arXiv:2412.15043v1 [math.PR] 19 Dec 2024

A FUNCTIONAL HUNGARIAN CONSTRUCTION FOR SUMS OF
INDEPENDENT RANDOM VARIABLES

ION GRAMA AND MICHAEL NUSSBAUM

Université de Bretagne-Sud and Cornell University

ABSTRACT. We develop a Hungarian construction for the partial sum process of indepen-
dent non-identically distributed random variables. The process is indexed by functions f
from a class H, but the supremum over f € H is taken outside the probability. This form is
a prerequisite for the Komlés-Major-Tusnady inequality in the space of bounded functionals
[°°(H), but contrary to the latter it essentially preserves the classical n~1/2 log n approx-
imation rate over large functional classes #H such as the Holder ball of smoothness 1/2.
This specific form of a strong approximation is useful for proving asymptotic equivalence of
statistical experiments.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X;, i = 1,...,n, be a sequence of independent random variables with zero means and
finite variances. Let H be a class of real valued functions on the unit interval [0,1] and
t;=1i/n,i=1,...,n. The partial sum process indexed by functions is the process

X"(f)=n"2Y " f(t) X0, fEMH.
=1

Suppose f € H are uniformly bounded; then X™ = {X"(f), f € H} may be regarded as a
random element with values in [°°(H)- the space of real valued functionals on H. The class
‘H is Donsker if X™ converges weakly in [*°(H) to a Gaussian process. We are interested in
associated coupling results, i.e. in finding versions of X™ and of this Gaussian process on a
common probability space which are close as random variables. The standard coupling results
of the type "nearby variables with nearby laws” (cf. Dudley [3], Section 11.6) naturally refer
to the sup-metric in [°°(#) : for an appropriate version of X" (X" = {X"(f), f € H}, say)
and of a Gaussian process N = {N"(f), f € H}, we have

(1.1) P* [ sup | X" (f) = N"(f)| >z | =0, x>0,
feH

where P* is the outer probability on the common probability space (cf. van der Vaart and
Wellner [20], 1.9.3, 1.10.4). Here we shall consider a different type of coupling. We are looking
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for versions X m N™ such that

(1.2) supp((fcn(f)—ﬁ"(f)( >g;> S0, x>0,
feH
and such that additional exponential bounds of the Komlés-Major-Tusnady type are valid.
Note that (L2) is weaker than (LI)) since the supremum is taken outside the probability.
More specifically we are interested in a construction involving also a rate sequence r, — 0
such that
(1.3) sup P (7‘;1 ‘)Z'"(f) - ﬁ"(f)‘ > x) < cpexp{—ciz}, x>0.
fex

Here ¢y, c; are constants depending on the class H.

The classical results of Komlés, Major and Tusnddy [9] and [10] refer to a sup inside the
probability for H = Hg, where Hq is the class of indicators f(t) = 1(¢t < s), s € [0,1]. The
following bound was established: for r, = n~1/2

(1.4) Pr; ! sup
JFeHo

X" (f)— N" (f)‘ > x) < cpexp{—ciz}, x> cologn,

provided X7, ..., X,, is a sequence of i.i.d. r.v.’s fulfilling Cramér’s condition
(1.5) Eexp{tX;} <oo, |t|<ty, i=1,..,n,

where cg, ¢1, co are constants depending on the common distribution of the X;. Note that 7,
in (L4) can be interpreted as a rate of convergence in the CLT over [°°(Hg). The main reason
for a construction with the supremum outside the probability is that an extension of (1.7)) to
larger functional classes H in general implies a substantial loss of approxzimation rate ry (cp.
Koltchinskii ([8], theorem 11.1). Our goal is a construction where the almost n~'/2-rate of
the original KMT result is preserved despite the passage to large functional classes H like
Lipschitz classes.

Couplings of the type (I.3]) have first been obtained by Koltchinskii ( [§], theorem 3.5) and
Rio [18] for the empirical process of i.i.d. random variables, as intermediate results. They
can be extended to a full functional KMT result, i.e. to a coupling in [°°(H) with exponential
bounds, but an additional control of the size of the functional class H is required, usually in
terms of entropy conditions. A reduced approximation rate r, may occur as a result.

We carry over the functional strong approximation result from the empirical process to the
partial sum process under very general conditions: the distributions of X; are allowed to be
nonidentical and nonsmooth. That setting substantially complicates the task of a Hungarian
construction. We can rely on the powerful methodology of Sakhanenko [19], who established
the classical coupling (L4) for nonidentical and nonsmooth summands. We stress however
that for the functional version (L.3]) we need to perform the construction entirely anew. Our
results relate to Sakhanenko’s [19] as Koltchinskii’s theorem 3.5 relates to Komlés, Major
and Tusnédy [9] and [10].

Further motivational discussion can be grouped under headings A)-C) below.

A) Statistical applications. The Komldés-Major-Tusnddy approximation has recently
found an application in the asymptotic theory of statistical experiments. In [I4] the clas-
sical KMT inequality for the empirical process was used to establish that a nonparametric
experiment of i.i.d. observation on an interval can be approximated, in the sense of Le Cam’s
deficiency distance, by a sequence of signal estimation problems in Gaussian white noise. The
two sequences of experiments are then asymptotically equivalent for all purposes of statisti-
cal decision with bounded loss. This appears as a generalization of Le Cam’s theory of local
asymptotic normality, applicable to ill-posed problems like density estimation. In particular
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it implies a nonparametric version of the Hajek-Le Cam asymptotic minimax theorem. The
control of the Le Cam distance is given by a relation to likelihood processes (see Le Cam
and Yang [12]). Assume that there is an element fy € ¥ such that the measures in the
experiments £ and G" are absolutely continuous w.r.t. P}(‘) and Q}‘O respectively. If there
are versions P} /dP} and dQ}/dQ%, of the likelihood ratios dP}/dP} and dQ}/dQ% on a
common probability space (Q", F", P™), then

— — — — 2
A(E",G") < V2sup Bl <\/dP]?/dP]tg - \/dQ?/dQ}‘())

fex

(here the expected value on the right side coincides with the Hellinger distance between ﬁ}‘

and é?) Thus asymptotic equivalence of experiments £ and G" requires a ”"good” coupling
of the corresponding likelihood ratios dPJ? /dP]’% and dQ}‘ /dQ?O on a common probability
space. This is achieved by constructing the linear terms (in f — fy) in the expansions of
the log-likelihoods such that they are close as random variables; hence the demand for an
inequality (L3]) with the supremum outside the probability.

The Hungarian construction had been applied in statistics before, mostly for results on
strong approximation of particular density and regression estimators (cf. Csérgd and Révész
[2]). Tt is typical for these results that the ”supremum inside the probability” is needed; for
such an application of the functional KMT cf. Rio [18]. However for asymptotic equivalence
of experiments, it turned out that it is sufficient, and indeed preferable, to have a coupling
like ([L3]) with the ”supremum outside the probability”. Applying theorem 3.5 of Koltchinskii
[8], it became possible in [I5] to extend the scope of asymptotic equivalence, for the density
estimation problem, down to the limit of smoothness 1/2. Analogously the present result
is essential for establishing asymptotic equivalence of smooth nongaussian regression models
to a sequence of Gaussian experiments, cf. Grama and Nussbaum [6]. The original result
of Komlés, Major and Tusnddy on the partial sum process [9] can be used for asymptotic
equivalence in regression models, but presumably with a non-optimal smoothness limit as in
[14].

B) Nonidentical and nonsmooth distributions. The assumption of identically dis-
tributed r.v.’s substantially restricts the scope of application of the classical KMT inequality
for partial sums. However this assumption happens to be an essential point in the original
proof by Komlés, Major and Tusnddy and also in much of the subsequent work. The original
bound was extended and improved by many authors. Multidimensional versions were proved
by Einmahl [4] and Zaitsev [22], [23] with a supremum over the class of indicators Hy. A
transparent proof of the original result was given by Bretagnolle and Massart [1]. We would
like to mention the series of papers by Massart [I3] and Rio [16], [I7]. They treat the case
of RF-valued r.v.’s X;, indexed in Zi with a supremum taken over classes H of indicator
functions f = 1g of Borel sets S satisfying some regularity conditions. Condition (L5 is also
relaxed to moment assumptions, but identical distributions are still assumed.

Although there are no formal restrictions on the distributions of X; when performing a
Hungarian construction, it is not possible to get the required closeness between the con-

structed r.v.’s X; 4 X; and their normal counterparts N; if the r.v.’s X; are non-identically
and non-smoothly distributed (see section ) This can be argued in the following way (see
Sakhanenko [19]). Let us consider the sum S = X +...+X,,, where X; takes values &(1+27%).
Then we can identify each realization X; by knowing only S. In the dyadic Hungarian scheme,
the conditional distribution of Xj + ... + X[, /9] given S is considered and used for coupling
with a Gaussian random variable. However this distribution is now degenerate and hence not
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useful for coupling. This problem does not appear in the i.i.d. case, due to the exchangeability
of the Xz

We adopt a method to overcome this difficulty proposed by Sakhanenko [19]. In his original
paper Sakhanenko treats the case of independent non-identically distributed r.v.’s for a class
of indicators of intervals H = Hg. Here we consider the problem in another setting: H =
H(1/2,L) where H(1/2,L) is a Holder ball with exponent 1/2 and the sup is outside the
probability, i.e. we give an exponential bound for the quantity (IL3]) uniformly in f over the

set of functions H(1/2,L). One complication which then appears is that the pairs (X;, W;),
i=1,...,n, of r.v.’s X; 4 X; and /VIV/Z 4 Wi, i =1,...,n, constructed on the same probability
space by the KMT method are no longer independent, even though )N(Z-, i =1,...,n, and
Wi, 1 = 1,...,n are sequences of independent r.v.’s. To deal with this we have to develop
additional properties of the Hungarian construction which are not used in the classical setting
(see Lemma [5.5] for details).

