ESSCHER TRANSFORM AND
THE CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

SERGEY G. BOBKOV! AND FRIEDRICH GOTZE?

ABSTRACT. The paper is devoted to the investigation of Esscher’s transform on high
dimensional Euclidean spaces in the light of its application to the central limit theo-
rem. With this tool, we explore necessary and sufficient conditions of normal approx-
imation for normalized sums of i.i.d. random vectors in terms of the Rényi divergence
of infinite order, extending recent one dimensional results.

1. Introduction

Introduce the normalized sums
X1+ + X,
NLD
of independent copies of a random vector X in R? with mean zero and identity co-
variance matrix Iy. It is well known that, if Z,, have densities p, for large n, their

distributions are convergent in total variation norm to the standard normal law on R?

with density ¢(z) = W exp(—|z|?/2). That is, we have the convergence in L'-norm

Z =

for densities
/ lpn — @|dz — 0 (n — o0),
Rd

which was first emphasized by Prokhorov [18]. A much stronger property, which may
or may not hold in general, is described by means of the Rényi divergence

1 P\
Dalplle) = —=1og [ (2)" s

of order o > 1 (the relative a-entropy). These distance-like functionals are increasing
for growing «, and in the limit they define the Rényi divergence of infinite order

pn<x)

Do (pn|lp) = ess sup, log .
(pally) e

The convergence in relative entropy D = D (which is the Kullback-Leibler distance)
was the subject of numerous investigations starting with Linnik [15], who initiated an
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information-theoretic approach to the central limit theorem. Let us only mention the
work by Barron [2] (for necessary and sufficient conditions) and later [1], [4], [5] (for
the problems of rates and Berry-Esseen bounds). The case o > 1 and, in particular,
the Pearson x*-distance was treated in detail in [6], where the following statement was
obtained as a consequence of a certain characterization of the convergence with respect
to D, in terms of the Laplace transform.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that D, (p,||¢) < oo for every a € (1,00) with somen = n,.
For the convergence D, (py||¢) — 0 for any finite o, it is necessary and sufficient that

EetX) < elt2 0 for all t € RY. (1.1)

The assumption of finiteness of D, (p,||¢) may be equivalently stated as the property
that Z,, have bounded densities for large n.

The inequality (1.1) describes a remarkable class of probability distributions which
appear naturally in many mathematical problems. In modern literature, (1.1) is often
called strict sub-Gaussianity. We refer an interested reader to [7] for the history,
references, and recent developments towards the problem of characterization of such
distributions in dimension one.

The convergence in D, is equivalent to the convergence with respect to

pn(ZL‘) B SO(ZO
()
in view of the relation T, = e”>~ — 1. This quantity looks more natural than D, for

local limit theorems, where |p,(z) — ¢(z)| is commonly estimated on R? with polyno-
mially growing weights. However, if X is not normal, the statement

T (pn||p) = ess sup,

Do

Pn(z) — ()
()
cannot be strengthened to absolute value under the supremum. Indeed, if for example,
X is bounded, then p,(z) is compactly supported, and the above ratio is equal to —1

for large |z| (see also Corollary 6.5 and the relation (6.5) after it).

One of the purposes of this paper is to give necessary and sufficient conditions for the
multidimensional CLT such as (1.2) in terms of the Laplace transform L(t) = E e,
Introduce K (t) = log L(t) (which is a convex smooth function) and define the function

ess sup,, — 0 asn — oo, (1.2)

1
At) = 3 [t|? — K(t), te€R™%

As before, suppose that (X})z>1 are independent copies of the random vector X in R?
with mean zero and identity covariance matrix. Below we assume that:

1) Z,, has density p,, with T (pn||p) < oo for some n = ng;
2) X is strictly sub-Gaussian, that is, A(t) > 0 for all t € R
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Theorem 1.2. For the convergence T (p,||¢) — 0, it is necessary and sufficient
that the following two conditions are fulfilled:

a) A”(t) =0 for every point t € R? such that A(t) = 0;
b) limy_,, A”(tx) = 0 for every sequence |tx| — oo such that A(ty) — 0 as k — oo.

Here and elsewhere A” denotes the Hessian, that is, the d x d matrix of second order
partial derivatives of A. The conditions a) — b) may be combined in the requirement
lim A”(t) =0, orequivalently lim K”"(t) =1
A(%)HO (t) =0, or equiv Y A(zlt)ﬁ\o () =L
which is a kind of continuity of A” with respect to A. As we will see, these conditions
may also be stated in a formally weaker form as

a') det K" (t) = 1 for every t € R? such that A(t) = 0;
b') limy_yoo det K (ty) = 1 for any sequence || — oo such that A(tx) — 0 as k — oc.

