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RATES OF CONVERGENCE OF THE MAGNETIZATION IN THE TENSOR

CURIE-WEISS POTTS MODEL

SANCHAYAN BHOWAL AND SOMABHA MUKHERJEE

Abstract. In this paper, we derive distributional convergence rates for the magnetization vector
and the maximum pseudolikelihood estimator of the inverse temperature parameter in the tensor
Curie-Weiss Potts model. Limit theorems for the magnetization vector have been derived recently
in [1], where several phase transition phenomena in terms of the scaling of the (centered) magne-
tization and its asymptotic distribution were established, depending upon the position of the true
parameters in the parameter space. In the current work, we establish Berry-Esseen type results for
the magnetization vector, specifying its rate of convergence at these different phases. At “most”
points in the parameter space, this rate is N−1/2 (N being the size of the Curie-Weiss network),

while at some special points, the rate is either N−1/4 or N−1/6, depending upon the behavior of
the fourth derivative of a certain negative free energy function at these special points. These results
are then used to derive Berry-Esseen type bounds for the maximum pseudolikelihood estimator of
the inverse temperature parameter whenever it lies above a certain criticality threshold.

1. Introduction

The Potts model [25], originally named after Renfrey Potts [21], is a generalization of the Ising
model [13], where the spin of any particular site can have more than two states, each such state being
referred to as a color. This model is immensely useful in explaining diverse physical phenomena
such as magnetism, phase transitions, and social behavior, and has found widespread applications
in a number of different fields such as biomedical problems [2, 16], image processing and computer
vision [6, 14], spatial statistics [26], social sciences [4] and finance [24, 3]. Although the classical
Potts model captures only pairwise interactions between the sites of a network, in many scientific
and real life contexts, such as the atomic interactions on a crystal surface or the peer group effects
in a social circle, multibody interactions are more common. A natural extension of the classical
Potts model which can also capture higher order interactions, is the tensor Potts model [1], where
the sufficient statistic is a multi-linear form of the indicators of monochromatic site tuples. Tensor
versions of the closely related Ising model have also emerged in a number of recent works such as
[10, 8, 20, 17, 18].

One can think of tensor Potts models as Potts models on hypergraphs. However, studying asymp-
totics of the sufficient statistics for Potts models on arbitrary hypergraphs is hopelessly challenging,
unless one works with simpler interaction structures, such as assuming that all the tuples of nodes
of a particular order interact with the same strength. The underlying hypergraph in this case is
complete, and the resulting model is known as the (tensor) Curie-Weiss Potts model. Asymptotics
of the sufficient statistics (magnetization vector) in the tensor Curie-Weiss Potts model were es-
tablished in [1], where the authors established several interesting phase transition phenomena. In

particular, three different rates of convergence (N−1/2, N−1/4 and N−1/6) of the magnetization vec-
tor may arise depending on the positions of the true parameters in the parameter space. Further,
the nature of the limiting distribution is also different on a critical curve and its boundary point
lying in the interior of the parameter space, from the rest of the space. In the present work, we
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aim to establish speeds of convergence of the distributions of the magnetization vector to their
corresponding asymptotic distribution, in the form of Berry-Esseen type bounds. This problem
was solved for the classical two-spin Curie-Weiss Potts model in [12, 15], for the closely related
two-spin Curie-Weiss Ising model in [7, 5, 9], and more recently, for the tensor Curie-Weiss Ising
model in [19]. Following the technique in [12], we will use Stein’s method of exhangeable pairs
[22, 23] to derive our bounds. In summary, we show that the Berry-Esseen bound for distributional
convergence of the magnetization vector to its corresponding limiting distribution is of the order
logN/

√
N at most parameter points, N−1/4 at some special points of one type, and N−1/6 at some

other special points of a different type. We also use these results to derive Berry-Esseen bounds of
order logN/

√
N for the maximum pseudolikelihood estimator of the inverse temperature parame-

ter in the tensor Curie-Weiss Potts model, whenever this parameter lies above a certain criticality
threshold.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we outline some preliminary definitions
and techniques required for our analysis. This is followed by Section 3, where we give the main
results of this paper. The proofs of the main results are given in Section 4. Finally, proofs of some
technical lemmas necessary for proving the main results are given in the appendix.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Model Description. For integers p ≥ 2 and q ≥ 2, the p-tensor Potts model is a discrete
probability distribution on the set [q]N (here and afterwards, for a positive integer m, we will use
[m] to denote the set {1, 2, . . . ,m}) for some positive integers q and N , given by:

Pβ,h,N(X) :=
1

qNZN (β, h)
exp



β
∑

1≤i1,...,ip≤N
Ji1,...,ip1Xi1

=···=Xip
+ h

N
∑

i=1

1Xi=1



 (X ∈ [q]N ) ,

(2.1)
where β > 0, h ≥ 0 and J := ((Ji1,...,ip))i1,...,ip∈[N ] is a symmetric tensor. The p-tensor Curie-Weiss

Potts model is obtained by taking Ji1,...,ip := N1−p for all (i1, . . . , ip) ∈ [N ]p, whence model (2.1)
takes the form:

Pβ,h,N(X) :=
1

qNZN (β, h)
exp

(

βN

q
∑

r=1

X̄p
·r +NhX̄·1

)

(X ∈ [q]N ), (2.2)

where X̄·r := N−1
∑N

i=1Xi,r with Xi,r := 1Xi=r. The variables p and q are called the interaction
order and the number of states/colors of the Potts model, respectively. A sufficient statistic for
the exponential family (2.2) is the empirical magnetization vector:

X̄N :=
(

X̄·1, . . . , X̄·q
)⊤

.

Note that X̄N is a probability vector, i.e. has non-negative entries adding to 1. A complete
description of the asymptotics of X̄N on the entire parameter space:

Θ := {(β, h) : β > 0, h ≥ 0} = (0,∞)× [0,∞)

was given in [1], where it was shown that the nature of the asymptotics depends upon the maxi-
mizer(s) of a certain negative free energy function, and the behavior of this function at the maxi-
mizer(s). We summarize these concepts in the next section.
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2.2. Partitioning the Parameter Space. We now recall some preliminaries introduced in [1].
For p, q ≥ 2 and (β, h) ∈ Θ, the negative free energy function Hβ,h : Pq → R is defined as:

Hβ,h(t) := β

q
∑

r=1

tpr + ht1 −
q
∑

r=1

tr log tr,

where Pq denotes the set of all q-dimensional probability vectors.
Let us define another function Gβ,h : Pq → R,

Gβ,h(x) = β(p − 1)

q
∑

r=1

xpr − log

(

q
∑

r=1

exp
(

pβxp−1
r + hδr,1

)

)

where δi,j := 1i=j. We will see later that the maximizer(s) of Hβ,h are minimizers of Gβ,h and vice
versa. It follows from Proposition F.1 in [1] that the global maximizers of Hβ,h can be parametrized
as permutations of the vector

xs =

(

1 + (q − 1)s

q
,
1− s

q
, . . . ,

1− s

q

)

, (2.3)

for some s ∈ [0, 1), and hence, the problem of maximizing Hβ,h can be reduced to a one-dimensional
optimization of the function fβ,h(s) := Hβ,h(xs). Observe that the map s 7→ xs is one-one, since
s = 1− qxs,2. We see that:

fβ,h(s) = (q − 1)k

(

1− s

q

)

+ k

(

1 + (q − 1)s

q

)

+

(

1 + (q − 1)s

q

)

h,

where k(x) = kβ,p(x) := βxp − x log x.

Definition 2.1. We consider the following 3-component partition of the parameter space:

(1) A point (β, h) ∈ Θ is called regular, if the function Hβ,h has a unique global maximizer m∗
and the quadratic form

Qv,β(t) :=

q
∑

r=1

(

βp(p− 1)vp−2
r − 1

vr

)

t2r ,

is negative definite on Hq := {t ∈ R
q :
∑q

r=1 tr = 0} for v = m∗. The set of all regular
points is denoted by Rp,q.

(2) A point (β, h) ∈ Θ is called critical, if Hβ,h has more than one global maximizer, and for
each such global maximizer m, the quadratic form Qm,β is negative definite on Hq. The
set of all critical points is denoted by Cp,q.

(3) A point (β, h) ∈ Θ is called special, if Hβ,h has a unique global maximizer m∗ and the
quadratic form Qm∗,β is singular on Hq (i.e. Ker(Qm∗,β)

⋂Hq 6= {0}). The set of all
special points is denoted by Sp,q.

Definition 2.2. We can further classify the special points into the following two categories:

i. A special point (β, h) is said to be of type-I, if the unique global maximizer m∗ =: xs satisfies

f
(4)
β,h(s) < 0. The set of all type-I special points is denoted by S1

p,q.

ii. A special point (β, h) is said to be of type-II, if the unique global maximizer m∗ =: xs satisfies

f
(4)
β,h(s) = 0. We denote the set of all type-II special points by S2

p,q.
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It was shown in [1] that at all regular parameter points, the magnetization vector X̄N is asymp-
totically normal with mean being the maximizer of Hβ,h, and the same is true at all critical points
too, conditional on the event that X̄N lies in a small neighborhood around one of the maximizers
whose closure excludes all other maximizers. The convergence of the magnetization vector to the
corresponding maximizer also happens at the classical parametric rate N−1/2 at regular and critical
points. The story is more delicate at the special points. There, the rate of convergence of X̄N to
the maximizer m∗ is slower than the typical N−1/2 speed, which is either N−1/4 at the type-I
special points or N−1/6 at the type-II special points. Moreover, the limiting distribution at these
special points is non-Gaussian. In particular, it is a constant vector multiple of a generalized normal
distribution with shape parameter 4 or 6, depending on whether the special parameter point is of
type-I or II, respectively. In this paper, we are going to derive Berry-Esseen type bounds for these
distributional convergences, using the method of exchangeable pairs. Some preliminaries required
for this approach are highlighted in the next section.

2.3. The Method of Exchangeable Pairs. In this section, we introduce some basics about the
method of exchangeable pairs, which is the crucial tool for our analysis. We begin with the following
fundamental definition:

Definition 2.3. A pair of Rd-values random vectors, (W ,W ′) is called an exchangeable pair if
the joint distribution of (W ′,W ) is same as the joint distribution of (W ,W ′).

The following condition will be crucial in using the Stein’s method for our analysis.

