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Bounding Hellinger Distance with Stein’s Method
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Abstract

This work introduces a new, explicit bound on the Hellinger distance between a con-

tinuous random variable and a Gaussian with matching mean and variance. As ex-

ample applications, we derive a quantitative Hellinger central limit theorem and effi-

cient concentration inequalities for sums of dependent random variables.
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1 Introduction

We introduce a new, explicit bound (Thm. 2.1) on the Hellinger distance [Hellinger,

1909] between a continuous random variable and a Gaussian with matching mean and

variance. Thm. 2.1, based on Stein’s method of exchangeable pairs [Stein, 1986], en-

ables quantitative Hellinger central limit theorems (CLTs, Thm. 2.3) and efficient con-

centration inequalities (Thm. 2.5) for sums of locally dependent random variables. No-

tably, Thm. 2.3 also avoids the unknown constants, spectral gap conditions [Artstein

et al., 2004], Stein kernel assumptions [Ledoux et al., 2015], and exponential depen-

dence on Kullback-Leibler divergence [Bobkov et al., 2014, 2013] present in existing

entropic CLTs for sums of independent random variables.

2 Bounding Hellinger Distance to a Gaussian

We begin by presenting a general upper bound on the Hellinger distance between a

continuous random variable and a Gaussian with matching mean and variance. Through-

out, we let Z denote a standard normal random variable with Lebesgue density ϕ and

C∞
c denote the set of infinitely differentiable compact functions from R to R. Further,

for a random variable S and p ≥ 1, we write Cp for the set of p-times continuously differ-

entiable functions from R to R, define ‖S‖pp , E[|S|p], and let Lp(S) , {measurable f :

R → R | E[|f(S)|p] < ∞}. Finally, we say that S admits a (first-order) score function sS

or a second-order score function IS if sS , IS ∈ L1(S) satisfy

E(sS(S)Ψ(S)) = −E(Ψ′(S)) and E(IS(S)Ψ(S)) = E(Ψ′′(S)) for all Ψ ∈ C∞
c . (2.1)
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Bounding Hellinger Distance with Stein’s Method

Theorem 2.1 (Bounding Hellinger distance to a Gaussian). Let S be a random variable

with convex support ΩS ⊆ R, E(S) = 0, Var(S) = 1, Lebesgue density fS ∈ C1, and

first and second-order score functions sS , IS ∈ L2(S) satisfying ‖sS(S)S‖2 <∞. Fix any

D > 0 and, for each t ≥ − 1
2 log(1−D), let St be an exchangeable copy of S satisfying

∑∞
k=1

1√
k!
√
e2t−1

kE(|St − S|k) <∞. (2.2)

Then, for any s > 0, we may bound the Hellinger distance

H(S,Z) , (12
∫

R

(√

fS(x) −
√

ϕ(x)
)2
dx)1/2

≤ 1√
2

∫∞
0

‖ISt (XS
t )− (XS

t )
2 + 1 +XS

t (sXS
t
(XS

t ) +XS
t )‖2dt (2.3)

≤ 1√
2

{

− 1
2 log(1−D)(1 + ‖sS(S)S‖2) + D

1−D‖IS(S)‖2

+ ‖sS(S)‖2
(

√

D
1−D − tan−1(

√

D
1−D )

)

(2.4)

+
∫∞
− 1

2 log(1−D) ‖ e−2t

1−e−2t (Z
2 − 1)− e−t

√
1−e−2t

SZ + τ̃St ‖2dt
}

in terms of the interpolants

XS
t , e−tS +

√
1− e−2tZ with S ⊥⊥ Z, density fS

t , and (sXS
t
, ISt ) , (

∂xf
S
t

fS
t
,
∂2
xf

S
t

fS
t

)

for t > 0 and the Hermite sum

τ̃St , 1
s

∑∞
k=1

e−kt

k!
√
1−e−2tk

E((St − S)k|S)hk(Z)

where hk(x) , ex
2/2 ∂k

∂xe
−x2/2 for k ∈ N designates the k-th Hermite polynomial.

Remark 2.2 (Second-order score bound). The second-order score can often be bounded

in terms of first-order score functions, as, by Lem. 6.2, if S
d
= S1 + S2 for independent

S1, S2 with score functions sS1 ∈ L2(S1) and sS2 ∈ L2(S2) then S admits a second-order

score function IS satisfying

‖IS(S)‖2 ≤ ‖sS1(S1)‖2‖sS2(S2)‖2.

Our proof of Thm. 2.1 in Sec. 3 relies on Stein’s method of exchangeable pairs [Stein,

1986] and interpolation along the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup [Pavliotis, 2014, Chap. 4].

The first component takes inspiration from the arguments used by Bonis [2020] to

bound Wasserstein distances.

2.1 Application: Quantitative Hellinger CLT for Dependent Sums

As a first representative application of Thm. 2.1, we derive a quantitative Hellinger

CLT for a sum of dependent random variables. We use the notation an / bn to indicate

that an ≤ bn + o(bn) and defer the fully explicit Hellinger CLT bound to the proof in

Sec. 4.

Theorem 2.3 (Dependent Hellinger CLT). Let (Vi)
n
i=1 be a sequence of i.i.d. random

variables with n > 5, E(V1) = 0, Var(V1) = 1, |V1|
a.s.
≤ R, and a score function sV1 ∈

L2(V1). Fix anyM > 2R, let σ ,
√

1 +M2/2, and define

Sn , 1√
n−1σ

∑

i≤n−1 ViVi+1 +
1√

n−1σ

∑

i≤n−1:
i is even

ViM. (2.5)

Then, for C1 , 3
√
2(R2+1)(2R+M)2

(8+4M2) and C2 , (1+M2/2)(2
√
2+(2R+M)2/2)

(M−2R)2 , we have

H(Sn, Z) /
C1 log(n)√

n
+ C2√

n
‖sV1(V1)‖22.
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Bounding Hellinger Distance with Stein’s Method

Thm. 2.3 provides a quantitative Hellinger CLT bound that accommodates depen-

dent summands, decays at an O( log(n)√
n

) rate, and depends on V1 only through the bound-

edness parameter R and moments of the score function sV1 . Prior entropic CLT bounds

also bound the Hellinger distance but only apply to sums of independent observations

and additionally depend on spectral gap conditions [Artstein et al., 2004]; exponentially

on the KL divergence between each summand and Z [Bobkov et al., 2013, 2014]; or

on moments of a Stein kernel [Ledoux et al., 2015], which need not exist and can be

difficult to upper bound.

