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Abstract

In the paper we propose certain conditions, relatively easy to verify, which ensure the
central limit theorem for some general class of Markov chains. To justify the usefulness
of our criterion, we further verify it for a particular discrete-time Markov dynamical
system. From the application point of view, the examined system provides a useful tool
in analysing the stochastic dynamics of gene expression in prokaryotes.
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Introduction

The central limit theorem (CLT) is, beside the law of large numbers, the most fundamental
limit theorem for random processes. It refers to the convergence in distribution of the
standardized sample average towards the normal distribution. Although limit theorems for
positive Harris recurrent Markov chains are already well-investigated (see [19]), they are still
the subject of research for a wider class of Markov chains. An interesting version of the CLT
for stationary ergodic Markov chains was provided by M. Maxwell and M. Woodroofe in [I8].
Recently, the CLT has also been established for various non-stationary Markov processes,
e.g. the processes a priori possessing unique stationary distributions, but not necessarily

starting from them (see [5] [13], [14]).

Here, we also establish a version of the CLT for a quite general class of Markov chains.
Our aim, however, is to provide a tool which may prove to be useful in studying, in terms of
limit theorems, certain stochastic models developed in natural sciences (especially, molecular
bilology). Therefore we do not require any form of continuous dependence of the given
Markov chain on the initial conditions (as is necessary to assume for the results in |5l [14]
to hold). We do not even directly require the exponential mixing property (see e.g. [6] for
the precise formulation). Instead, we propose a set of relatively easily verifiable conditions,
which yield both the exponential ergodicity in the context of weak convergence of measures
(according to [12 Theorem 2.1]), as well as the CLT.

The class of Markov chains for which we establish the CLT may be shortly specified
by the existence of an appropriate Markovian coupling whose transition function can be
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decomposed into two parts, one of which is contractive and dominant in some sense. The
construction of such a coupling is adapted from [2, [12], which, in turn, is inspired by the
prominent results of M. Hairer [6]. Within this framework, we provide an exponential
estimate of the mean distance between two coupled copies of the examined chain. This
result, stated in Lemma 23] slightly generalizes the exponential mixing property obtained
by R. Kapica and M. Sleczka while proving [12, Theorem 2.1]. The precise proof of this
lemma is interesting itself, as well as it also clarifies the reasoning presented in [12]. In fact,
Lemma [2.3] plays a key role in this paper, since it allows us to carry out a brief proof of the
CLT (Theorem B:2)). The proof also appeals to the results of M. Maxwell and M. Woodroof
[18], which make it more concise and less technical than the classical proofs, based directly
on martingale methods. The proofs in [9] and [I0] are carried out in the same spirit, although
only for some specific cases. It is also worth mentioning here that conditions proposed in
this paper (namely hypothesis formulated in Sections 2l and B]) yield the Donsker invariance
principle for the CLT (cf. [I]), provided that the Markov chain is stationary (which in this
case means that its initial distribution is exactly its unique invariant distribution, whose
existence follows from the assumptions).

To justify the usefulness of the given criterion, we further apply it to a particular
discrete-time Markov dynamical system (cf. [3|[11]), for which the conditions proposed in [5]
cannot be directly verified. The examined system has interesting biological interpretations.
First of all, it can be viewed as the chain given by the post-jump locations of some piecewise-
deterministic Markov process, which occurs in a simple model of gene expression (cf. [11]
[I7]). More pecisely, it describes the amounts of protein molecues synthesized from a bacterial
gene in random bursts. On the other hand, a special case of the above-mentioned model
provides a mathematical framework for modelling the spatial distribution of the compounds
involved in the gene autoregulation, i.e. the produced protein and its phosphorylated and
dimerised form (for details, see [8]). The latter also indicates the importance of considering
a non-locally compact space as the state space in the abstract framework.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section [l we introduce notation and definitions
used throughout the paper. First of all, we relate to the theory of Markov chains, discussed
more widely e.g. in [I9] 20]. Further, we present some general facts concerning measures on
a path space, and introduce the notion of Markovian coupling. At the end of Section [l we
recall two results on the properties of hitting and absorption times. In Section Bl we quote
the criterion on the exponential ergodicity in the context of weak convergence of probability
measures, established in [I2] Theorem 2.1]. Moreover, we also provide its stronger version,
namely Lemma The proof of the CLT (Theorem B.2)) is given in Section Bl Finally, in
Section ] we establish the CLT for the Markov chain given by the post-jump locations of
some piecewise deterministic Markov process considered in [11].

1 Prelimenaries

Within this section we establish notation and give some basic definitions used throughout
the paper. We also recall some well-known facts, useful for further proofs.



1.1 Markov Operators

First of all, let R denote the set of real numbers, Ry = [0,00), N = {1,2,...} and Ny =
NU{0}. We consider a complete separable metric space (X, p), i.e. a Polish space. By Bx we
denote the o-field of all Borel subsets of X. For any set A and any point z, we use the symbols
14 and 6, to denote the indicator function of A and the Dirac measure at x, respectively. Let
us write By,(X) for the space of all bounded Borel measurable functions f : X — R, endowed
with the supremum norm || f|jcc = sup,cx |f(z)|. Further, let C,(X) and Lipy(X) denote
the subspaces of By(X) consisting of all continuous and all Lipschitz-continuous functions,
respectively. At some point we shall also refer to the space By(X) of functions f : X — R
which are Borel measurable and bounded below. Such a space contains, in particular, the
so-called Lyapunov functions, which play an important role in our further analysis. By
a Lyapunov function we mean a map V : X — [0,00) which is continuous, bounded on
bounded sets, and, in the case of unbounded X, satisfies lim,(, 7)o V(2) = oo for some
fixed point Z € X. Moreover, for simplicity, we use the notation (f, u) := [y f(x) pu(dx) for
any f € By(X) and any signed measure (o-additive set function) u : Bx — R.

The cone of all non-negative Borel measures on X is denoted by M(X). We distinguish
the following subsets of M (X):

Miypin(X) ={p e M(X): p(X) <o},  Mi(X) ={pe M(X): u(X) =1},
MY (X)) = {p € Mi(X): (V*,p) < o0}

for some s > 0 and some Lyapunov function V' : X — [0,00). For any pu € M (X), we
write supp p for the support of u, i.e. supppu = {x € X : p(B(z,r)) > 0 for any r > 0},
where B(z,r) = {y € X : o(z,y) < r}. The set M;(X) will be considered with the
topology induced by the so-called Fortet-Mourier distance (see e.g. [15]), defined as follows:

drpn(pn, p2) = sup {[(f, 1 — p2)| = f € Lippp(X)}  for g, pp € My(X),

where

Lippau(X) = {f € Lipp(X) : [[fllpr <1} [fllpr = max(|f]rip: [llo0)s

and |f|rip stands for the minimal Lipschitz constant of f. Since (X, p) is assumed to be
Polish, the convergence in dpjs is equivalent to the weak convergence of probability measures.
This assumption additionally implies completeness of the space (M1 (X),dpps) (for proofs,

see e.g. []).

