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Abstract

We construct an iterated stochastic integral with fractional Brownian motion with H > 1/2.
The first integrand is a deterministic function, and each successive integral is with respect to
an independent fBm. We show that this symmetric stochastic integral is equal to the Malliavin
divergence integral. By a version of the Fourth Moment theorem of Nualart and Peccati [7], we
show that a family of such integrals converges in distribution to a scaled Brownian motion. An
application is an approximation to the windings for a planar fBm, previously studied by Baudoin
and Nualart [2].

1 Introduction

Let B = {(B},...,B}),t > 0} be a multidimensional fractional Brownian motion (fBm) with Hurst
parameter H > 1/2. We study the asymptotic behavior as k — oo of multiple stochastic integrals of
the particular form:

Kt Sq So
Yyt :=/ ;M 1<o <cs,<itydB :/ / / s;MdBy, ...dBL ! dBI
[0,00)‘1 1 1 1

where ¢ > 0 and each iterated integral is a pathwise symmetric integral in the sense of Russo and
Vallois [9], and also a divergence integral. Our main result is a central limit theorem for the process

{Y}t,t > 0}, namely that T(’;;k
approach uses the techniques of Malliavin calculus, where we express Y+ in terms of the divergence
integral &, which coincides with the multiple Wiener-It6 stochastic integral in this case. In our proof,
convergence of finite-dimensional distributions follows from a multi-dimensional version of the Fourth
Moment Theorem [7), [§], which gives conditions for weak convergence to a Gaussian random variable
(see section 2.4). Functional convergence to a Brownian motion is proved by investigating tightness.
In addition to the proof, we are able to comment on the rate of convergence (which is fairly slow:
~ (logk)~2), using a result from Nourdin and Peccati [4] in their recent book on the Stein method.

The original motivation for this paper was [2], where Baudoin and Nualart studied a complex-valued
fBm with H > 1/2. For B = B} +iB2, By = 1, they studied the integral

converges in distribution as k — oo to a scaled Brownian motion. Our
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When B is written in the form p;e?®t, the angle ; is given by the imaginary part of ({J). For standard
Brownian motion, a well-known theorem by Spitzer [10] holds that as ¢ — oo, the random variable
20;/(logt) converges in distribution to a Cauchy random variable with parameter 1. We are not aware
of a corresponding fBm version of Spitzer’s theorem. In [2], the functional
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was proposed as an asymptotic approximation for ;. It was shown (see Proposition 22 of [2]) that \/@
converges in distribution to a Gaussian random variable, with an expression for variance similar to our
own result. Their proof also used Malliavin calculus, but did not use the Fourth Moment Theorem. For
q = 2, since By = fot dBg, Z; is asymptotically equal in law to

7= / / dB2dB! / / dB}dB?
T g2H T 2H
and we have a new (and shorter) proof of the result in [2].

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we give necessary details about the
theoretical background; this includes a brief discussion of Malliavin calculus, and some remarks about
integration with respect to fBm, which has been studied extensively elsewhere. The Fourth Moment
Theorem is also given. In Section 3, we state and prove the main result, which is Theorem 3.2. The

proof follows in Sections 3.1 through 3.3; then Section 3.4 discusses the rate of convergence. Section 4
contains a technical lemma which was put at the end due to length.

2 Notation and Theory

We use the symbol 14 for the indicator function of a set A. Given a real n-tuple x := (z1,...,y), we
can re-arrange the variables in increasing order. We denote this re-ordered n-tuple (:C(l), . ,:C(n)). For
a stochastic process X = {X(a),a € T}, we will use the notation X, and X (a) interchangeably. The
symbol C' denotes a generic positive constant, which may change from line to line.

2.1 Elements of Malliavin calculus

Following is a brief description of some identities that will be used in the paper. The reader may refer
o [B] for detailed coverage of this topic. Let X = {X (h),h € H} be an isonormal Gaussian process on
a probability space (2, F, P), and indexed by a Hilbert space H. That is, X is a family of Gaussian
random variables such that E[X (h)] = 0 and E [X (h)X (g)] = (h, g),, for all h,g € H.

