arXiv:2401.09929v1 [math.PR] 18 Jan 2024

EXPANSIONS FOR RANDOM WALKS CONDITIONED TO STAY POSITIVE

DENIS DENISOV, ALEXANDER TARASOV, AND VITALI WACHTEL

Abstract. We consider a one-dimensional random walk S_n with i.i.d. increments with zero mean and finite variance. We study the asymptotic expansion for the tail distribution P(τ_x > n) of the first passage times τ_x := inf{n ≥ 1 : x + S_n ≤ 0} for x ≥ 0. We also derive asymptotic expansion for local probabilities P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n). Studying the asymptotic expansions we obtain a sequence of discrete polyharmonic functions and obtain analogues of renewal theorem for them.

1. Introduction.

Let {X_k} be a sequence of independent random variables with zero mean EX_1 = 0 and finite variance EX^2_1 ∈ (0, ∞). Consider a random walk {S_n; n ≥ 0} defined as follows, S_0 = 0 and

S_n := X_1 + X_2 + . . . + X_n, n ≥ 1.

One of the classical tasks in the theory of random walks is the study of first passage times τ_x := inf{n ≥ 1 : x + S_n ≤ 0}, x ≥ 0.

The exact distribution of τ_x is known only in some special cases that we will shortly discuss below. Hence there is much interest for approximations for the tail distribution P(τ_x > n). One of the important results in this direction says that P(τ_x > n) ∼ V_1(x) √ πn , uniformly in x = o( √ n), n → ∞, (1) for some (discrete) harmonic function V_1. Besides its own interest and various applications these asymptotics play an important role in the studies of random walks conditioned to stay positive [1].

One of the main purposes of the paper is to improve (1) by obtaining an asymptotic expansion for P(τ_x > n). In doing this we derive a sequence of polyharmonic functions V_j (x) and study its properties. This requires development of a new more accurate approach that considerably improves over Tauberian theorems in this situation. In the multidimensional situation there are some results analogous to (1), see [6] and follow-up papers. We believe that these studies will help to obtain analogous asymptotic expansions in the multidimensional situation.

We now describe some known results that will bring us to a starting point of our reasoning. The distribution of τ_0 can be studied by using the Spitzer formula that follows from the Wiener-Hopf factorisation. The Spitzer formula provides the

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 60G50; Secondary 60G40, 60F17. Key words and phrases. Random walk, exit time, asymptotic expansion. 1

following exact expression for the generating function of τ_0 (see, for example, [2, Theorem 8.9.1, p. 376])

1 − Es^{τ0} = exp { − ∞∑ n=1 s^n n P(S_n ≤ 0) } . (2)

Using this expression one can find an exact expression for P(τ_0 > n) when the distribution of X_1 is symmetric and has no atoms. In this case P(S_n ≤ 0) =^1_2 for all n and, consequently, 1 − Es^{τ0} = (1 − s)^{1/2}.

Equivalently,_∞ ∑ n=0 P(τ_0 > n)s^n =

1 − Es^{τ0} 1 − s = (1 − s)^{−1/2}.

Therefore,

P(τ_0 > n) = (−1)^n ( −^1_2 n ) =: a^{(1)}_n , n ≥ 0. (3)

Here recall that fractional binomial coefficients are defined by the formula ( γ n ) = γ(γ − 1) . . . (γ − n + 1) n! . When the distribution of X is not symmetric one can use the convergence P(S_n ≤ 0) →^1_2 instead of exact equality. Then the asymptotics for the tail of τ, see e.g. [10, Chapter XII, Theorem 1a], is given by

P(τ_0 > n) ∼ K √ n as n → ∞. (4)

In order to explain approach that we use, we rewrite (2) in the following way: ∞∑ n=0 P(τ_0 > n)s^n =

1 − Es^{τ0} 1 − s = (1 − s)^{−1/2} exp {_∞ ∑ n=1 s^n n Δ_n } , (5)

where Δ_n := 1 2 − P(S_n ≤ 0).

Since EX_1 = 0 and EX^2_1 ∈ (0, ∞) the convergence P(S_n ≤ 0) → 1/2 holds and, by the Spitzer-Rósen theorem (see [2, Theorem 8.9.23, p. 382]), ∞∑ n=1 Δ_n n < ∞. Then, applying a Tauberian theorem to the generating function in (5), we infer that

P(τ_0 > n) ∼ exp {_∞ ∑ n=1 Δ_n n } a^{(1)}_n n → ∞. (6)

These computations together with (5) suggests that if one wants to obtain terms of higher order then one needs to learn more about the behaviour of Δ_n. Remarkably this information is available from the asymptotic expansions in the central limit theorem.

To formulate our results, we introduce for every j ≥ 1 the sequence

a^{(j)}_n := [s^n](1 − s)^{j−3/2} = (−1)^n ( j −^3_2 n ) , n ≥ 0, where [s^n]f(s) = f_n for f(s) =^∞ ∑ n=0 f_ns^n.

It will be shown later that a^{(j)}_n ∼ β_j n^{1/2−j} for some β_j ≠ 0. This implies that asymptotic expansions in terms of n^{−j−1/2} can be rewritten via a^{(j)}_n , and vice versa. There are several arguments why we shall use sequences {a^{(j)}_n }. First of all, a^{(1)}_n naturally appears in P(τ_0 > n) for symmetric case and also as the leading term in the general finite-variance case, see (6). Secondly, they satisfy relation

a^{(j)}_n − a^{(j)}_{n−1} = a^{(j+1)}_n .

This relation allows one to compute exactly the tail sums ∞∑ k=n a^{(j+1)} k = ∞∑ k=n (a^{(j)}_k − a^{(j)}_{k−1}) = −a^{(j)}_{n−1},

while the sum ∞∑ k=n 1 n^α can be calculated only asymptotically. Thus, the sequences {a^{(j)}n } are more convenient also from the technical point of view.

Theorem 1. Assume that E|X_1|^{r+3} is finite for some integer r ≥ 0. Assume also that either the distribution of X_1 is lattice with maximal span 1 or it holds lim sup_{|t|→∞} | |E e^{itX}1 | | < 1. Then there exist numbers ν_0, ν_1, . . . , ν_{⌊r/2⌋} such that

P(τ_0 > n) = ⌊r/2⌋+1 ∑ j=1 ν_j a^{(j)}_n + O ( log^{δr} n n^{(r+2)/2} ) , n → ∞, where δ_r = 1_{{r is odd}}.

Furthermore, there exist numbers ν_0, ν_1, . . . , ν_{⌊r/2⌋} such that

P(τ_0 > n) = ⌊r/2⌋+1 ∑ j=1 ν_j a^{(j)}_n + O ( log^{δr} n n^{(r+2)/2} ) , where τ_0 := inf{n ≥ 1 : S_n < 0}.

It turns out that in order to derive expansions for P(τ_x > n) one has to use asymptotic expansions in the local central limit theorem. Possibly, the best illustration for this is given by left-continuous random walks. Recall that the random walk S_n is called left-continuous if P(X_1 ∈ {−1, 0, 1, 2, . . .}) = 1. It is well-known (see e.g. [4, Theorem 12.8.4]) that in this case one has the relation

P(τ_x = n) = x n P(S_n = −x), x, n ≥ 1. (7) This equality allows one to prove the following result.

Theorem 2. Assume that S_n is left-continuous and that E|X_1|^{r+3} is finite for some integer r ≥ 0. Then there exist polynomials V_1(x), V_2(x), . . . , V_{⌊r/2⌋+1}(x) (every V_k is of degree 2k − 1) such that

P(τ_x > n) = ⌊r/2⌋+1 ∑ j=1 V_j (x)a^{(j)}_n + O ( 1 + x^{r+2} n^{(r+2)/2} ) , n → ∞, uniformly in x ≥ 0.

Our approach to expansions for P(τ_x > n) in general case is based on expansions for conditional probabilities P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n). We believe that these expansions are also of independent interest.

Theorem 3. Assume that E|X_1|^{r+3} is finite for some integer r ≥ 1. If S_n is lattice with maximal span 1 then there exist functions U_1, U_2,. . . , U_⌊ r+1_{2 ⌋} and U_1, U_2, . . . , U_⌊ r+1_{2 ⌋} such that, uniformly in x,

P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n) =

⌊^{r+1}_2 ⌋∑

j=1 U_j (x)a^{(j+1)}_n + O ( (1 + x)^{r+1} n^{(r+3)/2} log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n ) (8) and P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n) =

⌊^{r+1}_2 ⌋∑

j=1 U_j (x)a^{(j+1)}_n + O ( (1 + x)^{r+1} n^{(r+3)/2} log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n ) . (9)

For the functions U_j and U_j one has |U_j (x)| + |U_j (x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)^{2j−1}, j ≥ 1. If the distribution of X_1 is absolutely continuous then the expansions (8) and (9) hold for densities of measures P(S_n ∈ ·, τ_0 > n) and P(S_n ∈ ·, τ_0 > n) respectively.

These expansions are refinements of the results in [20], where the local limit theorems for conditioned random walks were proven.

Now we can state our main result on asymptotic expansions for the tails of stopping times τ_x.

Theorem 4. Assume that E|X_1|^{r+3} is finite for some integer r ≥ 2. Assume also that S_n is either lattice or absolutely continuous. Then there exist functions V_1, V_2,. . . , V_{⌊r/2⌋+1} such that, uniformly in x ≥ 0,

P(τ_x > n) = ⌊r/2⌋+1 ∑ j=1 V_j (x)a^{(j)}_n + O ( (1 + x)^{r−2} n^{(r−1)/2} log^{⌊ r+12 ⌋} n ) . The main asymptotic term for P(τ_x > n) is known in the literature, see Corollary 3 in Doney [8], where the main term is found for all asymptotically stable random walks.

Grama and Xiao [12] have studied the rate of convergence for conditioned random walks, which can be seen as an analogue of the classical Berry-Esseen inequality.

Since {τ_x > n} = { min_{k≤n} S_k > −x } = { max_{k≤n} (−S_k) < x } ,

The question on asymptotic expansions for the tail of τ_x is equivalent to the question of asymptotic expansions for the running maximum of a random walk. This problem was studied rather intensively in 60’s of the last century. Koroljuk [14] derived some expansions for the probability P (max_{k≤n} S_k < x √ n) for every fixed x > 0. Furthermore, Theorem 6 in Borovkov [3] contains a full expansion for P (max_{k≤n} S_k < x) for x = o(n) under the assumption that X_1 has finite exponential moment. The remainder term in that result is of order O(e^{−γx}) with some γ > 0. Thus, Borovkov’s expansion is not applicable in the case of bounded x. Nagaev [15] derived an expansion for P (max_{k≤n} S_k < x √ n) under the assumption that the moment of order m is finite. The remainder term in that paper is given by O ( min { 1 √ n , (1 + (x/ √ n)^{1−m})n^{1−m/2} log^2 n }) . This implies that his expansion is also not applicable in the case of fixed x. It is also worth mentioning that the coefficients in expansions from [3, 14, 15] are polynomials of x. This fact indicates already that these results can not be valid for fixed values of x. (It remains to notice that the renewal function V is not a linear function in general.)

We now turn to the properties of the functions U_k, U_k and V_k, which show up as coefficients in our asymptotic expansions.

Theorem 5. Assume that the conditions of Theorems 3 and 4 are valid. Then the function V_k is polyharmonic of order k for {S_n} killed at leaving (0, ∞), that is,

(P − I)^kV_k = 0,

where I is the identity and the operator P is defined by

P f(x) = E[f(x + X); x + X > 0].

Moreover, every U_k is polyharmonic of order k for {−S_n} killed at leaving (0, ∞).

The polyharmonicity of the coefficients is not really surprising. In the case of the Brownian motion, applying the reflection principle, one gets P ( inf_{s≤t} B(s) > −x ) = P ( inf_{s≤1} B(s) > − x √ t )

= 2Φ ( x √ t ) = √ 2 π ∫ x_{√t} 0 e^{−u2/2}du. Plugging here the series representation of e^{−u2/2}, we obtain P ( inf_{s≤t} B(s) > −x ) = ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^k k!(2k + 1)2^k x^{2k+1} t^{k+1/2} . Every function x^{2k+1} is k-polyharmonic in the classical sense, i.e.^{d2k}_{dx2k} x^{2k+1} = 0. We are aware of only a few results on asymptotic expansions and polyharmonic functions for discrete time random walks. Chapon, Fusy and Raschel [5] have constructed asymptotic expansions for some particular random walks in the positive quarter-plane. Nessmann [16] has constructed all polyharmonic functions for twodimensional random walks confined to the positive quarter. Nessmann [17] has obtained asymptotic expansions for the so-called orbit-summable random walks in the positive quadrant. Finally, Elvey-Price, Nessmann and Raschel [9] have derived asymptotic expansions for perturbed simple random walks in the positive quadrant. The intriguing feature of their expansions is the appearance of the logarithmic terms. All these results deal with random walks with small jumps, that is, all possible jumps belong to the set {−1, 0, 1}^2.

Our last result deals with the asymptotic behaviour of polyharmonic functions introduced in our expansions.

Theorem 6. Assume that Ee^{λ|X|} is finite for some λ > 0 and that the distribution of X is lattice. Then, for every k there exist polynomials P_k, Q_k and Q_k of degree 2k − 1 such that V_k(x) = P_k(x) + O(e^{−εx}), U_k(x) = Q_k(x) + O(e^{−εx}), U_k(x) = Q_k(x) + O(e^{−εx}).

with some ε > 0.

These estimates can be seen as a generalisation of Gelfond’s [13] estimate for the renewal function.

Organisation of the paper. In the subsequent short section we collect some known properties of sequences {a^{(j)}_n }. In Section 3 we derive asymptotic expansions in the central limit theorem, which will play a crucial role in the proof of our main results; their proofs are postponed to Section 9. In Section 4 we introduce a special class of generating functions and develop technical tools of analysis of that class. This section is the most important part in our approach to the asymptotic expansions for conditioned walks. Section 6 is devoted to the proof of expansions for local probabilities of conditioned walks. In Sections 5 and 7 we prove our results on stopping times τ_x, Theorems 1,2 and 4. Finally, in Section 8 we prove polyharmonicity and derive asymptotic approximation for the coefficients in our expansions, see Theorems 5 and 6.

2. Some properties of binomial coefficients For integer j ≥ 1 recall the sequence

a^{(j)}_n := (−1)^n ( j −^3_2 n ) , n ≥ 0, (10)

arising from the binomial theorem ∞∑ n=0 a^{(j)}_n s^n = (1 − s)^{j−3/2}. (11)

For these sequences we will make use of the following asymptotic expansion (see [7, Lemma 17]). For any j ≥ 1 there is a sequence {β^{(j)}_k }^∞_{k=j} such that for any m ≥ j it holds

a^{(j)}_n = m∑ k=j β^{(j)}_k n^{k−1/2} + O ( 1 n^{m+1/2} ) , n → ∞, (12) and furthermore

β^{(j)}_0 =

(−1)^{j−1}Γ(j − 1/2) π .

