-71_2@4_25—1-0@ U *®> —1-71_2@_1_264—0@ U™ %0

Combining the last expression with Lemma 3.6l we get ([I2]). Observe that

(1/2>‘HAHJ 3§§:O'62j_3§2'64; Z ( 1/2>‘HAHJ 2 <264,

Jj=3 Jj=2

=3
Therefore,
) <1/2>A*J reia-laticatie, Yy < 1/2>A*j =1-ghsoateo

j=o N\ J 8 j=o N J

Substituting these expressions into definitions of A; and W; from Lemma [B.6] we obtain (3],
(I5) and (I6). Substituting (I7) into definition of P; we prove (I4). O
Next lemma deals with auxiliary measures from Theorem [T.1]

Lemma 3.8 Let condition (J]) hold. Then, for alln =1,2,...,

H—-1T = (1-2a)U + (1-2a)0.154U * O, (18)
1 2c

1_2aU+(1_2a)2U + Ca?U* % O, (19)

K = I+Ca(l,-1)*x0. (20)

Proof. For the proof of (I8]) observe that

H-T=(1-20)> () (LU 1) = (1-20)(L—1) + (1-20)(L—1) * Y (20 ZL*’”.
j=0 j=1 m=0

We have L*™ € F. Therefore, || L*"|,, =1 and

> (aay ZL*m <> (20 ZHL*mHW=Z< ) = T <ot

7j=1

9



since 2« < 1/15 by condition (). R
For the proof of (I9) we note that Fourier transform of H(t) allows expression

~ 12« L t ﬁ 1) 200\’ ~.
Hi) = (1—2a)i(1(5)) - 1—(224 2 <1—2a> —

=0
Therefore, due to relations between Fourier transforms and measures,

o0

U 20\’ .
H U*J
= It JZZO <1—2a>

B 1 20 o (207 5 N[ 2a )
= IVt ATV T asapY *;) —2a) U

The proof of ([I3]) now follows from assumption ([@]) and simple estimate

Z <1—C;oz> v

i=0

4

_ 4155 X 1
(1—2a)3

— < 6.
- 143 A

TV 7=0

The proof of [20) is very similar to the proof of (I8). We resp. use Fourier transform and

estimate ) )
Ro=S(—2 Vow (-2 Yipr<c
N 1—2a+283 ' 1—2a+283 ™v o=

§=0 j=1
(]
In [I8], Lemma 9 the following estimates for closeness of A; and G were obtained. Let
—26%(1 — 2a) 2(1 — 2a)K 5
Ay=—— S| 1+ 20) ] + ————— H—1)*. 21
07 (1 =20 +28)? (1+2a) T 2a 28 g ) (21)

Lemma 3.9 Let condition ({J]) be satisfied. Then, for alln=1,2,...,

1 1
AP = Gy < Cnin {2}, 1A = G () < Coin {5
AT =G, Slen{n\/n_ﬂ,nﬁZ}, [AT" = G™ x (I+nAo)l, §len{m,n53}7

A" — G|, < Cmin {\/g n52}, AT — G*™(I+nAp)|,, <Cmin {n3—\/§z,n53}.

Next we explore closeness of D and G.

Lemma 3.10 Let condition () hold. Then, for alln =1,2,...,

G™ = Cexp{0.5n5(I1—1)}*0O, 22
D™ = exp{0.5n5(l1—1)} % O, 23
G*n —

D = I+28U/(1—-2a+283) + CB*U** % O,
G = Dx (I +4apU*?/(1-2a+28)(1-2a) + Ca?BU % ©),
G = D' x (I +4nafU*?/(1-2a+26)(1—2a))
+ C?(I—1)* exp{0.2nB(I; — I)} * ©. (27)

(22)
(23)
D*" 4 Cnfa(l; —1)*  exp{0.5n8(I; —I)} * O, (24)
(25)
(26)

10



Proof. For the proof of (22)) observe that
1 1 *2 1 *2
U:§(Il—I+I_1—I):Z([1—I) *[_14-1([_1—[) x 1.

Substituting these expressions into (I8]) we get

G™ = exp{w(U +0.154U % ©)}

w 0.154w 0.154w
= exp {5(11—1) +

(Il—I)*2*@}*exp{g(l_l—l)—l— (I_l—I)*4*@}.

Here
~ 2nB(1 — 2a)?
1 -2a+28"°
Then by Lemma

G = Cexp{0.7305w(I; — I)} % exp{0.7305w(I_; — I)} *© = C'exp{0.7305w(l; — I)} = O.

Observing that, due to condition ), w > 0.5n we complete the proof of ([22]). Similarly, (23]
follows from ng3/(1 — 2a+ 23) > 0.5n0.
For the proof of (24]) we apply Lemma B.I] with

-~ 2np(1 —2a) = 2np
M= 1—2a+2B(H D), V= 1—2a+2ﬂU
arriving at
_ _ 1 _ _
G —D"=eM _ eV = (M - V)« / MFA=TIV 7 (28)
0

From (22]) and (23]) it follows that

1 _ _
/ eTM+(1_T)VdT — Ce(].5nﬁ([1—[) % O.
0

From ([[3) and () we get
- 2np B T dnaf 2,
VoM = g (=20l =D =U) = g5 s ag =g U 0

= Cnaf(l, —I)* * 0.