Definition 2.4. We say that an exchangeable pair (W ,W ′) of Rd-valued random vectors satisfies
the approximate linear regression condition with remainder term R(W ), if

E
[

W ′ −W | W
]

= −ΛW +R(W ), (2.4)

for an invertible matrix Λ.

We now discuss the different Stein’s method results that would act as necessary tools for our
analysis. The first theorem is taken from [22], which we state here for the sake of completion.

Theorem 2.1. Let (W ,W ′) be an exchangeable pair of d-dimenional random vectors such that

E[W ] = 0, E

[

WW⊤
]

= Σ,

with Σ ∈ R
d×d symmetric and positive definite. Assume that (W ,W ′) satisfies the approximate

linear regression condition (defined in (2.4)) with remainder term R. Let Z be a d-dimensional
standard normal vector. Then we have for every thrice differentiable function g,

∣

∣

∣Eg(W )− Eg
(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣ ≤ |g|2
4
A+

|g|3
12

B +

(

|g|1 +
1

2
d‖Σ‖1/2|g|2

)

C,

where λ(i) :=
∑d

m=1

∣

∣

∣

(

Λ−1
)

m,i

∣

∣

∣, |g|m := supi1,...,im

∥

∥

∥

∂m

∂x1...∂xm
g
∥

∥

∥, and
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A =

d
∑

i,j=1

λ(i)
√

Var
[

E

(

(W ′
i −Wi)(W ′

j −Wj) | W
)]

B =

d
∑

i,j,k=1

λ(i)E
∣

∣

(

W ′
i −Wi

) (

W ′
j −Wj

) (

W ′
k −Wk

)∣

∣

C =

d
∑

i=1

λ(i)
√

E(R2
i ).

(2.5)

The above theorem can be generalized to obtain a uniform bound on a class of more general
functions. To begin with, we introduce a few notations. For any function g : Rd → R, let us define:

g+δ (x) = sup{g(x + y) : |y| ≤ δ},
g−δ (x) = inf{g(x+ y) : |y| ≤ δ},
g̃(x, δ) = g+δ (x)− g−δ (x).

Let us now define a new class G of real measurable functions on R
d (following [12]) as follows:

(1) The functions g ∈ G are uniformly bounded.
(2) The class G is affinely invariant, i.e. for any q × q matrix A and any vector b ∈ R

q, the
function x 7→ g(Ax + b) ∈ G.

(3) For any δ > 0 and any g ∈ G, the functions, g+δ and g−δ are in G.
(4) There exists a constant c = c(G, q) such that supg∈G

{´

Rq g̃(x, δ)φ(x) dx
}

≤ cδ, where φ
denotes the q-dimensional standard normal density.

The next theorem (Theorem 2.2 in [12]) generalizes Theorem 2.1 to obtain a uniform bound for
the difference between Eg(W ) and Eg(Σ1/2Z) for all g over the class G.

Theorem 2.2. Let (W ,W ′) be an exchangeable pair of d-dimenional random vectors such that

E[W ] = 0, E
[

WW T
]

= Σ,

with Σ ∈ R
d×d symmetric and positive definite. Assume that (W ,W ′) satisfies the approxi-

mate linear regression condition (defined in (2.4)) with remainder term R. Moreover, assume
for |W ′

i −Wi| ≤ A for every i. Let Z be a d-dimensional standard normal vector. Then,

sup
g∈G

∣

∣

∣Eg(W ) − Eg
(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣ ≤C
[

log
(

t−1
)

A1 +
(

log
(

t−1
)

‖Σ‖1/2 + 1
)

A2

+

(

1 + log
(

t−1
)

d
∑

i=1

E |Wi|+ c

)

A3A3 + cA

]

where

A1 =

d
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣

∣

(

Λ−1
)

j,i

∣

∣

∣

√

Var
[

E

(

(W ′
i −Wi)(W

′
j −Wj) | W

)]

,

A2 =

d
∑

i,j=1

∣

∣

∣

(

Λ−1
)

j,i

∣

∣

∣

√

E
[

R2
i

]

, A3 =

d
∑

i=1

max
j∈{1,...,d}

∣

∣

∣

(

Λ−1
)

j,i

∣

∣

∣ ,
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where C denotes a constant that depends on d,
√
t = 2CA3A3 and c > 1 is taken from condition

(4) on G.
Clearly, Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 cannot be applied if W has non-Gaussian asymptotics, which is

true at the special points. For handling this case, we need a method from [12] that will help us
provide Berry-Esseen type bounds for non-normal approximation. Before introducing this method,
we need a couple of definitions.

Definition 2.5. We will call a function f steady on an interval I = [a, b],−∞ ≤ a < b ≤ ∞ (in
[23] and [12], this kind of functions regular, but to avoid confusion with regular points we introduce
this change of terminology) if:

(1) f is finite on I,
(2) at any interior point in I, f possesses a right-hand limit and a left-hand limit, and
(3) the left-hand limit f(b−) and the right-hand limit f(a+) exist.

Definition 2.6. A steady, strictly positive density p on an interval I := [a, b] is said to be nice
(following the terminology of [12]), if:

(1) the derivative p′ exists on I with countably many sign changes,
(2) p′ is continuous at the sign changes,
(3)
´

I p| log p| <∞, and
(4) The function ψ(x) := p′(x)/p(x) is steady on I.

Proposition 1.4 in [23] shows that a random variable Y is distributed according to the density p
if and only if

E
[

f ′(Y ) + ψ(Y )f(Y )
]

= f(b−)p(b−)− f(a+)p(a+)

for all steady functions f on I possessing (piecewise) steady derivative f ′ on I, satisfying:

ˆ

I
p(x)|f ′(x)|dx <∞ (2.6)

ˆ

I
p(x)|f(x)ψ(x)|dx <∞ (2.7)

The corresponding Stein identity is

f ′(x) + ψ(x)f(x) = g(x) − P (g),

where g is a measurable function for which
´

I |g(x)|p(x)dx <∞, P (x) :=
´ x
−∞ p(y)dy and P (g) :=

´

I g(y)p(y)dy. We now restate Theorem 2.3 in [12].

Theorem 2.3. Let (W,W ′) be an exchangeable pair of real-valued random variables, satisfying

E
[

W ′ −W |W
]

= λψ(W )−R(W )

for some random variable R = R(W ), 0 < λ < 1 and ψ := p′/p with p being a nice density. Let
pW be a density such that a random variable ZW is distributed according to pW if and only if

E
(

E[Wψ(W )]f ′ (ZW )− ψ (ZW ) f (ZW )
)

= 0 (2.8)

for all steady functions f with steady derivatives, satisfying (2.6) and (2.7).

(1) Let us assume that for any absolutely continuous function g, the solution fg of (2.8) satisfies:

‖fg‖ ≤ c1
∥

∥g′
∥

∥ ,
∥

∥f ′g
∥

∥ ≤ c2
∥

∥g′
∥

∥ and
∥

∥f ′′g
∥

∥ ≤ c3
∥

∥g′
∥

∥ ,
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Then for any uniformly Lipschitz function g, we have |E[g(W )]− E [g (ZW )]| ≤ δ ‖g′‖ with

δ :=
c2
2λ

(

Var
(

E

[

(

W −W ′)2 |W
]))1/2

+
c3
4λ

E
∣

∣W −W ′∣
∣

3
+
c1 + c2

√
EW 2

λ

√
ER2.

(2) Let us assume that for any function g(x) := 1{x≤z}(x), z ∈ R, the solution fz of (2.8) satisfies

|fz(x)| ≤ d1,
∣

∣f ′z(x)
∣

∣ ≤ d2,
∣

∣f ′z(x)− f ′z(y)
∣

∣ ≤ d3,

and
∣

∣(ψ(x)fz(x))
′∣
∣ =

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

p′(x)
p(x)

fz(x)

)′∣
∣

∣

∣

≤ d4

for all real x and y, where d1, d2, d3 and d4 are constants.

Then for any A > 0, we have:

sup
t∈R

∣

∣

∣P(W ≤ t)−
ˆ t

−∞
pW (t)dt

∣

∣

∣ ≤ d2
2λ

(

Var
(

E

[

(

W ′ −W
)2 | W

]))1/2

+

(

d1 + d2
√
EW 2 +

3

2
A

)

√
ER2

λ
+

1

λ

(

d4A
3

4

)

+
3A

2
E|ψ(W )|+ d3

2λ
E

(

(

W −W ′)2 1{|W−W ′|≥A}
)

.

3. Statements of Main Results

In this section, we state our main results, i.e. bounds for the rates of distributional convergence
of the (centered and scaled) magnetization vector to their asymptotic distributions. The results are
presented separately for the three different cases depending on whether the true parameter point
is regular, critical or special (see Definition 2.1).

3.1. Regular Points. We will start with the regular case, where we define:

W = WN :=
√
N
(

X̄N −m∗
)

.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (β, h) ∈ Rp,q and let m∗ be the unique maximizer of Hβ,h. If Z has
the q-dimensional standard normal distribution, then there exists a constant C > 0 (depending on
β, h, p, q and g), such that for every thrice differentiable function g,

∣

∣

∣Eg(WN )− Eg
(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣ ≤ CN−1/2,

where Σ := Cov(WN ). Moreover, there exists a constant D > 0 (depending on β, h, p and q), such
that:

sup
g∈G

∣

∣

∣
Eg(WN )− Eg

(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣
≤ D logN√

N
,

where the class G is defined in Section 2.3.

Remark 3.1. It follows from the proof of Theorem 3.1 that its statement holds verbatim if WN

is replaced by the centered form
√
N(X̄N − EX̄N ).

Corollary 3.2. There exists a constant D > 0 depending on β, h, p and q, such that for all convex
sets U ⊆ R

q:
∣

∣

∣
P(WN ∈ U)− P(Σ1/2Z ∈ U)

∣

∣

∣
≤ D logN√

N
.
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3.2. Critical Points. Let us now shift our attention to the case when the true parameter point is
critical. In this case, we define:

W (i) = W
(i)
N :=

√
N
(

X̄N −mi

)

where m1, . . . ,mK are the K global maximizers of Hβ,h.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that (β, h) ∈ Cp,q and let ǫ > 0 be smaller than the distance between any
two global maximizers of Hβ,h. If Z has the q-dimensional standard normal distribution, then there
exists a constant C > 0 (depending on β, h, p, q and g), such that for every thrice differentiable
function g, one has

∣

∣

∣Eig
(

W
(i)
N

)

− Eg
(

Σ
1/2
i Z

)∣

∣

∣ ≤ CN−1/2,

under the conditional probability measure

Pi := Pβ,h,N

(

·| X̄N ∈ B (mi, ǫ)
)

, (3.1)

where Σi := Cov
(

W
(i)
N

)

, and Ei denotes the expectation with respect to the conditional measure

(3.1). Moreover, there exists a constant D > 0 (depending on β, h, p and q), such that:

sup
g∈G

∣

∣

∣
Eig

(

W
(i)
N

)

− Eg
(

Σ
1/2
i Z

)∣

∣

∣
≤ D logN√

N
.

