arXiv:1909.09576v2 [math.PR] 23 Oct 2019

ON ALMOST SURE CONVERGENCE OF RANDOM VARIABLES WITH FINITE
CHAOS DECOMPOSITION

RADOSLAW ADAMCZAK

ABsTRACT. Under mild conditions on a family of independent random variables (X,) we prove that
almost sure convergence of a sequence of tetrahedral polynomial chaoses of uniformly bounded degrees
in the variables (X ) implies the almost sure convergence of their homogeneous parts. This generalizes
a recent result due to Poly and Zheng obtained under stronger integrability conditions. In particular for
i.i.d. sequences we provide a simple necessary and sufficient condition for this property to hold.

We also discuss similar phenomena for sums of multiple stochastic integrals with respect to Poisson
processes, answering a question by Poly and Zheng.

1. INTRODUCTION

Investigation of real and vector valued multi-linear forms in independent random variables is a classical
topic in probability theory closely related to multiple stochastic integration. Such random variables
have been thoroughly studied, e.g., in the context of harmonic analysis on the discrete cube, analysis
of Boolean functions, geometric theory of Banach spaces, random graphs, concentration of measure,
Malliavin calculus or more recently the Malliavin-Stein method. We refer the Reader to the monographs
[9, 2L 12} 20, [6], T4, [, [T6] for extensive exposition of various aspects of the theory.

Recently Poly and Zheng [I8] have observed that for a large class of sequences X = (X,,)nen of
independent random variables the almost sure convergence of a sequence of sums of tetrahedral (i.e.,
affine in each variable) multi-linear forms of bounded degrees in the sequence X can be decomposed into
the almost sure convergence of their homogeneous parts. They also proved a counterpart of this result
for sums of multiple stochastic integrals with respect to a Gaussian process and posed certain questions
concerning similar phenomena for sequences of variables with less regularity than those covered by their
theorems, as well as for sums of multiple stochastic integrals with respect to a Poisson process.

The goal of this article is to provide answers to the questions raised by Poly and Zheng and to further
study the almost sure convergence of sums of tetrahedral multi-linear forms, also in the vector valued
setting. In order to formulate our results in a precise way and to put them in the right perspective let us
start with the formulation of the main theorems by Poly and Zheng.

1.1. Results by Poly and Zheng. Denote by /5(N)®? the set of all d-tensors (d-indexed matrices)
of the form a = (aila---yid)?ﬁ...,id:O’ symmetric in their arguments (i.e., ai,,. ., = Qi 1y yommrioqa) fOT ANY
permutation o of the set [d] = {1,...,d}), with vanishing diagonals (i.e., such that a;,,. . ;, = 0 whenever
ix = 4; for some k # ). For d = 0 we interpret a € £(N)®? as a single real number agy (corresponding to
the empty multi-index).

Let Xo, X1, Xo, ... be a family of independent random variables. Assume that EX; = 0, EX? = 1 and
for some § > 0, sup; E|X;|?>*° < oo.
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Assume now that (Z,)1<n<co is a sequence of random variables of the formll

d
Zn = Z Zn,k;
k=0

o
_ § (n,k)
Znk = aily»»wikXil e Xy
01,000 =0

E?k)% |? < co. Here the infinite sums defining Zn i are

understood as a.s. (or L) limits of sums over 4y,...,i; € {0,...,n} (their existence follows easily from
the martingale convergence theorem). Note that Z, ¢ are just constants (products over empty index set
are interpreted as one).

where

for some a(™*) € £o(N)®* such that Y~

st =1 |a’

One of the results proved by Poly and Zheng is

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 1.3. in [I8]). In the above setting, if Z, converges to Zs, a.s. asn — 0o, then
forallk <d, Zp — Zso i a.5.

In other words the almost sure convergence of sums of tetrahedral multilinear forms of uniformly
bounded degrees in the variables X; decomposes into almost sure convergence of their homogeneous
components.

While we postpone the rigorous formulation of our results to subsequent sections, let us announce that
we provide a weaker sufficient conditions for this property to hold (see Theorem [28]), which in partic-
ular allows to replace the finiteness of higher moments in Theorem [[LT] by uniform square integrability
(Corollary Z9). We also completely characterize i.i.d. sequences with the above property (Theorem [Z12))
and extend this phenomenon to the case of multi-linear forms with coefficients from a Banach space
(Proposition 2.6).

Another result from [I8] is a counterpart for sums of Gaussian multiple stochastic integrals. Since we
are not going to use it (we state it only for comparison with the Poissonian case which we will consider in
Section [3)) we refer, e.g., to the monograph [6] for the necessary definitions. We remark that the original
formulation of the theorem involved rather isonormal Gaussian processes over a separable Hilbert space.
To be able to draw analogy with the Poissonian setting, we state it in an equivalent form in terms of
Gaussian stochastic measures.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 1.1. in [I8]). Let G be a Gaussian stochastic measure on a measurable space
(X, F,pn) and let I,, denote the corresponding n-fold Gaussian stochastic integral on Lo ¢(X™, u®™) (the
space of square integrable functions, symmetric in their arguments). Let d € N and consider a sequence
(F)22 of random variables of the form
d
Fn = EFn + Zlk(fn,k)a

k=1
where fn 1 € Lo (X%, n®%) and d € N. If the sequence F,, converges almost surely to a random variable
F, then EF,, — EF and there exist functions feor € Lo (X%, u®*), such that for all k < d, Ix(fu.x)
converges almost surely as n — 00 to It(foo k)

Poly and Zheng ask if an analogous result holds for Poisson multiple stochastic integrals. While we
show (see Example Bl below) that this is not the case (even for d = 1), we will also prove that under an
additional assumption that the converging sequence is majorized by an integrable random variable, one
can indeed deduce the almost sure convergence of individual summands from the convergence of the sum

(Theorem [322)).

INote that we include here n = oo
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Let us mention in passing that there are many common aspects of the analysis on the Gauss and Pois-
son space, e.g., they both have the chaos representation property, however the Poisson space lacks many
regularity aspects of the Gauss space (e.g., hypercontractivity and related strong concentration proper-
ties). Searching for counterparts of Gaussian results in the context of Malliavin calculus, concentration
of measure or hypercontractivity is an active area of research (see, e.g., the recent articles [10, 19} [15]).
Our result is another example showing that the behaviour of multiple stochastic integrals with respect to
the Poisson process resembles to some extent the Gaussian case, however at the cost of introducing some
additional assumptions.

2. RESULTS FOR INDEPENDENT RANDOM VARIABLES

We will now present new results for independent random variables, deferring the proofs to further
sections. We will start by discussing certain general properties, then we will state the main theorems
concerning extensions of Theorem [T

2.1. Preliminaries. In order to make the presentation more transparent we need to introduce some
additional terminology. Below X = (X;);en is a sequence of independent random variables.

Definition 2.1. For a nonnegative integer d define Q4(X) — the homogeneous tetrahedral chaos of degree
d, as the space of all random variables Z, which are limits in probability of a sequence of random variables

of the form

E iy ooigXin o Xigs
i1 =0

where a € £o(N)®9 is a d-tensor with only finitely many non-zero coefficients.

Remark 2.2. If the sequence X consists of i.i.d. Rademacher variables, then Q4(X) coincides with the
Walsh-Rademacher chaos of order d, however if the variables X; are i.i.d. standard Gaussian, Qg is
distinct from the d-th chaos corresponding to the Gaussian Hilbert space spanned by X. Since in this
section we discuss only sequences of independent random variables, we believe that this should not lead
to misunderstanding. Let us also remark that in general the spaces ()4 may have a non-trivial intersection
(see however Proposition 2:4] below) and (even if all variables X; are square integrable) they need not
span Lo(X). Note also that Qo(X) is just the space of almost surely constant random variables.

