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Abstract

We study the limit law of a vector made up of normalized sums of functions of long-range depen-
dent stationary Gaussian series. Depending on the memory parameter of the Gaussian series and on the
Hermite ranks of the functions, the resulting limit law may be (a) a multivariate Gaussian process involv-
ing dependent Brownian motion marginals, or (b) a multivariate process involving dependent Hermite
processes as marginals, or (c) a combination. We treat cases (a), (b) in general and case (c) when the
Hermite components involve ranks 1 and 2. We include a conjecture about case (c) when the Hermite
ranks are arbitrary.

1 Introduction

A stationary time series displays long-range dependence if its auto-covariance decays slowly or if its spectral
density diverges around the zero frequency. When there is long-range dependence, the asymptotic limits
of various estimators are often either Brownian Motion or a Hermite process. The most common Hermite
processes are fractional Brownian motion (Hermite process of order 1) and the Rosenblatt process (Hermite
process of order 2), but there are Hermite processes of any order. Fractional Brownian motion is the only
Gaussian Hermite process.

Most existing limit theorems involve univariate convergence, that is, convergence to a single limit process,
for example, Brownian motion or a Hermite process ([3 5l 24]). In time series analysis, however, one often
needs joint convergence, that is, convergence to a vector of processes. This is because one often needs to
consider different statistics of the process jointly. See, for example, [11] 22]. We establish a number of results
involving joint convergence, and conclude with a conjecture.

Our setup is as follows. Suppose {X,} is a stationary Gaussian series with mean 0, variance 1 and

regularly varying auto-covariance
~(n) = L(n)n** (1)

where 0 < d < 1/2, and L is a slowly varying function at infinity. This is often referred to “long-range
dependence” (LRD) or “long memory” in the literature, and d is called the memory parameter. The higher
d, the stronger the dependence. The slow decay () of vy(n) yields

S ) = .

n=—oo
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The case where
oo

Y ()l <o,

n=—oo

is often referred to “short-range dependence” (SRD) or “short memory”. See [I}[6] [8] for more details about
these notions.

We are interested in the limit behavior of the finite-dimensional distributions (f.d.d.) of the following
vector as N — oo:

[Nt]
1
V(t) = (G(x0) —EG; (X)) , 2
w0 = | 1 2 (6060 ~265(x) )
n=1 J=1,..., J
where G;, j = 1,...,J are nonlinear functions, ¢ > 0 is the time variable, and A;(N)’s are appropriate

normalizations which make the variance of each component at ¢ = 1 tend to 1. Observe that the same
sequence {X,} is involved in each component of Vy, in contrast to [9] who consider the case J = 2 and
{(Xn,Y,)} is a bivariate Gaussian vector series.
Note also that convergence in f.d.d. implies that our results continue to hold if one replaces the single
time variable ¢ in (2]) with a vector (¢1,...,t;) which would make V(¢1,...,ts) a random field.
Depending on the memory parameter of the Gaussian series and on the Hermite ranks of the functions
Hermite ranks are defined in Section [2), the resulting limit law for (@) may be:

(
(a) a multivariate Gaussian process with dependent Brownian motion marginals,
(b) or a multivariate process with dependent Hermite processes as marginals,

(c) or a combination.

We treat cases (a), (b) in general and case (c) when the Hermite components involve ranks 1 and 2 only. To
address case (c), we apply a recent asymptotic independence theorem of Nourdin and Rosinski [16] of Wiener-
Itd integral vectors. We include a conjecture about case (¢) when the Hermite ranks are arbitrary. We also
prove that the Hermite processes in the limit are dependent on each other. Thus, in particular, fractional
Brownian motion and the Rosenblatt process in the limit are dependent processes even though they are
uncorrelated. Although our results are formulated in terms of convergence of f.d.d. , under some additional
assumption, they extend to weak convergence in D[0, 1]”(J-dimensional product space where D[0,1] is the
space of Cadlag functions on [0, 1] with the uniform metric), as noted in Theorem at the end of Section
Bl

The paper is structured as follows. We review the univariate results in Section2l In Section[B] we state the
corresponding multivariate results. Section Hl contains the proofs of the theorems in Section [3l Appendix [Al
shows that the different representations of the Hermite processes are also equivalent in a multivariate setting.
Appendix Blrefers to the results of [I6] and concerns asymptotic independence of Wiener-It6 integral vectors.

2 Review of the univariate results

We review first results involving ) when J = 1 in ([@). Assume that G belongs to L2(¢), the set of
square-integrable functions with respect to the standard Gaussian measure ¢. This Hilbert space L?(¢) has
a complete orthogonal basis { Hy, (%) }m>0, where H,, is the Hermite polynomial defined as

(o) = 1o (5 ) e ().

([T4], Chapter 1.4). Therefore, every function G € L?(¢) admits the following type of expansion:

G = Z gmHm7 (3)

m>0



where g, = (m!)™! [ G(2)Hp (2)do(z).

Since Ho(z) = 1 and since we always center the series {G(X,,)} by subtracting its mean in (2], we may
always assume go = EG(X,,) = 0. The smallest index k& > 1 for which gi # 0 in the expansion () is called
the Hermite rank of G.

Since {X,,} is a stationary Gaussian series, it has the following spectral representation

X, = /R T AW (), (4)

where W is the complex Hermitian (W (A4) = W(—A)) Gaussian random measure specified by EW (A)W (B) =
F(AnN B). The measure F is called the spectral distribution of {X,}, is also called the control measure of
W, and is defined by (n) = EX, X = [, e"“dF(z) (See [12], Chapter 3.2).

Multiple Wiener-It6 integrals ([13])

"

In(K) = - K(z1,...,Zm)dW(x1)...dW(zy) (5)

where [o,. |K(x1,...,2n)[?dF(21)...dF(zmy) < 0o, play an important role because of the following connec-
tion between Hermite polynomials and multiple Wiener-It6 integrals ([I4] Theorem 2.7.7):

"
H,(X,) = / e @t T m) qW (1) AW (), (6)

where the double prime ” indicates that one doesn’t integrate on the hyper-diagonals z; = +xy, j # k.

Throughout this paper, I,,(.) denotes a m-tuple Wiener-It6 integral of the type in (&]).
We now recall some well-known univariate results:

Theorem 2.1. (SRD Case.) Suppose the memory parameter d and the Hermite rank k > 1 of G satisfy

1 1
d< =(1--=).
0< <2( k)
Then
1 ol f.d.d
—_— G(X,) — B(t),
A 2 G " Bl

1

3
Il

where B(t) is a standard Brownian Motion, “ """ denotes convergence in finite-dimensional distributions

along the time variable t > 0, A(N) oc N'/2 is a normalization factor such that

-

N

. 1
ngnoo Var <m nz G(Xn)> =1

=1

Remark 2.2. It can indeed be shown that in the setting of Theorem m,

N
Var (Z G(Xn)> ~ 2N, (7)

where - -
ot = gam! Y A(n)" (8)
m=k n=—oo

Recall that the g,,’s are the coefficients of the Hermite expansion of G, and <y is the auto-covariance function
of {X,}.