C) Coupling from marginals. A weaker coupling of X" and N™ can be obtained
as follows. Assume for a moment that the r.v.’s X; are uniformly bounded: |X;| < L,
i =1,...,n, and also that | f||, < L, f € H. Take a finite collection of functions Hoy =
(fj)j=1,..a C H and consider Z; = (f(t;)X;) remo, as random vectors in R?. Reasoning as in
Fact 2.2 of Einmahl and Mason [5] (using the result of Zaitsev [21] on the Prokhorov distance
between the law of > " | Z; and a Gaussian law) we infer that for all such Hgo there are
versions X" (f), N™ (f), f € Hoo (depending on ) such that

(1.6) P <n1/2 max

Joax X"(f) - N”(f)‘ > a;) < cpexp(—cizL™?), = >0.

This yields (I3) with rate 7, = n~Y2 for every finite class Hoy C H of size d, but with
constants co, ¢; depending on d. Hence any attempt to construct X (f) and N© (f), on the
full class H from (I.6]) is bound to entail a substantial loss in rate r,; but laws of the iterated
logarithm can be established in this way (cf. Einmahl and Mason [5]). Thus, to obtain (L.3])
for 7, = n=/?log?n and a full Holder class H(1/2, L), the shortcut via (L) appears not
feasible, and we revert to a direct KMT-type construction.

In order to keep the proof somewhat transparent we do not look for optimal logarith-
mic terms, but we believe that the optimal rate can be obtained by using the very delicate
technique of the paper [19]. The main idea is, roughly speaking, to consider some smoothed
sequences of r.v.’s instead of the initial unsmoothed sequence X1, ..., X,, and to apply the
KMT construction for the smoothed sequences. This we perform by substituting normal r.v.’s
N; for the original r.v.’s X;, for even indices ¢ = 2k in the initial sequence. Thus we are able
to construct one half of our sequence and combine it with a Haar expansion of the function f.
For the other half we apply the same argument which leads to a recursive procedure. It turns
out that this kind of smoothing is enough to obtain "good” quantile inequalities although it
gives rise to an additional logn term. On the other hand the usual smoothing technique (of
each r.v. X; individually) fails. Unfortunately even the above smoothing procedure applied
with normal r.v.’s is not sufficient to obtain the best power for the logn in the KMT in-
equality for non-identically distributed r.v.’s. An optimal approach is developed in the paper
of Sakhanenko [19] and uses r.v.’s constructed in a special way instead of the normal r.v.’s.
Roughly speaking it corresponds to taking into consideration the higher terms in an asymp-
totic expansion for the probabilities of large deviations, which dramatically complicates the
problem. For more details we refer the reader to this beautiful paper.

Nevertheless we would like to point out that the additional log n term which appears in our
KMT result does not affect the eventual applications that we have in mind, i.e. asymptotic
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equivalence of sequences of nonparametric statistical experiments. We also believe that a
stronger version of this result (with a supremum inside the probability) might be of use for
constructing efficient kernel estimators in nonparametric models. But such an extension is
beyond of the scope of the paper.

2. NOTATION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let n € {1,2,...}. Suppose that on the probability space (', F', P") we are given a sequence
of independent r.v.’s X1, ..., X, such that

E/Xi =0, Chin < E,Xf < Cmaxa i=1,..,n,

where Chpin < Chax are some positive absolute constants. Hereafter £’ is the expectation
under the measure P’. Assume also that the following extension of a condition due to Sakha-
nenko [19] holds true:

(2.1) ME X2 exp{\, | Xi} < E'X?, i=1,...n,

where )\, is a sequence of real numbers satisfying 0 < A, < A, n > 1, for some positive
absolute constant A. Along with this, assume that on another probability space (2, F, P) we
are given a sequence of independent normal r.v.’s Ny, ..., N,, such that

EN; =0, EN?=F'X?

for all ¢ =1, ...,n. Hereafter E is the expectation under the measure P.
Let H(1/2, L) be the Holder ball with exponent 1/2, i.e. the set of real valued functions f
defined on the unit interval [0, 1] and satisfying the following conditions

f() — f)| < Llz —y["*, ||l < L/2

where L is a positive absolute constant.

Let t; =i/n, i =1,...,n be a uniform grid in the unit interval [0, 1]. The notation Y’ 4 x
for random variables means equality in distribution. The symbol ¢ (with possible indices)
denotes a generic positive absolute constant (more precisely this means that it is a function
only of the absolute constants introduced before).

The main result of the paper is the following.

Theorem 2.1. Let n > 2. A sequence of independent r.v.’s )2'1, ,)Zn can be constructed on
the probability space (Q, F, P) such that )Z'Z 4 Xi,i=1,...,n and

log?n

n
sup P ( Ezf(t,)(XZ —N;)| >z
FEH(1/2,L) pt
Remark 2.1. In the above theorem X;, i = 1,...,n are not supposed to be identically dis-
tributed nor to have smooth distributions, although the result is new even in the case of i.i.d.
r.v.’s. The r.v.’s Xq,..., X, constructed are functions of the r.v.’s N1, ..., N, only, so that no
assumptions on the probability space (2, F, P) are required other than existence of Ny, ..., Ny,.

) < cyexp{—coz}, x>0.

Remark 2.2. The use of condition (21) instead of a more familiar Cramér type condition
1s motivated by the desire to cover also the case of non-identically distributed r.v.’s with
subexponential moments, which corresponds to A, — 0. This case cannot be treated under
Cramér’s condition, but it is important since it essentially includes the case of non-identically
distributed r.v.’s with finite moments.

Theorem 2.1] can be formulated in the following equivalent form.
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Theorem 2.2. Let n > 2. A sequence of independent r.v.’s )2'1, ,)Zn can be constructed on
the probability space (0, F, P) such that X; 4 Xi,i=1,....,n, and for any t satisfying |t| < ¢

sup FEexp {t An Z F(t) (X — NZ)} < exp {cth} .
) 1=1

FeH(1/2,L log? n <

Let us formulate yet another equivalent version of Theorem 2l Assume that on the
probability space (Q',F’, P') we are given a sequence of independent r.v.’s X7, ..., X;, such
that for alli=1,...,n

(2.2) E'X; =0, MNCnn<E'X? < Crax\2,

where Chpin < Chmax are positive absolute constants and A, is a sequence of real numbers
0 < A, <1,n > 1. Assume also that the following condition due to Sakhanenko [19] holds
true:

(2.3) AE | X P exp{\ | Xi|} < E'X?, i=1,...n,

where \ is a positive absolute constant. Suppose that on another probability space (2, F, P)
we are given a sequence of independent normal r.v.’s Ny, ..., N, such that fori=1,....,n

(2.4) EN; =0, EN?=FEX2

Theorem 2.3. Let n > 2. A sequence of independent r.v.’s )2'1, ,)Zn can be constructed on

the probability space (2, F, P) such that X; 4 X, i =1,...,n, and for any t satisfying |t| < ¢
t

sup )EeXp { Z Flt:)(Xi — Ni)} < exp {eat®} .

FEM(1/2,L log?n =

We shall give a proof of Theorem 2.3]in Section [6l
Now we turn to a particular case of the above results. Assume that the sequence of
independent r.v.’s X7y, ..., X,, is such that

(25) E/Xz = 0, Cmin < E/XE < Cmaxa L= 17 w1y

for some positive absolute constants Cpjn < Cax. Assume also that the following Cramér
type condition holds true:

(26) El exp{Cl ’XZ‘} < C27 i = 17 ey T2

where C7 and Cy are positive absolute constants.

Theorem 2.4. Let n > 2. A sequence of independent r.v.’s )A(:l, ,)Z'n can be constructed on
the probability space (2, F, P) such that X, 4 X;,i=1,...,n and

sup P < > FE)(Xi = N)
feH(1/2,L) i=1

To deduce this result from Theorem [2.1], it suffices to note that Sakhanenko’s condition
[23)) holds true with \,, = const depending on Cl,in, C1 and Co, under (2.35]) and (2.0).