Definition 2.3. We will say that X has the convergence decomposition property (abbrev. CDP) if for
every nonnegative integer d and every sequence (Z,)1<n<oo Of random variables of the form

d
Zn = Zn, (2.1)
k=0

where Z,, 1, € Qx(X), such that Z,, - Z a.s. as n — 0o, we have
Zn,k — Zoo,k a.s. (22)
forall k=0,...,d.
An obvious necessary condition for the sequence X to satisfy the CDP is linear independence of the
spaces Qk(X), i.e. uniqueness of representations of random variables Z as sums of variables from a finite
number of spaces Q(X) (if such uniqueness does not hold then the sequence Z,, = Z together with two

distinct representations provides a counterexample for the CDP). The following proposition asserts that
this minimal condition of uniqueness of the chaos decomposition is in fact also sufficient for the CDP.

Proposition 2.4. A sequence X satisfies the CDP if and only if for every d € N and every Yp,Yy €
Qo(X),...,Ya, Y) € Qu(X), if
Yo+YVi+...+Ya=Y]+Y/+...+Y] as.,
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then for allk < d, Y, =Y/ a.s.

Remark 2.5. In fact, as follows from our main technical tool, Lemma [51] in Section Bl if the CDP does
not hold, then we can find finite sums Z,, = b,, + Eﬁio a,in)Xk, where b, a,in) € R, such that Z, — 0
almost surely while b,, — —1, Z,, — b, — 1 a.s. In particular the uniqueness of the decomposition is lost
already for d = 1.

The results by Poly and Zheng have been formulated for real valued chaos variables, however it turns
out that the CDP automatically extends to an analogous property for polynomial chaoses with coefficients
in an arbitrary separable Banach space (E, || - ||). More precisely, if we define Q4(X, E) as the sets of
limits in probability of homogeneous tetrahedral polynomials of degree d in X, with coefficients from F,
then the following result holds.

Proposition 2.6. If the sequence X satisfies the CDP, then for every separable Banach space (E, || -||),
every non-negative integer d and every sequence (Zp)i1<n<oo 0f random variables of the form

d
Zn = Z Zn,k;
k=0

where Zn i, € Qr(X, E), such that Z, — Zo almost surely as n — oo, we have
Zn,k — Zoo,k
almost surely for all k =0,...,d.

Let us conclude this section with a comment on the assumed structure of the limiting random variable
Z~. In the formulation of Theorem [[.T] and Proposition 2.6 as well as in Definition it is assumed that
Z s can be also represented as a finite sum of variables from Q(X). The next proposition states that if
X satisfies the CDP, then it is in fact enough to assume just the existence of the limit.

Proposition 2.7. Assume that the sequence X satisfies the CDP and let (E, || -||) be a separable Banach
space. Consider a sequence of random wvariables (Zy)1<n<oo as in 1), with Z,y € Qx(X,E). If
the sequence Z, converges in probability to some random variable Z.,, then there exist unique random
variables Zoo i, k=0,...,d such that Zs, = 22:0 Zeot and Zy € Qp(X, E).

2.2. Main results. We will now present the main results for sequences of independent random variables.
We will start with a mild sufficient condition for the CDP to hold. Before we formulate it let us note
that since the spaces Qx(X) do not change when one scales the variables X, by nonzero factors, there is
no loss of generality in assuming that X is a tight sequence.

Theorem 2.8. Let X be a tight sequence of independent random variables. Assume that for some 6 > 0
and all n € N,

supP(|X,| € (z —d,2+6)) <1-06. (2.3)
z€R

Assume moreover that there exist C > 0, tg > 0 such that for any t € (0,to] and any n € N,

1 1
< C(P(1Xl > )+t Var (XoLyjx, <1 )- (2.4)
Then the sequence X satisfies the CDP.

EXnlfx, <1y

The condition (24) may seem quite technical, therefore let us now state a corollary to the above
theorem, which is a strengthening of Theorem [l

Corollary 2.9. If the variables X,, are centered of variance one and the family {X?2},en is uniformly
integrable, then X satisfies the CDP.
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Remark 2.10. The assumption (Z3) is an anti-concentration type condition, preventing the random
variables X,, from being too deterministic. It is not difficult to see that if the variables become too strongly
concentrated in points or small intervals away from zero, then the CDP cannot hold, as illustrated by
the following example, which answers a question posed by Poly and Zheng [I8].

Ezample 2.11. Assume that X, is a centered two point variable of variance one (not necessarily symmet-
ric), i.e., for some p,, € (0,1),

1— —
(2 = 2] =y (X = 2 =1,
pn(lfpn> pn(lfpn>

Assume that limsup,,_,. pn = 1 (the situation when liminf,,_, o p, = 0 is completely analogous). In
particular there exists an increasing sequence k,, such that
(o9}

Z(l — Pk, ) < o0.

n=0

Set now Z,0=1, Zp,1 = —7WX;%, Zy = Zn,o+ Zn,1. By the Borel-Cantelli lemma we obtain
N 17pk'n,

that with probability one, for sufficiently large n, X, = m and as a consequence Z, 1 = —1,
Zy, = 0. Setting Z,0 = Zoo,1 = 0 one can see that there is no convergence of of 7, ; to Z ;. One can
also see that the decomposition of Z, into a sum of variables from Qo (X) (constants) and ()1 (X) is not
unique, since —1 € Q1(X) (cf. Proposition 24 and Remark [Z3]). Of course if one insists on representing
Z+ in the form ¢ + ZZO:O an Xy, where ¢, a, € R then one must have ¢ =0, a, = 0.

On the other hand, if p/,s are separated from zero and one, then it follows from Theorem [[T] that the
sequence X satisfies the CDP.

If the variables X,, are i.i.d., one can show that the condition of Theorem is in fact necessary for
the CDP to hold, i.e., we have the following theorem.

Theorem 2.12. Assume that the variables X,,, n € N are i.i.d. Then the sequence X satisfies the CDP
if and only if there exists C > 0 and to > 0 such that for all t € (0,10),

< C(%IP(|XO| > %) +tVar (Xolyx, <1 ) )- (2.5)

‘EXo]l{\Xo\s%}
Remark 2.13. Using the fact that limy o t[EXo 1 x,<s3| = 0, it is easy to see that (2.3]) is satisfied for
some C' >0, to > 0 and all t € (0,¢0) if and only if for some C; > 0, t; > 0 and all t € (0,t1),

1 1
[EX01x,1c3| < €1 (FR(1X0] > 3) +EX L5, 219 )- (2.6)

Furthermore, this is equivalent to the existence of Cy > 0, such that

1 1

for all t > 0.

Indeed, if X is not equal identically to zero, then for ¢ large enough (say t > t3) and C3 large enough,
< 1 < C33P(|Xo| > 1), while @) for ¢ € [t1,t5] can be easily obtained from (Z) for
t < t1 (with Cy depending only on C1,t1,t2).

Using the Fubini theorem and (Z7)) one can easily prove that if Y is any random variable independent
of Xo and X satisfies (2.3, then so does XY (possibly with different ¢o, C'). This clearly follows from
Theorem but is perhaps somewhat hidden at the level of inequality (Z.3]).