For integers ¢ > 1, let H®? denote the ¢*" tensor product of H. We use H®? to denote the symmetric
tensor product. Given a function f € H®?, we define the symmetrization f € HO? as

f(:vl,...,:vq)z %Zf(xg(l),...,l'g(q)), (3)

where o includes all permutations of {1,...,q}.
Let {en,n > 1} be a complete orthormal system in H. For functions f,g € H®? and p € {0,...,q},
we define the p**-order contraction of f and g as that element of H®2(4=P) given by

oo

f®pg: Z <faei1®"'®eip>H®p®<gaei1®"'®eip>H®p (4)

i15emip=1

where f®og = f®gand f®,9 = (f,9)ye.- While f and g are both symmetric, the contraction may
not be. We denote its symmetrization by f QN@p g.



Let H,4 be the q'" Wiener chaos of X, that is, the closed linear subspace of L?(£2) generated by the
random variables {H,(X (h)),h € H,||h|lz = 1}, where H,(z) is the ¢! Hermite polynomial, defined
as

22 dT a2
Hy(z) = (—1)%e Tt
For ¢ > 1, it is known that the map
I,(h®?) = Hy(X (h)) ()

provides a linear isometry between the symmetric product space H®? (equipped with the modified norm
V||l - ||eq) and H,, where I,(-) is the Wiener-It6 stochastic integral. By convention, Ho = R and
Io(x) = z. Tt follows from (B]) and the properties of the Hermite polynomials that for f,g € H®? we
have

E1,(f)1q(9)] = ¢ {f, 9)3e0 - (6)

Let S be the set of all smooth and cylindrical random variables of the form F = g(X (¢1), ..., X (én)),
where n > 1; g : R® — R is an infinitely differentiable function with compact support, and ¢; € H.
The Malliavin derivative of F' with respect to X is the element of L?(2,H) defined as

By iteration, for any integer ¢ > 1 we can define the ¢" derivative DIF, which is an element of
L2(Q, HOT).
We let D?2 denote the closure of S with respect to the norm || - ||pe.2 defined as

q
IF|Bez = [F?] + Y E[|D*Fl3e:] -

i=1
We denote by § the Skorohod integral, which is defined as the adjoint of the operator D. A random
element u € L2(2,H) belongs to the domain of §, Dom 4, if and only if,

|E[(DF, u)y]| < cull F'llL2(0)

for any F € D2, where ¢, is a constant which depends only on . If « € Dom §, then the random
variable 6(u) € L?(Q2) is defined for all F' € D%? by the duality relationship,

E[Fé(u)] = E[(DF, u),,].

This is sometimes called the Malliavin integration by parts formula. We iteratively define the multiple
Skorohod integral for ¢ > 1 as 6(67 ! (u)), with 6°(u) = u. For this definition we have,

E [F5q(u)] =K [<DqF7 u>5§®q] )

where u € Dom §? and F € D?%2. The adjoint operator §? is an integral in the sense that for a
(non-random) h € H®Y, we have §7(h) = I,(h).

We will use the following hypercontractivity property of iterated integrals (see [7], Theorem 2.7.2,
or [5], Sec. 1.4.3 for complete details). Let f € H®? and p > 2. Then there exists a positive constant
Cp,q < 00, depending only on p and g, such that

[MiS]

E (I, (HIP] < Cpq (E[1,(£)?]) (7)



2.2 Fractional Brownian motion

Fix T > 0 and an integer d > 1. Let B = {B;,0 <t < T} = (B}, ..., B{) be a d-dimensional fBm, that
is, each B} is an independent, centered Gaussian process with Bf = 0 and covariance

E [B.B]] := R(s,t) = % (s*H + 421 — |s — tH)
for t, s > 0. We assume that % < H < 1. We will use the following elementary properties of R(s,t):
(R.1) R(s,t) = R(t,s); and for any € > 0, R(s + €,t) > R(s,1).
(R.2) There are constants 1 < cg < ¢; < 2 such that co(st) < R(s,t) < c1(st)?
(R.3) As an alternate bound, if s <t then the Mean Value Theorem implies
R(s,t) < s2H 4 20 _ (1 — 5)2H < $2H 4 o2H-1

Let £ denote the set of R—valued step functions on [0,7] x {1,...,d}. Note that any f = f(¢,i) € £
may be written as a linear combination of elementary functions ¥ = 1i0,4x {k}- Let $4 be the Hilbert
space defined as the closure of £ with respect to the inner product

(eb.el) = EIBLB]] = R(s.0)d;.

where dj; is the Kronecker delta. The mapping ek s BF(t) can be extended to a linear isometry between
$4 and the Gaussian space spanned by B. In this way, {B(h), h € 4} is an isonormal Gaussian process
as in Section 2.1.

