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A FUNCTIONAL CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR WEIGHTED
OCCUPANCY PROCESSES OF THE KARLIN MODEL

JAIME GARZA AND YIZAO WANG

ABSTRACT. A functional central limit theorem is established for weighted occupancy pro-
cesses of the Karlin model. The weighted occupancy processes take the form of, with D, ;
denoting the number of urns with j-balls after the first n samplings, E?:l a;jD, ; for a
prescribed sequence of real numbers (a;)jen. The main applications are limit theorems
for random permutations induced by Chinese restaurant processes with (a, §)-seating with

€ (0,1),0 > —a. An example is briefly mentioned here, and full details are provided in
an accompanying paper.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Karlin model is an infinite urn scheme where the sampling frequencies p;, j € N decay
at a polynomial rate p; ~ Cj =%/ (possibly with a multiplicative slowly varying function) for
some parameter o € (0,1). The infinite urn scheme has been a classical model in probability
theory, dating back at least to the 1960s in the works of Bahadur E], Darling “E] and Karlin

|. Among many statistics of interest, Karlin established central limit theorems for the
so-called occupancy and odd-occupancy processes when the sampling frequencies decay at a
polynomial rate. If we let D,, ; denote the number of urns with exactly j balls after the first
n rounds of sampling, then these are the counting processes

(11) Sn = Z Dn,j and Sgdd = Z Dn,jl{j is Odd},n c N,
j=1

Jj=1

respectively. See Gnedin et al. “E] for a survey on the infinite urn schemes. Surprisingly,
the functional central limit theorems for the Karlin model have not been developed until
the last 10 years, even Karlin’s results already indicated non-diffusive scaling limits for
occupancy and odd-occupancy processes more than half a century ago. For functional central
limit theorems on statistics of Karlin model and its variations, we mention |10, |l_l|, , @,
@, @] In particular, in ﬂﬁ] functional central limit theorems for occupancy and odd-
occupancy processes have been established. Moreover, an additional randomization of the
Karlin model was introduced and it was shown that the randomized odd-occupancy process
scales to a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index H = «/2 € (0,1/2). This result
revealed a connection of the odd-occupancy processes to stochastic processes with long-range

dependence [27, [29].
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In this paper, we investigated the weighted sum of occupancy counts (D, ;)jen with pre-
scribed weights @ = (a;);en defined as

n
Sn Sn@ = E aanJ.
i=1

The statistics in this form include the (odd-)occupancy processes in (L) and hence we refer
to S, as weighted occupancy processes. Throughout, ap = 0. For the weights (a;);en we
impose |a;y; — a;| < Cj? for some § € [0,a?/2). When § = 0 this implies that the weights
are bounded, including the occupancy and odd-occupancy processes investigated earlier.
Our main result is a functional central limit theorem for the counting process (S|n¢))iejo,)
appropriately normalized, and we identify a new family of Gaussian processes in the limit.
Our results can be viewed as an extension of the functional central limit theorems in ﬂﬁ]
(more precisely, Theorem 2.3 therein for the quenched version of the randomized model with
fixed randomization ¢; = 1, corresponding exactly the two cases in (LIl here; see Remark
for more details). While we follow the standard Poissonization approach, it turned out
that the analysis becomes much more involved even in the case where (a;) ey is a bounded
sequence. The technical challenges came from (a) proving the tightness for the Poissonized
process where, due the fact that now a; may be unbounded (when § > 0) we no longer
have simple moment estimates, and (b) carrying out of the de-Possonization step, where
we use a refined analysis on discrete local central limit theorems for Poisson and binomial
distributions.

Our main motivation came from random matrix theory: using the general functional
central limit theorem established here we shall investigate asymptotic behaviors of random
permutation matrices induced by the Chinese restaurant processes with («, 0)-seating. We
briefly mention one application in Section a functional central limit theorem for the
linear statistics of eigenvalues of the aforementioned permutation matrices. In the accom-
panying paper ﬂﬁ] we provide full details and also another application on limit fluctuations
of characteristic polynomials of the permutation matrices outside the support of its limit
(which is the uniform measure on the unit circle {z € C: |z| = 1}).

1.1. Main results. We first recall the setup of an infinite urn model with sampling fre-
quencies (p;)jen, where p; > py > -+ and Z;‘;l p; = 1. Each round, Y; is an independent
sampling with P(Y; = j) = p; indicating the label of the urn that a ball is thrown in, and
we consider the following statistics at each time n € N:

Kop=> 1=y, (€N and D,;=>" g~} JEN
/=1

1=1

In words, K,/ is the number of balls in the urn labeled by ¢ by round n and D,, ; is the
number of urns with exactly j balls by round n. The key here is the decay rate of the
frequencies. Let 0 < a < 1. The following assumption was introduced first by Darling “ﬂ,
Section 4] and Karlin ] about the same time (Darling only investigated weak laws of large
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number and Karlin investigated central limit theorems)

U(I) = Z 51/pi([07x]> = :L’O‘L(x), z >0,

where L is a slowly varying function at infinity. We note that if
(1.2) Pn ~ Con™ 1/,

as n — oo for some constant Cy > 0, then v(z) ~ Caz®. Throughout we write a,, ~ b, if
limy, o @ /b, = 1. More generally, one can consider p,, = n~"*L(n) for some slowly varying
function L at infinity. However we do not pursue this generality, as for our main applications
on random matrix, L(n) converges to a constant almost surely, and hence (L2) suffices. The
proofs are already quite involved without considering a more general L.

We next introduce the limit process that will arise in our limit theorem. Let M, be
a Gaussian random measure defined on R, x Q' with intensity measure ar=*"'drdP’ and
(N'(t))t>0 be a standard Poisson process on (€', P'). Set

(1.3) Zo(t) = Zaa(t) = / (aN/(Tt) — E/CLN/(Tt)) M (dr,dw’), t >0,
R+XQ/

for a certain sequence of real numbers @ = (a;);en, with Ng = {0,1,...} and ap = 0. Note
that the integrand can also be written as

anioty — Baniny = Y a;(Linrey=sy — P'(N'(rt) = ).
j=1

We refer to @] for background on stochastic integrals with respect to Gaussian random
measures, and will comment on the conditions imposed on (a;)jey in a moment. We only
recall the facts that if M is a Gaussian random measure on a measurable space (F, &) with
control measure y, then [ fdM is a centered Gaussian random variable for f € L?(E, u)
and Cov([ fdM, [ gdM) = [ fgdp with f,g € L*(E, u).
For our functional central limit theorem, set

[nt]
(1.4) Wa(t) ==Y a; (Dt j — EDpy5) ot € 0,1],n € N.

j=1
Write also 0, := v(n)"/?,n € N. Under (LZ), we have o, ~ Cg‘ﬂna/z. Throughout, the
constant C' may change from line to line.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that (p;);jen satisfies (L2) with o € (0,1). Assume that there exists
B €0,0?/2) such that (a;);en satisfies that

(1.5) lai; —a < Cj°,  foralli,j € Ny.

Then,

(Wn(t)

) = (Za(t)) 10,1+ as m — 00,
On  / tef0,1]

in the space of cadlag functions D([0,1]) with Jy topology ﬁ], where the process Z, is as in

@3).
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Remark 1.2. We first comment on condition (L) on (a;);en-

(i) The condition (IH) implies |a;| < Cj#, and this weaker condition alone with 8 < a/2
is needed for (Z,(t))i>0 to be a family of well-defined Gaussian random variables. See
Proposition 21 If say a; ~ Cj” with 3 > «/2 we expect a phase transition: a different
normalization should be applied and a different stochastic process arises. This is left
for future work.

