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Let (W, W) be an exchangeable pair. Assume that
E(W —W'|W)=gW)+rW),
where g(W) is a dominated term and r(W) is negligible. Let G(¢) =
fé g(s)ds and define p(r) = c;e= 0G0 where cg is a properly chosen con-
stantand ¢y = 1/ [°2, e~G ) gt Let Y be arandom variable with the prob-
ability density function p. It is proved that W converges to Y in distribution
when the conditional second moment of (W — W') given W satisfies a law of
large numbers. A Berry—Esseen type bound is also given. We use this tech-
nique to obtain a Berry—Esseen error bound of order 1/./n in the noncentral
limit theorem for the magnetization in the Curie—~Weiss ferromagnet at the
critical temperature. Exponential approximation with application to the spec-
trum of the Bernoulli-Laplace Markov chain is also discussed.

1. Introduction and main results. Let W be the random variable of interest.
Typical examples of W include the partial sum of independent random variables
and functionals of independent random variables or dependent random variables
whose joint distribution is known. Since the exact distribution of W is not available
for most cases, it is natural to seek the asymptotic distribution of W with a Berry—
Esseen type error. Let (W, W) be an exchangeable pair. Assume that

(1.1 EW — W |W)=g(W)+r(W),

where g(W) is a dominated term while (W) is a negligible term. When g(W) =
AW, and E((W' — W)2|W) is concentrated around a constant, Stein’s method for
normal approximation shows that the limiting distribution of W is normal under
certain regularity conditions. We refer to Stein (1986), Rinott and Rotar (1997),
Chen and Shao (2005) and references therein for the general theory of Stein’s
method. The main aim of this paper is to find the limiting distribution of W as well
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as the rate of convergence for general g. The key step is to identify the limiting
density function. As soon as the limiting density function is determined, we can
follow the idea of the Stein’s method of exchangeable pairs for normal approxima-
tion. Let

(12) G0 = [ grds and pwy =i,

where cg > 0 is a constant that will be specified later and c; = 1/ ffooo =G gt ig
the normalizing constant. Let ¥ be a random variable with the probability density
function p. Set:

(H1) g(¢) is nondecreasing, and g(¢) > 0 for > 0 and g(¢) <0 for t <0;
(H2) there exists ¢y < oo such that for all x,

min(1/cy, 1/]cog(x)]) (x| + 3/c1) max(1, colg’ (x)]) < c2;
(H3) there exists ¢3 < oo such that for all x,
min(1/c1, 1/]cog(x)])(Ix] +3/c1)colg’ (x)| < c3.

Let A=W — W’. Our main result shows that W converges to Y in distribution
as long as coE (A2| W) satisfies a law of large numbers.

THEOREM 1.1.  Let h be absolutely continuous with ||h’|| = sup, |h’(x)| < oo.
(1) If (H1) and (H2) are satisfied, then
|[ER(W) — Eh(Y)|

(1+¢2)
C

(1.3) =< IIh/II{ E|1 = (co/2) E(A*| W)

1
+Seo(l +eDEIAP + CoczElr(W)l}-

(i1) If (H1) and (H3) are satisfied, then
|[Eh(W) — Eh(Y)|

(1+c3) 1
TEH — (co/2)E(A?|W)| + Sco(l +c3)E|AP

(e 2.

When A is bounded, next theorem gives a Berry—Esseen type inequality.

(14 < ||h/||{
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THEOREM 1.2. Assume that |W — W'| < §, where § is a constant. If (H1) and
(H3) are satisfied, then

|[P(W<z)— P <2)|
(1.5) <3E|l — (CQ/Z)E(A2|W)| + cymax(1, c3)8 + 2coE|r(W)|/cq
+8%co{(2+ ¢3/2) Elcog (W)| + c1c3/2}.

We remark that c¢g can be chosen as follows. In order to make the error term on
the right-hand side of (1.3) small, it is necessary that E|1 — (c0/2)E(A2|W)| -0
and therefore E(1 — (co/2)E (A2|W)) must be small and we should choose ¢q so
that co ~ 2/ E(A?).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give a concrete application
of our general result to the magnetization of the Curie-Weiss model of ferromag-
nets at the critical temperature, and show that the rate of convergence achieves
O(n~'/2).In Section 3, we focus on approximation by the exponential distribution
with an application to the spectrum of the Bernoulli-Laplace Markov chain. We
present a general approach of Stein’s method of exchangeable pairs in Section 4
and postpone detailed proofs of our main results to Section 5.