Remark 2.3. It should be mentioned that Sakhanenko’s condition (Z.3) holds true for the
~1/2

> zlog? n) <crexp{—cox}, x>0.

normal 7.v.’s N1, ..., N, only if the constant X is small enough, namely if A < ¢ (ENZQ)
Since the function a|z|® exp(alx|) is increasing in «, the condition (Z3) holds true for any
X < XN if it holds true with some X\ = XN'. Therefore without loss of generality it can be assumed
that the constant \ fulfills A < ¢/Cpax < ¢ (E’Xiz)_l/2, i =1,...,n, thus ensuring that (2.3)
holds true also for Ny, ..., Ny.
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3. ELEMENTARY PROPERTIES OF HAAR EXPANSIONS

For the following basic facts we refer to Kashin and Saakyan [7]). The Fourier-Haar basis
on the interval [0, 1] is introduced as follows. Consider the dyadic system of partitions by
setting

sy = 527",
for j=1,...,2F and
(3.1) Apa=1[0,s61], Arj= (Skj—1,5k,4];
for j =2,...,2% where k > 0. Define Haar functions via indicators 1(Ag)
(3.2) ho =1(801),  hij =22 (1(Aki12i-1) = 1(Akp127)),

for j =1,...,2% and k > 0.
If f is a function from L5([0, 1]) then the following Haar expansion

oo 2k

f=colfho+Y_ D eni(fhny,

k=0 j=1

holds true with Fourier-Haar coefficients
1 1
(3.3) co(f) = /0 Fwho(w)du, e () = /0 F ()i () du,

for j =1,...,2% and k > 0. Along with this, consider the truncated Haar expansion

m—1 2k

(3.4) Fo=co(Dho+ D> ki (Hhy,

k=0 j=1
for some m > 1.

Proposition 3.1. For f € H(1/2,L) we have
leo(HI < L/2, lewi()l < 272127,
fork=0,1,... and j =1, ..., 2F.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that

aslf) = 2P g [ fwad,

- 2k/2/ (f(w) = Fu+2-0+D)) du.
Akg1,2j-1
Since f is in the Hélder ball #(3, L) we get

e ()] < 252 sup  |f(u) — flu+27FHD)) du

UEA 41,251 Api12j-1

S 2k/2L2—(k‘+1)/22—(k‘+1) S 2_3/2L2_k.

Next we give an estimate for the uniform distance between f and f,,.

Proposition 3.2. For f € H(1/2,L) we have
sup |f(t) — f(t)] < L27™/2.
0<t<1
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Proof. Tt is easy to check (see for instance Kashin and Saakyan [7], p. 81) that, whenever
t e AmJ,

fm(t) :Qm/A .f(s)ds,

for j = 1,...,2™, which gives us f,,(t) = f(tm ), with some t,, ; € A,, ;. Since f(t) is in the
Holder ball ’H(%,L), we obtain for any j =1,...,2" and t € A, ;

(&) = Fn(®)] = 1S () = finlEmg)| < LIt — i g|'/? < L2772,

4. BACKGROUND ON QUANTILE TRANSFORMS

Let (Q',F', P') be a probability space. Let A be a real number such that 0 < A\ < oo.
Denote by D()\) the set of all r.v.’s S on the probability space (', F’, P’) which can be
represented as a sum S = X; + ... + X,; of some independent r.v.’s on (', F', P’) for some
n > 1, satisfying relations ([@.1]), ([£2]) below:

e The r.v.’s X1, ..., X, have zero means and finite variances:
(4.1) E'X;=0, 0<FEX?<o0

forany i = 1,...,n.
e Sakhanenko’s condition

(4.2) AE' | X% exp {\|Xi|} < B X2,
is satisfied for all ¢t = 1,...,n.

Let p be a real number satisfying 0 < p < co. By Dg(A, 1) we denote the subset of all
r.v.’s S € ©(\) which additionally satisfy the following smoothness condition (4.3)):

e For any 0 < € < 1, we have

(4.3) Sup/
|h|<e J|t|>e
where 1 =v/—1.

Remark 4.1. In the sequel we shall assume that p is a positive absolute constant, and
therefore, we shall drop the dependence on p in the notation for Do(\, 1), i.e. we write for
short Do(A) = Do(A, ).

E’ exp{(it + h)S} g < M
E'exp{hS} ~ eE'SY

We now introduce the quantile transformation and the associated basic inequality (see
Lemma [LT]). Assume that on probability space (', F', P') we are given an arbitrary r.v.
X of mean zero and finite variance: E'X = 0 and E'X? < oo. Assume that on another
probability space (€2, F, P) we are given a normal r.v. N with the same mean and variance:
EN =0and EN? = E'X?. Let Fx(x) and ®y(x) be the distribution functions of X and N
respectively. Note that the r.v. U = ®5(N) is distributed uniformly on [0, 1]. Define the r.v.
X to be the solution of the equation

Fx(X)=®xN(N)=U.
The r.v. X is called a quantile transformation of N. It is easy to see that a solution X
always exists and has distribution function F, although it need not be unique. In the case of
non-uniqueness, we choose one of the possible solutions.
The following assertion follows from the results in Sakhanenko [19] (see Theorem 4, p. 10).
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Lemma 4.1. Set B?> = E'X? = EN?. In addition to the above suppose that X € Dg(N).

Then
(X N‘ {1+ )5}

provided ])Z'] < eoAB? and AB > c3, where ¢, ¢ and c3 are positive absolute constants.

Let us now introduce the conditional quantile transformation and the associated basic
inequality (Lemma [£.3] below).

Assume that on the probability space (€', F', P') we are given two independent r.v.’s X7,
X5 of means zero and finite variances: E'X; = 0 and E’ XZ-2 < 00, for i = 1,2. Assume further
that on another probability space (£, F, P) we are given two normal r.v.’s Ny, Ny with the
same means and variances: EN; = 0 and ENZ-2 = E’XZ-Q, for i = 1,2. Set Xg = X1 + Xo
and Ng = N7 + Ns. Denote B; = E’XZ?, a1 = By/Bs, ag = By /Bj. Suppose that we have
constructed a X, having the same distribution as Xg, and which depends only on Ny and on
some random vector W. Suppose that N1 and Ny do not depend on W. We wish to construct
X1 and Xo. Let Frx,(z|y) be the conditional distribution function of Ty = as X1 — a1 X»
given Xy =y and Py, (x) be the distribution function of the normal r.v. Vo = aa N1 — a1 Na.
Define Tt o to be the solution of the equation

FT()‘XO (f0|)?0) = q>V0(VY0) =U.
The r.v. Tg is called a conditional quantile transformation of V|, given )Z'O.

Proposition 4.2. Set )N(l = ozgl (T(] + oq)N(O) and )Z'g = aal <T0 — a2)~(0> . Then )~(1 and

)N(Q are ina@pendent and such that )~(1 4 X1, )Z'g 4 Xo. Moreover )~(1 and )N(Q are functions of
the r.v.’s Xg, N1 and No only.

Proof. Consider U = ®(1}). It is clear that the distribution of U is uniform on [0, 1]. Since
Vo = aa N1 —a1 Ny and Ny = N1+ Ny are normal and uncorrelated, U and Ny are independent.
Since (Nl,Ng) does not depend on W, we conclude that U does not depend on Ny and W.
But Xo is a function of No and W only. Hence U and Xo are also independent.

Next, since the uniform r.v. U does not depend on Xo, we easily check that the distribution

of Ty given X, = y, for any real y, is exactly Fryx,(-|y)- Taking into account that Xo 4 X, we
conclude that the two-dimensional distributions of the pairs (Ty, Xo) and (Tp, Xo) coincide.
From this we obtain in particular that )A(:l and )?2 are independent and that )?1 2 X1,

)N(Q 2 X5. Moreover it is obvious from the construction that )Z'l and )Z'g are functions of )N(O,
Ny and N, only. O

The following assertion follows from the results in Sakhanenko [19] (see Theorem 6, p. 20).

Lemma 4.3. Set B = B1Bs/By. In addition to the above suppose that X1, Xo € Dg(\). Then

~ c1 By 2 X2
Ty — ‘<__ 1420 ;20
‘0%—AB{+B2+B2

provided |f0| < ca\B?, |)~(0| < c9AB? and AB > c3, where ¢1, ¢o and c3 are absolute constants.
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5. A CONSTRUCTION FOR NON-IDENTICALLY DISTRIBUTED R.V.’S.

In this section we assume that we are given a sequence of independent r.v.’s X;,i =1,...,n,
satisfying (2.2)) and (2.3]). We shall construct a version of this sequence and an appropriate
sequence of independent normal r.v.’s N;, ¢ = 1,...,n, on the same probability space such
that these are as close as possible. More precisely, the construction is performed so that the
quantile inequalities in Section [ are applicable. Of course the sequences which we obtain are
dependent. To assure that this dependence remains under control, we partition the initial
sequence into dyadic blocks with similar size of variances. Some prerequisites for this are
given in the next section. The construction itself is performed in Section

5.1. A dyadic blocking procedure. In this section we exhibit a special partition of the
initial sequence into dyadic blocks so that the sums of the X; inside the blocks at any dyadic
level have approximately the same variances. This will be used for proving quantile inequali-
ties in Section 5.4l and some exponential bounds in Section [0 (see Lemma [6.4l and Proposition
[6.7).