(ii) We impose condition (L) with f < «/2 to show that the process (Z,(t)):>0 has a
version with Holder-continuous sample paths of index v < «. See again Proposition 2.11

(iii) Condition (LX) with the more restrictive constraint 8 < a?/2 (recall a € (0,1)) is
needed to show that the Poissonized model is tight in D([0, 1]), which is necessary to
show the functional central limit theorem for the Poissonized version in Section B.21
Assuming the weaker condition |a;] < Cj° with 3 < «/2 and no condition on the
increments, we managed to prove the convergence of finite-dimensional distributions
for the Poissonized model in Proposition [3.2} although this result alone is not enough
to prove Theorem [[T] (in fact, even the central limit theorem with ¢t = 1 fixed cannot
be obtained). Note that we also need ([LH]) with 8 < /2 in the de-Poissonization step.
It is plausible that the constraint 3 < a?/2 can be relaxed to 8 < a/2 in Section B2

(iv) It is not clear to us when a; is unbounded whether the functional central limit theorem
can be established without any further conditions beside |a;| < Cj”. It is known that
when a; changes sign, the regularity of the sample paths can be quite poor. For a
closely related issue, see m, Remark 2].

Remark 1.3. For each j € N, set
Zoz,j(t) = / (1{N’(rt):j} - ]P),(N/(Tt) = j))Moz(dra dw/)at 2 0.
R xQ

Our process Z, is in fact a linear combination of the above with coefficients (a;);eny. That
is,

o0

Z aij-(t) = / aj(l{N/(rt):j} — ]P)/(N,(’l“t) = j))Ma(dT, dw'),t 2 0,
j=1 Ry xQy

where the left-hand side is understood as the L2-limit of the infinite series and the right-hand

side is a stochastic integral.

The processes Z,; and their linear combinations have appeared in earlier investigations of
Karlin models. It is worth noting in the literature, limiting Gaussian processes are often char-
acterized by their explicit covariance functions, with no stochastic-integral representations
provided. However, stochastic-integral representations offer additional insight into Gaussian
processes. In fact, in ], the stochastic-integral representations can only be read implicitly
in the proofs, and they are explained explicitly only later in “E]

Remark 1.4. We mention the recent paper by Iksanov and Kotelnikova ﬂﬂ] (see also “ﬁ,
Proposition 4.1|), who investigated Karlin model with o« = 0 (this is the case where p;
is a slowly varying function at infinity and tending to zero), and obtained new Gaussian
processes as the scaling limits for various statistics. In short, the case @ = 0 of the Karlin
model behaves drastically different from the case a € (0, 1) investigated here, yet it appears
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to have received much less attention. The Karlin model with o = 0 is closely related to the

Bernoulli sieves @, ] See also , ] for related references.

1.2. An application in random matrix theory. The key connection to random permu-
tation matrices is that, thanks to Kingman’s representation theorem @], the occupancy
counts (Dy 1, ..., Dy,) of an infinite urn scheme have the same joint law of the cycle counts
(Cpis- .-, Chy) of the corresponding exchangeable random partition from a Chinese restau-
rant process (where C,, ; is the number of the j-cycles of the partition of [n]), if the rate
(pj)jen is appropriately chosen (strictly speaking, this statement involves regular conditional
probability; see “ﬁ] for more details). Since for a permutation the cycle structure determines
completely the eigenvalues of the corresponding matrix, many statistics of interest can be
expressed as weighted sum of cycle counts, which have the same law as the weighted oc-
cupancy counts investigated here. This connection allows us to study random permutation
matrices by studying classical questions on infinite urn schemes. This idea was first due
to Diaconis and Shahshahani [13] and has been applied extensively to random permutation
matrices either uniform or those induced by Ewens measures on symmetric groups with pa-
rameter 6 > 0, corresponding to the Chinese restaurant processes with (0, #)-seating (see
c.g. [1, 4, @]) At the same time, the Karlin model with parameter @ € (0,1) can be
associated to Chinese restaurant processes with («, #)-seating (f > —a«), and this indicates
again the importance of Karlin model from another aspect. Surprisingly, we have found
very few results on random permutations induced by («, 6)-seating with o € (0, 1), and the
connection to the infinite urn model has not been fully exploited yet.

Here we mention briefly an application in our accompanying paper “ﬁ], just to provide a
flavor of the results to be established. We skip most the background including the definition
of Chinese restaurant processes, as more details and other applications can be found therein.

A Chinese restaurant process consists of a sequence of exchangeable random partitions,
(IT,,) nen, each is a random partition of [n]. Assuming further a uniformly random ordering
of each block of the partition leads to a random permutation of [n], we let M,, denote the
associated permutation matrix. Our goal is to study the asymptotic behavior of eigenvalues
of M,, as n — oo. Namely for each M, letting €271, . 2™ represent its n eigenvalues,
with 6,,; € [0,1),7 =1,...,n, we are interested in the asymptotic behavior of the following
linear statistics of the spectrum of a matrix M,, for some test function f:[0,1) — R:

Sulf) 1= 3 F(0n).

Before stating the limit theorem, a key notion that needs to be recalled is the asymptotic
frequencies of the random partitions (I1,,),en, which, ordered in decreasing order are denoted
by (Pf) jen. (In words, P; without ordering is the asymptotic proportion of customers sitting
at the j-th table.) It is well-known that they are non-deterministic, strictly positive, and
satisfy °°, P =1, and in particular for o € (0,1),60 > —a,

1/a
Pt~ (%) n~%  almost surely.
—«
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The random variable s, g referred to as the a-diversity, is strictly positive and is measurable
with respect to

P i=a ((Piex).
The limit theorems on random matrices are stated in the notion of almost sure weak

convergence. Given a Polish space (X, d) and random elements (X, ),en, X in it, we say X,
converges almost surely weakly to X asn — oo with respect to P, denoted by X,, “=" X with
respect to P, if for all continuous and bounded functions g on X, lim, . E (¢(X,) | P) =
E (g(X) | P) almost surely. For a slightly more general notion, see [20)].

Introduce

w(f) = jRi(f)  with Ry(f) :=%2f<§)— | rwnsien

Theorem 1.5. For functions f : [0,1) — R such that (a;)jen = (a;(f))jen satisfy the
assumptions in Theorem [T 1, we have

S\nt —E (Spnt P a.8.. o v
(Lm (S 1) )) % (1r2s) a0l
te[0,1]

with respect to P in D([0,1]), where on the right-hand side the process 2, is as in ([L3)) and
independent from P.

The class of functions satisfying |a;(f)] < C include for example indicator functions
f = 13 and the class W'?([0,1]) with p € [1,00] (absolutely continuous functions with
1 e D([0, 1))

Our results are to be compared with limit theorems for linear statistics of random per-
mutation matrices following Ewens measures by Ben Arous and Dang ﬂa] There are two

noticeable differences. First, they assumed Y22 a?/j = 0o and max;—; _,|a;| = o(s,) with
sn = (37— a3/7)"/* (guaranteed by the assumption that f is of bounded variation), and in

this case it was shown that the normalization for the central limit theorem is s, which is of
order at most O(y/logn) (this is the Gaussian regime, and when )7, a3/j < oo the limit
is a weighted sum of centered Poisson random variables). Here, the normalization is n®/2.
Second, they only established a central limit theorem (for ¢ = 1 fixed), and their method
based on Feller’s coupling does not allow one to establish a functional central limit theorem
as ours, which provide additional information on the temporal evolution of eigenvalues. (In-
stead, the Feller’s coupling allows one to establish another type of functional central limit
theorem as in Hansen [21]].)

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section [2] provides more properties on the
limit process Z. Section [ provides the proof for the Poissonized model. Section [ provides
the proof of the de-Poissonization step.

Acknowledgements. Y.W. was grateful to Alexander Iksanov for several illuminating dis-
cussions. J.G. and Y.W. were partially supported by Army Research Office, US (W911NF-
20-1-0139). Y.W. was also partially supported by Simons Foundation (MP-TSM-00002359),
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nati.

2. THE LIMIT PROCESS

Recall the process Z, = Z,z defined in ([3), and that it depends on a sequence (a;);en
with ap = 0.