Let ap = H(2H — 1). Tt is well known that we can write

s t
R(s,t) = aH/ / ln — 0)*"~2dn db. (8)
0 0

Consequently, for f,g € £ we can write

fyg —QHZ/ / f(s,i)g(t,i)|t — s|*H~2ds dt. (9)

We recall (see [5], Sec. 5.1.3) that $4 contains the linear subspace of measurable, R-valued functions
pon [0,T] x {1,...,d} such that

d T T
3 / / lo(s, )] lo(t,)] [t — 52 =2ds di < oo.
i=17/0 70

We denote this space [$4]. Let [$%°| be the space of symmetric functions f: ([0,7] x {1,...,d})? = R
such that

/[O T LF((01,31)s s Mgy ig)) | 1 ((O1,1)5 -5 (8g,39)) | [ — 01 2dn df < oo.

i15enig=1

Then [H%°| C H99, and for f,g € [H%°| we can write (@) as

f®pg—aHZ o (O8O0, o) Ty = 0 2y o 1)

j=1
where
(777 k) = (7717 k)? sy (npﬂ k)7 (97 k) = (917 k)u ey (91)7 k)7 (tluil) = (tlail)u ey (tq—pu z'q—;D); and
(t27 i2) = (tq—p-i-lv iq—p-i-l)v ) (t2(q7p)=i2(q7p))'



2.3 Stochastic integration with respect to fBm

Let F = g(B(¢1),...,B(¢n)), where n > 1, g : R" — R, ¢; € H4, and ¢ is a smooth function as in
Section 2.1. The Malliavin derivative of F' is an element of $)4 (which is isomorphic to the product
space ($1)%), and we can write D = (DM ... D) where

b D -
DYF = Z; %gj (B(¢1),- -, B(¢n)) ;(t,4),
p

where we use the notation Dt(i)F = DWF(t). We define the ‘component integral’ §) as the adjoint of
D@ and use the notation

T
5(i)(u):/ u0B}; and (11)
0

T d
5(u) = /O wdBi = 200 w)

where v € Dom 6% C L?(Q,$,) for every i = 1,...,d implies v € Dom 6 C L*(Q, H4).

The pathwise stochastic integral with respect to fBm with H > 1/2 has been studied extensively
[1, B, B]. For our purposes, we will use the symmetric Stratonovich integral discussed by Russo and
Vallois [9]:

Definition 2.1. For some T > 0, let u = {us,0 < ¢t < T} be a stochastic process with integrable
trajectories. The symmetric integral with respect to the fBm B is defined as

t ) 1 t
A usdBs = 151&)1 % /0 Us (B(s-‘,-a)/\t - B(s—a)\/O) ds,

where the limit exists in probability.
This theorem was first proved in [I].

Theorem 2.2. Let u = {us,t > 0} be a stochastic process in DV2($1) such that, for some T > 0,

T T
/ / lwg| |us| |t — s> 72 ds dt| < oo;
o Jo

/ |Dyug| | Dsuy| |t — s|2H=2 |9 — > ~2du dt do dn] < 00;
[0,77*

E

E

T T
and / / |Dsug| |t — S|2H_2 ds dt < 0o a.s.
o Jo

Then the limit of definition 2.1 exists in probability, and we have

T T T T
/ udBy = / w0 By + aH/ / Dguy|t — s|2H72ds dt,
0 0 o Jo

where oy = H(2H — 1).



2.4 The Fourth Moment Theorem
Theorem 2.3. Fix integersn > 2 and d > 1. Let {( fk), ceey fsk)) Sk > 1} be a sequence of vectors
such that fl-(k) € HO" for each k andi=1,...,d; and

Tl £, = Tim || 1, (£2)] i o = G Vi=1d
lim B [In (ff’“) I (fjﬁk))} =0y, V1<i<j<d.

Then the following are equivalent:

(i) Ask — oo, the vector (In(fl(k)), . ,In(flgk))) converges in distribution to a d-dimensional Gaus-
sian vector with distribution N'(0,Cy);

(i) For each i =1,...,d, In(fi(k)) converges in distribution to N;, where N; is a centered Gaussian
random variable with variance Cj;;

(i1i) For eachi=1,...,d,
lim E |7, (f(’“))4 =302
k— o0 " v w?

