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RENYI DIVERGENCE AND THE CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM
S. G. BOBKOVY*, G. P. CHISTYAKOV?* AND F. GOTZE>*

ABSTRACT. We explore properties of the x? and more general Rényi (Tsallis) distances to the
normal law. In particular we provide necessary and sufficient conditions for the convergence to
the normal law in the central limit theorem using these distances. Moreover, we derive exact
rates of convergence in these distances with respect to an increasing number of summands.

1. Introduction

Given random elements X and Z in a measurable space (2, 1) with densities p and ¢ (with
respect to p), the y2-distance of Pearson

5 [ (p—q)?
ez = [0,

represents an important measure of deviation of the distribution P of X from the distribution
Q@ of Z, which has been frequently used especally in Statistics and Information Theory (cf.
e.g. [Le], [L-V], [V]). It is a rather strong distance-like quantity, which may be related to and
included in the hierarchy of Rényi divergences (relative a-entropies)

Da(X||Z) = —— log / (B)adu @>0)

a—1

or equivalently, the Rényi divergence powers or the relative Tsallis entropies T, (X||Z) =

—L_[el@=DPa _1] (which do not depend on the choice of the dominating measure ). The most
a—1

important indexes are a = 0, a = % (Hellinger distance), a = 1 (Kullback-Leibler distance)
and a = 2 (quadratic Rényi/Tsallis divergence), in which case 75 = x? and Dy = log(1 + x?).

The functionals D, and T, are non-decreasing in «, so, for growing indexes the distances
are strengthening. In the range 0 < a < 1, all D, are comparable to each other and are
metrically equivalent to the total variation ||P — Q||7v. However, the informational divergence
D = Dy =T (called also entropic distance or relative entropy),

D(X]|Z) = / plog 2 d,

is much stronger, and this applies even more so to D, with o > 1. The difference between the
different D,’s appears in applications like the central limit theorem (CLT for short), which
is studied in this paper. Here we consider the y2-divergence in the simplest situation of
independent, identically distributed (i.i.d.) summands.
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For i.i.d. random variables X, X, Xs,... such that EX = 0, EX? = 1, introduce the

normalized sums
X144+ X,

NLD
together with their distributions F,, which hence approach the standard normal law ® in the
weak sense. For convergence in the CLT using strong distances, recall that convergence in
total variation was addressed in the 1950’s by Prokhorov [Pr]. He showed that ||F,, — ®|Tv
tends to zero as n — oo, if and only if F), has a non-trivial absolutely continuous component
for some n = ny, i.e., ||F,, — ®|Tv < 2 (in particular, this is true, if X has density). A similar
description is due to Barron [B] in the 1980’s for the Kullback-Leibler distance: D(Z,||Z)
tends to zero for Z ~ N(0,1), if and only if D(Z,||Z) < oo for some n = ng. The latter
condition is fulfilled for a large family of underlying distributions, in particular, when X has
density p such that

Zy = (n=1,2,...)

/00 p(z)log p(z) dx < co.

—0o0
Different aspects of such strong CLT’s, including the non-i.i.d. situation and the problem of
rates or Berry-Esseen bounds, were studied by many authors, and we refer an interested reader
to [Li], [S-M], [A-B-B-N], [B-J], [J], [B-C-G2-4], [B-C-K], [B-C].

As for convergence in D, with « > 1, not much is known so far. This case seems to be
quite different in nature, and here the distance restricts the range of applicability of the CLT
quite substantionally. When focusing on the particular value o = 2, we are concerned with
the behavior of the quantity

[%S) 2
X2(Zna Z) — / (pn(x) 90(:17)) dﬂj‘,

o0 p(x)
where p, denotes the density of Z, and ¢ is the standard normal density. The finiteness of
this integral already requires the existence of all moments of X (and actually the existence of
a “Gaussian moment”). This condition is to be expected, but the convergence to zero, and
even the verification of the boundedness of x*(Z,,Z) in n is rather delicate. This problem
has been studied in the early 1980’s by Fomin [F] in terms of the exponential series (using
Cramer’s terminology) for the density of X,

plo) = 9lo) 3 5 Hasl),

where H, denotes the r-th Chebyshev-Hermite polynomial. As a main result, he proved that
X*(Zn, Z) = O(%) as n — 0o, assuming that p is compactly supported, symmetric, piecewise

n
differentiable, such that the series coefficients satisfy supy~y0x < 1. This sufficient condition

was verified for the uniform distribution on the interval (—+/3,/3) (this specific length is
caused by the assumption EX? = 1). However, for many other examples, Fomin’s result does
not seem to provide an applicable and satisfactory answers.

Fortunately, more or less simple necessary and sufficient conditions can be stated for the
convergence in x? by using the Laplace transform of the distribution of X. One of the purposes
of this paper is to provide the following characterization of a class which may be called the
“domain of y2-attraction to the normal law”.

Theorem 1.1. We have x*(Z,,Z) — 0 as n — oo, if and only if X*(Zn, Z) is finite for
some n. = ngy, and
EeX < e’ for all real t # 0. (1.1)
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In this case the x2-divergence admits an Edgeworth-type expansion

22, 2) i—]] ( — 1> as n — 0o, (1.2)

which is valid for every s = 3,4, ... with coefficients c; representing certain polynomials in the
moments o, = EX*, k=3,...,5+2.

For s = 3 this expansion simplifies to

2
2 o3 1
T, 7 _——+O(—),
X (Zn Z) 6n n?2

and if ag = 0 (as in the case of symmetric distributions), one may turn to the next moment
of order s = 4, for which (1.2) yields

X (Zn, Z) = % +0(%). (1.3)

Let us note that the property x?(Z,, Z) < oo is rather close to the subgaussian condition
(1.1). In particular, it implies that (1.1) is fulfilled for all ¢ large enough, as well as near zero
due to the variance assumption. It may happen, however, that (1.1) is fulfilled for all ¢ # 0
except just one value t = ¢y (and then there will be no CLT for the x2-distance). Various
examples illustrating these conditions together with the convergence in x? will be given in the
end of the paper.

A similar characterization continues to hold in the multidimensional case for mean zero
iid. random vectors X, X;,Xs,... in R? normalized to have identity covariance. Here we
endow the Fuclidean space with the canonical norm and scalar product. Moreover, one may
extend these results to the range of indexes oo > 1, arriving at the following statement, where

by o = —%5 we denote the conjugate index.

Theorem 1.2. Let Z denote a random vector in R® having a standard normal distribution.
Then Do(Zp||Z) — 0 as n — oo, if and only if Do(Z,||Z) is finite for some n = ng, and

EeltX) < " tP/2 for all t € RY, t 0. (1.4)

In this case, we necessarily have Do (Zy||Z) = O(1/n), and even Do (Z,||Z) = O(1/n?),
provided that the distribution of X is symmetric about the origin.

Thanks to the existence of all moments of X, an Edgeworth-type expansion for D, and
T, also holds similarly to (1.2), involving the mixed cumulants of the components of X. Such
expansion shows in particular an equivalence

«
Da(ZnHZ) ~ Ta(ZnHZ) ~ §X2(Zmz)7

provided that these distances tend to zero. Let us also note that the restriction imposed by
(1.4) is asymptotically vanishing as o approaches 1. This means that we may expect to arrive
at Barron’s theorem in the limit, though this is not not rigorously shown here.

As a closely related issue, the Renyi divergence appears naturally in the study of normal
approximation for densities p,, of Z,, in the form of non-uniform local limit theorems. Like in
dimension one, denote by ¢ the standard normal density in R
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Theorem 1.3. Suppose that D.(Z,||Z) is finite for some n = ng, and let the property
(1.4) be fulfilled. Then, for all n large enough and for all x € R?,

(@) — p(x)| < %e—‘w‘g/@a*) (1.5)

with some constant ¢ which does not depend on n. Moreover, the rate 1//n on the right may
be improved to 1/n, provided that the distribution of X is symmetric about the origin.

Thus, (1.5) is implied by the convergence D,(Z,||Z) — 0. Non-uniform bounds in the
normal approximation have been intensively studied in the literature, cf. [Pel-2], [I-L], [A1-2].
However, existing results start with weaker hypotheses (e.g. moment assumptions) and either
provide a polynomial error of approximation with respect to = (such as ﬁ), or deal with
narrow zones contained in regions |z| = o(y/n).

The paper consists of two parts. In the first part results about the functional D, are
collected, including moment (exponential) inequalities and special properties of characteristic
functions. Moreover, a number of remarkable algebraic properties of the y2-distance will be
derived. They are related to the associated exponential series, the behavior under convolutions
and heat semi-group transformations, and in higher dimensions — to the super additivity of
x? with respect to its marginals. As a by-product, we establish the existence of densities in
terms of the so-called normal moments. The second part is entirely devoted to the proof of
Theorems 1.1-1.3. Employing an Edgeworth expansion for densities (together with the results
from the first part), this proof heavily relies on the tools of Complex Analysis. To simplify
the presentation, almost all proofs will be stated for the one dimensional case, deffering the
modifications needed to extend Theorems 1.1-1.3 to higher dimensions to separate sections.

Thus the table of contents looks as follows:

PART I: The D, and y2-divergence from the normal law

2. Background on Rényi divergence

3. Pearson-Vajda distances

4. Basic exponential inequalities

5. Laplace and Weierstrass transforms

6. Connections with Fourier transform

7. Exponential series

8. Normal moments

9. Behavior of Rényi dlvergence under convolutions
10. Superadditivity of x? with respect to marginals

PART II: The Rényi divergence in the central limit theorem

11. Asymptotic expansions and lower bounds

12. Necessity part in Theorem 1.2 (d = 1)

13. Pointwise upper bounds for convolutions of densities
14. Sufficiency part in Theorem 1.2 (d = 1)

15. Non-uniform local limt theorem

16. The multidimensional case

17. Some examples and counter-examples

18. Convolution of Bernoulli with Gaussian
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Part I: The D, and y?-divergence from the normal law

2. Background on Rényi Divergence

First let us briefly review some general properties of the Rényi divergences. More details can
be found in the recent paper by van Erven and Harremoés [E-H]; cf. also [Le|, [S], [G-S].

Let (Q,u) be a measure space (with a o-finite measure), and let X and Z be random
elements with values in €0, having distributions P and ) with densities p = %, q = %,
respectively. The following basic definitions go back to the work of Rényi [R].

Definition 2.1. Let 0 < a < oo, @ # 1. The Rényi divergence of P from ) and the
corresponding divergence power or relative Tsallis entropy of index a are the quantities

Du(X12) = DalPl@) = = 105 [ (£)"adn,

- a—1

Tu(X||2) = Ta(P|Q) = — [/(S)aqdu—l].

a—1
The divergence D, admits an axiomatic characterization via certain postulates. As a
natural generalization of the Kullback-Leibler distance, the definition of T, was introduced
by Tsallis in [T] (within the so-called “nonextensive thermostatistical formalism”), cf. also
[B-T-P]. Both quantities are related by monotone transformations, namely

1
a_llog(l—i‘(a—l)Ta), Ta:m[e(a 1)Da—1:|.
Thus, when they are small, these quantites are equivalent. Both represent directional distances.
In particular, D, (P||Q) > 0 and D, (P||Q) = 0, if and only if P = Q.
The Rényi divergence with 0 < « < 1 posseses some unique features, like for example an
obvious skew symmetry D, (P||Q) = 125 Do (Q||P), where the coefficient on the right is equal

D, =

to 1 when o = % In this case, D, represents a function of the square of the Hellinger metric:

D12 (PllQ) = ~210g (1~ S HP(P,Q)).

Another remarkable property is the equivalence of all D, in this range: If 0 < oo < 8 < 1, then
a 1-p
Dg(P < D (P < Dg(P||Q).
o 1 g D8(PlIQ) < Da(PllQ) < Ds(Pl|Q)
When a € (0,1) is fixed, D, (P||Q) is a continuous function of the tuple (P, Q) with respect

to the total variation distance in both coordinates. Conversely, it majorizes the total variation
distance between P and (). Gilardoni [G] has shown that

Da(PI|Q) = 5 [P = Qv

This extends the classical Pinsker inequality for the Kulback-Leibler distance (when o = 1),
with best constant due to Csiszér, cf. [Pi], [Cs].

The following general property is important for comparing the Rényi divergence with dif-
ferent values of a.

Proposition 2.2. For all probability measures P and Q on €, the functions o — Dy (P||Q)
and o — T (P||Q) are non-decreasing.
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The monotonicity of D, is discussed in [E-H|, Theorem 3. As for Ty, let 0 < o < f3,

a, 3 # 1. The functions ¢ — e — 1 with fixed tg > 0 and t — @ are non-decreasing in
¢ >0 and t > 1, respectively. Hence, in case a > 1, we get, using monotonicity of D,

1 1
T.(P|lQ) = —— [e(a—l)Da(PHQ) 1] < — [e(a—l)Dlg(PHQ) —1]

a—1 T a-—1
1
< R
= 5.1
In case o < 1, we use the property that the function ¢ — 1 — =% is non-decreasing in ¢ > 0,

. _p,—ct
while t — 1 ic

[e(ﬁ—l)DB(PHQ) —1] = T3(P||Q).

is non-increasing on the half-axis —co <t < 1. This yields

1 Cla 1
T.(P||Q) = 1_@[1_6 (1 )Da(PHQ)] < —

1
< —— 1= U=BDs(PlIQ] = T.(PllO).
< ol | = Tw(Pl@)
The values 0 < o < 1 and 1 < a < 00, for which the Rényi divergence was defined explicitly,
are called simple. The monotonicity of D, (P||Q) with respect « allows to extend this function

to the missing values @ = 0, & = 1 and a = oo, which are called extended values:
DO(PHQ) = E?&Da(PHQ)a DOO(PHQ) = O}LH;ODQ(PHQ%
Di(PllQ) = ngllDa(PHQ)'

[1— e~ (-0Ds(PIQ)]

It is easy to check that Dy(P||Q) = —log Q{p(z) > 0} and D (P||Q) = log esssupp %
with the convention that 0/0 = 0.