Proposition 2.1. Assume
(2.1) la;| < Cj®  with Be [0%)

Then, (Z4(t))i>0 is a family of centered Gaussian random variables with

< F) (B)(k - ) < F? (k)(k - a)
(22)  Cov(Za(s), Zalt)) = at® Y o —afs+1) S ,
k=1 k=2
where 0 < s <t and
k
O = S FY (Y (15
20=3(5) (1) (=3 w
k—1 ] k—
k s\’ t J
F-(.2) k) = .
a,s,t( ) p= ] s+ 1 s+t QAL —j
If furthermore
(2.3) lair; — a;| < C% for alli,j €N with B e [o, %)

then (Z4(t))i>0 forms a stochastic process with a version that is v-Hdlder-continuous with
v € (0,a/2).

Note that the assumption (2.3]) includes the case that (a;);en is a sub-additive sequence
with polynomial growing rate at most (.

Proof. We compute directly the covariance, and will see at the end that it is a finite value
under the assumption (2.II). By property of stochastic integrals,

Cov(Za(s), Za(t)) = / E ((an(s) — Eans) (an e — Elanigy)) ar™dr
0

(2:4) - / E' (ant(rs)ans(rey) ar™* ' dr — / E ans () E'anrryar™*dr.
0 0

Here and below, E’ is the expectation with respect to P’. The notation ’ is solely to indicate
that they have nothing to do with the probability space where the random measure M,
is defined and for convenience from now on, when working with E', [P’ and N’ without the
involvement of M, we may simply write E, [P and N accordingly.



8 JAIME GARZA AND YIZAO WANG

Recall that N'(rs) < N’(rt). The first integral above equals

/ ZZ%“J 7’? | (r(t =) o=r(t=5) gp—a=1,
0 -

(' =)

k 1
=« Z( )ajaks](t—s) ]k_/ “ripk—a=lqy

k=1 j=1

ZZ( Yo (5 (1=5)7 o e o

Note that in the last step, we used the fact that |F. é}s)’t(kﬂ < CKk* under the assumption (Z.1));
it then follows that the last series is absolutely convergent (recall that T'(k — a)/k! ~ k=172
as k — 00), and hence the interchange of integral and summations in previous steps is also
justified by Fubini’s theorem.

Similarly, the second integral in (2.4]) equals

A - (rs)!
/ E g aja e_’"(5+t)ar_a_1dr

1571
Jj=1j=1 ],
oo k—1 ]{Z 00
:azz (j)ajak 8Tt '/0 e "(sFpkma=lyy
k=2 j=1
oo k—1 j k—q
k s \ [ t "T(k —a)
— ta . .
als +1) ;;(j)%ak / (s+t> (s—l—t) Kl
o o 2 F(k_a)
=a(s+1)* Y F2 (k) T

and we used the fact that |Fé2s)t(k)| < CKk* under the assumption (ZI). We have thus

proved (2Z2).

Now we examine the path continuity. By a similar calculation leading to (2.4]), we have

E(Za.(t) - Za(s))2 = / E (aN(rt) - CLN(rs))2 ar~“dr
0
N / (ECLN(“) - ]EaN(T’s))2 ar~*tdr
0

> 2 e
< / E (aN(rt) — aN(rs)) ar—* tdr.
0
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By (23)), it follows that, for all 0 < s < t,

E(Z.(t) — Zo(5))® < c/ r(t — 8)))Par—o-Ldr
ERNY
_ C/O Z k2ﬁ T(t o S)) e—r(t—s)ar—a—ldr
k=1
KT (k — a)

=Ca(t—s)"Y = Ot —s)*.

£ T(k+ 1)

Also, by well-known relation of moments for Gaussian distributions, we have
E(Z4(t) = Za(9)™" < Cin (E(Za(t) = Za(s))")" < Ct — 8)™"

Then for m > 1/a, Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem entails that the process has a continuous
version with y-Holder-continuous sample path with v < (am — 1)/(2m). Letting m — oo,
we complete the proof for the second part. O

Remark 2.2. From stochastic-integral representations, in principle, one can obtain explicit
formula of the covariance function following (2.4]). However, most of the time the infinite
series in the formulae cannot be simplified and are not directly useful. We mention two
noteworthy exceptions, both from ﬂﬁ, Theorem 2.3|.

(a) With a; = 1,5 € N, Z, is the limit of occupancy process. Then,

(2.5) Cov(Z,(s), Z4(t)) =T(1 — ) ((s + t)* — max{s, t}“).

(b) With a; = 1y, is odd}, Za is the limit of odd-occupancy process. Then,
Cov(Z4(8), Z4(t)) =T(1 — a)2* 2 ((s +1)* — |t — s]|?).

In this Case (Z4(t))i>0 is known as the bi-fractional Brownian motion with parameters
(1/2, ). See [15, Remark 2.4] for more discussions.

We provide a calculation for (2.5) using (2.2). Assume s < t. First,
k : ,
5\ k=i s\ k
Z()()(—z) =1-(-3)
Tt k‘j_l_ t \" (s )
Fid — s+t s+t B s+t s+t)

J

| |
;?- k:
,_. »—A

A key identity in calculations involving limit processes of Karlin model is the following. Let

Q. be an a-Sibuya random variable |28]. That is, it is an N-valued random variable with
a T'(k-a)

F'l—a)(k+1)

]P)(ro:k): k€N,
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and in particular it satisfies 2* = 1 — E(1 — 2)@= for all |z| < 1 (this is essentially Newton’s
generalized binomial theorem). Then, we have

at® g F(l)tr(zi(ﬁ)_ ) _ Do — 1)t°F (1 - (1 - ;)Qa) — (o —1)s%,

and

o FEL () (k= a) . s\ [t \*
a(s+t)z ”F(k;—l—l) :F(a—l)(s+t)E<1—<S+t) _<s—|—t) )

i =T(a—1) (s +1° — (s +1)%).

Combining the above we have derived the stated (2.3).

3. LIMIT THEOREM FOR THE POISSONIZED MODEL

In order to prove Theorem [[LIl we proceed by a standard Poissonization approach, as
already carried out in ﬂﬂ, @, @] This section is devoted to the functional central limit
theorem for the Poissonized model of the Karlin model, which we first introduce.

For each ¢ € N, let Ny = (Ny(t))i>0 be a Poisson process with parameter py, and assume
that (Ng)een are independent. Set

Dij =Y 1mw=i-t 2 0,j €N,
/=1

and define

o0

(3.1) Wn(t) = Zaj (Ent,j - Eﬁnt,j) = Z (aN((nt) - ECLNZ(m)) .
j=1

(=1

We shall prove the following theorem, which is the Poissonized version of Theorem [Tl Recall
that we assume p; ~ C =Y as j — 0o, which we do not repeat in the sequel, and we take
02 =v(n) ~ Cyn®. See the discussions around (L.2)).

Theorem 3.1. Assume (a;)jen with ag = 0 satisfies |a;; — a;| < Cj° for alli,j € N and
some 3 € [0,a?/2). Then,

Wa(t)
(T) = (Za(t)) 10,1+ as n — 00,
te(0,1]

in D([0,1]), where the process Z, is as in Proposition 2.

To prove Theorem Bl we first prove the convergence of finite-dimensional distributions
in Section Bl Note that in this step we assume only the weaker condition |a;| < Cj° for
p € 10,a/2). Next, in Section we establish the tightness, and it is here that we impose
the stronger condition |a;;; — a;] < Cj? with 8 € [0,a%/2).
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3.1. Finite-dimensional convergence for the Poissonized model. In this section, we
prove the following.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that (a;);en satisfies a; < CjP for some 3 € [0, /2). Then,
W,(t) fdd
(T) = (Za(1)) 10,1+ a8 M — 00.
te(0,1]

We proceed by the following approximation. For every fixed € > 0, write

Wa(t) = W)+ T(), telo1],neN,

where
o oo " ln—1
W) == (anmny —Banymn)  and  TO() ==Y (anymn — Ean)
(=l /=1
with

Uy =l = |ev(n)] = |eor].
Introduce also

Z(t) = / (aney — Elayigy) Ma(dr,dw’), €N, ¢ € [0,1].
(0,e=1/o]x

Clearly, for every t > 0 fixed, z (t) = Z,(t) in probability as € | 0.
Then, by the standard triangular array approximation argument ﬂ, Theorem 3.1], to prove
Proposition it suffices to establish Lemmas and [3.4] below.