As an immediate corollary for any j ≥ 1 there exists a sequence {γ^{(j)}_k }^∞_{k=j} such that for any m ≥ j it holds 1 n^{j−1/2} = m∑ k=j γ^{(j)}_k a^{(k)}_n + O ( 1 n^{m+1/2} ) , n → ∞. (13)

Lemma 7. The sequences a^{(j)}_n for j ≥ 1 posses the following properties:

a^{(j)}_n − a^{(j)}_{n−1} = a^{(j+1)}_n , n ≥ 1; (i)

|a^{(j)}_{n−k} − a^{(j)}_n | ≤ c_j k n^{j+1/2} , k ≤ n/2, n ≥ 2. (ii) Proof. The statement (i) easily follows:

a^{(j)}_n − a^{(j)}_{n−1} = [s^n] ( (1 − s) ∞∑ n=0 a^{(j)}_n s^n ) =[s^n](1 − s)(1 − s)^{j−3/2}

=[s^n](1 − s)^{j−1/2} = a^{(j+1)}_n , n ≥ 1. Next applying (i) one obtains

a^{(j)}_{n−k} − a^{(j)}_n = − k−1∑ ℓ=0 a^{(j+1)} n−ℓ and so it holds |a^{(j)}_{n−k} − a^{(j)}_n | ≤ k−1∑ ℓ=0 |a^{(j+1)}_{n−ℓ} |. Due to (12) we have |a^{(j+1)}_n | ≤ C_j n^{−j−1/2}, n ≥ 1 for some C_j . Hence |a^{(j)}_{n−k} − a^{(j)}_n | ≤ C_j k−1∑ ℓ=0 (n − ℓ)^{−j−1/2} Since k ≤ n/2 we have (n − ℓ) ≥ n/2, for ℓ < k and so we got |a^{(j)}_{n−k} − a^{(j)}_n | ≤ C_j 2^{j+1/2} kn^{−j−1/2} which is equivalent to (ii) with c_j = C_j /2^{j+1/2}. □

3. Asymptotic expansions in the central limit theorem 3.1. Asymptotic expansions for P(S_n ≤ x). As we have mentioned in the introduction, our approach to asymptotic expansions for conditioned random walks requires detailed information on the asymptotic behaviour of probabilities P(S_n ≤ x) and P(S_n = x). In this section we collect some asymptotic expansions for these probabilities. The proofs of these results can be found at the end of the paper in Section 9.

We start by deriving asymptotic expansions for P(S_n ≤ 0) which will be in used the proof of Theorem 1.

Proposition 8. Assume that EX_1 = 0, EX^2_1 =: σ^2 > 0 and that E|X_1|^{r+3} is finite for some integer r ≥ 0. Assume also that either the distribution of X_1 is lattice or lim sup_{|t|→∞} | |Ee^{itX}1 | | < 1. Then there exist numbers θ_1, θ_2, . . . , θ_{⌊r/2⌋+1} such that

Δ_n n = 1 n ( 1 2 − P(S_n ≤ 0) ) = ⌊r/2⌋+1 ∑ j=1 θ_j a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} + o ( 1 n^{(r+3)/2} ) . For our approach to asymptotic expansions for local probabilities P(S_n ∈ dx, τ_0 > n) we need asymptotic expansions for local probabilities (densities in the absolute continuous case) of unconditioned walks.

Proposition 9. Assume that EX_1 = 0, EX^2_1 =: σ^2 > 0 and E|X_1|^{r+3} is finite for some integer r ≥ 0. Assume also that the distribution of X_1 is either lattice with maximal span 1 or absolutely continuous with bounded density. Set

p_n(x) = { P(S_n = x), if the distribution of X_1 is lattice, d dx P(S_n ∈ (0, x)), if the distribution of X_1 is absolutely continuous.

Then there exist polynomials θ_0, θ_1, . . . θ_{⌊r/2⌋} (θ_k is of degree 2k) such that, for some C_r,

p_n(x) = ⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0 θ_j (x)a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} + h_n(x) (14) and |h_n(x)| ≤ C_r (|x| + 1)^{r+1} n^{(r+2)/2} , n ≥ 1. 4. Special algebra of generating functions Let {h_n} be a sequence of real numbers. Let H(s) denote its generating function, i.e. H(s) = ∞∑ n=0 h_ns^n. By [s^n]H(s) we shall denote the n-th coefficient of a generating function.

In this section we shall define and study special classes of generating functions, which will play a very important role in our approach to asymptotic expansions for conditioned random walks.

Definition 10. Fix some r ∈ N_0 and m ∈ N_0 ∪ {−1}. Let H^r_m denote the class of generating functions H(s) = ∞∑ n=0 h_ns^n, s ∈ [0, 1) of sequences {h_n}^∞_{n=0} satisfying the following two conditions:

(i) h_n = O

(_{(log n)r}

n^{(m+3)/2} ) ; (ii)^∞ ∑ n=0 h_nP (n) = 0 for every polynomial P such that its degree does not exceed ⌊m/2⌋.

Note that all sums^∞ ∑ n=0 h_nP (n) exist since, by the first restriction on {h_n},

n^{m2} h_n = O ( (log n)^r n^{3/2} ) . For every H ∈ H^r_m we define

|H(s)|_Hr_m = inf { C | | |h0|, |h1| ≤ C, |hn| ≤ C log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} for all n ≥ 2 } . Obviously |λH(s)|_Hr_m = λ|H(s)|_Hr_m and | · |_Hr_m is zero only for H(s) ≡ 0. Also for H, G ∈ H^r_m it holds |H + G|_Hr_m ≤ |H|_Hr_m + |G|_Hr_m . Therefore, | · |_Hr_m defines a norm on H^r_m. It is also easy to see that H^r_m is closed under summation and that H^r_{m0} ⊂ H^0_{m1} for all m_0 > m_1 and all r ≥ 0.

Later for the functions used in the definition of the norm we will need the following observation.

Remark 11. For every pair (m, r) there exists a constant L(m, r) ∈ (1, ∞) such that max k>⌊n/2⌋ log^r k k^{(m+3)/2} ≤ L(m, r) log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} , n ≥ 2. Proof. Indeed, the function log^r k/k^{(m+3)/2} is monotone decreasing for k ≥ e^{2r/(m+3)}. Therefore, for k ≥ 2e^{2r/(m+3)}, max k>⌊n/2⌋ log^r k k^{(m+3)/2} ≤ log^r(n/2)) (n/2)^{(m+3)/2}

≤ 2^{(m+3)/2} log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} . this implies immediately the existence of an appropriate constant L(m, r). □ For our purposes one of the most important properties of the classes H^r_m is the behaviour of its members under differentiation and integration. This property is stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 12. For every m ≥ 1 one the two following conditions are equivalent: (i) H ∈ H^r_m, (ii)^{dH}_{ds} ∈ H^r_{m−2} and lim_{s→1} H(s) = 0.

Moreover, there exists a constant C depending only on m and r such that | | | | dH ds | | | |_{Hrm−2} ≤ C(m, r)|H|^{Hr}m Proof. Noting that [s^n]^{dH}_{ds} (s) = (n + 1)[s^{n+1}]H(s), we infer that

[s^n]H(s) = O ( (log n)^r n^{(m+3)/2} ) ⇐⇒ [s^n] dH ds (s) = O ( (log n)^r n^{(m+1)/2} ) . Thus, it remains to show equivalence of “orthogonality to polynomials” properties. We first notice that_∞ ∑ n=0 h_n = 0. (15) in both cases. Indeed, if H ∈ H^r_m for m ≥ 1 then (15) follows from the definition of H^r_m. If^{dH}_{ds} ∈ H^r_{m−2} then (n + 1)h_{n+1} = O ((log n)^r/n). In particular, h_n = O ( n^{−3/2} ) and, consequently, ∑_∞ n=0 |h_n| is finite. The assumption lim_{s→1} H(s) = 0 yields then (15). Moreover, combining (15) and h_n = O(n^{−3/2}), we infer that lim_{s→1} H(s) = 0 for every h ∈ H^r_m with m ≥ 1.

Now suppose that^{dH}_{ds} ∈ H^r_{m−2}. Hence [s^n]^{dH}_{ds} = O

(_{(log n)r}

n^{(m+1)/2} ) and for every k = 0, 1, . . . , ⌊^{m−2}_2 ⌋ it holds 0 = ∞∑ n=0 n^k[s^n] dH ds (s) = ∞∑ n=0 n^k(n + 1)[s^{n+1}]H(s) = ∞∑ n=1 (n − 1)^knh_n

= ∞∑ n=0 (n − 1)^knh_n. (16)

Combining (15) and (16) we conclude that the sequence {h_n} is orthogonal to all polynomials of degree ≤ ⌊m/2⌋. In the case H ∈ H^r_m we can read (16) in opposite direction starting with orthogonality of h_n to (n − 1)^kn for k = 0, 1, . . . , ⌊^{m−2}_2 ⌋. Thus we have obtained orthogonality of [s^n]^{dH}_{ds} to n^k, k = 0, 1, . . . , ⌊^{m−2}_2 ⌋ Then dH ds ∈ H^r_{m−2} and the proof is complete.

The relation between the norms of H and^{dH}_{ds} is obvious. □ Lemma 13. If H, G ∈ H^r_m for some m ≥ 0 then H · G ∈ H^r_m. Moreover, there exists a constant C(m, r) such that |H · G|_Hr_m ≤ C(m, r)|H|_Hr_m |G|_Hr_m . (17) Proof. Set M^H_ε = |H|_Hr_m + ε, M^G_ε = |G|_Hr_m + ε for some ε > 0 and define

u_n := [s^n](HG)(s) = n∑ k=0 h_kg_{n−k}, n ≥ 0. Obviously, |u_0| = |h_0| · |g_0| ≤ M^H_ε M^G_ε and |u_1| = |h_0g_1 + h_1g_0| ≤ 2M^H_ε M^G_ε . Furthermore, by the definition of the norm | · |_Hr_m and due to Remark 11, for n ≥ 2 one has |u_n| ≤ n∑ k=0 |h_k||g_{n−k}| = ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 |h_k||g_{n−k}| + n∑ k=⌊n/2⌋+1 |h_k||g_{n−k}|

≤ ( max k>⌊n/2⌋ log^r k k^{(m+3)/2} ) M^G_ε ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 |h_k| + M^H_ε n−⌊n/2⌋ ∑ k=0 |g_k|

≤ L(m, r) log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} ( M^G_ε ∞∑ k=0 |h_k| + M^H_ε ∞∑ k=0 |g_k| ) . Furthermore, M^G_ε ∞∑ k=0 |h_k| + M^H_ε ∞∑ k=0 |g_k| ≤ 2M^H_ε M^G_ε ( 2 + ∞∑ n=2 log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} ) .

This leads to the bound |u_n| ≤ 2M^H_ε M^G_ε L(m, r) log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} ( 2 + ∞∑ n=2 log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} ) , n ≥ 2. (18)

Combining (18) with the bounds |u_0| ≤ M^H_ε M^G_ε , |u_1| ≤ 2M^H_ε M^G_ε and letting ε → 0 we obtain (17) with C(m, r) := 2L(m, r) ( 2 + ∞∑ n=2 log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} ) . To finish the proof that (HG)(s) belongs to H^r_m we are left to show the ”orthogonality to polynomials” property. We have already shown that the asymptotically u_n is O

(_{logr n}

n^{(m+3)/2} ) , and, in particular, ∑_∞ n=0 u_n is finite. Therefore, ∞∑ n=0 u_n = lim_{s→1}(HG)(s) = lim_{s→1} H(s) lim_{s→1} G(s) = 0, (19)

where the latter equality follows from the assumption that G(s), H(s) ∈ H^r_m with m ≥ 0. Thus, the proof is finished for m = 0, 1.

In the case m ≥ 2 we shall use the induction. Assume that the lemma is valid for H^r_k with k ≤ m − 1. Then, by Lemma 12 and by the induction assumption, H(s) dG ds (s), G(s) dH ds (s) ∈ H^r_{m−2}. Therefore, d(HG) ds (s) = H(s) dG ds (s) + G(s) dH ds (s) ∈ H^r_{m−2}. Finally, due to (19) we can apply Lemma 12 once again, we conclude that H(s)G(s) ∈ H^r_m. Thus, the proof is finished. □ Corollary 14. Assume that H ∈ H^r_m with some m ≥ 0. Then, for every k ≥ 2, H^k ∈ H^r_m and |H^k(s)|_Hr_m ≤ C^{k−1}(m, r) ( |H(s)|_Hr_m )_k . Lemma 15. Assume that H ∈ H^r_m with some m ≥ 0. For every sequence {p_k}, satisfying_∞ ∑ k=1 |p_k|R^k < ∞ for some R > C(m, r)|H(s)|_Hr_m , (20) one has_∞ ∑ k=1 p_kH^k(s) ∈ H^r_m. Proof. Let us first show that ∞∑ k=1 |p_k| ∞∑ n=0 |h^{(k)}_n |n^{m/2} < ∞, (21) where h^{(k)}_n := [s^n]H^k(s), n ≥ 0, k ≥ 1.

Fix some ε > 0 such that M := |H(s)|_Hr_m + ε < R. By Corollary 14, for every k ≥ 1 one has the estimates |h^{(k)}_0 |, |h^{(k)}_1 | ≤ C^{k−1}(m, r)M^k (22) and |h^{(k)}_n | ≤ C^{k−1}(m, r)M^k log^r n n^{(m+3)/2}

, n ≥ 2. (23)

Hence ∞∑ n=0 |h^{(k)}_n |n^{m/2} ≤ C^{k−1}(m, k)M^k ( 2 + ∞∑ n=2 log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} n^{m/2} )

= C^{k−1}(m, r)M^k ( 2 + ∞∑ n=2 log^r n n^{3/2} ) . Letting A_r := 2 + ∑_∞ n=2 log^r n/n^{3/2}, we have ∞∑ k=1 |p_k| ∞∑ n=0 |h^{(k)}_n |n^{m/2} ≤ A_r C(m, r) ∞∑ k=1 |p_k|(C(m, r)M)^k

≤ A_r C(m, r) ∞∑ k=1 |p_k|R^k < ∞. Thus, (21) is valid. In particular we have ∞∑ k=1 |p_k| ∞∑ n=0 |h^{(k)}_n | < ∞. This leads, by applying the Fubini theorem, to the equality ∞∑ k=1 p_kH^k(s) = ∞∑ n=0 s^n (_∞ ∑ k=1 p_kh^{(k)}_n ) . Combining (20) and (23), we get, for n ≥ 2, | | | | ∞∑ k=1 p_kh^{(k)}_n | | | | ≤ log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} ∞∑ k=1 C^{k−1}(m, k)M^k|p_k|

≤ ∑_∞ k=1 |p_k|R^k C(m, r) · log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} = O ( log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} ) . Thus, the condition (i) in Definition 10 is satisfied.

Next, by Corollary 14, H^k(s) ∈ H^r_m for every k ≥ 1. Therefore, for every polynomial P (n) of degree ≤ ⌊m/2⌋ we have ∞∑ n=0 h^{(k)}_n P (n) = 0, for all k ≥ 1.

Then, in view of (21), ∞∑ n=0 P (n) (_∞ ∑ k=1 p_kh^{(k)}_n ) = ∞∑ k=1 p_k (_∞ ∑ n=0 P (n)h^{(k)}_n ) = 0.

This completes the proof of the lemma. □

Next we prove some results concerning the functions (1 − s)^m, which shall play an important role in the asymptotic expansions for conditioned random walks.

Lemma 16. For every k ≥ 1 one has

(1 − s)^{k−1/2} ∈ H^0_{2k−2}.

Proof. In the case k = 1, by definition of a^{(2)}_n and by (12) one has

a^{(2)}_n = [s^n](1 − s)^{1/2} = O(n^{−3/2})

and_∞ ∑ n=0 a^{(2)}_n = lim_{s→1}(1 − s)^{1/2} = 0.

Thus, (1 − s)^{1/2} ∈ H^0. Noting that d ds (1 − s)^{k−1/2} = (k − 1/2)(1 − s)^{(k−1)−1/2}

and applying Lemma 12, one gets the desired result by induction. □

Lemma 17. If H ∈ H^r_m with some m ≥ 1 then H(s) (1 − s) ∈ H^r_{m−2} and | | | | H(s) 1 − s | | | |_{Hrm−2} ≤ C |H(s)|H^r_m for some constant C which depends on m and r only.

Proof. By the definition of H^r_m, ∑_∞ n=0 h_n = 0 and |h_0| ≤ M, |h_1| ≤ M and |h_n| ≤ M log^r n

n^{(m+3)/2} , n ≥ 2 for every constant M > |H(s)|_Hr_m . Then | | | |[s^0] H(s) (1 − s) | | | | = |h^0| ≤ M and, for every n ≥ 1, | | | |[s^n] H(s) (1 − s) | | | | = | | | | n∑ k=0 h_k | | | | = | | | |− ∞∑ k=n+1 h_k | | | |

≤ M ∞∑ k=n+1 log^r k

k^{(m+3)/2} ≤ CM log^r n

n^{((m−2)+3)/2} . This gives already the desired relation for the norms. To complete the proof, it remains to show that_∞ ∑ n=0 (_n ∑ k=0 h_n ) P (n) = 0 (24)

for every polynomial P of degree ≤ ⌊^{m−2}_2 ⌋.

