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THE MULTIVARIATE FUNCTIONAL DE JONG CLT
CHRISTIAN DOBLER, MIKOELAJ KASPRZAK AND GIOVANNI PECCATI

ABsTRACT. We prove a multivariate functional version of de Jong’s CLT (1990) yielding that, given a
sequence of vectors of Hoeffding-degenerate U-statistics, the corresponding empirical processes on [0, 1]
weakly converge in the Skorohod space as soon as their fourth cumulants in ¢ = 1 vanish asymptotically
and a certain strengthening of the Lindeberg-type condition is verified. As an application, we lift to the
functional level the ‘universality of Wiener chaos’ phenomenon first observed in Nourdin, Peccati and
Reinert (2010).
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1. INTRODUCTION AND (SIMPLIFIED) STATEMENTS OF MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Motivation. Degenerate U-statistics (see Section 2l for definitions) are the fundamental components
of Hoeffding decompositions for generic random variables of the type f(Xi,...,X,), with X,..., X, an
independent sample, and are thus pivotal objects in stochastic analysis [Hoe48|[Ser80.[KB94[ESSTILRRI6].
A special case of degenerate U-statistic is given by homogeneous sums [MOO10,[NPR10alRot79], which
are in turn the building blocks of Gaussian and Poisson Wiener chaoses [PT11NP12], as well as the basis
of the Fourier-Walsh expansion of mappings defined on discrete cubes [O'D14l[GST5|. For future reference,

we recall that a homogeneous sum of order p > 1 is a random variable @, (f,, X) with the form

n p
Qn(fm%): Z fn(ila"'aip)HXila
=1

11,enip=1

where X = (X;);en is a sequence of independent, mean zero and unit variance random variables and f,
is a symmetric kernel (i.e. f,,(i1,...,in) = faliz(1),---in(n)) for all permutations 7 of {1,...,n} and all
1 <i1,...,i, <n)satisfying f,(i1,...,4,) = 0, whenever there are j # [ such that i; = i;.

In the landmark paper [dJ90|, P. de Jong proved the following surprising result: If, for n € N, W, is
a (non-symmetric) normalized degenerate U-statistic of a fized order p, then W, converges in distribution
to a standard normal random variable Z, provided lim,, E[W2}] = E[Z*] = 3 and a further Lindeberg-Feller
negligibility condition is satisfied.

De Jong’s theorem is the ancestor of the class of ‘fourth moment theorems’ established in the last decade
for elements of the Wiener chaos of Gaussian and Poisson random measures — see e.g. Chapter 5|,
as well as [DPI8I[DVZIS].

In [DP17], the authors used Stein’s method in order to establish quantitative uni- and multivariate
counterparts to de Jong’s theorem. The techniques introduced in put forward several combinatorial
quantities that proved useful in further situations: for instance, as demonstrated by the references
the technical findings of allow one to derive quantitative (functional) CLTs for
symmetric U-statistics that are expressed in terms of purely analytical quantities, that is, norms of so-
called of contraction kernels.

The aim of the present paper is to prove a multivariate functional version — in the sense of weak
convergence in the Skorohod space of cadlag mappings — of the main results of [dJ90L[DP17], under a
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slightly stronger Lindeberg condition (see Condition [[2] below). As a direct application, in Section [[.4] we
derive a functional version of the universality of Wiener chaos phenomenon first detected in [NPR10al.

Our main findings appear in Theorem [[.4] and Theorem below. To the best of our expertise, these
statements are the first examples of fourth moment theorems for random elements taking value in a metric
space without a Hilbert space structure. See [BC2(] for related results in a Dirichlet /Hilbert setting.
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1.2. Setup and main theorems. We now introduce our objects of study, fix some notation and condi-
tions, and state our main results. For the sake of generality, and at the cost of a slightly heavier notation
than the one adopted in [dJ90,[dJ89], from now on we will work in the framework of triangular arrays.

Throughout this section, we fix positive integers d and 1 < p; < p2 < ... < pg, where d always
denotes dimension. For m € N, suppose that X£m), . ,Xr(:,f) are independent random elements, defined

on a suitable probability space (€, Fpm,Pr,) and assuming values in the respective measurable spaces
(E§m),51(m)),...,(E,(er),&(fz)). We will denote by E,,, Var,, and Cov,, the expectation, variance and
covariance with respect to IP,,, respectively. We will systematically assume that lim,, o, 1, = +00 and,
to simplify the notation, we will sometimes suppress the dependence on m. For k =1,...,d and m € N we
assume that W(k) = W (k) is a (completely) degenerate, non-symmetric U-statistic of order

pi. based on X{m), e ,X(m) with the form

Wk =wmE =S wmw= Y Wik,
JEDpk (nm) JEDpk (nm)

where W;(k) is a degenerate kernel depending on {X,, : n € J} — see Section 2 below. Here and in what
follows, for p,n € N, we write

Dp(n) :={J Cn] : [J] = p}
for the collection of all (Z) distinct p-subsets of [n] = {1,...,n}.

W.lo.g. we will assume that Var,, (W™ (k)) =1 for all k =1,...,d and all m € N. By W = W™ we
denote the vector W = (W (1),...,W(d))T and, for ¢ € [0, 1] let W, = ng) = (ng)(l), . ,W,Em)(d))T
be given by

(m) gy .— (m) 1y — (m) _
(1) W k) = Y Wy (k) = > Wi iy (B) k=14,

JEDy, ([nmt)) 1<i1 <.y < [nimt)

where |z | denotes the integer part of the real number x. Then, for each m € N, the process
2) W = (W (1), W (@) = (W™ )oeren

is an element of the Skorohod space D([0,1];R?) of cadlag functions from [0, 1] to R%. As anticipated, in
this paper we provide sufficient conditions for the sequence W™ m e N, to converge in distribution to a
continuous Gaussian process Z = (Z(1), ..., Z(d))T with respect to the Skorohod topology on D([0, 1];R%)

(see e.g. Sections 14-15] for details).
Note that, by degeneracy and since the p;’s are pairwise distinct, for 0 < s <t <land 1 <[,k < d we
have

Cov(Wi™ (1), W™ (k) = B [WW OWI™ (R)] =650 > En[WS™ (k)]
JE’DPk(ansJ)

= k10 1. ([ms]) |
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where we set
2 i)=Y En Wik, k=1,...,d 0<j<ng.
JEDy, (4)
In particular, we have 0317,6(0) =0 and mek(nm) = Var(W(m)(k;)) - 1.

We will now introduce and discuss the Conditions ] and under which our main findings
(Theorems [[.4] and [LH]) are stated.

CONDITION 1.1 (Convergence of time-changes). There are functions vy : [0,1] — R, 1 < k < d, such that
the pointwise limits

(3) lim o2, s([nms]) =wv(s), se[0,1],

m—0o0

exist.

Note that the vy are necessarily non-decreasing on [0, 1] and satisfy v;(0) = 0 as well as vi(1) = 1.
However, we need not assume any regularity of the functions wvy.

In order to concretely relate Condition [T to functional results, we let Z = (Z(1),...,Z(d))” be a
centered Gaussian process with independent components, defined on a suitable probability Space (Q, F,P)
and such that, for 1 <k < d, the covariance function of Z(k) = (Z(k)):c(0,1] is given by

(4) Cov(Zs(k), Zi(k)) = E[Zs(k)Z¢ (k)] = vr(s A1),

implying that (Zy(1),...,Z1(d))” is a standard Gaussian vector in R?. It is easily verified that the
d-dimensional process Z has the same distribution as

(Bvl(t)(1)7 s Bvd(t)(d))te[o,l] ’

where (B(1), ...,B(d)) is a standard Brownian motion (initialized at zero) in R%. This yields in particular
that Z has a.s.-IP continuous paths if and only if the functions v;’s are continuous.

Following [dJR9[dJI0LDPI7] we further introduce the quantities
gfmk ‘= max Z En, [W}m)(kz)Q] and

1<i<nm
JEDp,, (nm):
ieJ
5 En (W)™ (k)
JEDpk(n77L): Em[WJ (kf) ]
B [W ™ (k)2]>0
Note that, e.g. by Jensen’s inequality, one necessarily has that D,, ; > 1.
CONDITION 1.2 (Reinforced Lindeberg condition). For all 1 < k < d, limy;,_00 Dy, x02, . = 0.