Assume that n > npin > 1, where npi, is an absolute constant whose precise value will
be indicated below. Set M = [logy(n/nmin)]. It is clear that M > 0 and ny2M < n <
nmin2M L Let Jyr = {1,...,n} and define consecutively J,, = {i : 20 € Jypy1}, for m =
0,...,M — 1. Alternatively, for any m = 0,..., M the set of indices .J,, can be defined as
follows:

Im = {i:1<2M"m <n}.
Let n,, denote the last element in J,, i.e. n,, = #J,,. It is not difficult to see that nym, <
ng < 2Nin-

Recall that each r.v. X; is attached to a design point t; =i/n, i =1,...,n. Set

(51) tm:tigblfm, Xm = AjoM—m, mZO,...,M, 1 € Jm

K3 K3

Our next task is to split each sequence X", ¢ € J,, into dyadic blocks so that the sums of
X" over blocks at a given resolution level m have approximately the same variances. To
ensure this we shall introduce the strictly increasing function b, () : [0,1] — [0, 1], which is
related to the variances of X" as follows:

t 1
bon(1) = /0 Bon(5)ds) /O Ba(s)ds, € (0,1], bp(0) =0,

where
E'(XM)?2, ifse (™, th], i € Jp,

2

fm(s) = { B/(XT )2, ifse (7 1],
Let a,(t) be the inverse of by, (t), i.e.
(5.2) am(t) =1inf{s € [0,1] : by, (s) > t}.

It is easy to see that condition (Z.2]) implies that both b,,(t) and a,, (t) are Lipschitz functions:
for any t1,te € [0, 1], we have

(5.3) |bm (t2) — bm(t1)] < Lmax [t2 — t1],  [am(t2) — am(t1)] < Lmax [t2 — 1],
where Liyax = Cimax/Cmin- Consider the dyadic scheme of partitions
Apj, j=1,..,28 k=0,..M,

of the interval [0, 1] as defined by (B.). For any m = 0, ..., M, denote by I}; the set of those
indices ¢ € J,, for which b,,(t;") falls into Ay, ;, i.e.

I ={i € It bn(t]") € Apj}, j=1,...2%, k=0,...m.
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. _ . . _ . k
Since Ay j = Apy1,2j—1+ Agt1,25, it is clear that Ig’fj = Il?:-lﬂj—l +Ilﬁ-1,2j—1v for j =1,...,2"%.

In particular Jy, = [(% = {1,...,n}. We leave to the reader to show that each set I,Tj contains
at least two elements, if the constant ny;, is large enough.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that npin > 2Cmax/Cmin > 2. Then for any j = 1,...,2% k =
0,....m, m=0,...,M, we have #Ig’fj > 2.

In the sequel we shall assume that n > nyin > 2Cmax/Cmin > 2. Now the sequence X,

i € J,, can be split into dyadic blocks corresponding to the sets of indices Ig:”j as follows:

2k
(XM viedn} =) AXii€ 5}, k=0,..,m.
j=1

Set
(5.4) Xpn= > X", By, =E(X{)’= > EX")?
il ier
The following assertions are crucial in the proof of our results, as shall be seen later. The
proofs being elementary are left to the reader.

Proposition 5.2. For any k=0,...,M —1 and j =1, ...,2* we have

(5.5) |Bi12j-1 = Bitiia;] < eAn.

Proposition 5.3. For any k =0,...,M —1 and j =1, ...,2¥ we have
¢V < B9 1/Bil195 < c

5.2. The construction. Recall that at this moment we are given just two sequences of
independent r.v.’s: X;, i = 1,...,n on the probability space (', F,P') and N;, i = 1,...,n
on the probability space (2, F, P). We would like to construct a sequence of independent
r.v.’s X;, i = 1,...,n on the probability space (€2, F,P) such that each X; has the same
distribution as X; and the two sequences )Zi, 1=1,...,mnand N;, i = 1,...,n are as close as
possible. Before proceeding with the construction we shall describe two necessary ingredients:
the dyadic scheme of Komlés, Major and Tusnady [9] and an auxiliary construction.

5.2.1. The Komlds-Major-Tusnddy dyadic scheme . In this section we shall describe a version
of the construction appropriate for our purposes.

Let &5, 5 = 1,...,2™ be a sequence of r.v.’s of zero means and finite variances given on a
probability space (€', F', P"), and let 7, j j = 1, ...,2™ be a sequence of normal r.v.’s with the
same means and variances given on a probability space (€2, F, P). At this moment it is not
necessary to assume that these are sequences of independent r.v.’s. The goal is to construct
a version of &, j, j = 1,...,2™ on the probability space (€2, F, P). The new sequence will be
denoted &, ;, 7 = 1,...,2™.

Set &k = Sk+1,2j-1 + Ekv12j and Ny = Mrg12j-1 + Mkr1,2j, for § o= 1,..,2% and k =
0,...,m — 1. First define {1 to be the quantile transformation of 7 1, i.e. define 1 to be
the solution of the equation

Feo (50,1) =@y (M0,1)

where Fg, , (z) is the distribution function of §p,1, and ®,, | (z) is the distribution function of

no,1 (see Section M]). Suppose that for some k = 0,...,m — 1 the r.v.’s E,w-, j=1,..,2F have
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already been constructed, and the goal is to construct §k+1,j, j=1,...,251 To this end set
for j=1,..,2%

(5.6) Vij = Ot 1,25 M+1,2j—1 — Q1,25 —1 k41,2
where
1/2 1/2
[ Bry12j-1 / ~( Bry12j /
Qr12j-1= | —p—= — v k12 T g
k1,2 k41,251
and

_ 2 _ 2
Bit12j-1 = E€jp19j-1,  Brt1,2j = E€jqr 95

Define Tk,j to be the conditional quantile transformation of V}, ; given g,w-, ie forj=1,..2k
define T}, ; as the solution of the equation

(5.7) Fr s (Tk,jlgk,j) =0y, ; (Vi)

where Fry i, (z|y) is the conditional distribution function of Ty ; given &, ; = y, and ®y; ()
is the distribution function of V}, ; (see Section ). For any j = 1, ..., 2% the desired r.v.’s
Ek+1,2j—1 and &p41,2; are defined as the solution the linear system

(5.8) Thj = 0ht1,2j€k+12j 1 — Q1,2 -18k+1,2))
§kj = Ek+r1,2j—1 + Ekr1,2)5

the determinant of which is obviously strictly positive. This completes description of the

dyadic procedure. N
The following result concerns basic properties of the resulting sequence &, ;, j = 1,...,2™.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that &, 5, 7 = 1,...,2™, and 1,5, 7 = 1,...,2™ are sequences of inde-
pendent r.v.’s. Then for any k = 0,...,m, the r.v.’s &5, j = 1, ... 28 are independent and
such that £~k7j 4 Ehyjr J = 1,....,2F. Moreover £~;w-, j=1,..,2% are functions of the sequence
Mkjr J = 1,...,2’1‘C only.

Proof. The proof is similar to statements in Komlés, Major and Tusnddy [9] (see also Sakha-
nenko [19], Einmahl [4], Zaitsev [24]) and therefore will not be detailed here. O

It turns out that the properties of the Komlds-Major-Tusnady dyadic construction estab-
lished in Lemma [5.4] are sufficient for proving a strong approximation result if the index
functions of the process belong to the class of indicators. However for proving our functional
version we need one more property of this construction, which we formulate below. Recall
that Vj ; and T}, ; are defined by(5.6) and (5.8]).

Lemma 5.5. If &, j = 1,...,2™, and 0y, j = 1,...,2™, are sequences of independent
r.v.’s, then, for any k =0,...,m, the r.v.’s Ty, ; — Vi, ;, j = 1, ..., 28 are independent.

Proof. For the proof of this statement it suffces to note that for any £ =0, ...,m,

(€ Vogid=1,..2"}

is a collection of of jointly independent random variables. O
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5.2.2. An auxiliary construction. In the sequel we shall need also an auxiliary procedure

which is not as powerful as the KMT construction, but which permits us to construct somehow

the components inside an already constructed arbitrary sum of independent r.v.’s. Below we
present one of the possible methods.

We start from an arbitrary sequence of r.v.’s 1, ..., &, (not necessarily independent) given

n (Q,F,P). Set Sy = & + ... + &, k = 1,...,n. Suppose that on another probability

space (2, F, P) we have constructed only the r.v. S, 4 Sn, which corresponds to the sum

S and we wish to construct its components, i.e. fl,. ,fn such that 51 §1,. ,En 4 &, and

Sy = §1 + ..+ §n As a prerequisite we assume that on the probability space (@2, F, P) we
are given a sequence of nondegenerate normal r.v.’s 1y, ...,m, (not necessarlly independent).
First we define £n to be the conditional quantile transformation of 7,, given Sn, i.e. we define
fn to be the solution of the equation

Feois, (€nlS0) = @, (1a)

where F g, (]y) is the conditional distribution of &, given S, = y, and ®,, () is the
distribution function of n,,. Set gn_l = gn —§n. If for some 2 < k <n—1ther.v.’s En, v 5@+1
and :S‘Vk are already constructed, we define Ek to be the conditional quantile transformation of
Nk given §k, i.e. we define gk to be the solution of the equation

Feis, (§lSk) = @y ()

where Fy, g, (z]y) is the conditional distribution of &, given Sy = y, and ®77k:( x) is the dis-

tribution function of 7. Set Sk 1 = Sk — {k Finally, for & = 1, we define {1 = Sl, this
completing our procedure.
The easy proof of the following assertion is left to the reader.

Lemma 5.6. Assume that &1, ...,&, and n1,...,m, are sequences of independent r.v.’s. Then
€1, &n are independent, &; 4 EGoi=1,...,n, and & + ... + &, = Sp. Moreover &1, ...,&, are
functions of n1,...,nn and S, only.