2.2 Application: Efficient Concentration for Dependent Sums

As a second application of Thm. 2.1, we develop efficient concentration inequalities

for sums of dependent random variables. Let Φ represent the cumulative distribution

function of a standard Gaussian and Φc = 1−Φ. For an asymptotically normal sequence

(Sn)n≥1 with E(Sn) = 0 and Var(Sn) = 1, Austern and Mackey [2022] defined an effi-

cient concentration inequality as an upper bound on P(Sn > u) that converges to the

asymptotically exact value Φc(u) as n → ∞. The authors also derive such inequali-

ties for scaled sums of independent variables. Our Hellinger bounds enable efficient

concentration for more general random variables via the following relation, proved in

Sec. 5.

Lemma 2.4 (Hellinger concentration). If S has a Lebesgue density, then, for all u ∈ R,

|
√

P(S > u)−
√

Φc(u)| ∨ |
√

P(|S| > u)−
√

2Φc(u)| ≤
√
2H(S,Z).

For example, Thm. 2.3 and Lem. 2.4 together directly imply the following efficient

concentration inequality for the locally-dependent sum Sn (2.5).

Theorem 2.5 (Efficient dependent concentration). Under the assumptions of Thm. 2.3,

|
√

P(Sn > u)−
√

Φc(u)| /
√
2C1 log(n)√

n
+

√
2C2√
n

‖sV1(V1)‖22

for all u in R and C1 and C2 as defined in Thm. 2.3.

3 Proof of Thm. 2.1: Bounding Hellinger distance to a Gaussian

We begin by establishing the inequality (2.3). Fix any T <∞. By definition we have

H(S,XS
T )

2 = 1−
∫

ΩS

√

fS(x)
√

fS
T (x)dx.

Fix any x ∈ ΩS . Since the function t→
√

fS
t (x) is continuous on [0,∞) and differentiable

on (0,∞) by Lem. 6.3, the fundamental theorem of calculus [Knapp, 2007, Thm. 1.32] im-

plies that
∫ T

0 ∂t
√

fS
t (x)dt =

√

fS
T (x)−

√

fS(x). Moreover, since
∫ T

0

∫

ΩS

√

fS(x)|∂t
√

fS
t (x)|dx dt <

∞ by Lem. 6.4, Fubini’s theorem [Schilling, 2005, Cor. 13.9] implies that

H(S,XS
T )

2 = −
∫ T

0

∫

ΩS

√

fS(x)∂t
√

fS
t (x)dx dt.

We will re-express this in terms of information-theoretic quantities. Write hSt , fS
t /ϕ.

By the Fokker-Planck equation [Pavliotis, 2014, Thm. 4.1], we have

∂t
√

fS
t (x) =

1

2
√

fS
t (x)

∂tf
S
t (x) =

ϕ(x)

2
√

fS
t (x)

∂t
fS
t (x)
ϕ(x) = ϕ(x)

2
√

fS
t (x)

∂th
S
t (x) (3.1)

= ϕ(x)

2
√

fS
t (x)

[∂2xh
S
t (x)− x∂xh

S
t (x)] =

fS
t (x)

2
√

fS
t (x)

[

∂2
xh

S
t (x)

hS
t (x)

− x
∂xh

S
t (x)

hS
t (x)

]

.
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We therefore obtain that

H(S,XS
T )

2 = −
∫ T

0

∫

ΩS

√

fS(x)
fS
t (x)

2
√

fS
t (x)

[

∂2
xh

S
t (x)

hS
t (x)

− x
∂xh

S
t (x)

hS
t (x)

]

dt

= −
∫ T

0 E

(

√
fS(XS

t )

2
√

fS
t (XS

t )

[

∂2
xh

S
t (XS

t )

hS
t (XS

t )
−XS

t
∂xh

S
t (X

S
t )

hS
t (XS

t )

])

dt

(a)
= − 1

2

∫ T

0 E

([

√
fS(XS

t )√
fS
t (XS

t )
− 1

][

∂2
xh

S
t (X

S
t )

hS
t (X

S
t )

−XS
t

∂xh
S
t (XS

t )

hS
t (XS

t )

])

dt

(b)

≤ 1
2 supt≤T

∥

∥

∥
1−

√
fS(XS

t )√
fS
t (XS

t )

∥

∥

∥

2

∫ T

0 ‖ISt (XS
t )− (XS

t )
2 + 1−XS

t (−sXS
t
(XS

t )−XS
t )‖2dt

= supt≤T
1√
2
H(S,XS

t )
∫ T

0 ‖ISt (XS
t )− (XS

t )
2 + 1−XS

t (−sXS
t
(XS

t )−XS
t )‖2dt,

where (b) uses Cauchy-Schwarz and the identities

∂xh
S
t (x)

hS
t (x)

=
∂xf

S
t (x)

fS
t (x)

+ x = sXS
t
(x) + x and (3.2)

∂2
xh

S
t (x)

hS
t (x)

=
∂2
xf

S
t (x)

fS
t (x)

− x2 + 1 + 2x
∂xh

S
t (x)

hS
t (x)

= ISt (x)− x2 + 1+ 2x(sXS
t
(x) + x) = ISt (x) + x2 + 1 + 2xsXS

t
(x), (3.3)

and (a) follows from the identities

E

(

∂2
xh

S
t (XS

t )

hS
t (XS

t )
−XS

t
∂xh

S
t (XS

t )

hS
t (X

S
t )

)

(a1)
= E(ISt (X

S
t ) + 1 +XS

t sXS
t
(XS

t ))
(a2)
= 0.

The equality (a1) is a consequence of the identities (3.2) and (3.3), and (a2) follows from

the fact that, by our score assumption (2.1), we haveE(ISt (X
S
t )) = 0 andE(XS

t sXS
t
(XS

t ))+

1 = 0. Since T <∞ was arbitrary and XS
T → Z surely as T → ∞, we find that

H(S,Z) ≤ supT<∞H(S,XS
T ) ≤ 1√

2

∫∞
0 ‖ISt (XS

t )− (XS
t )

2 + 1−XS
t (−sXS

t
(XS

t )−XS
t )‖2dt.