(iv) For eachi=1,...,d, and each integer 1 <p <n —1, limg_, Hfi(k) ®p fi(k)HHm(nfm =0

This first version (which was 1-dimensional) of this theorem was proved in [7]. Since then, other
equivalent conditions have been added [4] 6]. The multi-dimensional version stated above was proved
by Peccati and Tudor [§]. A key advantage of this theorem is that, unlike the standard method of
moments, it is not necessary to know about moments of any order higher than four.

3 Main result

Fix ¢ > 2. For t > 0 and integer k > 2, define

Kkt Sq S2
—qH 1 -1
thz/l /1 /1 s;1dBL .. .dBI7Y dBY

where the stochastic integrals are iterated symmetric integrals in the sense of Definition 2.1. Theorem
2.2 and the diagonal structure of Yj: allow us to identify the pathwise and Skorohod integrals.

Lemma 3.1. For each q > 2, we have

k' psq 82
Vi = / / / s, ""6Bl, ...6BL " 6BY . (12)
1 1 1

Proof. This follows from iterated application of Theorem 2.2, where the correction term is zero due to
independence. Indeed, in the notation of (II), this is

th — 5(‘1) N 5(1) (S;qH1{1S81<...<sq§kt}) .

Following is the main result of this section.



Theorem 3.2. Fort >0, define

Then as k — oo, the family {X(t),t > 0} converges in distribution to the process X = {X(t),t > 0},
where X is a scaled Brownian motion with variance Ugt, and

1
o3 = aH/ PR, 2)(1 — 2)?22da;  and for ¢ > 2, (13)
0

1 q—1
02 =a%! / x;qH(l — xq)2H72/ R(z2,y2) H lz; — ;|22 dao dys .. cdyq—1 dxg, (14)
0 M

i=2
where M ={0<z9 < - <2;0<ys <+ <yg—1 <1}

The proof of Theorem 3.2 follows the lemmas in Sections 3.1 and 3.2. Our first task is to investigate
the covariance (Section 3.1), then verify two other conditions for weak convergence (Section 3.2).

3.1 Convergence of the covariance function
Let A={1<s1 <+ <sy<k'}, and B = {(i1,...,i5) = (1,...,¢9)}. Lemma 3.1 allows us to write
Yie = 89(fre), where fre 1 ([0,00) x {1,...,q})? = R is given by

Fre ((81581), -, (Sq01q)) = 5, L a(s1, .., 89)1B (i1, . . ., ig). (15)

Here, fi: € H®9, where § := £ is the Hilbert space associated with a g—dimensional fBm (see Section
2.2). Clearly, fit is not symmetric. Instead, we will work with the symmetrization defined in (B)):

~ 1 _ . .
fkt = E Z 808511,4(80(1), ceey Sg(q))lB(lg(l), e ,Zg(q)), (16)

where o covers all permutations of {1, ..., ¢}. This gives equivalent results, by the relation I, (f) = I,(f)
(see [5], Sec. 1.1.2).

By definition fj« is nonzero only if 1 < s,(1) < -+ < So(q) < k' and (ig(1), .- -1 90(q)) = (1,...,q),
hence it is possible to express fkt without a sum. Let o be an arbitrary permutation of {1,...,¢}, and
let Ay = {1 < s5501),< -+ < So(q) < k'}. Since the sets {A,} form an almost-everywhere partition of
[1, k%4, we can write (18] as

< 1 _ . .
fk‘ = as(nglAl ((51711%-'-5(5(17“1))7 (17)

where s(4) = max{si,...,s,}, and the set A; is defined by the following condition: when s1,..., s, are
arranged in [1, k'] such that sy < --- < s(g), then (i¢1),...,i) = (1,...,q).

In the next three results, we check the conditions of Theorem 2.3 for §7(fy:).
Lemma 3.3. For each ¢ > 2 andt >0,

to] = Jim E (X5 (2)?]

exists, where o2 is given by (I3) and @) for ¢ =2 and q > 2, respectively.