Remark 2.3. The condition 0 < d < 3(1—1) can be replaced with a weaker condition Y>> |y(n)[* < oo
or equivalently > 07 |ya(n)| < oo, where v (n) is the auto-covariance function of {G(X,,)}. See Theorem
461 8. fd=23(1-1)butas N = oo, X0 y(m)* = SNy n Y L(n)[F =: L*(N) — oo is slowly
varying, then one still gets convergence to Brownian motion (Theorem 1’ of [3]), but with the normalization
A(N) x (/NL*(N))l/Q. For example, if the slowly varying function in () is L(n) ~ ¢ > 0, then A(N)
(NInN)1/2,

The original proof of Theorem [2.1 ([B]) was done by a method of moments using the so-called diagram
formulas ([I8]), which provide explicit ways to compute the cumulants of Hermite polynomials of Gaussian
random variable. Recently, a remarkable technique for establishing central limit theorems of multiple Wiener-
Itd integral was found by [I7, 19], whereby in the multiple Wiener-Ito integral setting, convergence of
the fourth moment, or some equivalent easier-to-check condition, implies directly the Gaussian limit. See
Theorem 7.2.4 in [14] for a proof in the case ¢t = 1.

Theorem 2.4. (LRD Case.) Suppose that the memory parameter d and the Hermite rank k > 1 of G
satisfy

1 1
—(1- E) <d< 3
Then
1 fodd (k) ()
.d.d. L t
A(N) ngl G(Xn> Zd (t) L Ik(fkyd)v

n=1
and s tn)
(t) B e’L T1T...TTk _1 —d —d
Tlyeoo Tp) =bpg—————|x oz ,
fr.a(@1 k) k’dz(:vl+...+:vk)| 1 ||
where

b ((k(d— 1/2) + 1) (2k(d — 1/2) + 1))1/2
k.d = ; k
k! (2T (1 — 2d) sin(dn))

is the normalization constant to guarantee unit variance for Z®(1).

For a proof, see [5] and [21]. The process Zék)(t) appearing in the limit is called a Hermite process.
Remark 2.5. It can indeed be shown that in the setting of Theorem m,

N
Var <Z G(Xn)> = Lg(N)N?dct1 (9)
n=1

for some slowly varying function Lg(N) o< L(N)* and dg = (d — 1/2)k + 1/2 (see e.g. (3.3.8) in [§]). Since
d < 1/2, increasing the Hermite rank k decreases the memory parameter d¢, hence decreases the dependence.
Note that if k¥ > 2, then the variance growth of {G(X,,)} in (@) is slower than the variance growth of {X,,},
Var(zgzl X,) = Lo(N)N?¥+1 for some slowly varying function L, but is always faster than the variance
growth 02N in the SRD case in (7).

The process Zc(ll)(t), t > 0 is a Gaussian process called fractional Brownian motion, and Zc(lz)(t)7 t>0is

a non-Gaussian process called Rosenblatt process. The Hermite processes Z C(lk)(t) are all so-called self-similar
processes ([1]).



3 Multivariate convergence results

Our aim is to study the limit of (), and in particular, to extend Theorem 2.1 (SRD) and Theorem 2.4
(LRD) to a multivariate setting.

Suppose that for each j = 1,...,J, the function the functions G; in () belongs to L?(¢), has Hermite
rank k; and admits Hermite expansion Z;’::kj Gm,;Hm (see @)).

We start with the pure SRD case where every component {G;(X,)} of V(¢) in (2) is SRD.

Theorem 3.1. (Pure SRD Case.) If the memory parameter d is small enough so that all {G;(X,)}, 7 =
1,...,J are SRD, that is,

d<—(1—kij),j=1, A
then in (2)
Vi (t) 224 B(1)
as N — oo, where the normalization A;(N) N2 is such that for j=1,...,J,

. 1
ngnoo Var <Aj(N) nz Gj(Xn)> =1 (10)

=1

Here B(t) = (Bi(t),...,Bs(t)) is a multivariate Gaussian process with standard Brownian motions as
marginals, and where the cross-covariance between two components is

Cov (Bj, (t1), Bjy (t2)) = lim Cov(Vivj, (t1), Viv, 52 (t2))

o0 o0
= (t1 A t2) — Z Grm,j1 Gm,j ! Z y(n)™ (11)
0]10J2 m:kjl\/kj2 n=-—oo
where
oo oo
O'J2- = Z gfnyjm! Z y(n)™. (12)
m:kj n=—oo

This theorem is proved in Section [4.11

Example 3.2. Assume that the auto-covariance function y(n) ~ n2?~! as n — co. Let J = 2, Gy(z) =
aHy(x) + bH3(z) = bx3 + az® — 3bx — a, Ga(x) = cHs(x) = ca® — 3cxr and 0 < d < 1/4. Then in ([[2),
of =2a* 3007 A(n)? + 602307 v(n)?, 0F = 62300 y(n)?, and

1 [Nt] 1 [Nt] rdd

N2 (X2 1), N2 Z(Xf; —3Xn) | = (01Bi(t),02B2(1)) ,
n=1 n=1

where the Brownian motions By and B> have the covariance structure:

. t1 N to > 3
Cov (Bl (tl),Bg(tg)) =6b o100 n;m’y(n) .

B; and Bs are independent when b = 0.
Next we consider the case where every component {G;(X,)} of Vx(¢) in (2) is LRD.

Theorem 3.3. (Pure LRD Case.) If the memory parameter d is large enough so that all G;(X,,),j =
1,...,J are LRD, that is,



then in (2),
Vi () 28 2 = (1 U Do (D), (13)

where the normalization A;(N) oc N1TA=1/2ki [(N)ki/2 s such that for j =1,...,J,

. 1 O
Jim_Var (Aj(zv) ;Gj(xn)> =1 (14)

Each component of ZX(t) := (Za(lkl)(t), . .,Zlgk‘])(t)) is a standard Hermite process, and I(.) denotes k-

tuple Wiener-Ité integral with respect to a common complexr Hermitian Gaussian random measure W with
Lebesgue control measure, and

t) eit(I1+~~~+$k) -1

kﬁd(;vl,...,xk) = bk,d ’L(

—d —d
T T , 15
4. .. Ik)| 1| | kl ( )

where by q4’s are the same normalization constants as in Theorem .

This theorem is proved in Section (4.2

Example 3.4. Assume that auto-covariance function y(n) ~ n?¢=1 asn — co. Let J = 2, G1(z) = Hy(z) =
x, Go(r) = Ha(x) =22 —1,1/4 < d < 1/2, then

Ve (Ve
_ b 1 2 qy | Fdd ! (1) 1 (2)
N 2 Ko 2 (X - 1) | (d(2d+1)Zd O a2 ©)

n=1

where the standard fractional Brownian motion Z C(ll)(t) and standard Rosenblatt process Z C(lz)(t) share the
same random measure in the Wiener-It6 integral representation. The components Zc(ll) and Zc(lz) are uncor-

related but dependent as stated below.