The extended index o = 0 may be used to characterize an absolute continuity or singularity
of two given probability distributions: Dy(P||Q) = 0, if and only if @ is absolutely continuous
with respect to P, and Dy(P||Q) = oo, if and only if P and @ are orthogonal to each other.
This can be illustrated by the Gaussian dichotomy — the property saying that any two Gaussian
measures are either absolutely continuous to each other or orthogonal, cf. [S], p. 366.

The extended index o = 1 leads to the Kullback-Leibler distance

mmm=mmm=/m%§m

also known as the relative entropy or the informational divergence. Motivated by works of
Shannon and Wiener on communication engineering, this quantity was introduced by Kullback
and Leibler [K-L] under the name “the information of P relative to Q” (though using a different
notation). Note that in this case Dy = T7 = D. It follows immediately that D(P||Q) = oo, if
P is not absolutely continuous with respect to Q.

As was already mentioned, in the particular case a = 2, we arrive at the definition of
the quadratic Renyi divergence and the quadratic Renyi divergence power also known as the
x2-distance:

2 2
Do(X(12) =tog [ D (X.2) = Bu(X112) = [ L1

In all cases, by the Csiszar-Pinsker inequality for o = 1, we have the relations
1
5 IP - Ql3v < D(X|2) < D2(X|1Z) < X*(X, 2).

Another important property of these distances is the contractivity under mappings.
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Proposition 2.3. For any measurable map S from € to any measurable space €V,

Da(S(X)[I5(2)) < Da(X[Z) (e =1). (2.1)

Proof. Suppose that D, (X||Z) is finite, so that the distribution P is absolutely continuous
with respect Q. Introducing £ = p/q, 5 = a/(a — 1) with @ > 1, one may write

1/ a a
(1+(a-DTa(X)|2)V* = (Eqen)V* = swp Eqén
Eqnf<1
= sup Epnp = sup En(X),
EQn5§1 Er](Z)5§1
that is,
1+ (a—1)To(X]|Z) = sup (En(X))", (2.2)
En(Z)P<1

where the sup is taken over all measurable functions n : Q — R, such that En(Z)% < 1.
Similarly
I+ (a-DTu(S(X),5(2) = s (Eg(S(X)* = swp (Bq(X))°
En(S(2))P<1 En'(2)P<1

where the second supremum on the right has been restricted to the class of functions of the
form " = n(S). Hence, this supremum does not exceed the right-hand side of (2.2), thus
proving (2.1) for Ty,. O

The property (2.1) is closely related to the so called data processing inequality in Informa-
tion Theory, namely

Da(PQlHQQl) < Da(PHQ)a

where Py and Qg denote restrictions of the measures P and @ to an arbitrary o-subalgebra
2 in Q (cf. [E-H], Theorem 1).

3. Pearson-Vajda Distances

Writing x%(X, Z) = i # du, the y2-distance may be regarded as a particular member in
the family of Pearson-Vajda distances [N], descibed below.

Definition 3.1. For a > 1, the y,-distance of P from @ is defined by

Xa(X,Z)Zxa(P,Q)Z/‘]%(aqduzHp—qHza( PRE

qafl

As in the previous section, here X and Z denote random elements in (2, u), having dis-

tributions P and @ with densities p = ‘2—5, qg = %. The quantity x.(P, Q) (which is often

denoted x®) does not depend on the choice of the dominating measure p.

Clearly, the function X,ll/ “ is non-decreasing in «, and when a = 1, we arrive at the total
variation distance between P and Q.

For our further purpose, it will be useful to relate the Rényi divergence power T}, to Ya-

Both quantities are metrically equivalent, as seen by the following elementary observation.
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Proposition 3.2. For all a > 1,
T, < ﬁ (1 /oy =], (3.1)
where T, = T (P||Q) and xo = Xa(P||Q). Conversely,

T, > 1—36 min{xa,x?’*} (1<a<2), To > 3 %xa (a>2). (3.2)

Proof. By the triangle inequality in L‘J‘(qal,1 du),

v

‘”pHLO‘( ! du)_Hq”L&( ! du)‘

qafl qafl

- </K§)%nm>wa_1::(1+(a—1YEJUa—1v

1
Xo/a = ”P—q”m( L du)

qo@—1

which proves (3.1).
To argue in the opposite direction, put & = p/q. Since dQ = q du, we may write

1
Ta:m[Ega—l], Xo = E[§—1[7%,

where the expectations are taken on the probability space (£2,Q). We have £ > 0 and E§ = 1.
Consider the random variable n = £ — 1 > —1 and the function

Y(t)=E@d+tn)* -1, =0,
so that (1) = E£“ — 1. This function is differentiable in ¢ > 0, with continuous derivatives
() =aEn(l+t)*~,  ¢"(t) = ala— 1) En*(1+tn)* >
Since ¥(0) = ¢/(0) = 0, by the Taylor integral formula,

1 1
v(l) = /0 (1= t)"(t)dt = a(a = 1) En2/0 (1= t)(1 + tn)* 2 dt.

Case 1 < a < 2. Since the function t — (1+t1)*~2 is convex on (0, 00), Jensen’s inequality
with respect to the probability measure dv(t) = 2(1 —t)dt on (0, 1) yields

/1(1 —t)(L+tn)*dt =
0

Therefore,
9 1 a—2
Ex (1 +3 77) .
141 n)*~2 is bounded from below by (2)%= 2,
and on the set B = {n > 1} by n?- (317)*"2 = (2)>*n. Hence

Y1) 2 3 (@ = E (P La+7"1p).
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By Markov’s inequality,
1 1 2/«
s B (G Bhitia)

so En?14 > (E|n|®14)%* and thus

E(n21A+nalg)2U:ug/a+u1, where uy =E|n|“14, w1 =E|n|“1p.

Fixing the value u = ug + u1, in case u; > %u we have U > uy > %u, while in case ug > %u
we have U > ug > (% u)z/o‘ > %uz/o‘. In both cases, U > % min(u,uz/a), that is,
1
E(n21A-+na13)2i§ min{E 7|, (E |n|*)*/*}.

As a result,

1 3 . 3 .

To = ——= (1) > 2o min{E[l*, (E[gl*)*/*} = = min{xa, xF°},
which yields the first inequality in (3.2).
Case o > 2. Let us return to the Taylor integral formula

1
$(1) = afa — 1) Er? /0 (1— )1+ tn)*2dt.

where we now restrict integration to the interval (%, %) to get

ala—1)

2/3
3 IEn2j[ (1 +tn)> 2 dt.
1

/3
Since n > —1, in case n < 0, we have 1 +tn > 1+ % n> —% 7. In case n > 0, we similarly have
1+4+tn>tn> %77. In both cases, 1+ tn > % |n], hence

ala—1) 2/2/3 1 a=2 ala—1) o
> "R - dt =" E
vz 5B | (3l e,

P(1) >

and therefore 1 . .
o — o —

T g 1 > E & = —
o = ——79(1) 2 ——En| 30

Xas

4. Basic Exponential Inequalities

We now focus on the particular case, where (2 = R is the real line with Lebesgue measure u,
and where Z ~ N(0,1) is a standard normal random variable, i.e., with density

1
o(z) = e /2, x eR.

Ver

Given a random variable X, the Rényi divergence and the Tsallis distance of index o > 1 with
respect to Z are then given by the formulas

e} o0

> p(=) p(x)*
a—lDaXZ:log/ ——dx, a—lTaXZ:/ ———d
(=) Du(X[|Z) =1og [ B (a-)T(X2)= [ B

where p is density of X. If the distribution of X is not absolutely continuous with respect to
i, then we automatically have D, (X||Z) = T, (X||Z) = co. These quantities are finite, if, for

r—1,
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example, p is bounded and E e(®DX*/2 < oo In fact, the finiteness of Dy (X||Z) or Ta(X||Z)
implies a similar property. In the sequel, we put

=o' =

@
a—1

Proposition 4.1. If T, = T,,(X||Z) < oo, then X must have an absolutely continuous
distribution with

% forall c< i,
(1—28¢)% 26

EECXQ <

where C = (1+ (o — 1)Ta)1/a. It is possible that T, < oo, while Eer™ = 0.
In particular, if T, is finite, X must finite moments of any order.

Proof. Let X have density p such that the integral C' = ( ffooo % d:z:) /2 is finite. By

the Holder inequality with dual exponents (53, @),

B = [ I

oo P@)E
00 1/B
< C efer? o(z)dz = Ll
/—oo (1 —28c)2s

This proves the first assertion. For the second assertion, one may consider a density of the form

— g2 . .. 5= X2
p(z) = %m e 28" where a is a normalizing constant. Then T}, < co and Ee2f" =o0. 0O

As an alternative (although almost equivalent) variant of Proposition 4.1, we also have:

Proposition 4.2. If T, = T, (X||Z) < oo, then for allt € R,
EeX < CePt/2, (4.1)
where C = (1+ (o — 1)Ta)1/a. In particular, for any r >0,

A2
P{X>r}<Ce 2" .

Indeed, arguing as before, if p is density of X,

Eet* = / p(z) e dx

00 o0 1/
= / % o) Pdr < C (/ P o(x) da;> — CePt/2,
—oo Pz oo

This bound cannot be deduced from the bound of Proposition 4.1. In fact, the coefficient
C in (4.1) may be chosen to be smaller than 1 for large values of |t|. The next assertion will
be one of the steps needed in the proof of the sufficiency part of Theorems 1.1-1.2.
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Proposition 4.3. If T, (X||Z) < oo, then
lim EeX e /2 = .

[t| =00

Proof. Let p be the density of X and write E e!X = ffooo e'® p(x) dx. Here integration over
the positive half-axis may be splitted into the two intervals. First, given ¢t > 0, by the Holder
inequality,

Bt/2 6t/2 2 P
/ e p(x)de = / p(x) e - "2 da
0 0

S w2 1/a Bt/2 »2 1/8
</ p(z)* e?F dm) </ ePle=s d:z:)
—00 0

1 o (BEt\1/8
Gy (14 (o T 2)) Ve (GF) e

IN

where we used the monotonicity of Stx — %xz in the interval 0 < z < St (in order to estimate

the last integral). Similarly,

oo »2 »2 00 w2 e 00 22 /B )
/ p(x)e? - "% dx < </ p(x)*e 28 dx) </ Plr—y dx) < §(t) Pt /2
Bt/2 Bt/2 o0

with §(t) — 0 as t — oco. Collecting these bounds, we get
o 1/8
Ee™ 1ixagy e #/% < (2m)7 V) (1 4 (a — 1)TW(X]12)) " (%) e P8 L 5(t) — 0.

Since also E !X lix<oy — 0 as t = oo, the conclusion follows. O

5. Laplace and Weierstrass Transforms

Although in general the critical constant in the exponent ¢ = 1/(283) cannot be included
in the statement of Proposition 4.1, this turns out possible for suffiently many normalized
convolutions of the distribution of X with itself. Given independent copies X,..., X, of X,
here we consider “Gaussian” moments for the normalized sums
Xi+--+X,

Ipg = ————————.
vn
The following statement is crucial both in the necessity and sufficiency parts of the proof of
Theorems 1.1-1.2. We always assume that Z ~ N(0,1).

Proposition 5.1. If T, = T,(X||Z) < oo, then Eew% < oo for alln > «, and

Ee2 %t < 37(14 (a— 1)T,)5. (5.1)
Moreover, putting xo = Xo(X, Z), we have
[Eez%t —Een?| < 37((1+x¥/%)" - 1). (5.2)

Thus, when X is close to Z in the sense of the Pearson-Vajda distance, we also obtain
closeness of the corresponding Gaussian moments of Z, and Z with fixed n > a. Recall that
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Xo in (5.2) can be estimated from above in terms of T;, according to Proposition 3.2 (while
these distances coincide in case o = 2).

As for the inequality (5.1), one may equivalently rephrase it in terms of the Laplace trans-
form of the distribution of Z,. Let us state one immediate corrollary.

Corollary 5.2. Let T, = To(X||Z) be finite. Then the function ¢(t) = E et e=P/2 js
integrable with any power n > «, and up to some n-dependent constant c,,

/OO Y()"dt < cp(1+ (a—1)T,) (5.3)

The argument uses the contractivy properties of the Weierstrass transform, which is defined
by the equality

Wiu(z) = — /OO ~ ) d ER, 1> 0
u(x) = e tou ) x , .
t ot o y)ay

For short in the sequel we denote by L% the Lebesgue space LY(R,dz) of all measurable
functions on the real line with finite norm

o0 o 1/a
o= ([ Ju@ldz) "z

—00

with usual convention |[u|l. = esssup, |u(z)]|.