To obtain the final bound (2.4), we fix any D ∈ (0, 1) and s > 0, decompose the

integral

∫∞
0 ‖ISt (XS

t )− (XS
t )

2 + 1−XS
t (−sXS

t
(XS

t )−XS
t )‖2dt

=
∫ − 1

2 log(1−D)

0 ‖ISt (XS
t )− (XS

t )
2 + 1−XS

t (−sXS
t
(XS

t )−XS
t )‖2dt

+
∫∞
− 1

2 log(1−D) ‖ISt (XS
t )− (XS

t )
2 + 1−XS

t (−sXS
t
(XS

t )−XS
t )‖2dt , (b1) + (b2),

and bound each component separately.

By Lem. 6.1, sXS
t
(XS

t ) is the almost-surely unique L1 random variable satisfying

E(sXS
t
(XS

t )Ψ(XS
t )) = −E(Ψ′(XS

t )) for all Ψ ∈ C∞
c .

Moreover, by the tower property and the independence of Z and S, we have

E(E(sS(S) | XS
t )Ψ(XS

t )) = E(sS(S)Ψ(e−tS +
√
1− e−2tZ)) = −e−t

E(Ψ′(XS
t )), ∀Ψ ∈ C∞

c .

Therefore we must have

sXS
t
(XS

t ) = etE(sS(S) | XS
t ) almost surely. (3.4)

Similarly, by Lem. 6.1, ISt (X
S
t ) is the almost-surely unique L1 random variable satisfying

E(ISt (X
S
t )Ψ(XS

t )) = E(Ψ′′(XS
t )) for all Ψ ∈ C∞

c .
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Moreover, the tower property and independence of Z and S, imply that, for all Ψ ∈ C∞
c ,

E(Ψ(XS
t )e

2t
E(IS(S)|XS

t )) = e2tE(Ψ(XS
t )IS(S)) = E(Ψ′′(e−tS +

√
1− e−2tZ)) = E(Ψ′′(XS

t )).

Hence we obtain that, almost surely,

ISt (X
S
t ) = e2tE

(

IS(S) | XS
t

)

and (3.5)

ISt (X
S
t ) +XS

t sXS
t
(XS

t ) = etE(etIS(S) + sS(S)X
S
t | XS

t ).

Therefore, the tower property, Jensen’s inequality, and the triangle inequality yield

‖ISt (XS
t ) + 1 +XS

t sXS
t
(XS

t )‖2 = ‖E(e2tIS(S) + etsS(S)X
S
t + 1 | XS

t )‖2
≤ ‖e2tIS(S) + etsS(S)X

S
t + 1‖2

≤ 1 + e2t‖IS(S)‖2 + ‖sS(S)S‖2 + et
√
1− e−2t‖sS(S)‖2

and hence

(b1) ≤ − 1
2 log(1 −D)(1 + ‖sS(S)S‖2) + D

1−D‖IS(S)‖2 + ‖sS(S)‖2
(

√

D
1−D − tan−1(

√

D
1−D )

)

≤ − 1
2 log(1 −D)(1 + ‖sS(S)S‖2) + D

1−D‖IS(S)‖2 + ‖sS(S)‖2 D√
1−D

.

It remains to bound (b2). By Lem. 6.1 and the tower property, Z admits first and

second-order score functions sZ(Z) = −Z and IZ(Z) = Z2− 1 satisfying, for all Ψ ∈ C∞
c ,

E
(

Ψ(XS
t )

1√
1−e−2t

E(Z|XS
t )

)

= E
(

Ψ(XS
t )

Z√
1−e−2t

)

= E
(

Ψ′(XS
t )

)

and

E
(

Ψ(XS
t )

1
1−e−2tE(Z

2 − 1|XS
t )

)

= E
(

Ψ(XS
t )

Z2−1
1−e−2t

)

= E
(

Ψ′′(XS
t )

)

.

Using Lem. 6.1 once more we therefore obtain the almost sure identities

ISt (X
S
t ) = E( 1

1−e−2t (Z
2 − 1) | XS

t ) and − sXS
t
(XS

t )−XS
t = E

[

e−2t
√
1−e−2t

Z − e−tS | XS
t

]

.

To conclude we will make use of the following lemma proved in Sec. 3.1.

Lemma 3.1 (Hermite sum conditional means). Under the assumptions of Thm. 2.1,

E(τ̃St |XS
t ) = 0 almost surely for all t > 0.

By Lem. 3.1 we have E(τ̃St |XS
t ) = 0 almost surely. Thus, with probability 1,

ISt (X
S
t )− (XS

t )
2 + 1

= E( Z2

1−e−2t − (XS
t )

2 | XS
t )− e−2t

1−e−2t

= E

(

Z√
1−e−2t

( Z√
1−e−2t

−XS
t ) +XS

t (
Z√

1−e−2t
−XS

t ) | XS
t

)

− e−2t

1−e−2t

= E

(

Z√
1−e−2t

(

e−2t
√
1−e−2t

Z − e−tS
)

| XS
t

)

− e−2t

1−e−2t +XS
t E

[(

e−2t
√
1−e−2t

Z − e−tS
)

| XS
t

]

= E

(

e−2t

1−e−2t (Z
2 − 1)− e−t

√
1−e−2t

SZ + τ̃St | XS
t

)

+XS
t (−sXS

t
(XS

t )−XS
t ),

and Jensen’s inequality therefore implies

(b2) =
∫∞
− 1

2 log(1−D)
‖E

(

e−2t

1−e−2t (Z
2 − 1)− e−t

√
1−e−2t

SZ | XS
t

)

‖2dt

≤
∫∞
− 1

2 log(1−D) ‖ e−2t

1−e−2t (Z
2 − 1)− e−t

√
1−e−2t

SZ + τ̃St ‖2dt.
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3.1 Proof of Lem. 3.1: Hermite sum conditional means

Fix any Ψ ∈ C∞
c , define (PtΨ)(x) , E(Ψ(e−tx +

√
1− e−2tZ)), and, for each ψ ∈ C∞

c ,

let ψ(k) denote its k-th derivative. Since Ψ ∈ C∞
c , we may write

(PtΨ)(k)(x) = e−kt
E(Ψ(k)(e−tx+

√
1− e−2tZ)). (3.6)

By Bonis [2020, (16)], the Hermite polynomials satisfy E(hk(Z)Ψ(Z)) = E(Ψ(k)(Z)) for

each k. Therefore Hence by exploiting the independence of S and Z, we find that

E(Ψ(XS
t )hk(Z) | S) = E(Ψ(e−tS +

√
1− e−2tZ)hk(Z) | S)