A mapping II : X x Bx — [0,1] is called a (sub)stochastic kernel (or a transition
(sub)probability function) if II(-, A) : X — [0,1] is a Borel measurable map for any fixed
A € By, and Il(x,-) : Bx — [0,1] is a (sub)probability Borel measure for any fixed = €
X. Every such kernel naturally induces two operators: P : My (X) — My (X) and



U : By(X) — By(X) given by
Pu(A) = /Xﬂ(m,A) p(dx) for pe Mgin(X), A€ Bx, (1.1)
Uf(z) = /Xf(y) II(x,dy) for f e By(X), z € X. (1.2)

If the kernel II is stochastic, then P given by (L)) is called a regular Markov operator, whilst
U given by (L2) is said to be its dual operator. The duality relationship takes the form

(f,Puy =(Uf,py for feBy(X), pe& Mgspn(X).

Moreover, a regular Markov operator P is said to be Feller if Uf € Cy(X) for every f €
Cy(X). Let us indicate that the above-defined mappings are related with one another in the

following way (cf. [15 23]):
II(x,A) = Py (A) =Uly(z) for ze X, A€ Bx.

Further, note that any dual operator U can be extended, in the usual way, to a linear
operator on the space B,(X). Hence, in particular, we are allowed to write UV, whenever
V is a Lyapunov function. We should keep in mind, however, that it can happen that
UV (x) = oo for some z € X, as long as no additional assumptions are imposed.

For any (sub)stochastic kernel II, we can define the n-th step kernels II", n € Ny, by
setting

0z, A) = 6,(A4), Oz, A) =TI(z, A),
nm(z,A) = / M(y, A" Y (x,dy) for z€ X, Ac By, neN.
X
Let P be an arbitrary regular Markov operator. We call j, € Mg, (X) an invariant
measure of P if Pu, = ps. The operator P is said to be exponentially ergodic in dpps

whenever it has a unique invariant measure p, € M;(X) and there exists ¢ € (0,1) such
that

dpap (P ps) < ¢"C(p) for any p € MKl(X), neN,

where C'(u) is a constant which depends only on the initial distribution u.

Suppose that (¢n)nen, is a time-homogeneous X-valued Markov chain, defined on
a probability space (£, 4,P). We say that (¢n)nen, has the one-step transition law de-
termined by a stochastic kernel II, if

II(x,A) =P(¢pps1 € Alp, =2) for ze€ X, Ae Bx, neNy. (1.3)



1.2 Measures on a Path Space

Every stochastic kernel II" determines the probabilities P} of the form
P2(-) =1I"(z,-) for z € X, neN. (1.4)

We further introduce the higher-dimensional distributions PL" on X " for x € X, defined
(inductively on n € N) as follows: provided that the probability measures PL* on X* have
already been defined for every k < n, the distribution Py" s given as the unique measure
which satisfies

PL"(A x B) = / P! (B)PL " Ndz x ... xdz,_1), A€ Bxna, BeBx. (15)
A

Zn—1

Let us now recall the following theorem (cf. [19 20]):

Theorem 1.1. Consider € := XN with the product topology, and let (¢p)nen, denote the
sequence of mappings from Q to X given by ¢ (w) = x,, for w = (xg,x1,...) € Q. Then, for
any u € M1(X), and any stochastic kernel I1 : X x Bx — [0, 1], there exists a probability
measure P, € M1 (Q), such that, for every n € N,

P“(AOX...XAnXXXX...):/ PL™(Ay x ... x Ay) p(dx), Ay,..., A, € By,
Ao

(1.6)

where PE" are defined by (LA), (LX). In particular, (¢n)nen, s then a time-homogeneous
Markov chain on the probability space (2, Ba,P,,) with transition probability function II and
initial distribution p. Clearly, P,,(B) is then the probabiliy of the event {(¢n)nen, € B} for
B € Bqg.

The Markov chain defined accordingly to Theorem [Tl will be further called a canonical
Markov chain. By convention, we will write Py (B) = P,(B|¢o = x) for B € Bxn,, and we
will denote the expected values corresponding to P, P, € M; (X NO) by E,., E,, respectively.

1.3 A Coupling Method

Let us now introduce a piece of notation related to a coupling method, often used to evaluate
the rate of convergence to stationary distributions (more elaboration on coupling techniques

can be found in [6] [7, [16]).

A time-homogeneus Markov chain (gbg), gzb,(f))neNo evolving on X? (endowed with the
product topology) is said to be a Markovian coupling of some stochastic kernel IT whenever
its transition law C' : X2 x By2 — [0, 1] satisfies

Cz,y, Ax X)=1I(z,A) and C(z,y,X x A)=1I(y,A) forany =z,ye€ X, A€ Bx.

By convention, the kernel C itself is often called a coupling of II, too.



It will be crucial in the analysis which follows that, for any transition probability func-
tion IT and any substochastic kernel @ : X2 x By2 — [0, 1] satisfying

Qr,y, Ax X) <M(x,A) and Q(z,y,X x A) <I(y,A) for z,y€ X, AcBx,
(1.7)

there exists a substochastic kernel R : X2 x Bx2 — [0, 1] such that C = Q+ R is a Markovian

coupling of II. Indeed, note that we can define R by setting

(H(ﬂj‘, A) B Q($7 Y, A X X)) (H(y7 B) B Q($7 Y, X X B))
(1 - Q (33‘, Y, X2))

when Q(z,y,X?) < 1, and R(z,y,A x B) = 0 otherwise. Applying rules (L4)-(LH) to
C : X% x Bx2 — [0,1] and appealing to Theorem [ we can consider the canonical

R(z,y,A X B) =

for A,B € By,

Markov chain ((bg), ®n )neN, With transition law C' and an arbitrarily fixed initial distri-
bution o € M7(X?). We assume that the chain is defined on ((X2)N0,B(X2)NO,(CQ), where
Co € My ((X?)No) satisfies the appriopriate condition corresponding to (ILG)).