Changing the order of summation, we get ∞∑ n=0 (_n ∑ k=0 h_k ) P (n) = − ∞∑ n=0 (_∞ ∑ k=n+1 h_k ) P (n) = − ∞∑ k=1 h_k k−1∑ n=0 P (n) = 0.

The last equality holds since Q(k) := ∑_{k−1} n=0 P (n) is a polynomial of order ≤ ⌊^m_2 ⌋ and h_n is orthogonal to it. Hence we obtain (24). □

Lemma 18. If H(s) ∈ H^r_m for some m ≥ 0 then

H(s)(1 − s)^{k/2} ∈ H^r_m for every k ≥ 1.

Moreover, there exists C independent of H such that | | |H(s)(1 − s)^{k/2} | | |_{Hrm} ≤ C |H(s)|_Hr_m Proof. Obviously, it suffices to consider only the case k = 1.

Lemma 16 says that (1 − s)^{1/2} ∈ H^r_0, k ≥ 1. If m = 0 then, by Lemma 13, H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} also belongs to H^r_0 and | |H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} | |_{Hr0} ≤ C |H(s)|_{Hr0} . Consider now the case m = 1. We first notice that

[s^n]H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} = n∑ k=0 h_ka^{(2)}_{n−k}

= ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 h_ka^{(2)}_{n−k} + n∑ k=⌊n/2⌋+1 h_ka^{(2)}_{n−k}. For the second sum we have | | | | | n∑ k=⌊n/2⌋+1 h_ka^{(2)}_{n−k} | | | | | ≤ max k≥⌊n/2⌋+1 |h_k| ∞∑ k=0 |a^{(2)}_k |. Since |a^{(2)}_k | = O(n^{−3/2}), ∑_∞ k=1 |a^{(2)}_k | < ∞. Furthermore, the assumption H ∈ H^r_1 implies that |h_0| ≤ M, |h_1| ≤ M and |h_k| ≤ M^{logr k}_{k2} , k ≥ 2 for every M > |H|_Hr_1 . As a result, | | | | | n∑ k=⌊n/2⌋+1 h_ka^{(2)}_{n−k} | | | | | ≤ CM log^r n n^2

. (25)

The assumption H ∈ H^r_1 implies also that ∑_∞ k=0 h_k = 0. Using this equality, we get ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 h_ka^{(2)}_{n−k} = a^{(2)}_n ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 h_k + ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 h_k ( a^{(2)}_{n−k} − a^{(2)}_n )

= −a^{(2)}_n ∞∑ k=⌊n/2⌋+1 h_k + ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 h_k ( a^{(2)}_{n−k} − a^{(2)}_n ) . The first term on the right hand side is also bounded by CM^{logr n}_{n5/2} since a^{(2)}_n = O(n^{−3/2}) and |h_n| ≤ M^{logr n}_{n2} . By the property (ii) from Lemma 7, for 1 ≤ k ≤ n/2 one has the bound |a^{(2)}_{n−k} − a^{(2)}_n | ≤ c_2kn^{−5/2}.

Hence | | | | | | ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 h_k ( a^{(2)}_{n−k} − a^{(2)}_n ) | | | | | | ≤ c_2n^{−5/2} ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 k|h_k| ≤ CM log^{r+1} n n^{5/2} . So finally | | | | | ⌊n/2⌋∑

k=0 h_ka^{(2)}_{n−k} | | | | | ≤ CM log^{r+1} n n^{5/2} . (26)

Combining (25) and (26), we have | | |[s^n]H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} | | | ≤ CM log^r n

n^2 , n ≥ 2. Combining this estimate with lim_{s→1} H(s)(1−s)^{1/2} = 0, we conclude that H(s)(1− s)^{1/2} ∈ H^r_1 and obtain also the inequality for the norms.

The cases m = 0 and m = 1 can now be used as the basis for the following induction argument. By Lemmas 12 and 17,^{dH}_{ds} and H(s)/(1 − s) belong to H^r_{m−2}. Then, by the induction assumption, dH ds (s)(1 − s)^{1/2} − 1 2 H(s) (1 − s)

(1 − s)^{1/2} ∈ H^r_{m−2}.

Furthermore, | | | | dH ds (s)(1 − s)^{1/2} − 1 2 H(s) (1 − s)

(1 − s)^{1/2} | | | |_{Hrm−2} ≤ C |H(s)|H^r_m . (27) Noting that the expression on the left hand side equals^d_{ds} ( H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} ) , we have d ds ( H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} ) ∈ H^r_{m−2}. Since lim_{s→1} H(s) = 0, we may apply Lemma 12 to conclude that H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} also

belongs to the class H^r_m. Thus, it remains to show the inequality for the norms. First, we notice that, for all n ≥ 1,

n[s^n]H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} = [s^{n−1}] d ds ( H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} )

= [s^{n−1}] ( dH ds (s)(1 − s)^{1/2} − 1 2 H(s) (1 − s)

(1 − s)^{1/2} ) . From this equality and from (27) we infer that | |[s^n]H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} | | ≤ ( C |H(s)|_Hr_m + ε ) logr n n(n − 1)^{(m+1)/2}

≤ (3/2)^{(m+1)/2} ( C |H(s)|_Hr_m + ε ) logr n n^{(m+3)/2} , n ≥ 3. Finally, | |[s_0]H(s)(1 − s)_{1/2} | | = |h_0| ≤ |H(s)|_{Hr} m + ε, | | |[s^1]H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} | | | = |h0a^{(2)}_1 + h1| ≤ 2(|H(s)|_Hr_m + ε), | | |[s^1]H(s)(1 − s)^{1/2} | | | = |h0a^{(2)}_2 + h1a^{(2)}_1 + h2| ≤ 3(|H(s)|_Hr_m + ε).

Combining these estimates and letting ε → 0, we obtain the desired bound for the norm. □

Next lemma is the crucial part of the theory. For all earlier examples any multiplications keep parameter m the same, but it happens that under multiplication by (1 − s)^{−1/2} parameter m decreases by 1. At the same time the function (1 − s)^{−1/2} arises naturally since [s^n](1 − s)^{−1/2} ∼^{1√}_{πn} so we have to deal with this function.

Lemma 19. If H(s) ∈ H^r_m with some m ≥ 0 then H(s) √ 1 − s ∈ H^{r+δm}_{m−1} , where δ_m = 1_{{m is odd}}. Moreover, there exists a constant C depending only on m and r such that | | | |[s^n] H(s) √ 1 − s | | | | ≤ C|H|^{Hr}m log^{r+δm} n n^{(m+2)/2} , n ≥ 2 and | | | | H(s) √ 1 − s | | |_{Hrm} ≤ C|H|^{Hr}m . Proof. We shall use the induction over m again. The cases m = 0 and m = 1 will serve as a basis for our argument. First of all, we show that for m = 0, 1 one has | | |[s^n] H(s) √ 1 − s | | | = | | | | n∑ k=0 h_ka^{(1)}_{n−k} | | | | ≤ C|H|_Hr_m log^{r+δm} n n^{(m+2)/2}

. (28)

Split the sum in (28) into two parts: n∑ k=0 h_ka^{(1)}_{n−k} =

⌊^n_2 ⌋∑

k=0 h_ka^{(1)}_{n−k} + n∑ k=⌊^n_2 ⌋+1

h_ka^{(1)}_{n−k}. (29)

Due to the assumption H(s) ∈ H^r_m and Remark 11, max k>⌊n/2⌋ |h_k| ≤ |H(s)|_Hr_m L(m, r) log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} . Therefore, n∑ k=⌊^n_2 ⌋+1 |h_k||a^{(1)}_{n−k}| ≤ |H(s)|_Hr_m L(m, r) log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} n∑ k=⌊^n_2 ⌋+1 |a^{(1)}_{n−k}|. (30) We know from (12) that

a^{(1)}_k ∼ 1 √ πk . (31)

Consequently, n∑ k=⌊^n_2 ⌋+1 |a^{(1)}_{n−k}| = O(n^{1/2}). Combining this with (30), we conclude that n∑ k=⌊^n_2 ⌋+1 |h_k||a^{(1)}_{n−k}| ≤ C|H|_Hr_m log^r n n^{(m+2)/2}

. (32)

Using the equality^∞ ∑ n=0 h_n = 0, we obtain

⌊^n_2 ⌋∑

k=0 h_ka^{(1)}_{n−k} =

⌊^n_2 ⌋∑

k=0 h_ka^{(1)}_{n−k} − a^{(1)}_n ∞∑ k=0 h_k

= ⌊^n_2 ⌋∑

k=1 h_k(a^{(1)}_{n−k} − a^{(1)}_n ) − a^{(1)}_n ∞∑ k=⌊^n_2 ⌋+1 h_k.

The assumption H ∈ H^r_m implies that | | | | | ∞∑ k=⌊^n_2 ⌋+1 h_k | | | | | ≤ C|H|_Hr_m log^r n

n^{(m+1)/2} .

Combining this with (31), we get | | | | | a^{(1)}_n ∞∑ k=⌊^n_2 ⌋+1 h_k | | | | | ≤ C|H|_Hr_m log^r n

n^{(m+2)/2} .

From this bound and from (32) we infer that (28) will be proven if we show that | | | | | ⌊^n_2 ⌋∑

k=1 h_k(a^{(1)}_{n−k} − a^{(1)}_n ) | | | | | ≤ C|H|_Hr_m log^r n

n^{(m+2)/2}

. (33)

In Lemma 7 we have shown that

|a^{(1)}_{n−k} − a^{(1)}_n | ≤ c_1 k n^{3/2} , k ≤ n 2 . Therefore, | | | | | ⌊^n_2 ⌋∑

k=1 h_k(a^{(1)}_{n−k} − a^{(1)}_n ) | | | | | ≤ Cn^{−3/2} ⌊^n_2 ⌋∑

k=1 k|h_k|. It remains to notice that

⌊^n_2 ⌋∑

k=1 k|h_k| ≤ C|H|_Hr_m log^{r+δm} n n^{(m−1)/2} for m = 0 and for m = 1. The value δ_m arises when we sum up the sequence of

order 1/n. Thus, (28) is proven.

Now we turn to the ”orthogonality” property. Here we have to consider the case

m = 1 only; for m = 0 there are no orthogonality restrictions in the definition of

H^r_{−1}. We show a bit more than needed, we prove that ∞∑ n=0 [s^n] H(s) √ 1 − s = 0 (34) for every H ∈ H^r_m, m ≥ 1. Fix some N ≥ 1 and consider the partial sum N∑ n=0 [s^n] H(s) √ 1 − s = N∑ n=0 n∑ k=0 a^{(1)}_k h_{n−k}

= N∑ k=0 N∑ n=k a^{(1)}_k h_{n−k} = N∑ k=0 a^{(1)}_k (_{N−k} ∑ n=0 h_n ) . Set, for brevity,

v_n := n∑ k=0 h_k. Since H(s) ∈ H^r_1 one has ∑_∞ k=0 h_n = 0 and, consequently,

v_n = − ∞∑ k=n+1 h_k.

We know that h_n = O

(_{logr n}

n^2 ) . Consequently, v_n = O

(_{logr n} n ) . This bound implies

that, for some constants C_0 and C_1, | | | | | ⌊^N_2 ⌋∑

k=0 a^{(1)}_k v_{N−k} | | | | | ≤ C_0 log^r N N ⌊^N_2 ⌋∑

k=0 a^{(1)}_k

≤ C_1 log^r N N √ N → 0 as N → ∞, in the last step we have used again the relation a^{(1)}_k ∼^{1√}_{πn} . By the same fact, for

some constants C_2, C_3, | | | | | N∑ k=⌊^N_2 ⌋+1 a^{(1)}_k v_{N−k} | | | | | ≤ C_2 √ N N∑ k=⌊^N_2 ⌋+1 |v_{N−k}| ≤ C_2 √ N N∑ k=0 |v_k|

≤ C_3 √ N ( 2 + N∑ k=2 log^r k k ) ≤ C_3 log^{r+1} N √ N → 0 as N → ∞. Therefore, the sequence of partial sums ∑_N n=0[s^n]^{H(s)}_{(1−s)1/2} converges to zero, and

(34) holds.

So we have proved the lemma for m = 0, 1. Now we apply the induction argument. Fix some m ≥ 2 and assume that the lemma is valid for all smaller indices.

Clearly, d ds H(s) √ 1 − s = dH ds (s) √ 1 − s − 1 2 H(s) 1 − s 1 √ 1 − s . We already have shown in Lemmata 12 and 17 that if H ∈ H^r_m then H(s) 1 − s , dH ds (s) ∈ H^r_{m−2}. By the induction assumption, dH ds (s) √ 1 − s , H(s) 1 − s 1 √ 1 − s ∈ H^{r+δm}_{m−3} .

Consequently, d ds H(s) √ 1 − s ∈ H^{r+δm}_{m−3} . Since we have proved (34) we have lim_{s→1} H(s)/ √ 1 − s = 0 and we may apply Lemma 12 to get H(s) √ 1 − s ∈ H^{r+δm}_{m−1} . □ Lemma 20. Assume that H(s) = ∑_∞ k=0 h_ks^k belongs to H^r_m with some m ≥ 0.

Then, for every j ≥ 1 there exists a constant A_j depending on j, m and r only such that_{Nn} ∑ k=0 a^{(j)}_{n−k}h_k ≤ A_j |H(s)|_Hr_m (log n)^{r+δm} n^{(m+2j)/2} for all N_n ∈ [_n 3 ,^{2n}_3 ] . Proof. Set

v_k := k∑ l=0 h_l, k ≥ 0. Then one has N_n∑

k=0 a^{(j)}_{n−k}h_k = a^{(j)}_n v_0 + N_n∑

k=1 a^{(j)}_{n−k}(v_k − v_{k−1})

= (a^{(j)}_n − a^{(j)}_{n−1})v_0 + N_n∑

k=1 a^{(j)}_{n−k}v_k − N_n∑

k=2 a^{(j)}_{n−k}v_{k−1}

= (a^{(j)}_n − a^{(j)}_{n−1})v_0 + N_n−1∑

k=1 (a^{(j)}_{n−k} − a^{(j)}_{n−k−1})v_k + a^{(j)}_{n−Nn} v_{Nn}

= N_n−1∑

k=0 (a^{(j)}_{n−k} − a^{(j)}_{n−k−1})v_k + a^{(j)}_{n−Nn} v_{Nn} . We know from Lemma 7 that a^{(j)}_n − a^{(j)}_{n−1} = a^{(j+1)}_n . Therefore, N_n∑

k=0 a^{(j)}_{n−k}h_k = N_n−1∑

k=0 a^{(j+1)} n−k v_k + a^{(j)}_{n−Nn} v_{Nn} . (35) Since H ∈ H^r_m with m ≥ 0, ∑_∞ ℓ=0 h_ℓ = 0 so we get |v_k| = | | | | ∞∑ ℓ=k+1 h_ℓ | | | | ≤ |H(s)|_Hr_m ∞∑ ℓ=k+1 log^r ℓ ℓ^{(m+3)/2} ≤ |H(s)|_Hr_m θ(r, m) log^r k k^{(m+1)/2}

, k ≥ 2, (36)

where

θ(r, m) := max_{k≥2} k^{(m+1)/2} log^r k ∞∑ ℓ=k+1 log^r ℓ ℓ^{(m+3)/2} < ∞.

Combining this with the estimate |a^{(j)}_n | ≤ C_j n^{−j+1/2}, we infer from (35) that | | | | N_n∑

k=0 a^{(j)}_{n−k}h_k − N_n∑

k=0 a^{(j+1)} n−k v_k | | | | = |a^{(j)}_{n−Nn} v_{Nn} | ≤ θ̃(j, r, m)|H(s)|_Hr_m (log n)^r n^{(m+2j)/2} for some finite constant θ̃(j, r, m), which does not depend on the the sequence {h_n}.