Corollary 3.4. There exists a constant D > 0 depending on β, h, p and q, such that for all convex
sets U ∈ Rq:

∣

∣

∣
Pi(WN ∈ U)− P(Σ

1/2
i Z ∈ U)

∣

∣

∣
≤ D logN√

N
.

The proofs of Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4 are so similar to the proofs of Theorem 3.1 and
Corollary 3.2 (modulo working under the conditional distribution Pi), that we ignore them.

3.3. Special Points. Finally, we consider the case when the true parameter point is special. Note
that we can decompose X̄N −m∗ uniquely as:

X̄N −m∗ = N− 1
4TNu+N− 1

2VN ,

for some TN and VN ∈ Hq ∩ Span(u)⊥, where u := (1− q, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ R
q and recall that Hq is the

simplex of all q-dimensional zero-sum vectors. Two different cases can arise depending on whether
the true parameter is type-I or type-II special.

Theorem 3.5. Assume that (β, h) ∈ S1
p,q and let m∗ = xs be the unique maximizer of Hβ,h.

Furthermore, let ZTN be a random variable distributed according to the probability measure with
density proportional to

exp

(

− x4

4ET 4
N

)

,

Then, for any uniformly 1-Lipschitz function g : R → R, we have:

|Eg(TN )− Eg (ZTN )| ≤
C

N1/4

and

sup
t∈R

|P(TN ≤ t)−Φq,TN (t)| ≤
C

N1/4
,

where Φq,TN denotes the distribution function of TN , and the constant C > 0 depends on β, h, p, q.
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Moreover, for Σ := E
[

VNV
T
N

]

, we have for every thrice differentiable function g,
∣

∣

∣
Eg(VN )− Eg

(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣
≤ C

N1/4
,

where C > 0 is a constant depending on β, h, p, q, g and Z has the q-dimensional standard normal
distribution. Moreover, there exists a constant D > 0 (depending on β, h, p and q), such that:

sup
g∈G

∣

∣

∣
Eg (VN )− Eg

(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣
≤ D logN

N1/4
.

Now, a type-II special point arises only when (p, q) = (4, 2), in which case, u = (−1, 1) (see
Lemma F.2 in [1]). In this case, we can uniquely write:

X̄N −m∗ = N− 1
6FNu.

Theorem 3.6. Assume that (β, h) ∈ S2
p,q and let ZFN

be a random variable distributed according
to the probability measure with density proportional to

exp

(

− x6

6EF 6
N

)

.

Then, for any uniformly 1-Lipschitz function g : R → R, we have:

|Eg(FN )− Eg (ZFN
)| ≤ C

N1/6

and

sup
t∈R

|P(FN ≤ t)− Φq,FN
(t)| ≤ C

N1/6
,

where Φq,F denotes the distribution function of F , and the constant C > 0 depends on β, h, p and
q.

The proofs of these main results are given in the next section. The central idea behind the
proofs is to use Stein’s method of exchangeable pairs, by first sampling X from (2.2), and then
constructing a new random vector X ′ ∈ [q]N by replacing a randomly chosen entry of X with
a random variate generated from the conditional distribution of that entry given the others. For
regular and critical points, this step is then followed by expressing the conditional expectation
E[W − W ′|W ] as a linear map of W plus a certain remainder term, where W ′ is defined from
X ′ in the same way W is defined from X. The rest of the analysis then circles around giving
appropriate bounds on the remainder terms, which is necessary for applying Stein’s method to
obtain the final rate of distributional convergence. A similar argument holds for special points
too, the only difference being that the main term in the conditional expectation E[T − T ′|T ] (or
E[F − F ′|F ]) is now a non-linear function of T (or F ), more precisely the function ψ(x) = x3 (or
x5).

3.4. Berry-Esseen Bounds for the Maximum Pseudolikelihood Estimate of β. Here, we
consider the problem of estimating the parameter β (assuming h = 0) given a single sample
X = (X1,X2, . . . ,Xn) from the model (2.2). Maximum likelihood estimation in this model might
be computationally expensive due to the presence of the complicated normalizing constant ZN .
An alternative, more computationally feasible approach is the maximum pseudolikelihood (MPL)
method, which uses the fact that the conditional distributions Pβ,0,p(Xi|(Xj)j 6=i) are explicit. With
this in mind, the MPL estimate of β in the model (2.2) (with h = 0) can be defined as:

β̂ := argmax
β∈R

L(β|X),
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where

L(β|X) :=

N
∏

i=1

Pβ,0,p (Xi|(Xj)j 6=i)

is known as the pseudolikelihood function.
It follows from Lemma F.7 in [1] that there exists a threshold βc = βc(p, q) > 0 such that for

β > βc, the function Hβ,h has exactly q maximizers m1, . . . ,mq, which are permutations of one
another. In the next theorem, we derive Berry-Esseen bound for weak convergence of the MPL

estimate β̂ over the region β > βc. Berry-Esseen bounds of the MPL estimator in the closely related
tensor Curie-Weiss Ising model was recently derived in [19].

Theorem 3.7. Suppose β̂ is the MPL estimate of β in the model Pβ,0,N . Then for β > βc,

sup
x∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

P

(√
N(β̂ − β) ≤ x

)

− 1

q

q
∑

i=1

P

(

ρTi Σ
1/2
i Z ≤ x

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

logN√
N

)

,

where Z is a standard Normal random variable and,

ρi = −∇xS(mi, β)
∂
∂βS(mi, β)

, (3.2)

where

S(x, β) := ||x||pp −
∑q

r=1 x
p−1
r exp(βpxp−1

r )
∑q

r=1 exp(βpx
p−1
r )

.

4. Proofs of Theorems

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let us first consider the case h = 0. Define a new random vector X ′ ∈ [q]N

by first picking I uniformly from the set {1, · · · , N} independent of all other random variables
involved, and if I = j, then just replacing Xj by X ′

j drawn from the conditional distribution of

Xj given (Xt)t6=j . Define Xj := (Xj,1, · · · ,Xj,q) = (1Xj=1, · · · ,1Xj=q), X
′
j := (X ′

j,1, · · · ,X ′
j,q) =

(1X′

j=1, · · · ,1X′

j=q
) and

W ′ := W − XI√
N

+
X ′
I√
N
.

Now, write x0 = (x0,1, . . . , x0,q) (recall the notation from (2.3)) and define:

mi,r :=
1

N

∑

t6=i
Xt,r .
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In these notations, we have for each r ∈ [q],

E

[

W ′
r −Wr

∣

∣

∣
{Xi}Ni=1

]

=
1√
N

1

N

N
∑

j=1

E

[

X ′
j,r −Xj,r

∣

∣

∣
{Xi}Ni=1

]

= − 1

N

1√
N

N
∑

j=1



Xj,r −
exp

(

pβmp−1
j,r

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

pβmp−1
j,s

)





= − 1√
N

(

Wr√
N

+ x0,r

)

+
1

N
√
N

N
∑

j=1

exp
(

pβmp−1
j,r

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

pβmp−1
j,s

)

= −Wr

N
− x0,r√

N
+

1√
N

(

−1

βp(p− 1)X̄p−2
·r

∇rGβ,h
(

X̄N

)

+ X̄·r

)

+R
(1)
N (r)

= − 1√
N

1

βp(p− 1)X̄p−2
·r

∇rGβ,h
(

X̄N

)

+R
(1)
N (r),

where R
(1)
N (r) := N−3/2

∑N
j=1

(

exp(pβmp−1
j,r )

∑q
s=1 exp(pβm

p−1
j,s )

− exp(pβX̄p−1
·r )

∑q
s=1 exp(pβX̄

p−1
·s )

)

.

Now, Taylor expanding the last step, we get:

E

[

W ′
r −Wr

∣

∣

∣
{Xi}Ni=1

]

= − 1

βp(p− 1)

1

N
〈Λr,W 〉+R

(1)
N (r) +R

(2)
N (r), (4.1)

where Λr denotes the gradient of the function Gr(x) := x2−pr ∇rGβ,h(x) at the point x0 and

R
(2)
N (r) := − 1

N
√
N

1

βp(p− 1)
W⊤∇2Gr(ξ)W

for some point ξ lying on the line segment joining X̄N and x0. It follows from [1] that the quantity

E[W⊤∇2Gr(ξ)W ]ℓ is O(1) for all positive integers ℓ and hence, ER
(2)
N (r)ℓ = O

(

N−3ℓ/2
)

. Next,

towards bounding R
(1)
n (r), note that:

|R(1)
N (r)| = N−3/2

N
∑

j=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

exp
(

βpmp−1
j,r

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

βpmp−1
j,s

) −
exp

(

βpX̄p−1
·r
)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

βpX̄p−1
·s
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ N−3/2q−2
N
∑

j=1

q
∑

s=1

∣

∣

∣
exp

(

βpmp−1
j,r + βpX̄p−1

·s
)

− exp
(

βpX̄p−1
·r + βpmp−1

j,s

)∣

∣

∣

≤ N−3/2q−2βpe2βp
N
∑

j=1

q
∑

s=1

∣

∣

∣
mp−1
j,r −mp−1

j,s + X̄p−1
·s − X̄p−1

·r

∣

∣

∣

≤ N−3/2q−2βpe2βp
N
∑

j=1

q
∑

s=1

{∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

X̄·r −
Xj,r

N

)p−1

− X̄p−1
·r

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

X̄·s −
Xj,s

N

)p−1

− X̄p−1
·s

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

}

≤ 2N−3/2q−1(p− 1)pβe2pβ ,
(4.2)

where the third inequality follows from the fact:

| exp(αx) − exp(αy)| ≤ |α|
2
(exp(αx) + exp(αy))|x − y|, for all α, x, y ∈ R.
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as in [12]. Hence, R
(1)
N (r) = O

(

N−3/2
)

.