2. Curie-Weiss model. Consider the Curie—Weiss model for n spins at tem-
perature T, that is, the probability distribution on {—1, 1}" that puts mass

_1 Zl§i<j§n Gi0j>
Zr exp|l ———
r p( Tn

ato € {—1, 1}", where Z7 is the normalizing constant. Let us fix 7 = 1, which is
the “critical temperature” for this model. Now let

n
W=Wo)=n""Y 0.
i=1
This is a simple statistical mechanical model of ferromagnetic interaction, some-
times called the Ising model on the complete graph. For a detailed mathematical
treatment of this model, we refer to the book by Ellis (1985).

Following ideas in Simon and Griffiths (1973), it was proved by Ellis and New-
man (1978a, 1978b) that as n — oo, the law of W converges to the distribution
with density proportional to ¢=*"/12_ For various interesting extensions and re-
finements of their results, let us refer to Ellis, Newman and Rosen (1980) and
Papangelou (1989).

Below, we present a Berry—Esseen bound for this noncentral limit theorem ob-
tained via Theorem 1.2. Incidentally, Theorem 1.2 can also be used to obtain sim-
ilar error bounds for the other limit theorems in the aforementioned papers (in
particular, the Curie—Weiss model at noncritical temperatures), but we prefer to
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stick to this example only, since it is probably the most interesting and relevant
one.

Given a random element o, construct ¢’ by choosing a coordinate I at random
and replacing o; by o}, where o7 is generated from the conditional distribution of
op given (0;) j+7. In other words, we take one step of the Glauber dynamics. It is
easy to see that (o, 0”) is an exchangeable pair. Let W' = W (o). We shall show
that (see Section 5)

2.1) E|E(WW — W/|W) — inPW3 = 0™,
(2.2) E|E(W = W)?[W) —2n72| = 0(n™2),
(2.3) W —W|=0m>"
and

(2.4) EIWP=0().

Let us now explain roughly how we arrive at (2.1), which is the most important
step. A simple computation shows that at any temperature,

E(W — W/|W) =n"3/*(m — tanh(m/T)) + O(n™?),

where m :=n~!/4W is the magnetization. Since m ~ 0 with high probability when

T > 1, and tanhx = x — x3/3 + O(x>) for x ~ 0, we see that the right-hand

side in the above equation is like n=>/*m(1 — 1/T) when T > 1, while it is like

n=3/*m3/3 when T = 1. This is what distinguishes between the high temperature

regime 7 > 1 and the critical temperature 7 = 1, and this is how we arrive at (2.1).
Let

g(w) = %n_3/2w3, co= n3/2, §= O(n_3/4).
Then
w
Gi(w) = co/ g dr = w*/12.
0

With the above information, it can be easily checked that by Theorem 1.2, we get
the following theorem.

THEOREM 2.1. Let Y be a random variable with density function

. | 21/2
pw)y=cie™ /22 where ) = I e gy 3AT(1/4)°

Then for all z,

2.5) [P(W <2)— P(Y <g)| <en” 2,

where c is an absolute constant.



468 S. CHATTERIJEE AND Q.-M. SHAO

Incidentally, after this manuscript was submitted, it was brought to our at-
tention that an article by Eichelsbacher and Lowe (2009) was in preparation,
where the same result (Theorem 2.1) is proved, along the same lines as our proof.
Eichelsbacher and Lowe (2009) has generalizations of Theorem 2.1 to some other
mean-field models.

3. Exponential limit with application to spectrum of the Bernoulli-Laplace
Markov chain. In this section, we focus on the exponential limit. Let (W, W)
be an exchangeable pair satisfying

(3.1 E(W = W'|W)=1/co+r(W),

where cg > 0 is a constant. Let A = W — W’. As a special case of Theorems 1.1
and 1.2 with a constant function g, we have

THEOREM 3.1. Let Y have the exponential distribution with mean 1. Assume
(3.1) is satisfied.