Proof. Since fy is deterministic, we use (@) and (@):

B [Xu(0)?) = o B 070 = g (i)
_ 'O‘?f / () $(0)) " La, (1,1) L4, (5.§) f[ e — 6?22 dr ds, (18)
q'log k [1,k*]2 e
where (r,i) = ((r1,4:), ..., (rq,%4)), and similar for (s,j). To evaluate ([IX), we decompose [1,%!]?¢ into

the union of the sets {4, x A, }, which form a partition almost everywhere. Since 14, (r,1) is nonzero
only if 751y < -+ < 71y(q) and (iga1),...,90(g)) = (1,...,q), and similar for 14, (s, j), it follows that we
integrate only over the diagonal sets, that is, when o = ¢’. Hence, ([I8)) can be integrated as a sum of
q! equal terms, and we have

q q
E [Xk(t)ﬂ — OH / (7“(15(1)7‘1H H |r; — si|2H*2 dri dsy...drq dsgq, (19)
A

i=1
where the integral is over the set
A:{1§r1<-~-<rq§kt, 1§51<~-~<sq§kt}.

Integrating over r1, s1, we have by L’Hopital,

q—1 g—1
o —qH H-— H-—
Jim Tog k /[1,kt]2(TqSQ) Hp, — s |22 /A' R(r2, s2) g lri — s:i|*1 72 dry dso ... dr, ds,
kt q—1
= lim tktozgfl/ (qut)_qH(kt — Tq)2H_2/ R(ra, s2) H |r; — Si|2H_2 dry dsg...dsq_1 drg,
k—o0 1 ’

=2

where the set A/ = {1 <71y < -+ <71y, 1 <59 <+ <551 <k} (A is empty if ¢ = 2). Using the
change of variable 7; = kxz;, s; = k'y;, this may be written

1 qg—1
lim tad ! /1 x (1 - xq)2H_2/ R(x2,y2) H lzi — yi?7% dwa dys .. . dyg—1 dzy  (20)
M

k— o0 1 X
Kt 1=2
1 q—1
— ta%{_l / x;qH(l — xq)QHfz/ R(z2,y2) H |x; — yi|2H*2 dxe dys .. .dyg—1 dxg,
0 M i=2

where M is as in ([[4) for ¢ > 2, and we have ([3) if ¢ = 2. To show (I3)) and (I4) are convergent, we
use properties (R.1) and (R.2), so that

1 1
02 = aH/ 21— 2?22 R(1,2) do < claH/ (1 —2)?P72 dr < 0
0 0

and for ¢ > 2
1

1
op < aH/ 2 (1= 2P R(1, )" My < c‘lz_laH/ x, (1 = 2g)*" 2 dy < 0.
0 0

This concludes the proof. O



Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < 71 <t. For each q > 2,

lim E[X;(t) Xk ()] = 037’;
k— oo

and consequently limy oo E[X ()X (t)] = 02(s A t) for all 0 < s,t < 00
Proof.

E [ Xk () Xk (7)] = E[(Xk(t) — Xi(7) + Xi(7)) Xie(7)]

= IO;kE [(th — Ykr)Ykr] +E [Xk(T)ﬂ ,

where E [X;(7)?] = 027 by Lemma 3.3. Note that Y

— Y = 69 (fkt) — 01 (fkr), where, recalling the
notation of ([T,
- . 1 1 .
5q(fkt)—6q(fk7):/ — 14, (s.0) 0B, — 14, (s.1) 6B,
[1,kt]2a q'S( ) [1,k7]2a q's( )
5(q) 5(2) 5(q) 5(2)
(q 1 (@) (1) (q 1) (@)
/ / / 'qu 535(1) 0Bl ) 0Bl / / / 'qu 0B 0Bl 6Bl
S(a) S(2)
q 1) (@)
L o o

Hence, we can write Yyt — Yy = 5‘1(fAk), where

fak = q'qu 1o Yr<s <ty = fkr Lipr<s <k} (21)
(@)
With this notation, it follows that

1 q! ~ s
E[(Yi — Yir )Vir] = —— .
g p B[V = Yi)Wirl = o (s i)

H®a

q
__%H —qH : . 2H -2
~ qllogk /[1)]Ct]2q (T(q)s(q)) 1y, (r, 1)1A1(SvJ)1{1§S<q>S’CTS%)SW} e:l_[1 re — s ds dr.
As in Lemma 3.3, we decompose [1, £/]?¢ into the union of the sets {A, x A, }. Since 14, (r, 1) is nonzero
only if To1) <" < To(q) and (ig(l), ..

vig(q)) = (1,...,q), and similar for 14, (s,j), it follows that we
integrate only over the diagonal sets, that is, when o = ¢’. Hence, we have ¢! equal terms of the form

q
P logk /T / /1 oz (rgsq) 1{r1<---<rq}1{sl<---<sq} ezl_[l |re — Sg|2H72dS dr. (22)
y (R.1) and (R.2), for each r¢ < 74, s¢ < 54, we have the estimate

Ty S
aH/ / Iree—1y = Se—1) | 2 dre—1y dsqe—1)

@) (S
aH/ / Ir — s =2dr ds = R(ry), 5(q)) < c1(rgsq)™. (23)
0 0

IN
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It follows that

1 kT _ _
@E[(th Yir ) Yir] < ng/ / (rgsq)” (rq,sq)q 1|7°q—sq|2H 2drq dsq

kT
s log k /T /1 (rq5q) 2 R(rq, 89)[rq — 54|~ 2dry ds,.