Substituting the last two equalities into ([28]) we complete the proof of [24]). Estimate (25]) follows
from Lemma Bl Similarly, from (I9) and Lemma [B1]it follows that

B 26(1—2a) 1 20 2 9y %3
¢ = eXp{1—2a+2ﬂ<1—2aU+(1—2a)2U +CaU x0) }

4aBU*2
(1—2a+26)(1-2a)
= Dx (I +40Bu*?/(1-2a+28)(1—2a) + Ca’BU* % ©),

= D*exp{ —I—C’azﬁU*g*@}

which completes the proof of (24]).

11



For the proof of (27)) observe that from (26) it follows that
G—D=CafU?%0 =Caf(I; — )" % 0. (29)
Therefore, from Lemma B3] 22), (23) and [I0) it follows that

G = D 4DV 4 (G — D) + Cn?a?B% (I — I)*® exp{0.5n8(1, — 1)} x ©
= D"+ nD*" Y (G = D)+ Ca?(I; — I)* % exp{0.2n8(I, — I)} % ©.

From (26]) we obtain
nD*" Vs (G—D) = D™ 4nafU*?/(1-20—28) (1-2a) +Cna? B(I; —I)*O xexp{0.5n3(I; — 1)} xO.
By @)

Cna?B(Iy — I)*S x exp{0.5n6(I; — I)} % © = Ca*(I; — I)** x exp{0.2n3(I; — I)} * ©.
Collecting the last three expressions we complete the proof of (27]). O

Next lemma is needed for asymptotic expansions. Let

. 232 <1+2onr 2 ) (30)

(1-2a+2B)2 \1-2a  1—2a+2f
Lemma 3.11 Let condition () hold. Then, for alln =1,2,...,

nG*™ x Ay = ndG" « U™ + Claf+B3) I — I)* xexp{0.2n3(I, — 1)} * ©
= ndD*" x U*? + C(af+B2)(I; — I)* * exp{0.2nB(I; — I)} % O,
G % (I4+nAg) = D% (I +ndAy)+Claf+F%) (I — I)* x exp{0.2nB(I; —I)} % O.

Proof. From (I8)), 20), 22)) and (@) we have

nG*™ % Ag — néG* x U** = Cnaf?(I; — I)* % exp{0.5n8(I; — 1)} x©
= CaB(I, — I)* x exp{0.2nB(I; — I)} % O,

Remaining expressions are proved by using (26]) and (C.3). 0

4 Proofs
Proof of Theorem 2.1 We have

Fp— D™ = P (A" —G*™) % Wi + P+ (G — D™) « Wy + (P — I) * D™ % W,
+ D (Wy —1I)+ Py« A"« Wa. (31)

From Lemma and () it follows that

[Py« (A — G*™) « W, < CIAS™ — G|, < CBY2n~Y2,

12



Estimates (@), (), (I0) and Lemma ([24)) allow to obtain

P (G —D™) « W], < C|G*™—D*|, < CnafB|(Ii—I)* *exp{0.5n8(I,—I)} * ©|,,

< CnaB||(I1—1)* x exp{0.5nB(I1 —I)}| 1,
< Can-Y257172,

Similarly, from (I4) and (@) we get
(PL= 1)« D™« Wi, < Cla+B)|(I—1)2xD™"|, =Cla+B)|(I1—1)* D",

; Cla+ B)||(IL=1) % xexp{0.5n8(I} —I)}|| ., < C(a+ B)n~ 25712

and from (&) and (@)
D™ % (W — I)|,, < Cla+ pB)n~ 12712,
Next, from Lemma [3.0]

| Py A5+ Wal, <
< Cla+ B)|[As]”., < Cla+ B)0.2" < Cla+ B)n~ 2.

TV —

Collecting all above estimates we get

n 153 «
— < — — .
|F,, — D*"|,, < C n<1+ﬁ>

To complete the proof for Wasserstein metric observe that
a a—p o — 6I>
1+—-=2+ <2 (1 + .
B B B

Proofs for total variation and point metrics are very similar and, therefore, omitted.

Proof of Theorem We can write identity

Fn—D*”*(I+A1+nA2) =N+ J+Jds+y+ J5+ g,

T o= Prx (A — Gk (T+ndg)) + Wi,
Jy = Py« (G« (I+nAg) — D*" % (I+nAz)) * W1,
Js = (PL—1—=2ps(B8— a)U/(1—-2a+2p)) « D™ % (I+nAs) x W1,

_ 2pa(B—a)U o 2(a—p)(1 — 2a)U

Cla+ B|(L—1)x A3"], = Cla+ B)|(I—1) * A" ||y

Js = D x <<I+ M) % <I+ 2Aa=p)(1 = 2a)U> * (I+nAg) — (I+A1+nA2)>v

1—204+24 (1—2a+20)2

Jg = Pox AJ" x Wo.