(i) Let h be absolutely continuous with ||h'|| < co. Then:

|ER(W) — ER(Y)|
(3.2)
< W IHEIN = (co/E(A*IW)| + coE|AP +3co E|Wr(W)]}.

(1) If|A| < § for some constant 5, then

|[P(W<2)—P(Y <2)|
(3.3)
<3E|1 = (co/2)E(A?|W)| + 8 + 2¢08> + 3coE|Wr(W)].

We refer to Chatterjee, Fulman and Rollin (2008) and Pek6z and Rollin (2009)
for other general results for the exponential approximation.

We now apply Theorem 3.1 to the spectrum of the Bernoulli-Laplace Markov
chain, a simple model of diffusion, following the work of Chatterjee, Fulman and
Rollin (2008). Two urns contain n balls each. Initially the balls in each urn are
all of a single color, with urn 1 containing all white balls, and urn 2 all black. At
each stage, a ball is picked at random from each urn and the two are switched.
Let the state of the chain be the number of white balls in the urn 1. Diaconis and
Shahshahani (1987) proved that (n/4)log(2n) + cn steps suffice for this process
to reach equilibrium, in the sense that the total variation distance to the stationary
distribution is at most ae~9¢ for positive universal constants a and d. In order to
prove this, they used the fact that the spectrum of the Markov chain consists of the
numbers

(3.4) Ai=1—iQ@n—i+1)/n> fori=0,1,...,n,
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occurring with multiplicities

m; = 2.” — .2n fori =0,1,...,n.
I i—1

Let I have distribution P (I =i) = m;, where

(1 = ()
i = 2n
()
for 0 <i < n. Then A; is a random eigenvalue chosen from {A;,0 <i <n} in
proportion to their multiplicities. Hora (1998) proved that W = nA; 4 1 converges
in distribution to an exponential random variable with mean 1.
Noting that nA; + 1= —i)(n +1—1i)/n := u;, we can rewrite W = . To
apply Theorem 3.1, we construct an exchangeable pair (W, W’) using a reversible
Markov chain on {0, 1, ..., n} with transition probability matrix K satisfying

T()K @, j)=m()K(j,i) foralli,je{0,1,...,n}.

Given such a K, we obtain the pair (W, W’) by letting W = u; where I is chosen
from the equilibrium distribution 7, and W’ = ; where J is determined by tak-
ing one step from state / according to the transition probability K. As proved in
Chatterjee, Fulman and Réllin (2008), we have (with A = W — W')

1 n—+1

EAIW)=—

52 " 32 lw=op E(W) =1,

1
E(A’|W)=— and E|AP <6én™ /%
n

Now applying Theorem 3.1, we have the following theorem.

THEOREM 3.2. Let Y have the exponential distribution with mean 1 and h be
absolutely continuous with ||h’|| < co. Then
(3.5) |ER(W) — ER(Y)| < 12n7 /2,

As the difference between W and W’ is large when I is small, Theorem 3.1 does
not provide a useful Berry—Esseen type bound. However, using a completely dif-

ferent approach and some heavy machinery, Chatterjee, Fulman and Réllin (2008)
are able to show that

sup|P(W <z) — P(Y <z)| <Cn~ /%
Z

where C is a universal constant.
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4. The Stein method via density approach. Let p be a strictly positive,
absolutely continuous probability density function, supported on (a, b), where
—00 < a < b < oo. Assume that a right limit p(a+) at a and a left limit p(b—)
exist. Let p’ be a version of the derivative of p and assume that

b
f |p' ()| dt < oco.
a

Let Y be a random variable with the probability density function p. In this section,
we develop the Stein method via density approach. The approach was developed
in Stein et al. (2004), but the properties presented in Section 4.2 are new.

4.1. The Stein identity and equation. A key step is to have Stein’s identity and
Stein’s equation. Let D be the set of bounded, absolutely continuous functions f
with f(b—) = f(a+) = 0. Observe that for any f € D

@ E{(f' (M) + fMp' )/ p(Y)} = E{(f(Y)p(Y))'/p(¥)}

b
=f (fMp()) dy=0.
The Stein identity is
4.2) Ef (Y)+ Ef(Y)p'(Y)/p(Y)=0 for f €D.