=
√
1− e−2t

k
E(Ψ(k)(e−tS +

√
1− e−2tZ) | S) =

√
1− e−2t

k
E(Ψ(k)(XS

t ) | S). (3.7)

We now invoke the definition of τ̃St , the tower property, the identities (3.7) and (3.6),

the analyticity of PtΨ (by Bonis [2020, (24)] and Krantz and Parks [2002, Prop. 1.2.12]),

and the fact that S
d
= St in turn to conclude that

sE(E(τ̃St | XS
t )Ψ(XS

t ))
(a)
=

∑∞
k=1

e−kt

k!
√
1−e−2tk

E
(

E((St − S)k|S)hk(Z)Ψ(XS
t )

)

=
∑∞

k=1
e−kt

k! E
(

E((St − S)k|S)Ψ(k)(XS
t )

)

=
∑∞

k=1
e−kt

k! E
(

(St − S)kE(Ψ(k)(XS
t )|S)

)

=
∑∞

k=1
1
k!E

(

(St − S)k(PtΨ)(k)(S)
)

(b)
= E

(

(PtΨ)(St)− (PtΨ)(S)
)

= 0.

In (a) and (b) we used Fubini’s theorem [Schilling, 2005, Cor. 13.9] to swap expectation

and sum as

∑∞
k=1

e−kt

k!
√
1−e−2tk

E
(

E(|St − S|k|S)|hk(Z)||Ψ(XS
t )|

)

<∞ (3.8)

by the boundedness of Ψ, the independence of Z and S, the Hermite polynomial in-

equality E[|hk(Z)|] ≤
√
k! [Bonis, 2020, Lem. 3], and the exchangeable pair assumption

(2.2). Hence for all Ψ ∈ C∞
c we have E(E(τ̃St | XS

t )Ψ(XS
t )) = 0. Since E(τ̃St | XS

t ) ∈ L1

by (3.8) with Ψ ≡ 1, Lem. 6.1 implies that E(τ̃St | XS
t ) = 0 almost surely, as otherwise

sXS
t
(XS

t ) + E(τ̃St | XS
t ) would violate the almost sure uniqueness of the score function.

4 Proof of Thm. 2.3: Dependent Hellinger CLT

Thm. 2.3 follows from the following more detailed statement with D = 1 and κ =
R2(2R+M)2

√
n

n−1 .

Theorem 4.1 (Detailed dependent Hellinger CLT). Instantiate the assumptions of Thm. 2.3,
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and fix any D ∈ (0,
√
n) and κ > R2(2R+M)2

√
n

(n−1)min(D,(1+M2/2)) . Then, for α , e19/300π1/4,

√
2H(Sn, Z) ≤ β + β0 + β1 for

β , R2
√
n−1σ

sin−1
(

√

1− D√
n

)

+
√
2 log(n/D2)

4 ( 1
n−1 + 3(R2+1)(2R+M)2

√
n

2σ2(n−1) )

+ 2R2(2R+M)2α√
3(n−1)σ2κ

√

n
n−1

∫

√

1− D√
n

0
(e2x

2κ−1)√
1−x23 dx

+ 2R2(2R+M)2α
(n−1)σ2κ (12 + 2R(2R+M)

√
n

σ(n−1) )
∫

√

1− D√
n

0
(e2x

2κ−1)√
1−x24 dx

/ 3
√
2(R2+1)(2R+M)2

8σ2

log(n)√
n
,

β0 , − 1
2 log(1 − D√

n
)
(

1 + σ2
{

1 +
( (2R+M)2

(M−2R)2 + R2

⌊(n−1)/2⌋
)

‖sV1(V1)‖22
})

/ D
2
√
n

(

1 + σ2 + σ2(2R+M)2

(M−2R)2 ‖sV1(V1)‖22
)

,

β1 , D√
n

{

2
√
2σ2

(M−2R)2(1−D/
√
n)

√

n−1
n−5‖sV1(V1)‖22 +

√
2σ

(M−2R)
√

1−D/
√
n
‖sV1(V1)‖2

}

/ D√
n

{

2
√
2σ2

(M−2R)2 ‖sV1(V1)‖22 +
√
2σ

M−2R‖sV1(V1)‖2
}

,

Proof of Thm. 4.1. Our result follows directly from three lemmas. The first, proved in

Sec. 4.1, uses Thm. 2.1 to bound H(Sn, Z) in terms of an exchangeable copy of Sn.

Lemma 4.2 (Exchangeable pair bound onH(Sn, Z)). Under the assumptions of Thm. 2.3,

define

τ̃t ,
∑∞

k=1
e−kt

k!
√
1−e−2tk

(n− 1)E((S′
n − Sn)

k|Sn)hk(Z) (4.1)

for fixed D ∈ (0,
√
n), all t ≥ − 1

2 log(1− D√
n
), S′

n an exchangeable copy of Sn satisfying

∑∞
k=1

(
√
n−D)k/2

√
k!Dk/2

E(|S′
n − Sn|k) <∞, (4.2)

and Z ⊥⊥ (S′
n, Sn). Then, for β0 and β1 as defined in Thm. 4.1,

√
2H(Sn, Z) ≤

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)
‖ e−2t

1−e−2t (Z
2 − 1)− e−t

√
1−e−2t

SnZ + τ̃t‖2 dt+ β0 + β1. (4.3)

The second, proved in Sec. 4.2, bounds the terms in (4.1) for a particular S′
n choice.

Lemma 4.3 (Exchangeable pair moment bounds). Instantiate the assumptions of Thm. 2.3.

Then

S′
n , Sn + 1√

n−1σ
(V ′

J − VJ )(VJ+1 +M + VJ−1) I(J is even), (4.4)

for (V ′
i )i≥1

d
= (Vi)i≥1, J ∼ Uniform({1, · · · , n− 1}), and ((V ′

i )i≥1, (Vi)i≥1, J) independent

is an exchangeable copy of Sn satisfying (4.2) for each D ∈ (0,
√
n),

‖(n− 1)E(F |Sn) + Sn‖2 ≤ R2
√
n−1σ

for F , S′
n − Sn, and (4.5)

‖n−1
2 E(F 2|Sn)− 1‖2 ≤ Bn , 1

n−1 + 3(R2+1)(2R+M)2
√
n

2σ2(n−1) . (4.6)

Moreover, for any κ > R2(2R+M)2

(n−1)σ2 and t ≥ − 1
2 log

(

1−R2(2R+M)2

(n−1)σ2κ

)

with c(t) ,
√

κ(1− e−2t),

‖E
(

F k|Sn

)

‖2 ≤ 2k+1√nc(t)k−3R2(2R+M)2

(n−1)5/2σ2 , ∀ odd k ≥ 3 and (4.7)

‖E
(

F k|Sn

)

‖2 ≤ 2k+1√nc(t)k−4R3(2R+M)3

(n−1)3σ3 + 2k−1c(t)k−4R2(2R+M)2

(n−1)2σ2 , ∀ even k ≥ 4. (4.8)
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Bounding Hellinger Distance with Stein’s Method

The third, proved in Sec. 4.3, bounds the large-time component of (4.3) using Lem. 4.3.