We refer an interested reader to [H-W] for a detail account on the Weierstrass transform,
and here only mention one property. Since W;u represents the convolution of u, namely, with
the Gaussian density ¢;(x) = ﬁ e=**/(2D)  we have, by Jensen’s inequality, |Wiula < |t/
for all @ > 1 and ¢ > 0. That is, W; acts as a contraction from L% to L“.

This implies that W; is a bounded operator from L% to LY with any v > «. Indeed, by
Hélder’s inequality, [Wiu(z)| < |l¢tlls [ulla (B = a*) , and since ||| = (2mt) =/ (2e) g=1/(28)
we get

Weulloo < (2mt) /) g=HE0) u|,.

More generally, given o < v < 0o, we have
o o a—y _a—y
/ (Wiu(z)] do = / (W)™ [Wiu(z)|* de < (2mt) 2 5725 lul,.
—o0 —00

Hence
IWeully < (27t)%% B%7 [lulla, <7< oo, (5.4)
a—y _1_1
« v o«
of v, namely, in the indicated range

In fact, since may vary from zero to —é, the latter bound can be made independent

1
[Wiul|, < max{l,(27rt) 2a} || u| o

The inequality (5.4) is what we need for the proof of Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let p be the density of X. The Weierstrass transform can be
applied to the function

u(x) = ()7 p(a),
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which has finite norm ||ullo = (14 (a—1)T,)"/*. Putting z = 1 (214 +a,), the expectation
we have to estimate is

EewZn — 257
e = e p(z1)...p(xy)dey ... day,
R

= (2#)_3131/ eXp{EiQ—i(:n%—|—---+:E%L)}u(x1)...u(:nn)d:n1...dmn
Rn

= (277)_712_71 /n exp{ - 4’%” ZQZ}u(wl)...u(azn)dxl...da:n,

E e25 %7 < (27r)_n2;1 H (/ exp{ - % f:@l} w(zy) ... u(zy) dry ..d:z:n> .
' i=1
= (27) ® (2nt) T / h (Wiw(z1))" u(z) doy,

where on the second step, inside the i-th integral in the product we performed the integration
n—1

over the variables zj, j # 4, which yielded the value (27t)"2 (Wiu(z;))"~!. By Holder’s

inequality once more, and applying (5.4) with v = 5(n — 1), which satisfies 7 > « due to the

assumption n > «, we see that the last one dimensional integral does not exceed

e} 1
() Wity doa)” fulla = [Weally™ o

—00

a=y _a—y —1
< (@) 827 Julla)™ [ula:

1 72
Hence Ee2%n < Cn,o U with constant

n— a—y

n— 1a-y n—-1
Cna = (2m)7 ' (201)"T (2nt)'T @ gT P
— (27)2 (35 B = (2r)26 235 B7G-1 < 3",
This proves (5.1). It is also interesting to note that ¢, o — 1 as o — 1.

Obviously, this argument can easily be extended to not necessarily equal positive functions.
Namely, for the integral

no 52
I:I(pl,...,pn):/ e2s” pi(x1)...pp(y)dey ... doy,

we similarly obtain

T
]

T 1/n
xp{ -1 ;QZ} lu(zr)] ... Ju(x,)| dzy . ..dxn>

([ ol H<Wt|uj|><wi>dxi>l/",

i=1 > J#i
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where u; = @~ 1/B pj. An application of Hélder’s inequality together with (5.4) allows one to
estimate the last integral by

a—y a—y
luilla TTIWeluslly < fluilla [T @7t) 5% 877 Jlujlla

J#i J#i
n—l a—y n-1 a—y
= (27Tt) 2 e B 2 B Hul”a-"HunHa-
This leads to
(P15 pn)| < cnallufla--- funlla (5.5)

with the same constant as before (so that ¢, o < 3").
We use the latter bound to derive the second inequality (5.2). Let us split the density of
Xasp=¢p+ cpl/ﬁfu such that [|[v||S = xa(X, Z). Hence we get a decomposition

EeZB / %f coop(eyp)dey .. day,
=S o L

We apply (5.5) with p; to py replaced by ¢, and with py4; to p, replaced with ¢'/fv (that
is, u; = o/ for j < k and uj = v for j > k). Moving the first term with & = 0 of this
decomposition to the left, we then get the bound

z2

oz gpl/ﬁ(a:kﬂ)v(a;kﬂ) . gpl/ﬁ(a;n)v(a;n)dazl codxy,.

|Ee% Ee26 ‘ < cnaZh

o216 olle™ = ena (1 + IIollz) = 1).

6. Connections with Fourier Transform

In the next sections, we restrict ourselves to the particular interesting index o = 2, that is, to
the y2-distance from the standard normal law,

2 _ > p(x)? - —
= [ Erwe

In this case, necessary and sufficient conditions for finiteness of this divergence may be given
in terms of the characteristic function

ft)=EeX,  teR.

Proposition 6.1. The condition x*(X,Z) < oo insures that f(t) has square integrable
derivatives of any order. Moreover, in that case

1 <1 [>
— — ™) (1))2 dt.
,ﬂgmﬁgfm

1+x*(X, 2)

Proof. By the very definition,

o0 1 00
1+x%(X,2) = Vor ) " / zn
n=0 =~ YT
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We know that f has finite derivatives of any order given by

FP @) =E (X)X = / h (iz)"e™ p(z) dz.

—00

It remains to apply Plancherel’s theorem. O

In view of Proposition 4.1, existence of x2(X, Z) does not guarantee existence of the “Gauss-
ian” moment E eX°/4, Nevertheless, it is true for the normalized convolution of the distribution
of X with itself, as indicated in Proposition 5.1. In fact, in this case inequality (5.1) can be

stated more precisely as
X+X

%(72)2 2
Eet' vz’ <2(1+x7(X,2)),

where X is an independent copy of X. Equivalently, there is a corresponding refinement of
inequality (5.3) in Corollary 5.2 (without any convolution).

Proposition 6.2. In any case

1 o0
Vo / Fliy)? e dy <1+ x*(X, 2).
™ J—00

The argument is based on the following general observation which may be of independent
interest.

Lemma 6.3. Given a function p on the real line, suppose that the function g(x) = p(z) v’ /4
belongs to L?. Then the Fourier transforms

0= [~ empadn, o= [ ey

—00 —00

are connected by the identity

ft) = \/i; /_Oo e p(uydu (tER), (6.1)

which may analytically be extended to the complex plane. Moreover,

[ usreay = [ e (6.2)

—00 —00

Thus, the characteristic function f appears as the Weierstrass transform of the function
g. While Proposition 5.1 and its Corollary 5.2 are key ingredients of the proof of Theorem
1.2, Lemma 6.2 can be used as an alternative approach to Theorem 1.1 for the particular case
a = 2. Lemma 6.3 and Proposition 6.2 can be adapted to cover the range 1 < o < 2 by
considering the Fourier transform on the Lebesgue space L®. However, these results do not
extend to indexes o > 2.

Returning to the L?-case, note that g does not need to be integrable, so, one should
understand p as a L2-limit p(t) = limy_s00 fiVN ¢ g(x) dz in the norm of the space L2.

Note also that the second integral in (6.2) can be bounded by the squared L2-norm of p,
which is, by the Plancherel theorem, equal to

o0
o |lgl3 = 2m / Ip()? /2 da.
—00
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When p is density of X, the last expression is exactly 27 (1 + x%(X,Z)), thus proving
Proposition 6.2.

Proof of Lemma 6.3. First assume that p is a compactly supported; in particular, both
p and g are integrable and have analytic Fourier transforms. By Fubini’s theorem,

ft) = / (:emg(a:) [% /_ Ze‘”“‘“zdu} d

= %/_w e v’ [/_oo etz g (1) da:] du

1 & 2 1 2 o 2
= JE— _(u_t) — —t 2ut—u
NG /_ e p(u) du NG e /_ e p(u) du,

and we obtain (6.1). Moreover, a change of variable, we have

iz —22 o izu—u?
ﬁf(;)e /4:/ e p(u) du (z € R),
which means that the left-hand side represents the Fourier transform of the function e‘“Qp(u).
Hence, by Plancherel’s theorem,
—u2 1 o0 12\ |2 52 o0 . )
lepli =5 [ |#(5)] e a= [ 1P e ay, (63)

thus proving (6.2).
In the general case, we have p € L' N L?, and arguing as in the proof of Proposition 4.1
(for the case a = 2), we also get

L2 C 1
/_ooe |p(:n)|d$§m<oo for all <

2
where C? = f_oooo Z:O(a)) dx. In particular, f is an entire function. Let py be the restriction of p

to [_Na N]7 gN(x) = pN(‘r) em2/47 and put

fn(t) = /oo epy(x)de, pn(t) = /00 e gn () da.

—00 —00

According to the previous step, for all t € R,
L[ 2
In(t) = \/_E/ e ="y (u) du. (6.4)

By the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we have fy(t) — f(t) for all real ¢ and
lgn — gll2 — 0 as N — oo. By the continuity of the Fourier transform on L2, we obtain
lox — pll2 = 0, which in turn implies

/ e_(t_“)2pN(u) du—>/ e_(t_“)2p(u) du.

—00

Hence, in the limit (6.4) yields the desired identity (6.1). Its right-hand side is well-defined
and finite for all complex t, and clearly represents an entire function. Moreover, as before, one
may apply Plancherel’s theorem, leading to (6.3) and therefore to (6.2). O
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7. Exponential Series

The y?-distance from the standard normal law on the real line admits a nice description in
terms of a so-called exponential series (following Cramér’s terminology) as well. Let us some
introduce basic notations and recall several well-known facts. By Hj; we denote the k-th
Chebyshev-Hermite polynomial

Hy(z) (e /)W 2y 201,2,... (z€R),
so that p*)(z) = (—=1)* H, (a:)gp(m) in terms of the standard normal density. In particular,
Hy(z) = Hy(z) =22 -1,
Hy(z )::17, H3(x) = 2% — 3.
Each Hyp is a polynomial of degree k with integer coefficients, with leading coefficient 1. De-

pending on k being even or odd, H contains even resp. odd powers only. These polynomials
may be defined explicitly via

Hy(z) =E(z+i2)k, Z~ N(0,1).

All Hy, are orthogonal to each other on the real line with weight function ¢(z), and moreover —
they form a complete orthogonal system in the Hilbert space L?(R, ¢(x)dx). Their L?-norms
are given by

E H,(Z)? = /_OO Hy(z)? o(x)de = k!

Equivalently, the Hermite functions ¢, = H}¢ form a complete orthogonal system in L?(R, @‘fﬁ))

2
o0 orl@)” gy — Summarizing we have:

0o ()

and their L?-norms in this space are given by I°

Proposition 7.1. Any complex valued function v = u(x) with f z)|? e® 12 dr < oo
admits a unique representation in the form of the orthogonal series

[e.e]

u(z) = () % Hy(x), (7.1)
k=0

which converges in L>(R, -22.). The coefficients are given by cj, = 75 u(x) Hy(x) dz, and we

» p(@)
ZOO lex[? > Ju(x)?
R de.

have Parseval’s identity

The functional series (7.1) representing u is called an exponential series. The question of
its pointwise convergence is rather delicate similar to the pointwise convergence of ordinary
Fourier series based on trigonometric functions. In Cramér’s paper [Cr], the following two
propositions are stated, together with an explanation of the basic ingredients of the proof.

Proposition 7.2. If u(x) is vanishing at infinity and has a continuous derivative such that

/ [ ()| e’ ? dx < oo,

it may be developed in an exponential series, which is absolutely and uniformly convergent for
—00 < & < 0.
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Proposition 7.3. If u(z) has bounded variation in every finite interval, and if
& 2
/ u(z)] e /* dz < oo,
—00

then the ezponential series for u(x) converges to & (u(z+) + u(z—)). The convergence is
uniform in every finite interval of continuity.

The integral condition of Proposition 7.3 is illustrated in [Cr] on the example of the Gaussian

functions u(x) = e’ (A > 0). In this case, the corresponding exponential series can be
explicitly computed, and at x = 0 it is given by the series

5 2 e ()

This series is absolutely convergent for A > Z= simply convergent for A = % and divergent for
A< i
4

8. Normal Moments

Let X be a random variable with density p, and let Z be a standard normal random variable
(which is assumed to be independent of X). Applying Proposition 7.1 to p, we obtain the
following: If

o
/ p(x)? e’ dx < oo, (8.1)
—0o0
then p admits a unique representation in the form of the exponential series
o
p(z) = ¢(x) k;' T H(x), (8.2)
k=0

which converges in L?(R, %) Here, the coefficients are given by
cr = / Hy(z) p(x) de = EH(X) = E (X +i2)*,

which we call the normal moments of X. In particular, cg = 1, ¢; = EX, ¢o = EX? — 1.

In general, these moments exist, as long as the k-th absolute moments of X are finite. These
moments are needed to develop the characteristic function of X in a Taylor series around zero
as follows:

N
fH)=Ee™ =23 % @t)" +o(tN),  t—o0. (8.3)
k=0

In particular, ¢ = 0 for £ > 1 in case X is standard normal, similarly to the property of the

cumulants "

d
Vk(X) kdtk log f( )|t=0

with k£ > 3 (where we use the branch of the logarithm determined by log f(0) = 0).
Let us emphasize one simple algebraic property of normal moments.

Proposition 8.1. Let X be a random variable such that EX = 0, EX?2 =1 and E|X|* < 0o
for some integer k > 3, and let Z ~ N(0,1). The following three properties are equivalent:
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a) vj(X)=0 forall j=3,....,k—1;
b) EH;(X) =0 forall j=3,...,k—1;
¢) EXI=EZ forall j=3,....k—1.