Now, it follows from Lemma A.2 that the matrix Λ := [Λ1, · · · ,Λq]⊤ is invertible, and hence by

(4.1), (W ,W ′) satisfies the approximate linear regression condition with remainder term R
(1)
N +R

(2)
N .

However, EW 6= 0. So, we will apply Theorem 2.1 to the pair (W1,W
′
1) := (W −EW ,W ′−EW ′).

Hence, from (4.1) we get that,

E

[

W ′
1 −W1

∣

∣

∣
{Xi}Ni=1

]

= − 1

βp(p− 1)

1

N
ΛW1 +RN ,

where RN = − 1
βp(p−1)

1
NΛEW +R

(1)
N +R

(2)
N . From Lemma A.6, we see that EW = O(N− 1

2 ). Hence,

E‖RN‖ℓℓ = O(N− 3ℓ
2 ) for all positive integers ℓ.

The bounds on A, B, C as in Theorem 2.1 depend only on W ′ − W which is same as W1 −
W ′

1. Since the approximate linear regression condition is satisfied with coefficient matrix equal to

(βp(p − 1))−1N−1Λ, we clearly have λ(r) = O(N) for all r. Now, we will try to bound A,B,C as
defined in (2.5). Towards this, we have:

C =

q
∑

r=1

λ(r)
√

E[R2
r ] = O

(

N ·N−3/2
)

= O(N−1/2).

Also, |Wr −W ′
r| = O(1/

√
N) which implies that B = O

(

N−1/2
)

. Finally, towards bounding A, let
F be the σ-field generated by X1, . . . ,XN . Then, we have:

E
[

(W ′
r −Wr)(W

′
s −Ws) | F

]

=
1

N3

N
∑

k,t=1

Xk,rXt,s +
1

N3

N
∑

k,t=1

E
[

X ′
k,rX

′
t,s | F

]

− 2

N3

N
∑

k,t=1

Xk,rE
[

X ′
t,s | F

]

=: A1,r,s +A2,r,s +A3,r,s.

Let us first upper bound Var[A1,r,s].

Var[A1,r,s] = Var





1

N3

N
∑

k,t=1

Xk,rXt,s



 =
1

N2
Var

[

X̄·rX̄·s
]

=
1

N2
Var

[

WrWs

N
+
Wr√
N
x0,s +

Ws√
N
x0,r

]

.
1

N2
·max

(

1

N2
Var (WrWs) ,

1

N
Var (Wr) ,

1

N
Var (Ws)

)

.
1

N4

(

E
[

W 2
rW

2
s

]

+NE
[

W 2
r

]

+NE
[

W 2
s

])

= O
(

N−3
)

.

Next, we upper bound Var[A2,r,s].

Var [A2,r,s] ≤ Var





1

N3

N
∑

k,t=1

X ′
k,rX

′
t,s



 = Var[A1,r,s] = O
(

N−3
)

.
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In order to bound Var[A3,r,s], we will break A3,r,s down in the following way,

− A3,r,s

2
=

1

N3

N
∑

t,k=1

Xk,r

exp
(

pβmp−1
t,s

)

∑q
r=1 exp

(

pβmp−1
t,r

)

=
1

N3

N
∑

t,k=1

Xk,r





exp
(

pβmp−1
t,s

)

∑q
r=1 exp

(

pβmp−1
t,r

) −
exp

(

pβX̄p−1
·s
)

∑q
r=1 exp

(

pβX̄p−1
·r
)





+
1

N2

N
∑

k=1

Xk,r

exp
(

pβX̄p−1
·s
)

∑q
r=1 exp

(

pβX̄p−1
·r
)

=:M1 +M2.

First, note that by (4.2), |M1| ≤ Cp,q,βN
−2X̄·r = Op,q,β(N

−2) for some constant Cp,q,β depending
only on p, q and β. This implies that Var[M1] = O(N−4).

Finally, let us estimate M2,

M2 =
1

N
X̄·r

(

X̄·s −
1

βp(p− 1)X̄p−2
·s

∇sGβ,0
(

X̄N

)

)

=
1

N
X̄·rX̄·s −

1

N
X̄·r

1

βp(p− 1)

(

〈Λs, X̄N − x0〉+
√
NR

(2)
N (r)

)

=
1

N
X̄·rX̄·s +O

(

N−3/2
)

X̄·rmax
r
WN,r +O

(

1√
N
R

(2)
N (r)

)

=: S1 + S2 + S3.

Note that:

S1 =
1

N2
WrWs +

1

N

(

X̄·rx0,s + X̄·sx0,r
)

− 1

N
x0,rx0,s

=
1

N2
WrWs +

1

N3/2
(Wrx0,s +Wsx0,r) +

1

N
x0,rx0,s

and hence, Var(S1) = O(N−3). Since X̄·r ≤ 1 and all moments of |maxrWN,r| are bounded, We

trivially have Var(S2) = O(N−3). Finally, we had already established that ER
(2)
N (r)2 = O(N−3)

and hence, Var(S3) = O(N−4). Therefore, Var(M2) = O(N−3). Combining these together, we get

Var[A3,r,s] = O
(

N−3
)

.

Therefore, we have:

Var
[

E
(

(W ′
r −Wr)(W

′
s −Ws) | F

)]

= O(N−3)

implying that A = O(N ·N−3/2) = O(N−1/2).
For h > 0, (4.1) can be rewritten as

E

[

W ′
r −Wr | {Xi}Ni=1

]

= − 1

βp(p− 1)

1

N
〈Λr,W 〉+R

(1)
N (r, h) +R

(2)
N (r, h)
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where R
(2)
N (r, h) is defined in the same way same as before, and

R
(1)
N (r, h) := N−3/2

N
∑

j=1





exp
(

pβmp−1
j,r + hδr,1

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

pβmp−1
j,s + hδs,1

) −
exp

(

pβX̄p−1
·r + hδr,1

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

pβX̄p−1
·s + hδs,1

)



 (4.3)

The bound for R
(2)
N (r, h) remains same whereas that for R

(1)
N (r, h) is multiplied by a factor of eh.

Also, by Lemma A.2, Λ is invertible and hence Stein’s method is applicable. The rest of the proof
remains same. In conclusion, we have derived that:

∣

∣

∣Eg (WN − EWN )− Eg
(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣ ≤ Cβ,h,q,gN
−1/2 .

Now, a one-term Taylor expansion of g around WN and Lemma A.6 will give us the first part of
Theorem 3.1, in view of Theorem 2.1.

We now prove the second part of Theorem 3.1. Majority of the proof follows similarly to Theorem
3.1, allowing us to apply Theorem 2.2. It remains to estimate the bound given there. Note that
from previous calculations, we already have A1 = O(N−1/2) and A2 = O(N−1/2). Also, trivially,

A = O(N−1/2) and A3 = O(N). Combining all these, we get:

t = O(A6A2
3) = O(N−1).

Also, A3A3 = O(N−1/2). This shows that for some constant D = Dβ,h,q, we have:

sup
g∈G

∣

∣

∣
Eg(WN − EWN )− Eg

(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣
≤ D logN√

N
.

Now, define a new function g0(x) := g(x+ EWN ). Then, we have:
∣

∣

∣Eg(WN )− Eg
(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣Eg0(WN − EWN )− Eg0

(

Σ1/2Z − EWN

)∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣Eg0(WN − EWN )− Eg0

(

Σ1/2Z
)∣

∣

∣+
∣

∣

∣Eg0

(

Σ1/2Z
)

− Eg0

(

Σ1/2Z − EWN

)∣

∣

∣ . (4.4)

Note that if g ∈ G, then g0 ∈ G, too. Hence, from what we have proved, the first term of (4.4) is

bounded above by D logN/
√
N . The second term of (4.4) can be written as:

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Rq

(

g0(Σ
1/2z − EWN )− g0(Σ

1/2z)
)

φ(z) dz

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
ˆ

Rq

g̃0(Σ
1/2z,EWN ) φ(z) dz = OG,q(EWN ) = OG,q(N

−1/2) .

This completes the proof of the second part of Theorem 3.1. �

Proof of Corollary 3.2. Corollary 3.2 follows on taking the function class G to be the set of indicators
on all convex subsets of Rq. �

Proof of Theorem 3.5. To begin with, note that:

TN =
N1/4

(1− q)

(

X̄·1 −m1 −
VN,1√
N

)

=
1

(1− q)N3/4

(

N
∑

i=1

Xi,1 −Nm1 −
√
NVN,1

)

.
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Note that the fact VN ∈ Hq ∩ Span(u)⊥ implies that VN,1 = 0. Let F be the σ-field generated by
X1, . . . ,XN . Just like the construction of W ′ in the proof for Theorem 3.1, we construct T ′

N , and
note that:

E
[

T ′
N − TN | F

]

=
1

(1− q)N7/4

N
∑

i=1

E
[

X ′
i,1 −Xi,1 | F

]

=
1

(1− q)N7/4

N
∑

i=1

E
[

X ′
i,1 | F

]

− TN
N

− m1

(1− q)N3/4
.

Now by (A.2), we have:

1

(1− q)N7/4

N
∑

i=1

E
[

X ′
i,1 | F

]

=
1

(1− q)N3/4

(

−1

βp(p− 1)X̄p−2
·1

∇1Gβ,h
(

X̄N

)

+ X̄·1

)

+
1

(1− q)N1/4
R

(1)
N (4.5)

where R
(1)
N is as defined in (4.3). Using the arguments in (4.2), we get:

1

(1− q)N1/4
R

(1)
N = O

(

1

N7/4

)

.