5.2.3. The main construction. Our next step is to describe a construction which will result
in the desired sequence X;, i = 1,...,n. It should be noted that although both the dyadic
procedure and the auxiliary construction described above work with arbitrary distributions,
in order to use the quantile inequalities stated in Section Ml (which actually will provide the
desired closeness of )N(Z-, i=1,...n, and N;, i = 1,...,n), one has to assume the r.v.’s X;,
i = 1,...,n to be in the class ©y(r), for some r > 0, or to be identically distributed (as in
Komlés, Major and Tusnéady [9], [I0]). In order to avoid such assumptions we shall employ
an inductive procedure which goes back to the paper of Sakhanenko [19]. The idea is first to
substitute the initial sequence with some smoothed sequences, and then to apply the dyadic
procedure described in Section (£.2.1] to the smoothed sequences. Below we formally describe
this construction.

Consider the product probability space (Q”, F", P") = (', F', P") x (Q, F, P), where P" =
P’ x P. 1t is obvious that the sequences X;, i = 1,...,n, and N;, i = 1,...,n are independent
on the probability space (Q”, F”, P").

Recall that above we introduced the sets of indices J,,, = {i : 1 < 2™~ < n}. For each
m = M, ...,0, the set .J,,, can be decomposed as J,,, = J}, + J2,, where

1 = {icodd:i € Jy,}, J? ={ieven:icJ,}, m=M,..,1,
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and J} = Jo, JE = 0. It is clear that

Im—1={i:2i€ Jyp}, m=1,..,M.
To start our iterative construction, for any i € Jy; = {1,...,n}, define the following r.v.’s:
(5.9) XM= x;, YMHL = N,

We proceed to describe the m-th step of our construction which is performed consecutively
for all m = M, ..., 0.
e m-th step. For any i € J,,, define the following r.v.’s:

(5.10) X=Xt W=yt
and
xXm if ieJk
'm — 7 0 m?
(5.11) Yi { wmoif i J.

Note that the r.v.’s W™, i € J,,, are defined on the probability space (2, F, P), while the
r.v.’s Y™, i € Jp,, are defined on the probability space (Q”, F”, P"). Here X", i € Jp,
is the part of the initial sequence X;, i € Jyy = {1,...,n} given on the probability space
(@, F', P"), which is not yet constructed on the probability space (2, F, P); W™, i € J, is
the corresponding sequence of normal r.v.’s and Y;", i € Jp, is the smoothed sequence which
is constructed at this step. Consider the following sums: for j = 1,...,2%¥ and k =0, ..., m set

(5.12) V=Y vm W=y W
ie[,’fj ie[;’jj

Then obviously for j =1,...,2F and k=0,...,m — 1

Vi =Yoo+ Yitae Wil = Williojo1 + Wik o)
We will apply the dyadic procedure described in Section m with & j = Y0, and nmj =
Wi, j=1,..,2™, to construct a doubly indexed sequence Yk’?, ji=1..,2" k=0,..m.

Let 170”} be the quantile transformation of W'y, i.e. let No’fl be the solution of the equation

(5.13) Fygy (Vi) = @wp, (W)

where Fyym (z) is the distribution function of Y’} and Pyygn (x) is the distribution function
of W('i. The solution exists since W'} is a nondegenerate normal r.v. Assume that we have
already constructed }7,;’;, j=1,..,2% for some k = 0,...,m — 1. We shall construct such an
array with k + 1 replacing k. To this end set, for j =1, ..., 2%,

m _ _.m m m m
(5.14) Vi = %g12iWili1 051 — @1 05— 1 Wik 25
where
gm 1/2 m 1/2
m B k41,251 m B k+1,2j
+12-1= | Tgm o Qk+12i T\ gmo
k+1,25 E+1,2j—1
and
m vm 2 m vm 2
(5.15) Biiigj1=E <Yk+l,2j—l> s Bl =E <Yk+1,2j)

Let T lg”] be the conditional quantile transformation of V,g;-, given }7,?3, for j =1,...,2% i e.

let f,;”] be the solution of the equation

(5.16) FTg}j|Yk’j; (T&|Ykn3> = <1>Vk’f} (an;) )
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where FTm v (z]y) is the conditional distribution function of T}, given Y, and Dy ()

is the dlstrlbutlon function of W* - The solution exists, since Vk jisa nondegenerate normal

r.v. For any j = 1, ..., 2" we define the desired r.v.’s Yk+1 2j-1 and Y, 2j 88 the solution of
the linear system

(5.17) TITJ - %?+1,2jyk"11,2~j—1 - 0‘?+1,2j—1yk"11,2j’
m __ m m
Vil =Yl 50+ Yl o5
Thus the r.v.’s ?k”;v j=1,..,2% are constructed for all k = 0,...,m on the probability space

(Q,F,P). It remains to construct the components inside each sum ?m , 7 =1,..,2" For

this we make use of the auxiliary construction described in Section m, with §Z Y™ and

=W, i€ I} ;. For each fixed j and m it provides a sequence of r.v.’s Ym fl, eIy,
such that
(5.18) o=y
el
This completes the m-th step of our construction.
Let us recall briefly some notation associated with the construction, which will also be used
in the sequel For any m = M, ...,0 we have defined the r.v.’s Y,"*, W™ Y™ ¢ € J,,, and

3 (2 3

Y, Wi, Yk], j=1,. k= O .,m, such that, by (5.12)) and (5.I8)) (cp. with (5.4),
(5.19) Y = Z YW= W Y=Y
el el i€l

for k=0,...,m,j=1,..,25 m=0,.. M.

5.3. Correctness and some useful properties. In fact implicitly the construction of the
desired sequence X, © = 1,...,n has already been carried out; it remains to select the ap-
propriate components from the sequences {Y;™ : i € Jp,,} found above. But before this step
we need to show that the construction is performed correctly, and we shall also discuss some
properties of the r.v.’s Y; and W™ introduced. The proofs of the following assertions are
left to the reader.
In analogy to X[ (see (5.1))), set NJ™ = Njgprr—m, where m = 0,..., M, i € Jp,.
Lemma 5.7. For any m =0, ..., M the following statements hold true:
a) The r.v.’s W™, i € Jp,, are independent and satisfy W™ L N™ = Npgn—m, i € Jp,.
b) The r.v.’s Yim, i € Jy are independent, are functions of W™, i € Jp, only and satisfy,
for i € Jp,
~m d a [ Xm  if ieJl
Ym = Ym — { KA . i m
E ! N" if i€ J2.
Remark 5.1. Since by Proposition [51 #I}"; > 2, from Lemma [5.7 and from (519) it
follows that Wg’?j, j=1,..,25 k =0,...,m are nondegenerate normal r.v.’s which ensures

that the solutions of the equations (3.13), (510) exist. This proves the correctness of the
main construction.

Proposition 5.8. The vectors {im (1€ J,ln} ,m=DM,...,0 are independent.

Now finally we are able to present the sequence )A(:i, i = 1,...,n. It is defined on the
probability space (2, F, P) in the following way:
(5.20) Xpprrem =Y/, where ieJ., 0<m<M.
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Proposition 5.9. )Z'Z-, 1=1,...,n, are independent and such that X; 4 X, i=1,...,n.
Proof. The required assertion follows from Lemma [5.7] and Proposition (.8l O

In the proof of our main result Theorem 2.3 the following elementary representation is
essential. Recall that ¢! = ¢, = v/n where v = i2M=m e Jpn,m=0,..,.M (see Section

E.1)).

Proposition 5.10. For any real valued function f(t) on the interval [0,1], we have

f:f(ti) ()NQ = Ni> = ﬁ/[: > A <i7]m - W;”) :
i=1

m=0j€Jm

5.4. Quantile inequalities. In this section we shall establish so-called quantile inequalities
(see Lemma and Lemma [5.13)), which will ensure the required closeness of the r.v.’s Xj,
i=1,...,n,and N;, 1 =1,...,n.

The following lemma shows that the r.v.’s Yk’:}, j =1,...,2% are smooth enough to allow
application of the quantile inequalities stated in Section [l

Lemma 5.11. Form =0,....M, k=0,....,m, j = 1,...,2F the r.v. 4y is in the class D(r),
for some positive absolute constant r.

Proof. We shall check conditions (4.1]), (4£2]) and (43]) in Section [l Toward this end fix m,
k, 7 as in the condition of the lemma and note that

=Yy = Z Yim:ZYierZYimECl+C27
il ich i€l
where I; and I are the sets of all odd and even indices in I,ij respectively. By Lemma [5.7]

we have Y 4 N;, for any © € Is. Thus (s is actually a sum of independent normal r.v.’s.
Since nyin is large enough, the set Ig:”j has at least two elements (see Proposition [5.1]), from
which we conclude that I has at least one element. Next, taking into account (Z2]) and the
obvious inequality #Iy > %#I,Tj, we get

C’ .
BG > CinAn#tly > =55 ALl > cEG.