(m)

This condition roughly ensures that none of the individual random variables X; ", 1 < i < n,y,, has an

asymptotically dominant impact on the variance of W(m)(k:), 1<k <d.

The following condition is inherent to all de Jong type CLTs such as e.g. those proved in [dJ90L[DP17].
CONDITION 1.3 (Fourth moment condition). For all 1 < k < d we have lim,, o Eq, [W(m)(k)4] =3.
The forthcoming Theorems [I.4] and are the main achievements of this work.

THEOREM 1.4. Let the above definitions and notation prevail and suppose that Conditions [T 1+ hold.
Then, the process Z has continuous paths and, as m — oo, the distributions of the sequence (W(m))meN
weakly converge to the law of Z, with respect to both the Skorohod and uniform topologies.
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An assumption such as Condition [Tl does not appear in the finite-dimensional settings of [DP17.[dJ90].
It cannot be easily dispensed with without affecting the unicity of the limit in the previous statement. The
following result shows that, if Condition [[T]is removed, then the sequence (W(m))meN is still relatively
compact, and each limit law is the law of a continuous Gaussian process.

THEOREM 1.5. Suppose that the sequence (W(m))meN satisfies Conditions [L.2 and [1.3. Then, the col-
lection of their laws is tight, hence relatively compact, in the class of distributions on the Skorohod space
equipped with either the Skorohod or the uniform metric. Moreover, if the laws of a subsequence (W(mj))jeN
converge weakly, then the limit is the law of a continuous, d-dimensional centered Gaussian process with
independent components.

The detailed proofs of Theorems [[L4] and are deferred to Section We observe that the proof
of Theorem implicitly shows that, if (W), ¢y satisfies Conditions and [[3] then from every

subsequence (W (™)), one can extract a sub-subsequence (W(mg)) jen verifying Condition 1.1 for some
continuous functions vy, whose definition depends on the choice of the subsequence.

Some representative examples of kernels directly verifying the assumptions of Theorem [L4l are described
in Example [[12] yielding in particular that, for all p > 3 and all integers a € {2,...,p — 1}, there exists a
sequence of homogeneous sums whose associated empirical processes converge in distribution to a multiple
of B(t?/%), where B is a standard Brownian motion issued from zero. It is important to notice that such a
limit behaviour is in principle not achievable in the framework of symmetric and degenerate U-statistics.
Indeed, in [DKP22l Corollary 3.7] it is proved that, given a sequence of symmetric and degenerate U-
statistics of order p > 2 verifying asymptotic relations that are roughly equivalent to Conditon [[3] the
corresponding sequence of normalized empirical processes always converges in distribution to a multiple
of B(tP).

REMARK 1.6. (a) Theorem [L4] provides a strong functional extension of the finite-dimensional de Jong
type theorems from [dJO0L[DP17] under very mild additional assumptions. As already observed, Con-
dition [LIl and Condition are indeed natural in this context [dJ90,DP17], so that only Condition
might appear non-optimal, since —whenever there is a k such that Dy, ,, is unbounded in m —
it is strictly stronger than the usual negligibility condition demanding that lim,, .o an,k = 0 for all
1 < k < d, see again [dJ90L[DP17]. To address this issue, we observe first that, in many instances,
the Dy, are in fact bounded in m for all 1 < £ < d and in this case, the two conditions are in fact
equivalent. This happens in the case of homogeneous sums such that the underlying sequence X has
a uniformly bounded fourth moment (see Section [ below). Moreover, it is not clear whether the
convergence of finite dimensional distributions of W to those of Z would still hold, if one replaced
Condition with the weaker variant (see Subsection BITl for details). Some preliminary computa-
tions have indeed shown that, if one only assumed that lim,, .o an,k =0 for all 1 < k < d, one might

have to replace Condition [3] with the assumption that lim,, ., E[W(k)?*] = 3v(¢)? for all t € [0, 1]
and all 1 < k < d, which would be much more complicated to verify than Condition [[.3l

(b) Note that Conditions [LIF L3} implying the joint convergence of the random processes W™ (k),
1 < k < d, are just the aggregation of the conditions for the componentwise convergence of these
processes.

(c) We find it remarkable that one uniquely has to take into account the behaviour of the fourth moments
of the components of W™ at time 1 and not at other times ¢ < 1.

(d) We compare our Theorem [[4lto a few existing functional CLTs (FCLTS) for degenerate (symmetric and
non-symmetric) U-statistics in the scarce literature on this topic. In accordance with the univariate
case (see e.g. [DMB83\|GreT77.[Ser80]), in order to satisfy a FCLT, a symmetric degenerate U-statistic of
order p > 1 must have a variable kernel, i.e. one that depends on the sequential parameter m. In the
recent work we have proved FCLTSs for this situation with sufficient conditions for convergence
that are expressed in norms of contraction kernels and, hence, are completely analytical in nature.
A more general class of statistics is given by the so-called weighted, degenerate U-statistics of order

p. These have the form U, = Zl§i1<...<ip§n a(iv, .. ip)¥n(Xiy, ..., Xi,), where X1,..., X, are i.i.d.
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elements of some space E, a(iy,...,ip), 1 <ij,...,i < nis a symmetric array of real numbers that
vanishes on diagonals (i.e. a(iy,...,4,) = 0 if ¢ = i, for some [ # k) and 1), is a symmetric, canonical
kernel, i.e. Elt)n(X1,...,X,)|[X1,...,Xp—1] = 0 as. In particular, they constitute a strict subclass of
the non-symmetric U-statistics investigated in the present paper. In the case p = 2, [Mik93] derives
functional limit theorems for weighted degenerate U-statistics by using methods that heavily depend
on the peculiarities of the case p = 2. In the very recent paper [DK2I] the first and the second author
have introduced a functional version of Stein’s method of exchangeable pairs and applied it to prove
quantitative, multidimensional FCLTs for degenerate weighted U-statistics. As explained in detail
in [DK21] Subsection 1.5], the limit theorems that build on the bounds of [DK21] rather involve third
absolute moments and absolute values of the coefficient arrays and, hence, are complementary to the
present ones involving fourth moment conditions. As to FCLTs for homogeneous sums, apart from
our paper [DK21] we only mention the two references [Mik91] and [Bas94|, where, again, [Mik91] only
considers the case p = 2 of quadratic forms. The paper [Bas94] instead, considers homogeneous sums
of arbitrary order p but the results of this paper are in question. Indeed, we have found that the
argument leading to [Bas94. Theorem 1.1| is flawed, as carefully explained in part 2 of [DK21, Remark
5.6].

1.3. About our approach. Our method of proof turns out to be a combination of a quantitative, multi-
variate CLT for vectors of degenerate U-statistics to obtain convergence of finite-dimensional distributions
(see Lemma [B.1] below), and a martingale representation, which we exploit via Doob’s L*-inequality, in

order to derive tightness. In order to conclude from Condition that the fourth cumulant of Wim)(k‘),
1 < k < d, also converges to zero for all fixed t € [0,1) as m — oo, we elaborate on a result from the
monograph [dJ90] (see LemmaB.2lbelow). Moreover, for the application of Lemma[B.1] we prove and make
use of several new results about degenerate U-statistics and their Hoeffding decompositions in Section 2]
which are of independent interest.

Since in his original proof of the one-dimensional CLT [dJ89], de Jong made use of a classical martingale
CLT due to Heyde and Brown [HB70], it is a natural question whether one could similarly apply a FCLT
for martingales, like for instance [MPUTI9] Theorem 2.34], in order to derive Theorem[[4l Indeed, adapting
the computations beginning on page 286 of [dJ89] and using our Lemma B2} one could verify that (an
adaptation to deterministic time changes of) the “square bracket condition” (2.48) in [MPU19] holds for
all fixed ¢t € [0, 1]. Since the uniform negligibility condition (2.46) in is satisfied for any sequence
of normalized L?-martingales, Theorem 2.34] could be applied to yield another proof of the
one-dimensional version of Theorem [[.4l In order to derive the full multidimensional result, one could try
to similarly adapt a multivariate FCLT for martingales to our setting, like for example [Whi07, Theorem
2.1]. However, the mixed square bracket condition (3) in [Whi07] seems to be less amenable to analysis
in the present setting than its univariate counterpart, i.e. condition (2.48) in [MPU19]. Hence, adapting
the techniques used in [dJ90] so as to obtain our multivariate result appears considerably more difficult.
One of the main reasons for this fact is that de Jong’s arguments rely on a large collection of exact
combinatorial identities, that one uses in order to verify the square bracket condition evoked above. In
contrast, our direct arguments merely use probabilistic inequalities, which makes the structure of the
proof significantly simpler and probably also more robust. Finally, we mention that our arguments are in
principle quantitative in nature and that, via an elaboration of Stein’s method for diffusion approximation
[Bar90,Kas20bl[Kas20al[DK21], one would be able to prove a quantitative version of Theorem [[L4l Since,
at the time of writing, we are only in the position to do this with respect to the stronger L!-topology on
D([0,1]; R%), we decide to leave this point open for further investigation.