Lemma 3.3. For everyt > 0, under the assumptions of Proposition[3.3 we have

Wi (t id
( ( )> fdd, (Z,gf)(t))te[o o asn = 0o
te(0,1]

On
Lemma 3.4. Under the assumptions of Proposition[3.3, for everyt > 0,

lim lim sup P (

€0 nooo

ﬁ(f)(t)‘ > ann> =0, for alln > 0.

Before proving the lemmas we need the following technical estimate which we shall use at
several places. Let

t
v(a,t) = / e dz, a>—1,t>0,
0
denote the lower incomplete gamma function.

Lemma 3.5. Let (b;);en, be a sequence such that by = 0, |b;] < Cj* for some o’ < a.
Fizt > 0. Then,

(3.2) S by ~ o2at® i (J 9?, € )7
=L, 7j=1
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as n — 00, and there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

ln—1
(3.3) Z EbNe(nt) < CO‘?Ltalel_a,/a
/=1

for alln € N. As a consequence, there ezists a constant C > 0 such that for all t € (0, 1],

ZEle(”t) < CO’itO/.

(=1

Proof. Using the substitution z = nt/x and then integration by parts we have

b —nt/z ¢ J ntpg,, b: . t
Z Ebn, (nty = / < (%) v(dx) = —/ Z j—]'z]e_zv (d%)
/;D(n j=1 0 Jj=1 ’
nben bie” j — 2)20 1 (nt) =1 bye P ( ntpg )!
[t b o7 3

0

j=1
= A, — Bn
We claim that
(3.4) Jim f—g — @ /Ote " g bje*(j —j!z)za‘—l—a d.
and
35 [RR= ) Pt SYS
n =1

To prove (B.4]) note that the function

> bie~* j—zz’ Lo(nt/z)
NETSHAE) 3 o

Jj=1

converges pointwise to the integrand on the right-hand side of ([B4]) multiplied by t*. It
remains to justify the domination condition in the dominated convergence theorem. To this
end note that since

ntpy, ~ ntCol Y% ~ ntCo (eCon®) Y — te 1/,

then for some ¢’ > 0 for n large enough such that ntp,, < te '/*+¢§’, and another application
of Potter’s theorem on v(nt/z)/v(nt) we have for § > 0 and some constant C' > 0 depending
on ¢,

TGt

i max {2°, 27} 1= g(2),

- [bjle
192(2)] < Cligpervoggn(2) D

=1

for all n large enough, and g is integrable.
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To prove ([3.3]), we write

—nipy,,

B, v(p[:) i bj(ntpy, ) e

2 2
n o J!

Y

=1
and observe that ntp, — te~'/* and
v(py,) ~ .

Then, ([B3) follows again by the dominated convergence theorem.
Next, write ¢y = te~/®. Note that the right-hand side of (34) can be written as

" i b —ve) =i +1- &) _ i bi(av(j — a, €) + € e )

A A
j=1 J: j=1 J:
o= bjay(j — a, te /)
=) i + R,
=1

where we used sv(s,x) —y(s+1,x2) = z°¢~* in the first equality. Then combining (34 and

BX) we have

A, B, o bjon(j —ate e
lim —ZEle(nt = hm (———) :taz Y .a’ ‘ >+RE—RE

> v
n—oo g !
=1 J

o=t
—1/0c)

For the second part, we have

ZE@MW < CZEM (nt)® < CZ (EN,(nt)) CZ penit)®

/=1 /=1
S C’(nt) 6711 o o SCEl o /o 2ta

where in the second inequality we used EX®" < (EX)® with o/ < 1 for non-negative random
variable X. O

Proof of Lemmal3.3. By the Cramér—Wold device it suffices to show that, for distinct
t1...,tg €[0,1] and any ¢, ...,cq € R,

d —
3 W™ (t:) 3
z‘:1c In i “e ( )

We first compute the convergence of the asymptotic variance. Since

d d
ar (Z ci/V[\ng) (tl)) = Z c;c; Cov </V[7,§E) (t;), /V[7,§E) (tj)) :
i=1

,j=1
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It suffices to show, for s < t,

(3.6) lim — Cov (W{9(s), W9(1)) = Cov (219(s), 2L0(1)) .

n—o00 0'2

First, we provide the expression of the covariance function in the limit:

Cov (Z9(s), Z9(1))
=< FY (B)y(k — o, te /) x F?

a,s t(k‘)’y(k‘ — Q, (t + s)e_l/a)

:ataz B x —a(s+1)* X

k=1 k=1

The calculation is essentially the same as in Proposition 2.1] replacing fooo by fo
omit the details.
Next, we compute the asymptotic covariance. Write

Cov (vaée)(s), WT(LE ) Z E aNe (ns) AN, ( nt Z Ea'Nz ns)Ea'Nz(nt)

(=t =ty
We have
. (nspe)’ (n (t— s)pe)’’ o
S E (ammasion) = 30 30D asases 1
=0, (=0, j=1 j/=0 g1
— S iz a, nspg (t—S)pZ) e—ntpg
— a; :
(=0, k=1 j=1 gtk = 3)!
= F(1 )(nt
3 3 DO v S g0 (i),
(=0, k=1 t=t,

Thus, by Lemma B with by, = F.") (k), we have

a,s,t

= FY (k)y(k — a, te1/2)

D B (anymeyan,m) ~ opat® Y 22 7

L=l k=1

Similarly

oo o0 XX

ZEaNl(ns)EaNl(nt — ZZZ% a (nspy UTW) s+

(=t (=0, j=1j

k
— (2) (k)we_n(mm

o0 ng{t(/g)y(k —a, (t4 s)e o)
k! ‘

(Recall that \Fa(lzt(k)\ < Ck?* i =1,2 by assumption.) We have thus proved (3.6]).

—1/a
. We
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Next, we apply the central limit theorem for an infinite triangular array of independent
random variables satlsfymg the Lyapunov—type condition ﬂg Theorem 8.4.1]). Note that

Z WO (t) = Z Z ¢i (an, ) — Ean(nr,))
i=1

l=l, i=1

is a summation of independent random variables, and we have verified the convergence of
the variance as desired in ([B.0). It remains to verify

. 1
(3.7) nh—{{.lo g2+ Z E Z Ci (aNe(mfi) - EaNz(nti)) =0,
nooy—g, |i=1
for some 6 > 0. We have
246
246
Um S B[S (wnuy ~Eavens)| < Um 55 Bl ~ B
(=, |i=1 (=0, i=1
Co?
246
< 02+6 Z ZEMNZ nty) |7 < o2+0 — 0,
=l, i=1

where in the second inequality, we used the fact that, by convexity and Jensen’s inequality,
for random variable X,

(38) E|X o ]EX|2+5 < 21+5(]E|X|2+6 + |EX|2+5) < 26+2E|X|2+6,

and in third inequality we used Lemma under the assumption |b;| = |a;|**® < Cj for
some o < a: for this it suffices to take 6 > 0 such that o/ = (2 + ¢) < a. Therefore, ([B.7)
is verified. O

Proof of Lemma[3.4) We shall prove, there exist constants C' > 0 and (d,)eso with lim, o d. =
0 such that

Var(T'9(t)) < Co?d,, for all n € N.
This then implies the desired result. This is then an immediate consequence of ([B.3]), which

yields
-1

Var (T(6 ) Z E( aNL/ nt)) < Cet=2Blapath,
=1
O

3.2. Tightness for the Poissonized model. To prove tightness, we proceed by another
approximation of W,,. Set

, n

jTL = \‘ J 7n Z 27

logn

and j; := 1. Consider the following truncated process

= Z ang Eang( )) with an,g(t) = a’N((’nt)]-{N((n)Sjn}7t € [0, 1].
/=1



16 JAIME GARZA AND YIZAO WANG

Therefore, in order to show that o, I(Wn(t))te[oﬂ is tight in D([0, 1]), we shall establish that

both
Cmm) - Cnm—mﬁv
On On
tef0,1] te[0,1]

are tight. These are established in Propositions and [3.10] below respectively.