In dimension d = 1 Theorem 1.2 has been obtained in [8], where a)—b) are stated as a
weaker condition limsup 4;y_,o A”(t) < 0. The multidimensional situation turns out to
be more complicated, since it requires a careful treatment of eigenvalues of the matrix
K"(t), when A(t) approaches zero. Another ingredient in the proof is a quantitative
version of the uniform local limit theorem, which was recently developed in [9].

Assuming the strict sub-Gaussianity (1.1), the conditions a)—b) may or may not hold
in general. This shows that the convergence in D, is stronger than the convergence in
D, simultaneously for all finite . Nevertheless, for a wide class of strictly sub-Gaussian
distributions the Laplace transform possesses a separation-type property

sup [e"tl2/2Ee<t’X>] <1 forallty >0, (1.3)

[t|>to

This is a strengthened form of condition 2), which entails properties a) — b).

Corollary 1.3. If a random vector X with mean zero and identity covariance
matrix satisfies (1.3), then To(pull¢) — 0 as n — oo.

On the other hand, the case of equality in the sub-Gaussian bound (1.1) is quite
possible, and one can observe new features in the multidimensional case. While in
dimension one, an equality L(t) = elt®/2 is only possible for a discrete set of points ¢,
in higher dimensions the set of points where this equality holds may have dimension
d—1. In order to clarify this behaviour, we will discuss the class of Laplace transforms
which contain periodic components separately. Specializing Theorem 2.1 to this class,
the general characterization may be simplified.

Corollary 1.4. Suppose that the function U(t) = L(t) e~""/2 is h-periodic for some
vector h € R% (h # 0). For the convergence T (py||) — 0 as n — oo, it is necessary
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and sufficient that, for every t € [0, h],
U(t)=1= ¥'(t)=0.

Our approach to Theorem 1.2 is based on the application of the Esscher transforms
Q;, on R? defined below. Recall that a random vector X in R? is called sub-Gaussian,
if Ee™” < oo for some ¢ > 0.

Definition 1.5. Let X be a sub-Gaussian random vector in R? with distribution
. Introduce the family of probability distributions u, = Qpnu on R? with parameter
h € R? which have densities with respect to u

dpip () _ 1
du(x)  L(h)

The early history of this transform in dimension one goes back to Esscher [13] in
actuarial science, Khinchin [14] in statistical mechanics, and Daniels [12] who applied
it to develop asymptotic expansions for densities.

As a result, in (1.4) we obtain a semi-group of probability measures {Qppt}yecre 00
R? with the following remarkable property: Every @ transforms the convolution of
several measures to the convolutions of their (),-transforms. This is analogous to the
property that the Fourier transform of convolutions represents the product of Fourier
transforms. Somewhat surprisingly, for the study of convergence in T,, an application
of the @p,-transform effectively replaces Fourier calculus. Indeed, the proof of Theorem
1.2 makes use of the Fourier analysis only in a minor way.

We will discuss the action of the @)-transform on single distributions in Sections
2-5 and then turn to convolutions in Sections 6-7. The proof of Theorem 1.2 and
Corollaries 1.3-1.4 are given in Section 8-9. The remaining Sections 10-14 illustrate
these results for several classes of probability distributions and specific examples.

e g e RY (1.4)
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2. Semigroup of Shifted Distributions. A Basic Identity

Let X be a sub-Gaussian random vector in R? with distribution p. Then, the Laplace
transform, or the moment generating function

(Lp)(t) = L(t) = EeY) = / e du(x), teRY,
R4

is finite and represents a C'*°-smooth function on R%. Correspondingly, the log-Laplace
transform

(Kp)(t) = K(t) = log L(t) = log E e

is a convex, C™-smooth function on R
The measures p, = Qpu are defined in (1.4) by means of the Esscher transform. In
the absolutely continuous case, Definition 1.5 is reduced to the following:

Definition 2.1. If the random vector X has density p, the measure u;, has density
which we denote similarly as

Qrp(x) = ﬁ e<h’x>p($). (2.1)

In this case, let us also write Ly = Lp and Ku = Kp.

We will call py, the shifted distribution of X at step h in order to emphasize the
following important fact: For the standard normal density ¢(x), the shifted normal
law has density Qnp(z) = p(z + h).

A remarkable property of the transform (1.4) is the semi-group property
Qh1 (thlu) = Qhﬁ-hz,u) hy, ho € R%.

Similarly, in the space of probability densities as in (2.1), we have

th (thp) = th-‘rth'

Let us also mention how this transform acts under rescaling, for simplicity in the
absolutely continuous case. Given A > 0, the random vector AX has density py(z) =
A4 p(x/)\) with Laplace transform (Lpy)(t) = L(\t). Hence

Qnpa(z) = m €<h’m>m($) = % (Qxnp) (%) (2.2)

The transform @)}, is multiplicative with respect to convolutions.