1.4. Application: universal FCLTS for homogeneous sums. We will now apply our main results
to the setting of homogeneous sums: as a consequence, in Theorem we will establish functional
versions of the main findings of [NPR10a], where the authors proved the universality of Gaussian Wiener
chaos with respect to the normal approximation of homogeneous sums. Such a result roughly states that,
if a sequence of homogeneous sums with Gaussian arguments verifies a CLT, then so does the sequence
obtained by replacing the Gaussian input with an arbitrary collection of independent random variables (see
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e.g. Theorem 1.2] for a precise statement). The findings from have found applications
e.g. in the analysis of disordered systems [CSZ17,/[CSZ20], mathematical statistics [Koil9], random matrix
theory and free probability [PNT0,NPPS16].
In this subsection, we let (2, F,P) denote a suitable probability space on which all random quantities
subsequently dealt with are defined. We will consider the following sequences of real random variables:
e X = (X;)ien denotes a (generic) sequence of independent, mean zero and unit variance random
variables in L*(P);
e & = (G))ien is a sequence of independent standard normal random variables; and
e P = (P))ien is a sequence of independent, normalized Poisson random variables, i.e. there are \; €
(0,00) and independent Poisson random variables N; with mean ); such that P; = N; /v ;i — Vi,
1€ N.

On the sequence X, we will further impose the integrability condition that

(5) B :=supE|X;|* < oo.
1€N

This is in particular satisfied if the random variables X;, ¢ € N, are i.i.d, since we have assumed that they
are in L*(IP). We observe that, in the case of the Poisson sequence 9, condition (B) can be equivalently
re-expressed in terms of the coefficients A;. In fact, since E[P}] = 3 + )\i_l, the sequence P satisfies (@) if
and only if inf;en A; > 0.

In what follows, we let n,, = m and, for given arrays aL(]m)(k), J € Dy, (m), 1 <k <d, of real numbers

we suppose that W}m)(kz) = asm)(k) [Lics Xi is given as

Wi (k) = o (k) T] X = a5 (0) X .
ieJ
Thus, for k=1,...,d,
(6) W = > M) []x
JEDy, (m) ied

is a homogeneous sum or homogeneous multilinear form of order py and, in particular, it is a non-symmetric,
degenerate U-statistic. As before, we will systematically assume that

Var (W (k) = Y &Pk =1, fork=1,....d
JEDp,, (M)
Then, as in () and (), we use these d homogeneous sums to define the random element W™ =
(W (1),..., W) (d))T with values in D([0,1]; R?).
Note that from (), for 1 < k < d and all J € D, (m) such that agm)(k) # 0, we have that
s esleax]
(m) 2 — QZHE[Xz]éﬂk
(B 6)" amar (el x])

Hence, also

sup D, < fP* < o00.
meN

In this context, one would typically like to replace the fourth moment condition, Condition 3] by a
condition, which is rather expressed in terms of the coefficient arrays. To this end, let us first define the

symmetric functions fém) : [m]Pr — R by

f(m)(il i ) o {zﬁag?)p..,ipk}(k)v if ’{ilv"’vipk}’ = Pk
k yereatpy) o

0, otherwise.
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Observe that the function f,gm) vanishes on diagonals, that is, fém) (1,...,ip,) = 0 if two coordinates of
(i1,...,1p, ) coincide. Then, we have
W (k) = Qp (m, £, %) = S f i) Xy Xy,
i1yeyipy, =1

=pel > A i) Xy X,

1<i1<...<ip, <m

as well as
2 (m) 2 _ 21.¢. ( p(m)
O = max >, agy, (k)T = (o) Infi(£),
1<j2<...<Jpp, <m:
j27"'7jpk7éi
where
1 = o . o .
Infl(fkm)) = m Z f]gm)(l7j27”’7jpk)2 = Z fkm)(z7j27”’7jpk)2
L 1<j2 << <M

denotes the influence of the random variable X; on the variance of W™ (k) (see [MOOILQO,[GST5]). Thus,
we have shown that, under ([l), Condition is equivalent to

(7) lim max Infi(fkm)) =0 for 1<Ek<d.

m—o0 1<i<m

For 1 <k <dand 1 <r <pg—1, we define the contraction kernel fém) *- fém) : [m]?P+ =21 — R by

flgm) *p fk(:m)(lly .. 7ipk—T7j17‘ o ,jpk—T)

= Z fkm)(ily"'7ipk—ryllv"'7lr)flgm)(j17"'7jpk—r7l17"'7lr)-
11, 0lr=1

Consider the following condition.
CONDITION 1.7. For all 1 < k < d and all 1 <7 < pj, — 1 it holds that lim, e[ £ % £ ]2 = 0.

Here, || f,gm) *p f ,gm)Hg denotes the L?-norm of the contraction kernel f,gm) *i. f,gm) with respect to the

(2p;5 — gr)-fold product of the counting measure on [m], i.e. with respect to the counting measure on
[m] Pk — T‘

PROPOSITION 1.8. Suppose that ([B) and Condition [I71 hold and that pr > 2 for all 1,...,d. Then,
Conditions [I.2 and [ 3 are satisfied as well.

Proof. We have already shown that Condition holds if and only if () holds. Relation () however
holds true by virtue of Condition [T and display (1.9) in [NPR10a]. That Condition [[3] holds under
Condition [[7 as well, follows from a combination of Proposition 1.6] and the estimate (1.13)
in [NPR10a]. O

Note further that the functions agl7k(ansJ) from Condition [LL1] are in this situation more explicitly
given by

[nms]
®) 2allnms)) = > aWP=pd YD i) = S (s).
JEDPk(LnMSJ) ilv---vipkzl

THEOREM 1.9. Suppose that the sequence X of independent, mean zero and unit variance random variables
satisfies ([B). Moreover, assume that the sequences (Sf,gm))meN, 1 <k <d, defined in [), satisfy Condition

1 that Condition I holds and that py, > 2 for all k = 1,...,d. Then, the sequence (W), .en of
processes, defined through [2) and (), converges in distribution with respect to the Skorohod topology to
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the continuous, centered Gaussian process Z = (Z(1),...,Z(d))" with independent components, which is
defined via (3]).
Proof. This follows from Theorem [[.4] and Proposition O

The proof of Theorem (via the implicit use of Proposition [[§]) strongly relies on the techniques
developed in [NPR10a]. As anticipated, we will now prove a functional version of the universality re-
sults from [NPR10a]. For completeness, we will also include the discussion of universality of Poisson
homogeneous sums, as provided by [PZ14/[DVZ18S].

THEOREM 1.10 (Functional universality of homogeneous sums). With the above notation and definitions,
consider the following assumptions:

(A1) There are functions v : [0,1] — R such that limm_,oo(Sf,Em)) = vy, pointwise, 1 < k < d.

(A2x) Asm — o0, (Qp, (m, fl(m), X),...,Qp,(m, fcgm), %))T converges in distribution to a d-dimensional
standard normal vector.
(A3 x) The sequences Qp, (m, f,gm),.’{)meN, 1 <k < d, satisfy Condition[I.3
(Agx) The above defined sequence (W(m)(l), LW (d)T, m €N, of processes based on %, converges
in distribution with respect to the Skorohod topology to a continuous centered Gaussian process
Z = (Z(1),...,Z(d))" with independent components, whose covariance function is given by ().
(As) Condition[I7 is satisfied.
(Ag) One has inf;en A; > 0.
Assume that Assumption (A1) holds and pr > 2 for all k =1,...,d. Then, the following implications are
in order:

9) (Azp) = (A2p) & (A36) & (Ass) & (45)

= VX satisfying () : ( (A x) AN (Asx) A (A4,35)).
If, additionally to (A1), also (Ag) holds and py > 2 for all k =1,...,d, then we have in fact that
(10) (Azp) & (A2s) & (As6) & (Ass) & (45)

= VX satisfying @) : ( (Aox) A (Asx) A (Asgx)).