Let us now consider the augmented space X2 = X2 x {0, 1} sphtted into X 2Q =

x {1} and X2 = X2 x {0}, as well as the stochastic kernel C : X2 x By — [0,1]
determmed by

C(z,y,0,Ax{1}) = Q(z,y,A) and C (z,5,0,A x {0}) = R(z,y, A) (1.8)

for (z,y,0) € X2 and A € Bx2. Let a € ./\/ll()/(\Q) be such that a(A x {0,1}) = a(A) for
any A 6 B y2. Then Theorem [[LT] guarantees the existence of the canonical Markov chain
(gbn , n ,On)nen, with transition law C and initial distribution @, which is further referred

to as an augmented coupling. The chain is defined on (()/(\Q)NO,B @a), where (Ea is an

(X2)fo”
appropriate probability measure on B (X2 Note that

@Ly,g (((bsll), ¢£3>> € A) =C;,(A) forany A€ Bx: andany (z,y,0)€ X2, (1.9)

By convention, we will further write C,, = Cu(:|( ((]1), ((]2)) = (z,y)) for any (z,y) € X?
and @:v,yﬂ = (@a('l(gb(()l), 82),90) = (z,y,0)) for every (x,y,0) € X2. The expected values
Corresponding to the measures C,, € M;((X?)N0) and (Ex,yﬂ € Ml((ﬁ)No) are denoted
by E., and E; , ¢, respectively.

In the research literature one can find the notion of a coupling time Tcouple, Which is the
random moment at which both copies of the Markov chain, governed by II, reach the same
state for the first time, i.e. Teouple = min{n € Ny : qﬁg) = qﬁg)}. If Teouple < 00, then the
so-called successful coupling, making chains stay together all the time, can be constructed
(see [16], [19]). Otherwise, one has to apply an asymptotic coupling, which is the case here.
M. Hairer is the one who proposed (in [6]) an effective method to couple asymptotically
the whole trajectories of Markov chains which cannot actually meet at some finite time
(cf. the example discussed in [7], concerning some Markov chains on infinite dimensional
spaces whose kernels, when starting from different initial conditions, induce mutually singu-
lar measures). Such an approach is extensively applied in this paper, especially in the proof



of Lemma

1.4 Auxiliary Results on Hitting and Absorption Times
For any A € By, we define
pa=inf{n e N: ¢, € A} and 74 =inf{n e N: ¢, € A for all k > n}, (1.10)

which describe the first hitting time on A and the time of absorption by A, respectively. At
some point we will also make use of the variables

p¥ =inf{n>m: ¢, € A}, meN (1.11)

Let us now quote two useful results proven in [12].

Lemma 1.2 ([I2] Lemma 2.1]). Let (¢n)nen, be a time-homogeneous Markov chain evolving
on X. Assume that, for some bounded set K € Bx, there exist A € (0,1) and cp € R such
that

E, (A™P%) <epa(1+V(x)) for ze€X, (1.12)

where V : X — [0,00) is a Lyapunov function. Moreover, suppose that, for some B € Bx,
there exist » € (0,1) and c,, € R such that

By <]l{PX\B<oo}%pX\B) < Cx (1'13)
and

inf{]P’x ({¢n € B for all n € N}) > 0. (1.14)
Te

Then there exist constants ¢ € (0,1) and ¢ € R such that
E; (C_TB) <c(1+V(x)) for zeX.

Lemma 1.3 ([I2, Lemma 2.2]). Assume that (¢n)nen, is a time-homogeneous Markov chain,

evolving on X, with tranisition law IT and the corresponding dual operator U, defined by (L2).

Further, suppose that there exist a Lyapunov function V : X — [0,00) and constants
€ (0,1), b € (0,00) such that

UV(z) <aV(x)+b foral ze X.

Then, for

J:{xeX: V(z) < 2 },

1—-a
there exist A € (0,1) and ¢\ € R such that

T

E, (A7) <A ™ea(1+ V() for z€X, meN. (1.15)



Although Lemma is given in a slightly stronger version than [I12] Lemma 2.2|, the
proof is almost the same, so we will not repeat it.

2 The Criterion on the Exponential Ergodicity

This part of the paper draws heavily on ideas used e.g. in [6l O, 12} 21, 22]. The key result
here is Lemma [2.3] which slightly strengthens the exponential mixing property (in dpps)
obtained and used in the proof of [12, Theorem 2.1]. This lemma will be an essential tool
in proving the CLT given in Section Bl

Let (X, o) be a Polish space, and suppose that we are given a transition probability func-
tion I : X xBy — [0,1]. Assuming that P : M ¢, (X) — Mg (X) and U : Bp(X) — By(X)
denote the operators defined by (LI) and (L2), respectively, we will use the following hy-
potheses:

(B0O) The Markov operator P has the Feller property.

(B1) There exist a Lyapunov function V' : X — [0,00) and constants a € (0,1) and b €
(0,00) such that
UV(z) <aV(x)+b forevery ze€ X.

Moreover, we will require that there is a substochastic kernel Q : X2 x Byx2 — [0,1],
satisfying (L)), which enjoys the following properties:

(B2) There exist F C X2 and 6 € (0,1) such that
upp Q) © F and [ ofu,) Qa.yidu x do) < do(wy) for (wy) € .
X2

(B3) Letting U(r) = {(u,v) € F : p(u,v) <r}, r >0, we have

inf x,y,U (do(z, > 0.
(w’y)epQ( y,U (bo(x,)))

(B4) There exist constants 3 € (0,1] and ¢z > 0 such that

Q (m,y,X2) >1— ngﬁ(l',y) for every (z,y) € F.

(B5) There exists a coupling ((bsll), S?))%NO of IT with transition law C' > @ (cf. Section [[3))
such that for some I' > 0 and

K:={(z,y) € X*: (z,y) € Fand V(z) + V(y) < T} (2.1)
we can choose v € (0,1) and ¢y > 0 for which

Euy(y P%) <c,, whenever V(z)+V(y)<4b(l—a)™,



where, in this case,
pK:inf{neN: (B0, o2 )eK} (2.2)

The theorem we quote below is proven by R. Kapica and M. Sleczka in [12].

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that 11 : X x Bx — [0,1] is a transition probability function such
that conditions hold with some substochastic kernel Q : X% x Bx2 — [0,1] sat-
isfying (LT)). Then the Markov operator P, defined by ([LII), possesses a unique invariant
measure 1. € M1(X) such that p, € MKl (X), where V is determined by[(B1)} Moreover,
there exist constants g € (0,1) and ¢ > 0 such that

dpar (PP, i) < q"c(L+ (Vop) + (Vo)) for every € MY 1(X), n € No.