[EX0T{ x, <1}
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FEzample 2.14. Tt is clear from the law of large numbers that if X is an i.i.d. sequence with X integrable
but not centered, then X cannot satisfy the CDP. Let us present a sequence violating the CDP with
EX(y = 0. To this end consider X satisfying
2" 1
IP’(XOZ ﬁ) = onil forn=1,2,...,

and
2

r(n--7)-}

Then EX( = 0 and for t = n?/2" and n large, we obtain

EXolyx, <1y = EXolyx, 51y = Z 2k2 =z 2(n+1)
k=n+1
On the other hand
P10 > 1) = 5 o = o
e\ T ) T 2 ondl T 92
and
n2 n2 /ot "L gkl K
Var (XoLgieyy) € 5eBXoP Loxicen ) = 53 (75 X T ) < 13
k=1

for some numerical constant K.
This shows that the condition (23] is not satisfied and as a consequence X consisting of i.i.d. copies
of X, does not satisfy the CDP.

Our last result concerning independent random variables is the following corollary on reversing the
triangle inequality in Lg, which should be compared with Lemma from the Appendix, dealing with
L, spaces for p > 1. It turns out that in contrast to the L, case, reversing the triangle inequality at the
level of tails requires additional regularity of the distribution of the underlying random variables.

Corollary 2.15. Assume that the variables X,,, n € N are i.i.d. and X satisfies Z38). Then for any

d € N there exists a constant Cyq such that for any separable Banach space (E,| - ||), any sequence of
random variables Z; € Q;(X,E), i =0,...,d and any t > 0,
d
> P(|Zill > t) < CaP(|Zo + Z1 + ...+ Zal| > t/Ca). (2.8)
=0

Moreover, if [28) holds for E =R and d = 1, then X, satisfies ([Z.0).

3. MULTIPLE POISSON INTEGRALS

Let us now pass to the Poissonian setting and discuss a counterpart of Theorem Since a formal
introduction of all the underlying notions is quite lengthy here we will only present the counterexample
and the formulation of our theorem, using standard notation from the theory of Poisson processes and
Poisson multiple integrals (see, e.g., [11]), postponing the precise definitions to Section [, which will be
devoted solely to the Poissonian case.

Ezample 3.1. Consider a Poisson process n with uniform intensity on the interval [0,1] . Let f,, = n]l[oﬁi]

and let F,, = I(fn) = fol frdn — fol fndz be the compensated Poisson stochastic integral of f, (in
particular F), is an element of the first Wiener-Poisson chaos, see Section [f] for the definition). Then F,
converges almost surely to —1. Since —1 is an element of the Poisson chaos of order 0, we see that the
counterpart of Theorem [I.2] does not hold even for d = 1.

On the other hand we have the following result.



ON ALMOST SURE CONVERGENCE OF RANDOM VARIABLES WITH FINITE CHAOS DECOMPOSITION 7

Theorem 3.2. Let ) be a Poisson point process on a o-finite measurable space (X, F,\) and for n > 1
let I, be the corresponding n-fold (compensated) stochastic integral on Lo s(X™, X®™) (the space of square
integrable functions, symmetric in their arguments). Consider d € N and a sequence (Fy)i<n<oo Of
random variables of the form

d
Fn = EFn + Zlk(fn,k)a
k=1
where fn 1 € Lo (X% A\®F). If the sequence F,, converges almost surely to some random variable Fo,, and
there exists an integrable random variable X such that for all n, |F,| < X a.s., then EF,, — EF,, and
there exist random variables Foo iy, k =1,...,d such that as n — 0o, Ix(fn.x) converges almost surely and
in Ly to Fuo k. If moreover (F),)1<n<oo i8 bounded in Lo, then there exist functions foo i € Lo (X% A\®F),
such that for all1 <k <d, Fso 1, = Is(f,x)-

Ezample 3.3. The assumption that (F,)>2; is bounded in L2 cannot be dropped, i.e., if the other
assumptions of the theorem are satisfied, but this one is not, it is possible that the sequence F;, converges
almost surely to a random variable which is not in Ls. To see this it is enough to consider d = 1,
a function fo: X — [0,00), which is integrable but not square integrable and a sequence of functions
fn € La(X, ) NLy1 (X, 1) converging pointwise to f from below. Setting Fy, = I1(fn) = [ fadn— [ fndX
one can easily see that F,, converges almost surely to I1(f) ¢ La(n), moreover |F,,| < [ foodn+ [ food) €
L1(n), so |F,| is indeed dominated by an integrable random variable. On the other hand it is not clear
to us whether under the assumption of Ly boundedness or even under a stronger assumption that F,
converge to I, in Lo, one can drop the assumption of majorization by an integrable random variable.

4. FURTHER COMMENTS

4.1. Overview of the proof. The original proofs of Theorems [[.T] and Theorem due to Poly and
Zheng are based on the notion of hypercontractivity, which over the years has proved very useful in
analysis of polynomials in random variables. Our approach is based on decoupling inequalities, introduced
by McConnell and Taqqu in the 1980s [13] and subsequently developed by many authors, in particular
by Kwapieni [7] in the case of multilinear forms, with the most general result dealing with U-statistics
and U-processess obtained by de la Penia and Montgomery-Smith [3] (see Theorem [A] in Appendix
[A). This technique reduces the analysis of homogeneous tetrahedral polynomials in a single sequence
of independent random variables, to polynomials in multiple copies of this sequence, which are linear
in each of the copies (see [4], where general decoupling inequalities for U-statistics have been used for
polynomials in a similar way as in the proof of Lemma [B.] below). This often allows for conditioning
and inductive arguments based on the analysis of sequences of independent random variables, which are
well understood. The downside of the decoupling approach, when compared with hypercontractivity
methods is a typically much worse dependence of constants in the inequalities on the degree of the
polynomial. On the other hand decoupling inequalities are more general as they work for all sequences
of independent random variables and also in arbitrary Banach spaces, while hypercontractivity depends
heavily on the distribution of the underlying sequence and on the Banach space considered. One can
note that from a conditional application of the results by Poly and Zheng it follows that all sequences of
symmetric random variables satisfy the CDP, while not all of them satisfy hypercontractive estimates (see
[8] for a characterization in terms of the distribution). This, and the fact that the CDP is a qualitative
and not quantitative statement, suggests that in this case decoupling may work more efficiently than
hypercontraction. On the other hand we should mention that Corollary may probably follow by
hypercontractive estimates that can be recovered from the proofs in [8]. Also, Theorem [3.2can be proved
by means of the Mehler formula for the Poisson process, mimicking the approach Poly and Zheng used
in the Gaussian case. We present a sketch of this approach in Section[fl In terms of notation it is in fact
simpler than our main approach based on decoupling, which on the other hand seems to be more easily
generalizable to other settings (in particular to more general random measures or U-statistics).
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4.2. Organisation of the article. Section [l is devoted to proofs of results for independent random
variables. It is split into Subsection .l where we formulate the main technical lemma and use it to
prove Propositions 2.4] 2.6, 2.7] and Subsection (5.2] where we present proofs of Theorem 2.8 Corollary
2.9 Theorem and Corollary Section [6] contains the proof of Theorem on multiple Poisson
integrals. In Appendix [A] we formulate the main decoupling results that all our proofs are based on, and
in Appendix [B] an elementary proof of Proposition [5.4] used in Section

4.3. Acknowledgements. The Author would like to thank prof. Krzysztof Oleszkiewicz for instructive
conversations and encouragement to investigate problems discussed in this article.

5. PROOFS OF RESULTS FOR INDEPENDENT RANDOM VARIABLES

In this section we provide proofs of results concerning sequences of independent random variables,
formulated in Section First we will state a technical lemma and demonstrate abstract propositions,
then prove the main theorems.

5.1. A technical lemma and proofs of results from Section 2.7l In what follows by £ we denote
convergence in probability.