Proof. Suppose first that (A;) holds. That (As¢), (A3 e) and (As) are all equivalent is a consequence
of Proposition 1.6] (even without assuming (A;)). Of course, (A4,¢) implies (A2 ¢). By Theorem
applied to &, under (A;) we have that (As) implies (A4 ), since & obviously satisfies (Bl). Moreover,
again by Theorem and by Proposition [[.§ if the sequence X satisfies (@) and if (As) holds, then (since
we have assumed (A1)), we can conclude that (Azx) and (A4 x) hold, immediately implying (A x) as
well. Finally, Theorem 1.11] ensures that (Agyp) implies (Ags).

Suppose now that both (A;) and (Ag) hold. Then, Theorem 1.11] guarantees that (A ) also

implies (A3 ). O

REMARK 1.11 (Removing condition (A;)). If Condition (A;) is removed, then the conclusions of Theorem
continue to hold, provided condition (A4 x) is replaced by

(A] x) The collection of distributions of the above defined sequence (W (1),..., WM (@)’ m e N,
Toof processes based on X, is relatively compact with respect to the Skorohod topology, and every
converging subsequence admits as a limit a continuous centered Gaussian process with independent
components.
The proof of this fact follows the same lines as the proof of Theorem (see Section B3)); the details are
left to the reader.

EXAMPLE 1.12 (Fractional products). For every integer p > 3 we will now demonstrate the existence of a
sequence of symmetric kernels f™ : {1,...,m}? — R, vanishing on diagonals and such that Conditions 7]
and (A;) in Theorem [LI0 (for d = 1) are satisfied, with v (s) = v(s) = s2/%, for some integer 2 < a < p—1.
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The definition of f("™) is based on a slight variation of the construction of fractional cartesian products,
as described in Chapter XIII|, as well as in [BJO4,[NPRI10D]. Fix a,p as above, and consider
an injective mapping ¢ : N — N with the properties that, for all & > 1, (a) ¢([k]*) C [k%] , and (b)
o([k 4+ 1]")\e([k]*) C [(k 4+ 1)*]\[k?]. Such a mapping is easily defined by recursion on k. Observe in
particular that Property (a) implies that, for all N > 1, the image of the restriction of ¢ to [[N/¢]]
is contained in [N]. Consider in addition a collection {Si,...,S,} of non-empty distinct subsets of [p],
satisfying the properties that (i) [S;| = a, and (ii) each index i € [p] appears in exactly a of the sets S;
(yielding in particular [p] = U;S;). For every i and every vector t = (t1,...,t,), we set wg,t = (t, : k € S;),
where the indices belonging to S; are implicitly listed in increasing order. Our aim is to use the mapping
¢ and the sets S; in order to define a sparse subset F,, of [m]P for every integer m > p? (this last relation
is required in order to ensure that [[m!/®|] contains at least p elements): the nature of the sparsity of Fj,
will be encoded by the ratio p/a, corresponding to its fractional dimension [Ble01l[BJ04]. For every m > 1
we start by setting

FO .= {k = (k1. kp) 1 k = (@(mg,t), ..., p(ms, t)), for some t € AP } C [m]P.

m \_ml/aJ

where, the symbol A‘?V indicates the class of all vectors (1, ...,t,) such that 1 <t; <--- <t, < N; when
m < p®, FY can be empty. The injectivity of ¢ readily implies that, when m > p® the entries of any
k = (ki,....kp) € FY are pairwise distinct, and also that, if k # k’ belong to FJ", then k cannot be
obtained from k’ via a permutation of its entries. We eventually set

Fp:=sym(F2) C [m]P, m>1,

that is, Fy, is the class of those (ki,...,kp) such that (ky(1), .., Ko@) € FY for some permutation o.
Immediate combinatorial considerations imply that there exists a finite constant b > 0 such that, as
N — 00, |Fy| ~ b- NP/% For m > p®, we define

m) /s . 1 . . o
f( )('Ll,...,lp) = W]_Fm(21,...,2p), (Zl,...Zp) S [m]p
The computations in Section 6.2 and Section 6.3] readily imply that f("™ verifies Condition [}

Moreover, since
(11) |Fo O [[Em] ]| ~ [Flpgmy | ~ b- 87/ *mP/,

we deduce that Assumption (A;) in Theorem is satisfied with v(t) = t?/®. Using the chain of
implications (), we infer that, given a sequence X of centred unit variance random variables verifying ({),
the corresponding empirical process W (™ defined via (), converges in distribution to {B,,/. : t € [0,1]},
where B is a standard Brownian motion. Selecting pairwise distinct integers p1, ..., pg yields examples of

d-dimensional sequences verifying Conditions [[7]and (A1) in Theorem [[LTO} For the sake of completeness,
a proof of ([Il) is sketched in Section B4

REMARK 1.13. In the finite-dimensional setting considered in (see, in particular Theorem 1.2
therein), universality of Gaussian homogeneous sums is established under the weaker condition that
sup;en E|Xi|? < oo (of course without implying (Aszx), in this case). This is not possible following
our method of proof in the functional situation, since it is based on Theorem [[4] which is a genuine fourth
moment theorem. On the contrary, the proofs in [NPR10a] rely on a combination of Malliavin calculus on
Gaussian spaces and an invariance principle for multilinear forms, proved in [MOOI0| via an elaboration
of the Lindeberg swapping trick. Since this invariance principle only requires finite third moments, it is
possible to dispense with fourth moment conditions on X in that framework. See also [CSZ17, Theorem
4.2].

REMARK 1.14. Proposition [[.8 and Theorems and all require that pp > 2 for all k = 1,...,d.

This is because display (1.9) in [NPR10a] used in their proofs relies on this assumption. Relation (),

however, still implies Condition [[2] even if p; = 1. In this case, writing agm)(l) for agﬁ)(l), we have
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Inf; ( fl(m)) = agm)(l)z. Moreover, a straightforward computation shows that, for p; = 1, item a) below

implies Condition [[3l Therefore, by part b) of Remark [[L6] if py = 1 and (B) and all of the following hold:

a) lim max a( )( 1)2 =0;
m—ool<i<m

b) lgn ZZL"TSJ al™ )(1)2 = v1(s) for some vy : [0,1] — R;

7
c¢) the assumptions of Theorem [0 are satisfied for the (d—1)-dimensional sequence of processes <Qp2 (m, fzm) ,X), ..., C

substituted in place of (W™), _y,

then the whole d-dimensional sequence (Qm (m, flm), X),...,Qp,(m, fdm), %)) y converges in distribu-
me

tion with respect to the Skorohod topology to the continuous, centered Gaussian process Z = (Z(1),.. ., Z(d))"
with independent components, which is defined via (3)).

2. DEGENERATE U-STATISTICS AND HOEFFDING DECOMPOSITIONS

In this section we prove and collect useful auxiliary results about degenerate U-statistics based on an
independent sample. For reasons of simplicity, we abandon the setup of triangular arrays in this section.
Thus, we let (2, F,P) be a generic probability space, on which independent random elements X7, X5 ...
are defined that have values in the respective measurable spaces (E1, &), (E2, &), . ... Moreover, forn € N
fixed we let [n] :={1,...,n} and, for J C [n], we define F; := o(X;,i € J). Note that, whenever

f: HEj —R is ®5j — B(R) - measurable

such that
Y = f(X1,...,X,) € L'(P),

then there is a P-a.s. unique representation of the form

(12) Y=Y Yy= Z( > YM>

MC|n] s=0 \MC|n]:
|M|=s

where, for each M C [n], the summand Yj; is measurable with respect to Fj; and, furthermore,

E[Ya | Fs] =0 holds, whenever M € J.