Lemma 4.4 (Large-time Hellinger bound). Instantiate the assumptions and notation of

Lem. 4.2 with S′
n defined in (4.4) and κ > R2(2R+M)2

√
n

(n−1)min(D,σ2) . Then, for β defined in Thm. 4.1,

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)
‖ e−2t

1−e−2t (Z
2 − 1)− e−t

√
1−e−2t

SnZ + τ̃t‖2dt ≤ β.

4.1 Proof of Lem. 4.2: Exchangeable pair bound on H(Sn, Z)

We will first establish that Sn admits first and second-order score functions. Fix any

Ψ ∈ C∞
c and, for each i ≤ n, define V−i , (V1, · · · , Vi−1, Vi+1, · · · , Vn). Then, for all even

i 6= j ≤ n− 1,

E
(

sV1 (Vi)

(Vi+1+M+Vi−1)
Ψ(Sn)

)

= E
(

E
(

sV1 (Vi)

(Vi+1+M+Vi−1)
Ψ(Sn)

∣

∣V−i

))

= −E(Ψ′(Sn))√
n−1σ

and

E
(

sV1 (Vi)sV1 (Vj)

(Vi+1+M+Vi−1)(Vj+1+M+Vj−1)
Ψ(Sn)

)

= E
(

sV1 (Vj)

(Vj−1+Vj+1+M)E
(

sV1 (Vi)

(Vi+1+M+Vi−1)
Ψ(Sn)

∣

∣V−i

))

= − 1√
n−1σ

E
(

sV1 (Vj)

(Vj−1+Vj+1+M)Ψ
′(Sn)

)

= − 1√
n−1σ

E
(

E
(

sV1 (Vj)

(Vj+1+M+Vj−1)
Ψ′(Sn)

∣

∣V−j

))

= 1
(n−1)σ4E

(

Ψ′′(Sn)
)

.

Therefore, Sn admits the first and second-order score functions

sSn(Sn) =
√
n−1σ

⌊(n−1)/2⌋E(
∑n−1

i=2
sV1 (Vi)I(i is even)

(Vi+1+M+Vi−1)
|Sn) and

ISn(Sn) =
(n−1)σ4

⌊(n−1)/2⌋(⌊(n−1)/2)⌋−1)

∑

i6=j≤n−1
i,j even

E

(

sV1 (Vi)sV1 (Vj)

(Vi−1+Vi+1+M)(Vj−1+Vj+1+M)

∣

∣

∣
Sn

)

.

We now turn our attention to bounding ‖sSn(Sn)‖2, ‖ISn(Sn)‖2, and ‖sSn(Sn)Sn‖2.
For the score bound, Jensen’s inequality and the tower property yield

‖sSn(Sn)‖2 ≤ σ‖
√
n−1

⌊(n−1)/2⌋
∑n−1

i=2
sV1 (Vi)I(i is even)

(Vi+1+M+Vi−1)
‖2.

For each i, our independence, identical distribution, and boundedness assumptions im-

ply that E(sV1(Vi) | V−i) = 0 and ‖ sV1 (Vi)I(i is even)

(Vi+1+M+Vi−1)
‖2 ≤ 1

M−2R‖sV1(V1)‖2. Hence, we have

‖sSn(Sn)‖2 ≤ σ

√

(n−1)
⌊(n−1)/2⌋2

∑

i≤n−1
i even

E
(

sV1 (Vi)2

(Vi+1+M+Vi−1)2

)

≤
√
2σ

M−2R‖sV1(V1)‖2
√

n−1
n−3 .

Analogous reasoning yields

‖ISn(Sn)‖2 ≤ 2
√
2σ2

(M−2R)2

√

n−1
n−5‖sV1(V1)‖22.

Moreover, independence and the score function property (2.1) imply that, for all

i ≤ n − 1, E(Vi|V−i) = 0 and E(sV1(Vi)Vi|V−i) = 1. Hence, Jensen’s inequality and the

tower property yield

E(sSn(Sn)
2S2

n)

≤ σ2

⌊(n−1)/2⌋2E
((

∑

i≤n−1
i even

sV1 (Vi)

Vi+1+M+Vi−1

)2(
∑

i≤n−1
i even

Vi(Vi+1 +M + Vi−1)
)2)

= σ2

⌊(n−1)/2⌋2
∑

i1:4≤n−1
i1:4 even

E

(

sV1 (Vi1 )

Vi1+1+M+Vi1−1

sV1 (Vi2 )

(Vi2+1+M+Vi2−1)
Vi3 (Vi3+1 +M + Vi3−1)

Vi4 (Vi4+1 +M + Vi4−1)
)

= σ2

⌊(n−1)/2⌋2
∑

i1 6=i2≤n−1
i1:2 even

E

(

sV1 (Vi1)
2

(Vi1+1+M+Vi1−1)2
V 2
i2
(Vi2+1 +M + Vi2−1)

2
)

+ σ2

⌊(n−1)/2⌋2
∑

i1 6=i2≤n−1
i1:2 even

E

(

sV1(Vi1 )Vi1sV1(Vi2 )Vi2

)

+ σ2

⌊(n−1)/2⌋2
∑

i1≤n−1
i1 even

E

(

sV1(Vi1 )
2V 2

i1

)

≤ σ2
{

(2R+M)2

(M−2R)2 ‖sV1(V1)‖22 + 1 +R2‖sV1(V1)‖22 1
⌊(n−1)/2⌋

}

.
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The result now follows from these moment estimates and the Thm. 2.1 bound

√
2H(Sn, Z) ≤

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
) ‖ e−2t

1−e−2t (Z
2 − 1)− e−t

√
1−e−2t

SnZ + τ̃t‖2 dt

− 1
2 log(1− D√

n
)(1 + ‖sSn(Sn)Sn‖2) + 1√

n
D

1−D/
√
n
‖ISn(Sn)‖2 + ‖sSn(Sn)‖2 D√

n
√

1−D/
√
n
.