As mentioned earlier, apart from Theorem 2.1, we will also need an intermediate result
(although in a slightly stronger version than the one given in [I2]). More precisely, for a
suitably constructed Markovian coupling (gbs), gbg))neNo of II, we will provide an estimation
of the expression E, ,|g( (1)) - g(¢£z2))|, where z,y € X and g € Lipy(X). Aiming to
formulate and prove this result, we shall first make a few technical observations (cf. [2]).

Assume that IT and @ stand for the kernels considered in Theorem 211 Let R be
a substochastic kernel on X? x By2 such that C = Q + R is a coupling of II such that m
holds, and let C denote the augmented coupling of I1, i.e. the stochastic kernel on X X2 x B bk
determined by (I8) (cf. Section [3). The Markov chains governed by the kernels C' and C
will be denoted by ( S}), ¢53>)n6N0 and ( S}), ¢53>, O )nen,, repsectively.

Let us define

Iy = sup{o(z,y) : (z,y) € K}, (2.3)

where K is given by (2I]). Due to the definition of K and the fact that (z,y) — V(2)+V (y)
is a Lyapunov function, we see that I'g < oo.

Now, let (z,y,0) € X2 and fix arbitrary n, M, N € N such that n > M > N. Further,
consider the random times

o =inf{n>N: (6, 0P) e K}, px = k.

and

TI=T5
X20

(cf. 22)) and ([IIT])). Moreover, let us also introduce

:inf{n eN: ( ,gl),¢,(f>,9k> € X2 for all k > n}

Hyn= ({0, =1} and M5, = (X2)"\Hx . (24)
j=N

Obviously

@x,yﬂ (Hivn) = @xvyﬂ U {6, =0} | < @%yﬂ(T > N).



Using the notation @x,y79\E = (/C\Ly,@(’ NE) for £ € (X2)No we can write

Cao < Coyolrpxanryrmn, T Cowolipnsny + Coyolrus,,-

which, in view of (L9]), gives
E, | f(60)) — F(6@)] = /X () — F@)| T2y (du x dv)

m~ 1 2
S /X2 Q(U,'U) Cm,y,@‘{pQSM}ﬁﬂN’n ((¢£1)7¢£1)) € du X d’U)
+2C,, (P > M) +2C, 0 (r > N) for fe€ Lipru(X). (2.5)
Lemma 2.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [21], there exist constants cy,co,c3 > 0,

q1,92,q3 € (0,1) and p > 1 such that, for any (x,y,0) € X? and n, N, M € N satisfying
n > N > M, the following inequalities hold:

-~ n—M
I = /X2 0w, 0) Coy ol fon Akt <<¢£Ll)7¢£z2)> € du X dU) <aq T, (2.6)
I = Cpy (pi > M) < c2g)" "N 1+ V() + V(y)), (2.7)
Iy i=Cayp (7> N) < e3¢5 (14 V(2) + V1)), (2.8)

where Hy p, is given by (27).

Proof. For i € N and (u,v) € X2, we define xQ(u,v,-) : Bx2 — [0,1] by setting
KQi(u7U7 A)

= Cuno (o7, 07,0) € (K0 4) x (1}, (0", 67,01 ) € (XA\K) x {1} for k < i)

= @uﬂ),g ({ <¢§1),¢§2)> € A} N{px =1} N{0p =1for k < z}) for any A € Byo.

Obviously, Q" (u,v,X2\K) = 0. Now, let n > N > M. Due to the definitions of Hy
and p%, we obtain

@m,y,el{p%:i}m’}{l\,m (((ﬁg)a (bg?)) € A)

= / / Q" (w, 2, A) kQ N (u, v, dw x dz) (Ci\{y_l(du X dv)
x2 JK

for A€ X2, (x,9,0) € X2 andie {N,...,n}. Clearly, {p¥ < M} = Ui\iNH{p% =1}, and
hence, for (z,y) € X2, we have

M
L < Z/ / / 0(s,) Q" Hw, z,ds x dt) g QN (u, v, dw x dz) CY 1 (du x dv).
—v/x2JK Jx2 Y
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From assumption and the definition of K it follows that
M . .
L < Z/ / / o(s,t) Q" H(w, z,ds x dt) gQ N (u, v, dw x dz) (Ci\{y_l(du X dv)
—~ Jx2 Jk JF

M
< Z o o(w, 2) QN (w, v, dw x dz) (Ci,\fy_l(du X dv)
= x2 JK

whence (28] holds with ¢; = § and ¢; = I'g, where I'g is given by (23]).
Let us now introduce V(z,y) := V(z) + V(y) for (x,y) € X? and

J={(z,y) € X2 V(x,y) < 4b(1 —a)_l}.

Obviously, V is a Lyapunov function on X2, which, due to satisfies the inequality
UV (z,y) < aV(x,y) +2b for any (x,y) € X2. Consequently, referring to Lemma [3] we
can choose A € (0,1) and ¢\ > 0 so that

Epy (A~ p}”) <A ey (1+V(z,y)) forall (z,y)€ X2 mecN. (2.9)
Define T : (X?)No — (X2)No by T ((#n, Yn)neny) = ($n+1,yn+1)neNo, and let

Fy ={AeF: {p] =k}nAeF for keNo},

where (F)ken, stands for the natural filtration of (gbl(j), (2))keNo Now, put A := max{\, v}.
Using the fact that p% < ,0]}’ + pK o pr, and, further, applying sequentially the strong
Markov property, condition |(B5)|and inequality ([2.9) with m = N, we obtain

N N
E., (A7) <E., < AP A—pKoT? ) <E,, ( AR, <7—pmm | fpm
) (v"")

_ -0 2.10

=Egy (A7 E(¢( ¢(2) ( )
< C'yEJ:7y ()\_pJ) < )\_ c’yc)\(l + V(.’L’, y))7

for some ¢, > 0. Then, the Markov inequality yields that

I, =Cyy (p% > M) < AMANeen(1+Vi(a,y)) =AMV e 0y (1 4+ V (2, y))
< AM=PNe e (1 +V(2,y)) forall (z,y) € X2,

where p = [logy A] > 1. Hence, taking ¢y = cycy and g2 = A, we obtain ([2.7).
Finally, we have to deal with component I3. For this purpose, we shall use Lemma
for the chain ( ) 42, O )nen, With B = X2Q and K := K x {0,1} in the role of K. Note
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that, due to (ZI0), we have