Note that, in particular, there are measurable functions

fu: [ Ei—»R, MCn,
JEM
such that Y = fu(Xj,7 € M). The representation (I2) is the celebrated Hoeffding decomposition
of Y. The following well-known explicit formula for the Hoeffding components Y,;, M C [n], is easily
deduced from the exclusion-inclusion principle:

(13) Y= > (-)M-VEY |7,
JCM

yielding in particular that Yy = E[Y] a.s.-P. Equation (I3) directly implies the linearity of the Hoeffding
decomposition. It should also be noted that, whenever Y € LP(IP) for some p € [1, 00|, then automatically
Yy € LP(P) for all M C [n]. Moreover, if Y € L?(P), then its Hoeffding components are mutually
orthogonal in L?(P).

For p € [n], we call Y a (completely) degenerate U-statistic of order p, based on Xjy,..., X,,, if
its Hoeffding decomposition (I2)) is of the form

(14) Y=Y v,

JEDy(n)
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i.e. if Yas = 0 P-a.s. whenever |M| # p. Here and in what follows we write
Dy(n) :={J C [n] : [J] = p}

for the collection of all (Z) different p-subsets of [n].
Now suppose that we are given two positive integers m and n, as well as p € [n] and ¢ € [m] and
consider two degenerate U-statistics V' based on X1i,...,X,, and W based on Xi,...,X,, of respective

orders g and p. Hence, we have the respective Hoeffding decompositions

V= Z V; and W = Z Wiy.
JEDy(m) JEDp(n)

We further assume that E|W |* E|V|* < co. Moreover, for | € [m] and k € [n] let us define

0?1 == max Z E[V?] and Q%W ‘= max Z E[W?]

as well as

In particular, we have afn’v = E[V?] and ‘7121,W = E[W?] as well as the inequalities

2 2 2 2
(15) orw < opw and  opw < 0hw

and analogous ones for V' in place of W. Note that VW is an integrable function of X1, ..., X,,v;m. Hence,
it follows from (I3) and the assumptions on V and W that it has a Hoeffding decomposition of the form

VW= > Uu(V,W).
MC[nVm]:
[M|<p+q

For simplicity, we write Uy (W) for Upr (W, W) and U (V') for Ups(V, V) so that

V2= )" Uu(V) and W?= Y Un(W)
MC[m]: NC[n]:
|M[<2q [NI<2p
are the Hoeffding decompositions of V2 and W2, respectively. We will use the conventions Up;(V) = 0
and Un (W) = 0 implicitly, whenever M ¢ [m] and N ¢ [n], respectively. Let us define the collection
So = So(m,n, q,p) of all quadruples (I, J, K, L) € D,(m)? x Dy(n)? such that
i) INK=JNL=1,
(i) 0AINJ=I\(INL)#I,
(i) 0£JNI=J\(JNK)#J,
(iv) 0 £KNJ=K\(LNK)# K and
(V) 0£LNI=L\(LNK)# L.
Similarly, we denote by S; := Si(m,n,p) the collection of all quadruples (I,.J, K, L) € Dy(m A n)?* such
that
(i) INJ=KnNL=0,
(i) 0AINK=I\(INL)#1,
(i) 0A£JNK=J\(JNL)#J,
(iv) 0 £KNnJ=K\(INK)# K and
(v) 0ALNI=L\(LNJ)#L.

oreover, we define the quantities

So(V,\W)= > E[WVV,WgW.] and ifp=gq,
(I,J,K,L)eSo
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SSV,W)= " Y EWVV,WkWL].
(I,J,K,L)eSq

In particular, we have So(W, W) = S1(W,W). More generally, if p = ¢, m < n and V; = W for all
J € Dy(m), then Si(V,W) = Sp(V, V).

REMARK 2.1. The quadruples (I, J, K, L) € Sy play a crucial role in all proofs of de Jong type CLTs via
the quantities So(V, W) (see [dJ90LDP17]). Note that these quadruples are all bifold, meaning that each
element ¢ € I UJ U K U L lies in exactly two of the sets I,J, K, L. In particular, there can be no free
index, which is an element that appears in only one of the sets I, J, K, L. Moreover, no two of the sets
1,J, K, L can be the same and each of these sets is disjoint to precisely one other among these sets. An
analogous remark applies to the quadruples (I, J, K, L) € S;. Note further that the existence of a free
index for a quadruple (I, J, K, L) necessarily implies E[V;V;WrWp]| = 0 by degeneracy. This rule will be
tacitly applied in what follows.

LEMMA 2.2. There exists a finite constant C), 4, only depending on p and q, such that
2 9 2 2
SO(V7 W) > _Cp,q ma‘X(Um,VQn,Wv Un,WQm,V) :

Proof. This follows from a straightforward generalization of Propositions 3.5 and 3.6 of to the
situation of possibly different m and n and possibly non-unit variances . We omit the details here. U

LEMMA 2.3. We have that
So(W, W) < E[W*| = 307w + 2p0. 00 1 -

Proof. This follows from the first inequality in equation (2.13) of by noticing that the left hand
side of this inequality is nonnegative and by taking into account that Var(W) = 0'7% w is not necessarily

equal to 1, here. O

The next two lemmas will be of vital importance for proving convergence of finite dimensional distribu-
tions. Lemma 25]is an extension of results and techniques provided in Section 3|, whereas Lemma
24 is taken directly from there.

LEMMA 2.4 (Lemma 2.10 of [DP17]). There is a finite constant k, only depending on p such that

Y. Var(Un(W)) < E[W'] =307y + rpoy woi w
MC|n]:
1<|M|<2p—1

LEMMA 2.5. (i) If p=gq, then

Z Va‘r(UM(‘/? W)) < pmin(gi7wa72717V7 Q7277,7V0'2L,W) + POmAN,V OmAn,W TmAn,V Oman, W
MC[nvm]:
|M[<2p—1

1/2 1/2
+ < Z Var(UM(V))> : < Z Var(UM(W))> + Sl(V, W) - S()(V, W) .
MC[mAn]: MC[mAn]:
1<|M|<2p—1 1<|M|<2p—1

(i) If p # q, then
> Var(Un(V,W)) < min(qo) worm v Py onw) — So(V,W)

MC[nVm):
|M|<p+q—1

+< > Var(UM(V))>1/2-< > Var(UM(W))>1/2.

MC[mAn]: MC[mAn]:
I<|M[<2(pVvq)—1 1<|M[<2(pvq)—1
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Proof. We begin with some computations that are valid in all different cases.

> Var(Uy(V,W)) = Var(VIV) —

Z Var (Up (V, W))

MCnvm]: MC[nvm]:
|M|<pt+q—1 |M|=p+q
= Var(VW) — Z Var< Z VJWK)
MC[nvVm]: JEDg(m),KeDy(n):
|M|=p+q JUK=M
=Var(VW)— > > EWViVIWrWL]
MC[nvm]: I,J€Dg(m),
[M|=p+q K,LEDy(n):
INK=JNL=0,
TUK=M=JUL
=Var(VW)— > E[ViV,WgWy]
1,J€Dy(m),
K,LeDy(n):
INK=JNL=0
=Var(VW)— > E[V/]E[WZ] - > E[ViVyWg W]
I1€Dy(m), 1,J€Dy(m),
KeDp(n): K,LEDy(n):
INK=0 INK=JNL=0,
PAINT=I\(INL)#I,
P£INI=J\(JNK)£]
—6pg Y. E[ViW|E[VkW]

I, KeDy(mAn):
INK=0

Noting that
Var(VW) = Cov(VZ W?) + E[V?|E[W?] — E[VW]?

and also, for reasons of degeneracy, that

>

1,J€Dy(m),
KvLeDP (n)
INK=JNL=0,
0AINT=I\(INL)#I,
0£INI=J\(JNK)£J]

E[ViV;WgWi] = So(V, W)

we hence obtain that

> Var(Uy(V,W)) = Cov(VZ,W?) + E[V?|E[W?] - E[VWV]?
MC[nvm]:

|M|<p+q—1
(16) — Y EWVAEWR] - So(ViW) =60 > E[ViWI]E[VicWi] .
IEDq(m), IEDq(W),
KEDp(n): KGDp(n):
INK=) INK=0

We now deal with the individual terms appearing on the right hand side of ([I6]).