For |h| < X and t € R, let
fe.(t,h) = Eexp{(it + h)(;}/E exp{h(;}

be the conjugate characteristic function of the r.v. ;, ¢ = 0,1, 2. Since (3 and (» are indepen-
dent and (o is normal,

Tt = e (t.h) Fealt, 1)) < |feult, )
2 2
exp{~5 B} < exp{-cBG},

for || < A, t € R'. With this bound we have

IN

12 v
feon(t dtﬁ/ exp{——cE¢2}dt < L,

where p is some absolute constant, which proves that {5 = Yk’j} satisfies condition (4.3)).
It remains only to show that conditions (1)) and ([A2) are satisfied. The first condition

follows from (2.2)) as soon as Y™ < X; or Y™ 4 N; for any i € I;"; C© Jm, by Lemma 57

(2
For the second we make use of (2.3]) and of the elementary fact that Sakhanenko’s condition
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([E2) holds true for any normal r.v. N if X is small enough: A < ¢(VarN)~'/2 (see Remark

23). O
Recall that for any m =0,...., M, k=1,...,m and j = 1,..., 2%, by &11),

(5.21) Ty = aila; Vil 1 — oy 1 Vi,

and by (5.14]),

(5.22) Vk’?} = akmsz,;?Qj_l — azgj_lw,;gj.

Recall also that By, = E’(X,’g?’j)2 (see (B4).

The following quantile inequalities show that the r.v.’s f,g”’] and W,;”] are close enough.
These statements are crucial for our results.

Lemma 5.12. For any m =0, ..., M, we have

~ \2
Ym)
?m _ Wm < 1 + < 0,1
0,1 01| > B )
0,1

provided ‘Yo”j‘ < ceByY and ByY > c3, where c1, ca and c3 are positive absolute constants.

Proof. According to the construction, NOT”"{ is the quantile transformation of Wy (see (5.13)).
Then it suffices to note that, by Lemma 5111 the r.v. Nof’"i is in the class ©(\g) and to apply
Lemma IIl with X = YJ%, N = W% and X = Y{%. O

Lemma 5.13. Let m=0,... M, k=0,...m—1, j=1,...,2%. Then

~ 2 ~ 2
(Ykn-;b-laj—l) (Ykn-;b-laj )

m m ?
Bk+172j—1 Bk+1,2j

Ty - vin| e {1+

; ~m m ~m m m m
provided ‘Yk+1,2j—1‘ < 2B 01 Yk+1,2j‘ < 2Bl ; and By o5 1 2 €3, Byt g5 2 s,

where c1, co and c3 are positive absolute constants.

Proof. Fix m, k, and j as in the condition of the lemma. We are going to make use of Lemma
4.3 with o L o
X1 =Y9m1, Xo=Y,, Xo=X1+Xo=Y",
and
N = Wlﬁ-lﬂj—l? Ny = Wlﬁ-lﬂj’ Nog= N1+ Ny = W]TJ
Note that, by Lemma [5.11] the r.v.’s )N(O, X, and X, are in the class D(r) for some absolute
constant r > 0. Since by construction Tv,;”] is the conditional quantile transformation of Vi

(see (5.16])), Lemma [£3] implies

~ By 1 (50 =9
(5.23) ‘T,g—vgj}(§01§{1+§<X1+X2)},
provided
(5.24) ‘f,;@‘ < B2, (f/k’g( < B2,

and B > c3, where

BB
B} = By 915 Bj = Byt 1 245 Bi =Bi+B;, B*= 2,
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By Proposition [5.3] we have
(5.25) c;' < B}/B} < cy,.

Now we check that (5:24]) holds true if ‘)Nfl‘ < ¢;B? and ‘)?2‘ < ¢3B2, where c; is a
sufficiently small constant. Indeed

- Bo | ~ By | ~
‘T]TJ‘ < B—i ‘Xl‘ + B—; ‘XQ‘ < 2¢5B1 Bs.

By (5:28)), we get ‘TV]TJ‘ < c5cB2%. Choosing the constant cg such that cscg < ca, we see that

(B24) is satisfied. Exactly in the same way we show that the second inequality in (5.24)
holds true. Condition B > c¢3 follows easily from (5.25]). O

6. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

6.1. An auxiliary exponential bound. We keep the same notation as in the previous
section. In addition set for brevity

(6.1) Sy =Y - W, Sp =T -V, =125 k=0,..,m,

where Tv,;”] and V" are defined by (5.21)) and (5.22). The main result Sf this Sestion is Lemma
[6.1] which establishes an exponential type bound for the differences S,Q’?j and S§'. Because of

the special construction of f]g”] and Vk”} on the same probability space, this bound is much

better that the usual exponential bounds (cf. Lemma below). This statement plays a
crucial role in establishing our functional version of the Hungarian construction. It is the
only place where the quantile inequalities are used.

Lemma 6.1. For anym =0,...M, k=0,...m—1,j=1,...,2F,
Eexp {tgén} < exp {cth} , Fexp {tg,Tj} <exp {clt2} st < e

We postpone the proof of the lemma to the end of this section; it will be based on some
estimates stated and proved below.

Lemma 6.2. For any € > 0 there is a constant c(e) depending only on e, such that for any
m=0,...M, k=0,....,m and j € J,

P (‘?k";‘ > EB,ZL]-) < 2exp {—c(e) By} -
Proof. By Chebyshev’s inequality, we have for t > 0
(6.2) P <§7k"; > EB,TJ-) < exp {—teBy';} Eexp{tY}"}}.

Note that by (B19]) and by Lemma (5.7, the r.v. ?k”; is the sum of independent r.v.’s ?im,i €
I;";. Then by (2.3) and Lemma[Z.1] we obtain for [t] < A/3,

FEexp {tYkﬁ}} = H Eexp {tYlm} < exp {tQB,Tj} .
iEI,’g?j
Inserting this bound into (6.2]), with an appropriate choice of ¢ (depending on ¢), we get
E (Yk"; > EB%) <exp {—c(e) By} -
In the same way one can show that

E(Y" < —eBJ) < exp{—c(¢) By},
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which in conjunction with the previous bound proves the lemma. O

Lemma 6.3. Let m =0,...,.M, k=0,...m—1, j=1,...,25. Then for any 0 <t < ¢ we
have

Eexp {t (§}gg‘} < ¢y exp {t2B2:”j} .

Proof. Fix m, k and j as in the condition of the lemma. From (6.I) and from the Hélder
inequality one gets, for 0 <t < A,

. . 1/2
(6.3) Eexp {t|s,g7j|} < (Eexp{t|T,g7j|}Eexp{t|vgg|}) .
The r.v. ?k’il o1 and ?k’il »; are independent, hence by (5.21)
(6.4) Eexp {t|Tl?:Lj|} < Eexp {takm+1,2j ‘Ykrfbi—lzj—l ‘} Eexp {tazn+1,2j—1 ‘Ykr?l—lzj ‘} :

Since by (B.19) and by Lemma (7] ?k'im ;1 is exactly the sum of independent r.v.’s }Zm,
(RS 9j—1> One has

1€l 051
Taking into account (Z.3]) and choosing ¢t small enough (¢ < A/3), by Lemma [Tl one obtains
Eexp {itakm+1,2jykﬁ1,2j—1} < JI  Bew{ff(afti)*BO?)

N m
1€y 051

IN

9 2
exp {t*(af1,2;) Bit1.2j-1) -
. 2 _
Since (a1 9;)° = By 9/ Biy12j-10
~ 2
Eexp {ta?+1,2j’Yknil,2j—1’} < 2exp {t° By} -

For the second expectation on the right hand side of (6.4]) one gets an analogous bound. Then

(6.5) Eexp {t|ﬁ$|} <4exp {t2BIT+1,2j + tZsz_mj_l} =4exp {t2BZ?j} .

A similar bound holds for the second expectation on the right-hand side of ([63]), i. e.

(6.6) Eexp {t|Vi5|} < dexp {*B};}.

Now the lemma follows from (G.5]), (€.6) and (6.3]). O

Now we are prepared to show that 512”] has a bounded exponential moment uniformly in
m, k and j.

Lemma 6.4. For anym=0,...M, k=0,...m—1,j=1,...,2"
Eexp {cl ‘5,2”]‘} < oo.

Proof. Fix m, k and j as in the condition of the lemma. It is enough to consider the case
where Bl?:bl—lzj—l and Bl?:bi—mj are greater than ¢ only, where ¢’ is the absolute constant
c3 in Lemma B5.I3} otherwise, by Proposition 5.3, we have By, 1, B 5 < c¢1 (thus
Bl??j = B?+1,2j—1 + BlT—i—le < 2¢1) and the claim follows from Lemma

Set for brevity

(6.7) Giyiy = {‘?kn—;b-l,l‘ < C"B/THJ} , 1=27-1,2j
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where ¢’ = min{1, ¢z} and ¢ is the absolute constant in Lemma [5.I3l Denote by G} ; the
complement of the set GZ“_HJ. It is easy to see that, for 0 <t < A,

(6.8) Eexp {t (5,’?’]‘} = Q1+ Qa,

where

(6.9) Q1 = Eexp {t| S|} 1 (G101 VG 0mn) -

(6.10) Qs = Eexp {t ‘S;’}j‘} L(GP12j1 N GPrj1) -

First we give an estimate for Q1. Applying Holder’s inequality, we obtain from (6.9)),

-~ 1/2 - 1/2 e \1/2

oy s (e {z i) (P (oman) " (6ra) ")

By Lemma [6.2] we have with [ = 25 — 1,25

(6.12) P(as,) =P (V] > /B < 2exp {—e2Biy ) -

Note that by Proposition [(£.3] we have cgl < Bﬁ172j_1/B£}F172j < c3, which implies By1; >
caBy j for | = 2j —1,2j. Then from (6.I2) it follows that

(6.13) P <G;”fl’l> <2exp{—csByY, 1=2j—1,2].
Inserting the bound provided by Lemma and the inequality (6.13]) into (EII]) and
choosing t sufficiently small we obtain

Q1 < exp{(c7t2 _ 08) B]Z’:”j} < cgexp {—3683&} < ¢g.