Lemma 5.1. Let X = (X)), be a sequence of independent random variables, satisfying the following

implication. For all sequences a™ = (a(()"), e ag:b)) eRFH b, € R, neN,
kn
(bn +3 alVx, T 0) — (bn nope 0). (5.1)
k=0
Then for every separable Banach space (E,| - ||), every non-negative integer d and every sequence

(Zn)1<n<oo Of random variables of the form

d
Zn = Z Zn,k;
k=0

where Zy, 1, € Qr(X, E), such that Z, — Zs almost surely as n — oo, we have
ka — Zoo,k a.s.
forallk=0,...,d.

Before we present the proof of the above lemma, let us make a few comments and describe its basic
consequences. In particular we will prove Propositions [Z.6, [Z.4] and 271

Let us start with the following remark, which will be used in the proof of Lemma 5.1
Remark 5.2. Consider the implication (&) with convergence in probability replaced by the almost sure

convergence. It is easy to see that this formally weaker property of the sequence X is in fact equivalent
to (BJ)). Indeed, assume that such a weaker version holds and consider any a™ b, such that

krn
P
b+ > af” Xy, 0.
k=0
For every increasing sequence n,, of nonnegative integers we can find a subsequence n,,, such that

kTMnL
a.s.,l—o0
bnml+§ ai”)Xk 57700,
k=0

which implies that by, — 0 as ! — co. Therefore, b, — 0 as n — oo, which proves E1D).

The above remark and Lemma 5.l immediately implies the following corollary.
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Corollary 5.3. A sequence X of independent random variables satisfies the CDP if and only if it satisfies
the implication ([B.J).

Having the above corollary we can easily prove Propositions and [2.4]

Proof of Proposition[2.8. If X satisfies the CDP, then by Corollary it satisfies the implication (G.1J).
The assertion of the proposition follows thus by Lemma [5.1] O

Proof of Proposition [2.4] The necessity of the uniqueness of the decomposition is obvious. To show that
it is also sufficient for the CDP, note that by Lemma [5.1]if this property does not hold, then we can find
a sequence of linear forms in the variables X; converging in probability to 1. Thus 1 € @Q1(X). Since
obviously 1 € Qo(X), this shows that there is no uniqueness of the decomposition for d = 1. ([

Finally let us demonstrate Proposition 2.7

Proof of Proposition[271. It is enough to prove the existence of the variables Z . Consider thus any
strictly increasing sequences [,,, m, of integers. Since Z,, converges in probability, the difference S, :=
2y, — Zpm, converges in probability to zero. Thus from an arbitrary subsequence of S, we can select
a further subsequence along which the almost sure convergence holds. Using the CDP, we obtain that
along this subsequence also the homogeneous parts of S, tend almost surely to zero. Thus from every
subsequence of Sy = Z, k — Zm, r one can select a further subsequence converging almost surely
to zero, which implies that S, ; converges to zero in probability. But, as the sequences [, m, were
arbitrary, this implies that the Cauchy condition for convergence in probability is satisfied, and so by the
completeness of Lo(E), Z, j converges in probability to some random variable Zo, . Clearly we have

d
then Zoo =350 Zoo k- O
We will now pass to the proof of Lemma Bl

Proof of Lemma[21dl. We will use the notation as in Definition Clearly it is enough to consider the
case Zoo,;; = 0 for all & < d. Also, we can assume that Z,, ; are multilinear tetrahedral forms in a finite
number of variables Xj;, i.e.

Zok= Y aM XX, (5.2)

01,000 =0

where a(™*) € ¢§™(N) and there exist m,, j < co such that az(fk)lk

Indeed, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma we can find En g, 0 <k <d,n >0, being such tetrahedral forms,

a.s.

such that with probability one for all k < d, sz — Zpk — 0 as n — oo. In particular ZZ:O ka =0

=0 if max(iy,..., i) > My k-

a.s. ~ X ~
and for all k, Z,, , — 0 iff Z,, 1, ©20. For the purpose of the proof we can thus assume that Z,, = Z,, .
We will now prove by induction on d > 1 that for any sequence X, satisfying (&), if Z,, , k < d, are

asin (5:2) and Z, = Y20_ Znj, 30, then for all k < d, Z, ;, 3 0.

The base of induction: d = 1. In this case we have Z,, = Z, 0+ Z,,1, where Z,,¢9 € E is de-
terministic and Z,,; = ZZ;O a,(cn’l)X;c for some a,(cn’l) € E. By the Hahn-Banach theorem there ex-

ist norm one linear functionals ¢, on E such that ¢,(Z,0) = [Znoll- If Z, 80, then ¢,(Z,) =
| Zn.oll + Zi;o wn(a,in’l))Xk “% 0. By assumpion (5.1)) this implies that ||Z,, 0| — 0, which clearly yields

Zn,l = 0.
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The induction step. Let us assume that the induction hypothesis holds for all numbers smaller than
d. Note that by the convergence Z, “3 0, we have for arbitrary ¢ > 0,

lim sup P( max | Zi]| >¢€) =0. (5.3)

n—oo m>n

For [ € N define the functions hg? : RY — E by the formula

d
O] _ Z (d—Fk)! (N —d)! Z (1,k)
hil 1111 id(xl’“-’xd)_ d! (N*k)' a; ip, Lyt Ty,
1<ri#...#r,<d

and note that the random vector (Z,, ..., Z,,) can be written as

Z (hﬁ)zd (Xi, - ,Xz'd))

1<iyFis#...Fia<N

m

l=n

where N = max,<;<m, Maxo<k<q Mk (here and in what follows the notation i1 # ... # i4 denotes the
condition that the indices i, are pairwise distinct).

Let now X(®) = (X,(f))ffzo, i € [d] be i.i.d. copies of the sequence X and define Z{°¢, the decoupled
version of Z; as
ec l 1 d
Zfee = 3 RO VLX)
1<y #iz# .. Aia <N

DI VD SR Al
k

k=0 1<ri<..<rp<dii,...,ip=1

where the equality follows from the symmetry of the tensors a(*), and the fact that they have vanishing

diagonals and finite support.

For every permutation 7 of the set [d] we have hE )(1) 77777 i) (Tr(1ys- s Tr(a)) = hz(-i) in (Tigs o Tiy)s

.....

so by Theorem [A1] from the Appendix, applied to the space F' = E{""} equipped with the norm
(@n, ..., 2m)|| = maxp<i<m ||2:]|, we have for every e > 0,

1
C—dP(nrglag( 1Z1|| = Cae) < P( ax | Z3<|| > e) < CdIP’( max | Zi|| > ¢e/Cq)

Combining this with (B3) we obtain that Z{%°? %% 0 as n — cc.
Consider a sequence Y = (Y;,)22, defined as

kaJrr _ X}gr-i-l)

for k e N, r e {0 — 1}, and any sequences a(™ = (al", ..., (")) € R¥*1 b, € R, n € N, such

that b, + Zk 0@ )Yk — 0 almost surely. Using the Fubibi theorem and applying successively (G.1)) to
X (r € [d]) condltlonally on X4 1 € [d]\ {r}, we easily obtain that b, — 0 as n — co. Taking into
account Remark [5.2] we can infer that Y satisfies the implication (5.1).
Now, for fixed € [d], applying this implication to (X,(f))neN and Z2¢¢, conditionally on {Xi(r)}nGN,re[d]\{r}
we obtain via the Fubini theorem, that

% 3 Z oMM, X0V x 0 g
5 ()

1<r;<...<rp<d 41,..., =1
Vi #ET

QU
—

B
Il
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The induction hypothesis applied to Y implies now that for each r € [d] and each k < d —1