Proposition 3.6. Assume |a;; — a;| < Cj° with 8 € [0,a/2).
(i) For all p € [1,a/23), we have, for some constant C,

o~ o~ 2
(39) E )Wn(t) - Wn(s)) L <Ot — s + 0@t —s|°7), forall0 < s<t<1neN.

(ii) For some constant C' > 0, almost surely,

—

(3.10) ‘/Wn(t) . Wn(s)‘ < O(N(nt) — N(ns) +n(t —s)), for all0 < s <t<1,

As a consequence, if in addition

2
b e [0,%) and pG(é,%),

the process o;\W,, is tight in D([0,1]).

Proof. We first prove ([B9]). Write

~

amg(t) = &n,g(t) — Ean,g(t).

By Rosenthal’s inequality, we have
(3.11)

) 00 p
—~ —~ 2p
E Wy (t) — Wn(s)} a9 <ZE [@n,e(t) — an,é(s)|2p + (ZE @ e(t) — arz,€(3)|2> ) :
=1 =1
Recall (3:8). Observe also that

—~ ~ d
[@n,e(t) = Ane(5)] < C (Ne(nt) = Ne(ns))” Linymy<jny = CNJ (n(t = ) Lnymy<in)
where the first step is in the almost sure sense and we used the property |a;4; —a;| < C 35,

and the second step we used the exchangeability of Poisson random measure. Applying (3.8)
first and combining all the above, we arrive at

(312) Efanlt) = @ ()" < CF [ (t) = ans(s)” < CF (NP (n(t = )L ) -

Taking p such that 20p < «, and applying Lemma [3.7 below, we complete the proof of (3.9]).
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We next prove ([BI0). Recall we assume that |a;,; — a;| < Cj° for some constant C' for
all 7, 7 € N. By definition,

Wn(t) - /Wn(s)‘ < Z }a’N((TLt) - a’N((TLS)‘ + ZE }a'N((TLt) - a’N((TLS)‘
(=1

(=1

< CZ (Ne(nt) — Ny(ns))” + CZ (EN¢(nt) — EN¢(ns))’
< C(N(nt) — N(ns) +n(t — s)).

The claimed tightness now follows from Lemma below, which is an adaption of “E,
Lemma 3.6]. Therein, the lemma assumes a single process G(t) and our lemma here is a
generalization in the sense that if the process G, (t) takes the form G,(t) = G(nt), then

—

our Lemma [0 becomes [15, Lemma 3.6]. However, here we shall need G, (t) = W, (t), and
hence we need to slightly modify the tightness argument therein. We also found and filled in
a small gap in the argument therein when establishing the corresponding ([BI8) and (B19)
here; see comments below. O

Lemma 3.7. For every p € (0,a/f), there exists C > 0 such that

ZE (Ng(nt)gpl{Ne(m)gn/10gn}) < CO’?Lta for alln € Nt € [O, 1].
=1
The upper bound is to be compared with (8.2 and (3.3]) where the upper bound for the
above without the indicator function was obtained. Without the indicator function, the
upper bound in (B:2) is of the same order while in ([3.3) we have obtained an upper bound
of Co%tP?. The gain here is we replace 77 by t* (recall p3 < «).

Proof. We start by writing

o] oo Jn 'Bpe—nt/x nt J
ZE (Ng(nt)ﬁpl{Ne(m‘,)gn/logn}) 2/ Z ji (—) v(dz)

|
(=1 0 =1 J: v
oo In iBre=z(j — )01 [t
:/ Z] (j.' ) v (_) dZ,
(1 J: <

where in the second step we used integration by parts and the substitution z = nt/x.
Modifying the argument for (3.4 in the proof of Lemma B.5] we can show

1 Jn Bp —z(; _ Jj—1 t
/ S 2 U("_) dz < Co2®  forallneN,teo,1].
0 J: ~

J=1

For the integral over [1,00), we first mention an identity: for any sequence (D,);>o with
Dy =0 and j, € N,

j’!L ]n
D, , Dii—D. . D. .
(3.13) E :f](j—z)z]_l — E :MZJ _ Zntl g

| | |
=1 =0 J: In’
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Then, it follows that for § € (0, & — pf3) and constants C' depending on d,

0o Jn Bp ,—z(; j—1 oo Jn y Bp _ iBp
/ Z - (j. 2)2 v (%t) dz < v(nt)/ Z Ut 1>‘ J Zje_zv(nt/z) dz
1 1

| |
s J! = J! v(nt)
j7l . .
0 (] + 1)ﬁp _ jﬁp Cats s
SC’U(nt)/ Z S 2 e *dz,
SR J:

where with D; = j% we applied [B.I3) in the first step (and removed the last negative term)
and then applied Potter’s bound in the second step (here we needed the key property that
Dji1 — D; > 0). It remains to show that the integral above is bounded by a constant that
does not depending on n. Indeed,

jn . .
00 1)Pr — B
/ (j + ) J Zj—a-i—ée—zdz
1

1l
Jj=0 J:
[e'e) In Bp (s —z j—1—a+d - 1 Bp o
— / Z G z)?' : dz + 7(% —?_‘ ) / PInmatie=2q,
1 j=1 J: In: 1
o 4/Bp . /Bp .
j . (Jn + PTG +1—a+9)

which is finite since fp + 6 < «. (Note that in the last step above for the first term, we
first exchanged the integral and summation, next bounded Z;”Zl floo by Z(;il fooo, and then
applied jI'(j —a+0)—T'(j+1—a+d) = (a—9)I'(j —a+9); if we first extend the summation
and integral and then exchange the order, then Fubini’s theorem does not apply.) U

Remark 3.8. The discussions around (3.I1)) and (B.I12) are under the assumption 8 < o?/2,
which is needed to establish the moment inequality on the increments in ([3.9). Another
method for establishing tightness is found in “E], but their approach also requires the moment

estimate ([3.9).

Lemma 3.9. Let G,, = (G,(t))icppa],n € N be a sequence of stochastic processes defined on a
common probability space with a standard Poisson process (N(t))i>o, satisfying the following
two conditions.

(1) For some p > o we have
(3.14)  E|Gn(t) — Ga(s)|* < C (|t = s|*P02 + |t — s|*02),  forall s,t € [0,1],n € N.
(ii) There exists a constant Cy > 0 such that almost surely,
(3.15) |Gn(t) — Gu(s)| < Co (N(nt) — N(ns) +n(t —s)), forall0<s<t<1
Then,

limlimsupP | sup |G,(t) — Gn(s)| > 9o, | =0 for alln > 0.
0 nooo s,t€[0,1]
i—s|<o
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Proof. Fixn > 0and 0 € (0,1). Set r:= |1/6| + 1, and t; :=id,i =0,...,7r— 1 and ¢, := 1.
By [7, Theorem 7.4|, we have

s,t€[0,1] s€[ti—1,ti]

|t—s|<o =

(3.16) P | sup |G,(t) — Gn(s)| =Moo, | < ZIP’ ( sup |Gn(s) — Gu(tiz1)| > Bnan) :

Fix i € {1,...,r} and we analyze the probability on the right-hand side above. Set

; 5
Tpe = 4y =ty g keNy (=025

For each s € [t;_1,t;] set
sk::max{xu:€:O,...,2k,xk7g§s}, keN,

and sg := t;_;. That is, we have constructed a non-decreasing sequence: t;_ 1 = sg < 51 <
... < s. We also choose

(3.17) k= {logz (z(e - 1)00"5)J +1,

Non

and by triangle inequality we have

kn

(Gnls) = Gulti) < D |G(sk) = Gulse-1)| + |Gals) = Gr(sg,)

k=1

Now, we derive a uniform upper bound for the difference above for all s € [t;_1,t;]. For the
summation on the right-hand side above, we have

k’!L k’!L
D [Galsk) = Galsi) <Y max |Gr(Tre) — Gn(Tpe1)]-
k=1 k=0 7

This is a compact way of combining two cases: when s < ¢; the summation on the right-hand
side can be replaced by le?;l(- <) (this follows from the observation that sy —s;_; = 0 or 6 /2%
for k> 1), and when s = ¢; the left-hand side is equal to |G,,(z00) — Gy (x0,1)| corresponding
to k = 0. We also have

|Gn(s) — Gn(sk,)