In Theorem (3.3, the marginal Hermite processes Zékl)(t) = Ikl(flg?d), . .,Zék")(t) = I, (f,g?d) are
dependent on each other. To prove this, we use a different representation of the Hermite process, namely,
the positive half-axis representation given in ([43]).

Proposition 3.5. The marginal Hermite processes Zc(lkl)7 ceey Zc(lk") involved in Theorem[3.3 are dependent.

Proof. From [25], we have the following criterion for the independence of multiple Wiener-Itd integrals:
suppose that symmetric g; € L*(R%) and go € L*(R%). Then I,(g1) and I;(g2) (p,q > 1) are independent
if and only if

g1 ®1 g2 = /R g1(z1, .., Tp_1,u)g2(Xp, - - ., Tpyg—2, w)du = 0 in LQ(RTF‘Z_Q).
+

We shall apply this criterion to the positive half-axis integral representation (@3] of Hermite processes (see
also [21]):

’ t k
Z((ik) (t) = Ck,dIk (gl(cf)d(‘rh ce ,J:k)) = Ck,d /k / H J:j_d(l — sxj)’_f__lds dB(iL‘l) ce dB(iL‘k),
RY 0 -_

where B is Brownian motion, the prime ’ indicates the exclusion of diagonal z; = zx,j # k and cg 4 is

some normalization constant. In fact, for a vector made up of Hermite processes sharing the same random
measure in their Wiener-1t6 integral representation, the joint distribution does not change when switching
from one representation of Hermite process to another. See Appendix [Al



One can then see (let t =1 and thus gi q := gk 4 ) for simplicity) that for all (z1,...,Zptq—2) € Rﬂ+q_2:

(gp,d @1 Yq, a)(T1,. ., Ierqf?)
1p-1 1ptg—2
/ / — sz;) 4 u? u)4™ 1ds/ U1 —s2) T a1 - su)lds | du >0
Ry
because every term involved in the integrand is positive. O

Theorem [3.1] and Theorem [3.3 describe the convergence of Vy(t) in (@) when the {Gi(Xp)},d=1,...,J
are all purely SRD or purely LRD. However, when the components in 'V (t) are mixed, that is, some of
them are SRD and some of them are LRD, it is not immediately clear what the limit behavior is and also
what the inter-dependence structure between the SRD and LRD limit components is. We show that the
SRD part and LRD part are asymptotically independent so that one could join the limits of Theorem .1
and Theorem [3.9 together, in the case when the G;’s in the LRD part only involve the 2 lowest Hermite
ranks, namely, k = 1 or k = 2. This is stated in the next theorem where the letter “S” refers to the SRD
part and “L” to the LRD part.

Theorem 3.6. (Special SRD and LRD Mixed Case.) Separate the SRD and LRD parts of Vy(t) in
(@), that is, let Vi (t) = (Sn(t),Ln(t)), where

[N¢] [N¢]
t) = 1
SN( ) AIS ZGlS AJS) ZG]SS I ( 6)
[Nt] [Nt]
Ly(t) = G G 17
N( ) Al L Z 1, L AJL, Z Jr,L ) ( )
where G s has Hermite rank kj s, and G; 1 has Hermite rank kj 1, Aj g o< NY2 and
Ajr NHA=Y2ki L [ (NYR.2/2 gre the correct mormalization factors such that for j = 1,...,Js and
j=1,...,JL respectively,
R R
A}gnoo Var (m s Gj,S(Xn)> = 1, ]\}gnoo Var (m s Gj,L(Xn)> =1. (18)
In addition,
1 1 1 1 . .
—(1—- )<d< -(1- ) foralljs=1,....Js, jr=1,...,JL, (19)
20 iz 20 kjss

where we allow arbitrary values for kj g but only k;jr, =1 or 2. (Condition (I9) makes all {G;s(X,)} SRD
and all {G; (X))} LRD.)
Then we have fdd
.d.d. k
(Sw (1), L (1) == (B(1), 24 (1)), (20)
where the multivariate Gaussian process B(t) is given in (1) and the multivariate standard Hermite process
ZglkL)(t) is given in [33). Moreover, the vectors B(t) and ZglkL)(t) are independent.

This theorem is proved in Section Observe that while B(¢) is made up of correlated Brownian

motions, it follows from Theorem [3.d that if Z((ik) (t) contains fractional Brownian motion as a component,
then the fractional Brownian motion will be independent of any Brownian motion component of B(t).
We conjecture the following:

Conjecture 3.7. Theorem [3.4 holds without the restriction that kjr bel or2.



Example 3.8. Assume that the auto-covariance function y(n) ~ n??=! as n — oco. Let J = 2, Gy(z) =
Hy(x) = 2® — 1, Go(x) = H3(z) = 23 — 32, 1/4 < d < 1/3, then 6> =6 >_ - (n)? and

n=—oo
e | v o L
Nod Z(Xz —-1), N2 Z(Xs -3X,) | — (mZd (t),aB(t)) .
n=1 n=1

where the standard Rosenblatt process Z C(lz)(t) and the standard Brownian motion B(t) are independent.

The proof of Theorem [3.d is based a recent result in [16] which characterizes the asymptotic moment-
independence of series of multiple Wiener-It6 integral vectors. We also note that in Proposition 5.3 (2) of
[16] , a special case of Theorem @ with Jg = J;, = 1 and LRD part involving Hermite rank ky ; = 2
is treated. To go from moment-independence to independence, however, requires moment-determinancy of
the limit, which we know holds when the Hermite rank k£ = 1,2, that is, in the Gaussian and Rosenblatt
cases. If some other Hermite distribution (marginal distribution of Hermite process) Z;k) (k > 3) is moment-
determinate, then we will allow k; 7 = k£ in Theorem [3.4. So to this end, the moment-problem of general
Hermite distributions is of great interest.

Remark 3.9. As mentioned in Remark @, the border case d; = %(1 - kl) often leads to convergence to
Brownian motion as well. In fact, Theorem [3.1] and Theorem [3.6 continue tc; hold if we extend the definition
of SRD to the case whenever the limit is Brownian motion regardless of the normalization.

In Theorem ﬂ, Theorem [3.9 and Theorem [3.6 we stated the results only in terms of convergence in
finite-dimensional distributions, but in fact they hold under weak convergence in D[0,1]7 (J-dimensional
product space where D[0, 1] is the space of Cadlag functions on [0, 1] with the uniform metric). If one can
check that every component of V y(t) is tight, then the vector Vy(t) is tight:

Lemma 3.10. Univariate tightness in D[0, 1] implies multivariate tightness in D[0,1]7.