Now we can conclude that if the lemma is valid for the sequence {v_n} then it is also valid for the sequence {h_n}. Noting that the generating function of {v_n} belongs to H^r_{m−2} for any H ∈ H^r_m and any m ≥ 2, we see that it remains to prove the lemma for m = 0 and m = 1. Using (36), one gets easily, for m = 0 and m = 1, | | | | N_n∑

k=0 a^{(j+1)} n−k v_k | | | | ≤ N_n∑

k=0 |a^{(j+1)}_{n−k} ||v_k|

≤ C_j n^{−j−1/2}(2|H(s)|_Hr_m + N_n∑

k=2 |v_k|)

≤ Θ|H(s)|_Hr_m n^{−j−1/2} (log n)^{r+δm} n^{(m−1)/2} , where Θ is a constant depending only on j and r. Thus, the proof is finished. □

Definition 21. We shall say that a generating function H belongs to the class R^r_{k,m}, with m ≥ k ≥ −1 if there exist numbers q_i, i = k, . . . , m such that H(s) − m∑ i=k q_i(1 − s)^{i/2} ∈ H^r_m. (37)

The following simple lemma underlines the importance of the class R^r_{k,m} for our approach.

Lemma 22. A generating function H(s) belongs to the class R^r_{k,m} with k = −1 or k = 0 if and only if

[s^n]H(s) =

⌊^{m+1}_2 ⌋∑

j=⌊^{k+1}_2 ⌋

μ_j a^{(j+1)}_n + O ( log^r n n^{(m+3)/2} ) . (38)

Proof. Assume that H(s) ∈ R^r_{k,m}. Set ~H(s) = H(s) −^m ∑ i=k q_i(1 − s)^{i/2}. Then ~H(s) ∈ H^r_m and H(s) = m∑ i=k q_i(1 − s)^{i/2} + ~H(s). Rewriting this equality in terms of coefficients we obtain (38) with μ_j = q_{2j−1}.

Assume now that (38) holds and denote

δ_n := [s^n]H(s) −

j=⌊^{m+1}_2 ⌋ ∑ j=⌊^{k+1}_2 ⌋

μ_j a^{(j+1)}_n .

Therefore, one has the following equality for the generating functions: H(s) = j=⌊^{m+1}_2 ⌋ ∑ j=⌊^{k+1}_2 ⌋

μ_j (1 − s)^{j−1/2} + ∞∑ n=0 δ_ns^n.

We know that δ_n = O

(_{logr n}

n^{(m+3)/2} ) , but the generating function of {δ_n} is not necessarily orthogonal to polynomials. But the function ∞∑ n=0 δ_ns^n − ∑ 0≤ℓ≤^m_2 (1 − s)^ℓ(−1)^ℓ d^ℓ ds^ℓ (_∞ ∑ n=0 δ_ns^n ) | | |_{s=1} is orthogonal to any polynomial of degree which does not exceed m/2. This gives (37) with

q_{2i−1} = μ_i and q_{2i} = (−1)^i d^i ds^i (_∞ ∑ n=0 δ_ns^n ) | | | |_{s=1} = (−1)^i ∞∑ n=i n! (n − i)! δ_n. Thus, the proof is complete. □ Lemma 23. For all m ≥ k ≥ 1 one has H(s) − H(1) ∈ R^r_{k,m} ⇐⇒ dH ds ∈ R^r_{k−2,m−2}. Proof. The desired equivalence follows from the equality d ds (_m ∑ i=k q_i(1 − s)^{i/2} ) = m∑ i=k − i 2 q_i(1 − s)^{i/2−1} = m−2∑ i=k−2 ( − i + 2 2 q_{i+2} ) (1 − s)^{i/2} and from Lemma 12. □ Lemma 24. If H ∈ R^r_{k0 ,m0} and G ∈ R^r_{k1 ,m1} with k_0 ≤ k_1 and m_0 ≤ m_1, then (i) H + G ∈ R^r_{k0 ,m0} , (ii) H · G ∈ R^r_{k0 ,m0} if k_0 ≥ 0, (iii) H · G ∈ R^{r+δ}_{k1 −1,m0∧(m1−1)} if k_0 = −1 and k_1 ≥ 0.

where δ = 1_{{m1≡1 mod 2}} · 1_{m1≤m0+1}.

Proof. The first statement is immediate from the relation R^r_{k0 ,m0} ⊂ R^r_{k1 ,m1} .

It follows from the assumptions H ∈ R^r_{k0 ,m0} and G ∈ R^r_{k1 ,m1} that H(s) = m_0∑

i=k_0 q^H_i (1 − s)^{i/2} + H_0(s) and G(s) = m_1∑

i=k_1 q^G_i (1 − s)^{i/2} + G_0(s),

where H_0 ∈ H^r_{m0} and G_0 ∈ H^r_{m1} .

Therefore, H(s)G(s) = (_{m0} ∑ i=k_0 q^H_i (1 − s)^{i/2} + H_0(s) ) (_{m1} ∑ i=k_1 q^G_i (1 − s)^{i/2} + G_0(s) ) .

If k_0 ≥ 0 then the statement in (ii) follows from Lemmata 13 and 18. To prove the last statement we notice that H(s)G(s) = m_0∑

i=−1 m_1∑

j=k_1 q^H_i q^G_j (1 − s)^{(i+j)/2} +

m_1∑

j=k_1 q^G_j (1 − s)^{j/2}H_0(s)

+ q^H_{−1}

G_0(s) √ 1 − s + m_0∑

i=0 q^H_i (1 − s)^{i/2}G_0(s) + H_0(s)G_0(s).

By Lemma 19, G_0(s) √ 1 − s ∈ H^{r+δm1} m_1−1 .

Moreover, by Lemma 18,

m_0 −1∑

i=0 q^H_i (1 − s)^{i/2}G_0(s) ∈ H^r_{m1}

and_m 1−1∑ j=k_1 q^G_j (1 − s)^{j/2}H_0(s) ∈ H^r_{m0} .

Finally, by Lemma 13, H_0(s)G_0(s) belongs to H^r_{m0} . So we can write H(s)G(s) − m_0∑

i=−1 m_1∑

j=k_1 q^H_i q^G_j (1 − s)^{(i+j)/2} ∈ H^r_{m0} ∪ H^{r+δm1}_{m1 −1}

If m_1 > m_0 + 1 then H^{r+δm1}_{m1−1} ⊂ H^r_{m0} . Otherwise H^r_{m0} ⊂ H^{r+δm1}_{m1−1} . So it is the only rest to mention that the minimal value of (i + j) equals k_1 − 1. □

Lemma 25. If k ≥ 1 and λ ∈ R then

e^{λ(1−s)k/2} ∈ R^0_{,m} for every m ≥ 1.

Proof. By definition of the exponent: e^{λ(1−s)k/2} = m∑ n=0 λ^n(1 − s)^{kn/2} n! + ∞∑ n=m+1 λ^n(1 − s)^{kn/2} n! = m∑ n=0 λ^n(1 − s)^{kn/2} n! + m∑ r=0 ∞∑ l=1 λ^{l(m+1)+r}(1 − s)^{k(l(m+1)+r)/2} (l(m + 1) + r)! . For every fixed r, ∞∑ l=1 λ^{l(m+1)+r}(1 − s)^{k(l(m+1)+r)/2} (l(m + 1) + r)! = λ^r(1 − s)^{kr/2} ∞∑ l=1 ( λ^{(m+1)}(1 − s)^{k(m+1)/2} )_l ((m + 1)l + r)! . By Lemma 16, (1 − s)^{k(m+1)/2} ∈ H^0_{k(m+1)−1} ⊂ H^0_m. Applying now Lemma 15, we have_∞ ∑ l=1 ( λ^{(m+1)}(1 − s)^{k(m+1)/2} )_l ((m + 1)l + r)! ∈ H^0_m.

Consequently, since by lemma 18 multiplication by (1 − s)^{kr/2} does not affect parameter m: λ^r(1 − s)^{kr/2} ∞∑ l=1 ( λ^{(m+1)}(1 − s)^{k(m+1)/2} )_l ((m + 1)l + r)! ∈ H^0_m Then by summation over r we obtain the desired e^{λ(1−s)k/2} − m∑ n=0 λ^n(1 − s)^{kn/2} n! ∈ H^0_m. □ 5. Asymptotic expansions for τ_0 5.1. Proof of Theorem 1. As we have already mentioned in the introduction, we are going to use the representation (5). To this end we first derive an appropriate for our purposes expression for the generating function of the sequence^{Δn}_n . According to Proposition 8 with r + 3 finite moments,

Δ_n n = ⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 θ_j a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} + h_n and h_n = o(n^{−(r+3)/2}).

Hence ∞∑ n=1 Δ_n n s^n =

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 θ_j ∞∑ n=1 a^{(j+1)} n−1 s^n + ∞∑ n=1 h_ns^n

= ⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 θ_j (1 − s)^{j−1/2} + ∞∑ n=1 h_ns^n. (39)

Set H(s) = ∑_∞ n=1 h_ns^n. The property h_n = o(n^{−(r+3)/2}) implies that H^{(k)}(1) is finite for every k ≤ ⌊r/2⌋. We now set ψ_k := (−1)^{k H(k) (1)}_{k!} and

H_0(s) := H(s) − ⌊r/2⌋∑

k=0 ψ_k(1 − s)^k.

Then H^{(k)}_0 (1) = 0 for all k = 0, 1, . . . , ⌊r/2⌋.

In other words, H_0(s) is ’orthogonal’ to all polynomials of degree ⌊r/2⌋. Since the coefficients of this generating function are of order o(n^{−(r+3)/2}), we conclude that H_0(s) ∈ H^0_r . Combining this with (39), we conclude that ∞∑ n=1 Δ_n n s^n =

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 θ_j (1 − s)^{j−1/2} +

⌊^r_2 ⌋∑

k=0 ψ_k(1 − s)^k + H_0(s).

Equivalently, ∑_∞ n=1 Δ_n

n s^n belongs to R^0_{,r}. Consider the corresponding decomposition:_∞ ∑ n=1 Δ_n n s^n = r∑ i=0 q_i(1 − s)^{i/2} + F (s) =: Q(s) + F (s).

Plugging this representation into (5), we get ∞∑ n=0 P(τ_0 > n)s^n = e^{Q(s)+F (s)} √ 1 − s = e^{Q(s)} √ 1 − s + e^{F (s)} − 1 √ 1 − s e^{Q(s)}. (40)

Combining Lemma 25 and Lemma 24(ii), we conclude that e^{Q(s)} belongs to R^0_{,m} for every m ≥ 1. Choosing m = r we get the representation

e^{Q(s)} = r∑ i=0 μ_i(1 − s)^{i/2} + G(s), G(s) ∈ H^0_r , (41)

where μ_i, i = 1, · · · , r are some real numbers. By Lemma 19, e^{Q(s)} √ 1 − s = r∑ i=0 μ_i(1 − s)^{(i−1)/2} + Ĝ(s), Ĝ(s) ∈ H^{δr}_{r−1}. Recalling that F (s) ∈ H^0_r and using Lemma 15, we infer that e^{F (s)} − 1 ∈ H^0_r and, by Lemma 19, e^{F (s)} − 1 √ 1 − s ∈ H^{δr}_{r−1}. Applying Lemma 13 and Lemma 18, we obtain e^{F (s)} − 1 √ 1 − s e^{Q(s)} ∈ H^{δr}_{r−1}. Applying these properties to the corresponding terms in (40), we have ∞∑ n=0 P(τ_0 > n)s^n − r∑ i=0 μ_i(1 − s)^{(i−1)/2} ∈ H^{δr}_{r−1}. (42)

In other words, ∑_∞ n=0 P(τ_0 > n)s^n belongs to R^{δr}_{−1,r−1}. Applying now Lemma 22 with k = −1 and m = r − 1, we obtain

P(τ_0 > n) = ⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0 μ_{2j−1}a^{(j+1)}_n + O ( log^{δr} n n^{(r+2)/2} ) . Changing the index of summation we get the desired expansion with coeficients ν_j = μ_{2j−3}.

5.2. Calculation of the first two correction coefficients. In this paragraph we show how one can compute the coefficients in the expansion for τ_0 and derive exact expressions for first two correction terms ν_2 and ν_3. Since the polynomials Q_1, Q_3, ~Q_1 and ~Q_3 are coming from asymptotic expansions in the central limit theorem, we will consider these functions as a given input. We first compute the numbers θ_1 and θ_2 in Proposition 8. According to Theorem VI.1 in Flajolet and Sedgewick [11],

a^{(2)}_n = n^{−3/2} Γ(−1/2) ( 1 + ∞∑ k=1 e_k(2) n^k ) = n^{−3/2} Γ(−1/2) + 3 8 n^{−5/2} Γ(−1/2)

+ O(n^{−7/2}) and a^{(3)}_n = n^{−5/2} Γ(−3/2) ( 1 + ∞∑ k=1 e_k(3) n^k ) = n^{−5/2} Γ(−3/2) + O(n^{−7/2}).

Therefore, n^{−5/2} = Γ(−3/2)a^{(3)}_n + O(n^{−7/2}) and n^{−3/2} = Γ(−1/2)a^{(2)}_n − 3 8 n^{−5/2} + O(n^{−7/2})

= Γ(−1/2)a^{(2)}_n − 3 8 Γ(−3/2)a^{(3)}_n + O(n^{−7/2}).

Plugging these expressions into (91), we get

Δ_n n = − Q_1(0) n^{3/2} − Q_3(0) n^{5/2} + o(n^{−5/2})

= −Q_1(0)Γ(−1/2)a^{(2)}_n − ( Q_3(0) − 3 8 Q_1(0) ) Γ(−3/2)a^{(3)}_n + o(n^{−5/2}).

This implies that

θ_1 = 2 √ πQ_1(0), θ_2 = − 4 √ π 3 ( Q_3(0) − 3 8 Q_1(0) ) . Next determine the numbers ψ_k for k = 0, 1, 2. By the definition, ψ_k = (−1)^kH^{(k)}(1), where H is the function defined directly after (39). It is easy to see that

ψ_0 = ∞∑ n=1 Δ_n n ,

ψ_1 = − ∞∑ n=1 n · ( Δ_n n − 2 √ πQ_1(0)a^{(2)}_n )

and ψ_2 = ∞∑ n=1 n(n − 1) 2 · ( Δ_n n −2 √ πQ_1(0)a^{(2)}_n + 4 √ π 3 ( Q_3(0) − 3 8 Q_1(0) ) a^{(3)}_n ) . In the case r = 4, the function Q(s) from the proof of Theorem 1 is given by Q(s) = 2∑ i=0 ψ_i(1 − s)^i + 2∑ i=1 θ_i(1 − s)^{i−1/2}. Then

e^{Q(s)} = e^{ψ0} 2∏ i=1 e^{ϕi(1−s)i} 2∏ i=1 e^{θi(1−s)i−1/2} . (43) Next we notice that

e^{ψ1(1−s)} = 1 + ψ_1(1 − s) +

(ψ_1)^2 2 (1 − s)^2 + H^0_4,

e^{ψ2(1−s)2} = 1 + ψ_2(1 − s)^2 + H^0_4,

e^{θ1(1−s)1/2} = 1 + 4∑ i=1 (θ_1)^i(1 − s)^{i/2} + H^0_4 and e^{θ2(1−s)3/2} = 1 + θ_2(1 − s)^{3/2} + H^0_4,

Applying these representations to the corresponding parts in (43) and using Lemma 18, we conclude that

e^{Q(s)} = e^{ψ0} 4∑ i=0 μ_i(1 − s)^i + H^0_4,

where μ_0 = 1, μ_1 = θ_1, μ_2 = ψ_1 + (θ_1)^2, μ_3 = θ_2 + ψ_1θ_1 + (θ_1)^3 and μ_4 = ψ_2 +

(ψ_1)^2 2 + ψ_1(θ_1)^2 + θ_2θ_1 + (θ_1)^4.

Finally it means that ∞∑ n=0 P(τ_0 > n)s^n = 4∑ i=0 e^{ψ0} μ_i(1 − s)^{(i−1)/2} + H^0_3.