(o]
Z Z Z(n k) X(n) Xgrk) “30
1yeees? 1k
1<ry<...<rp<d ’ily»»»ﬁikzl
VT

(we use here that every tetrahedral homogeneous polynomial can represented in the form (5.2])).
Now we get

n, 1 r 1 d n, 1 TK) @.S.
)OI SRRTEN R S DD Sl XX e

1<ri<..<rp<dii,...,ip=1 r=1 1<r1<...<rp<d 4y,...,i,=1
Viri#r
for all £ < d — 1 and as a consequence
o0

zd6:= S am? xM. x5,

111
11, ..,’id 1

Applying now again the decoupling inequality, we conclude that for all £ > 0,

lim sup sup IP’( max . |Z1all >¢)<C hm sup ]P’( max. HZdeCH >¢e/C) =0,
X m>n

n—o0 m>n

a.s.
ie., Zpa %% 0. From this we obtain Zz;é Zn k. — 0, which by another application of the induction
hypothesis implies that Z,, j “% 0 also for all k < d, and ends the induction step. ([l

5.2. Proofs of results from Section We will use the following proposition, characterizing con-
vergence in probability to a constant for row sums of a triangular array of independent random variables.
Let us remark that with some not difficult but technical calculations it can be obtained from a much
deeper result, namely [I7, Chapter IV, Theorem 3], characterizing weak convergence of such sums to an
arbitrary infinitely divisible distribution. However, to make the presentation more self contained and
elementary, we provide a direct proof in Appendix [Bl

Proposition 5.4. Let X, 5, n € Nk € {0,...,kn} be a trianglar array of random variables such that

for eachn, Xpo,...,Xnk, are independent. Assume that for all € > 0,
max P(| X,k >¢e)—0 (5.4)
0<k<kn

as n — oo. Let T be an arbitrary positive number. Then Ell:lo Xn, converges in probability to 1 if and
only if
(i)

kn
> EXnnl{x, < = 1 (5.5)
k=0
and
(ii)

kn

Z (]P)(|Xn7k| > T) + Var (X"»k]]‘{\Xn,k\ST})) —0 (56)

k=0

as n — oQ.

We are now ready for the proof of Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[2Z.8. By Lemma [5.]] it is enough to verify that under the assumptions of Theorem [2.§]
the implication (5.J]) holds. We will proceed by contradiction. Assume thus that there are sequences
am = (a(()"), .. .,a,(vz)) € RF*1 b, € R, n € N, such that b, + ZZ;O a,(C")Xk B2 0 but b, does not
converge to 0. By passing to a subsequence we can further assume that b,’s are separated from zero.
Dividing by b, and setting ¢, r = —an k/bn we thus obtain a sequence t, = (tn,0,-- -, tn,k,) such that

k

St Xy 1.
k=0

Let X' = (X],)22, be a independent copy of X. We have

k

Ztn,k(Xk — X,/C) E) 0.
k=0

By assumption (23] and the Fubini Theorem we obtain for all &,
P(| Xk — X3 > 0) > 0.

On the other hand, by symmetry of X — X}, for any € > 0,
kn
P(|tn] - | Xe — XL =€) < 21@(‘ St (X - X,;)‘ >e) =0,
k=0

which shows that ¢, ; converge with n to zero, uniformly in £ € N. Together with tightness this implies
that the triangular array given by X, = t, X satisfies (5.4). As a consequence, by Proposition [5.4] we
obtain

An = Z tnakEXk]l{‘Xk‘S 1 } — 1

‘tkn‘
1<k<kn
ty, k70
and
1
Buim 30 (B(I0> ) + e Var (kg ) 0
1<k<kn " ,
tn, k70

which is however impossible, since by (2Z4]), for n large enough, we have |A,,| < CB,,. This ends the proof
of the theorem. O

Remark 5.5. Let us note that using the characterization of the weak law of large numbers for triangular
arrays given in [I7, Chapter IX, Theorem 1], one can obtain the following version of Theorem -8 without
assuming the anti-concentration condition (Z3)). Since the replacement for condition ([Z4)) in this result
is more involved, and Theorem [2.§] is sufficient for the main situations of interest (in particular for the
case of centered square uniformly integrable variables of variance one covered by Corollary 2.9 and for
the i.i.d. case treated in Theorem 2.12) we will not provide a detailed proof.

Theorem 5.6. Assume that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for all t > 0, and alln € N,
| Med(Xy) + E(Xy — Med(Xn)) 1y x, ~Med(x,)|<2}
1 1
< O(5P(1Xal > 7 ) +tEIXn — Med(Xa)P L1, -neacx i<y )
Then X satisfies the CDP.

Let us now prove Corollary
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Proof of Corollary[Z9. Let us first prove the condition ([Z4). Let ¢y, be such that for all n € N,
EX,QL]L“X”K%} > 1/2. Using the mean zero assumption, for ¢ < ¢y we can estimate
—to

[EXnLx,<3y] = [EXnT(x,>1y] < EX] =t
2
2 —
< UEXNqjx, <3y = 2 Var (Xudx, <2y ) + 26(EXudx,o1y) -
Now, by the Schwarz inequality, the second term on the right-hand side above is bounded by
9 1 51 1
QtEXnIP’(|Xn| > Z) < 2t0¥]P’(|Xn| > E)’

which shows that (24 holds with C' = max(2, 2¢3).

Tightness of the sequence X follows from uniform integrability, so to finish the proof it remains to
demonstrate the condition ([23)). This will follow by uniform integrability and a Paley-Zygmund type
argument.

By the de la Vallée Poussin theorem, there exists a convex, nondecreasing function ¢: [0, 00) — [0, 00)
such that ¢(0) = 0, lim,—,e ¢(x)/z = 00 and M := sup,,cyy Ep(|X,,|?) < co. Consider any z € [—2,2].
By convexity

Bo( K < @) + o4) < S04 4 60)

-2
Therefore, again by convexity, there exists K such that for all n € N and z € [-2, 2],
)2
E@(M) <L
K 4
On the other hand E(X,, — 2)? = EX2 + 22 > 1. Denoting by ¢* the Legendre transform of ¢, given
by the formula ¢*(x) = sup,~o(ry — ¢(y)), we can estimate

N =

((Xn—z

3 N 1
8 B - 01, gy < BB bt (B (1X0 - 1 2 1),

which together with the definition of K yields

P(1X, — 2| > %) > 2@%(}()

for all x € [—2,2]. For |z| > 2, by Chebyshev’s inequality we have P(|X —z| < 1/2) <P(|X| > 3/2) < %.
Combining the last two estimates we obtain (Z3) with § = 27! min(1,1/¢*(K)), which ends the proof
of the corollary. ([

We will conclude this section by proving the characterizations of the CDP (Theorem [212) and the
corresponding reverse triangle inequality (Corollary [Z13)) in the i.i.d. case.

Proof of Theorem [Z12. One can easily check that the equivalence between the CDP and condition (2.5
holds in the case of almost surely constant variable Xy (both conditions are satisfied if and only if X
vanishes almost surely), therefore from now on we will assume that X is not deterministic. We will first
prove that (Z3) implies the CDP. To this end we will use Theorem 28 The condition (Z4)) in the i.i.d.
case clearly reduces to (Z.3]), tightness of X is obvious, and the condition (2.3) follows easily from the
assumption that Xy is not deterministic. Indeed, for any pair of sequences z,, € R and §,, — 0, such that
P(Xo € (xy, — 0p, Zp + 0)) > 1 — by, the sequence z,, must be bounded, and thus passing to a convergent
subsequence we would obtain that Xg is deterministic. Thus, as all the assumptions of Theorem hold,
we can conclude that X satisfies the CDP.
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Let us now prove the converse implication. Assume that (ZI) is not satisfied. Thus there exists a
sequence of positive numbers ¢,,, such that ¢, — 0 and

1

n

Set a,, = t, if EXO]I{|XU|§%} > 0 and a, = —t, otherwise. Define moreover

oo = | (tn EXO]IHXU‘S#}DAJ ~1.