<  max sup Co (N (ns) — N(nxy, o) +n(s — xp, 0))

(=0,..., 2k7l_18€[mkn,e,$kn,e+1]

< max G (N (n(zp,e +6275)) — N(nwy, o) + nd2~ ")

<  max ) Co (N (n(xknz + 52_k”)) - N("xkn,f» + N0,
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where in the first inequality we used the assumption ([3.15), and in the third we recalled the
choice of k,, in (B.I7) which implies Cond2=* < neo,,. We then arrive at

lim sup P < sup  |Gn(s) — Gu(ti—1)| > 377%)

n—00 SE[ti—1,ti]
kn
3.18 <li P G, — Gz 1) > noy,
(3.18) < limsup <kZ:0 Ziﬁng (@) (@ke-1)| > o )
(3.19) + limsup P < max  Co (N (n(xx, ¢ + 0275)) — N(nay, ) > nan) .
n—00 =0,...,2kn —1

(In , Proof of Lemma 3.6|, the analysis of case where s = t; was missing, and it can be
dealt with as shown here.) The expression of ([3.19) is zero. Indeed, we have

P (z max  Cj (N(n(ib’kn,e 4+ 627F)) — N(nl’kn,e)) > 77%) < 2P (N(néQ_k”) > %’i)
-0 0

< 2kn6n62*k" (e=1)—non/Co
< Me—c

Non

’
MNon
)

with C" = (1—-1/(2(e—1)))/Co. In the second inequality above we used Markov’s inequality,
and in the third we used

ofn < ACo(e = 1)nd and 27k < %%

no, ~ 2Ch(e — 1)nd’

which follows from the choice of &, in ([B.1T).

We obtain an upper bound for the expression (B.I8)). Setting ng = n/((k+1)(k+2)), k € Ny,
we have

kn
P (ZZ max |G (2r0) — Gn(Tp0-1)| > 77%)

kn
<>P <£ max |Gy (zxe) — Go(re1)| > nkan)

=1,...,2k

kn 2k
< Z ZP (|Gn(xre) — Gu(Th—1)| > MKon) -

k=0 (=1

By moment estimates in (8.I4]), the last double summation is bounded by



A FUNCTIONAL CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR KARLIN MODEL 21

kZZ oo |Gz s) — Gr(wppo) |
2p

k=0 (=1 In

k
o _ Tho — Tho—1|"
<OR 3l e )
On

k=0 (=1

o0 kn
< C§°r Z nk—2p2k(1—ap) + 05a0_52(p—1) Z ,’7k—2p2k(1—a).
k=0 k=0

In the last expression, the first term is C'0“? (since the series is finite), and the second is
bounded by

l1—a 1—a
05007;2(10—1)2%(1—@) <C <+a)+l) <C (L) 0

0121(17—1)/( 0121/0&1

as n — 00, where in the second inequality we used the assumption ap > 1 (which implies
2(p—1)/(1 —a) > 2/a). It then follows that

kn
(3.20) lim sup P (E Zmax |G (2re) — Gru(xp—1)] > 77%) < 0P,
n—o00 1.,

k=0

Combining B.I6), (B18), (319) and 3:20), we have obtained

limsupP | sup |G,(t) — Gu(s)| > 9Ino, | < C([671] +1) 6.

n—00 s,t€[0,1]
[t/ <5
Again since ap > 1, this completes the proof. O

—~

It remains to prove the tightness of o, 1(Wn — Wy).
Proposition 3.10. With f < «/2,

. (6) — T | -
(3.21) sup [Wa(t) ®) — 0 in probability as n — oc.
te(0,1] Op,

Proof. To see this, pick K > 2 and set
Ok = {Z Lin,(m)>jy < Klogn  and  sup Ny(n) < Kn} )
— (eN
Note that for all K > 2,
(3.22) lim P(2, k) = 1.

n— o0
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Indeed, recalling that N(n) = >,°, Ny(n) is a Poisson random variable with parameter n,
we have

P (% x) §IP’<Z (No(n)>jn} >Klogn> +P<supNg( ) >Kn)
= (eN
<P (Z Ny(n) > jnKlogn) +P <Z Ny(n) > Kn)
/=1 (=1

§P<N(n) > %n) +P(N(n) > Kn) =0

as n — 0.
Therefore, thanks to ([3.22) it suffices to prove

lim P (sup Walt) = Wa(t) 1o, . > e) =0.

=00 te[0,1] On

Observe that
sup ’Wn(t> - Wn(t)‘ 1Qn,K
te[0,1]

(e}

= sup Z (@) Line )y — E (an,n Lnam)>in}))

1Qn,K
t€[0,1]

< sup Z |ty LiNom)>sn} | 10, + SUD ZE | () Lo (0>}
tel0,1] )= tel0,1]

For the first supremum, we have

sup Z ‘aNe(nt 1{Ng(nt >]n}‘ 1Q K < CZ Nﬁ 1{Nl(n)>]n}1QnK
t€[0,1] ', —1

< Ci‘;{? N/ ()Y Lwmsinplo, . < C(En)’Klogn.
=1
For the second supremum, we have, for 6 € (0,1 — «),

sup ZE ‘aNe nt 1{N[(n)>j n} < C sup ZE ( nt)l{Nl(n)Nn})
te[0,1] t€(0,1] )=

logn oto=f o0 N
=1 =1

logn atd—pB o s
<C ( ) Z(EN((TL))OH_& < CnPlog*™ P n

n
(=1

where in the second inequality we applied E(Ngﬁ]-{Ng(n)>jn}) < E(N} (Ny(n)/j,)*+9F) (notice
a+ 9 — > 0). The stated result (3:2I)) now follows. O
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4. DE-POISSONIZATION
Recall that W, (t) in (L4) and Wn(t) in (B1)) can be re-written as follows

[e.e]

Wn(t) = Z (aK[ntj,l - EaKLntj,Z) )

(=1

3
NE

W, (t) =

(aNz(m) - EaNz(nt)) :

~
Il

1
The goal is to prove the convergence of o, ' (W,,(t)):cp0,1) and we have just proved the con-

vergence of its Poissonized version W, in Theorem B.Il In this section we complete the
proof of Theorem [L.T] by showing that the difference of the two processes is negligible in an
appropriate sense. First, the two processes can be coupled as follows. Let (7;)ren denote
the consecutive arrival times of the Poisson process (N(t))i>o with N(t) := >",2, N,(t) and

T0 = 0. Set
Tint]

An(t) :=

.t 0,1].

Then, (Ne(nA,(t)))i>0.0en 4 (K |nt)0)i>0,0en. Without loss of generality, we assume further
the equality is almost surely in this section. It follows that Z;il K 0 = Z;il AN, (nAn (1))

almost surely. Therefore, with

G(t) == Ean,),t >0, and q(n):=Eag,, n €N,

we have
Wa(®) = 3 (amrny = @A) = D (0,0 = @lnAa(?)))
(4.1) = Walt) + D (ae(nt]) = G(nra(1)).

It is well-known that
lim sup |A,(¢) —t| =0, almost surely,
=0 4e(0,1]
and hence by standard de-Poissonization argument, see for example ﬂﬂ] and also “E], it

follows that )

Z(W"(A"(t)»te[o,u and %(Wﬂ(t)>te[0,ﬂ

have the same limit in D([0,1]), and we have proved the convergence of the latter to the
desired limit in the previous section. Then, in view of (A1), to complete the proof of Theorem
[Tl it remains to establish the following. Again, the regular variation assumption (L.2) on
(pj)jen is imposed throughout without further mention.