> EDZEWE] = > ENVFEWR] - Y. EMEWE]

I1€Dy(m), I1€Dy(m), 1€Dy(m),
KeDy(n): KeDy(n) KeDy(n):
INK=0 INK#()
=EVIEW? - > E[F]E[WE].
IeDy(m),
KEeDp(n):

INK#0
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Hence,

> Var(Uu(V,W)) = Cov(VZ,W?) — E[VW]?

MC[nVm]:
|M|<p+q-1
+ > E Wi] = So(V,W) =6, > E[VIW/E[VkWk].
I1eDy(m), I ,JKeDy(mAn):
KeDp(n): INK=0
INK#0

Moreover, if p = ¢ then

> E[ViW/|E[VkWk]
I,KeDy(mAn):
INK=0

:( > E[VIWI]>2— > E[ViW/|E[VkWk]

IeDy(mAn) I, KeDp(mAn):
INK#D
=EVW]’ - Y E[VIW/]E[VkWk].
I, KeDp(mAn):

INK#)
Hence, using that E[VW]| = 0 if p # ¢, we obtain that

> Var(Uy(V,W)) = Cov(VZ,W?) — 26, E[VIW]?

MC[nvm]:
|M|<p+q—1
(17) + Y E Wi = So(V.W) 48,0 Y. E[VIW/]E[VkWk].
1€Dy(m), IKEDp(m/\n):
KeDy(n): INK#0)
INK#£0
In particular, if p # ¢, then
(18) > Var(Uy(V,W)) = Cov(VEW?) + > E[VP]E[WE] — So(V,W).
MC[nVm): IeDy(m),
|M|<p+q—1 KEDp(n):
INK#0
Now,
> E[WIEWR]= Y ENVAY. > EWZ]
IeDy(m), IeDy(m) i€l  KeDp(n):
KeDp(n): max(KNI)=1
INK#0

< q0pw Z E[V7] = g0 wEIV]? = 40} wormv »
I1€Dq4(m)
and, analogously,
> E[VPE[WE] < poh, vEW]® = pol, vonw -

I1eDy(m),

KeDp(n):

INK#£0
Hence,
(19) Y. ENVFIE[WE] < min(qon wormyvs pomyvonw) -

IeDy(m),

KEeDp(n):
INK#0
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We have
> EVIWIEVeWx]|< Y [Eiw]] Y [E[VeWx]]
I,KeDy(mAn): IeDy(mAn) KeDy(mAn):
INK#( INK#(
= 2. EVwi[Y > [E[VkWk]|
IeDy(mAn) 1€l KeDp(mAn):
max(INK)=i
S\ 1/2 5 \1/2
< > EywIX( > EE)T(Y EWR)
IeDy(mAn) i€l KeDp(mAn): KeDy(mAn):
max(INK)=i max(INK)=i
< POmAn,V Oman,W Z UE [VIWI] ‘
IeDy(mAn)
1/2 1/2
< p@rn/\n,Van/\n,W( Z E[‘/}2]) : < Z E[Wf])
IeDy(mAn) IeDy(mAn)

= POmAn,V Oman,WOmAn,VOmAan,W -

Hence, we obtain the inequalities

—POmAn,V OmAn,W OmAn,V Oman,W < Z E [VIWI] E [VKWK]

I1€Dy(m),
KeDy(n):
INK#D

(20) < POman,V Oman, W OmAn,V Oman, W

We estimate the term Cov(V?2, W?2) seperately according to whether p = q or not. First assume that
p = ¢q. Then, due to the orthogonality of Hoeffding components we have

Cov(VEW? = > E[Uu(V)UNW)] = > E[Uu(V)Un(W)]
MC[m], MC[mAn]:
NC[n): 1<|M|<2p
1<|M[,[N|<2p
= > E[UuWMUuW)]+ > E[Uu(V)Un(W)]
MC[mAn]: MC[mAn]:
1<|M|<2p—1 |M[=2p
=T +1T5.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality twice we can estimate

Tl< Y Var(Uu (V) Var Uy (W)

MC[mAn]:
1<|M[<2p—1
1/2 1/2
< < Z Var(UM(V))> - ( Z Var(UM(W))>
MC[mAn]: MC[mAn]:
1<|M|<2p~1 1<|M|<2p—1
On the other hand, we have
T,= Y S EWMVIWeWL] = > EViIV,WiWL]
MC[mAn]: 1,J€Dy(m), 1,J€Dy(m),
|[M|=2p  K,LEDp(n): K,LeDy(n):
IUJ=KUL=M INJ=KNL=0,

IUJ=KUL
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= ) EMVV,WgW]

IvJeDP(m)v
K,LEDy(n):
INJ=KNL=0
=2 > E[VIW/E[V,W,] + > E[ViVyWrWi]
I1,JeDy(mAnN): 1,JeDy(m),
InJ=0 K,LED,(n):

INnJ=KNL=0,
PAINK=I\(INL)#I

=2 > E[VIW/E[V,W,] + Si(V,W)

1,J€Dp(mAR):
InJ=0
=2BVW]" -2 > E[VIW/EV,W,] +Si(V,W),
I1,J€Dp(mAn):

INJ#0

where we have used that, due to degeneracy,

> E[ViV;WgWi] = > E[ViVyWrWi]
1,J€Dp(m), 1,J,K,LeDp(mAn):
K,LeDp(n): InJ=KNL=0,
INnJ=KNL=0, 0AINK=I\(INL)#I
0AINK=T\(INL)#I
= > E[ViV,WrkW] = S1(V,W).
1,J,K,LeDp(mAn):
INnJ=KNL=0,

PAINK=I\(INL)#£I,
0£INL=J\(JNK)#J

Hence, if p = ¢ then we obtain that

Cov(V2,W2)§< Z Var(UM(V))>1/2-< Z Var(UM(W))>1/2

MC[mAn]: MC[mAn]:
1<|M|<2p—1 1<|M|<2p—1
(21) +RVWPE -2 > E[VIW|E[VkWk] + S1(V, V).
I,KeDp(mAn):
INK#0

Altogether, in the case p = ¢, we obtain from (I7))-(2I) that

Z Var(UM(V, W)) < pmin(giwafmv, Q?’rL,VUEL,W)
MCnvm)|:
|M|<p+q—1

+ POmAR,V OmAn, W Oman,V OmAn, W + Sl(V7 W) - SO(V7 W)

1/2 1/2

+< > Var(UM(V))> ( > Var(UM(W))> ,
MC[mAn]: MC[mAn]:
1<|M|<2p-1 1<|M|<2p—1

proving part (i). Let us now assume that p # ¢. Let r := p A g < pV qg =: s. In this case, clearly,
E[VW] = 0. Moreover, similarly as before, we have

Cov(V2 W) = > E[UnWVUNW)] = > E[Un(V)Un(W)]
MC[m], NC|n]: MC[mAn]:
1<|M|<2q, 1<|M|<2r

1<|N[<2p
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= > E[Uu(V)Un(W)]

MC[mAn]:
1<|M|<2s—1
< 3 WVar(Ua(V))y Var(Ua (W)
MC[mAn]:
1<|M|<2s—1
1/2 1/2
(22) §< > Var(UM(V))> ( > Var(UM(W))> :
MC[mAn]: MC[mAn]:
1<|M|<2s—1 1<|M|<2s—1
This finishes the proof of (ii). O

COROLLARY 2.6. In the situation of LemmalZ (i) assume that, additionally, m < n and Vy = W hold
for all J € Dy(m). Then, we have

> Var(Un(V,W)) <E[VY] =305, v+ 2p00, v oy + (Cpg +20) 0 wom w
MC[nvm]:
[M]<2p—1

1/2 1/2
+ (E[V4] - 30’31,\/ + ’{PO-%LVQ%@,V> : <E[W4] - 30’?2,1/1/ + ’fpf’g,WQi,W>
where Ky is a finite constant depending only on p.