Proof. Suppose every component X; y (a random element in S = D[0, 1] with uniform metric d) of the
J-dimensional random element Xy is tight, that is, given any e > 0, there exists a compact set K; in DI0, 1],
so that for all N large enough:

P(Xij S Kc) <e€
where K denotes the complement of K;. If K = K; x ... x K, then K is compact in the product space
S7. We can associate S7 with any compatible metric, e.g., for X,Y € S7,

dm(X, Y) = 1%&§J(d(X1,Y1), e ,d(XJ, YJ))

The sequence X is tight on D[0, 1]7 since
J
P(Xy € K9 =P(U/_{X;n € K§}) <) P(X;n € Kf) < Je.
j=1

O

The univariate tightness is shown in [24] for the LRD case. The tightness for the SRD case was considered
in [4] p. 328 and holds under the following additional assumption, that {G(X,)} is SRD, with

D 32N gi| < o0, (21)
k=1

where gy, is the k-th coefficient of Hermite expansion @) of G. Observe that (2]) is a strengthening of the
basic condition: E[G(X()?] = _,_; klg? < co. Hence we have:

Theorem 3.11. Suppose that condition ([Z1l) holds for the short-range dependent components. Then the
convergence in Theorem m, Theorem [3.3 and Theorem[3.4 holds as weak convergence in D[0,1]7.

Condition (2] is satisfied in the important special case where G is a polynomial of finite order.



4 Proofs of the multivariate convergence results

4.1 Proof of Theorem @

We start with a number of lemmas. The first yields the limit covariance structure in (I]).

Lemma 4.1. Assume that ), |y(n)|™ < oo, then as N — oco:

[Ntl Ntz] o0
~ Z > A —n)™ = (i At) D> ()™ (22)
ni=1ngo=1 n=-—oo

Proof. Denote the left-hand side of [22]) by Sy. Let a =t; Ata, and b =t1 V to, and

1 [Na] [Na] Nal] [ND]
Sna = N Z Y(n1 —n2)™, SN2 = N Z Z y(n1 —n2)™,
ni=1ns=1 n1=1ny=[Na]+1

so Sy = Sn,1+ Sn,2. We have as N — oo,

[Na]—1

sviza Y ROl a3 ym)

n1=—[Na]+1 n=-—00

We hence need to show that Sy 2 — 0. Let ¢(n) = vy(n)™, then

[Na]  [Nb]
SN2_NZ > Je(ng —my) ZCNm / fn(w)du,

n1=1ny=[Na]+1 77«1 1

where
[ND] [Nb]—[Na]
N =y lelna—ma)[ = Y |e([Na]+ng—m)],
neo=[Na]+1 na=1
and for u € (0, a),
[Na]

fN(u): = Z CN,nl nllvl)nl)( )
Tll:l
[Nb]—[Na] [Na]

S S JelINa] + o = )Ly g ()

n2:1 n1:1

[Nb—Na]
= > le([Na] = [Nu] = 1 + ny)|.
n2:1
Now observe that fn(u) <> 07 |e(n)| =Y o |7(n)|™ < oo and that [Na] — [Nu] — oo as N — oo .
Applying the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we deduce fy(u) — 0 on (0,a). Applying the Dominated
Convergence Theorem again, we conclude that Sy 2 — 0. O

Now we introduce some notations, setting for G € L?(¢),

[Vi]

Sni(G) = \/% Z G(Xy). (23)
n=1



The Hermite expansion of each G; is
oo

=Y gmiHnm (24)
m=k;

if G; has Hermite rank k;. Since we are in the pure SRD case, we have as in Remark ﬂ, that the auto-
covariance function v(n) of {X,}

oo

Z ly(n)[F < oo, forj=1,...,J.

n=—oo

The following lemma states that it suffices to replace a general G; with a finite linear combination of
Hermite polynomials:

M

Lemma 4.2. If Theorem[3.1 holds with a finite linear combination of Hermite polynomials G; = Zm:kj i Hm

for any M > max;(k;) and any am, ;j, then it also holds for any G; € L*(¢).

Proof. First we obtain an L? bound for Sy (Hy,). By EHp(X)Hp(Y) = m!IE(XY)™ (Proposition 2.2.1 in
[14]), for m > 1,

[Nt] m [Nt]
E(Sn.+(Hy, Z EH,, Hpn(Xn,) = 57 > ylna —ny)™
nl na=1 ni,na=1
[Nt]—1 s
Nt| — |n m m
S %wm <tml S ). (25)
n=1—[Nt] n=-—0o0

Next, fix any € > 0. By (23] and HG||2L2(¢) =35 92ml, for M large enough, one has

00
IE|SN t SN t Z gm_] = IE|SN,1€( Z gm,me)|2
m=M++1
oo
Z ng (Sn.(H Z ki Z gfn’jm! < et.
m=M+4+1 n=—oo m=M+4+1

Therefore, the J-vector

Vi um(t) = <SNt Z gma1Hm), .., Sne( Z Im;H )

m=kj m=ky
satisfies limsupy E||Vy ar(t) — VN (#)|? < Jet, and thus
lim lim sup B[V x as(t) — VN (2)]* = 0.
M N

By assumption, we have as N — oo Vi a(t) fdg Bu(t) = (Bma,---,Bu,g), where the multivariate
Gaussian Bjy(t) has (scaled) Brownian motions as marginals with a covariance structure computed using



Lemma m as follows:

Y M
E(Basgy (1) By (t2)) = Jim B Swn( 3 G ) S D mso i)
e m=kj, m=kj,
M [Nt1] [Nta]
= A}gnoo Z Grmjr Gz M Z Z (n1 —n2)™
m=kj, Vkj, m=1ny=1
M oo
= (t1 Ata) Z I, jr Im.jz M Z 7(n)
m:kjl Vk}jz n=-—00

Furthermore, as M — oo, Bp(t) tends in f.d.d. to B(¢), which is a multivariate Gaussian process with
the following covariance structure:

E(Bj, (t1)Bj,(t2)) = (1 At2) D Gmjgmpm! Y, v(n
m=kj; Vkj, n=-o0

Therefore, applying the triangular argument in [2] Theorem 3.2, we have

V() 224 B(t).

O

The proof of Theorem [3.1 about the pure SRD case relies on [14] Theorem 6.2.3, which says that for
multiple Wiener-It6 integrals, univariate convergence to normal random variables implies joint convergence
to a multivariate normal. We state it as follows:

Lemma 4.3. Let J > 2 and k1, ...,k; be some fized positive integers. Consider vectors
V=N, Vng) = T, (FNa), - D, (FN,))
with fn; in L*(R¥3). Let C be a symmetric non-negative definite matriz such that
E(Vn:VN,;) = C(i, 7).
Then the univariate convergence as N — 0o
Vi, 5 NO0,CG5) j=1,...,J

implies the joint convergence

Vi % N(0,0).