Using the change-of-variable s, = k"2, 74 = K"y, this is bounded by

kTT el
—2H __N2H-2
o[ [ e RG22 ay,

Using (R.3), we obtain the estimate,

S |
—2H 2H—2 1-2H, —1 2H -2
— - dz d
10g/€/1 /O(y (y —x) + a7y Ny — 2)?7 %) da dy,

KT el Bt
/ / y—QH( )2H 2d(E dy < / —2H / 2H 2d(E dy 4 / (y _ 1)—2dy
1 0 2

SC/ 1dy+0/ “2dy < oo,
1 1

kT 2 y BT
/ / SLpl=2H () )2H-2g, gy S/ y—l/ 212H (y — 1) 2H 2y dy+/ (y — 1)2H-34y
1 0 2

2 [eS)
< C’/ vy tdy +/ 3 dy < 0.
1 1

Hence, this term vanishes and Lemma 3.4 is proved. o

where

3.2 Conditions for weak convergence of {X(t)}

In the next two lemmas we verify additional properties of {X(¢)}. In Lemma 3.5 we check condition
(iv) of Theorem 2.3, and Lemma 3.6 is a tightness result.

Lemma 3.5. Fiz g > 2 and t > 0. For each integer 1 <p <q—1,
Jim (log k) || fie @p fie o2 = 0.

Proof. Let 1 < p < q— 1. To compute the p'" contraction of fj:, we use (@ap.

rs rs ap — . . p —
it @p frt = ﬁ /[1 o (r()S()) 14, (r,1)14, (s, ) H lre — se|* 7 2dry dsy .. .dry, ds,.  (24)
: Sl i =1

Using (24]), we want to compute

it ®p frellferia-rn = <fkt ®p frts [rt @p fkt>

H®2(p—q)
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O‘%(II ro —aH 4 E , J\2H—2
@) /[th]z;q (T(q)s(q)T(q)S(q)) (1a,) };[1 (Iri = sillri = sil)
q
X H (|rs — ril|si — 5;|)2H_2 dr ds dr'ds’. (25)
i=p+1

As in the proof of Lemma 3.3, we view integration over the set [1,k!]*¢ as a sum of integrals over
various cases corresponding to the orderings of the real variables r1,...,7, (as in Lemma 3.3, the
variables s, 1, s’ must follow the same ordering). Up to permutation of indices, each integral term has
the form

2q p q
itz [ asartosta)™ TLn =l =)™ T[ (rs=ril lse = st dr ds i’
¢)Jg i=1 i=p+1

(26)
where G = {1 Sray << < k. .51< Sl(l) << Sl(q) < kt}. To evaluate (26]), there are two

cases to consider. The first case is if r(q) € {r1,...,7,}, that is, (26) contains the terms [r) —sy, |rEq) -
s’(q)|. In this case, using (23] we can bound (28] by

2 —
(6574 q—p

—gH p—1
@) /[1 kt]4(r(‘1)S(Q)TEq)S/(q)) W (R(rig) 5@ Ry 5(0) (Bl 1) Rl 5(0)

% (I = sl Ity = s(gl) drg dsi drf,y dsiy,

<C (rsr's )\ 2HR(r, ") R(s,s') (jr — s| |r' — 5'|)2H_2 dr ds dr' ds’, (27)
[1,kt]4

where we used (R.2) in the last estimate. The second case is the complement, that is, r(4) € {rpt1,--37g}s
so that (26)) contains the terms |r() — 1, | |S(q) — 5, |- If this is the case, then (20) is bounded by

O‘%I 1o Yyl (p R(r ’ P R " \R / a-p-1
@7 "0 @0 %0) (R s) Ry s0)) (Rt Riswsla))