Proof. Since S1(V,W) = So(V,V) in this case, the result follows immediately from Lemmas (i), 24
221 23 and (I5). O

COROLLARY 2.7. If, in the situation of LemmalZ] (ii), we additionally have p < q, then

> Var(Un(V,W)) < (Cpg + q) max(02, v 0% w. 0w oz y)
MC[nVm):
|M|<p+q—1

1/2 1/2
+ (EVY) =30ty + kot vedy) - (B —otw)
where kq s a finite constant depending only on q.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.7 (ii), Lemma 2:4] (applied to V) and from the obvious facts that

S Va(Uu() < Y Var(Uu(V)),

MC[mAn]: MC[m]:

1<|M|<2(pvg)—1 1<|M|<2q—1
> Var(Uy(W)) < Y Var(Uy(W)) = Var(W?) = E[W*] — o) 5.
MC[mAn]: MC|n]:
1<|M|<2(pvg)—1 1< M|<2p
O
3. PROOFS

In this Section we provide detailed proofs of Theorem [[L4] Theorem and relation (I]).

3.1. Proof of Theorem [I.4l The proof of Theorem [[4] will follow the classical two-step procedure (see
Sectionl5|) of establishing convergence of finite dimensional distributions and checking tightness.
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3.1.1. Convergence of finite dimensional distributions. We fix time points 0 < t; < to < ... < t; < 1
and, with r := ld, consider the random vector V = V(™) = (Vi,...,Vi)T € R" of degenerate U-statistics,
defined as follows. Given an integer 1 < i < r, write ¢ = al + b with integers 0 <a <d—1and 1 <b <
and define

Vii= Wi (a+1).
In other words, we have

m m m m m m T
V=W, W), wir ), Wi @), W @), Wi @)

Moreover, for the same i we write n,,(7) := |ty ], om(i)? := Var(V;), ¢; := par1 and

N2 . (m) 2
om (1) = Joax Z E[W;™ (a4 1)7].
JEDp, 1 (nm (0)):
JjeJ
Then, we have the straightforward inequalities
(23) om(i)? <1 and o (i)’ < 0o S MAX 07k

Let X, = (Sz('nlz))léi,kér € R™" denote the covariance matrix of V. Then, for 1 <7 < k < r, such that
(24) i=al+b, k=dl+0b, where 0<a<d <d-1 and 1<0bV <I,

we have

st = B [W™ (a + YW (0 +1)] = 00 B [Wi™ (a +1)%] = 84,002%,(i).

In particular, the diagonal elements of ¥,,, are given by SE?) =02,(i), 1 <4 < r. Thus, thanks to Condition
[T we have that 3, converges to the covariance matrix ¥ = (s; 1)1<i k<r, Whose elements are given by

(25) Si,k = 5a7a/ lim Ugl(l) = 5a,arva+1(tb) s
m—00

if again 7 and k are as in (24). Finally, we denote by N(™) = (Nl(m), e ,N,gm))T and N = (Ny,...,N)T
centered Gaussian vectors on (2, F,P) with covariance matrices ¥, and X, respectively.

Next we make use of the well-known fact that the collection H3 of all functions h € C3(R"), each of whose
partial derivative of order < 3 is uniformly bounded, is convergence determining for weak convergence on
R3. Then, by the triangle inequality we have

(26) |Em[h(V)] = ER(N)]| < [Enlh(V)] = E[(N")]| + [ERN™)] — ER(N)]|.

Note that the second term on the right hand side of (26]) converges to zero as m — oo, since lim,, o0 Xy, =
3.

In order to deal with the first term as well, we apply the following central lemma, which is a slightly
modified version of Lemma 4.1 (a)], adapted to the present notation. The main difference is
that in the statement of the result in [DP19], the term ¢,,(7)? has already been replaced with the more
concrete term ¢; /n,, (1), which is its value in the particular case of symmetric U-statistics. The proof given
in [DP19], however, works in the more general present situation as well.

In what follows, for 1 <1,k <r, we let

ViVi, = > Uni (i, k)
MC[nm (i) Vnm (k)]:
| M|<qi+qx

denote the Hoeffding decomposition of V;Vj.

LEMMA 3.1. Under the above assumptions, there are constants rq, € (0,00), only depending on ¢;, 1 <
i <, such that the following holds: For any h € Hs, there are constants Cy(h),Ca(h) € [0,00) such that

Ci(h r ‘ 1/2
Enlbv)] B < G S kg Van(Ouh))
R MC[rm (D)1 (k)]:
|M|<qi+qr—1
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202 \/_ ) 2
Iq1 ;Zm < 2 Varm(UM(Z’Z))>

MClnm(i)]:
|M|<2g;—1

(27) fc? Zqzﬁam OREMOR

We will also rely on the following crucial lemma, which essentially goes back to de Jong’s monograph
[d.J89].
LEMMA 3.2. Under Conditions[.2 and[1.3 and with the notation of this subsection, we have that
lim E[V;'] — 301 (i) =0

m—o0

foralll <i<r.

Proof. Fix 1 < i < r given as in (24]). Then, we have

Vi= > wie+n= Y oW+,
JEDp, ,, (nm (i) JEDyp, 1 (nm)

where, for J € Dy, (1), we let
bs =[] Lasjcnnn
jeJ
This ensures that the coefficient sequence (by) JEDpy 1 (Nim) is of rank one in de Jong’s terminology (see
[dJ89, Subsection 4.1] and Remark B3] (b), below) and we obviously have 0 < Tg1<j<p, ;)3 < 1 for all
1 < j < ny,. Hence, by [dJ89, Proposition 4.1.2.] we have lim,, o E[V}}] — 307, (i) = 0. O

REMARK 3.3. (a) We mention that the statement of [dJ89, Proposition 4.1.2.] actually only implies the
statement lim,, oo E[V}}] — 304 (i) = 0 of Lemma under the stronger condition that Dy, is
bounded in m for each 1 < k < d. However, as can be seen from the proof of [dJ89l Proposition
4.1.2.], the result remains true under the more relaxed Condition [[L2] since the quantities 7/ and (77)*
appearing there still converge to zero, thanks to the inequality

(") < D7’ < Dinoi
the second part of which holds true by virtue of Proposition 2.9]. The first (and easy) part of
it is proved in [dJ89].
(b) In [dJ89] the following definition of a rank one coefficient sequence (ay)jep,(n,,) is given: One has

laj| < 1 for all J € Dy(ny,) and there is a sequence (¢j)i<j<n,, such that ay = [];c;¢; for all
J € Dp(np).

In order to prove that the first term on the right hand side of (26]) converges to zero, we will make sure
that the right hand side of (1)) goes to zero as m — oco. By ([23]) and the assumption of Theorem [[4] for
the last term we have

(28) lim \/_CQ

m—0o0

Zqzm% i)’ pm(i) = 0.

In order to deal with the first two terms, we 1nvoke Corollaries and 271 Thus, suppose again that
1 <i <k <r are given by (24]).

Case 1: a < d’: In this case, we have ¢; = pa+1 < Parr1 = qr and, hence, we are in the situation of
Corollary 27 Thus, we have that

> Vary, (U (i, k) < (Copqp + ar) max (o, (6, (k), o (k) @i, (i)
MC[nm (i) Vnm (k)]:
|M|<qi+qi—1
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+ (B - 308,08 + m 2 (02 (0) - (B - o)
<

C, . + max o>
( 9i59k Qk) 1<u<d Qm,u

1/2 1/2
(29) + (EIVA) = 800, (k) + g, max o2,,) " - (EIVY])

where we have applied ([23]) for the second inequality and used kg4, to denote a finite constant depending
only on g;. By Lemma[3.21and Condition [[.2] the right hand side of (29]) thus converges to zero as m — oo.

Case 2: a = d’: In this case, we have ¢; = py+1 = Pwrr1 = qr and, hence, we are in the situation of
Corollary Thus, we have that

> Vary, (Un(i,k)) = Y Var, (Un(i,k))
MC[nm (i) Vim (K)): MC[nm (k)]
|M|<qi+qr—1 |M|<qi+qi—1

S E[V;'] = 307, (1) + 2qi07,(1)02, (1) + (Cpq + 26i) 0o (K)o ()

1/2 1/2
n (E[vﬁ] 30h (i) + feqiomz’)wa(z‘)) - (E[v,;‘] 30t (k) + mqka;<k>wa<k>>

4 4 (. 2 2
< E[V)'] = 303(0) + 20 max o, o + (Cyigs +20i) max o,

1/2 1/2
4 4 2 4 4 2
) (0 - 30k g ) (BR300 + g, )
where we have again applied (23] for the second inequality and used k4, and kg, to denote finite constants
depending only on ¢, and g;, respectively. Again, by Lemma and Condition [[L2] the right hand side
of [B0) thus converges to zero as m — oo.