Proposition 4.1. Assume |a;.; — a;| < Cj? for alli,j € N with 8 € [0,«/2). We have

(@e(nAn(t)) — qe([nt]))

(=1

1
sup —
te[0,1] On

— 0 in probability as n — .
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Proof. We first show

1 o0
(4.2) —  sup Z GQe(nA\,(t)) — qe([nt]))| — 0 in probability,

Un te n- (1— e) —1
for e € (0,a/2). We shall show that sup,c(y ,—a-a; 22, (|qe(nt)] + |ge(nt)] + |ge(nAa(t))]) =
o(0,). To see this, we first notice

(4.3)
sup Z\qe (nt)| <C  sup ZENZ (nt) <CZEN3 ) < CEN(n) = Cn,

[On (- 6)]Z 1 tE[OTL (- e)]z 1

and Supycp ,—1-a) 2 [qe(nt)] < Cn® can be obtained similarly. It remains to bound
SUD;c(0.n-(1-] 2pey [de(RA(t))]. One can first show that

lim P ( sup  nA,(t) > 2n6> = 0.

N0 te[0,n—(1-9))

This is because the supremum is achieved at n\,(n=0179) = T|ne|, Which is a Poisson ran-
dom variable with parameter [n]. Then, to show sup,c(o ,~a-0; >y Ge(nAn(t))/0n — 0 in
probability it suffices to show

sup > Gu(nha(t) = sup Y G(t) = ofon),
telo,n=1-9] tef0,2n] Y5

where the last step follows from ([A3]). We have thus established (£.2]).
It remains to show that for all € > 0,

[e.9]

(44) s S @) — ant)))| = 0.

N0 yefn-(1-0,1] On |95

To better illustrate the analysis, we first deal with ¢ = 1 (instead of considering the supremum
over t € [n=179 1]).

A crucial step is to apply a local central limit theorem controlling |g,(n) — q.(n)| =
[Ean(np,) — Eag,,, | and also |g(n + x) — q(n)| = |Ean(miayp) — Ean(up,|, where N(A)
is a Poisson random variable with parameter A > 0 and B, , is a binomial random variable
with parameters (n,p). This step is technical and is explained in Section Tl

Proof for the case t = 1. Write A\, = \,,(1) = 7,/n. Set
A, = {nX\, —n| < nt/? logn} .

As a consequence of the central limit theorem we have lim,,_,, P(AS) = 0, and it suffices to
show

(4.5) Z (Ge(nAn) —qe(n))| 14, =0, almost surely.
=1

lim —
n—oo 0y,
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We have
Z (@(nAn) —qe(n)) 14, = Z (@e(nAn) — qe(n)) 14, + Z (qe(n) — qe(n)) 1a, =: In1+ Ipno.
/=1 (=1

We first deal with I, ;. Set
d, :=n'?logn and m, = Lno‘lj,n eN,
for some o/ > «/2 (and satisfying another condition (A7) below). Notice
Ge(nAn) — @(n)| 1a, < sup |Ean, ey — Eay,m| almost surely.

|z|<dn

Write J,, :={j € N:|j —m| <d,,}. We have

Sup |E (an(nta)m) Lin(ta)p)esn)) — B (8@ Livme)) |

< > laxl sup [P(N((n+)p) = k) = B(N(np) = k)|

kedny,  |7ISdn
log®n
SCnpﬁlogn<O plog’n +O< )),
(np) (VP ) N
where in the second inequality we applied a local central limit theorem in Lemma L4 We
also have

sup E |an((nta)p) LN (n+oip)g I} | + B |08 mp) LN mp)g 1up} | = O

faster than any polynomial rate (uniformly for all p > n¢). Indeed, |a;| < Cj% and P(N(np) ¢

Jup) — 0 decays at rate eC18"n (by Bennett’s inequality), and one can show for n large
enough,

P(V(n-+2)p) ¢ Jug) < B (IN (-4 0)p) = (0 gl > 33/ Dplog((n+2) ).

. . _ 2
which again tends to zero at rate e~“!°¢"". So, we have shown

(4.6) sup Z ‘ECLNZ (ntz) — Ean, @ ‘ < Cn” Zpl/%’ﬁ log® n + Czn lmgin + o(no‘/2).

1/2 B
np
|m|<dn£ 1 =1 4

Note that when 1/2 + 8 > a, the first summation is of order O(nﬁ log® n) = o(n®/?). When,
1/2 + 8 < a, the first summation is of order n® (1=(/2+8)/0)+5 " which is of order o(n®/?) if
, o 2a—4p
22a—1-283
The second summation on the right-hand side above is of order n® (+1/2=8)/0)=(1/2=5) 150% p,
which is of order o(n®/?) when

a2+ 2a—48

21420 —23

One readily checks that this condition is the most restrictive constraint on o’. In summary,
for all 8 € [0,/2), under (&7) the upper bound in () is of order o(n®/?) almost surely.

(4.7) o <
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Next, notice that using |a;,; — a;| < Cj°,

Z |Ge(nAn) — qe(n)] 14, < sup Z E ‘CLN[ — AN, (n) ‘

|lu—n|<d

t=m.,, " l=mn
<C| s Z (IVe(w) = Ne(m) |15,y N0y )
UmnISn p—pm,
Z npf 1{N(dnpz)750}) :

Assume o' > a/2. Then, lim, . Sups,,, d,pe = 0, and therefore

Z qe(nAn) — qe(n |1A7L<CZ %0)<Cn1/210gn2pz
l=mn l=mp, l=my
(4.8) < Ont/AH 0= 60 = o(n*/?).

We have thus proved, by choosing o' satisfying ([7) and o/ > /2, |I,1| = o(n*/?) almost
surely.
Next, we deal with I,, 5. We shall again decompose the summation into ) ;™ and »,° .,

with m, = [n®|. However, this time the choice of ' is not necessarily the same as when
dealing with I,,; before (but instead satisfying (A.I0) and (AI2) below).

We first consider ¢ < m,,. Recall that K, , is a binomial random variable with parameters
n,pe (denoted also by By, ,,). This time, by Lemma [£.4] we have

|E (antmp) Lintp)etnyy) = B (08, 180 pen)) |
< Z lax| |P(N(np) = k) — P(Bn, = k)|

kGan

< C(np)?logn (0 (plog®n) + O (1°g4”)) .

np

We also have E }aN(np)l{N(np)wnp}} + E ‘aBn,p]‘{Bn,pﬁéan}‘ — 0 faster than any polynomial
rate (we have discussed the first convergence before, and the second follows from Bernstein’s
inequality). Thus,

Z }EaNe( —Eag, e‘ < CnPlog? anHB + CnP1log? ang + o(n*/?)
= =1 =1
(4.9) < OnPlog? n + Cnf~1He' H0=A)/a) 1ogt 4 o(n/?).

For the upper bound to be of order o(n®?), we need to impose

aa+2—-243

410 raarem ey
(4.10) Y S YAt 1-5
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For ¢ > m,,, we have

| (an (np) Linnp) <o) — B (0B, 118,y <nptduy}) |

[np+dnp |
< : =J)— =J
B )Sﬁi}énp |a]| ]Z:; |P(N(np) ]) ]P)(Bmp ])|

Cnp?, if p<nt

T <nptdny On'Bp?t8  if p > nL.

< max |ajldry (N(np), Bnyp) < {

where in the second inequality we used the total variation estimate to control the difference
of the two expectations: for the total variance distance between Poisson and binomial dis-
tributions we used dry(N(np), B,,) < 2np? I2]. We also have IE(aN (np) L{N (np) >np+dnp}) —
E(ap, ,1(B, ,>np+dn,})| — 0 faster than any polynomial rate. Therefore,

[n] o]

D a(n) — qe(n)| < CnttE N " mCERe L O N 7 4 o(n?)
l=mp L=mp {=|[n>|+1
(4.11) < Oplth+a’(1-2+8)/0) | cpa—l < Opl+B+a/ (1-(248)/a) O(na/2>.

One readily checks that the upper bound above is of order o(n®/?), if and only if

a2 —a+203
4.12 > - —
(4.12) R N BN

It remains to check that there exists o’ satisfying both constraints (EI0) and (£I2). This
is equivalent to the condition f < 1 — a/2. But we already imposed < «/2, which is a
stronger condition. That is, we have proved that, by choosing o' satisfying (d.10) and (£I12]),

[I.2] = 0(n®/?). We have completed the proof of ([AH).