For the coefficients we have then the following representation:

P(τ_0 > n)s^n =e^{ψ0} a^{(1)}_n + e^{ψ0} (ψ_1 + (θ_1)^2)a^{(2)}_n

+ e^{ψ0} ( ψ_2 +

(ψ_1)^2 2 + ψ_1(θ_1)^2 + θ_2θ_1 + (θ_1)^4 ) a^{(3)}_n + O ( n^{−3} ) . 6. Expansions for conditioned probabilities 6.1. Proof of Theorem 3 in the case of fixed x. We shall prove (8) only, since (9) can be proven by absolutely the same arguments. Moreover, we restrict our attention to the lattice case: we shall always assume that X_1 takes values on Z and that Z is the minimal lattice for X_1.

According to Lemma 17 from [20], the function b_n(x) := P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n) satisfies the recurrence equation

nb_n(x) = P(S_n = x) + n−1∑ k=1 x−1∑ y=1 P(S_k = y)b_{n−k}(x − y). (44)

For density case one can obtain analog of this relation from Lemma 15 [20]. Multiplying both sides of equation (44) with s^{n−1} and taking the sum over all n ≥ 1, we get ∞∑ n=1 ns^{n−1}b_n(x) = ∞∑ n=1 s^{n−1}P(S_n = x) + ∞∑ n=1 n−1∑ k=1 x−1∑ y=1 s^{n−1}P(S_k = y)b_{n−k}(x − y)

= ∞∑ n=1 s^{n−1}P(S_n = x) + x−1∑ y=1 ∞∑ k=1 s^{k−1}P(S_k = y) ∞∑ n=k+1 s^{n−k}b_{n−k}(y)

= ∞∑ n=1 s^{n−1}P(S_n = x) + x−1∑ y=1 ∞∑ k=1 s^{k−1}P(S_k = y) ∞∑ n=1 s^nb_n(y). Setting now B(y, s) = ∞∑ n=1 s^nb_n(y) and Ψ(y, s) = ∞∑ n=1 s^{n−1}P(S_n = y),

we obtain the equation d ds B(x, s) = Ψ(x, s) + x−1∑ y=1 Ψ(y, s)B(x − y, s). (45)

By Lemma 20 from [20], b_n(x) ≤ C(x)n^{−3/2}. Moreover,^∞ ∑ n=1 b_n(x) is finite and equal to the mass function of the renewal function associated with strict increasing ladder epochs. Combining these facts, we infer that B(x, s) − B(x, 1) belongs to H^0. Consequently, B(x, s) ∈ R^0_{,0}.

By Proposition 9,

P(S_n = x) = ⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0 θ_j (x)a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} + h_n(x),

where |h_n(x)| ≤ C_r (|x| + 1)^{r+1}

n^{(r+2)/2} . This representation implies that Ψ(x, s) = ⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0 θ_j (x) ∞∑ n=1 s^{n−1}a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} + ∞∑ n=1 s^nh_n(x)

= ⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0 θ_j (x)(1 − s)^{j−1/2} + ∞∑ n=1 s^nh_n(x). Next we define ψ_j (x) as in Lemma 22, namely ψ_{2j−1}(x) = θ_j (x) and

ψ_{2j} (x) = (−1)^i ∞∑ n=i n! (n − i)! h_n. Then one has Ψ(x, s) = r−1∑ j=−1 ψ_j (x)(1 − s)^{j/2} + H_Ψ(x, s), H_Ψ ∈ H^0_{r−1}. (46)

Therefore, Ψ(x, s) ∈ R^0_{−1,r−1}. By Lemma 24, since B(x, s) ∈ R^0_{,0}, the generating function Ψ(x, s) + ∑_{x−1} y=1 Ψ(y, s)B(x − y, s) belongs to R^1_{−1,−1}. Taking into account (45) and applying Lemma 23, we conclude that B(x, s) − B(x, 1) ∈ R^1_{,1} and, consequently, B(x, s) ∈ R^1_{0,1}. Applying Lemma 24 once again, we infer that Ψ(x, s) + ∑_{x−1} y=1 Ψ(y, s)B(x − y, s) belongs to R^2_{−1,0}. Lemma 23 gives now B(x, s) − B(s, 1) ∈ R^2_{1,2} and B(x, s) ∈ R^2_{0,2}. Iterating this, we get B(x, s) ∈ R^r_{0,r}. This implies that B(x, s) ∈ R^0_{,r−1}. Applying the described above procedure one more time, we finally arrive at B(x, s) ∈ R^{δr}_{0,r}.

This implies that there exist functions q_i(x) such that

B(x, s) = r∑ i=0 q_i(x)(1 − s)^{i/2} + H_B (x, s), H_B ∈ H^{δr}_r . (47)

Applying now Lemma 22, we conclude that, for every fixed x,

P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n) =

⌊^{r+1}_2 ⌋∑

j=1 U_j (x)a^{(j+1)}_n + O ( log^{δr} n n^{(r+3)/2} ) .

where U_j (x) := q_{2j−1}(x).

To complete the proof of the theorem for fixed values of x it remains to derive recurrence relation for the coefficients q_j . The case when x is not necessarily bounded is more complicated and will be considered in the subsequent subsection.

Plugging (47) and (46) into (45), we have

− r∑ i=1 q_i(x) i 2 (1 − s)^{i/2−1} + d ds H_B (x, s)

= r∑ j=−1 ψ_j (x)(1 − s)^{j/2} + x−1∑ y=1 r∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y)(1 − s)^{j/2} (_r ∑ i=0 q_i(x − y)(1 − s)^{i/2} )

+ H_Ψ(x) + x−1∑ y=1 [H_Ψ(y, s)B(x − y, s) + Ψ(y, s)H_B (x − y, s)] . (48)

Recalling that B(y, s) ∈ R^1_{0,r}, Ψ(y, s) ∈ R^0_{−1,r−1} and applying Lemma 24(iii), we conclude that

H(x, s) := H_Ψ(x) + x−1∑ y=1 [H_Ψ(y, s)B(x − y, s) + Ψ(y, s)H_B(x − y, s)] ∈ H^1_{r−1}.

Multiplying (48) by (1 − s)^{1/2} and letting s → 1 we get the equality

− 1 2 q_1(x) = ψ_{−1}(x) + x−1∑ y=1 ψ_{−1}(y)q_0(x − y). (49)

We know that q_0(y) = ∑_∞ n=1 P(S_n = y, τ_0 > n) for every y ≥ 1. Moreover, ψ_{−1}(x) ≡^{1√}_{2π} . Therefore,

q_1(x) = −2 1 √ 2π ( 1 + x−1∑ y=1 q_0(x) ) = − √ 2 π ( 1 + ∞∑ n=1 P(S_n < x, τ_0 > n) )

= − √ 2 π V (x).

Combining (48) and (49), we get − r∑ i=2 q_i(x) i 2 (1 − s)^{i/2−1} + d ds H_B (x, s)

= r∑ j=0 ψ_j (x)(1 − s)^{j/2} + x−1∑ y=1 r∑ j=−1 r∑ i=0 ψ_j (y)q_i(x)(1 − s)^{(i+j)/2}1{i + j ≥ 0}

+ H_Ψ(x) + x−1∑ y=1 [H_Ψ(y, s)B(x − y, s) + Ψ(y, s)H_B (x − y, s)] . Letting s → 1, we conclude that

−q_2(x) = ψ_0(x) + x−1∑ y=1 (ψ_{−1}(y)q_1(x − y) + ψ_0(y)q_0(x − y)) .

Substituting that once again in (48) and dividing by (1 − s)^{1/2} we obtain relation for q_3(x). Repeating this argument, we get for every ℓ ≤ r the equality − ℓ 2 q_ℓ(x) = ψ_{ℓ−2}(x) + x−1∑ y=1 ℓ−2∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y)q_{ℓ−2−j} (x − y). (50) Thus, we can compute all q_ℓ recursively.

6.2. Proof of Theorem 3 for growing x. Hier we always assume that x ≥ 0 and write C for any constant which are independent of n and x, but may depend on other parameters of the random walk.

We first estimate the coefficients ψ_j (x) in the representation (46). According to Proposition 9, ψ_{2j−1}(x) = θ_j (x) is a polynomial of degree 2j. This means, in particular, that |ψ_{2j−1}(x)| ≤ C(1 + x^{2j} ), j = 0, . . . , ⌊r/2⌋. (51) Lemma 26. For every j ≤ (r − 1)/2 one has |ψ_{2j} (x)| ≤ C(1 + x^{2j+1}). (52) Proof. It follows from (46) that

ψ_{2j} (x) = (−1)^j d^j ds^j (_∞ ∑ n=1 h_{n+1}(x)s^n ) | | |_{s=1}. Consequently, |ψ_{2j} (x)| ≤ ∞∑ n=1 n^j |h_{n+1}(x)|. (53)

From now on fix some j and consider Proposition 9 with r = 2j + 1, then for corresponding sequence h_n it holds |h_{n+1}(x)| ≤ C (1 + x)^{2j+2} n^{(2j+3)/2} and, consequently, ∞∑ n>x^2 h_{n+1}(x)n^j ≤ C(1 + x)^{2j+2} ∞∑ n>x^2 1 n^{3/2} .

It is clear that_∞ ∑ n>x^2 1 n^{3/2} ≤ ∫_∞ x^2 t^{−3/2}dt = 2 x , x ≥ 1. Therefore, ∞∑ n>x^2 h_{n+1}(x)n^j ≤ C(1 + x)^{2j+1}. (54)

For n ≤ x^2 we have the following obvious estimate |h_{n+1}(x)| ≤ |p_{n+1}(x)| + j∑ ℓ=0 |ψ_{2ℓ−1}(x)a^{(ℓ+1)}_n |. First of all, using the concentration bound for p_{n+1}(x), we have |p_{n+1}(x)| ≤ C √ n ≤ C (1 + x)^{2j} n^{(2j+1)/2} , n ≤ x^2. Next, since ψ_{2ℓ−1}(x) is of degree 2ℓ, |ψ_{2ℓ−1}(x)a^{(ℓ+1)}_n | ≤ C (1 + x)^{2ℓ} n^{ℓ+1/2} ≤ C (1 + x)^{2j} n^{(2j+1)/2} . This yields

x^2∑

n=1 |h_{n+1}(x)|n^j ≤ C(1 + x)^{2j}

x^2∑

n=1 1 √ n ≤ C(1 + x)^{2j+1}. (55)

The proof is completed by plugging (54) and (55) into (53). □ Also we need an estimation for the functions q_j (x):

Lemma 27. For every j ≤ r one has |q_j (x)| ≤ C(1 + x)^j . (56) Proof. Recall that q_0(x) = ∑ n≥0 P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n) = V (x + 1) − V (x) and q_1(x) = − √ 2 π V (x), where V (x) is the renewal function corresponding to ascending ladder heights {χ^+_k }. By the local renewal theorem, V (x + 1) − V (x) converges, as x → ∞, to 1/Eχ^+_1 . This implies that |q_0(x)| ≤ C and |q_1(x)| ≤ C(1 + x).

Furthermore, we know that |ψ_j (x)| ≤ C(1+x^{j+1}) for all j. Plugging these estimates into (50), one obtains recursively |q_j (x)| ≤ C(1 + x^j ) j = 2, 3, . . . , r. □

Now we can finally start proving Theorem. Let us rewrite (44) in the following way:

nb_n(x) = p_n(x) + n−1∑ k=1 x−1∑ y=1 p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y), (57) where p_n(x) = P(S_n = x). We split elements of both sequences into two parts, regular part and a remainder. More precisely, we define

b^{reg}_n (x) := r∑ j=0 q_j (x)[s^n](1 − s)^{j/2}, b^{rest}_n (x) := b_n(x) − b^{reg}_n (x), n ≥ 0 and p^{reg}_n (x) = r−1∑ j=−1 ψ_j (x)[s^{n−1}](1 − s)^{j/2}, p^{rest}_n (x) = p_n(x) − p^{reg}_n (x), n ≥ 1.

Note that b_0(x) = 0 for x ≥ 1 but it is not true anymore for b^{reg}_0 and b^{rest}_0 . Combining Proposition 9 and Lemma 26 gives us the bound

|p^{rest}_n (x)| ≤ C

(1 + x)^{r+1} n^{(r+2)/2}

, n ≥ 1. (58)

The sequence b^{reg}_n almost satisfy the same relation as b_n itself. Namely the following lemma holds.

Lemma 28. For n ≥ r + 1 it holds | | | |nb^{reg}_n (x) − p^{reg}_n (x) − x−1∑ y=1 n∑ k=1 p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) | | | | ≤ C (1 + x)^{r+1} n^{(r+1)/2} , x ≤ √ n. (59)

Proof. Define

B^{reg}(x, s) = ∞∑ n=0 b^{reg}_n (x)s^n = r∑ ℓ=0 q_ℓ(x)(1 − s)^{ℓ/2} and Ψ^{reg}(x, s) = ∞∑ n=1 p^{reg}_n (x)s^{n−1} = r−1∑ ℓ=0 ψ_ℓ(x)(1 − s)^{ℓ/2}. Then, using the recurrent relation (50), one has, with ω = 1 − s, d ds B^{reg}(x, s) = r∑ ℓ=1 − ℓ 2 q_ℓ(x)ω^{ℓ/2−1} = r−2∑ ℓ=−1 − ℓ + 2 2 q_{ℓ+2}(x)ω^{ℓ/2}

= r−2∑ ℓ=−1 ψ_ℓ(x) + x−1∑ y=1 ℓ∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y)q_{ℓ−j} (x − y) ω^{ℓ/2} =Ψ^{reg}(x, s) − ψ_{r−1}(x)ω^{(r−1)/2} + r−2∑ ℓ=−1 x−1∑ y=1 ℓ∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y)ω^{j/2} · q_{ℓ−j} (x − y)ω^{(ℓ−j)/2}.

For fixed y one has r−2∑ ℓ=−1 ℓ∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y)ω^{j/2} · q_{ℓ−j} (x − y)ω^{(ℓ−j)/2}

= B^{reg}(x − y, s)Ψ^{reg}(y, s) − r−1∑ i=−1 r∑ j=0 1_{{i+j≥r−1}}ψ_i(y)q_j (x − y)ω^{(i+j)/2}.

As a result we have d ds B^{reg}(x, s) − Ψ^{reg}(x, s) − x−1∑ y=1 B^{reg}(x − y, s)Ψ^{reg}(y, s)

= −ψ_{r−1}(x)(1 − s)^{(r−1)/2} + x−1∑ y=1 r−1∑ i=−1 r∑ j=0 1_{{i+j≥r−1}}ψ_i(y)q_j (x − y)(1 − s)^{(i+j)/2}.

It is obvious that the (n − 1)th coefficient of the generating function on the left hand side equals to

nb_n(x) − p_n(s) − x−1∑ y=1 n−1∑ k=1 p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y).

Therefore, we need an appropriate estimate for the corresponding coefficient of the function on the right hand side.

If i ≤ r − 1, j ≤ r ans i + j is even, then [s^n](1 − s)^{(i+j)/2} = 0 for all n ≥ r > (i + j)/2. Consider now the case when i + j is odd and i + j ≥ r − 1. Then for x ≤ √ n and 0 < y < x, applying (51), (52) and (56), we get |ψ_i(y)q_j (x − y)[s^{n−1}](1 − s)^{(i+j)/2}| ≤ C (1 + x)^{i+j+1} n^{(i+j)/2+1} ≤ C (1 + x)^r n^{(r+1)/2} . Summing over y we finally arrive at | | | | | [s^{n−1}] x−1∑ y=1 r−1∑ i=−1 r∑ j=0 1_{{i+j≥r−1}}ψ_i(y)q_j (x − y)(1 − s)^{(i+j)/2} | | | | | ≤ C (1 + x)^{r+1} n^{(r+1)/2} .