For any measurable function # with E|h(Y)| < oo, let f = f; be the solution to
Stein’s equation

(4.3) f'(w) + f(w)p'(w)/p(w) =h(w) — EA(Y).
It follows from (4.3) that

(fw)pw))" = (h(w) — Eh(Y)) p(w)

and hence

Fw)=1/p(w) / (h(t) — ER(Y)) p() dt
(4.4) “

b
= _1/p(w)f (h(t) — ER(Y))p(t)dt.

Note that fj, € D.

Consider two classes of density functions. The first one is the family of expo-
nential distributions. It is easy to see that if ¥ has the exponential distribution with
parameter A, that is, Y is a random variable with density function p(x) = re M
for x > 0 and p(x) =0 for x <0. Then p’(x)/p(x) = —A and the Stein identity
(4.2) becomes

4.5) Ef' (Y)—AEf(Y)=0 for feD.



NONNORMAL APPROXIMATION 471

The second is the family
oae |X |a//3

_ —00 <X <00,
28T (1/a)

p(x) =

where o > 0,8 > 0. Then p/'(x)/p(x) = —%|x|“_1sign(x) and hence the Stein
identity reduces to

Ef'(Y)— %E|Y|O‘_1sign(Y)f(Y) =0 for feD.

4.2. Properties of the Stein solution. In order to determine error bounds for
the approximation to E(h(Y)), we need to understand some basic properties of the
Stein solution fj,. In the following, we use the notation ||g|| := sup, cg|g(x)].

LEMMA 4.1. Let h be a measurable function and fy, be the Stein solution and
let F(x)= [, p(t)dt.

(1) Assume that h is bounded and that there exist di > 0 and dy > 0

(4.6) min(1 — F(x), F(x)) <dip(x)
and

4.7) |p' ()| min(F (x), 1 — F(x)) < d2p”(x).
Then

(4.8) I1Lfnll < 2di 1A,

(4.9) Lfwp'/pll < 2da ]|k |

and

(4.10) LAl < 2+ 2d)IA]l.

(ii) Assume that h is absolutely continuous with bounded h'. In addition to
(4.6), (4.7), assume that there exist d3 and dy such that

min(E|Y [y <xj + EIY|F(x), E|Y [[y=x) + E|Y (1 = F()))I(p'/p)|

4.11)
<d3p(x)
and
min(E|Y |Iiy<x) + E|Y|F(x), E|Y|Liy=x) + E|Y|(1 — F(x)))
4.12)
<dsp(x).
Then if h is absolutely continuous with bounded derivative h’',
(4.13) Iyl < (A +d) (1 +d3)|IH],

(4.14) I fnll < dallh")|



472 S. CHATTERIJEE AND Q.-M. SHAO

and

(4.15) I fpll < (1 +d3)dy||A]].

PROOF. (i) Let Y* be an independent copy of Y. Then we can rewrite f, in
(4.4) as

fw)=1/pw)E(hY) —h(Y") Liy<uw)

(4.16)

=—(1/p) E(h(Y) = h(Y)) Iy >y,
which yields
(4.17) | f ()] < 2]|A]l min(F (w), 1 — F(w))/p(w).

Inequality (4.8) now follows from (4.6) and (4.17). Inequalities (4.17) and (4.7)
imply | fnp’/p| < 2d>| h||, that is (4.9), and now (4.10) follows from (4.3).
(ii) Let g1 (x) = p’(x)/p(x). Recall by (4.3)

(4.18) f'=n—f'g1— fg.
To prove (4.13), it suffices to show that

(4.19) I feill <dsli|

and

(4.20) If'g1ll < (14 d3)da||H].

By (4.16) again, we have
|fw)pw)| < 1K I min(E(Y |+ 1Y DIy <wy, EAY T+ Y DIy >uw))
(4.21) = |A'[|min(E|Y [Iiy <w) + E|Y|F(w), E|Y [I{y>u)
+ E|Y|(1 = F(w))).