Proof of ([@4). Now we extend the above upper bounds to uniform controls in both n and
t. First, one needs to modify accordingly the definition of A,. Recall that A,(t) = 7| /n
and is piecewise constant. So we have

sup |nA,(t) — [nt]| = max |1, — j|.

t€[0,1] j=lyem
This time, we fix € > 0 and set
(4.13) Aue= {|¢j —jl< \ﬁlogj} .

j=[n<]

Recall also that 7; is the partial sum of i.i.d. standard exponential random variables. The
concentration inequality for exponential random variables ﬂg, |3_1|] says that P(7, —n > t) <
e=Cmin{t?/n} “and we also have P(1, —n < —t) < e **/C0+/3) by Bernstein’s inequality.

Thus, we have
n

_ 2
e C'log” k 0
L

= n€J

P(A; ) <
k
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as n — oo. Thus, in order to prove (A1) it suffices to prove

1
(4.14) lim sup —

N0 4en-(1-9.1) In

Z qe(nAn(t)) — qe([nt]))| 1a,. = 0, almost surely.
=1

The analysis now becomes essentially the same as in the proof of the case t = 1, except
that now parameters m,, and d,, are chosen to depend on t. Our upper bounds below are
uniform in n € N, ¢ > n=(179_ Set

M (t) = L(nt)o‘/J and  d,(t) := |nt]"*log |nt],

and write

D (@A) = ae([nt))) 1a,.

=D (@) = d@([nt]) La,, + D @lnt]) = ae([nt])) =: La(t) + La(t):

(=1

In place of the analysis of I, ; earlier, we now have

mn(t) [e'e)
La@] < sup Y (a@(w) = G@l[nt])| + sup D la@(w) = @l[nt))].
fu—nt][<dn(t) 5= fu—Lnt)[<dn(t) () 11

This time we obtain similar bounds as in (4.6]) and (48) (with n replaced by |nt]), which
is almost surely of order o(n®/?) under o/ > /2 and ([@T)). In place of the analysis of I,
earlier, we now have

my, (t) 00
< > lallnt])) = a(lnt)l+ Y Ja@llnt]) — a((nt])],
=1 = (£)+1

and we can obtain similar bounds as in (J) and ([II), which is of order o((nt)®/?) under
(AI0) and (£I2)). Combining the two upper bounds we have proved ([EI4]). O

Remark 4.2. Proposition [4.1] is much more involved than the corresponding step in earlier
examples. In [15], this step is relatively straightforward (especially for the estimate of I,, 2)
as with a; = 1 or a; = 1{; is oaa}, the function ¢, and ¢, have explicit formulae of which one
can derive a sharp control on the difference above quickly. See Lemmas 4.2 and 4.4 therein.
We also notice in passing that in ﬂﬁ, Step 4 in the proof of Theorem 3|, the statement
P(Y, . (t) = Z;, | lI(nT) = [nt]) = 1 is incorrect (it is correct if Y7, and Z} ,(7) both are
replaced by the same statistic without centering). This small overlook is easy to fix therein
as they considered the simple case a;, = 1 for some prescribed jy and a; = 0 otherwise. It is
also worth pointing out that they did not apply the chaining argument for the tightness of
the Poissonized process, while they still needed certain moment estimates on the increments

as in our (B.9).
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Remark 4.3. A natural candidate to replace A, (instead of A, . used in ([AL.I3))) is

(4.15) A, = { sup n/2 |\, (1) —t| < logn} ,n €N,
te[0,1]

for which we still have lim,,_,o, P(AS) = 0, given n'/2(\,(t) — Defo] = (Bt)iepo,1) is D([0, 1]);

consequently the sequence (Sup;e(g g n'2| A\ (t) — t|)nen is tight. Notice that restricted to the

event A, defined in [EIH) we have [n\,(t) — nt| < n'/?logn. This control could eventually

lead to a uniform control in ([I4)) but only for the supremum restricted to t € [n=(1/279 1].

In particular, for + = O(n~'/2), the upper bound control is not sharp enough.

4.1. Local central limit theorems for Poisson and binomial distributions. The fol-
lowing lemma provides a refined control on the local central limit theorem for Poisson and
binomial distributions. For example, local central limit theorem says that P(N(n) = k) =
(27k) "2 exp (—(k —n)?/(2n)) +o(n"'/?) and the error term o(n~*/2) is uniformly in k& € N.
This error control is not sharp enough for our purposes and instead we shall need the fol-
lowing.

Lemma 4.4. Fize € (0,1). Then, there exists C > 0 such that

C 9 log*n
(116)  pax [P(N(up) = k) ~ P(B,, = K)| < (plog nt ) |
and
(4.17)  sup max |P(N((n+ z)p) =k) —P(N(np) =k)| < — <\/_log n+1 og® n) |
|z|<dyn ke Jnp \/— \/@

for alln € N,p € [n=%,1/2], and J,, := [m —m'?logm,,m +m'/?logm] N N.

Note that the upper constraint p < 1/2 can be relaxed to p < b < 1 for any b fixed. The
requirement p > n~° with € < 1 is such that sup,cp,-< /9 np — 00, which will be used at
multiple places.

Proof. We first prove (4I0]). Recall Stirling’s formula
nl = <E>n V2mn (1+0(n™).

e
We start with

np)* —np\"*
P(N(np) =k) = %e_"” = 217Tk (1 _k ’ p) ekmp (1+0(™).

Notice that

k
<1 _ k_k”p) — exp (klog (1 - k_k”p))

. (_(k oy ;:pf (K ;kzp)3 L0 (Uf_k#”‘l)) .
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The big O term on the right-hand side above is understood as follows: O((k — np)*/k3)

stands for a term depending on n,p and k, say r, , %, such that for some constant C' > 0,

C(k —np)*
k3 ’

Similar interpretations apply below. Therefore, we have shown that

O S (_(k e np>3> <1 Ot 10 (M))

(4.18) [Tkl < foralln e Nyp € [n7%,1/2],k € Jpy.

Vork 2k 3k? k3
1 (k—np)*  (k—np)® log* (np)
(4.19) T exp (— S AT 1+0 o :
Next, we have
n! .
P(Bnp=k) = mpk(l —p)"*

_/mp\k (n(1—p) ok n 1 o
() (5=0) Viwznyes oo
This time, \/n/(n—k) =1+ 0 (k/(n—k)) =1+ O (p), and

np B n(l—p)
klog ’ + (n — k) log i

B k —np k —np
—klog<1 ? )+(n k)log<1+n_k>

(k —np)®  (k—mnp)* (k —np)*\ (k- np)? [k — np®
2k 3k? +O< = )_2(n—k)+0(3(n—k)2)'

Notice also that

exp (-%) =140 (%) =1+ O (plog*(np)) .

We therefore have

(4.20) P(B,, = k)
_ \/zlﬁ_kexp (—(k ;2’79)2 _ (K ;kzmg) (1 +0 (plog*(np)) + O (bg;i#)) .

Combining ([A19) and ([A20]), we have proved the stated result (Z.16]).
Next, we prove ([AI7). This time we have

P(N((n + 2)p) = k) = — (1 _k—n+op ) F O (14 O(k™))

V2rk k 2 3
_ \/217T—k5exp (_(/f— (T;I;Fx)p) Lo ((k— (;l];x)p) )) .

The big O term is understood similarly as in (£If]) but in addition for all z € R such
that |z| < d,. A key observation is that for p small, a typical deviation caused by =z,
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zp, is O(n'?plogn), which is much smaller than the typical deviation k — np, which is
O((np)'/*1og(np)). Now,

(k=(n+a)p)? (k=np)® (ep)* (k—np)ap

2k 2k 2k k
_ 2
— L 2:]?) + O (p log? n) + 0 (\/]310g2 n) ,
and,
(k= (n+x)p)? o (yvnplogn)®\ O log®n
k2 B (np)? o \ymp )
The stated result now follows. O
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