Combining Lemma 27 with the known asymptotics for a^{(j)}n , it is easy to see that | |[s_{n−1}ψ_{r−1}(x)(1 − s)_{(r−1)2}] | | ≤ C (1 + x)^{r+1} n^{(r+1)/2} . This completes the proof. □

We next turn to upper bounds for b^{rest}_n (x). It turns out that the case x ≥ √ n is much simpler. Indeed, using (56) and the uniform bound b_n(x) ≤^{C(1+x)}_{n3/2} one gets for n > r the following estimate:

|b^{rest}_n (x)| ≤ |b_n(x)| + |b^{reg}_n | ≤

C(1 + x) n^{3/2} + r∑ j=1 |q_j (x)[s^n](1 − s)^{j/2}|

= C(1 + x) n^{3/2} + ⌊^{r+1}_2 ⌋∑

ℓ=1 |q_{2ℓ−1}(x)a^{(ℓ+1)}_n |

≤ C(1 + x) n^{3/2} + ⌊^{r+1}_2 ⌋∑

ℓ=1 C(1 + x)^{2ℓ−1} n^{ℓ+1/2} ≤ C(1 + x)^{r+1} n^{(r+3)/2} . For the case x ≤ √ n we have a bit rougher estimate.

Lemma 29. For every n ≥ 2 one has

b^{rest}_n (x) ≤ C(1 + x)^{r+1} log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n n^{(r+3)/2} , x ≤ √ n. Proof. It suffices to prove the desired bound for n large enough since for bounded n we have to show only dependence in x and it can be seen the same way as the case x ≥ √ n. Due to this observation, we shall assume that n > r + 2.

We shall obtain the desired estimate by induction. According to Lemma 20 from [20], b_n(x) ≤ C 1 + x n^{3/2} . (60)

This gives the desired bound for r = 0. For every y ∈ (0, x) we split the sum ∑_{n−1} k=1 p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y) into two parts: n−1∑ k=1 p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y) = N−1∑ k=1 p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y) + n−1∑ k=N p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y), (61) where N = ⌈n/2⌉. To estimate the first sum we use the decomposition for b_n(x−y): N−1∑ k=1 p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y) = N−1∑ k=1 p_k(y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) + N−1∑ k=1 p_k(y)b^{rest}_{n−k}(x − y). Due to the local central limit theorem, p_k(y) ≤^{C√}_k uniformly in y. Moreover, it follows from the induction assumption that b^{rest}_{n−k}(x − y) ≤ C(x − y)^r log^{⌊ r−12 ⌋} n n^{(r+2)/2} for every k < N. Combining these estimates, we conclude that, uniformly in y, N−1∑ k=1 p_k(y)b^{rest}_{n−k}(x − y) ≤ C (x − y)^r log^{⌊ r−12 ⌋} n n^{r+2}2 N−1∑ k=1 1 √ k ≤ C x^r log^{⌊ r−12 ⌋} n n^{r+1}2

. (62)

Applying the decomposition for p_k(y) and recalling that

b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) = r∑ j=0 q_j (x − y)[s^{n−k}](1 − s)^{j/2}, we get N−1∑ k=1 p_k(y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) = N−1∑ k=1 p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y)

+ r∑ j=0 q_j (x − y) N−1∑ k=1 p^{rest}_k (y)[s^{n−k}](1 − s)^{j/2}.

We first notice that if n > r then [s^{n−k}](1 − s)^ℓ = 0 for all integers 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ r/2 and all k < N. Therefore, r∑ j=0 q_j (x − y) N−1∑ k=1 p^{rest}_k (y)[s^{n−k}](1 − s)^{j/2}

= ⌊^{r+1}_2 ⌋∑

ℓ=1 q_{2ℓ−1}(x − y) N−1∑ k=1 p^{rest}_k (y)[s^{n−k}](1 − s)^{ℓ−1/2}

= ⌊^{r+1}_2 ⌋∑

ℓ=1 q_{2ℓ−1}(x − y) N−1∑ k=1 p^{rest}_k (y)a^{(ℓ+1)}_{n−k} .

Set p^{rest}_0 (y) = 0. By the definition, ∑_∞ n=1 p^{rest}_n (y)s^{n−1} belongs to H^0_{r−1}. Therefore, the function ∑_∞ n=0 p^{rest}_n (y)s^n also belongs then to the same class H^0_{r−1}. Combining (56) and (58) and applying Lemma 20 with j = ℓ + 1, we get, uniformly in y < x, | | | |q2ℓ−1(x − y)) N−1∑ k=0 p^{rest}_k (y)a^{(ℓ+1)}_{n−k} | | | | ≤ C x^{2ℓ−1}x^{r+1} log^{δr−1} n n^{r+2ℓ+2}2 . Noting that x^{r+2ℓ} n^{r+2ℓ+2}2 ≤ x^r n^{r+1}2 for x ≤ √ n, we conclude that | | | | | N−1∑ k=1 p^{rest}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) | | | | | ≤ C x^r log^{δr−1} n

n^{r+1}2

Combining this with (62), we arrive at the estimate for x ≤ √ n | | | | N−1∑ k=1 p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y) − N−1∑ k=1 p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) | | | | ≤ C x^r(log n)^{⌊ r2 ⌋}

n^{r+1}2

, (63)

where in the logarithm’s power we have used ⌊ r 2 ⌋ = ⌊ r − 1 2 ⌋ + δ_{r−1} ≥ max (⌊ r − 1 2 ⌋ , δ_{r−1} ) , r ≥ 1. (64)

To estimate the second sum on the right hand side of (61) we first decompose p_k(y): n−1∑ k=N p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y) = n−1∑ k=N p^{reg}_k (y)b_{n−k}(x − y) + n−1∑ k=N p^{rest}_k (y)b_{n−k}(x − y).

Recall that ∑_∞ k=1 b_k(x − y) = q_0(x − y). Using (58) and (56), we obtain | | | | n−1∑ k=N p^{rest}_k (y)b_{n−k}(x − y) | | | | ≤ C y^{r+1} n^{r+2}2 n−N∑ k=1 b_k(x − y) ≤ C y^{r+1} n^{r+2}2 q_0(x − y) ≤ C x^{r+1} n^{r+2}2

uniformly in y < x. This implies that n−1∑ k=N p^{rest}_k (y)b_{n−k}(x − y) ≤ C x^r n^{r+1}2 , x ≤ √ n. (65)

Recall that b_0(x) = 0. Decomposing b_{n−k} and using the definition of p^{reg}_k (y), we

have n−1∑ k=N p^{reg}_k (y)b_{n−k}(x − y) = n∑ k=N p^{reg}_k (y)b_{n−k}(x − y)

= n∑ k=N p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) + r−1∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y) n∑ k=N b^{rest}_{n−k}(x − y)[s^k](1 − s)^{j/2}

= n∑ k=N p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) + r−1∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y) n−N∑ k=0 b^{rest}_k (x − y)[s^{n−k}](1 − s)^{j/2}.

If n > r + 2 then N > (r − 1)/2 and, consequently, [s^k](1 − s)^ℓ = 0 for all k ≥ N

and all ℓ ≤ (r − 1)/2. Therefore, r−1∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y) n−N∑ k=0 b^{rest}_k (x − y)[s^{n−k}](1 − s)^{j/2} =

⌊^r_2 ⌋∑

ℓ=0 ψ_{2ℓ−1}(y) n−N∑ k=0 b^{rest}_k (x − y)a^{(l+1)}_{n−k} .

Recall that, according to the induction assumption, b^{rest}_n (x−y) ≤ C(x−y)^{r log⌊} r−1 2 ⌋ n n^{(r+2)/2} and ∑_∞ n=0 b^{rest}_n (x)s^n ∈ H^0_{r−1}. Then, applying again Lemma 20 and recalling that

|ψ_{2ℓ−1}(y)| ≤ Cy^{2ℓ}, one gets, uniformly in y < x, | | | |ψ2ℓ−1(y) n−N∑ k=0 b^{rest}_k (x − y)a^{(l+1)}_{n−k} | | | | ≤ Cy^{2ℓ}(x − y)^r log^{⌊ r−12 ⌋+δr−1} n n^{(r+2ℓ+1)/2} ≤ Cx^{2ℓ+r} log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n

n^{(r+2ℓ+1)/2} . Here we have used (64). Consequently, for x ≤ √ n, | | | | | r−1∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y) n−N∑ k=0 b^{rest}_k (x − y)[s^k](1 − s)^{j/2} | | | | | ≤ Cx^r log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n

n^{(r+1)/2} . Combining this with (65), we conclude that | | | | | n−1∑ k=N p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y) − n∑ k=N p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) | | | | | ≤ Cx^r log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n

n^{(r+1)/2}

, (66) for all x ≤ √ n. Combining now (63) and (66), we obtain, for x ≤ √ n, | | | | n−1∑ k=1 p_k(y)b_{n−k}(x − y) − n∑ k=1 p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) | | | | ≤ Cx^r log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n n^{(r+1)/2}

Summing these estimates over y and using relation (57) together with the bound (58) (with parameter r − 1) gives | | | | nb_n(x) − p^{reg}_n (x) − x−1∑ y=1 n∑ k=1 p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) | | | | ≤ Cx^{r+1} log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n n^{(r+1)/2} . So by definition of b^{rest}_n :

|b^{rest}_n | ≤ 1 n | | | | nb^{reg}_n (x) − p^{reg}_n (x) − x−1∑ y=1 n∑ k=1 p^{reg}_k (y)b^{reg}_{n−k}(x − y) | | | | + Cx^{r+1} log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n n^{(r+3)/2} . Combining the last inequality with the Lemma 28 we get the desired estimate for x ≤ √ n. Thus, the proof is complete. □

6.3. Asymptotic expansions for P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n). The probabilities P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n) can be considered in the same way. In this short paragraph we just indicate differences caused by the change of conditioning.

Define b_n(x) := P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n), x ≥ 0.

Instead of (44) one has the following recurrent equation

b_n(x) = P(S_n = x) + n−1∑ k=1 x∑ y=0 P(S_k = y)b_{n−k}(x − y). (67)

This equality can be proved by the same method, which was used in the proof of Lemma 17 in [20].

Repeating the arguments from Subsection 6.1, one gets easily the representation B(x, s) := ∞∑ n=1 s^nb_n(x) = m∑ i=0 q_i(x)(1 − s)^{i/2} + H_B (x, s), (68)

where the functions q_i(x) satisfy the recurrent equations − ℓ 2 q_ℓ(x) = ψ_{ℓ−2} + x∑ y=0 ℓ−2∑ j=−1 ψ_j (y)q_{ℓ−2−j} (x − y), ℓ ≥ 2 (69) with starting conditions

q_0(x) = ∞∑ n=0 P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n),

q_1(x) = − √ 2 π ∞∑ n=0 P(S_n ≤ x, τ_0 > n). All other arguments from the proofs for P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n) can be used without any adaption.

7. Asymptotic expansions for τ_x.

7.1. Left-continuous case. For any left-continuous random walk and any x > 0 one has the equality

P(τ_x = n) = x n P(S_n = −x), n ≥ 1. Since E|X_1|^{r+3} is assumed finite, we infer from Proposition 9 that

P(S_n = −x) =

⌊^r_2 ⌋∑

j=0 θ_j (−x)a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} + O ( 1 + x^{r+1} n^{(r+2)/2} )

uniformly in x ≥ 0. Consequently,

P(τ_x = n) =

⌊^r_2 ⌋∑

j=0 xθ_j (−x) a^{(j+1)} n−1 n + O ( 1 + x^{r+2} n^{(r+4)/2} ) .

Using the fact that^{a(j+1)n−1}_n = −a^{(j+2)}_n for all n ≥ 1, we arrive at the equality

P(τ_x = n) =

⌊^r_2 ⌋∑

j=0 (−x)θ_j (−x)a^{(j+2)}_n + O ( 1 + x^{r+2} n^{(r+4)/2} ) . Summing P(τ_x = k) from n + 1 to ∞, we obtain

P(τ_x > n) =

⌊^r_2 ⌋∑

j=0 (−x)θ_j (−x) ∞∑ k=n+1 a^{(j+2)} k + O ( 1 + x^{r+2} n^{(r+2)/2} ) . Using now the equality ∞∑ k=n+1 a^{(j+2)} k = ∞∑ k=n+1 ( a^{(j+1)} k − a^{(j+1)}_{k−1} ) = −a^{(j+1)}_n ,

we finally get

P(τ_x > n) =

⌊^r_2 ⌋∑

j=0 xθ_j (−x)a^{(j+1)}_n + O ( 1 + x^{r+2} n^{(r+2)/2} ) . This is the desired equality with V_j (x) = xθ_{j−1}(−x). It was shown in Proposition 9 that θ_k is a polynomial of degree 2k. Consequently, V_j has degree 2j − 1. This completes the proof.

7.2. General case. Let m_n be the running minimum of the walk S_n, that is, m_n := min_{0≤k≤n} S_k.

Define also θ_n := max{k ≤ n : S_k = m_n}.

The we have

P(τ_x > n) = P(m_n > −x) = n∑ k=0 P(m_n > −x, θ_n = k), n ≥ 1.

By the duality lemma for random walks, P(m_n > −x, θ_n = k) = P(S_j ≥ S_k for all j ≤ k, S_k > −x, S_l > S_k for all l > k) = P(S_j ≥ S_k for all j ≤ k, S_k > −x) P(X_{k+1} > 0, X_{k+1} + X_{k+2} > 0, . . . , X_{k+1} + . . . + X_n > 0) = P(−S_k < x, −S_k ≥ −S_j for all j ≤ k)P(τ_0 > n − k) = P(~S_k < x, ~τ_0 > k)P(τ_0 > n − k), where ~S_n = −S_n, n ≥ 0 and ~τ_0 = inf{n ≥ 1 : ~S_n < 0}. Therefore,

P(τ_x > n) = n∑ k=0 P(~S_k < x, ~τ_0 > k)P(τ_0 > n − k), n ≥ 1. In terms of the generating functions we then have ∞∑ n=0 s^nP(τ_x > n) = ( 1 + x−1∑ y=0 ~B(s, y) )_∞ ∑ n=0 s^nP(τ_0 > n), (70)

where ~B(s, y) =^∞ ∑ n=1 s^nP(~S_n = y, ~τ_0 > n). Applying (68) to the random walk ~S_n, we get ~B(s, y) =^r ∑ j=0 ~q_j (y)(1 − s)^{j/2} + ~H_y(s). Therefore, x−1∑ y=0 ~B(s, y) =^r ∑ j=0 ~Q_j (x)(1 − s)^{j/2} + ~H(x, s), (71) where ~Q_j (x) :=^{x−1} ∑ y=0 ~q_j (y) and ~H(x, s) :=^{x−1} ∑ y=0 ~H_y(s). In Lemma 29 we have shown that |[s^n]H_y(s)| ≤ C(1 + y^{r+1}) log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n n^{(r+3)/2} , n ≥ 2. Consequently, |[s^n] ~H(x, s)| ≤ C(1 + x^{r+2}) log^{⌊ r2 ⌋} n n^{(r+3)/2} , n ≥ 2 and | | | ~H(x, s) | | |_{H⌊} r_{2 ⌋r} ≤ C(1 + x^{r+2}). (72)

Furthermore, according to (42), ∞∑ n=0 s^nP(τ_0 > n) = r−1∑ k=−1 μ_{k+1}(1 − s)^{k/2} + H_0(s), H_0(s) ∈ H^1_{r−1}.