Also, by Lemma A.4,

∇1Gβ,h

(

m∗ +
TNu

N1/4
+

VN√
N

)

= c(p, q)
T 3
N

N3/4
+O





q
∑

j=2

V 2
N,j

N



+O

(

T 4
N

N

)

+O





TN
N1/4

q
∑

j=2

V 2
N,j

N





= c(p, q)
T 3
N

N3/4
+R

(2)
N ,

(4.6)

where ‖R(2)
N ‖ℓ = O( 1

N ) for all ℓ. From (4.5) and (4.6), we get that,

E
[

T ′
N − TN | F

]

= − 1

(1− q)N3/4
· 1

βp(p− 1)X̄p−2
·1

(

c(p, q)T 3
N

N3/4
+R(2)

n

)

+
1

(1− q)N1/4
R

(1)
N

= − 1

(1− q)N3/4
· 1

βp(p− 1)mp−2
1

(

c(p, q)T 3
N

N3/4
+R(2)

n

)

+
1

(1− q)N1/4
R

(1)
N +R(3)

n ,

where R
(3)
N := 1

(1−q)N3/4

(

c(p,q)T 3
N

N3/4 +R
(2)
n

)

(

1
βp(p−1)mp−2

1

− 1
βp(p−1)X̄p−2

·1

)

. We thus have:

E
[

T ′
N − TN | F

]

= λψ(TN ) +R(TN )

where λ := 1
βp(p−1)(q−1)mp−2

1 N3/2
, ψ(x) = c(p, q)x3, and

R = R(TN ) :=
1

(1− q)N3/4

1

βp(p− 1)mp−2
1

R
(2)
N +

1

(1− q)N1/4
R

(1)
N +R

(3)
N .

We will use Theorem 2.3 to prove Theorem 3.5. By Lemma 2.2 in [11], all the required hypotheses

of Theorem 2.3 are satisfied. Let us now bound R
(3)
N . Towards this, note that by a one-term Taylor
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expansion of the function x2−p, one has:

1

βp(p− 1)mp−2
1

− 1

βp(p− 1)X̄p−2
·1

= O
(

m1 − X̄·1
)

=⇒
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

βp(p− 1)mp−2
1

− 1

βp(p − 1)X̄p−2
·1

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ℓ

= N−1/4

for all ℓ. This, together with the fact that R
(2)
N = O(1/N) implies that ‖R(3)

N ‖ℓ = O(N−7/4) for all

ℓ. Combining the bounds on RN we get that ‖R(TN )‖ℓ = O(N−7/4) for all ℓ. Hence, we have:

c1 + c2

√

E
[

T 2
N

]

λ

√

E [R2] = O
(

N−1/4
)

for any constants c1 and c2. Next, taking W :=
√
N(X̄N −m∗), we have:

E

[

(

T ′
N − TN

)2 | TN
]

=
1

(1− q)2N1/2
E

[

(

W ′
1 −W1

)2 |W
]

.

Again following the proof of Theorem 3.1 with the obvious modification that now, ‖W1‖ℓ = O(N1/4)

for all ℓ, we see that Var
(

E

[

(W ′
1 −W1)

2 |W
])

= O
(

N−5/2
)

. Therefore,

c2
λ

(

VarE
[

(

T ′
N − TN

)2 | TN
])1/2

= O
(

N−1/4
)

.

Since T ′
N − TN = O(N−3/4), we have:

c3
λ
E
∣

∣TN − T ′
N

∣

∣

3
= O

(

N−3/4
)

.

Therefore, in the statement of Theorem 2.3, δ = O(N−1/4). Now, define, ψTN (x) = − ψ(x)
E[TNψ(TN )] .

As shown in Proposition 1.4 of [23], the identity (2.8) is characterized by the density pTN which

is the solution to the differential equation
p′TN
pTN

= ψTN . Hence, pTN ∝ exp(− t4

4ET 4
N
). If ZTN be

distributed as pT , then by Theorem 2.3, we have

|Eg(TN )− Eg (ZTN )| ≤
C

N1/4
,

for every uniformly 1-Lipschitz function g, where C = C(β, h, p, q) is a constant. Next, note that

there exists a constant κq > 0 such that |T ′
N − TN | ≤ κqN

−3/4. Define A := 2κqN
−3/4. Then,

AE|ψ(TN )| = O(N−3/4). Also, A3/λ = O(N−3/4), and finally,
√

ER(TN )2/λ = N−1/4. This
completes the proof of the first part of Theorem 3.5.

We now prove the second part of Theorem 3.5. Since V1 = 0, we look at V from its second
coordinate onwards. Let F be as defined before. It follows from Lemma A.4, that for every r ≥ 2,

E
[

V ′
r − Vr | F

]

= E
[

W ′
r −Wr | F

]

= − 1√
N

1

βp(p− 1)X̄p−2
·r

∇rGβ,h

(

m∗ +
Tu

N1/4
+

V√
N

)

+R
(1)
N

=
1

N

xp−2
s,q

X̄p−2
·r

[

−1 + βp(p− 1)xp−1
s,q

]

Vr + R̃+R
(1)
N .
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Hence,

R̃ = O

(

TVr

N5/4

)

+O

(

T 3

N5/4

)

+O

(

T 4

N3/2

)

+O

(

∑

r

|Vr|T
N5/4

)

+O

(

1√
N

1

N

∑

r

V 2
r

)

=⇒ ‖R̃‖ℓ = O(N−5/4) for every ℓ.

Also, we have R
(1)
N = O(N−3/2). Now, just as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we have:

E
[

V ′
r − Vr | F

]

=
1

N

[

−1 + βp(p− 1)xp−1
s,q

]

Vr + R̃+R
(1)
N +R

(3)
N ,

where ‖R(3)
N ‖ℓ = O(N−5/4) for all ℓ. Hence, R := R̃+R

(1)
N +R

(3)
N (i) satisfies ‖R‖ℓ = O(N−5/4) for

all ℓ.
We will now apply Theorem 2.1. Since λ(i) = O(N), we have C = O(N−1/4). Also,

∣

∣V ′
r − Vr

∣

∣ = O(N−1/2)

which means that B = O(N−1/2). Moreover,

Var
(

E
[(

V ′
i − Vi

) (

V ′
j − Vj

)

|F
])

= Var
(

E
[(

W ′
i −Wi

) (

W ′
j −Wj

)

|F
])

= O
(

N−5/2
)

.

This shows that A = O(N−1/4), thereby proving:

|Eg(VN )− Eg(Σ1/2Z)| = Oβ,h,p,q,g(N
−1/4) .

The supremum bound can be proved by an exactly similar technique as the proof of the second part
of Theorem 3.1. The proof is now complete upon centering V and by similar arguments sketched
in the proof of Theorem 3.1. �

Proof of Theorem 3.6. Let F be as defined before. Let us first write down FN with respect to X̄N

and m∗:

F =
N1/6

(1− q)

(

X̄·1 −m1

)

=
1

(1− q)N5/6

(

N
∑

i=1

Xi,1 −Nm1

)

.

Once again, just like the construction of W ′ as in the proof for Theorem 3.1, we construct F ′, and
note that:

E
[

F ′ − F | F
]

=
1

(1 − q)N11/6

N
∑

i=1

E
[

X ′
i,1 −Xi,1 | F

]

=
1

(1 − q)N11/6

N
∑

i=1

E
[

X ′
i,1 | F

]

− 1

N
F − m1

(1− q)N5/6
.

(4.7)

Now by (A.2),

1

(1− q)N11/6

N
∑

i=1

E
[

X ′
i,1 | F

]

=
1

(1− q)N5/6

(

−1

βp(p− 1)X̄p−2
·1

∇1Gβ,h
(

X̄N

)

+ X̄·1

)

+
1

(1− q)N1/3
R

(1)
N (4.8)
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Hence, by Taylor expansion,

∇1Gβ,h

(

m∗ +
Fu

N1/6

)

=
d(p, q)F 5

N5/6
+R(2)

n , (4.9)

where ‖R(2)
N ‖ℓ = O( 1

N ) for all ℓ and d(p, q) is some non-zero constant multiple of f
(6)
β,h(s). Now,

using (4.2),
1

(1− q)N1/3
R

(1)
N = O

(

1

N11/6

)

.

From (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9), we get that,

E
[

F ′ − F | F
]

=
1

(1− q)N5/6
· −1

βp(p− 1)X̄p−2
·1

(

d(p, q)F 5

N5/6
+R

(2)
N

)

+
1

(1− q)N1/3
R

(1)
N

=
1

(1− q)N5/6
· −1

βp(p− 1)mp−2
1

(

d(p, q)F 5

N5/6
+R

(2)
N

)

+
1

(1− q)N1/3
R

(1)
N +R(3)

n ,

where R
(3)
N := 1

(1−q)N5/6

(

d(p,q)F 5

N5/6 +R
(2)
N

)

(

1
βp(p−1)mp−2

1

− 1
βp(p−1)X̄p−2

·1

)

. Therefore, we get:

E
[

F ′ − F | F
]

= λψ(F ) +R(F ) ,

where λ = O(N−5/3), ψ(x) = x5, and

R(F ) :=
1

(1− q)N5/6

−1

βp(p− 1)mp−2
1

R
(2)
N +

1

(1− q)N1/3
R

(1)
N +R

(3)
N .

Clearly, ‖R(3)
N ‖ℓ = O(N−11/6) for all ℓ. Hence, ‖R(F )‖ℓ = O(N−11/6) for all ℓ. So,

c1 + c2
√

E [F 2]

λ

√

E [R2] = O
(

N−1/6
)

.

Now, let us get the remaining bounds,

E

[

(

F ′ − F
)2 | F

]

=
1

(1− q)2N2/3
E

[

(

W ′
1 −W1

)2 | W
]

. (4.10)

Again, following the proof of Theorem 3.1, we see that

Var E
[

(

W ′
1 −W1

)2 | W
]

= O(N−7/3)

and hence, from (4.10), we get:

Var E
[

(

F ′ − F
)2 | F

]

= O(N−11/3) .

Therefore,
c2
λ

(

Var E

[

(

F ′ − F
)2 | F

])1/2
= O

(

N−1/6
)

.

Since |XI − X ′
I | is O(1), we have c3

λ E |F ′ − F |3 = O
(

N−5/6
)

. Therefore, in the statement of

Theorem 2.3, δ = O(N−1/6). Define, ψF (x) = − ψ(x)
E[Fψ(F )] . Now, the identity (2.8) is characterized

by pF such that
p′F
pF

= ψF , as showed in Proposition 1.4 of [23]. Hence, pF (x) ∝ exp(− x6

6EF 6 ). If

ZFN
be distributed as pF , then by Theorem 2.3,

|Eg(FN )− Eg (ZFN
)| ≤ C

N1/6
,
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for every uniformly 1-Lipschitz function g, where C = C(β, h, p, q) is a constant. Next, note that

there exists a constant κq > 0 such that |F ′ − F | ≤ κqN
−5/6. Define A := 2κqN

−5/6. Then,

AE|ψ(F )| = O(N−5/6). Also, A3/λ = O(N−5/6), and finally,
√

ER(FN )2/λ = N−1/6. This
completes the proof of Theorem 3.6. �

Proof of Theorem 3.7. Denote ℓ(β|X) := 1
Np logL(β|X). Then, note that:

S(X̄N , β) :=
∂

∂β
ℓ(β|X) = ||X̄N ||pp −

∑q
r=1 X̄

p−1
·r exp(βpX̄p−1

·r )
∑q

r=1 exp(βpX̄
p−1
·r )

.