From (217),(23), 28), 29) and [B0) we thus conclude that
lim |E,,[h(V)] - E[,(N™)]| =0

m—ro0

and, thus, by (26) that
lim |E,[h(V)] — E[L(N)]| =0

m—ro0

for each h € H3. Note further that, by the definition of X, we have the distributional identity

NZ2(Z,(1),...,2,(1), ..., 2, (d), ..., Z,(d))" .

Hence, we have established the convergence of the finite dimensional distributions of W to those of Z.

3.1.2. Conclusion of the argument. We will now finish the proof of Theorem [[4] by proving tightness of
the sequence (W), oy in D[0,1]. This will be done by verifying that

(31) w(W(m),é) P—m>0, as m — 0o,
where, for x € DJ[0,1] and ¢ > 0,
w(x,d) :=sup{|z(t) —x(s)| : s,t € [0,1],]t — s| < I}

denotes the modulus of continuity of x. Since W(()m) = 0 for all m € N and by the finite-dimensional
distribution convergence established in Subsection B.I.1] this will imply Theorem [L[4] by the Corollary
to [Bil99, Theorem 13.4]. Let us introduce the following notation: Fix 1 < [ < d that we will from

now on suppress from the notation whenever convenient, and, for m € N and 0 < j < n,,, define

Ag-m) = W(Z)(l) — Wg ), ]:](m) = O'(Xyn), . ,X](m)) and S](m) = g:l Agm). Then, by degeneracy,

nm nm

for each m € N, (S](-m))lgjgnm is an (]:](m))ogjgnm- martingale. Note that with this notation at hand, we
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have ng) =S Enm,lt | for each t € [0,1] and Theorem 8.4] and the Corollary to Theorem
13.4] together imply that (BI)) holds, if, for each k¥ € N we have

(32) hm lim sup A?P,,, ( <I£12;<_k‘5(m) — Slgm” > )\> =0.

k+i
A—=00 m—o0

Note that the additional \/n appearing in the statement of Theorem 8.4] does not appear here,
since our processes are already normalized at time t = 1. Let us thus fix £k € N. Then, the sequence

(S,(QTZ Sém))0§i§n7,L_k is an (f,g:rfg)oggnm_k— martingale. Thus, by first applying Markov’s and then
Doob’s L*-inequality, we have that

AP (o<f§$§—k‘5§$l 5(’” 2 >
SEm[<o<zn<lgi IJS’““ S’(‘fm)D ]l{maXo<z<nm k\S(m) S(m)|>)‘}]
< 2B (et 31 571)] < (5) s i - 51

(33)

IN

=
(3)' S (ol + BalsL).

Now, firstly, by Condition [[.3] we have
(34) lim E,|S{ " = lim E,,[W™ ()4 =3.

m—ro0 m—r00

Secondly, using the inequality | Y"1 | a;[* <n3Y " | |a;|*, and by Condition we obtain that

3
Enfsf =B 3 w0 (1) T awio

JEDy, (k) JEDy, (k)

() 5 ey

JEDy, (k)

E\° m
= (m) Din10m, Z EMW} )(l)|2

JED, (k)
E\? 5 moe
(35) < ( > D105, — 0,
Dl ’
where we have used the fact that IE,,@‘Wﬁgm)(l)!2 < Q?ml for all J € Dy, (k). Thus, (33)-([35]) imply that

, 2 g(m) 4\24 2048 1
fim sup APy, <o<zn<lfi‘§ JS'W S |2A) = (3) 22T o7 N2

for each A > 0 and k € N fixed, so that ([32]) is indeed satisfied. This finishes the argument for tightness.

3.2. An additional argument explaining the continuity of the limiting process Z. Note that,
by Theorem 13.4| our conditions necessarily entail the remarkable fact that the limiting Gaussian
process Z has continuous paths, which might be quite surprising at first glance. Thus, we will now give
another argument for this fact, which additionally explains why it is true. To this end, define the vector
v = (v (1), ..., V™) (d)) of continuous processes, defined by linear interpolation, i.e. for 1 <1< d
we let
: (m) (m i—1 ’

(l)+(nmt_(1_1))(WL(Z)_Wi71(l))7 <t < —,

nm nm nm nm

~

v @) .= wi

§‘>—-
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and ng)(l) = ng) (1) = W™(1). Then, for fixed 1 < < d and with the same notation as above, it is
easy to see that

IV @) = W D))o = max [A™)].

1<i<ng,
Thus, using e.g. [IS02, Theorem 3| in the third inequality below, for £ > 0 we can bound

P (VO (1) = WO (1)]|oo > &) = B max [AU™] > ¢) < %Pm(mgmn > ¢)

1<i<ng,
nm 2
<oy 3 W) < oot e[ 3 wier) ]
i=1 Jeznepﬁ(i): JG??Ep}(i):

Tm

=Bty Y El[WOw 1))
i=1 J K€Dy, (i):
1€JNK
<BE)'Y, S (B 0EL WO 0Y)

i=1 J, K€Dy, (i):
icJNK

Tm

<SBE)e Dug D Y. En[WS O [ (0)]

i=1 J,K€Dp, (i):
ieJNK

— )e "Dy Z <Je§(l) )2] ) 2
ieJ

< B(p)e ~'D lele Z Em )]

i=1 J€Dp, (1)
1€
m—r00

= B(pl)s_4Dleml — 0,
where B(p;) is a finite constant only depending on p;, see [[S02, Theorem 3|. Thus, we have proved that,
for each 1 <1 < d, [V (1) — W™ (1)||o and, a fortiori their Skorohod distance, converges to zero in
probability as m — oo, so that [Bil99, Theorem 3.1] implies that the processes V(™ (1) and W™ (1) must
indeed have the same distributional limit, if any.

3.3. Proof of Theorem Suppose that Conditions and [[3 hold for the sequence (W(™),,cn.
Since the above argument for tightness does not make use of Condition [T tightness still holds. Let
(W), be a given subsequence. By relative compactness, there is a further subsequence (W(mlk))keN
that converges in distribution to some process Z. Again by Theorem 13.4| we can conclude that Z
has values in C([0,1];R%). Thus, the projections m; : D([0, 1];R?) — R?, 2 +— x(t), t € [0,1], are Pz-a.s.
continuous, where Pz denotes the law of Z on D(]0, 1];Rd). Hence, the continuous mapping theorem
implies that the finite-dimensional distributions of (W(mlk))keN converge to those of Z and, e.g. by a
uniform integrability argument, one makes sure that the covariance matrices of the finite dimensional
distributions of (W(mlk))keN also converge to the respective ones of Z. Thus, the argument leading to (25])
goes through with the right hand side replaced by the variance of the corresponding coordinate of Z at t;.
Now, since Lemma B2l applies under Conditions and [[3] the same reasoning as in Subsubsection B 1.1
ensures that the finite dimensional distributions of (W(mlk))keN have a Gaussian limit, implying that Z
is indeed a continuous, centered Gaussian process. The non-correlation, and therefore the independence,
of the components of Z follows from the fact that Hoeffding degenerate U-statistics of distinct orders are
orthogonal in L?. The proof is complete.
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3.4. Proof of relation (IIJ). We fix p > 3 and 2 < a < p—1 as in Example [[.LT2 and adopt the notation
introduced therein. It is sufficient to show that

(36) |[Fp D [Ltm 1P| ~ [ F

a relation that is implied by the next statement.

mJ’v

LEMMA 3.4. Consider a nondecreasing integer-valued sequence (£(m))m>1 such that, as m — oo, £(m) ~
a-m, for some a € (0,1). Then
|[Fp N )P | ~ [ Fyiy.

Proof. For every ¢ > 1 we write k = k({) to denote the unique integer such that ¢ € [k%, (k +1)%), in such
a way that Fy = Fja(y). We have that

[ES, O [P | = [E| + [ES, 0 TP\ FLs oy -
Using the relations
(R, O )P\ ERe et | < [Fkumy syl = Fkageqmy| ~ E(Em)P~ < &(m) =D/ = o(mp/®),

we immediately deduce the desired conclusion.
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