Plugging this equality and (71) into (70), we obtain ∞∑ n=0 s^nP(τ_x > n) = r−1∑ j=−1 Q_j (x)(1 − s)^{j/2} + H(x, s), (73)

where

Q_j (x) = μ_{j+1} + j∑ k=−1 μ_{k+1} ~Q_{j−k}(x), j = 1, 2, . . . , r − 1 (74) and H(x, s) = H_0(s) 1 + r∑ j=0 ~Q_j (x)(1 − s)^{j/2} + ~H(x, s)

+ ~H(x, s) r−1∑ k=−1 μ_{k+1}(1 − s)^{k/2}

+ 2r−1∑

j=r j∑ k=j−r μ_{k+1} ~Q_{j−k} (x)(1 − s)^{j/2}. It follows from Lemma 16 that ~H_1(x, s) :=^{2r−1} ∑ j=r j∑ k=j−r μ_{k+1} ~Q_{j−k}(x)(1 − s)^{j/2} ∈ H^0_{r−1}. Since ~q_j (x) ≤ C(1 + x^j ), ~Q_j (x) ≤ C(1 + x^{j+1}). This implies that | | ~H_1(x, s) | | H^0_{r−1} ≤ C(1 + x^{r+1}). (75) Applying Lemmata 13 and 18, we infer that

~H_2(x, s) := H_0(s) 1 + r∑ j=0 ~Q_j (x)(1 − s)^{j/2} + ~H(x, s) ∈ H^0_{r−1} and, due to (72), | | ~H2(x, s) | |_{H0r−1} ≤ C(1 + x^{r+2}). (76) Using Lemma 18 once again, we conclude that ~H_3(x, s) := ~H(x, s)^{r−1} ∑ k=0 μ_{k+1}(1 − s)^{k/2} ∈ H^{⌊ r2 ⌋}r and | | ~H_3(x, s) | | H^{⌊ r2 ⌋}_r ≤ C(1 + x^{r+2}). (77)

Finally, according to Lemma 19 and to (72), ~H_4(x, s) := μ_0 ~H(x, s)(1 − s)^{−1/2} ∈ H^{⌊ r}2^{⌋+δr}_{r−1} and | | | ~H4(x, s) | | |_{H⌊} r_{2 ⌋+δr} r−1 ≤ C(1 + x^{r+2}) (78)

Combining (75) — (78), we conclude that H(x, s) belongs to H^{⌊ r2 ⌋+δr}_{r−1} and that the corresponding norm is bounded by C(1 + x^{r+2}). Thus, applying now Lemma 22 to the representation (73) and noting that ⌊^{r+1}_2 ⌋ = ⌊^r_2 ⌋ + δ_r, we finish the proof.

8. Polyharmonicity of coefficients 8.1. Proof of the Theorem 5. Applying the total probability law, we obtain

P(τ_x > n + 1) = ∞∑ y=1 P(X_1 = y − x)P(τ_y > n). (79)

The assumption E|X_1|^r < ∞ implies that P(X_1 > √ n) = o(n^{−r/2}). Then, for every fixed x, ∑ y≥ √ n P(X_1 = y − x)P(τ_y > n) ≤ ∞∑ y=⌊ √ n⌋+1 P(X_1 = y − x)

= P(X_1 + x ≥ √ n) = o(n^{−r/2}). (80) We next apply the asymptotic expansion from Theorem 4 to P(τ_x > n + 1) and to P(τ_y > n) with y ≤ √ n. That expansion can be written in the following way:

P(τ_y > n) =

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 V_j (y)a^{(j)}_n + R_{y,n}, where R_{y,n} is the remainder term. Plugging this and (80) into (79), we obtain

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 V_j (x)a^{(j)}_{n+1} + R_{x,n+1}

= ⌊ √ n⌋∑ y=1 P(X_1 = y − x)

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 V_j (y)a^{(j)}_n + R_{y,n} + o(n^{−r/2}). Changing the order of summation leads then to the equality

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 V_j (x)a^{(j)}_{n+1} =

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 a^{(j)}_n ⌊ √ n⌋∑ y=1 V_j (y)P(X_1 = y − x) + R_n + o(n^{−r/2}).

where

R_n = −R_{x,n+1} + ⌊ √ n⌋∑ y=1 P(X_1 = y − x)R_{y,n}.

According to Theorem 4, R_{y,n} = O ( log^{r/2−2} n 1 + |y|^{r−2} n^{(r−2)/2} )

Then there exists a constant C such that 1 C |R_n| ≤ log^{r/2−2} n (1 + |x|)^{r−2} n^{(r−2)/2} + ⌊ √ n⌋∑ y=1 P(X_1 = y − x) log^{r/2−2} n (1 + |y|)^{r−2} n^{(r−2)/2} ≤ log^{r/2−2} n n^{(r−2)/2} (1 + |x|)^{r−2} + ⌊ √ n⌋∑ y=1 P(X_1 = y − x)(1 + |y|)^{r−2} .

Since EX^{r−2}_1 is finite, we conclude that |R_n| = O ( log^{r/2−2} n n^{(r−2)/2} ) . And hence we obtain

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 V_j (x)a^{(j)}_{n+1} =

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 a^{(j)}_n ⌊ √ n⌋∑ y=1 V_j (y)P(X_1 = y − x) + O ( log^{r/2−2} n n^{(r−2)/2} ) . (81)

We next notice that ⌊ √ n⌋∑ y=1 V_j (y)P(X_1 = y − x) = E[V_j (x + X); x + X > 0] − E[V_j (x + X); x + X > √ n]. Recalling that V_j (x) ≤ C_j (1 + x)^{2j−1} and using the Markov inequality, one gets

E[V_j (x + X); x + X > √ n] = o(n^{j−1/2−r/2}) for every j ≤ (r + 1)/2. Recalling that a^{(j)}_n ∼ n^{−j+1/2}, we finally obtain

a^{(j)}_n E[V_j (x + X); x + X > √ n] = o ( n^{−r/2} ) . Applying this to (81) we have

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 V_j (x)a^{(j)}_{n+1} =

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 a^{(j)}_n E[V_j (x + X_1), x + X_1 > 0] + O ( log^{r/2−2} n n^{(r−2)/2} ) . Let us remind relation (i) form Lemma 7 for the elements a^j_n:

a^{(j)}_n = a^{(j)}_{n+1} − a^{(j+1)}_{n+1} Then one has

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 V_j (x)a^{(j)}_{n+1} =

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=1 (a^{(j)}_{n+1} − a^{(j+1)}_{n+1} )E[V_j (x + X_1), x + X_1 > 0]

+ O ( log^{r/2−2} n n^{(r−2)/2} ) . (82)

Dividing both sides by a^{(1)}_{n+1} and letting n → ∞, we conclude that V_1(x) = E[V_1(x+ X); x + X > 0]. In other words, V_1 is a harmonic function. Using this equality we can rewrite (82):

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=2 V_j (x)a^{(j)}_{n+1} = −a^{(2)}_{n+1}V_1(x) +

⌊^r_2 ⌋+1∑

j=2 (a^{(j)}_{n+1} − a^{(j+1)}_{n+1} )E ( V_j (x + X_1), x + X_1 ≥ 0 )

+ O ( log^{r/2−2} n n^{(r−2)/2} ) . Dividing this time both sides by a^{(2)}_{n+1} and letting again n → ∞, we get V_2(x) = −V_1(x) + E[V_2(x + X); x + X > 0].

Using the definition of the operator P , we can rewrite this equality in the following way:

P V_2(x) − V_2(x) = V_1(x).

Recalling that V_1 is harmonic, we also have the equality (P − I)^2V_2 = 0.

Thus, V_2 is polyharmonic of order 2. Repeating this argument k times we infer that V_k is polyharmonic of order k.

The functions U_k can be considered in the same manner. Instead of (79) one can use the following obvious equality

P(S_{n+1} = x, τ_0 > n + 1) = ∞∑ y=1 P(S_n = y, τ_0 > n)P(y + X_{n+1} = x)

= ∞∑ y=1 P(x − X = y)P(S_n = y, τ_0 > n).

Applying now the asymptotic expansions from Theorem 3 and repeating the arguments from the proof of polyharmonicity of functions V_k , one gets easily the desired property of functions U_k.

8.2. Proof of Theorem 6. We start by considering functions ψ_j (y). Recall that they are defined by the decomposition ∞∑ n=1 s^{n−1}P(S_n = y) = m∑ j=−1 ψ_j (x)(1 − s)^{j/2} + H_Ψ(x, s), H_Ψ ∈ H^0_m. (83)

Lemma 30. For every j ≤ m/2 there exists a polynomial P^ψ_j (x) of degree 2j + 1 such that ψ_{2j} (x) = P^ψ_j (x) + O(e^{−εx}).

Proof. Let Δ denote the standard difference operator, that is, ΔG(x) = G(x + 1) − G(x) for every function G. It is clear that if P (x) is a polynomial of degree m then Δ^{m+1}P (x) ≡ 0. Thus, the lemma will be proven if we show that Δ^{2j+2}ψ_{2j} (x) = O(e^{−εx}). (84)

Differentiating (83) j times, we obtain

ψ_{2j} (x) =

(−1)^j j! ∞∑ n=j+1 (n − 1)! (n − 1 − j)! ( P(S_n = x) − j∑ i=0 ψ_{2i−1}(x)a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} ) . We already know from Proposition 9 that ψ_{2ℓ−1}(x) = θ_ℓ(x) is a polynomial of degree 2ℓ. Therefore,

Δ^{2j+2}ψ_{2j} (x) =

(−1)^j j! ∞∑ n=j+1 (n − 1)! (n − 1 − j)! Δ^{2j+2}P(S_n = x).

Let f(t) be characteristic function of X_1. Then, due to the inversion formula,

P(S_n = x) = 1 2π ∫_π −π e^{−itx}f^n(t)dt. This implies that

(n − 1)! (n − 1 − j)! Δ^{2j+2}P(S_n = x) = 1 2π ∫_π −π Δ^{2j+2}e^{−itx} (n − 1)! (n − 1 − j)! f^n(t)dt. Consequently,

Δ^{2j+2}ψ_{2j} (x) =

(−1)^j j! ∞∑ n=j+1 1 2π ∫_π −π Δ^{2j+2}e^{−itx} (n − 1)! (n − 1 − j)! f^n(t)dt

= (−1)^j j! 1 2π ∫_π −π Δ^{2j+2}e^{−itx} ∞∑ n=j n! (n − j)! f^{n+1}(t) dt. We next notice that ∞∑ n=j n! (n − j)! λ^{n−j} = d^j dλ^j (_∞ ∑ n=0 λ^n )_{(j)} = ( 1 1 − λ ) = j! (1 − λ)^{j+1} . Using this equality, we finally get the following representation

Δ^{2j+2}ψ_{2j} (x) =

(−1)^j 2π ∫_π −π Δ^{2j+2}e^{−itx} f^{j+1}(t) (1 − f(t))^{j+1} dt = j! 2π ∫_π −π e^{−itx} g_{2j+2}(t)f^{j+1}(t) (1 − f(t))^{j+1} dt (85)

where g_m(t) := e^{itx} · Δ^me^{−itx} = m∑ y=0 (−1)^y ( m y ) e^{−ity}. We next show that the function in the integral on the right hand side of (85) is analytic in some neighborhood Ω of the set Π := { t | | Re t ∈ [−π, π], Im t ∈ [−ε, 0]} for every sufficiently small ε > 0. First, We notice that f(t) is analytic in Ω for sufficiently small ε due to the assumption Ee^{λ|X|} < ∞ for some λ > 0. Second, we have e^{−itx} g_{2j+2}(t) (1 − f(t))^{j+1} = e^{−itx} · g_{2j+2}(t) t^{2j+2} · ( t^2 1 − f(t) )_{j+1}

Since f(t) is a characteristic function of the discrete random variable with zero mean we have that (1 − f(t))/t^2 is analytic and does not have any zeroes in Ω for sufficiently small ε. Therefore its inverse is also analytic in Ω. As a result we have the desired analiticity. Consequently, ∫ ∂Π e^{−itx} g_{2j+2}(t)f^{j+1}(t) (1 − f(t))^{j+1} dt = 0 We can rewrite the last integral into 4 integrals over the sets:

Γ_1 = { t | | Re t ∈ [−π, π], Im t = 0}, Γ_2 = { t | Re t = π, Im t ∈ [−ε, 0] } , Γ_3 = { t | | Re t ∈ [−π, π], ; Im t = −ε}, Γ_4 = { t | | Re t = −π, Im t ∈ [−ε, 0]}. Since the function in the integral is 2π-periodic, the integrals over Γ_2 and Γ_4 cancel each other out. This implies that | | | ∫_π −π e^{−itx} g_{2j+2}(t)f^{j+1}(t) (1 − f(t))^{j+1} dt | | | = | | | ∫_π −π e^{−i(t−εi)x} g_{2j+2}(t − εi)f^{j+1}(t − εi) (1 − f(t − iε))^{j+1} dt | | | = e^{−εx} ∫_π −π e^{−itx} | | | | g_{2j+2}(t − εi)f^{j+1}(t − εi) (1 − f(t − iε))^{j+1} | | | | dt ≤ e^{−εx} ∫_π −π | | | g_{2j+2}(t − εi)f^{j+1}(t − εi) (1 − f(t − iε))^{j+1} | | | dt ≤ e^{−εx}. Plugging this into (85), we conclude that (84) holds. Thus, the proof of the lemma is complete. □

In the lemma we analyse the properties of polynomial approximation under the convolution.

Lemma 31. Let P and Q be polynomials. Assume that functions u, v satisfy the representations u(x) = P (x) + O(e^{−εx}), v(x) = Q(x) + O(e^{−εx}), (86) where ε > 0. Then there exist a polynomial R of degree deg P + deg Q + 1 and a natural number r ≥ 1 such that x−1∑ y=1 u(y)v(x − y) = R(x) + O(x^r e^{−εx}). Proof. Define

h_u(x) = u(x) − P (x) and h_v(x) = v(x) − Q(x).

The assumption (86) implies that, for all x > 0 and some constant C, |h_u(x)| ≤ Ce^{−εx} and |h_v (x)| ≤ Ce^{−εx}. (87)

Then we have x−1∑ y=1 u(y)v(x − y) = x−1∑ y=1 P (y)Q(x − y) + x−1∑ y=1 h_u(y)Q(x − y)

+ x−1∑ y=1 P (y)h_v(x − y) + x−1∑ y=1 h_u(y)h_v(x − y). Let m and n denote the degrees of polynomials P and Q respectively. Then, clearly, ∑_{x−1} y=1 P (y)Q(x − y) is a polynomial of degree n + m + 1. Furthermore, (87) implies that | | | | x−1∑ y=1 h_u(y)h_v (x − y) | | | | ≤ C^2(x − 1)e^{−εx}. Therefore, it remains to show that the sums ∑_{x−1} y=1 h_u(y)Q(x−y), ∑_{x−1} y=1 P (y)h_v (x− y) can also be approximated by appropriate polynomials. Due to the symmetry, it suffices to consider one sum only. Moreover, it suffices to consider monomials. For every k ≥ 1 we have x−1∑ y=1 (x − y)^kh_u(y) = k∑ j=0 ( k j ) x^{k−j} (−1)^j x−1∑ y=1 y^j h_u(y)

= k∑ j=0 ( k j ) x^{k−j} (−1)^j ∞∑ y=1 y^j h_u(y) − k∑ j=0 ( k j ) x^{k−j} (−1)^j ∞∑ y=x y^j h_u(y). The first sum over j is a polynomial of degree k. To estimate the second sum, we notice that (87) yields | | | | ∞∑ y=x y^j h_u(y) | | | | ≤ ^Cx^j e^{−εx}. Therefore,_k ∑ j=0 ( k j ) x^{k−j} (−1)^j ∞∑ y=x y^j h_u(y) = O ( x^ke^{−εx} ) . This completes the proof of the lemma and show that one can take r = max{n, m, 1}. □ Using this lemma we can now consider polynomial approximations for the functions q_ℓ and q_ℓ defined in (50) and (69) respectively.

Lemma 32. For every ℓ ≥ 1 there exist polynomials Q_ℓ(x), Q_ℓ(x) of degree ℓ such that q_ℓ(x) = Q_ℓ(x) + O(x^ℓe^{−εx}), q_ℓ(x) = Q_ℓ(x) + O(x^ℓe^{−εx})

for some ε > 0.

Proof. We consider the functions q_ℓ only.

Recall that

q_0(x) = ∞∑ n=1 P(S_n = x, τ_0 > n) = V (x + 1) − V (x) and q_1(x) = − √ 2 π V (x), where V (x) is the renewal function of ladder heights. It is known that the assumption Ee^{λ|X|} < ∞ implies that V (x) = ax + b + O(e^{−εx}) for appropriate constants a and b. This implies the desired approximations for q_0(x) and q_1(x).