This proves (4.19) by assumption (4.7). This also proves (4.14) by (4.12).
It follows from (4.18) that

(W' = fepp=p(f"+ flen=rf"p+fp =P
Thus
w b
fwp) = [0 = feppdr=— [ o' - feppdx
and hence
Lf (w)pw)| < |A'||(1 4+ d3) min(F (w), 1 — F(w)),
which gives (4.20) as well as (4.15) by (4.12) and (4.6), respectively. [

The next lemma shows that (4.6)—(4.12) are satisfied for p defined in (1.2).
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LEMMA 4.2. Let p be defined as in (1.2). Assume that (H1) and (H2) are
satisfied. Then (4.6)—(4.12) hold withdy = 1/c1,dy =1, d3 = cp and dy = c».

PROOF. Let g(t) = cog(t), G1(t) = coG(t) and F(t) = P(Y <t) be the dis-
tribution function of Y. We first show that (4.6) is satisfied with d; = 1/c;. It
suffices to show that

(4.22) F(t) < F0)p(t)/ci  fort <0
and
(4.23) 1= F@) < ((1=F())/c1)p() fort > 0.

Let H(t) = F(t) — (F(0)/c1) p(t) for t <0. Noting that
H'(t) = p(t) — (F(0)/c1)p'(t)
= p(t) + (F(0)/c1)g2(t) p(t)
= p()(1 + g2() F(0)/c1).

Since g>(¢) is nondecreasing, if H'(0) > 0, then there is at most one #( such that
H'(ty) =0; if H'(0) <0, then H'(t) <0 for t < 0. Hence, H achieves maximum
either at t = 0 or t = —o0. Notice that H(0) = H(—o0) =0, H(t) <0 for all
t < 0. This proves (4.22). Similarly, (4.23) holds.

Next, we prove (4.7). Noting that p’ = —pg», we have fort <0

t
F()= [_OOp(s)ds

ift g2(s)p(s) s
—oo  &2(1)

_/ 4 (S)
00 g2(t)
p(t)

= ol =p®)/|g200)].

(4.24)

Similarly, we have
(4.25) 1—F@)<p)/g@) fort > 0.

Hence, (4.7) is satisfied with d» = 1.
Note that (4.6) and (4.7) imply that

(4.26) 1 — F(x) < p(x)min(1/cy, 1/]g2(x)]) forx >0
and

4.27) F(x) < p(x)min(1/cy, 1/]g2(x)[) for x <O.
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To verify (4.11), with x > 0 write

00
E|Y|I{y>x}:xP(Y>x)+[ P(Y >=1t)dt

X

< xp(x)min(1/cy, 1/]g2(x)])
—|—/Oop(t) min(1/c1, 1/|g2(2)|) dt

<xp(x)min(1/cy, 1/]g2(x)])
(4.28)

#min(1/er, 1/lg200) [ prr
< min(1/c1, 1/|g2(0)){xp(x) + (1 — F(x))}
<min(1/c1, 1/|g2()){xp(x) + p(x)/c1}
< p(x)min(1/c1, 1/1g2(0)|){x + 1/c1}.
Similarly, for x < 0,
(4.29) EY iy <x) < p(x)min(1/c1, 1/1g2(0)){Ix] + 1/e1}.

Equations (4.28) and (4.29) with x = 0 also give E|Y| < 2/c;. Hence, recalling
(4.26)

EY|Iiy>xy+ EY|(1 — F(x))

(4.30)
< p(x)min(1/cy, 1/]g2(x)[){x +3/c1} forx > 0
and
E|Y|liyy<xy + E|Y|F(x)
4.31)

< p(x)min(1/cy, 1/|g2()){|x| +3/c1} for x <0.

Thus, (4.11) holds with d3 = ¢> by (H2).
Equations (4.30) and (4.31) also show that (4.12) is satisfied with ds = c;.
This completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. [

From the proof of Lemma 4.2, one can see the following remark is true.

REMARK 4.1. Assume that (H1) and (H3) are satisfied. Then (4.6)—(4.11)
hold with di = 1/cy, d» = 1 and d3 = c3, and hence (4.13) and (4.15).