Also, note that:

∂2

∂β2
ℓ(β|X) = −

∑q
r=1 pX̄

2p−2
·r exp(βpX̄p−1

·r )
∑q

r=1 exp(βpX̄
p−1
·r )

+ p

(

∑q
r=1 X̄

p−1
·r exp(βpX̄p−1

·r )
∑q

r=1 exp(βpX̄
p−1
·r )

)2

.

It is easy to check that ∂2

∂β2L(β|X) < 0, and hence the solution of S(X̄N , β) = 0 is the MPL

estimator of β. Also, observe that:

S(mi, β) =
1

βp(p− 1)

q
∑

r=1

∇rGβ,0(mi) = 0

for all maximizers mi of Hβ,h. Let Ai be a neighborhood of mi whose closure is devoid of any other
maximizer. Now, by the implicit function theorem, there exists a neighborhood Ui of mi, and a
unique smooth function gi : Ui → R, satisfying gi(mi) = β and S(x, gi(x)) = 0 for all x ∈ Ui.
Define Bi = Ai ∩ Ui. Again from the implicit function theorem, we get:

∇gi(mi) = − 1
∂
∂βS(mi, β)

∇xS(mi, β) (4.11)

By a third-order Taylor expansion, we have the following on the event {X̄N ∈ Bi}:
√
N(β̂ − β) =

√
N(gi(X̄N )− gi(mi)) = ∇gi(mi) ·W (i) +

1√
N

W (i)⊤∇2gi(mi)W
(i) +Q

where Q := O
(

||W (i)||3
N

)

. Denoting by Pi the conditional measure given X̄N ∈ Bi, we have:

Pi

(√
N(β̂ − β) > t

)

≤ Pi

(

∇gi(mi) ·W (i) +
1√
N

W (i)⊤∇2gi(mi)W
(i) > t− 1√

N

)

+Pi

(

Q >
1√
N

)

and

Pi

(√
N(β̂ − β) > t

)

≥ Pi

(

∇gi(mi) ·W (i) +
1√
N

W (i)⊤∇2gi(mi)W
(i) > t+

1√
N

)

−Pi

(

Q ≤ − 1√
N

)

.

(4.12)

Since the moments of W (i) are bounded under Pi, one has:

Pi

(

|Q| ≥ 1√
N

)

≤ NEi(Q
2) = O

(

1

N

)

.

Now, from Corollary 3.4, we have:
∣

∣

∣

∣

Pi

(

∇gi(mi) ·W (i) +
1√
N

W (i)⊤∇2gi(mi)W
(i) > t

)

− P

(

∇gi(mi) ·ZN +
1√
N

ZT
N∇2gi(mi)ZN > t

)∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

logN√
N

)

, (4.13)
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where ZN = Σ
1/2
i Z and Z is standard normal. Choose L > 0 such that,

max
1≤j≤q

‖Σ1/2(j)
i ‖2 ≤ L,

where Σ
1/2(j)
i denotes the jth row of Σ

1/2
i . Now, define αN := L

√
q logN , and note that:

P(|ZN,j | > αN ) ≤ 2q exp

(

− α2
N

2qL2

)

=
2q√
N

.

Hence,
∣

∣

∣

∣

P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN +
1√
N

ZT
N∇2gi(mi)ZN > x)− P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN +
1√
N

ZT
N∇2gi(mi)ZN > x, ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN )− P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x, ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN )

∣

∣

∣

∣

+2P(||ZN ||∞ > αN )

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN +
1√
N

ZT
N∇2gi(mi)ZN > x, ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN )− P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x, ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN )

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
4q2√
N
. (4.14)

Next, denoting b to be the spectral norm of ∇2gi(mi), we have:

P

(

∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x+
bqα2

N√
N
, ‖ZN‖∞ ≤ αN

)

≤ P

(

∇gi(mi) ·ZN +
1√
N

ZT
N∇2gi(mi)ZN > x, ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN

)

≤ P

(

∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x− bqα2
N√
N
, ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN

)

.

Also, since the density functions of ZN is bounded by a constant independent of N ,

max
r∈{−1,1}

|P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x+ (−1)rtN , ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN )− P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x, ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN )|

= O(tN )

for every sequence tN . Combining all these, we have:
∣

∣

∣

∣

P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN +
1√
N

ZT
N∇2gi(mi)ZN > x, ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN )− P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x, ||ZN ||∞ ≤ αN )

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

logN√
N

)

. (4.15)

Combining (4.14) and (4.15), we thus get:

sup
x∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN +
1√
N

ZT
N∇2g(m)ZN > x)− P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

logN√
N

)

. (4.16)

Therefore, from (4.13) and (4.16),

sup
x∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

Pi

(

∇gi(mi) ·W (i) +
1√
N

W (i)⊤∇2gi(mi)W
(i) > x

)

− P(∇gi(mi) ·ZN > x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

logN√
N

)

.

(4.17)
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In view of (4.12) and (4.17), we thus have:

P

(

∇gi(mi)
TΣ

1/2
i Z > t+

1√
N

)

−O

(

logN√
N

)

≤ Pi

(√
N(β̂ − β) > t

)

≤ P

(

∇gi(mi)
TΣ

1/2
i Z > t− 1√

N

)

+O

(

logN√
N

)

,

where the hidden constants in the O(·) terms depend only on β, p and q. Once again, since the

density of ∇gi(mi)
TΣ

1/2
i Z is bounded by a constant independent of N , one has:

sup
t∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

P

(

∇gi(mi)
TΣ

1/2
i Z > t± 1√

N

)

− P(∇gi(mi)
TΣ

1/2
i Z > t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O

(

1√
N

)

.

This shows that:

sup
t∈R

∣

∣

∣
Pi

(√
N(β̂ − β) > t

)

− P(∇gi(mi)
TΣ

1/2
i Z > t)

∣

∣

∣
= O

(

logN√
N

)

. (4.18)

Now, it follows from Lemma A.8, P(X̄N ∈ Bi) − 1
q = O(N− 1

2 ). This, together with the fact that

P(X̄N ∈ (∪Bi)c) is exponentially small (see Theorem 2.1 in [1]), proves Theorem 3.7 in view of
(4.11). �
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Appendix A. Technical Lemmas

In this appendix, we prove some technical lemmas necessary for showing the main results of the
paper. We start by establishing a certain type of duality between the functions Gβ,h and Hβ,h.

Lemma A.1. The maximizers of Hβ,h are minimizers of Gβ,h with positive coordinates and vice
versa.

Proof. Let m = (m1,m2, · · · ,mq) be a maximizer of Hβ,h, and λ be the Lagrange multiplier for
the constraint

∑q
r=1 xr = 1. Then, for each i we have the following,

βpmp−1
r + hδr,1 − 1− logmr = λ

⇒ exp
(

βpmp−1
r + hδr,1 − 1− λ

)

= mr

⇒
q
∑

r=1

exp
(

βpmp−1
r + hδr,1

)

= exp(λ+ 1).

This shows that,

mr =
exp

(

βpmp−1
r + hδr,1

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

βpmp−1
s + hδs,1

) .

Hence, we have:

Hβ,h(m) = β

q
∑

r=1

mp
r + hm1 −

q
∑

r=1

mr log





exp
(

βpmp−1
r + hδi,1

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

βpmp−1
s + hδs,1

)





= β

q
∑

r=1

mp
r + hm1 −

q
∑

r=1

mr

(

βpmp−1
r + hδr,1

)

+ log

(

q
∑

s=1

exp
(

βpmp−1
s + hδs,1

)

)

= −β(p− 1)

q
∑

r=1

mp
r + log

(

q
∑

s=1

exp
(

βpmp−1
s + hδs,1

)

)

= −Gβ,h(m).
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Now, let u be a minimizer of Gβ,h such that ur > 0 for all r. Hence, once again by the Lagrangian
method, there exists λ such that for each r,

βp(p− 1)up−2
r



ur −
exp

(

βpup−1
r + hδr,1

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

βpup−1
s + hδs,1

)



 = λ (A.1)

which implies that:

λ

βp(p− 1)up−2
r

= ur −
exp

(

βpup−1
r + hδr,1

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

βpup−1
s + hδs,1

) .

Summing the above expression over all r, we get λ = 0.
It now follows from (A.1), that:

ur log ur = βpupr + hurδr,1 − ur log

(

q
∑

s=1

exp
(

βpup−1
s + hδs,1

)

)

=⇒
q
∑

r=1

ur log ur = βp‖u‖pp + hu1 − log

(

q
∑

s=1

exp
(

βpup−1
s + hδs,1

)

)

⇒ Hβ,h(u) = −Gβ,h(u)

Now, let m be a maximizer of Hβ,h and u be a minimizer of Gβ,h with positive coordinates.
Then, by definition, we haveHβ,h(m) ≥ Hβ,h(u) and Gβ,h(u) ≤ Gβ,h(m). The first inequality gives
−Gβ,h(m) ≥ −Gβ,h(u), i.e. m is also a minimizer of Gβ,h. Of course, by Proposition F.1 (iii) of
[1], all coordinates of m are positive. Similarly, the second inequality gives −Hβ,h(u) ≤ −Hβ,h(m),
i.e. u is also a maximizer of Hβ,h. This proves Lemma A.1. �

Next, we show a few properties of the matrix Λ := [Λ1, . . . ,Λq]
⊤, where Λr := ∇Gr(m), with

Gr(x) := x2−pr ∇rGβ,h(x) and m being a minimizer of Gβ,h.

Lemma A.2 (Properties of Λ). (1) We have:

Λ =



















a b b b . . . b
b′ d c c . . . c
b′ c d c . . . c
b′ c c d c
...

...
...