Note that by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem

tn

and so k, — oo.

Now consider the sequence Z,, = Zﬁio an X = ZZ;O Xnk, where X, , = apXj. Since a,, — 0 and
X, have the same distribution, the condition (&.4)) is satisfied. Using the definition of k,, and (&.7) we
get

kn
> EXnnl{x,ui<1y = (kn + Dtn EXo]l{\ngﬁ}‘ —1
k=0
as n — oo, which yields (&8 of Proposition 5.4
Moreover,
K 1
Z (]P)(|Xn,k| > 1) JrVar(Xn,k]l{\Xn,k\g})) = (kn + 1)(]P’(|X0| > t_) + 2 Var (XO]]'{\X0|§%}))
k=0 n n

< z <

tn

EXO]I{IXUISi}’

and so (B.0) is also satisfied.
Thus, by Proposition 5.4 we obtain that ZI,:"Z'O an Xy, — 1 in probability. Passing to a subsequence we
can upgrade this to the almost sure convergence, which implies that the CDP cannot hold. [l

Proof of Corollary[214. To prove the first part of the corollary we will proceed by contradiction, con-
structing a sequence of polynomials with coefficients in ¢y, which violate the assertion of Proposition 2.6l
Let us thus assume that (2.35) holds but (2.8]) is violated. Then there exist d, k < d, a sequence of Banach
spaces E,, t, >0 and Z,,; € Q;(X, E,) (i <d), such that

tn
B(Znill > 2ta) > 4n°B (| Zno + .-+ Znall = 35 )

(for simplicity we will denote all the norms appearing in the proof by || - ||). Scaling Z, 5 if necessary,
we can assume that ¢, = 1. By approximation we obtain homogeneous tetrahedral forms (in particular
depending on a finite number of variables) Z,, ; of degree i (i < d), such that

2
B(1Z3,4ll > 3/2) > 4P (1 Z0o+ -+ Ziall 2 5 ).

Passing to subspaces spanned by coefficients of Z;m- we may further assume that all spaces F,, are finite
dimensional, which by a standard embedding gives a sequence N,, of positive integers, and tetrahedral
forms Z; ; with values in ¢Nn such that

1
P(|Z 4] > 1) > n2p(||z,’;0 oA 7> ﬁ)
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Let now m, = [1/P(]|Z) || > 1)]. Since Z;; depend only on finitely many variables X, us-

ing the sequence X we can construct i.i.d. copies (Z},(j),...,Z, 4(4)), j = 1,...,my of the vectors
(Zy 1,52y 4)- Then Zpi = (Z;, ;(4))y may be considered a tetrahedral homogeneous polynomial of

degree i with coefficients in £2»™» embedded in ¢y in a natural way. Recall also the following elementary
inequality for independent random variables &;:

Smin (YR > 0),1) < Plmaxg > ) < YR > 1)
J J

Using this inequality together with independence over j = 1,...,m, we obtain
= 1
P(1 Zn il > 1) = B(max (120, (5)] > 1) > 5 min (maP(1 2, > 1),1) = 1/2 (58)
J<mn
and

~ ~ 1 , ) 1
B(1Z00+ -+ Zual 2 =5 ) =B max |1 Z00() + ... + Za0)]| = )

1
<maP(||Z00+ -+ Ziall = —)
1 1 2

< mnFP(HZn,kH >1)< 3

Thus, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, the sequence Zl = An70 +...4+ Z\n,d of ¢y valued tetrahedral polyno-
mials converges almost surely to 0, while by (53], an does not. By Proposition this shows that X
does not have the CDP, which by Theorem contradicts (28] and finishes the proof of the first part
of the corollary.

As for the second part, if (2Z.8]) is satisfied for d = 1 and E = R, then clearly the implication (5.I)) holds
and thus, by Lemma 5.1l X satisfies the CDP. By Theorem this implies that (23] is satisfied. O

6. PROOFS OF RESULTS FOR POISSON STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS

In this section we will prove Theorem 321 The basic proof we will provide is again based on decoupling
inequalities. After completing the argument we will also present a sketch of the proof based on Mehler’s
formula for the Poisson process. We choose to focus on the decoupling proof since it is a variation on the
approach we used for independent random variables and also it seems that its adaptation to more general
situations (i.e., other random measures) is more straightforward than in the case of Mehler’s formula
argument.

Let us start by recalling the basic definitions of multiple stochastic integrals with respect to the Poisson
process. Clearly we are not able to provide here a complete exposition, so we will just present the basic
formulas and constructions necessary for carrying out the proof, and refer the reader to the monograph
[11] for details.

The multiple Wiener-1t6 integral I,,: Lo (X", A®™) — Lo(Q,P) is defined first for integrable f with
an explicit formula (GI)) below and then uniquely extended to the space Lg s(X™, A®™), by a standard
density argument, in such a way that I, /v/n! is an isometric embedding. For f: X™ — R, integrable (not
necessarily symmetric or square integrable) one defines

L(f)= > ()" V[ fla .z (de ) A (dege) (6.1)

JCn) X1l
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where (™ is the m-th factorial measure on X™, defined inductively by n(t) = n,

n(m+1)(') - / (/X 1{(11,mz,...,mm,+1)€'}n(d$m+1) - Z ]]'{(961,952,...,Zm,m)€‘})n(m) (d(xl’ to ,$m)).
m =1

If n is a proper point process, i.e., if 17 can be represented as a countable sum of Dirac’s deltas n = Zle Ox,
for some N U {oco}-valued random variable x and X-valued random variables X;, then
K

ptm = Z Ly i O (i iy )

i1, tm =1

In particular, if By...,B, C X are pairwise disjoint and B = By X ... X By, then I,(1p) =
[T, (n(B;) — A(B;)). One also proves that I,(g) and I, (f) are uncorrelated for n # m. The sub-
space of La(Q) consisting of all m-fold stochastic integrals of square integrable symmetric functions in m
variables is called the m-th Wiener-Poisson chaos. The chaos representation property asserts that these
spaces form an orthogonal decomposition of the space of square integrable random variables measurable
with respect to 7, which we will denote by La(n) (see ([64) below for an explicit formula).

Proof of Theorem[32. For the proof of Theorem [3.2]it will be convenient to assume that the measure A
is non-atomic. We can do it without loss of generality, since we can replace X with X x (0,1), A with
A® Leb (where Leb is the Lebesgue measure on the interval) and f,, x by f,.x o7, where 7* is the natural
projection from (X x (0,1))* onto X*. One can then check that the assumptions of Theorem remain
unchanged as well as the joint distribution of all the stochastic integrals involved.

Given a square A®*-integrable symmetric function f: X* — R, by o-finiteness of A, we can approximate
it in Ly by a bounded symmetric function ¢ supported on a set K* with AK) < oo. Then, using the
well-known Darboux property for non-atomic measures, we can split K into nested measurable partitions
Ap ={An1,...,An2n} of sets of measure A\(K)/2". Using the martingale convergence theorem we can
approximate g by functions constant on the sets A, ;, x ... x A, ;.. Since the total measure of sets of
this form with i; = i; for some j # [ is at most A\(K)*k(k — 1)277%27(=1) = o(1) as n — oo, it follows
that we can approximate f in Ly by functions of the form

N
h = Z ail,...,ik ]lAilx...xAik; (6-2)
i1,enip=1
where the sets Ay,..., Ay are pairwise disjoint subsets of X with A(A;) < oo, the coefficients a;, .. ;, are

symmetric and vanish if i; = i, for some [ # m. Note also that if we have a finite family of functions of
this form (perhaps with different k’s and N’s), we can always find their representations with the same
sets Aj,..., Ay (first one enlarges the corresponding sequences of sets to have the same union, then one
takes all possible intersections).