Now we shall give a bound for ()2. Recall that the r.v.’s EN/k"}rLl, [l =2j— 1,25 are smooth

(belong to the class ©(r)), by Lemma [5.11]l By virtue of Lemma [5.13] and of the assumption
Bl g1 > ¢ and Bl 9> c, on the set Gzn+1,2j—1 N G?’_sz we have

(614) ‘S]ZL]‘ < Cg {1 + U]?-Li-l,Qj—l + U/?-Li-l,Qj} N
where for [ =25 — 1,25
Ul = 2/ Bt Vit = Vit |V < B
According to (6.10) and (6.14)
Q2 < Eexp{tero(1+ Ul 951 +Ulli05)}

(6.15) = exp{tcio} Eexp {tCIOUiﬂl,zjq} Eexp {t66U]?},_172j}.
By Lemma [73] (see the Appendix) we have
(6.16) Eexp {c1oU 95 1} <1+2/cio

and a similar bound holds true for U}, ,; ;. Taking ¢ sufficiently small, from (E15) and
(616]) we obtain Q2 < ¢17. Combining the estimates @1 < ¢ and Q2 < ¢11 obtained above
with (8] yields the lemma. O

Lemma 6.5. For any m=20,...,M
FEexp {cl ‘56”"} < co.

Proof. The argument is similar to that for Lemma [6.4] and therefore will not be given here.
The only difference is that instead of Lemma [5.13] we make use of Lemma [5.12] O
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Now Lemma follows easily from Lemmas [6.4] and Lemma [ 1]in the Appendix.

6.2. Proof of Theorem [2.3l The idea of the proof is to decompose the function f into
a Haar expansion and then to make use of the closeness properties of the sequences Xj,
i=1,....,n and N;, i = 1,...,n over the dyadic blocks. For this the representation provided
by Proposition [5.10] and the exponential inequalities in Lemma are crucial.

For the sake of brevity set

Sn(f) = i:f(tz) <)ZZ — Ni) .
=1

What we have to show is that for any ¢ satisfying [t| < co,

(6.17) Eexp{t(logn) 2Sn(f}) < exp {t*c1 }.
Toward this end let M = [logy(n/ng)] and note that according to Proposition [5.10],

Su(f) = f: S™ where S™ =3 f(tI") (Zm - Wim) .

m=0 i€ Jm
By Holder’s inequality
M
6.18)  Bexp{t(logn)?S.(N} < [T (Bexp {t(M +1)(logm) 5™ )V
m=0
Set for brevity
(6.19) U, = (M 4 1)(logn) 2.

Obviously u, <1 for n large enough (such that logn > 2).
It is easy to see that inequality (6.17]) follows from (6.1I8]) if we prove that for m =0, ..., M
and any t satisfying |t| < ¢

(6.20) Eexp {tu,S™} < exp {t?c1 } .

In the sequel we will give a proof of (6.20]).
First we consider the case m = 0. By Holder’s inequality,
1/2
(6.21) Fexp {tu,5"} < | Eexp{ 2tu, Z FUOYL Y Eexp{ 2tu, Z fEHw?
i€Jo i€Jo

Since 172-0, 1 € Jy are independent we have

Eexp | 2tu, Z f(t?)i-o = H Eexp {Ztunf(t?)f/io} .

i€Jy 1€Jo

By choosing the constant ¢y small enough we can easily guarantee that ‘2tun f (t?)! < A\/3,
and by Lemma [T] we obtain

(6.22) Eexp{ 2tuy, »_ fE)Y 3 <exp{ eat? > E(Y)?
i€Jo 1€Jo
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Since E(ZO)2 = E'(X;om)% < Cuax for i € Jy, and #Jy < 2nmin (see Section (1), we have
dien B (Y?)? < ¢3, which in conjunction with (622)) yields

E exp{2tu,, Z FENYLY < exp {C4t2} .
i€Jp

An analogous bound holds true for the second expectation in (G.2I]). From these bounds and

from ([6.21) we obtain ([6.20) for m = 0.

For the case m > 1 introduce the function g(s) = f(a(s)), s € [0, 1], where a(s) is defined
by (5.2). Set for brevity s = b(t]"), i € Jy,. Then for the sum S™ we get the following
representation:

sm= 3" gl (Y - W)
ieJ’m
Let g, be the truncated Haar expansion of g for m > 1 (see (84):

m—1 2k

(6.23) gm = co(@ho + D>k j(9)hk.j,

where co(g) and ¢y j(g) are the corresponding Fourier-Haar coefficients defined by (3.3)) with
g replacing f. Then obviously

S™ =SP4 55
where
(6.24) ST = Y (g = gm (57 (Vi = W)
1€Jm
S = D gm () (VW)
1€Jm

By Holder’s inequality
(6.25) Eexp {tu,S™} < (Eexp {2tu,ST"} FE exp {2tunS’2n})1/2 .

Now the inequality (6.20]) for m > 1 will be established if we prove that both expectations
on the right-hand side of ([6:25]) are bounded by exp {tzc}. These inequalities are the subject
of Propositions and below. This completes the proof of Theorem 23]

First we prove the bound for the first expectation on the right hand side of (625).

Proposition 6.6. For any m = 1,..., M and t satisfying |t| < ¢y we have
E exp{tu,ST"} < exp {t2cl} .

Proof. Since by (B.3)) the function a(s) is Lipschitz and f € H(3, L), it is easy to see that the
function g(s) = f(a(s)) is also in a Hélder ball H(3, L) but with another absolute constant
L. By Holder’s inequality

1/2
(6.26) E exp{tu,ST"} < (E exp { Z p,ﬁm} Eexp {— Z pZWZm}> )

1€Jm 1€Jm

where p; = 2tu, (9(sI") — gm/(s]")) and [t| < ¢ for some sufficiently small absolute constant cg.
Note that by Proposition we have ||g — gm|l., < Lo27"/2. Therefore for |t| < ¢y (Where
cp is small)

il < e1 [t un2™™% < ep [t] 272 < A/3.
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Then according to Lemma [.I] we get for ¢ € J,,

(6.27) Eexp {Pi?im} < exp {p?E(lN/im)Z} < exp {cat?27"E(X][")?}.
An analogous bound holds true for the normal r.v.’s W™, i € J,,, :

(6.28) Eexp{—p;W/"} <exp {02t22_mE(Xim)2} .

Taking into account that }7{”, i € Jy and W™, i € J,, are sequences of independent r.v.’s

and inserting (6.27) and (6.28) into (6.26]), we obtain

(6.29) E exp{tu,ST"} < exp {03t22_m Z E(X[”)z} .
i€Jm
Now we remark that #.J,, < 2™!. Hence by Z2)
(6.30) > E(X")? € #JmCnax < 2" Crnax
1€Jm
Inserting (6:30) into (6.29])), we obtain the result. O

Now we will find the bound for the second expectation on the right hand side of (6.25)).
Proposition 6.7. For any m = 1,..., M and t satisfying |t| < ¢y we have
E exp{tu,Sy'} < exp {t?c; } .
Proof. From (6.24]), (6.23)) and ([B.2]) we obtain

m—1 2k
7= eolg) (T3 - W1) + 30 27 Y o) (17 - )
k=0 Jj=1

where

(6.31) T;‘]m =Y 051 = Vi1 V;’Jm =Wili0j-1 = Wil

(compare with (5.21) and (5.22))). Here ?k”; and W}, are defined by (E.19). Set in analogy
to (6.1)

(6.32) Se =Yg =W, SE =Tl = Ve =125 k=0,.,m — 1.

Since the function g(s) is in the Hélder ball with a Holder constant Lg, according to Propo-
sition [3.1] we have the following bounds for the Fourier-Haar coefficients:

(6.33) col9) < Lo/2, lerj(g)) <2732L027%, j=1,..,2% k=0,...,m —1.

Note also that by Lemma [6.1] there is an absolute constant ¢ sufficiently small such that for
lv| < to

(6.34) Eexp {vggn} < exp {611)2} , Fexp {vg,znj} <exp {011)2}

for j=1,..,2" and k =0, ...,m — 1, where §6’"° and 5,2”] are defined by (6.1]).
By Holder’s inequality we have, for any ¢ satisfying |t| < ¢y < to,

m—1

1/(m+1)
(6.35) Eexp {tu,Sy'} < <E exp {t(m + Dunco(9)Sy'} H Eexp {t(m + l)unUk}> ,
k=0
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where
2k:

(6.36) Up =22 e j(9)S7, k=0,..,m—1.
j=1

The claim will be established, if we show that the constant ¢y can be chosen such that for ¢
satisfying |t| < co,

(6.37) E exp {tum nco(9)Sy'} < exp {C2t2}
and
(6.38) E exp {tum U} < exp {C2t2} ,

where for the sake of brevity we set w, , = (m + 1)u,.
It is easy to show (6.37). For this we note that by ([6.33) and (619, for |t| < ¢y we have

(6.39) [tumnco(9)] < st (m+1)(M +1)Lo/log® n < eaco < to,

if the constant ¢( is small enough. Then the inequality (6.37) follows from (6.34]) and from
(6.39).