In this case
(X)) = EHy(X) = EX* —EZ*. (8.4)

Proof. Let us first describe the structure of the coefficients in (8.3) used for N = k.
Repeated differentiation of the identity f(t)e!”/2 = Ee(X+i2) yields ijd;tj [f(t) et2/2] ‘t:O =
E (X +1iZ)J. Hence, we get indeed ¢; = EH;(X) for all j < k.

Now, assuming that b) holds, the expansion (8.3) simplifes to

£ty = e (14 (i) ) + o1, (8.5)
so that log f(t) = —3 2 + % (it)F + o(|t|¥). The latter expansion immediately yields a). The
argument may easily be reversed in order to show that a) = b) as well. Next, differentiating
(8.5) j times at zero, j < k — 1, we get that EX7 = H;(0). But, we obtain a similar equality
EZ/ = H;(0) when writing (8.5) for g(t) = e~*/2. Hence, c) follows from b). Moreover,
differentiating (8.5) k times at zero, we arrive at EX* = EZ* + ¢, which is the second
equality in (8.4). Again, the argument may be reversed in the sense that, starting from c), we
obtain (8.5) and therefore b). Thus, all the three properties are equivalent.

Finally, the first equality in (8.4) is obtained when differentiating the expression log f(t) =
— 282+ % (i) + o([t|*) k times. O

In general (without the above conditions a) — ¢)), the moments of X may be expressed
easily in terms of the normal moments. Indeed, the Chebyshev-Hermite polynomials have
generating function

= ZF xz—22
Z Hk(l') E =e€ /27
k=0

which follows, for example, from the identity Hy(z) = E (z +iZ)*. Here z may z may be any
complex numbers. Equivalently,

2 /o) 2 > Zit2j
i=0 i,j=0
Expanding e®* into the power series and comparing the coefficients in front of z*, we get
i [k/2] 1
Hence, if E|X|* < 0o, then
i [k/2] 1
EX* = k! ; T E EHj,_9;(X). (8.6)

Now, let us describe the connection between normal moments and the y?-distance. The
series in (8.3) is absolutely convergent as N — oo, when f is analytic in the complex plane.
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Hence we have the expansion
_ 42 > Ck .
t)y=et/? Zy(zt)k, teC, (8.7)
k=0

which holds, in particular, assuming condition (8.1). Moreover, using the Parseval identity as
in Proposition 7.1, we have
2 00 2
c x
Z‘ d _/ @) (8.8)
p(x)

Since right-hand side is related to X2-dlstance from the standard normal law, we arrive at the
following relation:

Proposition 8.2. If x?(X,Z) < oo, then

=1
ZH EH(X))2. (8.9)
k=1

For the quadratic Renyi divergence, we thus have

[o¢]
1
Dy(X1Z) = log(1+ x*(X, Z)) =log ) o (EH(X)).
k=0
Recall that, if x?(X,Z) < oo, then X has finite moments of any order, and moreover,
E X < oo for any ¢ < %. Hence, the normal moments EHy(X) are well defined and finite,
so that the representation for x?(X, Z) makes sense.
We now show a converse to Proposition 8.2.

Proposition 8.3. Let X be a random wvariable with finite moments of any order. If
the series in (8.9) is convergent, then X has an absolutely continuous distribution with finite
distance x*(X, 7).

It looks surprising that a simple sufficient condition for the existence of a density p of X
can be formulated in terms of moments of X, only. Note that if X is bounded, then it has
finite moments of any order, and the property x?(X, Z) < oo just means that p is in L2. Thus,
we have:

Corollary 8.4. A bounded random variable X has an absolutely continuous distribution
with a square integrable density, if and only if the series in (8.9) is convergent.

Proof of Proposition 8.3. Let C? = Y°7°, & (EH,(X))? be finite (C > 1). Then
|[EH(X)| < CVE! and from the formula (8.6) we get

i [k/2] 1 [k/2] 1
EX" < & —— |EH_ < C’k'
In particular,
k
1
EX? < C(2k)!
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Using (222]2]) (2k)%, we obtain that

C\/WZ V(2k)!

EXQk <
(2k — 29)! 4127
X 1.j
< @R < C/@h) Z% N EN(CT
j=0 7"

Thus, EX2% < CeF/(2k)! for all k. This estimate implies that E e*X” < oo for some ¢ > 0.
In particular, X has an entire characteristic function f(t) = E e®* which thus admits a power
series representation (8.7), where necessarily ¢, = EH(X). Consider the N-th partial sum of
that series,

N
_ t)
t)y=e /2 E Ch @
k=0

It represents the Fourier transform of the function py(x) = p(x )Zk o Ck ,x) which is the
N-th partial sum of the exponential series in (8.2). Since, by the assumptlon

pN converge to some p in L%R,%), by Proposition 7.1. In particular, py converge in

Flpm

L?(R, dx), and by Plancherel’s theorem, fx also converge in L?(R, dz) to the Fourier transform
pof p. But fy(t) — f(t) for all ¢, so f ( ) = p(t) almost everywhere. Thus we conclude that f
belongs to L?(R,dz) and is equal to the Fourier transform of p. Hence, X has an absolutely
continuous distribution, and p is density of X.

It remains to use once more the orthogonal series (8.2). By Proposition 7.1, we have

Parseval’s equality (8.8), which means that x*(X,Z) = > 5o, 2—% < 0. O

There is a natural generalization of the identity (8.9) in terms of the y2-distance for the
random variables

X, =VtX+V1-tZ, 0<t<l,
where Z ~ N(0,1) is independent of X.

Proposition 8.5. If x*(X,Z) < oo, then, for all t € [0,1],

oo
X2 (Xt7 Z) =
k=1

tk 5
il (EHE(X))*.

This in turn yields another description of the normal moments via the derivatives of the
y2-distance:

drt
(EH (X)) = =23 (X0, 2|,y k=12
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Proof. It is known, e.g., as a direct consequence of the identity Hy(z) = E (z +42Z)*, that
the Hermite polynomials satisfy the binomial formula

Hy(ax + by) = ZC’Z a'b* = Hy(x)Hy—i(y), x,y € R, (8.10)

whenever a? + b? = 1. In particular, EHg(aX + bZ) = a* EH}(X), which may be used in the
formula (8.9) with @ = v/t and b = /1 — ¢, O

9. Behavior of Rényi divergence under Convolutions

The obvious question, when describing convergence in the central limit theorem in the D,-
distance is, it remain finite for sums of independent summands with finite D,-distances? The
answer is affirmative and is made precise in the following:

Proposition 9.1. Let X and Y be independent random wvariables. Given o > 1, for all
a,b € R such that a®> +b*> = 1, we have

Dy (aX +bY||Z) < Do (X||Z) + Do (Y]] 2),
where Z ~ N(0,1). Equivalently,
14+ (a—1)Ta(aX +bY[|Z2) < (1+ (a = 1) Tu(X||2)) (14 (= 1) T (Y]|Z)). (9.1)

The statement may be extended by induction to finitely many independent summands
X1,..., X, by the relation

where a? + - -+ + a2 = 1. Note that for the relative entropy (a = 1), there is a much stronger
property, namely

D(@Xi + -+ +a,X,]|Z) < max{D(X1]|Z), .., D(X,||Z)},

which follows from the entropy power inequality (cf. [D-C-T]). However, this is no longer true
for D,,. Nevertheless, for the normalized sums Z,, = (X1 +---+X,,)/y/n with i.i.d. summands,
Proposition 9.1 guarantees a sublinear growth of the Rényi divergence with respect to n. More
precisely, we have

Da(Znl|Z) < nDa(X1]|2). (9.2)

Proof of Proposition 9.1. Let Z be an independent copy of Z, so that the random vector
Z = (Z,Z2') is standard normal in R2. From Definition 2.1 it follows that the Rényi distance
of the random vector X = (X,Y) to Z is given by

Do(X[|Z) = Da(X||Z) + Da(Y || Z).
Hence, by the contractivity property (2.1), cf. Proposition 2.3, we get
Do (S(X)|1S(2)) < Da(X|2) + Da(Y1|Z"),

for any Borel measurable function S : R?> — R. It remains to apply this inequality to the
linear function S(z,y) = ax + by. O
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Let us describe a simple alternative argument in the case a = 2, which relies upon normal
moments only. One may assume that both Do(X||Z) and D2(Y||Z) are finite, so that X and
Y have finite moments of any order. In addition, without loss of generality, let a,b > 0.

From the binomial formula (8.10) it follows that

EH(aX +bY) = ZC W RH(X)EHy_i(Y).
By Cauchy’s inequality,

k k
(EHp(aX +0Y))* < > Ci(a'd*)? Y Cj (EH(X))? (EHp—i(Y))’

i=0
This gives
@mmx+ww2<§3mmuw2@mﬂaw2
k! e 0 i! (k—d)! 7’
and summation over all integers k > 0 leads
oo 2
Z (EHk(a)];+ bY))? < Z EH Z
k=0 i=0 §=0

But, by Proposition 8.2, this inequality is the same as
1+ x%(aX +0Y,Z) < (14+x3(X,2)) 1 +X*(Y, 2)),
which is exactly (9.1) for a = 2.
One may also ask whether or not x?(aX + bY, Z) remains finite, when x?(X, Z) is finite,
and Y is “small” enough. If p is density of X, the density of aX + bY is given by

q(x)z%Ep(x _abY>, T € R,

which is a convex mixture of densities on the line. Applying Cauchy’s inequality, we have
—bY
q(x)? 1 p(*)°

() ~ a® " p(z)
and using (az + by)? < 2% + y?, we get an elementary bound

> g(z)? e O
[mﬂww’émﬁ/;am+wﬂ

1 / VErp(@)? A dp = L (143X, 2) B2,

lal

IN

That is, we arrive at:

Proposition 9.2. Let X and Y be independent random variables. For all a,b € R such
that a® + b* = 1, we have

1 1+ 23X, Z2)Ee/?,  Z~N(,1).

1+ x%(aX +bY,Z) < ]
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Let us now describe two examples of i.i.d. random variables X, X7,..., X, such that for
the normalized sums Z, = (X7 + - - + X,,)/v/n, we have
XZ(ZhZ) :"':Xz(Zm)—hZ) = 00, Xz(Zng) < o0, (9'3)

where ng > 1 is a given prescribed integer.

Example 9.3. Suppose that X has density of the form

* 1
p(z) = / e /20" dr(c?), xz €R, (9.4)
0 OoV2T

where 7 is a probability measure on the positive half-axis. The existence of x%(X, Z) implies
that o2 < 2 for m-almost all ¢, i.e., 7 should be supported on the interval (0,2). Squaring
the equality (9.4) and integrating over x, we find that

13X, 2) = /OO )’ 4 /2/2 1 dr(0?) dr(o2).
—o0 P(T) 0Jo \/o}+03—0oj03

It is easy to see that the last double integral is convergent, if and only if

0?)dr(03) < co.

(

1 r1 1 2 r2 1
—— dr(c?)dn(02) < o and // dm
/0/0 Vo?+o3 (1) 2) 11 4= (0% +03) (

These conditions may be simplified in terms of the distribution function F(¢) = n{o? < e},
0 < e <2, by noting that

F(e/2)? < (m@m){o? + 03 <&} < F(e)%

Hence, the first integral is convergent, if and only if

| 1 1 F(e)?
— dF(e)? = F(1-)? —/ d
V- (e) ( )+2 T €

is finite. A similar description applies to the second double integral.

Let us summarize: We have x?(X,Z) < oo for the random variable X with density (9.4),
if and only if the mixing probability measure 7 is supported on the interval (0,2), and its
distribution function F satisfies

lF 2 2 1—F 2
/0 622 de < o0, /lﬁde<oo. (9.5)

Based on this description, we now investigate convolutions. Note that Z,, has density of a
similar type as before

* 1 2 /92

pn(x) = / e /2 dm, (02).
0 oV2m

More precisely, if &1, ..., &, are independent copies of a random variable £ distributed according

to m, then the mixing measure 7, can be recognized as the distribution of the normalized sum

Sp = (& + - +¢&,). Therefore, by (9.5), x*(Zn, Z) < oo, if and only if P{S, < 2} =1

(which is equivalent to the property that 7 is supported on (2, 00)), and

! Fn(g)z /2 (1 - Fu(e))
1

2
o PSR de < oo,

de < o0,
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where F), is the distribution function of S,,. Since F(e/n)" < F,(¢) < F(e)", which is needed
near zero, and using similar relations near the point 2, these conditions may be simplified to

1F 2n 2 1—-F 2n
/0 ;5/)2 de < oo, /1 % de < cc. (9.6)

Now, for simplicity, suppose that 7 is supported on (0,1), so that the second integral in
(9.6) is vanishing, and let F'(g) ~ €" for ¢ — 0 with parameter x > 0 (where the equivalence is
understood up to a positive factor). Then, the first integral in (9.6) will be finite, if and only
if n > 1/(4k). Choosing k = m, we obtain the required property (9.3).