2H-2

X (|T(q) - S(q)| |TEq) - S/(q)|) d?"(q) dS(q) d’l”zq) dS/(q)
< C'/ (rsr's ) “2HR(r,s) R(r',s') (jr —1'| |s — s/|)2H72 dr ds dr’ ds'. (28)
[1,k*]4
The result then follows by a change of variable and applying Lemma 4.1 to (7)) and (28])). O

Lemma 3.6. There is a constant 0 < C' < oo such that for each k > 2 and any 0 < 7 < t < 0o we have
E [|Xk(t) — Xe(r)|*] < C(t —7)%

Proof. Based on the hypercontractivity property (@), it is enough to show
E [|Xk(t) — Xi(D))?] < C(t — 7).

Using the notation of (21), we can write

1 e
E [|Xx(t) — Xp(1))?] = @E [|Vie — Yir |°] = Togk <fAk, fAk>ﬁ®q
= —at}l / (7‘( )S( ))_qH 1A (I‘ l)lA (S j)l{kr<7« s(q) <kt} f[ |'f'é - 5€|2H_2ds dr.
q'logk [1,k¢]2a q q 1\ 1\ <rg) (@) < H
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In the same manner as (22)), this can be decomposed into a sum of ¢! equal terms of the form

q
—gH _
Q'logk / / /[1 kt]2a—2 (rqsq) ™ Lnsogrplions <s) II Ire — s¢[*"ds dr.
T N t]12q9—

=1

Similar to Lemma 3.5, we use (23]) and a change-of-variable to obtain
log k / / (rqsq) ™ R(rq, 5¢)7  rg — 5427 2dry dsg

¢ —2H 2H-2
= — dr dy.
~ logk /kr—t /kH(Iy) R(z,y)le —y| T dy

Without loss of generality, assume x < y. By (R.3), we have the estimate

¢ ! ! —2H 2H—-2 9 ' Y —2H 2H—-2
X R - dr dy = —— R xr — dx d
1 k /krft /krft( y) (I5y)|x y| y 1 k /kT . /kT?t(Iy) (I5y)| y| y

/ / 2H 2H 2+JJ1 2Hy l(y—$)2H_2d£L' dy
kTt

/ y~2H2H-1 =1 gy < Ot — 7).
kTt

This concludes the proof. O

1

IN

1og k

log k

3.3 Proof of Theorem 3.2

Fix integers ¢ > 2 and d > 1, and choose a set of times 0 < ¢; < --- < t4. Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4
show that the random vector sequence {(Xy(t1),...,Xk(tq4)),k > 1} meets the covariance conditions
of Theorem 2.3. Moreover, Lemma 3.5 verifies condltlon (iv) of Theorem 2.3. Therefore, we conclude
that as k — oo,

(Xk(t1), ..., Xk(ta)) N (X(t1),...,X(ta)), (29)

where each X (t;) has distribution ./\/(O o2t;), and E[X (t;) X ()] = 02 (t; Atg) for all 1 < i,k <d. By
Lemma 3.6, the sequence {Xj(¢)} is tlght hence it follows from (29)) that the sequence converges in
the sense of finite-dimensional distributions, and we conclude that the family { X (¢),t > 0} converges

in distribution to the process {X (t),t > 0} £ {oqWi,t > 0}, where W, is a standard Brownian motion.
This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.2.

3.4 Rate of convergence

Let ¢ > 0 be fixed. By Theorem 3.2, it follows that the sequence {X(t),k > 1} converges in distribution
to a random variable N(t), where N(t) ~ N(0,02t). Recent work by Nourdin and Peccati [4] has
produced a stronger form of the Fourth Moment Theorem for the 1-dimensional case, that is, that the
conditions of the Fourth Moment Theorem also imply convergence in the sense of total variation (as
well as other metrics - see Theorem 5.2.6). The result below follows from Corollary 5.2.10 of [4].