. . .

b′ c c c . . . d



















=

[

a b1Tq−1

b′1q−1 (d− c)Iq−1 + cJq−1

]
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where, 1q−1 ∈ R
q−1 is the all one vector, Jq−1 is a (q − 1) × (q − 1) matrix with all ones,

and

a :=
∂

∂u1

1

up−2
1

∂

∂u1
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= βp(p− 1)− β2p2(p − 1)2(q − 1)mp−1

1 mq

b :=
∂

∂uq

1

up−2
1

∂

∂u1
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= β2(p− 1)2p2m1m

p−1
q

b′ :=
∂

∂u1

1

up−2
q

∂

∂uq
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= β2(p− 1)2p2mp−1

1 mq

c :=
∂

∂u2

1

up−2
q

∂

∂uq
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= β2(p− 1)2p2mp

q

d :=
∂

∂uq

1

up−2
q

∂

∂uq
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= βp(p− 1)− β2p2(p− 1)2mp−1

q (m1 + (q − 2)mq)

= βp(p− 1)
[

1− βp(p− 1)mp−1
q (1−mq)

]

(2) det(Λ) = (d− c)q−2 [a((q − 2)c+ d)− (q − 1)bb′]
(3) Rank(Λ)≥ q − 1.
(4) Rank(Λ)= q − 1 iff (β, h) is a special point. Moreover, the null space is given by Span(u)

where u = (1− q, 1, 1, · · · , 1)

Proof. (1) To begin with, note that:

−1

βp(p − 1)up−2
r

∂

∂ur
Gβ,h(u) + ur =

exp
(

pβup−1
r + hδr,1

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

pβup−1
s + hδs,1

) . (A.2)

Next, we derive the Hessian of Gβ,h at a minimizer m = xs. Towards this, note that:

∂2

∂2u1
Gβ,h

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= βp(p− 1)2xp−2

s,1 − β2(p− 1)2p2x2p−3
s,1 xs,q(q − 1)− β(p − 2)(p − 1)pxp−2

s,1

= βp(p− 1)xp−2
s,1 − β2(p − 1)2p2(q − 1)x2p−3

s,1 xs,q

= xp−2
s,1

[

βp(p− 1)− β2(p− 1)2p2(q − 1)xp−1
s,1 xs,q

]

∂2

∂u1∂uq
Gβ,h

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= β2(p− 1)2p2xp−1

s,1 x
p−1
s,q

∂2

∂u2∂uq
Gβ,h

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= β2(p− 1)2p2x2p−2

s,q

∂2

∂2uq
Gβ,h

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= βp(p− 1)2xp−2

s,q − β2(p− 1)2p2x2p−3
s,q (xs,1 + (q − 2)xs,q)− β(p− 2)(p − 1)pxp−2

s,q

= xp−2
s,q

[

βp(p− 1)− β2(p − 1)2p2xp−1
s,q (xs,1 + (q − 2)xs,q)

]

.
(A.3)
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Finally, we derive the gradient of 1
up−2
r

∇rGβ,h(u) at the point m = xs:

a :=
∂

∂u1

1

up−2
1

∂

∂u1
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= βp(p− 1)− β2p2(p− 1)2(q − 1)xp−1

s,1 xs,q

b :=
∂

∂uq

1

up−2
1

∂

∂u1
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= β2(p − 1)2p2xs,1x

p−1
s,q

b′ :=
∂

∂u1

1

up−2
q

∂

∂uq
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= β2(p − 1)2p2xp−1

s,1 xs,q

c :=
∂

∂u2

1

up−2
q

∂

∂uq
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= β2(p − 1)2p2xps,q

d :=
∂

∂uq

1

up−2
q

∂

∂uq
Gβ,h(u)

∣

∣

∣

u=m
= βp(p − 1) − β2p2(p − 1)2xp−1

s,q (xs,1 + (q − 2)xs,q)

= βp(p− 1)
[

1− βp(p− 1)xp−1
s,q (1− xs,q)

]

.

(2) It is easy to check that Λ is similar to the following matrix,














a b 0 0 0
(q − 1)b′ (q − 2)c+ d 0 0 · · · 0

b′ c d− c 0 0
...

...
...

...
...

b′ c 0 0 · · · d− c















.

Hence, det(Λ) = (d− c)q−2 [a((q − 2)c + d)− (q − 1)bb′].

(3) First, suppose that q > 2. Note that d− c = βp(p− 1)
[

1− βp(p− 1)xp−1
s,q

]

. It follows from

Proposition F.1 (iv) in [1] that 1 − βp(p − 1)xp−1
s,q > 0. Again from Proposition F.1 (iii)

in [1], we have b > 0. This shows that all but (possibly) the second rows of Λ are linearly
independent, giving rank(Λ) ≥ q − 1. For q = 2 this is trivial, since Λ 6= 0,

(4) In view of part (iii), we have rank(Λ)= q−1 iff det(Λ) = 0 iff a((q−2)c+d)−(q−1)bb′ = 0.
Now, it follows by a straightforward algebra, that:

a((q − 2)c+ d)− (q − 1)bb′ = βp(p− 1)
(

1− βp(p− 1)(q − 1)xp−1
s,1 xs,q − βp(p− 1)xp−1

s,q xs,1

)

= −βp(p− 1)f
(2)
β,h(s)

xs,1xs,q
q − 1

.

Hence, f
(2)
β,h(s) = 0 as x0,1x0,q > 0. This shows that (β, h) is a special point. Furthermore,

observe that (1−q)a+(q−1)b = −βp(p−1)f
(2)
β,h(s). Thus, at a special point (1−q)a+(q−1)b = 0.

Now,

det

[

a b
(q − 1)b′ (q − 2)c+ d

]

= 0.

Hence,[a, b] = κ[(q − 1)b′, (q − 2)c+ d]. Since, a− b = 0 so (1− q)b′ + (q − 2)c+ d = 0. Note that,

Λu = [(1− q)a+ (q − 1)b, (1 − q)b′ + (q − 2)c+ d, . . . , (1− q)b′ + (q − 2)c + d]T .

Hence, u lies in the nullspace. Since, the dimension of the nullspace is 1, it is exactly equal to
Span(u). �

The following lemma is easy to check by direct computation, and we ignore its proof.
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Lemma A.3. For each r ∈ {1, · · · , q} we have

P

(

Xj = r | (Xt)t6=j

)

=
exp

(

pβmp−1
j,r + hδr,1

)

∑q
s=1 exp

(

pβmp−1
j,s + hδs,1

) ,

where mi,r :=
1
N

∑

t6=iXt,r.

In the next lemma, we analyze the fourth order Taylor expansion of Gβ,h, which is necessary for
proving Theorem 3.5.

Lemma A.4 (Fourth order Taylor expansion). Suppose that (β, h) is a type-I special point. Let
u = (1− q, 1, · · · , 1), v ∈ Hq ∩ u⊥ and m = xs be the unique maximizer of Hβ,h. Then,

∇rGβ,h (m+ tu+ v) = A1 +O

(

q
∑

k=1

v2k

)

+O

(

max{t, ||v||∞}
q
∑

k=1

|vk|
)

+ t3c(p, q) +O
(

t4
)

,

where, A1 = 0 for r = 1, and A1 = βp(p − 1)
[

1− βp(p− 1)mp−1
q

]

mp−2
q vr + O (tvr) for r ∈

{2, · · · , q}, c(p, q) = Cp,qf
(4)
β,h(s) 6= 0, and Cp,q is a non-zero constant depending on p, q.

Proof. For notational convenience, let us define:

∂r1,...,rp(z) :=
∂pGβ,h

∂xr1 · · · ∂xrp
(z).

Note that v1 = 0 and
∑q

i=2 vi = 0. First, note that by Taylor expansion, we have:

∂Gβ,h
∂xr

(m+ tu+ v) =
∂Gβ,h
∂xr

(m+ tu) +

q
∑

s=1

∂

∂xs

∂

∂xr
Gβ,h(m+ tu)vs

+
1

2

q
∑

s,ℓ=1

∂

∂xℓ

∂

∂xs

∂

∂xr
Gβ,h (m+ tu+ γrv) vsvt. (A.4)

By a further Taylor expansion, we have:

∂Gβ,h
∂xr

(m+ tu) =
t3

6

∑

s,ℓ,k

∂r,s,ℓ,k (m+ γ̃rtu)ukulum. (A.5)

So by (A.4) and (A.5), we have:

∂Gβ,h
∂xr

(m+ tu+ v) =

q
∑

s=1

∂

∂xs

∂

∂xr
Gβ,h(m+tu)vs+

1

2

q
∑

s,ℓ=1

∂

∂xℓ

∂

∂xs

∂

∂xr
Gβ,h (m+ tu+ γrv) vsvℓ.

+
t3

6

∑

s,ℓ,k

∂r,s,ℓ,k (m+ γ̃rtu)ukulum .

Let us rename the summands A1(r), A2(r), A3(r), respectively. Clearly, A1(1) = 0. For r > 1, by
a further Taylor expansion, we have:

A1(r) =

q
∑

s=2

∂r,svs +O

(

t

q
∑

s=1

|vs|
)

= βp(p− 1)
[

1− βp(p − 1)mp−1
q

]

mp−2
q vr +O

(

t

q
∑

s=1

|vs|
)

.
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The last equation follows from (A.3). Similarly,

A2(r) =
1

2

q
∑

s,k=1

∂

∂xk

∂

∂xs

∂

∂xr
Gβ,h (m) vsvk +O

(

max{t, ||v||∞}
q
∑

k=1

v2k

)

= O

(

q
∑

k=1

v2k

)

+O

(

max{t, ||v||∞}
q
∑

k=1

v2k

)

.

Also, note that A3(r) = t3c(p, q) + O
(

t4
)

where c(p, q) is a non-zero constant multiple of f
(4)
β,h(s)

and hence non-zero at a type-I special point. The proof of Lemma A.4 is now complete. �

Recall that Pq was the probability simplex in R
q. Let Pq,N denote the set of all vectors in Pq,

all of whose entries have the form i/N for some 0 ≤ i ≤ N .

Lemma A.5. For v ∈ Pq,N , we have:

qNZN (β, h)Pβ,h,N (X̄N = v) =

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

N− q−1
2 A(v)eNHβ,h(v)

where A(v) := (2π)−(q−1)/2
∏q
r=1 v

−1/2
r .