5. Proof of main results. In this section, we prove the general error bounds
(Theorems 1.1 and 1.2), the result for the Curie—Weiss model (Theorem 2.1), and
Theorem 3.1.
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5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let f = f; be the solution to Stein’s equation
(4.3). Then

o Eh(W) — Eh(Y) = Ef'(W) + Ef (W)p'(W)/ p(W)
' = Ef'(W) — coEf (W)g(W).
Recall A =W — W’ and observe that for any absolutely continuous function f
0=EW - W)(f(W)+ f(W))

5y T QEF(W)Y(W — W)+ E(W — W)(f (W) — F(W))

0
_2E{f(W)E((W — WHIW)} — E(W — W) [A FIOW + 1y dr
= 2B (W)g(W) + 2Ef Wyr(W) — E [ * P R @ dr,

where
K()=E[AUI{-A<1<0)—I{0 <1< —A}|W}.
Substituting (5.2) into (5.1) gives
Ef' (W) —coEf(W)g(W)

— Ef (W) — (co/2>{E [~ s+ nRaar- 2Ef<W>r<W>}
(5.3) = E{f' (W)(1 — (co/2) E(A*|W))}

+ (co/E f_ W =S W )Ry dr

+coEf (W)r(W).
When (H1) and (H2) are satisfied, by Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2
G4 Nfull < c2ll®|l, I fall < A+ ek /et 1A <20+ eIkl

and hence
|Ef (W) — coEfr(W)g(W)|

/
_ el
<

+ (L4 ) 1B o EIAP /2 + cocallW | Elr (W)

(1= (co/2) E(A*|W))|

This proves (1.3).
Under (H1) and (H3), by Remark 4.1

(5.5 Ifnll < (1 +e3)llAl /e, £ I <2(1 + ea) 7]
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From (4.16), (4.30) and (4.31) it follows that
)| < (1/p) I | min(E|Y — Y * [y <wy, EIY =Y * Iy >u))
(5.6) < [IA"||min(1/c1, 1/1g2(w)])(Jw| + 3/c1)
< IA" I (wl +3/e1)/c1.
This proves (1.4) by (5.3), (5.5) and (5.6).

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Since (1.5) is trivial when c1c38 > 1, we assume
(5.7) c1c36 < 1.

Let F be the distribution function of Y and let f = f, be the solution to the equa-
tion

(5.8) () —cof(w)g(w) =1(w <z)— F(2).
By (5.2),
2QEf(W)g(W)+2Ef(W)r(W)

=Efoo W 4+0K (1) dr
5 A
:Eﬁs{COf(W+t)g(W+t)+I(W+tSZ)_F(Z)}K(t)dl’

8 A
>E / 8 cof (W+DgW+0K@)dt + EIW <z —8)A%> — F(z)EA?
and hence
EI(W <z—8)A’>—F(z)EA?
S2Ef(W)g(W) +2Ef(W)r(W)

3 N
—E /_8f<W+r>g<W+z>K(r)dr

(5.9
= 2Ef(W)g(W)(1 — (co/2) E(A*|W)) + 2Ef (W)r(W)

) ~
+coE /_8{f(W)g(W) —f(W+0g(W+1)}K(1)dt

=J1+ L+ J3.
From Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 again, we obtain
(5.10) I fzll <2/c, I fegll <2/co and | f]] <4.
Therefore,

(5.11) |71 < (4/c0) E|1 — (co/2) E(A*|W).
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and
(5.12) [ 2] < (@/c)Elr(W)].

To bound J3, we first show that

b}
C;Z (c1 + colg(w)]).

(5.13) \S|u%|g(w+t) —gw)| =
1<

From (H2), it follows that

€13

lg'(x)] < -
g 3comin(1/cy, 1/|cog(x)])
(5.14) —as max(cy, [cog(x)|)
3cq
c1c3

< — .
=30 (c1 +lcog(x)])
Thus, by the mean value theorem,

sup|g(w +1) — g(w)|

|t]<8

<8 suplg'(w+1)|

[t]<d
ci1c3d
<~ (c1+co suplg(w +1)])
3co NED
cic3d
< = (c1 + colg(w)] + co suplg(w +1) — g(w)])
3co It|<8
cic3d cic3d
= (c1 4+ colg(w)]) + sup|g(w +1) — g(w)]
3C0 t|<é
[t]<
cic3d 1
< (c1 +colgw)]) + 5 sup g(w +1) — g(w)]
3CO 3 [t]<8

by (5.7). This proves (5.13).
Now by (5.10) and (5.13), when |t| <§
|fw)g(w) — f(w+1)g(w +1)|

Slgllf(w+1) — fw)l+[f(w+D)llgw +1) — gw)]

cic3d
2cq

< (@ +c3)d|lg(w)| +bcicz/cop.