The proof of (6.38]) is somewhat more involved. The main problem is that S7";, j =1, ..., ok
are dependent and therefore we cannot make use of the product structure of the exponent
exp {tUy} directly. However Proposition ensures that the components of the sum Uy, (see
(636])) are almost independent, which allows to exploit the product structure in an implicit
way. The main idea is to "substitute” S]Z'?j, j=1,..,2F by gz??j, j = 1,....,2% which are
independent. With this in mind we write

Uy = U + Uz,
where
2k 2k
Up =223 arj(9)SEy, UE =223 ai(9) <51??j - SITJ‘) :
Jj=1 Jj=1
Then by Holder’s inequality,

(6.40) E exp {tumnUs} < (Eexp {2tum UL } E exp {2tun, ,UE })

Now we proceed to estimate the first expectation on the right-hand side of (6.40). We make
use of the independence of S}, j =1, ..., 28 (see Lemma [5.5) to get

1/2

2k

(6.41) E exp {2tumnUp } = [[ Eexp {tqjggfj} )
j=1

where ¢; = qm.nk; = 2umn2¥/%ck j(g). Note that by (6.33) and (619)
ltg;| < ‘Qtum,nZk/QCk,j(g)‘ <5 |t|27F2 < 1,

provided cg is small enough. It then follows from (6.34)) that for j = 1,...,2"

(6.42) Eexp {tqjggfj} < exp {Cﬁt22_k} .
Inserting (6.42)) into (6.41]) we find the bound
(6.43) E exp {2tum nUp } < exp {crt*}.

Thus we have estimated the first expectation on the right hand side of ([6.40]). It remains to
estimate the second one.



FUNCTIONAL KMT FOR PARTIAL SUMS 25

Note that
Sk — Sty = (Tvﬁ - T;:,’?) - (VIQ}‘ - Vkibm) :
Hence
Up = Ui + Uy
where

2k 2k
Ui =223 e 5(9) <T1:n] - T;:Jm) , Up =22 e 5(g) <an; - Vk*,’]m) :
=1 =1

By Holder’s inequality we obtain
(6.44) Eexp {Ztum,nU,?} < (E exp {4tum7nU,§’} FEexp {4tum7nU,f}) 1/2 .

Since T} — T,:’;.n, j=1,...,2% is a sequence of independent r.v.’s, we get
k

2
(6.45) Bexp {4tunUf} < [] Bexo {2tq; (T - 1;7") }
j=1

where ¢; is defined above (see (6:41)). The definitions of T, i and of T (see (5.21) and
(.31))) imply N N N

Tl??j - TJ}” = /BQijT—)T—IQj—l - 52]'—1Yk7—7-1,2j'
Hereafter we abbreviate 3; = gty — 1, Bi= B ;. Then
(6.46) FEexp {2tqj (f,;”] — T;Jm) } = Fexp {tqjﬂgjffkﬁmj_l} Eexp {—tqjﬂgj_l?k"}rmj} )
Since by Proposition 53] By; < cgBaj—1, we have f2; < 1+ cg. Hence by (6.33]) and (G.19))
(6.47) |7qu'ﬁ2j| S Cg |t| 2—k/2ﬁ2j § )\/3

for t sufficiently small. By (5.19]) and by Lemma [5.7] 17,:112 ;1 is a sum of independent r.v.’s
which satisfy Sakhanenko’s condition (2.3]). Hence using Lemma [I.T] we obtain

Eexp {tqjﬂ2ji}k711,2j—l} = H Eexp {tq]/BZ?i}Zm}

[T e {thfﬁng (fﬁm)Q} :

m
k+1,25—1

IN

iel

By (6.47)

IN

- ~ N2
FEexp {tqjﬁngk"imj_l} H exp {clotQQ—kﬂﬁng <Y;m) }
iEIﬁl’zjfl

= exp {Clot22_k/25§j32j_1} .

Taking into account Proposition [5.2], we obtain

2
53]-32]‘—1 = (\/ Baj — +/ sz—1> <|Bgj — Baj_1| < c11.

This proves that
Eexp {tqjﬁngk"}rmj_l} < exp {012t22_k/2} .
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For the second expectation on the right hand side of (6.46]) we prove an analogous bound.
Invoking these bounds in (6.46]) we get

(6.48) Eexp {thj (flgn,] — T,:’Jm>} <exp {613t22_k/2} .
Inserting in turn (6.48]) into (6.45) we arrive at
FEexp {4tum7nU,‘:’} < exp {cl4t2} .

In the same way we prove an inequality for U}. Then by (6.44)) we have

(6.49) Eexp {QtummU,?} < exp {614252} .
From (6.40), (6:49) and (6.43]) we obtain inequality (6.38]), this completing the proof of the
proposition. ]

7. APPENDIX
In the course of the reasoning we made use of the following simple auxiliary results.

Lemma 7.1. Let ¢ be a real valued r.v. with mean 0 and finite variance: E€ =0, 0 < E¢? <
o0o. Assume that Sakhanenko’s condition

AE [ exp{Al¢[} < BE?
holds true for some X\ > 0. Then for all |t| < A\/3
Eexp{t{} < exp {tzEfz} .

Proof. Let u(t) = Eexp(tf) and ¢(t) = logu(t) be the moment and cumulant generating
functions respectively. The conditions of the lemma imply that p(t) < ¢; for any real || <
A/3. Using a three term Taylor expansion we obtain for 0 < v <1

t3

2
() = $(0) + ¥/ (0)¢ + W(O)% PO

Note that ¥(0) = 0, ¥/(0) = 0, ¥"(0) = E£? and p(t) > 1 by Jensen’s inequality, while for
the third derivative we have for any real s satisfying |s| < \/3,

W (s) = p" (s)u(s) ™t = 3" () (5)p(s) 72 + 204/ (5)° ul(s) .
Using Holder’s inequality and u(s) > 1 we obtain the bound
[4"(5)] < 6EIE[* exp(Mg))
Since [t| < A/3, by Sakhanenko’s condition we have

0 <9(t) < §E§2 + B¢’ exp(Af¢]) < PEE%.

Lemma 7.2. Let £ be a real valued r.v. such that E€ =0 and
Eexp{Al]} < a1
for some X\ >0 and ¢y > 1. Then for all |t| < \/2 we have
Eexp{te} < exp{cat?},

where cy = 4c1 /2.
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Proof. The argument is similar to Lemma [.Il We use the same notations. A two term
Taylor expansion yields, for 0 <v <1,
2

$E) = $(0) + 4 O + 4" (wt)
Since 22 < 2exp(|z|) for any real x, we have for any s satisfying |s| < \/2
0 < 9(s) = pls) {EE exp(s€) — (B¢ exp(s€))?}
A
< Bgexp(s¢) < B¢ exp(Flé]) < 853
Consequently

C
<442,

t2
0< Y1) =¥ (vt) 5 <455

0

Lemma 7.3. Let&;, i = 1,...,n be a sequence of independent r.v.’s such that for alli =1,...,n
we have E§; =0, 0 < E{ZZ < oo and

MBI exp (A&} < B¢
for some positive constant . Set S, =& + ... + &, B2 = ES2 and S}, = S,1(]S,| < B2).
Then
Eexp{ci1(S;/Bn)*} < 1+2/cy,
where ¢; = 2 min {\/3,1/2}.
Proof. Denote
F(z) = P ((S/Bn)?* > ).
First we shall prove that
(7.1) F(z) < 2exp{—coz}, x>0,
where ¢y = 2¢1. For this we note that
F(z) =P (S;/Bn > ax)+ P(S;/By, < —x).

It suffices to estimate only the first probability on the right hand side of the above equality;
the second can be treated in the same way. If x > B2 then

P (S;/Bn > \z) =0;
thus there is nothing to prove in this case. Let x < B2. Denoting t = 2¢2+/, one obtains
P (S,’; > \/E) P (Sn > \/E) < exp {—t\/E} Eexp{tS,/B,}

exp {—tva} [[ Eexp {t&/Bn}.
i=1

IN

(7.2)

Note that t/B,, = 2co\/z/By, < 2c5 < \/3. Hence by Lemma [7]
Eexp{t/B,} < exp {t2E£Z2/B72L} .
Inserting this into (T.2]) we get

P (S; /By > Vx)

IN

exp {—tV/z} H exp {tzEff/BfL}
i=1

= exp {—t\/i + t2} < exp{—cox}



28

ION GRAMA AND MICHAEL NUSSBAUM

which proves (7.1]). Integrating by parts we obtain

Eexp {c1(S3)/Ba} = /O " explena}dF(z)

= 1+ /OOO F(z)exp{ciz}dx

IN

o
1+ 2/ exp{cix — cox}dx
0

1—|—2/Cl.

IN

0
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