4.2 Proof of Lem. 4.3: Exchangeable pair moment bounds

Since F =
(V ′

J−VJ )(VJ+1+VJ−1+M)I(J is even)√
n−1σ

, J is uniform, and E(V ′
i |(Vi)i≤n) = 0, we

see

−(n− 1)σ E(F | (Vi)i≤n) =
1√
n−1

∑

i≤n−1
i is even

Vi(Vi+1 + Vi−1 +M)

= 1√
n−1

∑

i≤n−1
i is even

Vi(Vi+1 +M) + 1√
n−1

∑

i≤n−1
i is even

ViVi−1

= 1√
n−1

∑

i≤n−1
i is even

Vi(Vi+1 +M) + 1√
n−1

∑

i≤2⌊n−1
2 ⌋−1

i is odd

ViVi+1

= σSn + 1√
n−1

Vn−1Vn I(n− 1 is odd).

The inequality (4.5) now follows from the R-boundedness of each |Vi|.
Similarly, since F 2 =

(V ′
J−VJ )

2(VJ+1+VJ−1+M)2I(J is even)
(n−1)σ2 , we have

σ̂2 , n−1
2 E

(

F 2 | (Vi)i≤n

)

= 1
2(n−1)σ2

∑

i≤n−1
i even

(V 2
i + 1)(Vi+1 + Vi−1 +M)2.

The independence of variables (Vi)i≤n therefore implies that

E(σ̂2) = 1
(n−1)σ2

∑

i≤n−1
i even

(2 +M2) = 2⌊(n−1)/2⌋
n−1 ,

that |E(σ̂2) − 1| ≤ 1
n−1 , and hence, by Jensen’s inequality and the triangle inequality,

that

‖n−1
2 E(F 2 | Sn)− 1‖2 ≤ ‖σ̂2 − 1‖2 ≤ 1

n−1 + ‖σ̂2 − E(σ̂2)‖2. (4.9)

Now consider the filtration (Fi)
n
i=1 with Fi , σ(V1, . . . , Vi). Boundedness and indepen-

dence yield

|E(σ̂2 | Fi)− E(σ̂2 | Fi−1)| ≤ 1
2(n−1)σ2

[

(V 2
i + 1)(Vi+1 + Vi−1 +M)2

+ (V 2
i−1 + 1)(Vi−2 + Vi +M)2 + (V 2

i+1 + 1)(Vi+2 + Vi +M)2
]

≤ 3(R2+1)(2R+M)2

2(n−1)σ2

for each i ≤ n. Since these martingale increments are uncorrelated,

‖σ̂2 − E(σ̂2)‖2 =
√

∑n
i=1 E[(E(σ̂

2 | Fi)− E(σ̂2 | Fi−1))2] ≤ 3(R2+1)(2R+M)2
√
n

2(n−1)σ2 . (4.10)

This estimate combined with (4.9) yields the second advertised inequality (4.6).

Next, fix k ≥ 3 and note that ‖E
(

F k|Sn

)

‖2 ≤ ‖E(F k|(Vi)i≤n)‖2 =
‖
∑

i≤n−1 Z̃k,t
i ‖2

n−1 for

Z̃k,t
i , 1√

n−1kσk
(V ′

i − Vi)
k(Vi+1 + Vi−1 +M)kI(i is even).

Moreover, the triangle inequality, boundedness, and the fact that c(t) ≥ R(2R+M)√
n−1σ

imply

‖E(∑i≤n−1 Z̃
t,k
i | Fl)− E(

∑

i≤n−1 Z̃
t,k
i | Fl−1)‖2

≤ ‖Z̃t,k
l−1‖2 + ‖Z̃t,k

l ‖2 + ‖Z̃t,k
l+1‖2 ≤ 2k+1σ√

n−1kσk
Rk−1(2R+M)k−1 ≤ 2k+1c(t)k−3

√
n−1

3
σ2

R2(2R+M)2
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for each l ≤ n. If k is odd, the inequality (4.7) then follows from the martingale variance

decomposition as in (4.10). If k is even, we obtain (4.8) using the triangle inequality,

(n− 1)‖E
(

F k | Sn

)

‖2 ≤ ‖∑i≤n−1 Z̃
k,t
i − E(Z̃k,t

i )‖2 +
∑

i≤n−1 E(Z̃
k,t
i ),

the martingale variance decomposition of
∑

i≤n−1 Z̃
t,k
i − E(Z̃t,k

i ), and boundedness.

Finally, we verify the condition (4.2). Fix any D ∈ (0,
√
n). Since n > 1, we have

|S′
n − Sn|k = 1√

n−1
k
σk

|V ′
J − VJ ||VJ+1 +M + VJ−1|I(J is even) ≤ 4kRk(2R+M)k√

nkσk
, ∀k ≥ 1.

Since
√
k! ≥ ⌊k/2⌋! for all k ≥ 1, we find that, as advertised,

∑∞
k=1

(
√
n−D)k/2

√
k!Dk/2

E(|S′
n − Sn|k) ≤

∑∞
k=1

(
√
n−D)k/24kRk(2R+M)k√

nkσk
√
k!Dk/2

≤ ∑∞
k=1

4kRk(2R+M)k

σk
√
k!Dk/2

≤ ∑∞
k=1

4kRk(2R+M)k

σk⌊k/2⌋!Dk/2 ≤ ∑∞
k=0

1
k!

42k+1R2k+1(2R+M)2k+1

σ2k+1 Dk+1/2 +
∑∞

k=0
1
k!

42kR2k(2R+M)2k

σ2k Dk

= (1 + 4R(2R+M)

σ
√
D

)e
16R2(2R+M)2

σ2 D <∞.

4.3 Proof of Lem. 4.4: Large-time Hellinger bound

Using the definition of τ̃t and the triangle inequality we obtain the upper estimate

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)
‖ e−2t

1−e−2t (Z
2 − 1)− e−t

√
1−e−2t

SnZ − τ̃t‖2

≤
∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)
e−t‖h1(Z)‖2√

1−e−2t
‖(n− 1)E

(

F |Sn

)

+ Sn‖2dt

+
∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)
e−2t‖h2(Z)‖2

1−e−2t ‖n−1
2 E

(

F 2|Sn

)

− 1‖2dt

+
∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)

∑

k≥3
e−tk‖hk(Z)‖2

k!(
√
1−e−2t)k

(n− 1)‖E
(

F k|Sn

)

‖2dt , (a1) + (a2) + (a3).