We now prove Theorem 3.1,

Proof. Take time points t1,...,tr, let Vx(¢) be the vector in ([2)) in the context of Theorem ﬂ, with G,
replaced by a finite linear combination of Hermite polynomials (Lemma D) Thus

M
( Z gm 1 Sn,e.(H Z SN 4 (Hm )) : (26)
m=k,
We want to show the joint convergence
(V). Vaitn) 4 (Blt), ... B(t) (27)

11



with B(¢) being the J-dimensional Gaussian process with covariance structure given by ().
By (), and because the term qm e S’ N,t; (Hp) involves the m-th order Hermite polynomial only, we can
represent it as an m-tuple Wiener- Ito 1ntegral:

Im,j
A](N)SNytz( ) (fN1 71])

for some square-integrable function fx . i,;. Now

M M
= (Z In(fNmia)s--n Y Im(fN,m,i,J)) (28)

m:kl m:k,;

To show ([27)), one only needs to show that as N — oo, (Im(fN,m,i,j))m7i)j converges jointly to a multi-
variate normal with the correct covariance structure.

Note by the univariate SRD result, namely, Theorem ﬂ each I (fNn,m,ij) = SNt (H,,) con-
verges to a univariate normal. Therefore, by Lemma m it’s sufficient to show the covarlance structure of
( m(foWJ))m,z',j is consistent with the covariance structure of (B;(t;)):; as N — oo.

Note that A;(N) = o;N'/2 where o; is found in ([[Z). If m; # ma,

9m J s 9m J
EIml (fNﬂn,il,jl )Imz (fNﬂn,inz) e (SNxtil (Hml)SNvtiz (Hmz)) =0.

Oj1 szN
If my = mo = m,

EIm(fN,m,zl,Jl)I (me'Lz J2)

[Ntn] [Ntis)

gmuugmuz
~ ) Him (Xn,)
04,03, N nlzl ngzl " " )

g ; (Nt:,] [Nts,]
_ MGm.ji, m;]2_§: }: (1 — n2)
01032 N

ny= 1n21

tiy At -
= g iy Gmja! Z v(n)™ as N — oo
041032 e —o0
by Lemma [4.1.
Since every component of Vy in (26]) is the sum of multiple Wiener-It6 integrals, it follows that
iy Aty >
EVN7j1 (til)VNJz (tiz) - % Z nglgmdzm! Z ,y(n)m,
J17g2 m=kj, Vkj, n=-o0
which is the covariance in (IIl), where here M is finite due to Lemma [+ O

4.2 Proof of Theorem [3.3
The pure LRD case is proved by extending the proof in [5] to the multivariate case. Set

[Nt

Sna(G ZG

The normalization factor which makes the variance at t = 1 tend to 1 is

Aj(N) = a;L(N)ks/2 Nk (d=1/2) (29)

12



2d—1 and

where the slowly varying function L(N) stems from the auto-covariance function: ~v(n) = L(n)n
where a; is a normalization constant.
The Hermite expansion of each G; is given in [24] The following reduction lemma shows that it suffices to

replace G;’s with corresponding Hermite polynomials.

Lemma 4.4. If the convergence in (I3) holds with gi; jHy, replacing G, then it also holds for G, j =

1,...,dJ.
Proof. By the Cramér-Wold device, we want to show for every (w1, ...,w;) € R7, the following convergence:
J J
Sn(G§) f.dd. k;
Zw] T — ijZ((l )(t).
Jj=1 ( ) Jj=1

Let G7 = gr;+1,jHi;+1 + grj+2,jHi;+2 + - -, then
J J .
SNt gk] jHy;) Sn(G)
PRET TR N T
2w Z} D D oy

By the assumption of this lemma and by the Cramér-Wold device,
J
SN.i(grk;,iHe;) f.dd. (ks
D T Z w; 2, 0)

Hence it suffices to show that for any ¢ > 0,
J
SN +(
Z wj——7—— | —0.

By the elementary inequality: (Z;’Zl z;)2<J Z;-le ,T?, it suffices to show that for each 7,

SN (G5

E (4) — 0.
4;(N)

This is because the variance growth of G (see () and ([{)) is at most L;f([Nt])[Nt](kf"’l)@d_l)+2 for some

slowly varying function L} , while the normalization A;(N)? = a3L;(N)" N ki (2d=1)+2 tends more rapidly

to infinity. O

The following lemma extends Lemma 3 of [5] to the multivariate case. It states that if Lemma 3 of [5]
holds in the univariate case in each component, then it holds in the multivariate joint case.

Lemma 4.5. Let Fy and Fy be symmetric locally finite Borel measures without atoms on R so that Fn — F
weakly. Let Wgy and Wg, be complexr Hermitian Gaussian measures with control measures Fr and Fy
respectively.

Let Ky ; be a series of Hermitian(K(—x) = K (x)) measurable functions of k; wvariables tending to a
continuous function Ko ; uniformly in any compact set in Rk as N — oo.

Moreover, suppose the following uniform integrability type condition holds for every j =1,...,J:

lim sup/ |Kn,j(x)|*Fy(dz1), ..., Fy(dzy,) = 0. (30)
AZoo N JRMI\[-A,41%

Then we have the joint convergence:

(Ilgiv)(KN,l)v.. I( )(KN )) i (I,E?)(Kog),- I( )(KO J)) (31)

where I, IEN)(.) denotes a k-tuple Wiener-1t6 integral with respect to complex Gaussian random measure Wg,,,
N=0,1,2,...

13



Proof. By the Cramér-Wold device, we need to show that for every (wi,...,ws) € R/ as N — oo,

Xy —ZwJ (Knj) % Xoo —ng (Ko;). (32)
7j=1

We show first that (82]) holds when replacing all kernels with simple Hermitian functions g; of the form:
gj(u’17"'7u’kj) = Z Qiy,..., ik ]‘Ail,jX»»»XAzk ](ulv---aukj)v

where A; ;’s are bounded Borel sets in R satisfying Fy(0A; ;) = 0, ay,,...i,. = 0 if any two of iy,... 4, are

equal, and g(u) = g(—u). We claim that

Z wjil gj LY Z wJ (33)

Indeed, since Fiy — Fj weakly and FO([)AW-) =0, we have as N — oc:

EWry (Aij )Wy (Ak1) = Fn(Aij N Agp) = Fo(Aij 0 Akg) = EWE, (Ai j))Wey (Ak),

thus (Wpy (Aid'))ij 4 (W, (A”)) . jointly . Since Z 1 wJI( )(gj) is a polynomial of Wgy (4; ;) and by
Continuous Mapping Theorem, (BZ{I) holds
Next, due to the atomlessness of Fi, the uniform convergence of Ky ; to Ko ; on any compact set, (30)

and the continuity of Ky ;, for any € > 0, there exist simple Hermitian g;’s j =1,...,J as above, such that
for N =0 and N > N(e) (large enough),