2
54Ig(w)||tl+c—1 (c1 +colg(w)l)
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Therefore,

|J3] < co(d + c3)8E|g(W)|A? + Scic3 EA?
(5.15)
< 4+ c3)83E|cog(W)| + c1¢38°.

Combining (5.9), (5.12), (5.11) and (5.15) shows that
EI(W <z—8)A?>— F(z)EA?
(5.16) < (4/c0)E|1 — (co/2E(A* W) + (4/c)E|r (W)
+ 4+ c3)8 E|cog(W)| + c1¢38°.
On the other hand, using F’(z) = p(z) < ¢, we have
EI(W <z—8)A’>— F(2)EA?
2
=C—(E1(W§z—8)—F(z—5))
0
2 co 2
— C—E{(I(W <z-—94)— F(z))(l — ?E(A |W)>}
(5.17) 20
+ —(F(z—=98) — F(2))
€0
2
= = (PW=2-8) - Fz=9))
0
2 2¢18
~ZEN =L Eawy| - 2
co 2 co
which together with (5.16) yields
(5.18) PW<=<z-98)—F(z—9)

< E|l = (co/DEN*W)| + 18
+ D@/ BT = (co/DEAPW)] + @/enElr (W)]

+ 4+ c3)8 Elcog(W)| + c1¢38°)
=3E|1 — (co/2) E(A?|W)| + ¢18 4+ 2c0E|r(W)|/ci

(5.19) +8%co{(2 + ¢3/2)E|cog(W)| + c1c3/2).
Similarly, we have
(5.20) F(z+8) —P(W<z+49)
<3E|1 = (co/2)E(A*|W)| +c18 + 2¢0E[r (W) /c1
(5.21) +8%co{(2 + 3/2) Elcog(W)| + c1c3/2}.

This completes the proof of (1.5).
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5.3. Proof of Theorem 2.1. By (2.1)-(2.4)
Elr(W)| =0,
E|l = (co/QE((W — W) W)= 0~ 1/?),
E|W*= 0.

Applying Theorem 1.2 gives Theorem 2.1.
We now show that (2.1)—(2.4) hold.

LEMMA 5.1.  With W, W’ as in Section 2, we have

n=3/2
(5.22) E|E(W — W'|W) — w3 <15n72,
(5.23) E|E(W —W)?|W) —2n7%%| < 15072
and

(5.24) E|W|? <15.

Also, obviously, |W — W'| <2n=3/4,

PROOF. Letm=n"! r_0i= n~V4W, and for each i, let

m; =n"! Zaj.

JA#
It is easy to see that for T € {—1, 1}
em,"l.’
/
(525) P(O'l- =T|O')=m,
and so
m; e—m,-
E(o]lo) = — - — — - = tanhm;,.
emi fe ™M eMi 4 e
Hence,
1 n
EW = W)= Y n*(o; — E(o]|0))
=1
(5.26) ’

n
=n 3 — 74 Ztanhmi.
i=1

Now it is easy to verify that the function

d? —2sinhx

) tanh x = — " —2(tanhx)(1 — tanh? x)
X COS X

479
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has exactly two extrema +x* on the real line, where x* solves the equation
tanh® x* = l . It follows that the maximum magnitude of this function is 4/33/2.
Thus, for all x,yeR,

o 2x—y)?
[tanhx — tanhy — (x — y)(cosh y) 2| < 2
It follows that
b 4 b2 2n~!
Ztanhm, —ntanhm +n~ " (coshm)™ Zal =3
i=1
and therefore
-1
Ztanhm, —ntanhm| < |m| + ——= TR
i=1
Using this in (5.26) and the relation m =n~1/4W, we get
0y —11/4