Example 9.4. Consider a density of the form
— ak 6—322/47
14 |z|t/2k

where ay, is a normalizing constant, k = ng — 1, and let f; denote its Fourier transform (i.e.,
the characteristic function). Define the distribution of X via its characteristic function

p(z) r R,

)= a0+ (1 - o) 2200

with a sufficiently small parameter o« > 0 and v = 4/3 H—%fi(o)' It is easy to check that

f"(0) = —1, which guarantees that EX = 0, EX? = 1. Furthermore, it is not difficult to show
that the densities p,, of Z, admit the two-sided bounds

W
1+ |a|n/2k

up to some positive n-dependent factors. Hence, again we arrive at the property (9.3).

.2 b’ .2
e$/4§pn(:v)§Wem/4 (z €R),

10. Superadditivity of y? with Respect to Marginals

A multidimensional version of Theorem 1.1 requires to involve some other properties of the
x2-distance in higher dimensions. The contractivity under mappings,

X*(S(X),8(2)) < x*(X, Z),

has already been shown in Proposition 2.3 in a general setting. This inequality may be consid-
erably sharpened, when distance is measured to the standard normal law in Q = R%. In order
to compare the behavior of y2-divergence with often used information-theoretic quantities,
recall the definition of Shannon entropy and Fisher information,
\V4 2
no0) == [ s togpteyan, 100 = [ LG
Rd rd  P(T)

where X is a random vector in R% with density p (assuming that the above integrals are well-
defined). These functionals are known to be subadditive and superadditive with respect to
the components: If we write X = (X', X”) with X’ € R%, X € R% (d; + dy = d), then one
always has

h(X) < h(X') + h(X"), I(X)>1(X")+1(X") (10.1)
cf. [L], [C]. Both h(X) and I(X) themselves are not yet distances, so one also considers the
relative entropy and the relative Fisher information with respect to other distributions. In
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particular, in case of the standard normal random vector Z ~ N(0,1;) and random vectors X
with mean zero and identity covariance matrix I, they are given by

D(X[|Z) = h(2) - n(X),  I(X]|Z) =1(X) - I(Z).

Hence, it immediately follows from (10.1) that these information-theoretic distances are both
superadditive, that is,

D(X]|2) = DX'||Z") + D(X"]|12"),  I(X||Z) = I(X'||Z') + I(X"|Z"),

where Z' and Z” are standard normal in R% and R% respectively (both inequalities become
equalities, when X’ and X" are independent).

We now establish a similar property for the y2-distance, which can be more convenient
stated in the setting of a FEuclidean space H, say of dimension d, with norm |- | and inner
product (-,-). If X is a random vector in H with density p, and Z ~ N(0,I;) is a normal
random vector with mean zero and an identity covariance operator 14, then (according to the
abstract definition),

2 _ 2
(X, Z) = / G / (p() — palz))” \
() " o(2)
:;d/Q e 1=l*/2 (x € H) is the density of Z.

where p(z) = @
Proposition 10.1. Given a random wvector X in H and an orthogonal decomposition
H = H' @® H" into two linear subspaces H', H" C H of dimensions dy,ds > 1, for orthogonal

projections X' = Projg:(X), X" = Projy(X), we have
(X, Z2) 23X, Z') + (X", Z"), (10.2)

where Z,Z', Z" are standard normal random vectors in H, H', H", respectively.
Note, however, that (10.2) won’t become an equality for independent components X', X"

Proof. Let H = R? and X = (£1,...,&;). Note that x?(X, Z) is invariant under orthog-
onal transformations U of the space, i.e., x*(U(X),Z) = x?(X,Z). Hence, without loss of
generality, one may assume that X' = (&1,...,&,) and X" = (4,41, ...,&). Moreover, to
simplify the argument (notationally), let dy =ds = 1.

The finiteness of the distance y?(X, Z) means that the random vector X = (£1,&) has
density p = p(z1,22) (z; € R) such that

/ / p(x1,x9) e(ml+m2)/2 dx1dxe < 00.

Since the Hermite functions ¢y, i, (21, 22) = @(x1)p(x2) Hy, (x1)Hg,(x2) form a complete or-
thogonal system in L?(R?) (where now ¢ denotes the one dimensional standard normal den-
sity), the density p admits a unique representation in the form of the exponential series

Chy K
p(z1,22) = p(x1)p(z2) Z Z klikQ' Hy, (z1)Hg, (2), (10.3)
k1=0ko=0
which converges in L?(R, %). Here the coefficients (mutual normal moments) are given

by
oy = / / Hiy (1) Hiy (2) plar, 02) dindey = EHy, (€0)Hyo (),
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and we have Parseval’s equality

551,332 k1 ko
1 X Z = 2 10.4
X / /ooso 5y odrz = Z Z oy | (104)

Now, integrating (10.3) over zo and separately over x1, we obtaln similar representations
for the marginal densities

= ¢ ¢
p(n) = o(ar) Y T He(an),  palra) = olaz) Z 2 Hi (22),
kim0 L k=0
hence, by Proposition 8.1,
[e¢) o] 2
€0,k
X*(61,€) X*(&,€) = K,z (€ ~ N(0,1)).
= ko=1 ’

Obviously, the quantities y (51,5) and x?(&2,&) appear as summands in (10.4), thus showing
the inequality. O
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Part II: The Rényi Divergence in the Central Limit Theorem

11. Asymptotic Expansions and Lower Bounds

Let X, X1, X»,... be independent identically distributed random variables such that EX = 0,
EX? = 1, with characteristic function f(t) = Ee?X. Then the normalized sums

X1+ + X,
vn
weakly converge in distribution to the standard normal law: Z,, = Z for Z ~ N(0,1). In this
connection the following question arises: When is it true that D, (Z,||Z) — 0 or equivalently
To(Zn||Z) — 0 as n — 00? And if so, what is the rate of convergence?
We shall give a complete solution of this problem in the next sections. First we shall describe

here asymptotic expansions for “truncated” T,-distances, which yield reasonable lower bounds
for T, (Z,||Z). More precisely, given M > 0, we have an obvious estimate

1

Ly =

To(Zp||Z) > p— (I(M)—-1) (11.1)
with @ N
= Pe\Z x)dx )
Tad) = | <M < o(z) > elz) de, (112)

where p,, denotes the density of Z,. We will see that, under suitable conditions (like the ones
in Theorems 1.1-1.2), while choosing

M = M,(s) =+/2(s —1)logn

with a fixed integer s > 2, inequality (11.1) can be reversed up to an error term of order

o(n_(s_l)). This reduces our task to the study of the asymptotic behavior of the integrals
I(M,(s)), using the following result due to Petrov (cf. [Pel-2], [B-C-G1]).

Proposition 11.1. Suppose that X has a finite absolute moment of order k > 3, and

assume that Z, admits a density in L? for some n. Then, for all n large enough, Z, have
continuous bounded densities p, satisfying uniformly in —oo < z < 00

=2y (x) 1 1
pole) = 2(0) + ole) 3 T +oleamm) T (113)

In this formula

= Hynla H - ,( W’Z”j:;) )k (11.4)

where v, denotes the r-th cumulant of X. The summation extends over all non-negative

integer solutions (k1,ke,...,k,) to the equation ky + 2ko + -+ + vk, = v, and where we put

l=ki+ko+---+k,. Thesum in (11.3) defines a polynomial in z of degree at most 3(k — 2).
For example, for k = 3 (11.3) yields

(o) = pla) + 1= Ha(@)e(@) +o( =) T
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where v3 = a3 = EX? and H3(z) = 2® — 32. More generally, if the first cumulants of X up
to order k — 1 are vanishing (i.e., the fist £ — 1 moments of X are the same as for a standard
normal law), then (11.3) simplifies to the expression

1

pale) = ¢la) + 3% Hulaplo)n™ % + o)

k!

This local limit theorem may be used to derive:

(3= = -1 = 0).

Lemma 11.2. Under the assumptions of Proposition 11.1 with k = 2s (s > 2), the
following expansion holds
s—1

b; (51
I(Mn(s)) = 1+Zn—jj+0(n (S )) (11‘5)
j=1
with
Oé(()é—l)...(()é—m+1) /oo .

b-: m1.” . maj—1 d . 116
=2 my!...magj 1! —o al®) 42j-1(7) pla) de (11.6)
Here the sum extends over all non-negative integer numbers mq,...,maj_1 such that my +

2mo + -+ (25 — 1) moj—1 = 2j, and where m = my + - --+maj_1. In particular, if v; = 0 for
i=3,...,s—1, s> 3, then

fyg 1 —(s—1
I(Mp(s)) =1+ ala—1) 2% ——+ O(n=t=1), (11.7)

Using (11.4), one can evaluate the integrals in (11.5) and rewrite them as polynomials in
the cumulants 7s3,...,72;4+1, which in turn may be expressed polynomially in terms of the
moments a,, = EX", r <25+ 1.

Proof. The representation (11.3) with & = 2s may be written as

en(z) 1 w2 q ()

e R P M P Sl

v=1

pn(T)
o(z)

where sup,, |e,(z)] = o(1) as n — oo. Since every polynomial ¢, has degree at most r =
3(2s — 2), we necessarily have |R,(z)| < % (1 + |=|") up to some constant C. It follows that

pol@) | o C e o)
] RO ey < 0 0

as n — oo uniformly in |z| < M, (s). Using the Lipschitz property of the power function near
the point 1, we thus obtain that

<M>a: (1+ Ry (x)™ + o(n=(=1)

3

o(x) p(z)(1+[z[*)’
so that
I(My(s)) = / (14 Ru(2))® o) dz + o(n=CD). (11.8)
|z|<Mn(s)
Using a Taylor expansion of z¢ yields
25—2

ala—1)...(a —m+1)
m!

m On €z r(2s—
Ry, (z) +F(l/)2(1+|x| (2s=1))
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with sup,, |Cy,(x)| < C (where C is a constant). Thus, integration in (11.8) leads to
25—2

I(My(s)) =1+ Z (a-1) (!O‘ —m+1 /KMn( )Rn(x)m o(x) dz + o(n~ D).

Here the integrals may be extended to the whole real line at the expense of an error at most
0( — 1) Indeed, with some constant C; depending on [ > 1, we have

-1

[ e < Cy(s) e M0 < 0(REZ),
|z|>M:(s)

nsl

which may be used in the polynomial bound on R, (together with the factor 1//n). Thus,

I(Mn(s)):1+za(a_1) a—m—l—l/ Ro(@)™ o(z) dz + o(n~ D).

m=1

Using a multinomial expansion, we get

m!
R, ()™ = Z —'n_N/2 q1(z)™ ... gos—a(x)"?2,

m!...maog_s!
mi+-4mas_2=m ! 2s=2

where N = mj+2mg+---+(25s—2) mas_o. That is, up to a o(n_(s_l))fterm, one can describe
I(M,(s)) — 1 as the sum

> oo fozmbl), /_OO q(@)™ .. q2s—2(x)"* 7% p(x) dz, (11.9)

m1! e mgs_Q!
where the summation extends over all integers mq,...,mos_o > 0, not all zero, such that
m=mi+mgo+---+mos_g < 25— 2.
This representation simplifies thanks to the following property of Hermite polynomials:

/_OO H, (z)...H, (z)p(z)dz =0 (v1 + -+ vy is odd).

Hence, it follows from (11.4) that a similar property holds for ¢;’s as well, so that the integral
in (11.9) is vanishing, as long as N is odd. Restricting ourselves to the values N = 2j, we
necessarily have m; = 0 for [ > 2j, and (11.8) becomes

Oé(()é—l)...(()é—m+1) _j/oo - -

.2 g dx, 11.10

Z m1! ce mQj! n > el (l‘) q2; (gj) (10($) €L ( )

where the summation extends over all my,...,mo; > 0 such that mi+2mao+---+2jmo; = 2j

and with m = my + --- + mg;. Finally, we may exclude the case mg; = 1, m; = 0 for [ < 2j,
where again the above integral is vanishing. As a result, we arrive at the required expansion
(11.5) with coefficients (11.6). Finally, in the second assertion, we necessarily have b; = 0 for
j=1,...,5—3 and bs_y = v2/s! and we obtain (11.7). O

Note that the integral in (11.10) is zero as well, provided that m = 1 (i.e., only one m; = 1).
For the index a = 2, the factor in front of the integral in (11.6) is vanishing unless m < 2.
Hence, we are reduced to tuples my, ..., mgj_1 such that m; = 1 holds for two different indexes,
say, | = v; and | = 15, and also for tuples where m; = 2 holds for one [ only. Hence, the
description of the coefficients may be simplified to

bj = Z / Gy (7)quy () () doe (a=2).

v1,v2>0 -
v1+ve=2j
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Recall that if T,,(Z,||Z) is finite, then E %7 < 0o, and hence E X’ < oo for some ¢ > 0
(so that X has finite moments of all orders). In addition, Z, must have a density in LZ.
Therefore, all conditions of Lemma 11.1 are fulfilled, and in view of the lower bound (11.1),
Lemma 11.2 yields:

Proposition 11.3. For every fixed s = 3,4, ..., we have, as n — oo,
— 1
To(Z0l|Z) 2 — Z; 2 +0(—)
]:

with coefficients given in (11.6). In particular, if v; =0 for j=3,...,5s—1 and v, # 0, then

Tz > als L of L 11.11
w(Zal|2) = o = +0(=). (11.11)

The last lower bound extends to D, as well (which is equivalent to T, when these two
distances are small). Hence we get:

Corollary 11.4. If, for some integer K > 1,
log Do (Zn||Z
0g Da(ZnllZ) _

lim inf —K,

n—00 logn
then v; =0 for all j = 3,..., K. In particular, the random variable X is standard normal, if
and only if

liming (28D (ZnllZ) _

n—»00 logn

Combining the lower bound (11.2) with the upper bound (9.2) yields:

Corollary 11.5. Let Do (X||Z) < oo, withy; =0,j=3,...,5s—1, and 75 # 0 for some
s>3. Then as n — 00

(1+ 0(%)) ;—82, nsl_Q < Do(Z,l|Z) < nDu(X||2).