/Rkj |Kn,j(21,. .. xn,) — gj(21, ... 2k, PFn (dzy) ... En(day, ) < e (34)
By (34) for every j =1,...,J, we can find a sequence gar,; such that
11 (Ko ) = 1L (gar )22 < 1/M, (35)
M () — 1 (95)llie < /M for N > N(M) (large enough), (36)
hence by (33))
Xo.m _ij Ngnri) S Xoo _ijﬂ (Ko) as M — oo. (37)
j=1

and by (B8),

limlimsup E[ Xy — Xy as/?
M N

2
(N —
= lim lim sup B ;wj N(Kn.;) ijl (9ar5)| =0. (38)
Finally, replacing g; by gar ; in [33]), we have
Xnor 5 Xoar. (39)
Thus 32), namely, X 4 Xo,0, follows now from 7)), (B8) and [@B9) and Theorem 3.2 of [2]. O

We can now prove Theorem B.3:

Proof. Since Lemma [+.5 involves only univariate assumptions and concludes with the desired multivariate
convergence (31]), one needs to treat only the univariate case. This is done in [5]. O

14



4.3 Proof of Theorem [3.6
The following result from [16] will be used:

Theorem 4.6. (Theorem 4.7 in [16].) Consider

Sy = (Ikl,s(fl,s,N), e aIkJS,s(st,S,N)) :

Ly = (Ikl,L(fLL,N)a . '7II€JL,L(fJL,L,N)) ,

where kjg 5 > ki, p forall js=1,...,Jg and jp =1,...,J.

Suppose that as N — 0o, Sy converges in distribution to a multivariate normal law, and Ly converges
in distribution to a multivariate law which has moment-determinate components, then there are independent
random vectors Z and H, such that

(Sx.Ly) % (2,H).
A proof of Theorem [£.d can be found in Appendix [Bl (see Theorem [B.3).
Proof of Theorem[3.8. Using the reduction arguments of Lemma 4.9 and Lemma m, we can replace G g in
[I6) with E%:kj,s 9m.j,sHm, and we can replace G, 1, in (I7) with gx, ;. Hk,, where kj s > k;r =1 or 2

are the corresponding Hermite ranks and g, j,5, gx,,j,z are the corresponding coefficients of their Hermite
expansions.

Fix finite time points ¢;, ¢ = 1..., I, we need to consider the joint convergence of the following vector:
1 & 1
(Sigs,No Lijo,N); s gy 1= 1 s Z Im.js,8SN t; (Hm), A_—LgkijL;LSN7ti(HkL) , (40)
797 m=kyg s " s
whereizl,...,[, jS: 1,...,J5 i = 1,...,JL.
As in the proof of Theorem , using (6)), we express Hermite polynomials as multiple Wiener-Ito
integrals:
M M
Sijs. N = Z Ln(fm.ijs.N), Lij, N = Z L (fmiju,N)s
m:kjs,s m:kjL’L

where finijs,N, fi,j.,N are some symmetric square-integrable functions.

Express the vector in [@0) as (Sy, L), where Sy = (Si js.N)i.js> LN = (Lij. N)i -

By Theorem 13.1, Sy converges in distribution to some multivariate normal distribution, and by The-
orem @, Ly converges to a multivariate distribution with moment-determinate marginals, because by
assumption the limits only involve Hermite rank & = 1 (normal distribution) and k& = 2 (Rosenblatt dis-
tribution). The normal distribution is moment-determinate. The Rosenblatt distribution is also moment-
determinate because it has analytic characteristic function ([23] p.301).

We can now use Theorem ﬁ to conclude the proof. O

A Invariance of joint distribution among different representations
of Hermite process

The Hermite process admits four different representations ([21]):

Let B(.) be the real Gaussian random measure and W(.) be the complex Gaussian random measure, as
defined in Section 6 of [24]. Hp € (1 —1/(2k),1).
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1. Time domain representation:
k ' ! Ho—3/2
Z3$ (1) = arm, :/k / [T(s -2 ~ds | B(day)... B(day) (41)
R 0

2. Spectral domain representation:

z(ml-i- +mk)t_1
ZW ) = / SR V2= Ho W (day) ... W (d 42
O =ben, | S H|J| (do1) ... W () (42)
3. Positive half-axis representation:
Zﬁfg(t):ckﬂo/ k /H VEmHo (1 _ g V073205 | B(day) ... B(day,) (43)
[0,00)

4. Finite interval representation:

!/

k + k
Z3)(t) = di. u, /Mk Hw}/Q’Hf’/O IV T (s — )07 %ds | B(day) ... B(da) — (44)
s j=1 j=1

where ag, my, bk, Hy » Ck, Hy > A, H, are constant coefficients to guarantee that Var(cho) (t)) = 1, given in (1.17)
and (1.18) of [21].
Keep Hy fixed throughout. We will prove the following:

Theorem A.1. The joint distribution of a vector made up of Hermite processes of possibly different orders
k, but sharing the same random measure B(.) or W (.) in their Wiener-Ité integral representations, remains
the same when switching from one of the above representations to another.

The following notations are used to denote Wiener-It6 integrals with respect to B(.) and W (.) respectively:

I(f) := R/k fz1,...,x)dB(z1) ... dB(zk),

I(g) :== /R: glwi, ..y wi)dW(wy) ... dW (wy).

where " indicates that we don’t integrate on z; = x;,7 # j, ” indicates that we don’t integrate on w; = fwj,
1 # 7, [ is a symmetric function and ¢ is an Hermitian function (g(w) = g(—w)).

The next lemma establishes the equality in joint distribution between time domain representation (4Il)
and spectral domain representation (42), which is a multivariate extension of Lemma 6.1 in [24].

Lemma A.2. Suppose that Aj(x1, ..., xx;) is a symmetric function in L2(R%),j=1,...,J. Let [1(:101, ey ;)
be its L%-Fourier transform:

1
Aj(wl,...,wkj)ZW/R exp(i anwn j(@1, . wpy)dey L day.

Then



Proof. The proof is a slight extension of the proof of Lemma 6.1 of [24]. The idea is to use a complete
orthonormal set {¢;,4 > 0} in L?*(R) to represent each A; as an infinite polynomial form of order k; with
respect to v;’s, as is done in (6.3) of [24]. Each Iy;(A;) can be then written in the form of (6.4) of [24],
which is essentially a function of X; := [ ;(z)dB(z),i > 0, denoted

ij (AJ) = Kj (X)v
where X = (Xp, X1,...). Thus
(Ikl (Al)a s aIkJ (A]>) = K(X>a (45)
where the vector function K = (K7, ..., Ky ).

Now, flj can also be written as an infinite polynomial form of order k; with respect to z/;i,i > 0,
where v;(w) = (27)7Y/2 [ ey, (x)dz is the L2-Fourier transform of v, as is done in (6.5) of [24]. Set

Yj := [ i(w)dW (w),i > 0. Then, as in (6.6) of [24], we have
(A ) J(Y)v

J
where K;’s are the same as above, Y = (¥, Y1,...), and thus

(Ikl (A1), I, (AJ)) = K(Y). (46)

By {@3) and ({6, it suffices to show that X 2 Y. This is true because by Parseval’s identity, X and Y
both consist of i.i.d. normal random variables with mean 0 and identical variance, . For details, see [24]. O

We now complete the proof of Theorem A1 We still need to justify the equality in joint distribu-
tion between time domain representation (I and positive half-axis representation (@3] or finite interval
representation (44)).