Euny’g <A_5f<) =FE,y(ATPK) < Egy <A‘p%) < )\_NC»YC)\(l +Vi(z,y), (z,y,0)¢€ )/(\2,

where pr is the first hitting time on K for the augmented coupling of P. This corresponds
to (LI2) in Lemma Further, the Jensen inequality, together with assumption
implies that, for any (z,y) € I’ and any k € N,

/ 0 (4, v) Q¥ (a, y, du x dv) < / / o (4, 0) Q(w, 2, du x dv) Q¥ (z,y, dw x dz)
X2 x2.JXx2

B
k—1
< /X2 </X2 o(u,v) Q(w, z, du x dv)> QY (x,y,dw x dz)

< 55 /X2 QB(U)7Z) Qk_l(x7y7dw X dZ) <...=< 55’996(%7?4)
(2.11)

Applying sequentially (217)) and ([2.3]) we conclude that, for every (z,y,0) € K x{0,1},
C A 2 k—1
Ceyo (psz = k:) = /)(2 (1 - Q(u,v, X )) Q" (z,y,du x dv)

<cg / i 0P (u,v) Q¥ (z,y, du x dv) < cﬁéﬁ(k_l)l“g,
X

which gives (LI3) with B = )2'\2@, =0 and ¢, = c5(T/8)P Y o2, % < co. Finally, we
need to establish (LI4). From and (ZI1)) it follows that, for any (x,y) € F and any
keN,

Q" (a,y, X?) = / Qu, v, X2) @ (2, y, du x dv)
X2

> Q' (2,9, X%) — e / 07 (u,0) @ (@, y, du x dv)
i i (2.12)
> QM My, X*) — sV P (2, y)

k—1
: C
> 21-c5y 67 (zy) > 1- 1_55596(%@.
=0

Assumption guarantees that ¢ := inf, ,yep Q (2,4, U (6o(z,y))) > 0, and we can
further show that

Q" (x,y,U (5'“9(:17,3/))) >¢* forall (z,y)eF, keN. (2.13)
Indeed, we have

Qu,v,U (8 0(,9)) ) = Q(u,0,UlBe(u,v) > ¢ for (u,0) € Ud*olr,v)),
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since U(5o(u,v)) C U(6* 1 o(x,y)) for all (u,v) € U(6*o(x,y)), and therefore

QF+1 (az,y,U <5k+1g(x,y)>) > /U(&kg(m ) Q<

ngQk<x,y,U<5kQ(:E,y))>2...2<pk+1 for (z,y) € F.

u, v, U <(5k+1g(m,y)>) Q*(z,y, du x dv)

Applying sequentially ([2.12)), (2I1) and (ZI3), we see that, for any (z,y) € K C F and
k,m € N, the following inequalities hold:

QF M (2, y, X7) > / Q™ (u,0, X2) Q" (. y, du x dv)
U (6% o(z,y))

2/ <1— % Bgﬁ(u,v)) Qk(m,y,du X dv)
U8 o(a.)) 1-9

c cpdBk
> (1 — ﬁyjk@(w,y)ﬁ) Q¥ (2,4, U(6%0(z,y))) > (1 - r€> o,

where Ty is determined by ([2.3]). We can now choose kg € N so large that §°%0 < (1 — §%)/ (205F€>,
which immediately implies that

QPotm (:E,y,X2) >e forall meN, (z,y) € K, where ¢:= /2.
Since the lower bound does not depend on m € N, we also have
Coo ({00 00) € X2g for all k € N} ) = lim Q" (2,9, X?) > ¢

for any (x,y,0) € K x {0,1}, which completes the proof of (I.I4]) and therefore, due to
Lemma [[2] implies the existence of constants ¢ € (0,1) and ¢, > 0 such that

~

Ez.y.0 (C_T) <c(14+V(z,y) for (z,y,0)¢€ X2,
Hence, using the Markov inequality, we obtain

I3 = Cpyo (1 > N) < ce¢N(1+ V(a,p)), (2.14)
and one can easily observe that ([2.8]) holds with ¢3 = ¢¢ and ¢3 = (. O

We are now in a position to prove the announced lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem [Z7), there exist ¢ € (0,1) and ¢ > 0 such
that

Evylg (60) = g (62)] < cllgllpy a1+ V(@) + V() (2.15)

for all (z,y) € X2, g € Lipy(X) and n € Ny.
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Proof. Let g € Lipp(X). According to ([25) and Lemma [22] we know that there exist
constants c1,ca,c3 > 0, q1,q2,q3 € (0,1) and p > 1 such that the inequality

o g (680) =3 ()] = [ latw) — a0 €2,y (dux )
< 9lzip (qq?‘M) +2|[glloo (@qé”_p]v(l +V(z)+ V(y)))
+2llglloo (c303 (1 +V(2) +V(9)))

holds for all z,y € X and n, M, N € N satisfying n > N > M. Now, define ng = [4p| and
fix an arbitrary n > ng. Letting N = [n/(4p)] and M = [n/2], we obtain

Eeylg (60) = 9 (62)] < gl ca(1+ V(@) + V() forall n > no,

where
q= max{qi/z,q;/{qé/(ﬂ‘p)} €(0,1), e=max{q ", q5"'} (c1 +2¢2 +2c3) > 0.

Since sup,, ,ex [9(u) — g(v)| < 2||gll gy, We see that the assertion of Lemma holds for
arbitrary n € Ny and ¢ := 2max(¢, 1)g~ ™. O

3 The CLT

The essential ideas of this section are motivated by [9] and [I0], both based on [I§].

Let (X, p) be a Polish space, and let (¢, )nen, be an X-valued time-homogeneous
Markov chain with transition law II and arbitrary initial distribution p € Mj(X). As
before, P and U will denote the operators defined by (LI]) an (L2), respectively.

Assume that p, € M;(X) is a unique invariant measure of P. For any n € N and any
Borel function g : X — R we define

g6+ g(dn)
\/ﬁ )

sn(9)

o*(g) = lim E,. (s2(9)) , (3.1)

and write ®s,(g) for the distribution of s,(g). Moreover, we define § = g — (g, t«)-

For any given Borel function g : X — R such that (g%, j1,) < oo, we say that the CLT
holds for (9(¢n)),en,» if 02(g) < oo and ®s,,(g) converges weakly to N'(0,02(g)), as n — oo.
Now, let D[0, 1] denote the Skorochod space, i.e. the collection of all cadlag functions
n [0,1] (cf. [I). For any Borel function g : X — R, we introduce a process (By(g))neN
with values in DJ0, 1] by setting
1

for every n € N, where [a] is the ceiling function of a € R.
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For any given Borel function g : X — R such that (¢", pux) < oo for some r > 2, we
say that (g(¢n))nen, satisfies the Donsker invariance principle for the CLT (the functional
CLT), if 02(g) < oo and B, (g) converges weakly to o(g)B in the space D[0,1], as n — oo,
where B is a standard Brownian motion on [0, 1].