(5.27)  |E(W = W'|o) +n*tanhm — n=>/*m| <n2|W| + =
Now consider the function f(x) =tanhx —x + g Note that f/(x) = (cosh x) 23—
1 4+ x% > 0 for all x, and hence f is an increasing function. Also f(0) = 0. There-
fore, f(x) > 0 for all x > 0. Now, it can be easily verified that the first four deriv-
atives of f vanish at zero, and for all x > 0,

f 16 sinh? x sinh® x 16

— = — 120 + 120 < < 16.
dx> cosh? x cosh™ x cosh®x ~ cosh?x

Thus, for all x > 0,

16 2x°
0< < —x’="—.
T =57 =5
Since f is an odd function, we get that for all x,
anh N 1 3 2|x|5
anhx —x + = .
3 - 15
Using this information in (5.27), we get
[ I’l_3/4 3| - 2n—3/4|m|5 L, W 2n—ll/4
(W—-Wlo) — _T‘f‘n | H_W

Using the relation m = n~/4W, we get
—11/4

—-3/2 2n—2| |5
<

5 2n
+n W]+

(5.28) ‘E(W - Wlo) — BT 3
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This implies, in particular, that

n=3/2
E((W —W)W?3) — E(W®
(5.29)
- 2n2E(W8) - 2n~HAE|IW)3
S5 T T EW e
Thus,
2n~'2E(W?
EWS) <302 [E(W = wyw?)| + T S
(5.30)
2y 2T EIWP
+3n E(W ) + T
Using the crude bound |W| < n'/4, we get
2T PEWD) | 3 2p gt 4 L_S/sz'wp
(5.31) > 3
- 2E(WS) SEW? 2n~ T E(W?)

Next, note that by the exchangeability of (W, W),
E(W = WW?) = 1E((W — W)(W? — W"))
= —LE(W = WP2W2+ WW +W?)).
Since |[W — W’| <2n73/4, this gives
(5.32) |[E(W' = W)W?3)| < 6n32E(W?).

Combining (5.30), (5.31) and (5.32), we get

—1

E(WS) < (21 4 2”—)E(Wz) +

2E(W9)
31/2 ’

5

and therefore,

-1

EW®) < 2(21+ S5 ) EOW?) < 36.9245E(W?).

Since E(W?) < (E(W®))!/3, this gives
(5.33) E(W%) < (36.9245)%/%? <224 .4

and hence (5.24) holds.
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Combined with (5.28), this gives
-3/2

/ n 3
E‘E(W — Ww) — 1%
(5.34) 5/6 11/4
5 (2(224.4) 2n~ _
of Alesr) 1/6 2
<n ( 15 + (224.4) ) + 3/ <15n"~.
By (5.25), we have
E((W = Who) = §n \4n 32 e
7)= n " eMioi f e—Mio;

i=1

n
=217/ (1 — tanh(m;0;))
i=1

n
=232 —on 32 ZU,’ tanhm; .
i=1

Using |tanhm; — tanhm| < |m; —m| <n~!

, we get
|E((W = W")?|o) —2n73%| < 2n7/? 4+ 203> m tanh m

<2052 4 20n=3/2p2
=272 4 W2,

Using (5.33), we get

E|E((W — W) |W) —2n73% <2072 4 2n72(224.4)13 < 15072,
This completes the proof of the lemma. [
5.4. Proof of Theorem 3.1. With p(w) = e~ " Ij~0y), for given h, let f;, be the

Stein solution given in (4.4)
0

fr(w) =e” /0 (h(t) — ER(Y))e di = —e" / (h(t) — ER(Y))e ™" dt

w

for w > 0. Following the proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, it suffices to show that
(5.35) | fo(w)| <3min(||A], |A'[Dw  for w > 0.
By (4.17),
| fa(w)| < 2||Allmin(1 — e, e™")e" =2||h|| min(1, e" — 1) < 3w||A]|
and by (4.21)
| fr(w)] < [[7'[|e" min(—we™ +2(1 —e™™), (w + 1)e™™)
<|IA/ | min(w + 1, 2(e* — 1)) <3w|A'|.
This proves (5.35) and hence Theorem 3.1.
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