First let’s summarize the arguments of [21] for going from ({I]) to (@3)) or [@4). The heuristic idea is that
by changing the integration order in (Il), one would have

t 1k
Zg?:/o /RkH(s—xj)H°_3/2B(dx1)...B(dxk) ds
j=1

- /Ot Hy (/R(s - x)f°3/23(dx)) ds, (47)

where Hy is k-th Hermite polynomial. But in fact g(z) := (s — 96)?073/2 ¢ L?(R), and consequently
G(s) == [p(s — a:)fo_?’/QB(d:z:) is not well-defined.

The way to get around this is to do a regularization that is, to truncate g(z) as ge(x) := g(z)ls—z>c(2)
for ¢ > 0. Now the Gaussian process G.(t) := fR ge(z)B(dx) is well-defined. Next, after some change
of variables, one gets the new desired representatlon of Ge(t), say G*(t), where GZ(t) 4 G.(t). Setting

k t k)% t * .
Ze(,f)lo (t) = fo Hy(Ge(t))dt and Ze( 13(0 (t) = fo Hi(GE(t))dt, yields

k d k) *
ARG (48)

Finally by letting e — 0, one can show that ZE(?IO (t) converges in L?(2) to the Hermite process cho) (t), while

Ze(kf)l (t) converges in L?(Q) to some Zg?*(t), which is the desired alternative representation of Z}fo) (t).

The above argument relies on the stochastic Fubini theorem (Theorem 2.1 of [21]) which legitimates the
change of integration order, that is, for f(s,x) defined on R x R* if [o [|f(s,.)||p2®s)ds < oo (which is the
case after regularization), then

/I /f(s,xl,...,:Ck)dsB(dacl)...B(d:vk)z/ I f(syz1,...,25)B(dx1) ... B(dz)ds a.s.
R+ JR R JRE
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Now, consider the multivariate case. Note that we still have equality of the the joint distributions as in
@8) and the equality is preserved in the L?(Q) limit as e — 0. Moreover, the stochastic Fubini theorem
(Theorem 2.1 of [21]) extends naturally to the multivariate setting since the change of integration holds as
an almost sure equality. Therefore one gets equality in joint distribution when switching from Il) to (43))

or ([44). O

B Asymptotic independence of Wiener-It6 integral vectors

We prove here Theorem 4.1 by extending a combinatorial proof of Nourdin and Rosinski [15] [.
First, some background. In the papers [25] and [I0], a criterion for independence between two random
variables belonging to Wiener Chaos, say, I,(f) and I,(g), is given as

f®g=0 a.s. (49)

where ®1 means contraction of order 1 and is defined below.

The result of [16] involves the following problem: if one has sequences {f,}, {gn}, when will asymptotic
independence hold between I,(f,) and I,(gy) as n — co? Motivated by (@), one may guess that the criterion
is fn®1gn — 0 as n — oo. This is, however, shown to be false by a counterexample in [I6]: set p = ¢ = 2,
fn = gn and assume that Ir(f,) 4oz~ N(0,1). One can then show that f, ® f, — 0, while obviously
(I2(fn), I2(fn)) A (Z,Z). Let ||.|| denote the L? norm in the appropriate dimension and let < .,. > denote
the corresponding inner product.

We now define contractions. The contraction ®, between two symmetric square integrable functions f
and g is defined as

(f ®7‘ g)(xlw' S Lp—ry Y1, .- 7yq—7‘) =

Fl1, o Zpry 8153 S0)G(WY1, - -+ s Ygess S1y - - -5 Sp)dST .. . dSy
R"

If r = 0, the contraction is just the tensor product:

f®Og:f®g::f(xlv"'7$P)g(y17"'ayq)' (50)

The symmetrized contraction ®, involves one more step, namely, the symmetrization of the function
obtained from the contraction. This is done by summing over all permutations of the variables and di-
viding by the number of permutations. Note that as the contraction is only defined for symmetric func-
tions, replacing ®, with ®, enables one to consider a sequence of symmetrized contractions of the form

(' o ((f1®7“1f2)®7“2f3) . -)®rn,1fn .
We will use the following product formula (Proposition 6.4.1 of [18]) for multiple Wiener-It6 integrals

WD) =S (O)(“)ira-artsenn) pazo (51)

r
r=0

Because the symmetrization of the integrand doesn’t change the multiple Wiener-It6 integral, ®, could be
replaced with &, in the product formula.

For a vector q = (q1, ..., qx), we denote |q| := g1 + ...+ qx. By a suitable iteration of (&Il), we have the
following multiple product formula:

k

ML= > ala ko) g (- (i®nfo). . O, fi) ) (52)

i=1 reC(q.k)

1The proof in Theorem [B.] below is an extension to Wiener-It6 integral vectors of the original combinatorial proof of
Theorem 3.1 of [I5] given for Wiener-It6 integral scalars. The result also follows from Theorem 3.4 in [16] which includes
Wiener-It6 integral vectors, but with a proof based on Malliavin Calculus.
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where q € N, the index set C(q, k) = {r € Hf;f{o, Loogint:m<qg,mni<(@+...+q¢)—2r+...+
ri—1),t=2,...k—1}, and a(q, k,r) is some integer factor.

Theorem B.1. (Asymptotic Independence of Multiple Wiener-Ité Integral Vectors.) Suppose we
have the joint convergence

(Uin,....Usn) S (Uy,...,Uy),
where
Ujn = (Iql,j (frin), .- aquj,j(ffj,j,zv)) '
Assume

A fi i N @ fir oI =0 (53)

for all iy iz, j1 # g2, and v =1,...,qi, j; N iy, jr-

Then using the notation uk = ukl ubmwe have
E[UY ... UY| =E[U}]...E[UY] (54)
for allk; € N
Moreover, if every component of every U; is moment-determinate, then Uy, ..., U; are independent.

Proof. This is an extension of a proof in [I5].

The index i = 1,...,I; refers to the components within the vector U; n, 7 = 1,...,J. For notational
simplicity, we let I; = I, that is, each U; y has the same number of components.

Let |k| denote the sum of its components k1 + ... + ky,,. First to show (B4)), it suffices to show

J
: k; ki 1y —
A}gnooE (Uj,N - E[Uj,N]) =0
j=1
for any |ki| > 0,...,|ky| > 0. Note that U N = Uflj)] U}C;Jk is a scalar.