The proof is now very similar to the proof of Theorem 2l From Lemma and (@) we get

[J1ll, < Cn=5/23=1/2. Applying Lemma BII (&), @3) and (I0) we obtain

I all, < ClaB+ B*)|(I1—1)* *exp{0.2n8(I1—1)}|,
< ClaB+ BH|(I—1)*® * exp{0.2n8(I, = D} || 1,
< Cn(P) V(1 +a/B) < Cn72(nB) V2 (2 + 207/ 8%).

13



Observe that from (II]), 23) and (@) it follows that

D™ xndAy = Cn(B?+aB)(I —I)* «exp{0.5n8(I;—1I)} % ©
= Cla+pB)I1—1)? % exp{0.2nB(I;—1)} x O (32)

and
D™ % (I+nAs) = Cexp{0.2np(I1 —1)} * ©.

Therefore applying ([I4)), (I3), (23) and ([I0) we prove that

[J5llo < Clap + )N —1)**  exp{0.2n8(I — D}, < Cn~*(nB)~V/2(2 + 20%/5%)
and

[ally < C(a® + B2)[(I—1)** % exp{0.2n5(L — 1)}, < Cn~2(nB) "2 (1 + a?/B%).
Expression ([B2) allows to write

Js = C(a+ B)%(I, — I)* x exp{0.2nB(I, —1)} * ©.

Therefore, by (8) and (I0])

150l < Cla+ B — 1) * exp{0.208(Ii 1)}, < Cn~*(nB)"12(1+a?/5%).
Finally, from Lemma

[Py % A"+ Wall, < Clar+ B)I(1—1) * A5"||, < Cla+5)0.2"

< Cla+B)n ™2 <on 27121 + a/B) < Cn~?28712(1 + o?/52).
Collecting all above estimates we get
|Ey — D™ % (I+ Ay +nAs)||, < On2(nf) V21 4+ a?/8%),

which is equivalent to Theorem’s statement for point metric, since 2(a — 8)3 < (a — B)% + 32
and, therefore

o*  (a=B2+2a=B)B _, 2a—p)’ (a—8)?
Proof for total variation and Wasserstein norms is very similar and, therefore, omitted. O

Proof of Theorem [2.1Fl We have
HFH - D*nHTV < ”Fn — D™ % (I+A1+77‘A2)”Tv + HAl * D*n”Tv + n”AQ * D*n”TV'

We can apply Theorem to estimate the first summand. For the other estimates we use
Lemma B3l Recall that D = exp{\(I[1—1) + A(I_1—1)}, A = B/(1 — 2a + 2f3). Observe that
U=—(I1—1I)*(I_-1—1)/2. Therefore by (C.2)

— 1-2
406 D7y < 19w (252 e =)+ xp A=)
X (T1=1) x exp{nA (=D}l < 2la—Bl(ens) . (3)

14



Similarly

lldy < Dy < gtz a1+ ) (i =D) xexp AT =Dl
x (T =1)2 % expA (-1~} |y
9 Ja—p| 9
en B 2e2n’ (34)

From (B3]) and (34]) theorem’s statement for total variation norm follows.
For local norm observe that by @) 1—2a+23 < 16/15 and by Lemma [34]

o 2la— 4| Ala—p| [3/2 3”\/% 0.6|a— 8|
405D, < B s exp (AU}, < 25 WB(Q—) 2 < sl

and
- 26n
~— (1-2a+2pB)?

4(2a—B+ B) (3)5/2 \/E _ 0.6Q2la—p] +6)
nfvnB  \de 5= apvaB

For Wasserstein norm we note that 1—2a+28 > 14/15 and use (), (@) and (I0)

n||Az = D™, (2la—B] + B) U + exp{2nAU) },

e D] < 0P ) wexp(nA( )} * (I D) * expnA (T - D),

(i =1) * exp{nA(lL—=1)}| 7y

0.888|a—f|
vnp

= ms V1

and

ldy DNy, < gt Gla= ]+ B)(h=1) + exp{nA (=Dl

(71— 1) % exp{nA(I-1~ 1)}l 7y

3 \/E (2la—p| +8) _ 049(2a—p| +5)
ev2e V 14 VnpB - Vnp ’

Combining the above estimates with Theorem we complete the proof of Theorem 2IFl O

X

Proof of Theorem 2.3l Obviously, ||M||,., = ||M|1, |M|,, = |M]|;1. For r > 1 we have
1 = Dl < (1E — D*™[l) =D (| = D™l )7
Observe that

sup [Fn{(—o00, k]} — D*"{(—o00,k]}| < Sup [Fn{A} — DA} < [[F — D™ 1y,
where supremum is taken by all Borel sets. Therefore,

(B = D™ < (1B = D™y )0 (1B = D™, )

It remains to use estimates from Theorem 211 O
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