12. Necessity Part in Theorem 1.2 (d = 1)

Again, let X, X1, X»,... denote i.i.d. random variables with characteristic function f(t) =
EetX and let Z, = (X1 + --- + X,,)/v/n. The necessity part in Theorem 1.2 does not
require any moment assumptions on the mean and variance. As a preliminary step, the next
proposition provides a subgaussian bound on the Laplace transform f(iy) = Ee %X subject
to the sublinear growth of D,(Z,||Z). Recall that o > 1 is fixed, and we denote its conjugate
value by 8 = a/(a —1).

Lemma 12.1. If liminf,, [l Do(Z,||Z)] =0, then

n

fliy) <eP°2, yeR (12.1)
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Proof. Indeed, by Proposition 4.2, applied to Z, in place of X, for all y € R,
. n 1/a 2
Fliy/ V)" < (14 (@ = )Ta(Za]|2)) " 72,
and after a change of the variable we get
) 1
fliy) < exp {—

an
But lim inf,,_, [% Da(Zn||Z)] =0, if and only if lim inf,, [% log(l—l—(a—l)Ta(ZnHZ))] = 0.
Hence, we arrive at the required conclusion by letting n — oo along a suitable subsequence. [

log (1 + (o — 1)Ta(ZnHZ))} ePv/2,

In other words, if f(iyo) > €% /2 holds for some yo € R, then Do (Zy||Z) > cn holds for
some positive constant ¢. Thus, in this case D, (Z,||Z) has a maximal growth rate, in view of
the sublinear upper bound (9.2).

The assumption of Lemma 12.1 is fulfilled, when D, (Z,||Z) — 0, which provides a slightly
weakened variant of the necessary condition (1.4) in Theorem 1.2 for dimension d = 1 (replacing
the strict inequality with a non-strict inequality). To arrive at a more precise condition, we
have to add another preliminary step.

Lemma 12.2. If lim,_ . Da(Zn||Z)] = 0, then, for any integer k > /2,

lim h f(zy/\/%)%n e P dy = V(o —1). (12.2)

n—o0

Proof. The characteristic function of Z,, is given by f,(t) = f(t/v/n)". Hence, the integral
in (12.2) is just

> Z, 2 2 & VA 7! 2
/ (Ee_y nk) e Py dy = / E e Y (ZnetZy,) =By dy
—o0

—00
o
_ / E e~ V2yZ2nk By dy = T Eeﬁzgnk,
—o V 3

where by Z;Lk we denoted an independent copy of Z,r. On the other hand, since Z, is a
normalized sum of k£ independent copies of Z,,, we may apply Proposition 5.1 with X replaced
by Z, and with n replaced by 2k. In this case, inequality (5.2) tells us that, whenever 2k > a,
we have

B —Eem”| < o ((1+xalZallZ)V) =1), 2~ N(O,1).

Since, by the assumption, xo(Z,, Z) — 0 as n — oo, the limit in (12.2) is equal to \/%E eﬁz?
O

Proof of the neccesity part in Theorem 1.2 for d = 1. Let D,(Z,||Z) — 0 as n — oo.
Given a fixed number § > 0, let us decompose

/ Fiy/Vnk)™ e P dy = 1+ 1y

= (/ +/ >f(iy/\/n_k)%ke_ﬁy2 dy. (12.3)
lyl<ovnk  Jly[>5v/nk
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The characteristic function f is entire, and f(0) = 1, hence it is non-vanishing in some disc
|t| < R on the complex plane. Define g(t) = log f(t) for |t| < R, choosing the branch of the
logarithm according to the condition log f(0) = 0. The function g is analytic in the same disc
and admits a power series representation

1 o
_ 1 k
g(t) = 5t +) bt
k=3
Clearly, for a suitable value r € (0, R) and some constant C, we have Y o5 [bt*| < C[t® in
the disc |t| < r, so that

f(zy/\/%)%k = exp{y?® + 0y3//n} for real y e [—rVnk,rvVnk],

where 6 is a quantity such that || < C' and k > «/2 is a fixed integer. Assuming that
d <min{r,1/(2C)}, this relation allows us to rewrite the integral I; as

I = / e~ (B 40 [V g
ly|<évnk

Here the term 6y/y/n in the above exponent may be removed at the expense of an error of

order O(%) This is justified by the bounds

3
/ R I L e P / CY o~ -1y +CluP IV g,
ly|<dv/nk yl<svnk VT
¢ 3 —(A—1)y?/2 1
— y’e dy = O —=).
Vi Sy <svnk (\/ﬁ)

Hence
= _(ﬁ_l)y2 L — _ i
L /|y§5 nke dy+0<\/ﬁ) V(o 1)+O<\/ﬁ>’ n — 0o.

Applying this result in (12.3), the equality (12.2) implies that Iy — 0, or equivalently

iw) e~ P22 gy = o<i> as n — 0o, 124
[, (e - (124)
which holds for any sufficiently small § > 0, and since the integrand is non-negative, for any
smaller fixed § > 0 as well.

Now, the function ¢ (u) = f(iu) e=P%*/2 is analytic and satisfies 0 < (u) < 1 on the real
line, cf. (12.1). In order to show that ¢(u) < 1 for all u # 0, suppose for a moment that
Y(ug) = 1 for some ug > 0. Obviously ug has to be local maximum point, which implies
' (up) = 0. Hence the power series representation at this point, that is

oo

Y(u) —1=¢(u—ug) + Z cj(u — up)’

j=1+1

starts with a non-zero term ¢; # 0 for some [ > 2. Since ¥(u) — 1 < 0 for all u € R, all
coefficients are real numbers, and moreover, [ = 2m is even (m > 1) and ¢; < 0. Hence, in
some neighborhood |u — ug| < rg < wg and for some constants ¢1,co > 0, we have ¥(u) >

1—ci(u—ug)®™ > e—co(u=u0)*™ Now choosing § = ug — rg, this neighborhood is contained in
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(6,00), and with some constant ¢ > 0 we get

/ (f(zu) 6_6“2/2)2nk du > / ¢(u)2nk du
|u|>0 |lu—up|<d

> / exp { — 2nk - co(u — u0)2m} du
|lu—uog|<d
§ ) c
= 2/0 eXp{—2TLk"COZE }dIIJ‘Z W’

which contradicts to the asymptotic relation (12.4). The case ug < 0 is similar, and thus we
necessarily arrive at ¢(u) < 1 for all real u # 0. O

13. Pointwise Upper Bounds for Convolutions of Densities

Before turning to the sufficiency part in Theorem 1.2, we shall derive several upper bounds
for the densities p,, of the normalized sums Z,. In general, bounds for the density p(z) of X
at individual points x cannot be deduced from D, (X||Z) < co. However, this is possible after
several convolutions of p with itself. The following observation holds without assuming that
X has mean zero and variance one. Put

w(u) = flw)e "
= EewX e Pu'/2 - 6_6“2/2/ e "“p(x)dx, u € R,

where f is the characteristic function of X and 8 = —25. As usual, Z denotes a standard

normal random variable.

Proposition 13.1. Given a random variable X such that T,, = T, (X||Z) < oo, we have,
for all x € R and n > ng = max(f,2),

AoVt _a2j) T\
oo o( ﬁ\/ﬁ> : (13.1)

1 2
where Aq = (1+ (a—1)T,)* " incase 1 <a <2 and Ag = (14 (a—1)T,) ™ in case a > 2.

pn(z) <

In particular, under the condition (1.1), that is, when ¢ < 1, we arrive at the following
subgaussian pointwise bound

Aa\/ﬁ —x? 25
pn(z) < (27?)1/26 /@26)

which may be effective in the region |z| >> y/logn. It can be sharpened further for larger
values of |z| by virtue of Proposition 4.3. Combined with (13.1), it immediately provides an
exponential pointwise bound (with respect to n).

Corollary 13.2. If T,(X||Z) < oo, there exist constants xy > 0 and § € (0,1) depending
on the density p only, such that, for all n large enough,

X

NG

n/2
pn(z) < 5"e_x2/(26)¢< > ,  whenever |x| > zgv/n. (13.2)
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Here the last ¢-term is (13.2) will become crucial for bounding T, (Z,||Z).

Proof of Proposition 13.1. Since Ee¥X < oo for all y € R, the characteristic function
fn(t) = Eei?n = f(t/\/n)" is extended as an entire function to the complex plane. Since
p belongs to L*(R,dx), an application of the Hausdorff-Young inequality implies that f, is
integrable whenever n > max(f3,2). In this case Z, has a continuous density given by the
Fourier inversion formula

o0 ) 1 T )
pale) = o [ et = o im [ g vara
2w — o 21 T—oo -T
Moreover, since the family {e"*p,, () }o<n<y is compact in LY(R), f,,(t) tends to zero at infinity
uniformly in every strip |[Im¢| < y < oo (by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma). Applying Cauchy’s
theorem to rectangle contour [—7, T|U[T, T +iy|U[T +iy, —T +iy|J[—T+iy, —T, the inversion
formula may therefore be written as

pole) = e o [ e (e i)y d (1.3)

for any fixed y > 0. Without loss of generality, let x < 0.
Case o > 2, n > 2. Using |f(t+1iy)| < f(iy) (t,y € R) and changing variable in (13.3), we
get

pole) < e fGau/a 2 0 [ iy P i (134

The function t — f(t+iy//n) = E X ~¥X/V7 is the Fourier transform of g(u) = e~ Y%/ V" p(u).
Hence, by Parseval’s identity,

3 | iy = [ ey

—00

To estimate the latter integral, factorize the integrand as (6_29“/ \/ﬁgo(u)z/ B ) SD’(’S)‘Z 5 and apply

Holder’s inequality with exponents r = —%5, r* = §. Thus, up to the factor (1+ (a— 1)Ta)2/°‘,
this integral can be estimated from above by

00 1r 1 — 2\ 1/2r 1
—2ryu/\/n 2r/B — @ By?/n < - By?/n
<J/ ‘ o) d“) 7o) s

—00

This gives

2i/ Fle+iy/ VP dt < —= (14 (0= )T,) " e,
a — 00

and (13.4) results in the upper bound

pnlz) < \/g (1 +(a— 1)Ta)2/a eyr+By?/n f(zy/\/ﬁ)"_Z

B \/g (1 (0= DTa) " st 2 gy =

Choosing here y = —x /3, we arrive at (13.1).

1
V21

Case 1 < o <2, n > (. Again using |f(t + iy)| < f(iy) (t,y € R) and changing variable,
we obtain from (13.3) that

pul(z) < ¥ fiy//n)" P g:/_w |f(t+iy/v/n)|? dt. (13.5)
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Now, since § > 2, we are allowed to apply the classical Hausdorff-Young inequality

o 1/8 - a
<%/_ !f(t+z‘y/x/ﬁ)\ﬁdt> < glla = (/_ e—ayu/\/ﬁp(u)adqj) |

To estimate the latter integral, factorize its integrand as ( —oyu/\/n cp(u)a_l) (p’(’iﬁil and use

the inequality e=¥*/ V™ p(u)*~1 < (27)~ 3% ¢34, This gives

= s 2,2 )
o [ st P a < (07 5 (e T) T = oL eyt

Hence, (13.5) results in the upper bound

pale) € \fgm (1 (@ = DT T I iy
= @ (1 (0 = DTa) = 492 gy )=

Again choosing y = —z/3, we arrive at (13.1). O

14. Sufficiency Part in Theorem 1.2 (d =1).

Let X, X1, Xo,... beiid. random variables such that EX = 0, EX? = 1, with characteristic
function f(t) = Ee™X. As before, put 1(u) = f(iu) e P¥*/2, g = %=, and let Z ~ N(0,1).
Assuming that the condition (1.4) is fulfilled, i.e., ¥(u) < 1 for all real u # 0, here it will be
shown that the normalized sums
X1+ + X,
ND

do satisfy T, (Z,||Z) — 0 as n — o0, as long as T, (Zy,||Z) < oo for some ng. We also derive
an asymptotic expansion for this dlstance which is rather similar to (1.2) in case a = 2. For
simplicity, let us assume that ny = 1, so that X has density p with T,,(X||Z) < oo (the general
case ng > 1 is rather similar and needs only minor modifications). In particular, all Z, have
densities p, which are continuous and bounded for all n large enough.