We will bound each of these terms in turn. First, by (4.5) of Lem. 4.3, we have

(a1) ≤ R2
√
n−1σ

sin−1
(

√

1− D√
n

)

/ R2π
2
√
n−1σ

.

Next, by (4.6) of Lem. 4.3 and the identity ‖h2(Z)‖22 = E[(Z2 − 1)2] = 2, we find that

(a2) ≤ ‖h2(Z)‖2Bn

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)

e−2t

1−e−2t dt =
√
2Bn

2

∫ 1− D√
n

0
1

1−tdt =
√
2Bn

4 log(n/D2).

Now let k ≥ 3 be an odd integer and Cn ,
√
n√

n−1

2R2(2R+M)2

σ2 . By (4.7) of Lem. 4.3,

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)

e−kt

√
1−e−2tk

(n− 1)‖E
(

F k|Sn

)

‖2dt ≤ Cn

n−1

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)
2ke−tkc(t)k−3

√
1−e−2tk

dt

= Cn2
k√κk−3

n−1

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)

e−tk

√
1−e−2t3

dt = Cn
√
κk−32k

n−1

∫

√

1− D√
n

0
xk−1

√
1−x23 dx.

To further upper bound this, we will first propose a lower bound for
√
2m+ 1! for all

m ∈ N \ {0}. Indeed by using two applications of Stirling’s approximation [Robbins,

1955] we observe that

√

(2m+ 1)! ≥
√
2m+ 1

√

√

2π(2m) · (2m/e)2m · exp
(

1
12(2m)+1

)

(4.11)

≥
√
2m+ 1e−19/3002mm!/(πm)1/4.

Page 10/14



Bounding Hellinger Distance with Stein’s Method

This directly implies that for α , e19/300π1/4 and all x ≥ 1,

∑

k≥3
k odd

2kxk−1√κk

√
k!

≤ α
√
κ
∑

k≥1
2kx2kκkk1/4

k!
√
2k+1

≤ α√
3

√
κ
[

e2x
2κ − 1

]

.

Therefore, using Tonelli’s theorem [Schilling, 2005, Thm. 13.8] to exchange the sum

and integral and the Hermite inequality ‖hk(Z)‖2 ≤
√
k! [Bonis, 2020, Lem. 3], we find

that

∑

k≥3
‖hk(Z)‖2

k!

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)

e−tk

√
1−e−2tk

(n− 1)‖E
(

F k|Sn

)

‖2dt

≤ αCn√
3(n−1)κ

∫

√

1− D√
n

0
(e2x

2κ−1)√
1−x23 dx /

√

n
n−1

2R2(2R+M)2α(e2κ−1)n1/4

√
2D(n−1)σ2κ

.

Next let k ≥ 4 be even and C′
n ,

√
n√

n−1

2R3(2R+M)3

σ3 + R2(2R+M)2
√
n−1

2σ2 . By (4.8),

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)

2ke−tk

√
1−e−2tk

(n− 1)‖E
(

F k|Sn

)

‖2dt

≤ 2k
√
κk−4C′

n

(n−1)3/2

∫∞
− 1

2 log(1− D√
n
)

e−tk

√
1−e−2t4

dt ≤ 2k
√
κk−4C′

n

(n−1)3/2

∫

√

1− D√
n

0
xk−1

√
1−x24 dx.

The inequality (4.11) further implies that

∑

k≥4
k even

2kxk−1√κk

√
k!

≤ ∑

k≥2
22kx2k−1κk

√
2k!

≤ 21/4κα(e2x
2κ − 1).

Hence, we find that, by Tonelli’s theorem,

∑

k≥4
k is even

‖hk(Z)‖2

k!

∫

− 1
2 log(1− D√

n
)

e−tk

√
1−e−2tk

(n− 1)‖E
(

F k|Sn

)

‖2dx

≤ 2α
C′

n

κ
√
n−13

∫

√

1− D√
n

0
(e2x

2κ−1)√
1−x24 dx.

Combining our results, we find that (a1) + (a2) + (a3) ≤ β, implying the result.

5 Proof of Lem. 2.4: Hellinger concentration

Write fS for the Lebesgue density of S and define h , fS/ϕ. The first claim follows

from the triangle inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz as

|P (S > u)− Φc(u)| = |E((h(Z)− 1)I(Z > u))| = |E((
√

h(Z)− 1)(
√

h(Z) + 1)I(Z > u))|
≤ |E((

√

h(Z)− 1)I(Z > u))|+ |E((
√

h(Z)− 1)
√

h(Z)I(Z > u))|

≤
√

E((
√

h(Z)− 1)2)
[
√

E(I(Z > u)) +
√

E(h(Z)I(Z > u))
]

=
√

∫∞
−∞(

√

fS(x) −
√

ϕ(x))2dx
[√

Φc(u) +
√

P(S > u)
]

=
√
2H(S,Z)

[√

Φc(u) +
√

P (S > u)
]

.

The second claim follows analogously as

|P (|S| > u)− 2Φc(u)| = |E((h(Z)− 1)I(|Z| > u))| ≤
√
2H(S,Z)

[√

2Φc(u) +
√

P (|S| > u)
]

.

6 Additional Lemmas

Lemma 6.1 (Score function properties). Let S be a random variable with convex support

ΩS ⊆ R and Lebesgue density fS ∈ C1. The following statements hold true.
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1. Any first-order score function or second-order score function IS for S is S-almost

everywhere unique amongst elements of L1(S) satisfying (2.1).

2. If fS is twice differentiable with sS , f ′
S/fS ∈ L1(S), IS , f ′′

S/fS ∈ L1(S), and

lim
x→supΩS

max(|fS(x)|, |f ′
S(x)|) = lim

x→inf ΩS

max(|fS(x)|, |f ′
S(x)|) = 0, (6.1)

then sS and IS are first and second-order score functions for S.