In the setting of Theorem 3.2} we can thus find functions g, € L2 s(X*,A¥), k = 1,...,n, such that
as n — 0o,

o d
S5 T 1 fae) = In(gn)ll2 < co.

n=0 k=1

Define Z,, = EF,, + Zizl I (gn.k)- It follows from the Borel-Cantelli lemma that for each k, I,(fn ) —
I,(gn ) tends to zero almost surely. In particular Z,, converges almost surely to Fi,. Moreover,

co d
Esup |Z,| <Esup |Fy| +Esup|Z, — Fu| SEX + Y > [ Ta(fak) = Tn(gnp)ll2 < oo
neN neN neN n=0k—1
Therefore it is enough to prove the almost sure convergence of Z, j := I,,(gnk). To this end we will

closely follow the strategy used in the proof of Lemma Bl
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Assume that g, i is of the form

Ny,
_ § : (n,k)
gn,k = Qi i ]lAn,ilx...xAn,ikv

i1, in=1

(n,k)
1

i1, i, are symmetric
and with vanishing diagonals (as explained before we can assume that the family of sets A, 1,..., An N,
does not depend on k). Note that

where the sets A, ; are pairwise disjoint and of finite measure A and coefficients a

N, k
n,k
Znge=Tulgni) = D al™ L TT0(Ans) = MAns,)
11,0 =1 j=1
Let m1,...,7nq be independent copies of the Poisson process 1 and define the decoupled version of Z,, with
the formula
d_ 4 N, k
ec n,k
Zde =EF, +> — Y S a™ TL0m, (Ani,) = MAn,)).
k=1 (k) 1<r << <d i yennyip =1 j=1

The almost sure convergence of Z,, can be written as the following Cauchy type condition

lim sup P( sup |Z,—Z;|>¢)=0

n=Om>n np<l<m
for all € > 0, while the majorization by an integrable random variable as

lim E sup |Z] < 0.

Fix m and recall that there exists M and pairwise disjoint sets of finite measure A\, B1, ..., By together
with symmetric coefficients bz(-i’ﬁl_c_)_yik, vanishing on diagonals, such that for every [ < m,
M
gLk = Z bEf’,’f’,,ileBilx...xBik,
i1,eip=1

so that
M k
Lk
Zig = E bz('l,..).,ik H (U(Bij) - )‘(Bij))
i1yt =1 j=1

(to simplify the notation we suppress the dependence of M and the sets B; on m).
Thus, setting X; = n(B;) — \(B;), we get for [ < m,

l
Z = Z hz('1),...,id (Xilﬂ s 5Xid>a
1<i1 £ F#ig<M
where
d
1 (M—d)! (d—k)! (M—d)! 1k
W e = P Dgp, 5 ) O

11,14 M) (M* k)! Tpg ey
k=1 1<ri#...#r,<d

Denote XZ-(j) =n;(B;) — A(B;). Using the additivity of n; and A, one can check that for I < m,
dec __ @ (1) (d)
zee = Z he) (X0 X)
1<iy #...Aig<M

and hence applying the decoupling inequalities of Theorem [AT] to the spaces foo({n,n +1,...,m}) and
l5({0,1,...,m}) and functions

Hiypoig (@1 yza) = (B (@,eyxa) = BV (@ a))i,

1,
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Giy,.ig(1,. . a) = (h’z(i)zd (1,5 2a))iZo

respectively, we obtain
lim sup P( sup |z — Zfe¢| > &) =0

n=O m>n n<l<m
for all e > 0, and

lim E sup |Z| < oo,

i.e., Zd¢ converges almost surely and is dominated by an integrable function. By Fubini Theorem, if

we fix 51 < ... < s € [d], then with probability one Z9¢ converges almost surely with respect to
{ni:i € [d]\ {s1,...,s,}} and is almost surely dominated by some integrable random variable. Thus
with probability one it converges in Ly(n;: i € [d] \ {s1,...,5k}), and in particular E(Z%¢|n,,,...,ns,)
converges almost surely for every choice of s1,...,s;. But
L N, 1
1
E(dech’]sl, ot a773k) = EF" + Z dy Z Z az('?,..).,il H(er (A",ij) - )‘(A",l])) (63)
=1 (l) 1<r<...<r<d  4q,...,4=1 j=1

Pl C{51,me s}

From this, by induction one easily proves that EF;, is convergent and for any 1 < k < d, the sequence

Nn k
dec k
Zyg= > an TT0i(Ans) = MAns,)
i1,ein=1 j=1
converges almost surely. Indeed, taking {si,...,sq} = 0}, we obtain convergence of EF,,. Now assuming

that EF,, converges and Z;fff for 1 <1 < k converge almost surely, by equidistribution of 7; we obtain
that for any [ < k
N,

l
Z Z ag?,y.l.).,u H (77Tj (An,ij) - )\(An,ij )
j=1

1<r << <d  qy,...,0=1
Tl rcq{1,..., k}

converges almost surely, which combined with the almost sure convergence of E(Z4¢|ny, ..., n;) and (63)
yields the almost sure convergence of ng,‘;.

Now, using the decoupling inequalities in the opposite direction than before (we skip the definition of
the corresponding functions h, which in this case is easier, since we deal with homogeneous polynomials),
we obtain that the sequence Z,, j, converges almost surely for each k < d. By Lemma [A:2] we obtain that

Esup |Zn,k| < C’IEsup |Zn| < 09,
neN neN

so we also have convergence in L; (note that Lemma could be recovered from the above decoupling
arguments, in fact this is the way it was proved in [I], but we prefer to rely on the abstract formulation,
so as not to further complicate the above elementary but notationally unpleasant arguments). We have
thus established that the variables Z,, ; converge almost surely and in L; to some random variables Fi
and (as explained at the beginning of the argument) it follows that the same convergence holds for F, .
In particular we have F,, = EF + 2221 Feo ko

It remains to prove that if (F},)5%, is bounded in Lo, then Fy  can be expressed as k-fold stochastic
integral of a square integrable symmetric function. Note that by orthogonality, for each k < d, (F, x)22,
is bounded in Ly. Thus one can select a subsequence (Ii(fn, x));2;, which converges weakly in Lo to

some random variable ﬁoo,k. Since the k-th chaos is a closed linear subspace of Lo, it follows that
Fok = It(foo k) for some foo . € Lo (X% A®F). Moreover by the convergence of F,,  to Fu j in L1,
we obtain that for every measurable set A, EF ;14 = lim, o0 EF}, 114 = EF 14, which shows that

Fo 1 = Foo i, almost surely and ends the proof of the theorem. O
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Remark 6.1. Let us note that variants of the above argument can be repeated to prove the almost sure
convergence in more general situations, e.g., for square integrable random fields for which one defines
multiple stochastic integrals by the Lo theory, for tetrahedral polynomial chaos based on sequences of
independent random variables (as investigated in the previous section) or for U-statistics, as in all these
settings we can apply the general decoupling inequality in a similar manner.