Assume now that ℓ ≥ 2. Since ψ_{−1}(x) ≡^{1√}_{2π} we can rewrite (50) as follows − ℓ 2 q_ℓ(x) = ψ_{ℓ−2}(x) + 1 √ 2π x−1∑ y=1 q_{ℓ−1}(x − y) + x−1∑ y=1 ℓ−2∑ j=0 ψ_j (y)q_{ℓ−2−j} (x − y). This equality allows one to use the induction. Assume that the lemma holds for q_j with j ≤ ℓ − 1. Then, using Lemma 31 with u(y) ≡ 1 and v(y) = Q_{ℓ−1}(y), we conclude that there exists a polynomial P_ℓ of degree ℓ such that x−1∑ y=1 q_{ℓ−1}(x − y) = P_ℓ(x) + O ( x^ℓe^{−εx} ) . If the index j is odd then ψ_j (x) is a polynomial of degree j + 1. Moreover, if j is even, then one can approximate ψ_j (x) by a polynomial of degree j + 1. This allows us to apply again Lemma 31 and to conclude that x−1∑ y=1 ψ_j (y)q_{ℓ−2−j} (x − y) = R(x) + O(x^ℓe^{−εx}) for some polynomial R of degree (j + 1) + (ℓ − 2 − j) + 1 = ℓ. This complets the proof. □

Recalling that U_j (x) = q_{2j−1}(x) and U_j (x) = q_{2j−1}(x) and applying Lemma 32, we get the desired approximations for the functions U_j and U_j . To obtain the polynomial approximations for V_j , it is sufficient to recall that V_j = Q_{2j−3} with Q_ℓ defined in (74) and to apply once again Lemma 32.

9. Proofs of Propositions 8 and 9

Proof of Proposition 8. Assume first that the distribution of X_1 is non-lattice and that lim sup |t|→∞ | |Ee^{itX}1 | | < 1. In view of existence of (r+3)th moment it follows from Theorem VI.3.4. in Petrov’s book [18] that P(S_n ≤ xσ √ n) = Φ(x) + r+1∑ ν=1 Q_ν (x) n^{ν/2} + o ( 1 n^{(r+1)/2} ) . (88)

uniformly in x ∈ R. Here Φ(x) denotes the distribution function of the standard normal distribution. The coefficients Q_ν (x) can be expressed in terms of cumulants and Hermite polynomials, see [18, Chapter 6, (1.13)],

Q_ν (x) = − 1 √ 2π e^{−x2/2} ∑ H_{ν+2s−1}(x) ν∏ m=1 1 k_m! ( γ_{m+2} (m + 2)!σ^{m+2} )_{km} , (89) where the sum is taken over all integer non-negative solutions (k_1, k_2, . . . , k_ν ) to the equation k_1 + 2k_2 + . . . νk_ν = ν and s denotes the sum of all k_i’s, that is, s = k_1 + k_2 + · · · + k_ν . Here γ_ν is the cumulant of order ν of the random variable X_1, and H_m(x) is the mth Hermite polynomial:

H_m(x) = (−1)^me^{x2/2} d^m dx^m e^{−x2/2}. For these polynomials one has also the following representation:

H_m(x) = m!

⌊^m_2 ⌋∑

k=0 (−1)^kx^{m−2k} k!(m − 2k)!2^k . (90)

Since e^{−x2/2} is even, Hermite polynomials H_m(x) are even for even m and odd for odd m. Then it follows from the representation (89) that Q_ν (x) is even for odd ν and odd for even ν. Consequently, Q_ν (0) = 0 for all even indices ν. From this observation and from (88) we infer that

P(S_n ≤ 0) = 1 2 + r+1∑ ν=1 Q_ν (0) n^{ν/2} + o ( 1 n^{(r+1)/2} )

= 1 2 + ⌊r/2⌋+1 ∑ j=1 Q_{2j−1}(0) n^{j−1/2} + o ( 1 n^{(r+1)/2} )

and, consequently,

Δ_n n = − ⌊r/2⌋+1 ∑ j=1 Q_{2j−1}(0) n^{j+1/2} + o ( 1 n^{(r+3)/2} ) . (91)

We next derive a similar decomposition in the lattice case. Here, in view of existence of (r + 3)th moment we can apply Theorem VI.3.6. in [18] to get the following expression P(S_n ≤ xσ √ n) = U_r(x) + r+1∑ ν=1 δ_ν ( 1 σ √ n )_ν S_ν ( xσ √ n ) d^ν dx^ν U_r(x) + o ( 1 n^{(r+1)/2} ) , (92)

where

U_r(x) = Φ(x) + r+1∑ j=1 Q_j (x) n^{j/2} ,

S_{2k}(x) = 2 ∞∑ ℓ=1 cos 2πℓx (2πℓ)^{2k} , S_{2k+1}(x) = 2 ∞∑ ℓ=1 sin 2πℓx (2πℓ)^{2k+1} , and δ_ν = { +1, if ν = 4m + 1, 4m + 2, −1, if ν = 4m + 3, 4m.

In case of x = 0 we then have

S_{2k}(0) = 2 ∞∑ ℓ=1 1 (2πℓ)^{2k} , S_{2k+1}(0) = 0.

Our next goal is to show that for ν = 0, . . . , r + 1 the expression ( 1 σ √ n )_ν [ d^ν dx^ν U_r(x) ] x=0 (93)

contains only odd powers of √ n. For that note that when ν is even and j is odd [ d^ν dx^ν Q_j (x) ] x=0 = 0 since Q_j (x) is an even function. Similarly, when ν is odd and j is even the same equality holds.

Hence after substituting x = 0 we obtain only odd powers of √ n and, consequently,

Δ_n n = 1 2 − P(S_n ≤ 0) = ⌊r/2⌋+1 ∑ j=1 ~Q_j n^{j+1/2} + o ( 1 n^{(r+3)/2} ) , (94)

where ~Q_j are some real numbers. Using the asymptic expansion (12) with (91) and (94), we obtain the desired representation for Δ_n/n. □

Proof of Proposition 9. In the lattice case, by Theorem VII.3.13. in [18] with k = r + 3 we have, uniformly in x, σ √ np_n(x) = 1 √ 2π e^{−t2/2} + r+1∑ ν=1 q_ν (t) n^{ν/2} + o ( 1 n^{(r+1)/2} ) , (95)

where t = x σ √ n and q_ν (t) = 1 √ 2π e^{−t2 /2} ∑ H_{ν+2s}(t) ν∏ m=1 1 k_m! ( γ_{m+2} (m + 2)!σ^{m+2} )_{km} . As before, the sum is taken over all integer non-negative solutions (k_1, k_2, . . . , k_ν ) to the equation k_1 + 2k_2 + . . . νk_ν = ν and s denotes the sum of all k_i’s, that is, s = k_1 + k_2 + · · · + k_ν . Furthermore, γ_ν is the cumulant of order ν of the random variable X_1 and H_m(t) is the m-th Hermite polynomial.

Before we start to analyse the behaviour of functions q_ν (t), we show that (95) holds also in the absolute continuous case. By Theorem VII.3.15. in [18] again with k = r + 3 we have d dt P ( 1 σ √ n n∑ i=1 X_i ∈ (0, t) ) = 1 √ 2π e^{−t2/2} + r+1∑ ν=1 q_ν (t) n^{ν/2} + o ( 1 n^{(r+1)/2} ) . For t = x/(σ √ n) we have d dt P ( 1 σ √ n n∑ i=1 X_i ∈ (0, t) ) = σ √ n d dx ( P ( S_n ∈ (0, x) ) )_′ x . This gives one validity of (95) in the absolute continuous case.

Due to the asymptotic expansion of the binomial coefficients (12) in order to prove the proposition it suffices to show that for all ν, s ≥ 0 there exist polynomials ξ_{j,ν,s} of degree at most 2j such that | | | | |exp ( − x^2 2σn ) H_{ν+2s} ( x σ √ n ) n^{−ν/2} − ⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0 ξ_{j,ν,s}(x) n^j | | | | | ≤ C^{ν,s,r} (1 + |x|)^{r+1}

n^{(r+1)/2}

. (96)

(Note that H_0(x) = 1 so the term e^{−t2/2}/ √ 2π is also covered.) Indeed, we can straightforwardly sum up such estimates to get the desired expansion for σ √ np_n(x). Then dividing it by σ √ n and changing the basis from n^{−(j+1/2)} to a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} one obtains (14).

It follows from (90) that

H_m ( x σ √ n ) = m!

⌊^m_2 ⌋∑

k=0 1 n^{m/2−k} (−1)^kx^{m−2k} k!(m − 2k)!2^kσ^{m−2k} =: ⌊^m_2 ⌋∑

k=0 w_{k,m}(x) n^{m/2−k} . Therefore,

H_{ν+2s}(^x_σ^√_n ) n^{ν/2} = 1 n^{ν/2} ⌊^{ν+2s}_2 ⌋ ∑ k=0 w_{k,ν+2s}(x) n^{ν/2+s−k} = ⌊^{ν+2s}_2 ⌋ ∑ k=0 w_{k,ν+2s}(x) n^{ν+s−k} . (97)

Here notice that in the last formula we have monomials x^a/n^b with b = (a + ν)/2. This implies that the left hand side is bounded by some constant for all |x| ≤ √ n. Fix some m ≥ 1. By the series representation for e^{−t}, for every t ≥ 0 there exists θ = θ(t) ∈ [0, t] such that e^{−t} = m∑ k=0 (−1)^kt^k k! + (−1)^{m+1}e^{−θ} (m + 1)! t^{m+1}. Therefore, | | | | | e^{−t} − m∑ k=0 (−1)^kt^k k! | | | | | ≤ t^{m+1} (m + 1)! . Let y_m(t) = e^{−t} − m∑ k=0 (−1)^kt^k k! . Consequently, | | |y_m ( − x^2 2σ^2n )| | ≤ 1 2^{m+1}σ^{2m+2}(m + 1)!

x^{2m+2} n^{m+1} . (98)

Setting d_k = (−1)^k/ ( k!(2σ^2)^k ) , we arrive at the following representation: exp ( − x^2 2σ^2n ) = m∑ k=0 d_k x^{2k} n^k + y_m ( − x^2 2σ^2n ) . (99)

Substituting (99) and (97) into (96), we obtain exp ( − x^2 2σn ) H_{ν+2s} ( x σ √ n ) n^{−ν}

= (_m ∑ k=0 d_k x^{2k} n^k + y_m ( − x^2 2σ^2n )) ⌊^{ν+2s}_2 ⌋ ∑ k=0 w_{k,ν+2s}(x) n^{ν+s−k} . As we have already mentioned, the second factor s bounded by a constant in the case when |x| ≤ √ n. Consequently, there exists a constant C such that | | | | | y_m ( − x^2 2σ^2n ) ⌊^{ν+2s}_2 ⌋ ∑ k=0 w_{k,ν+2s}(x) n^{ν+s−k} | | | | | ≤ C x^{2m+2} n^{m+1} , |x| ≤ √ n. By the same reason there are some polynomials ξ_{j,ν,s} of degree 2j such that, uniformly in |x| ≤ √ n, | | | | | (_m ∑ k=0 d_k x^{2k} n^k ) ⌊^{ν+2s}_2 ⌋ ∑ k=0 w_{k,ν+2s}(x) n^{ν+s−k} − m∑ j=0 ξ_{j,ν,s}(x) n^j | | | | | ≤ C (1 + |x|)^{2m+2} n^{m+1} . In order to obtain (96) we choose m = ⌊r/2⌋ := { (r − 1)/2, r ≡ 1 mod 2, r/2, else.

For odd r we immediately got (96) for |x| ≤ √ n and for even r we additionally apply estimation

(1 + |x|)^{r+2} n^{(r+2)/2} ≤ 1 + |x| √ n (1 + |x|)^{r+1}

n^{(r+1)/2} ≤ 2 (1 + |x|)^{r+1}

n^{(r+1)/2} , n ≥ 1. So now we can conclude that one has

p_n(x) = ⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0 θ_j (x)a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} + h_n(x),

where θ_j is a polynomial of degree 2j as a linear combination over ν and s of ξ_{j,ν,s} and for |x| ≤ √ n it holds |h_n(x)| ≤ C_r (|x| + 1)^{r+1} n^{(r+2)/2}

, n ≥ 1. (100)

Now, the final step is to show validity of (100) in case |x| ≥ √ n. One can write | | | | | p_n(x) − ⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0 θ_j (x)a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} | | | | | ≤ |p_n(x)| + ⌊r/2⌋∑

j=0 | | |θj (x)a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} | | | . For the first term one infers from the local central limit theorem that |p_n(x)| ≤ c n^{1/2} ≤ cx^{r+1} n^{(r+2)/2} . Moreover, for every j and all x with |x| ≥ √ n one has the estimate | |θj (x)a^{(j+1)}_n | | ≤ |θj (x)| · | |a^{(j+1)}_{n−1} | | ≤ cj |x|^{2j} n^{j+1/2} ≤ c_j |x|^{r+1} n^{(r+2)/2} .

This gives the desired bound in case |x| ≥ √ n. The proof is then complete. □

References

[1] Bertoin, J. and Doney, R.A. On conditioning a random walk to stay nonnegative. Ann.

Probab., 22:2152–2167, 1994.

[2] Bingham N.H., Goldie C.M., Teugels J.L. Regular variation. Cambridge University Press, 1987.

[3] Borovkov, A.A. New limit theorems in boundary-value problems for sums of independent terms. Siberian Math. J. 3:645–694, 1962.

[4] Borovkov, A.A. Probability Theory. Springer-Verlag, London, 2013.

[5] Chapon, F., Fusy, E. and Raschel, K. Polyharmonic functions and random processes in cones.

International Conference on Probabilistic, Combinatorial and Asymptotic Methods for the Analysis of Algorithms, 2020.

[6] Denisov, D. and Wachtel, V. Random walks in cones. Ann. Probab., 43: 992-1044, 2015. [7] Denisov, D. and FitzGerald, W. Ordered exponential random walks. ALEA, Lat. Am. J.

Probab. Math. Stat. 20:1211–1246, 2023.

[8] Doney, R.A. Local behaviour of first passage probabilities. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields, 152:559–588, 2012.

[9] Elvey-Price, A., Nessmann, A. and Raschel, K. Logarithmic terms in discrete heat kernel expansions in the quadrant. ArXiv: 2309.15209.

[10] Feller, W. An Introduction to Probability Theory and Its Applications, Vol. 2, 2nd ed. Wiley, New York, 1971.

[11] Flajolet, P. and Sedgewick, R. Analytic Combinatorics. Cambridge University Press, 2009. [12] Grama, I. and Xiao, H. Conditioned local limit theorems for random walks on the real line ArXiv preprint: 2110.05123.

[13] Gelfond, A. O. An estimate for the remainder term in the limit theorem for recurrent events.(Russian. English summary) Teor. Verojatnost. i Primenen., 9:327–331, 1964.

[14] Koroljuk, V. S. Asymptotic analysis of distributions of maximum deviation on a lattice random walk. Teor. Verojatnost. i Primenen. 7: 393–409, 1962.

[15] Nagaev, S. V. Asymptotic expansions for the distribution function of the maximum of the sums of independent identically distributed random variables. Siberian Math. J. 11:288–309, 1970.

[16] Nessmann, A. Polyharmonic functions in the quarter plane. ArXiv: 2212.07258. [17] Nessmann, A. Full asymptotic expansions for orbit-summable quadrant walks and discrete polyharmonic functions. ArXiv: 2307.11539.

[18] Petrov, V. V. Sums of independent random variables. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, Band 82. Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, 1975.

[19] Rogozin B.A. On the distribution of the first ladder moment and height and fluctuations of a random walk. Theory Probab. Appl., 16:575-595, 1971.

[20] Vatutin, V.A. and Wachtel, V. Local probabilities for random walks conditioned to stay positive. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields, 143:177–217, 2009.

Department of Mathematics, University of Manchester, UK Email address: denis.denisov@manchester.ac.uk

Faculty of Mathematics, Bielefeld University, Germany Email address: atarasov@math.uni-bielefeld.de

Faculty of Mathematics, Bielefeld University, Germany Email address: wachtel@math.uni-bielefeld.de