3.1 An Auxiliary Result

An important step in the proof of our main result (given in Section B.2) follows from
[18, Corollary 1] and [I8, Corollary 4]. For the convenience of the reader, we summarize
their key statements in the lemma below.

Let us note that, if g : X — R is integrable with respect to u € My, (X), then Ug(x),
given by (L2), is well-defined and finite for py-almost all x € X. Therefore, for every n € N
and any Borel function g : X — R, we can define

Vg = En: U*y.
k=1

Lemma 3.1. Let (¢} )nen, be an X -valued time-homogeneous Markov chain with transition
law II, which posseses a unique invariant distribution p, € My(X). Further, suppose that
g: X — Ris a Borel function satisfying (g2, pi.) < oo, for which there exist a« < 1/2, ng € N
and ¢ > 0 such that

(Vn9)?, ,u*>1/2 <en® for all n > ng. (3.2)

Then, assuming that . is the initial distribution of (¢} )nen,, the following statements are
fulfilled:

(a) The CLT holds for (g(¢}))

neNg *

(b) If, additionally, (|g|", p) < oo for some r > 2, then (9(¢;,)),en, obeys the Donsker
iwvariance principle for the CLT.

Note that, while formulating this lemma, we have already taken into account the fact
that, in the case of Polish spaces (which is the one that we consider here), the convergence
in the Prokhorov metric (see e.g. [I] or [I8] for the definition) is equivalent to the weak
convergence of probability measures.

3.2 The Main result

Before we formulate the main theorem of this section, we need to strengthen condition [(B1)
to the following form:

(B1)" There exist a Lyapunov function V : X — [0,00) and constants a € (0,1) and
b € (0,00) such that

UV2(z) < (aV(z) +b)* for every z € X.
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Obviously, due to the Hélder inequality, hypothesis implies Indeed,
UV (z) = (V, P5,) < (V2 P5,)"* = (UV2(2))"? <aV(z) + b forany « € X.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that 11 : X xBx — [0, 1] is a transition probability function such that
conditions with strengthened to hold with some substochastic kernel
Q : X2 x Bx2 — [0,1] satisfying (L7). Further, let (¢n)nen, be an X -valued time-homogeneous
Markov chain with transition law given by I1 and initial distribution p € MYJ (X), where V
is a Lyapunov function appearing in[(B1)| Then the CLT holds for (g (1)) pen, whenever
g € Lipy(X). Moreover, if the initial dzstrzbutzon of (¢ )nen, is equal to the unique invariant
measure of P, then (g(¢}))nen, obeys the Donsker invariance principle for the CLT.

Proof. The proof proceeds in three steps.

Step I. First of all, note that Theorem 2] provides the existence of a unique invariant
measure j, € My(X) for P. We need to show that p, € MY ,(X). To do this, fix an
arbitrary x € X, and observe that condition yields

UW2(x) < a®V3(z) 4 2a"bV (z Z at +b? Z a® + 2ab* Z a’
(3.3)

2b b? 2ab?
< 2nv2 n Vv
<a (x) +a T (x)+1_a2+1_a,

which may be easily proven inductively on n € N. Further, for every k£ € N, define Vk :
X — [0,k] by Vi = min(k,V?). Clearly V; € Cy(X) for each k € N. Hence, referring to
Theorem [2.7], we have

(Vs i) = li_}rn (Vie, P"0,) = lim U"Vj(x) for every ke N, (3.4)

n—oo

Now, observe that (Vk)keN is a non-decreasing sequence of non-negative functions satisfying
limg 00 Vi(y) = V2(y) for all y € X. Therefore, using the Monotone Convergence Theorem,
together with (B4) and (B.3), we obtain

~ 20+ 2a® + 1
(V2 ) = klim <Vk,,u*> = hm lim U™V (z) < limsup U"V?(z) < b2M
—00

)
k— 00 n—00 n—00 1—a?

which implies that, indeed, u, € MY,Z(X ).

Step II. Let g € Lipy(X). Then, obviously, (|g|", pus) < oo for any r» > 2. In order to
apply both parts @ and @ of Lemma Bl we only need to verify condition [B2). It is
therefore enough to find some upper bound, independent of n € N, for the expression

(Vug)* / <ZUk > 1 (dz).

Observe that Lemma 2.3 immediately implies that there exist ¢ € (0,1) and ¢ > 0 such that,
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for any =,y € X,
U*g(x) — Urg(y)] = (g, 11" (2, ) — 11" (3, )
‘/QQ du><dU) ‘ZLQQ(U)CZy(du><dU)

< /X2 l9(u) = g(0)| Cy  (du x dv) < cllgl g ¢" (1 + V() + V(y))-

Hence, recalling that g, is invariant for P, we obtain
n n

> U] < 3o |Ukg@) - (U9 )

k=1 k=1

<3 [ ol a0+ V) + Vo) < S8 G v )+ ),
k=1"7X q

<> [ 09(w) ~ Ua(w)l .l
kzz:l/X g g\y)| p«ay

for any x € X and any n € N. Now, since u, € MKQ(X), which, due to the Holder
inequality, entails p, € M}/’l (X), we have

(g ) < oL [ (1) 4 v )
X

(1—-q)? 35
g2 ||g||? 2 )
< 2(1_7q)§L ((1 +(V, u*>) + <V2,u*>> < oo0.

Since the above estimation is independent of n € N, condition ([3.2) is satisfied. Hence,
LemmaBdlimplies both the CLT and its functional version for the Markov chain (g(¢}))nen,,
whenever p, is the distribution of ¢¢ (i.e the chain is stationary).