In Section 11, we considered integrals of the form

pn($)a .
I():/ ——dx with M, =/2(l —1)logn (I=3.4,...
\e|<M,, P(T)27 (t=1) ( )

According to Proposition 11.1 with & = 2] and Lemma 11.2, these integrals admit an asymp-
totic expansion

Zp =

-1
b; -
10:1+Zln—fj+o(n (=1), (14.1)
]:
which may be simplified in terms of the cumulants of X as

Ip=1+a(a—1)2% T (n=(=1) (14.2)
when v; = 0 for j = 3,...,1 — 1. Hence, for the proof of Theorem 1.2 (in dimension one),
a—1

it remains to bound the 1ntegral of p& /¢ over the complementary region |z| > M, by a
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polynomially small quantity (with respect to n). More precisely, it will be sufficient to show
that, for any large enough [ > 3 and some constant x > 0,

pn(z)” _ 1
/|x|>Mn o) T dr = O(nnl>’ n — oo. (14.3)

To this aim, we need to properly estimate p,(z) for |x| > M,, which can be done based
on the pointwise bounds of the previous section. For definiteness, let us consider the half-axis
x < —M,,, which we split into three intervals reflecting the possible different behavior of these
densities. Namely, define

—xz0y/1 @ —z1y/1 @ —My, «a
I :/ 77’"(”2_1 dv, I :/ 77’"(”2_1 dv, Iy :/ 77’"(“?_1 dz
—00 (p(‘r) —xzo/M (p(‘r) —z1/n (‘0(.’1')

with parameters 0 < x; < z¢ and assuming that M,, < x1y/n (otherwise, I3 = 0).
Applying inequality (13.2), we obtain that, for all n large enough and with some ¢ € (0, 1)
and xg > 0,

a1 —z0y/1 an
L < (271')250‘"/— w(-#) ” 4
< (2m)°F 6BV / T @) du,  m<

77
where on the last step we used 1) < 1. By Corollary 5.2, cf. (5.3), the last integral is convergent

whenever m > a. One may take, for example, m = [a]+1, which ensures the condition m < &
for all sufficiently large n. Hence

with some constants C' > 0, zo > 0 and < §; < 1, depending on the density p only.

To estimate the integral Is (with any fixed number 0 < 21 < z¢), we employ Proposition
13.1. By the condition (1.4), the function 1 is bounded away from 1 on any compact interval
in (—00,0), s0, 62 = max_, <y<—z, Y(u) < 1. Hence, by inequality (13.1),

_xl\/ﬁ xT n—ng
I, < Aanaﬂ/ zp( _ —) da
—xo\/n Bvn
—x1/2
= AgpnlotD / W) " du < A BTV (20 —21) 6y
—x0/2
which again decays exponentially fast like I;.

It remains to properly estimate the integral I3 with some (prescribed) z; > 0. In order
to estimate p,(x) in [—z1y/n, —M,], we use the bound (13.1) once more. As discussed in
Section 12, the function h(u) = log f(iu) is analytic in some disc |u| < r, and since h(0) = 0,
W (0) = 1/2, we have h(u) ~ % u? near zero. Hence |h(u)| < # |u|? throughout this disc,
when r is sufficiently small, implying | f(iu)| < e 2)u*/4 Hence for u real, [u| < r, we have
W) < e=B=DIul*/4 which implies

for all n > 2max(f3,2) and —fry/n < x < 0. Therefore, by (13.1), in this interval

pn($)a <Aana/2 e—m2/(8ﬁ)
p(x)e-t = ¢ ’
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which results with 1 = fr in

—M,,
I < A°pol? / e=2/89) gy
—z1/n

< 2rB A2~ MAG8) — |\ 3B A% a8
where we used a well-known inequality f ;[o o(x)dr < % e~M?/2 (M > 0).
Collecting these bounds, we obtain that Iy + Is + I3 = o(n_l/%) for a sufficiently large [.
A similar relation holds true for integrals over the half-axis « > M,,, which proves (14.3).
Since To(Z,||Z) = 25 (Io + I + I + I3 — 1), and using the expansions (14.1)-(14.2), we
conclude that, for any s = 3,4,...,

s—2
1 b; el
Ta(ZallZ) = — §_ ljn—fj+o(n (s=1)) (14.4)
]:

with coefficients b; described in (11.6). Moreover, in terms of the cumulants of X, (14.4)
simplifies to
2
Y, 1
To(Zn]|Z) = « 2—; o
Since D,, and T, are equivalent (when these quantities are small), the last relation holds true
for the Rényi distance D, (Z,||Z) as well. Thus, Theorem 1.2 is proved in dimension one. [

+ O(n_(s_l)) incase 7, =0forj=3,...,5s -1 (14.5)

15. Non-uniform Local Limit Theorem

Here we prove Theorem 1.3 in dimension one, still keeping the basic assumptions EX = 0,
EX? = 1. We shall state it in a more precise form, by using the cumulants v, of X. We
remind that 8 = %5 (a > 1).

«

Theorem 15.1. Suppose that Do (Z,||Z) is finite for some n = ng, and assume that

condition (1.4) holds. If vy3 =+ = v5_1 = 0 for some s > 3, then
]pn(a;) B gp(x)\ o Qs "Ys’ _s=2 _s—1
oup P = Sl 0l ) 15.1)
where

as = sup [p(x)"* | Hy()]].
r€R

In case s = 3 we thus obtain the inequality (1.5), and if EX? = 0 (and hence v3 = 0), one
may turn to the next moment of order s = 4, which yields the rate 1/n in (15.1). As for the
cumulant coefficient, let us recall that 75 = EH4(X) = EX® — EZ® (cf. Proposition 8.1).

To compare these results with Proposition 11.1, note that, assuming the existence of mo-
ments of order s, and that Z,, has a bounded continuous density p,, for large n, the Edgeworth
expansion (11.3) allows to derive a weaker statement, such as

a, _5=2 _s5—2
sup (1 + |z|*) |pn(x) — p(z)] = ﬁn 7 +o(n" 7 ),

zeR S
where a, = sup,cp (1 + |z|®) |Hs(x)| ¢(2) (still assuming that the moments of X of orders less

than s are the same as for the standard normal law).
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Note in addition that the condition (1.4) is almost necessary for the conclusion such as
(15.1) and even for a weaker one. Indeed, suppose that

lim inf sup IM

< o0, 15.2
nooo aew  o(x)L/B o0 (15.2)

so that
pn(@) < o(x) 4+ Cp ()P, linl)inf Cp < 0.
Multiplying this inequality by e!* and integrating, we get
(EeXVM" = EetZn < 2 4 BO, M2 B = (2m) 17192\ /5,

Now substitute ¢ with ¢y/n and raise the above inequality to the power 1/n. Letting n — oo
along a suitable subsequence, we arrive in the limit at

EeX < eﬁt2/2, teR.

Thus, this subgaussian property is indeed implied by the local limit theorem in the form (15.2).

Proof of Theorem 15.1. Here in contrast with the proof of Theorem 1.2, we need to
consider a decomposition into a smaller number of zones. For simplicity, let ng = 1, and as

before, define
M, =+/2(l —1)logn

with parameter | > s — 1, assuming that is sufficiently large. Then (11.3) yields the desired
equality (15.1), provided that the supremum on the left is taken over the interval |z| < M,,.
Hence, it will be sufficient to bound the two suprema

pn(z)

Ji = sup pn(f%’ Jo = sup —N1B
| >a1y/m P(T) Mn<|z|<z1ym P(T)

by polynomially small quantities (with respect to n) with some x; > 0 and assuming that
M,, < z14/n (otherwise, Jo = 0).

To this aim, we again invoke the bounds of Proposition 13.1 and Corollary 13.2. The
assumption (1.4) means that the function ¥ (u) = Ee %X e=#4"/2 gatisfies ¢(u) < 1 for all
u # 0. Hence, the bound (13.2) yields, for all n large enough,

n X n
QOZE‘T()IEﬁ <d ) |$| > :EO\/ﬁv

which is valid with some ¢ € (0,1) and z¢ > 0. Moreover, since da = max,, <|yj<q, ¥(u) < 1
for any x; € (0,20), the bound (13.1) yields

pn(x) n—ng n _
S@)1/? < Agv/ndy < 0 (n > ng = max(8,2))
with some § < dy < 1. Both estimates imply J; = O(d}) as n — oo for any z; > 0.
Moreover, as shown in the proof of the sufficiency part of Theorem 1.2, we have for some
z1 > 0,
p(x)1/P
This gives

-1

Jo < Aa\/ﬁe_M?L/(&lﬁ) = Aq n_(m_%) < Aan_ﬁa
where the last inequality holds for any prescribed value of k > 0 by a suitable choice of [. [



40 S. G. Bobkov, G. P. Chistyakov and F. Gotze
16. The Multidimensional Case

Let us now turn to the multidimensional variant of Theorems 1.1-1.3. We will denote by Z a
standard normal random vector in R, i.e., having mean zero and an identity covariance matrix.
Given ii.d. random vectors X, X, Xo,... in R¢ with mean zero and identity covariance,
consider the normalized sums

Zy = (n=1,2,...)
We need to show that D,(Z,||Z) — 0 as n — oo, if and only if D (Z,||Z) is finite for some
n = ng, and

E et <« PI/2 for all t € RY, ¢ # 0. (16.1)

Moreover, in this case Dy (Z,||Z) = O(1/n), and Dy (Z,||Z) = O(1/n?) when the distribution
of X is symmetric about the origin. In fact, a more precise Edgeworth-type expansion holds for
To(Zp]|Z) in powers of 1/n similarly to (14.4)-(14.5), with the coefficients being polynomials
of mixed cumulants of the components of X.

As for the proof of the theorems, much of the analysis developed before about the conver-
gence in Ty, (or D,), as well pointwise upper bounds on the densities p,, of Z,,, may easily be
extended from dimension one to an arbitrary dimension d. Actually, the contractivity property
of the functional D, (Proposition 2.3) allows one to reduce the necessity part in Theorem 1.2
to the one dimensional case using a standard Wold type device. Indeed, consider the i.i.d.
sequence (X;,6) with unit vectors 6. Then, assuming that D,(Z,||Z) — 0 as n — oo, we get

Da({Zn,0)11{Z,0)) < Da(Znl|Z) = 0.

Since E (X;,0) = 0, E(XZ-,9>2 =1, and (Z,0) ~ N(0,1), we are ready to apply the one
dimensional variant of this theorem which gives

Ee" X0 < ¢f7%/2 for all r # 0.

This is exactly the condition (16.1), thus proving the necessity part in Theorem 1.2.

Note that, as in dimension one (cf. Proposition 4.1), the finiteness of D, (X||Z) guarantees
that EeXI” < 0o for all ¢ < 1/(28). In particular, the characteristic function f(t) = E ¢/X:0)
now extends as an entire function to the d-dimensional complex space C?. Most important
properties of the densities p,, of Z,, rely upon the function

Y(u) = f(iu) e Plul’/2 = | g~ (Xu) o=Blul*/2 (u € RY).

Lemma 16.1. If T, = To(X||Z) < oo, then ¥(u) tends to zero as |u| — oo and belongs to
LF(RY) for any integer k > . Moreover, up to some (k,d)-dependent constants Ck,d, we have

k

g Y du < cpg(1+ (a—1)T,)e. (16.2)

The first assertion is a multidimensional analog of Proposition 4.3; it can be proved with
very similar arguments as in dimension one. The second assertion generalizing Corollary 5.2
can be proved by using the contractivity properties of the d-dimensional Weierstrass transform

1 _lz—y?
Wu(z) = )i /]Rd e 2t u(y)dy, zeRY ¢>0.
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1 p02 :

In particular, in R? the inequality (5.1) takes the form Ee2? 12 < chd (1 + (o — 1)Ta)§,
from which (16.2) easily follows. In case « = 2, one may adapt Lemma 6.3 as well to the
multidimensional situation with its Parseval identity in R?. Furthermore, Proposition 6.2 is

extended as
1

(2m)4/2 Jpa
thus refining (16.2) for k = 2.

Repeating the arguments as in Section 13, one may also extend the corresponding upper
pointwise bounds on the densities.

Y(u)du < 14+ x3(X, 2),

Lemma 16.2. If T,(X||Z) < oo, then for all x € R? and n > ng = max(, 2),

() < A, gnd/? e~lel’/28) <_ v )"‘"’3 16.
Pul@) < Aqan®/e o(-52)"" (16.3)
where Aq 4 depends on (o, d) only. In particular, there exist constants xo > 0 and § € (0,1)
depending on the density p such that for all n large enough

X

n/2
W> , whenever |z| > xo\/n. (16.4)

palz) < §elal?/(28) w( _

Proof of Theorem 1.2 (Sufficiency part) and Theorem 1.3. Assume that ng = 1.
Hence Z,, admits density p, for any n > 1. We need to derive the asymptotic behavior of

Pl
(a_l)Ta(ZnHZ):/ wy, (z) dz — 1, wy () = n(1) )
Rd p(a)l/8
where ¢ is the standard normal density on R%. To this aim, it is natural to split the integration
into the four shell-type regions. The asymptotic behavior of the integrals

Iy = / ws (x) dz, M, =+/2(l —1)logn,
ISC|<M7L

may be studied as in dimension one (cf. Lemma 11.2) by virtue of the Edgeworth expansion
for p,(z) on the balls |z| < M, with a non-uniform error term. To this aim, a multidimen-
sional variant of Proposition 11.1 is used as stated in the monograph [BR-R], Theorem 19.2:
Uniformly in R¢

1 —
T ps(z) = p(x) + ¢(x) 2

qr(z)
k72

o) = @s(x) + o(n~72)/2) (16.5)

2
1
where each ¢, represents a polynomial whose coefficients involve mixed cumulant of the com-
ponents of X of order up to k + 2. In particular, if the distribution of X is symmetric about
the origin, then ¢;(x) = 0 and thus there is no 1/y/n term in the sum (16.5).