Proposition 3.7. Lett > 0. Then for sufficiently large k, there is a constant 0 < C < oo such that
c
Viogk’

where dry (-, -) is total variation distance. Hence X (t) converges as k — oo to Gaussian in the sense
of total variation.

drv (Xk(t), N(t)) <
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Proof. The result follows from an estimate in [4] (Cor. 5.2.10):

E [Xi(1)*] - 3E [Xk(1)?)" | 2|E [Xk(t)?] — ogt|
3E [ X (1)2] E [ Xy (t)?] Vo2t

To simplify notation, we will assume ¢t = 1. To help interpret this estimate, the following identity is
computed in [4] (see Lemma 5.2.4):

drv (Xk(t), N(t) < 2\/ (30)

3 q—1 q 4 .
E[X,(1)4] - 3E[X,(1)%] = — 2 pp!2<> 2q — 20)!|| fx @p frll2 ez - 31
000 =98 [ = o 3t () @ 20MA By il (2D
From Lemma 3.5, we know (log k)~2|| fx QN@,, ka%@Q(q,p) — 0 at a rate C/log k, hence it follows the first

term of (B0) is of order C(logk)~z. The second term depends on the covergence rate of (IJ). In the
proof of Lemma 3.3, convergence follows from a limit of the form E [Y,f] /log k. By L’Hoépital’s rule, it
follows the rate of convergence has the form C/logk, hence the first term controls. O

4 A technical lemma

Lemma4.1. FizT > 0. Let 1/2 < H < 1, and for nonnegative z,y, let R(z,y) = & (x*# + y?# — |z — y|?H).
Then there is a constant 0 < K < oo such that

/ (zyuv) "2 R(z,y) R(u,v)|z — ul* 2|y — v|* ~2dz dy du dv < K logT.
A 1)4

Proof. In the following computations, we will obtain estimates based on the order of integration. Due to
the symmetries of the integral, it is enough to consider four distinct cases. We will make frequent use of
(R.3), and for a second estimate, note that for < y < u we can write (u—x)?# =2 < (u—y)~*(y—2)5,
where a, 5 > 0 satisfy a + =2 — 2H.

Case 1: x <y <u < v We can write

1 v u y

/ / (uv)’zHR(u,v)/ y (v - y)zH’Q/ e Rz, y)(u — 2)*" 72 da dy du dv
1 1 1
T T T

1

T

1 v u Y
gc/ / (uv)‘wR(u,v)/ y‘QH(v—y)w‘z(u—y)‘“/ (y—a) P+ 22y — )P de . dv
1y ; ;

T

1 v u
< C’/ / (uv) 2" R(u,v) (v — u)fo‘/ y 72 By — )P dy du do
T/ T
1

< C/:/ (uv) 22 R(u,v) (v — u)"u™? du dv

IN

1 v
C’/ v_2H/ u (v —u)” (T + w7 du dv
1 1

1
T T

IN

1
C’/ v ldv < KlogT.
1

T
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Case 2: x < y < v < u For this case, we use constants «, 8 > 0 such that a« + § = 2H — 2, and
~,9 > 0 such that v+ = «a.

/, 1 , 2w [ [ R

1 u U
<c / / (uv) ! R(u, v) / Y2y yRH2

1 u u
< C/ / (uv) "2H R(u, v)(u — v)_"y/ y 7By — ) 279 dy dv du

T

)72 dx dy dv du

y)~* dy dv du

T

1 u
< C'/ u_zH/ p 2H=h=0 (0* + o) (uw— )77 dv du
1 1

T T

1
SC’/ u ' < KlogT.
1

T

Case 3: x <u<y<w

Yy U
/ / yv)2H( y)2H_2/ _2HR(u7v)/ 2 " R(z,y)(u —2)*" 72 dx du dy dv
1 1
T
—|—u’02H71) (U2H71 +y2H71) du d’y dv

< C/ / yv 2H y)2H72 /y —2H (UQH

<C/ / yv —2H ’U—y)QH 2/ ( 2H—1 +y2H—l +U2H_1 +u1_2H(Uy)2H 1) du dy dv
< C/ / (yv)—QH(v_y)QH—2 (y2H—|—y’U2H_1) dy dv
1 JL

1
SC/ vt dv < KlogT.
1

T

Case f: x<v<u<y

1 Yy u v
/ / (uy)_2H/ v 2H R(u,v)(y — ’U)QH_2/ e R(z,y)(u — 2)*7 72 dx dv du dy
T T T
+zy?H ) (v - )P dx dv du dy

<of [ [ 0Py [

T
1 y u
< C/ / uy —2H(y _u)—a/ ,U—2H (,UQH +’UU2H_1) (u _,U)—a—B (,Ul—,B +’U2 2H ,By2H 1) dv du dy
1

T

T

T T
1 ry

<o [ ) (P )y
+i

1
< C/ y72H (ylfafﬁ +y2H71) dt

1
T

1
§C/ y~'dy < KlogT.

1

T
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