Step III. Let us now establish the assertion of Theorem for a non-stationary Markov
chain. For the clarity of the arguments, let us indicate the initial distribution of (¢p)nen,
in the upper index of s,(g), n € Ny. According to statement [(a)] of Lemma Bl (whose
hypothesis has already been verified in Step II), we know that ®sy,"(g) converges weakly to
N(0,02%(g)), as n — oo. Therefore it is enough to prove that

lim ‘<f Dsd=(g) — q)sn( )>‘ =0 forevery f € Lippy(X) andany z,y € X. (3.6)

n— o0

Indeed, equality ([B3.0]), together with the Dominated Convergence Theorem, implies that

lim |(f, ®s7,(9)) — (f, ®sy"(9))| =0 for any  f € Liprar(X). (3.7)

n—oo

Since ®sh"(g) converges weakly to N'(0,02%(g)), as n — oo, we in particular obtain
Tim [(f, @ (7)) — (£ N (0,0%(9)))[ =0 forany f € Lippas(X).

This, together with ([B.7), gives

lim |(f, ®shi(9)) = (f.N(0,0%(9)))| =0 forany f € Lippar(X),
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According to the fact that, in the case of Polish spaces, the convergence in dpjs is equivalent
to the weak convergence of probability measures, we obtain the desired conclusion.

It now remains to prove (B.6). Let f € Lippp(X) be arbitrary. By virtue of Lemma
2.3l we have

(1, @s3:(9) - @52 (9))] =

/n f <9(U1) +;/.ﬁ+ g(un)> B (duy x . % duy)

(R )

NG
</

glur) + ...+ g(un)  glv1)+...+g(vn)
< 3 [ ot~ g€ ) < o1 v v
~Vn i—1 7 X? e B ’

C}CZ'Z)"" (duy X dvy X ... X duy, X dvy)

Vi Vi
V(1 —q)

for some ¢ € (0,1) and ¢ > 0. Hence, (B.6) and (1) are established and the proof of the
CLT (for non-stationary Markov chains) is now completed. O

Remark 3.3. Analyzing the proof of Theorem shows that its assertion remains valid
under two more general (and simultaneously, much more abstract) hypotheses, namely:

(i) condition is fulfilled;

ii) there exists a Markovian coupling ¢§}), gbg ) neny of 1I for which condition is
0
satisfied.

If we now compare |(B1)'| and (2I0) with the assumptions of [5, Theorem 5.1], we see that
none of the results need not imply the other.

4 An Abstract Markov Model for Gene Expression

Within this section we indicate the usefulness of Theorem B2l For this reason we refer to
an abstract model, which occurs mainly in gene expression analysis (cf. [8, [IT], [I7]). Such
a model has already been investigated in terms of its exponential ergodicity and the strong
law of large numbers in [3] [IT].

4.1 The Structure and Assumptions of the Model

Consider a separable Banach space (H, || -||) and a closed subset Y of H. By B(h,r), where
h € H and r > 0, we will denote the open ball in H of radius r centered at h. Further,
assume that (0,B(0),A) is a topological measure space with a o-finite Borel mesure A.
For simplicity, in the rest of the paper, we will write df instead of A(df). Moreover, fix
N e N, and let I :={1,..., N} be endowed with the discrete metric (7, j) — d(i,7), that is,
d(i,7) =1 for i # j and d(i,5) = 0 for i = j.

We are concerned with a random dynamical system (Y (t));cr, evolving through ran-
dom jumps on the space Y. It is required that the jumps occur at random moments 7,,
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n € N, coinciding with the jump times of a Poisson process with intensity A. Between the
jumps the system evolves deterministically. It is driven by a finite number of semiflows
Si Ry xY =Y, ¢ e I, which are assumed to be continuous with respect to each vari-
able. These semiflows are switched from jump to jump, according to a matrix of continuous
functions m;; : Y — [0,1], i,7 € I, satisfying > ., m;(y) = 1 for any y € Y, i € I. More
formally, we have
Y(t) =S¢, (t —7,Y (1)) for t € [T, Tny1),

where &, is an [-valued random variable describing the choice of a semiflow directly after
the n-th jump.

For n € N, the post-jump location Y (7,,) is a result of a transformation of the state
Y (7,—) just before the jump, determined by a function randomly selected among all pos-

sible ones wg : Y — Y, 60 € O, additionally perturbed by a random shift H, within an
e-neighbourhood. In other words, we have Y (7,,) = wy, (Y (1,—)) + Hp.

It is required that all the maps (y, ) — wy(y) are continuous, and also that there exists
e* > 0 for which

wg(y) +h €Y whenever he B(0,e"), 00O, yeV.

We further require that all the disturbances H,, have a common disribution v* € M;(H),
supported on the ball B(0,¢), where ¢ € [0,¢*] (in the case where € = 0, we set B(0,¢) = {0}).

Moreover, we will assume that the probabilities of choosing wy (at the jump times)
are determined by the place-dependent density functions 6 — p(y,6) with y € Y, where
p:Y x© = [0,00) is a continuous function such that [gp(y,0)dd =1 for any y € V.

In the analysis that follows, we will focus on the sequence of random variables (Y3,)nen,
given by the post-jump locations of (Y'(¢))ier,, that is, ¥, = Y(r,) for n € N. Such
a sequence can be defined on a suitable probability space, say (2, F,P), by

Yn+1 = Wp,, (Sgn (ATn—i-la Yn)) + Hn+1 for n € NQ, (4.1)
where the above variables and their distributions are specified by the following conditions:

(i) Yo: Q2 =Y and & : Q — I have arbitrary and fixed distributions.

(i) (7n)nen, is a strictly increasing sequence of random variables 7, :  — [0,00), n € Ny,
such that 79 = 0 and 7,, — 00, asn — oco. Moreover, the increments A7,11 1= Ty41—7p
are mutually independent and have the common exponential distribution with intensity
A>0.

(iii) H, : Q — Y, n €N, are identically distributed with v=.

(iv) 0, : Q2 — © and &, : Q@ — I, n € N, are defined (inductively) in the following way:

P(ps1 € D | Se, (ATg1,Yn) =y; Wy) = / p(y,0)dd for D e B(O), yecY, ne Ny,
D

]P)(Sn-‘rl =] ‘ Yn+1 =Y, gn =1 Wn) :Wij(y) for RS Y, 1,] € I, n €Ny,
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where WO = (YYO7 50) and Wn = (W(]a Hl)"'any TLy-- 5 Tny 917"'79n7 glv"'vgn)
for n € N.

Simultaneously, we require that, for any n € Ny, the variables A7,11, Hy11, 0pe1 and
&nt1 are (mutually) conditionally independent given W,,, and that A7,,1 and H, i1 are
independent of W,,.