In this way, we will arrive at the Edgeworth-type expansion for Iy similarly to dimension
one, which readily implies that Iy — 1 = O(1/n) in general, and Iy — 1 = O(1/n?) when the
distribution of X is symmetric. As a result, it remains to establish a polynomial smallness of
the integrals

11:/ wy (x) dx, 12:/ wi (x) dx, 13:/ wy () dx
lz[>z0v/n z1yv/n<|z[<zov/n Mn<|z|<z1v/n
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with z1 > 0 being any fixed small number, and xy > x1 depending on the density p. The
bounds (16.2)-(16.4) allow us to properly estimate these integrals as functions of n, by modi-
fying the arguments from the previous section. Using (16.4) and (16.2) with £ = [a] + 1 and
assuming that ¢ < 1, we get for all n large enough

X

an/2
Igc/ o — —= de < 028" n? | ) du < C367
1 1 o < B\/ﬁ) P y (u) 301

with some constants Cj,xg > 0 and 0 < 6 < 61 < 1 which do not dependent on n.
For the region of I, thanks to condition (1.4), we have dy = max,,<|y|<z, ¥(u) < 1. Hence,
by (16.3), putting n; = n — max(/3,2), we obtain that with some constants C; > 0

T \™
IQ < Clnda/z/ 1[) e dx
21 /A< |z|<z0/R ( 5\/5)
= nd(a+1)/2/ ¢(u)n1 du < Cs nd(a+2)/2 :Ef]l 531
m1\/ﬁ<\w\<mo\/ﬁ

which is decaying exponentially fast like I7.
Finally, using the analyticity of f, we have ¥ (u) < e~ (B=Dlul*/4 iy 4 sufficiently small ball
|u| < r, so that

(- gm) =v(- #)m <eCOD | < Bry/m,

for all n > 2max(3,2). Therefore, by (16.2), in this ball w,(z) < A , nde/2 g=l=1*/(8aB) which
gives with x1 = Or

L < Oy nie/? / o lel2/(8aB) 4,
Mp<|z|<z1y/n
-1

< Con?P{|Z2 > M2/(8dafB)} < Cyni/2e~Mi/Bda) — cyp~(aaas—2),
Collecting these bounds, we get that I; + I + I3 = o(n~"/8428) for all sufficiently large [, thus
proving Theorem 1.2.
For the proof of Theorem 1.3 in R%, we need to investigate the suprema

Jo= sup Ipn(z) — ps(2)| Ji= sup Pn() Jy = sup pn(T)

ol<i,  p@)VE 2>z P(@)P Ma<le|<zryn £(@)1P

with some x; > 0 and assuming that M,, < z1y/n. An application of the expansion (16.5) im-
plies that Jy = O(1/4/n) in general and Iy = O(1/n) when the distribution of X is symmetric.
The polynomial smallness of J; and Jy (for sufficiently large values of [ in the definition of
M,,) follows from Lemma 16.2, by repeating the arguments of the proof of Theorem 15.1. O

17. Some Examples and Counter-Examples

Given a random variable X such that EX = 0, EX? = 1, consider the function ¥(t) =
e EetX (t € R). As before, put

X1+ + X,

—\/ﬁ )

where X;’s are independent copies of X. One immediate consequence of Theorem 1.1 (with
ng = 1) is the following characterization.

Z, =
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Theorem 17.1. Assume that the random variable X has a density p such that
/ p(x)? e’ /? dz < oo. (17.1)

Then x*(Zn, Z) — 0 as n — oo for Z ~ N(0,1), if and only if
P(t) <1 forall t+#0. (17.2)

The assumption (17.1) is fulfilled, for example, when X is bounded and has a square integ-
rable density. We now illustrate Theorem 17.1 and the more general Theorem 1.2 with a few
examples (mostly in dimension one).

Uniform distribution. Let X be uniformly distributed on the segment [—+/3,v/3]. The
characteristic function of X is given by f(t) = sin(tv/3)/(tv/3), and for imaginary values t = iy,
we have the simple estimate

_ sinh(yv/3) <2
yV3

so that (17.2) does hold. In this case the first moments are given by ag = 1, ag = 0, ay =
Therefore, by Theorem 17.1, x*(Z,,Z) — 0 as n — oo. Moreover, Theorem 1.1 provides an
asymptotic expansion (1.3) which becomes

3 1

2

70, 7) = o(—).
X'(Zn, 2) 50 n2 * n3

In fact, the property (17.3) means that the condition (1.4) of a more general Theorem 1.2

is fulfilled in the whole range of indexes o > 1. Using the formula (14.5), we therefore obtain
a stronger assertion T (Zn||Z) = $ X*(Zn, Z) + O(5), and a similar one for D,

f(iy) yeR (y#0), (17.3)

[$3(Ne}

Convex mixtures of centered Gaussian measures. Consider the densities of the form

p(x) = / ! e’ /20” dr(c?), xr € R,
0

oV 2

where 7 is a (mixing) probability measure on the positive half-axis with fooo oldn(0?) = 1.
The random variable X with this density has mean zero and variance one, and its distribution
is equal to that of \/€ Z, where £ is independent of Z ~ N(0,1) and is distributed according
to m. As in Example 9.3, x?(Z,, Z) < oo for some n = ny, if and only if 7 is supported on the
interval (0,2), and its distribution function F'(¢) = 7((0,¢]) satisfies

1 F(€)2n 2 (1 _ F(€))2n
inf de < inf —— 2 de < 0. 17.4
0 /0 232 ¢e =00 1 /1 2_epr (17.4)

On the other hand, the distribution of X has the Laplace transform

EetX = /OO e /2 dr(0?) = Eef°/2, teR.
0

Hence, the condition x?(Z,, Z) < oo guarantees that (17.2) is fulfilled. Without that condition,
EetX < et for all ¢ # 0, if and only if P{¢ < 2} = 1 and P{¢ = 2} < 1. Here, P{¢ =2} =1 is
not possible in view of the second moment assumption EX? =E¢ = 1.

Hence, one concludes that x%(Z,,Z) — 0 as n — oo, if and only if the measure 7 is
supported on the interval (0,2) and satisfies the condition (17.4). In this case, we obtain the
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expansion (1.3) which reads

2 _ 3(m_1)2 i o o 4 2
X (Zn,2) = T +O<n3>, m = ; o dn(o”).

Distributions with Gaussian component. Consider random variables of the form
X =a+bZ (a>4+b* =1, a,b>0)

assuming that E¢ = 0, E¢2 = 1, and where Z ~ N(0,1) is independent of £. The distribution
of X is a convex mixture of shifted Gaussian measures on the line with variance b2. It admits
a density

p(a:)z%Ego(x_bag), x eR.

To ensure finiteness of x2(X, Z) (and even finiteness of x?(Z,, Z) with some n), the random
variable £ should have a finite Gaussian moment, or equivalently, the Laplace transform of the
distribution of £ should admit a subgaussian bound

Eelé < 7 1/2, t R, (17.5)

with some finite ¢ > 0. Let o be an optimal value in this inequality (necessarily o > 1). It
then follows that Ee%” < 0o whenever ¢ < 1/(202).
Squaring the formula for p(z), we easily find an expression for the y?-distance, namely,

A SR

where 7 is an independent copy of £. Using (£ +1)? < 2¢2+2n?, we are lead to a simple upper
bound

1+ x3(X,2) =

1
vV1—a?

Hence, x%(X,Z) < oo whenever a < a, = \/oé—_l, which is automatically fulfilled in case

0% < 2. Moreover, for all t # 0,

9 a2 §2 2
143X, 2) < (EeQ(HaE) ) .

EetX — [ eoté eb2t2/2 < 6(02a2+b2)t2/2 _ e((02—1)a2—1)t2/2 < et2

under the same constraint a < a,. Thus we conclude, by applying Theorem 17.1, that

X2 (Zn, Z) — 0 as n — oo, if a < é . In case 02 < 2, this convergence holds for all

Vo‘—1

admissible parameters (a, b).

Distributions with finite Gaussian moment. Suppose that a random variable X with
mean zero and variance one has finite Gaussian moment M = E eX” (¢ > 0). It is well-known
that the property (17.5) is fulfilled for some o > 1; moreover, one can show that an optimal

value satisfies 02 < 4clfogg]\2/[ . This means that condition (1.4) is fulfilled for any o > 1 such that

B < a%. We conclude that, if D, (X||Z) < oo, then D, (Z,||Z) — 0 with any o < U;’—il

Conditions in terms of exponential series. Consider a symmetric density of the form

oo

o
p(z) = ¢(x) Z 2k—Z'H2k(a:), z €R,
k=0 '
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with 0 = 1 and o7 = 0 (which means that EX? = 1 for the random variable with density p).
In view of Section 6, condition (17.1) is fulfilled, if and only if the series

2 = (2k)! 2 > 1 2
X(X,Z) =) 750~ ) —F=0
kZ:sz!? k kZ:Z\/g k

is convergent (which is fulfilled automatically, when p is compactly supported and bounded).
Assuming additionally that supy>y0x < 1, we also have

EetX — et2/2 |:1+§:%<§>k:| < et2/2<et2/2 — g) < etz, t #0.
k=2

Hence, in this case, by Theorem 17.1, x*(Z,, Z) — 0 as n — oo. Moreover, according to the
expansion (1.3), we have x%(Z,,Z) = O(1/n?). This assertion strengthens the result of [F]
(under weaker assumptions).

Log-concave probability distributions. More examples including those in higher di-
mensions illustrate the multidimensional Theorem 1.2 within the class of densities p(x) =
e=V(®) supported on some open convex region Q C R?, where V is a C2-convex function with
Hessian satisfying V" (x) > ¢y in the sense of positive definite matrices (¢ > 0). The proba-
bility measures with such densities are known to admit logarithmic Sobolev inequalities (via
the Bakry-Emery criterion). In particular, they satisfy transport-entropy inequalities which
in turn can be used to get a subgaussian bound on the Laplace transform such as

E er(X) < e’"z/(%), r € R.

Here, u may be an arbitrary function on R? with Lipschitz semi-norm |ul|Lip, < 1, such that
Eu(X) = 0 (cf. [B-G], [O-V]). In particular, if EX = 0, one may choose an arbitrary linear
function u(x) = (z,6) with |#] = 1. Hence, the condition (1.4) will be fulfilled, as long as
c> % Moreover, the property D, (X||Z) < oo will also hold in this case, since necessarily
c
V(z) = V(zo) + (V'(z0), 2 — @0) + 3z = wol?
for all z,zg € Q. Applying Theorem 1.2, we get:

Corollary 17.2. If a random vector X in R with mean zero and identity covariance
matriz has density p = e~ such that V"' > clg (0 < ¢ < 1) on the supporting open convex
region, then Do (Zy||Z) — 0 as n — oo, whenever a < 1.

18. Convolution of Bernoulli with Gaussian

One might wonder whether or not it is possible to replace the condition (1.1) in Theorem
1.1 with a slightly weaker requirement like E e’ < ef* (hoping e.g. that the strict inequality
would automatically hold, in view of the assumption EX? = 1). The answer is negative, as
the following statement shows:

Proposition 18.1. There exists a random variable X with EX =0, EX? =1, x*(X, Z) <
oo for Z ~ N(0,1), and such that the inequality

EeX < e (18.1)
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is fulfilled for all t # 0 except for exactly one point tg # 0.

Since (18.1) is violated (although at one point only), Theorem 1.1 implies that convergence
x*(Zn, Z) — 0 does not hold any more.

Let us describe explicitly one family of distributions satisfying the assertion of this propo-
sition. Returning to one of the previous examples, consider random variables of the form

X, =al +bZ (a,b>0),

assuming that £ takes two values ¢ and —p with probabilities p and ¢, respectively (p,q > 0,
p+q=1), and where Z ~ N(0,1) is independent of . Clearly, EX, = 0, and we have the
constraint

EX? =pga® +b* =1. (18.2)

The density w of X, represents a convex mixture of two shifted Gaussian densities,
D (m—&q) q (:E—I-ap)
w(x) = = + - )
(@) =3 e(— e

and the condition x?(X, Z) < oo obviously holds (since necessarily b < 1).
Now, let 02 = 02(p,q) denote the smallest positive constant such that the following in-
equality holds

Eel = ped + ge Pt < 7 1/2. € R. (18.3)

This is the so-called subgaussian constant for the Bernoulli distribution. Since Ee!Xr =

E 9 ¢b°1/2(18.3) yields
EetXp S e(CTz[lz-i-l72)t2/27 t E R7

with an optimal constant o2a? + b? in the exponent on the right-hand side. Thus, according
to the requirement (18.1), we get another constraint o2a? 4 b? = 2. Combining it with (18.2),
we find that necessarily
1
a’ = 3 , I 5 ,
o° —Ppq o —Ppgq
2

o2 — 2pq

which makes sense provided that o > 2pq. The subgaussian constant for the Bernoulli
distribution is known to be (cf. [B-H-T], Proposition 2.3)
2 pP—q

o= —
2 (logp —logq)

It is easy to see that (18.3) becomes equality for to = —2 (logp — log¢q), which is a unique
non-zero point with such property, as long as p # q.
Hence we conclude that the random variable X = X, satisfies the assertion of Proposition
18.1, if and only if
pP—q >
2 (logp —logq)
This inequality holds, provided that p is sufficiently close to 0 or 1 (although it is not true
for a neighborhood of 1/2). For example, one may choose p = 1/6. More precisely, for some
constant pg € (0, %), (18.4) holds for p from the set (0,pg) U (1 — pp,1), while for p from
(po, 1 — po) it holds with an opposite inequality sign.

2pg. (18.4)
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