A sketch of an alternate proof of Theorem [3.3. The argument we will present is based on Mehler’s for-
mula for the Poisson process and is a direct counterpart of the proof of Theorem due to Poly
and Zheng. We will not provide all the technical details, and refer to the monograph [II] for the de-
tails. Recall that for any function F' on the set of integer valued measures on X (denote it by N(X))
and g € N(X) and any 2 € X we define D,F(u) = DLF(u) = F(u + 6,) — F(u) and inductively
Day..own F(p) = Dy Dt F(u). We also set DUF = F. For F as above we also define the symmetric

functions T, F': X" — R as T, F(x1,...,%,) = EDy, .. F(n). For F € La(n) we then have the chaos
representation, namely the equality

Z ni (6.4)

with the series converging in Lo(n). If 5 is proper, i.e., it can be almost surely represented as a sum of
Dirac’s deltas, n = > ;_; 6x, (k < 00), we also define the ¢-trimming of n (¢ € [0,1]) as

U Z Ly, <1}0x,,

k=1
where Uy, Us, . .. are independent random variables distributed uniformly on [0, 1], independent of 7.
Finally one defines a family of operators P, ¢t € [0,1] on La(n) with the formula
Pif =Ef(ne +n1_4)n), (6.5)

where 7] _, is a Poisson process with intensity (1 —¢)A, independent of the pair (n,7:). Mehler’s formula
(10, Chapter 20], [I1]) asserts then that for any f € L2(n) and ¢ € [0, 1],

Dy o (PeF)=1"PDy, o, F, and ED}  (PF)=t"ED,, ,F. (6.6)

..........

In the setting of Theorem [B.2] we can assume without loss of generality that 7 is proper (since we can
always find proper Poisson process with the same distribution as n, cf. [I1, Corollary 3.7]).

We can assume that n and 7]_, are defined on a product probability space Q = Q, x Q,, with measure
P, ® P,y and that they depend respectively only on the first and second coordinate. Since 17 = 1 + nj_,
has the same distribution as 7, if we define Fn =EF, + Zk 1 Ik (fn.k), where fk is the k-fold Wiener-Ito
integral with respect to 77, then F also converges in distribution and Esup,, |F | is integrable. Thus, by
the Fubini theorem, it follows that IP,-almost surely, the sequence F converges almost surely with respect
to P, and is uniformly integrable. In particular, using the definition (6.5) we obtain that P,F,, = [ ﬁndIP’n/
converges almost surely as t — oo.

On the other hand (6] and the chaos representation property (6.4]) imply that

d

P,F, =EF, + Ztklk(fmk).
k=1

Using the fact that the right-hand side above converges almost surely for sufficiently many ¢ € [0, 1], we
obtain that Iy (f, k) converges almost surely for each k < d. O
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APPENDIX A. DECOUPLING AND RELATED INEQUALITIES

In this section we gather basic facts concerning decoupling inequalities for U-statistics that are used
throughout the article.
Let us start with the by now classical decoupling inequality due to de la Penia and Montgomery-Smith.

Theorem A.1l. [3| Theorem 1| Let d be a positive integer and for n > d let (X;)_; be a sequence of

independent random variables with values in a measurable space (S,S) and let (ij))?zl g=1,...,d be
d independent copies of this sequence. Let E be a separable Banach space and for each (iy,...,iq) € [n]d
with pairwise distinct coordinates let h;, . i, S — E be a measurable function. There exists a numerical

constant Cy, depending only on d such that for all t > 0,
]P’(‘ ST (X, X)) ’ > t) < Cd]P’(H S b (x ,X§j>>H > t/C’d).

1<i1#. . #ia<n 1<ii#. . #ia<n

As a consequence for all p > 1,

1 d
H Z Piv,oia(Xiys o3 Xiy) ’ <Cy Z hil,...,id(Xi(l)a . -,de)) ;
1<in . Aia<n i 1<in . Aia<n i
where C!; is another numerical constant depending only on d.
If moreover the functions h;, . ;, are symmetric in the sense that, for all z1,...,2zq4 € S and all
permutations m: [d] — [d], hiy,.ia(T15 - @a) = hi i (Tays oo, Txy), then for all t >0,
P(H Z hily»»»qid(Xi(ll)""’Xi(j))H >t) Séd]P)( Z hil,---,id(Xilv"'ind) ’ >t/5d)

1<i1#.. #ia<n 1< #. . #ig<n

where ai s a constant depending only on d. As a consequence for some numerical constant 5&, depending
only on d, and all p > 1,

1 d
S i (xP X
1<iri#...#ig<n

<
p

Z Ry iy (X oo X5y)

1<i1#. . #ia<n

p

Another result used in our proofs is the following reverse triangle inequality for tetrahedral chaoses,
obtained for the first time by Kwapieni [7] in the symmetric setting, which easily gives the general case
(see also [I], where an alternate proof in the general case, based on Theorem[AT]is presented). We remark
that this lemma can be also obtained by methods used by Poly and Zheng in their proof of Theorem [Tl

Lemma A.2. For j=0,1,...,d let (aflmij)1917,,,,1'].91 be a k-indexed symmetric array of real numbers
(or more generally elements of some normed space), such that agh___yij =0ifip =1 forsomel <k <l <j
(for j = 0 we have just a single number a8). Let Xy,...,X,, be independent mean zero random variables.

Then there exists a constant Cyq € (0,00), depending only on d, such that for all p > 1,

d n d n
Z H Z aily»»win“ le ‘ < CdH ail,...,inh le
§=0 " i1,...,i;=1 p P

3 seenlj= j:Oil,...,ijzl

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [£.4]

We will now prove the characterization of the convergence in probability to one, given in Proposition

b.4l
Proof. Assume first that conditions (i), (ii) are satisfied. By (ii) we get that P(max;<g, |Xn,i| > 7) = 0
and as a consequence ZZZO Xknlfx, ,|>7) converges in probability to zero. On the other hand, by (i),

(ii) and Chebyshev’s inequality, EZlo Xnkl{|x, .|<r} converges in probability to one, which ends the
proof of the first implication (note that we did not use the asymptotic smallness condition (G.4])).
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Assume now that Zﬁio Xp,r converges in probability to one. Denote X,, = (Xn,k)];lo and let X/ =
(X;%k)Z’;O be an independent copy of X. We have Zﬁlo(Xn,k—thk) — 0 in probability. Since X, y—X, ,
is symmetric we also have S, := Z:’;O ekl Xn K — Xé7k| where ¢,k € N are i.i.d. Rademacher variables
independent of (X, ), (X/.). Consider the event

En

nf{maX|Xnk| >T)= U Ap ks
k=0
where A, 1 = {Vo<i<k|Xin| < 7,|Xnkl > 7}. Note that by independence and (5.4) for large n, on
An ks P(|Xn g — X, x| > 7/2[X) > 1/2 . Moreover, by symmetry of the Rademacher variables P(|S,| >
| Xk — X5, 111X, X7) > 1/2. Therefore we get

kn
Z P(An)/4.

¢|H

kn
P(|Sn| > 7/2) > > P({[Sal > 7/2} N Ay i)
k=0

=

As a consequence P(A,) — 0 as n — co. A standard estimate

kn
P(A,) > % min (SO P(|X k] > 7),1)
k=0

shows that

kol

P(| Xpkl >7)—0 (B.1)
0

>
Il

as n — oo. _ _
Define now Zn,k = (Xnvk]]'{‘Xn,k‘ST} — X;Lk]].{‘XT/I k\ST}) and Sn = ZZ:O Zn,k~ We have Sn — 0 in
probability. Moreover, IEZn, x = 0 and so by independence,

ES; = ZEZ?; R H3E Y EZ2EZ2; <4rES: + 3(ES])%.
1<i#j<kn
By the Paley-Zygmund inequality (see, e.g., [2, Corollary 3.3.2]),
(ES?) 9 (ES2)2
16 ES2 16 AT2ES2 4 3(ES2)2

P(1S] > 5(ES)?) >

This shows that Egz — 0 as n — oo (since otherwise the right hand side above would be separated
from zero along a subsequence). But ES2 = 2ZZ"OVar( nk1{|x, |<r}) Which together with (B.I)
proves (ii). The convergence asserted in (i) is now an immediate consequence of (ii) and the convergence
lezlo Xnk1{x, ,|<r} — 1 in probability. O
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