By (B2)), one gets
Iq(f)k = Z a(Q= k, r)qu72|r\ ( i (f®r1f) s ®"'k—1f)

I‘Ecq,k

where a(q, k,r)’s are integer factors which don’t play an important role, and Cyj is some index set. If
k; I .
Uj,JN = Hi:l LIi,j (fiﬁij)kl’jv then

],N - H Z (qi7j7 ki7j, r)Iki,jqi,j—2|r\ ( .. (f’i,j,N®’r‘1 f’i,j,N) ‘e ®Tki,j*1 fi,j,N)

i=1reCy,

7"]

I

= Y . Z Haqu 130T e, g0l (hij,n) (55)

r1€Cq 5k TEC
where

higiv = (o Fign@p fugm) @y i)

If one applies the product formula (52) to the product in (B3, one gets that U;(JN involves terms of the
form I, |_2js,|(Hjn) (p;j and s; run through some suitable index sets), where

Hj)N = ( .. (hl,j,N®sl h2,j,N) ... ®5171h1,j71\[) .

Since the expectation of a Wiener-1to integral of positive order is 0 while a Wiener-1t6 integral of zero order
is a constant, U;(JN - E[U;(JN] involves I, |_a|s,|(Hjn) with [p;| — 2[s;| > 0 only. Therefore, every Hj x

involved in the expression of Uij - E[UE{)N] has n; = |p;| — 2|s;| > 0 variables.
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Note that there are no products left at this point in the expression of U;{]N — E[U;{JN], only sums. But

to compute E H;-le (U;{JN - E[UE{JN]), one needs to apply the product formula (52) again and then compute

the expectation. Since Wiener-Ito integrals of positive order have mean 0, taking the expectation involves
focusing on the terms of zero order which are constants. Since f ®, g =< f,g9 >= EL,(f)I,(g) for functions

f and g both having p variables, EHJJZI(U;(JN - E[U;{JN]) involves only terms of the form:

GN = ( .. (HLN@)tng,N) e ®tJ72HJ_17N) ®tJ71HJ7N (56)
= / (HLN@tlHQ)N)...®tJ72HJ_17N) HJ7N dX (57)
R"™J
where the contraction size vector t = (t1,...,t;_1) runs through some index set. Since these contractions

must yield a constant, we have

1
[t] = 5(711 +...4+ny) >0, (58)

where n; is the number of variables of H; n. There is therefore at least one component (call it ) of t which
is strictly positive and thus there is a pair ji, jo with j; # j2, such that H;, and H;, that have at least one
common argument.

One now needs to show that G in (57) tends to 0. This is done by applying the generalized Cauchy-
Schwartz inequalities in Lemma 2.3 of [I6] successively, through the following steps:

for any ji # jo, i1,92 and r > 0, Um ||fi, j,.N @ fisjo.N|| =0
N —o00
— for any ji ;!éjQ, 11,12 and s > 0, lim ||h1'17j11N Rs hig,jg,N” =0
N —o0
— for any Jji #]2 and t > 0, ]\}Hn ||Hj1)N R ng,N” =0 (59)
—00

— lim Gy =0, (60)
N —o0

proving (B4]). Here we illustrate some details for going from (B9) to (60), and omit the first two steps which
use a similar argument.

Let C ={1,2,...,(n1 +...ny)/2}. Suppose c is a subset of C, then we use the notation z. to denote
{#j1s -+ 25, 1 where {j1,...,jjc|} = c and |¢| is the cardinality of c. When ¢ =0, z. = 0.

Observe that (57)) is a sum (due to symmetrization) of terms of the form:

ol Hl,N(ch)---H,],N(Zc,f)dzca (61)
R

where every ¢j, j =1,...,J, is a subset of C. Note that since [t| = ¢ +...4+t; > 0 in (58), there must exist

J1# j2 € {1,...,J}, such that ¢ := ¢j, N¢;, # 0. By the generalized Cauchy Schwartz inequality (Lemma
2.3 in [I6]), one gets a bound for (1)) as:

HI,N(ch) e HJ7N(ZCJ)dZC

e <\ Hjun @eo Hipnl [T 1H; N1,

J#£d1,52

where ||Hj, N ®|co] Hjy,nl| — 0 as N = oo by (BJ). In addition, [[f;j~|, N > 1 are uniformly bounded
due to the tightness of the distribution of Iy, , (fij~), N > 1 (Lemma 2.1 of [16]). This, by the generalized
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality (Lemma 2.3 of in [I6]), implies that ||k, ; ~||, N > 1 are uniformly bounded,
which further implies the uniform boundedness of |H; n||, N > 1. Hence (GI]) goes to 0 as N — co and thus
(©0) holds.

Finally, if every component of every U; is moment-determinate, then by Theorem 3 of [20], the distribu-
tion of U := (Uy,...,Uy) is determined by its joint moments. But by (&4)), the joint moments of U are the
same as if the U;’s were independent. Then the joint moment-determinancy implies independence. O
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Corollary B.2. With the notation of Theorem E, suppose that condition (&3) is satisfied and that as
N — o0, each U;n converges in distribution to some multivariate law which has moment-determinate

components. Then there are independent random vectors Uy, ..., U such that
d
(ULN,...,U‘]’N)—>(Ul,...,UJ). (62)
Proof. Since each U; n converges in distribution, the vector of vectors (U; n,..., Uy ) is tight in distribu-
tion, so any of its subsequence has a further subsequence converging in distribution to a vector (Uy,...Uy).
But by Theorem m, the U;’s are independent, and the convergence in distribution of each Uj x implies
that U; n A U, and hence (62)) holds. O

Now we are in the position to state the result used in Theorem in the proof of the SRD and LRD
mixed case.

Theorem B.3. Consider
Sy = (Ikl,s(fl,s,N), e aIkJS,s(st,S,N)) :

Ly = (Ikl,L(fLL,N)a . '7II€JL,L(fJL,L,N)) ,

where kjg s > kj, . for all js=1,...,Jg and jr =1,...,Jr.

Suppose that as N — 0o, Sy converges in distribution to a multivariate normal law, and Ly converges
in distribution to a multivariate law which has moment-determinate components, then there are independent
random vectors Z and H, such that

d
(SN, LN) — (Z, H)
Proof. By Corollary m, we only need to check the contraction condition (B3). This is done as in the proof
of Theorem 4.7 of [16]. For the convenience of the reader, we present the argument here.

Using the identity || f ®, g||*> =< f ®@p—r f, 9 @q—r g > where r = 1,...,p A q, f and g have respectively
p and g variables, we get for r =1,...,k; 1,

| fisn @ fionl? =< fisn ®Qki s—r [3,9N5 [1,L,N Ok, p,—r f,L,N >
<|fi,s,N ®k; s—r fi s, N fiL,8 ®@kjp—r fjL,N] =0

because || fi,s,N @k, s—r fj,5,5]| = 0 by the Nualart-Peccati Central Limit Theorem [I7], and for the second
term, one has by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, ||fj,c.8 ®k, . fi,0.8] < [Ifj,2.n]? (generalized Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality in [I6] Lemma 2.3), which is bounded due to the tightness of the distribution of
Ii; , (fj,r,~) (Lemma 2.1 of [16]). Therefore (53) holds and the conclusion follows from Corollary BJd O
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