Proof. Suppose g, g̃ ∈ L1(S) are both score functions for S, fix ǫ > 0, and choose δ > 0 so

that E(|g(S)− g̃(S)|I(|S| > δ)) < ǫ. Since any measurable compactly supported indicator

function can be arbitrarily approximated by C∞
c functions, select Ψǫ,δ ∈ C∞

c satisfying

‖Ψǫ,δ(S)− I(g(S) > g̃(S), |S| ≤ δ)‖∞ ≤ ǫ.

so that

E(max(g(S)− g̃(S), 0)) = E([g(S)− g̃(S)] I(g(S) > g̃(S)))

≤ ǫ+ E([g(S)− g̃(S)]Ψǫ,δ(S)) + E(|g(S)− g̃(S)|I(|S| > δ)) ≤ 2ǫ.

Since ǫ > 0 was arbitrary we have g(S) ≤ g̃(S) almost surely and, by symmetry, g(S) ≥
g̃(S) almost surely, proving the first claim. Identical reasoning yields the claim for

second-order scores.

Now suppose that fS is twice differentiable with sS, IS ∈ L1(S) and (6.1) holding. For

all Ψ ∈ C∞
c , integration by parts, the boundedness of Ψ, and our vanishing assumption

(6.1) imply that

E(
f ′
S(S)

fS(S)Ψ(S)) =
∫

ΩS
f ′
S(x)Ψ(x)dx = fS(x)Ψ(x)

∣

∣

supΩS

inf ΩS
−
∫

ΩS
fS(x)Ψ

′(x)dx = −E(Ψ′(S))

E(
f ′′
S (S)
fS(S)Ψ(S)) =

∫

ΩS
f ′′
S (x)Ψ(x)dx = f ′

S(x)Ψ(x)
∣

∣

supΩS

inf ΩS
−
∫

ΩS
f ′
S(x)Ψ

′(x)dx

= −E(
f ′
S(S)

fS(S)Ψ
′(S)) = E(Ψ′′(S)).

Hence f ′
S/fS and f ′′

S/fS are first and second-order score functions.

Lemma 6.2 (Second-order score bound). Suppose S
d
= S1 +S2 for independent random

variables S1, S2 with first-order score functions sS1 ∈ L2(S1) and sS2 ∈ L2(S2). Then S

admits a second-order score function IS ∈ L2(S) satisfying

‖IS(S)‖2 ≤ ‖sS1(S1)‖2‖sS2(S2)‖2.

Proof. Fix any Ψ ∈ C∞
c . We invoke the tower property, the independence of S1 and S2,

and the first-order score function definition (2.1) in turn to discover that

E
(

E(sS1(S1)sS2(S2)|S1 + S2)Ψ(S1 + S2)
)

= E
(

sS1(S1)sS2(S2)Ψ(S1 + S2)
)

= −E
(

sS1(S1)Ψ
′(S1 + S2)

)

= E
(

Ψ′′(S1 + S2)
)

.

Hence IS(S) = E(sS1(S1)sS2(S2)|S) satisfies the second-order score definition (2.1). Fi-

nally, by Jensen’s inequality and the independence of S1 and S2, we have

‖IS(S)‖2 = ‖E(sS1(S1)sS2(S2)|S1 + S2)‖2 ≤ ‖sS1(S1)sS2(S2)‖2 = ‖sS1(S1)‖2‖sS2(S2)‖2.
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Lemma 6.3 (Fundamental theorem precondition). Under the conditions of Thm. 2.1,

t →
√

fS
t (x) is continuous on [0,∞) and continuously differentiable on (0,∞) for all

x ∈ ΩS .

Proof. Fix any x ∈ ΩS . By Pavliotis [2014, Thm. 4.1], t 7→ fS
t (x) is continuous on [0,∞)

and continuously differentiable on (0,∞). Therefore, t 7→
√

fS
t (x) is continuous on

[0,∞).

Next, fix any t > 0. To conclude, it remains to show that fS
t (x) > 0 so that t 7→

∂t
√

fS
t (x) is also continuously differentiable on (0,∞). Since fS is continuous, there

exists a δ > 0 for which

inf
y∈[x−δ,x+δ]

fS(y) > fS(x)/2.

Now consider the intervalMx , x(1 − e−t) + δe−t
√
1− e−2t[−1, 1]. Since fS(x) > 0,

fS
t (x) =

∫

R

ϕ(y/
√
1−e−2t)√

1−e−2t

fS((x−y)/e−t)
e−t dy ≥

∫

Mx

ϕ(y/
√
1−e−2t)√

1−e−2t

fS((x−y)/e−t)
e−t dy

(a)

≥ ϕ(|x|+δ)√
1−e−2t

∫

Mx

fS((x−y)/e−t)
e−t dy

(b)

≥ ϕ(|x| + δ)δfS(x) > 0,

as |y/
√
1− e−2t| ≤ |x| + δ for all y ∈ Mx, yielding (a), and |(x − y)/e−t − x| ≤ δ for all

y ∈Mx so that fS((x − y)/e−t) ≥ fS(x)/2, yielding (b).

Lemma 6.4 (Fubini precondition). Under the conditions of Thm. 2.1, we have

∫ T

0

∫

ΩS

√

fS(x)|∂t
√

fS
t (x)|dxdt <∞ for all T > 0. (6.2)

Proof. Fix any T > 0. The identities (3.1), (3.2), and (3.3), show that

|∂t
√

fS
t (x)| =

√
fS
t (x)

2 |ISt (x) + xsXS
t
(x) + 1| for all t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ R.

Hence we obtain that

∫ T

0

∫

ΩS

√

fS(x)|∂t
√

fS
t (x)| dx dt =

∫ T

0 E

(

√
fS(XS

t )

2
√

fS
t (XS

t )

∣

∣ISt (X
S
t ) +XS

t sXS
t
(XS

t ) + 1
∣

∣

)

dt.

Moreover, the almost sure identities (3.4) and (3.5) and Cauchy-Schwarz imply

E

(

√
fS(XS

t )

2
√

fS
t (XS

t )

∣

∣

∣
ISt (X

S
t ) +XS

t sXS
t
(XS

t ) + 1
∣

∣

∣

)

≤
∥

∥

∥

√
fS(XS

t )

2
√

fS
t (XS

t )

∥

∥

∥

2

[

1 + e2T ‖IS(S)‖2 + 2eT ‖sS(S)‖2 + eT ‖sS(S)S‖2
]

Since IS , sS ∈ L2(S) and ‖sS(S)S‖2 <∞ the result (6.2) follows from the observation

∥

∥

∥

√
fS(XS

t )

2
√

fS
t (XS

t )

∥

∥

∥

2
= 1

2

√

∫

ΩS
fS(x)dx = 1

2 .
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