Moreover, we impose the following assumptions, adapted from [I1]:

(A1) There exists § € Y such that

sup/ e_’\t/ llwe(Si(t,y)) — yllp(Si(t,y),0)dodt < oo for every i€ I.
yeY JO (€]

(A2) There exist a € (—oo, A), L > 0 and some function £ : Y — R4, bounded on bounded
sets, such that

19i(t, y1) — S;(t,y2)| < Le®|lyr — yoll +t L(y2) d(i,j) for t>0, y1,y2 €Y, i,5 € 1.

(A3) There exists a constant L,, > 0 such that
[ Iwatwn) = wolwlp(01,6)d6 < Lullys = el for yrozm € Y.
©

(A4) There exist Ly > 0 and L, > 0 such that, for any y;,y2 € Y, i € I,

S s (1) — 75 (w9)] < Lallys — 9o and /@ 1p(y1,6) — Py, 0)|d6 < Lyllyn — 1]l
jel

(A5) There exist d; > 0 and d, > 0 such that, for all i1,iy € I, y1,y2 € Y,

> min{m, (1), Ty i (y2)} > dr and / min{p(y1,0), p(ye,0)} do > d,
jel O(y1,92)

where O(y1,92) = {0 € © : [Jlwg(y1) — we(y2)|| < Luwllyr — y2l/}-

In addition to this, we also assume that the constants appearing in conditions and

satisfy the inequality
LLy+a/X<1. (4.2)

We further investigate the sequence (Yy,,&n)nen, with values in X =Y x I. The space
X is assumed to be equipped with the metric given by

0z ((y1,9), (2, 7)) = llyr — w2l +€d(i,j) for (y1,7), (y2,7) € X,

where ¢ is a sufficiently large constant (defined explictly in [I1]), depending on X, ¥, «, L,
L and L,,.
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An easy computation shows that (Y,,, &, )nen, is a time-homogeneous Markov chain with
transition law II. : X x B(X) — [0, 1] given by

. (y,i,4) = /0 T /@ p(Si(t,4).0)

3 tatwn(it) + by m i) + 1) | v @3
for any (y,i) € X and any A € Bx.

From the proof of [11l Theorem 4.1] it follows that, if conditions hold with
constants satisfying (£.2]), then the hypotheses of Theorem 2] are fulfilled for II. and a suit-
able substochastic kernel @, satisfying (L7). Consequently, the Markov operator corre-
sponding to Il. is then exponentially ergodic in the Fortet-Mourier metric induced by pg
with a sufficiently large ¢.

4.2 An Application of Theorem

In order to prove the CLT for the Markov chain (Y}, &,)nen,, introduced in Section BT} we
strengthen assumptions and |(A3)| to the following conditions:

(A1)’ There exists § € Y such that

sup / e / lwa(Si(t, 7)) — F12p(Si(t,y),0) dfdt < o0 for i€ 1.
yeY JO o

(A3)" There exists a constant L], > 0 such that

/@ [wo(y1) — wo(y2)|*p(y1,0) dO < L |lyr — y2||* for y1,y2 €Y.

Let us note that, due to the Holder inequality, conditions |(A1)] [(A3)] imply
respectively, and holds with L,, := \/L/,.

In the remainder of this section we assume that V' : X — [0,00) is the Lyapunov
function given by

V(y,i) = lly =yl forevery (y,i)€ X, (4.4)

where 3 is determined by

Theorem 4.1. Consider the model stated in Section [[1 In particular, let (Yn,&n)nen, be
the Markov chain with transition law I, given by [@3), and initial distribution p € M;(X).
Further, assume that conditions [(A1H(A5) with [(A1) and|(A3) strengthened to and
((A3)], respectively, hold with

LA, + 2007 < 1. (4.5)
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Then, for every g € Lipy(X), the chain (9(Yn,&n))nen, obeys the CLT, whenever its initial
measure o is such that p € MKl(X) for V giwen by [@4). Moreover, if (Yn,&n)nen, @S
stationary, then (g(Yn,&n))nen, enjoys the Donsker invariance principle of the CLT.

Proof. We shall use Theorem It is easy to check that inequality (A3]) implies (£2) with
Ly = \/E . Hence, as mentioned in the previous section, conditions for II = I,
can be derived from [(A1)H(A5)| and ([Z2) (cf. the proof of [1I, Theorem 4.1]). Obviously,
follows immediately from the continuity of functions m; ;, y — S;(t,y), v — p(y, 0) and
wy. Thus the proof of Theorem 1] reduces now to showing condition , introduced in
Section

Let P. denote the Markov operator corresponding to Il., and let U, stand for its dual
operator. Further, fix an arbitrary (y,7) € X. We then see that

UV (y.i) = / V2(2, )T (.4, d= x dI)

o (4.6)

- / Ao / P(Si(t,y).6) / e (Si (k) + h — g2 v (dh) db d.
0 S} B(0,e

Now, introduce Z = [0,00) x © x H, and define v € M;(Z) as follows:
v(A) = / e M / p(Si(t,y),0) / L14(t,0,h) v (dh)df dt, A € By.
0 (€] B(0,¢)
Further, consider the space £2(Z, Bz,v), and define g : Z — R by
¢0(t767h) = ng(SZ(t,y)) +h_gH for (taeah) €Z.
Note that ¢o € £2(Z,Bz,v). To see this, let us first write
eo(t,0,h) < |lwe(S;i(t,y)) — we(Si(t, y))I + l[we(Si(t, 9)) — yll + ||l
Then, using the Minkowski inequality, we obtain
" 1/2
U2 0.0) " = ([ 0.0 wtat o x.an)
z
1/2
< ([ st — wolite )| vian < do x an) ) (@)
z
1/2
# ([ oottt — sl wta o x am) e,
z

where the second component on the right-hand side is finite due to assumption .
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According to conditions |(A3)| and [(A2)] we further have

/ lwg(Si(t. ) — wa(Si(t, 7)) |12 v(dt x d6 x dh)
Z
< / Ae ML (1Si(t y) = Sit,9) |1 dt < / Ae ML L2y — gl*dt (4.8)
0 0

e L/ L2
_ P2y, 12 —(A—2a)t _ w 2 :
a2y gl ([T e tar) = SR v,

where the last equality follows from the fact that 2o < X, which is ensured by (4.0).
We see that, indeed, pg € L%(Z,Bz,v). Further, reffering to (1) and (LX), we obtain

condition with
o AL L2
TV A—2a’

00 1/2
b::sup</ = uwawz-(t,y))—yn?p(si(t,y),e)dedt) Lot <o
yey 0 C)

Moreover, due to assumption (L5]), we see that a € (0,1), which completes the proof. [
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