Proof. For a v ∈ Pq,N , we have:

qNZN (β, h)Pβ,h,N (X̄N = v) = |AN (v)| exp
{

N

(

β

q
∑

r=1

vpr + hv1

)}

. (A.6)

By Stirling’s formula, we have:

|AN (v)| =
N !

∏q
r=1(Nvr)!

= (2πN)
1−q
2

(

q
∏

r=1

v
− 1

2
r

)

e−N
∑q

r=1 vr log vr

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

,

where the O
(

1
N

)

term is uniformly over all v ∈ Pq,N . Therefore, we have from (A.6),

qNZN (β, h)Pβ,h,N (X̄N = v) = (2πN)
1−q
2

(

q
∏

r=1

v
− 1

2
r

)

eNHβ,h(v)

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

.

This completes the proof of Lemma A.5. �

Lemma A.6. Assume that (β, h) ∈ Rp,q and let m∗ be the unique maximizer of Hβ,h. Then,

‖EWN‖∞ = O(N−1/2).

Proof. Fix ǫ > 0 and consider a continuously differentiable function g : Rq → R which we will later
choose suitably. For every v ∈ Pq,N , define w(v) = wN(v) :=

√
N(v − m∗). Throughout this

proof, we take ‖ · ‖ to be the L∞ vector norm. Then, we have by Lemma A.5,

qNZN (β, h)Eβ,h,N

[

g(WN )1‖WN‖≤ǫN1/7

]

=
∑

v∈Pq,N

g(w(v))1‖w(v)‖≤ǫN1/7 qNZN (β, h)Pβ,h,N (X̄N = v)

=

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

N− q−1
2

∑

v∈Pq,N

A(v)eNHβ,h(v)g(w(v))1‖w(v)‖≤ǫN1/7
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=

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

N− q−1
2

∑

v∈Pq,N

A
(

m∗ +N− 1
2w(v)

)

e
NHβ,h

(

m∗+N
−

1
2 w(v)

)

g(w(v))1‖w(v)‖≤ǫN1/7

=

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

N− q−1
2 A(m∗)e

NHβ,h(m∗)
∑

v∈Pq,N

(

1 +O

(‖w(v)‖√
N

))(

1 +O

(‖w(v)‖3√
N

))

e
1
2
Q

m∗,β(w(v))g(w(v))1‖w(v)‖≤ǫN1/7 ,

where the last step uses the following Taylor expansion:

NHβ,h

(

m∗ +N− 1
2w(v)

)

= NHβ,h(m∗) +
1

2
Qm∗,β(w(v)) +O

(‖w(v)‖3√
N

)

.

Hence, we have:

qNZN (β, h)Eβ,h,N

[

g(WN )1‖WN ‖≤ǫN1/7

]

=

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

N− q−1
2 A(m∗)e

NHβ,h(m∗)
∑

v∈Pq,N

g(w(v))1‖w(v)‖≤ǫN1/7e
1
2
Q

m∗,β(w(v)) +RN ,

where

RN = O

(

eNHβ,h(m∗)

√
N

)

N− q−1
2

∑

v∈Pq,N

‖w(v)‖′g(w(v))1‖w(v)‖≤ǫN1/7e
1
2
Q

m∗,β(w(v)),

with ‖w(v)‖′ := max{‖w(v)‖, ‖w(v)‖3, ‖w(v)‖4}.
Now for any function h : Rq → R which grows at most polynomially with its coordinates,
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

Hq
⋂

B(0,ǫN1/7)
h(w)e

1
2
Q

m∗,β(w) dw1dw2 . . . dwq −N− q−1
2

∑

v∈Pq,N

h(w(v))1‖w(v)‖≤ǫN1/7e
1
2
Q

m∗,β(w(v))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑

v∈Pq,N

ˆ

Hq∩{w:‖w−w(v)‖≤1/2
√
N}

∣

∣

∣
h(w)e

1
2
Q

m∗,β(w) − h(w(v))e
1
2
Q

m∗,β(w(v))
∣

∣

∣
dw1dw2 . . . dwq

.
∑

v∈Pq,N

ˆ

Hq∩{w:‖w−w(v)‖≤1/2
√
N}

1√
N

dw1dw2 . . . dwq

.
∑

v∈Pq,N

1

N
q−1
2

1√
N

=O

(

1√
N

)

.

Hence, by the Riemann sum approximation, we get RN = O(N− 1
2 eNHβ,h(m∗)) and therefore,

qNZN (β, h)Eβ,h,N

[

g(WN )1‖WN ‖≤ǫN1/7

]

=

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

A(m∗)e
NHβ,h(m∗)

ˆ

Hq
⋂

B(0,ǫN1/7)
g(w)e

1
2
Q

m∗,β(w) dw1dw2 . . . dwq +O(N− 1
2 eNHβ,h(m∗)).

(A.7)
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Now, take g ≡ 1, whence we have:

qNZN (β, h)Pβ,h,N

(

‖WN‖ ≤ ǫN1/7
)

=

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

A(m∗)e
NHβ,h(m∗)

ˆ

Hq
⋂

B(0,ǫN1/7)
e

1
2
Q

m∗,β(w) dw1dw2 . . . dwq +O(N− 1
2 eNHβ,h(m∗)).

It follows from the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [1] that

Pβ,h,N

(

‖WN‖ > ǫN1/7
)

= O
(

e−CN
2/7
)

for some constant C > 0 and hence,

qNZN (β, h) =

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

A(m∗)e
NHβ,h(m∗)

ˆ

Hq
⋂

B(0,ǫN1/7)
e

1
2
Q

m∗,β(w) dw1dw2 . . . dwq

+O(N− 1
2 eNHβ,h(m∗)).

(A.8)

Hence, by (A.7) and (A.8), we have:

Eβ,h,N

[

g(WN )1‖WN‖≤ǫN1/7

]

=

´

Hq
⋂

B(0,ǫN1/7) g(w)e
1
2
Q

m∗,β(w) dw1dw2 . . . dwq
´

Hq
⋂

B(0,ǫN1/7) e
1
2
Q

m∗,β(w) dw1dw2 . . . dwq
+ O(N−1/2).

Therefore, for any odd function g integrable with respect to the multivariate Gaussian measure,

Eβ,h,N

[

g(WN )1‖WN‖≤ǫN1/7

]

= O(N− 1
2 ) .

Now, taking g to be the coordinate projections, we get
∣

∣

∣
Eβ,h,N

(

WN,r1‖WN‖≤ǫN1/7

)∣

∣

∣
= O(N− 1

2 )

On the other hand,
∣

∣

∣Eβ,h,N

(

WN,r1‖WN‖>ǫN1/7

)∣

∣

∣ = O(
√
N)Pβ,h,N

(

‖WN‖ > ǫN1/7
)

= O
(

N
1
2 e−CN

2/7
)

= O(N− 1
2 ) .

This completes the proof of Lemma A.6. �

Lemma A.7. Assume that (β, h) ∈ S1
p,q and let m∗ be the unique maximizer of Hβ,h. Then there

exists a constant C > 0 (depending on β, h and q), such that,

‖EVN‖∞ = O(N−1/4).

The proof of Lemma A.7 follows similarly as the proof of Lemma A.6, so we skip it. Finally,
we state and prove another lemma very similar to the last two, which will be crucial in proving
Theorem 3.7.

Lemma A.8. Assume that (β, h) ∈ Cp,q and let {mi}Ki=1 be the maximizers of Hβ,h. Let Ai be a
neighborhood around mi whose closure does not contain any other maximizer. Then,

|P(X̄N ∈ Ai)− pi| = O(N−1/2),

where

pk :=
τ(mk)

∑K
i=1 τ(mi)

,

τ(mi) :=

√

√

√

√

f ′′β,h(si)
−1
(

−k′′
(

1−si
q

))2−q

∏q
r=1mi,r

, (A.9)
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and mi is a permutation of xsi .

Proof. From the proof of Lemma A.6, we get the following once we take g(x) = 1x∈
√
N(Ai−mi)

:

qNZN (β, h)Eβ,h,N

[

g(W
(i)
N )1‖W (i)

N ‖≤ǫN1/7

]

=

(

1 +O

(

1

N

))

A(mi)e
NHβ,h(mi)

ˆ

Hq
⋂

B(0,ǫN1/7)
g(w)e

1
2
Q

mi,β
(w) dw1dw2 . . . dwq +O(N− 1

2 eNHβ,h(mi)),

(A.10)
where ǫ is sufficiently small. Hence we have,

qNZN (β, h)

K
∑

i=1

Pβ,h,N

(

‖W (i)
N ‖ ≤ ǫN1/7

)

=

(

1 +O

(

1

N

)) K
∑

i=1

A(mi)e
NHβ,h(mi)

ˆ

Hq
⋂

B(0,ǫN1/7)
e

1
2
Q

mi,β
(w) dw1dw2 . . . dwq +O(N− 1

2 eNHβ,h(mi)).

Now, it follows from the proof of Theorem 2.1 in [1] that

Pβ,h,N

(

min
i

‖W (i)
N ‖ > ǫN1/7

)

= O
(

e−CN
2/7
)

for some constant C > 0. Since the events {‖W (i)
N ‖ ≤ ǫN1/7}Ki=1 are asymptotically disjoint, we

have:

qNZN (β, h) =

(

1 +O

(

1

N

)) K
∑

i=1

A(mi)e
NHβ,h(mi)

ˆ

Hq
⋂

B(0,ǫN1/7)
e

1
2
Q

mi,β
(w) dw1dw2 . . . dwq

+O(N− 1
2 eNHβ,h(mi)).

(A.11)
Hence, by (A.10) and (A.11), we have:

Eβ,h,N

[

1X̄N∈Ai
1‖W (i)

N ‖≤ǫN1/7

]

=
τ(mi)

∑K
i=1 τ(mi)

+ O(N−1/2).

Therefore, we have:

Pβ,h,N

(

X̄N ∈ Ai , ‖W (i)
N ‖ ≤ ǫN1/7

)

− pi = O(N− 1
2 ) .

On the other hand,

Pβ,h,N

(

X̄N ∈ Ai , ‖W (i)
N ‖ > ǫN1/7

)

= O
(

Pβ,h,N

(

‖W (i)
N ‖ > ǫN1/7

∣

∣

∣X̄N ∈ Ai

))

= O
(

e−CN
2/7
)

.

This completes the proof of Lemma A.8. �
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