Proposition 2.2. If independent sub-Gaussian random vectors in R? have distri-
butions fi1, ..., p,, then for the convolution p = iy * - - - * i, we have

Qnpt = Qnpir * -+ * Qppln. (2.3)
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In particular, if pi, have densities py, then for the convolution p = py * - - - * p,, we have
Qnp = Qnp1 * -+ * Qupn.

Proof. It is sufficient to compare the Laplace transforms of both sides in (2.3). The
Laplace transform of p is given by

Lp(t) = (Lpa)(t) - - (L) (2).-
Hence, the Laplace transform of @, u is given by

LQuit) = [ e dQuuta) = s [t

B (L[L t+h H (L )( t—i—h

n

= [T(ZQuux) ().

0N e (L)t k=1
O
If the random vector X has density p, the formula (2.1) may be rewritten as
p(x) = L(h)e M Qup(z) = e~ MW @ p(a),
or
p(z) d/2 Llz—h|2—1|h|2+K(h)
—= = (2m)Y ez 2 Qnp(x).
Introduce the smooth function on R?
1
(Ap)(h) = A(h) = 5 |BI* = K (h), (2.4)

It allows one to reformulate the property L(h) < ez " as A(h) > 0 for all h € R?. Note
that this is equivalent to the strict sub-Gaussianity of X, when this random vector has
mean zero and identity covariance matrix. Thus, we have:

Proposition 2.3. Given a sub-Gaussian random vector X in R? with density p,

P(E) _ (opya/2 le-t-A0) 0, ba) 4 h € RY, (2.5)

p(z)

where A is the associated function to p.

This is a basic identity which will be used with h = x to bound from above the ratio
on the left for densities of normalized sums of independent copies of X.

Since the function A(h) plays an essential role in the representation (2.5), a number
of its properties will be important in the sequel. Some of them may be explored
in the general situation where X does not need to have a density. We denote by

A'(h) = VA(h) the gradient and by A”(h) the Hessian of A at the point h.
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Proposition 2.4. Let X be a sub-Gaussian random vector in R? with Laplace
transform satisfying A(h) > 0 for all h € R%. Then, for all h € R?,

|A'(R)|? < 2A(h), (2.6)
A"(h) < I, (2.7)
A(h) =0 = A'(h) =0 and A"(h) > 0. (2.8)

Proof. The inequalities in (2.7)-(2.8) are understood in matrix sense. The implica-
tion in (2.8) is obvious. Also, since the function K is convex, the assertion (2.7) follows
from the definition (2.4).

To prove (2.6), let us write the Taylor integral formula for A at the point & up to
the quadratic term

A(h+z) = A(h) + (A'(h),z) + /0 (1—3s) (A"(h+ sx)z,x)ds. (2.9)
By (2.7), for all x € R,
0.< A() +{A'(h), ) + 3 Jal?

Minimizing the right-hand side over all z, we arrive at (2.6). O

Note that an application of (2.6)-(2.7) in the Taylor formula (2.9) also implies that

A(h+2) — AW < VIR o] + 5la, o h e R (2.10)

To explore some other properties of the function A, we need to look at the moments
of shifted distributions.

3. Moments of Shifted Distributions

For a sub-Gaussian random vector X in R? with distribution p, denote by X(h) a
random vector with distribution p, = Quu (h € R?). It is sub-Gaussian, and its
Laplace and log-Laplace transforms are given by

L(t+ h)
L — FEetX(h) — 22 T 7%
Kp(t) = logLy(t)=K(t+h)— K(h). (3.1)
This random vector has mean
L'(h
my = EX(h) = (h) = K'(h),



8 SERGEY G. BOBKOV' AND FRIEDRICH GOTZE?

where we recall that L'(h) = VL(h) and K'(h) = VK(h) denote the gradients of L
and K respectively. In addition, since for all ¢, h € R?,

Var((t, X(h))) = %Kh()\t) T (K"(h)t,t),

the matrix of second order partial derivatives (Hessian)
R, =K"(h), heR%

represents the covariance matrix of X (h). This shows that necessarily K”(h) is pos-
itive semi-definite. Moreover, if X has a density, it is strictly positive definite, since
otherwise the random vector X (h) may not have a density.

The centered random vector

X(h) = X(h) —my, (3.2)

has mean zero and covariance matrix Ry. Involving the function A and assuming that
it is non-negative, the log-Laplace transform is given by and satisfies

Bu(t) = logEel ™M) = K(t +h) — K(h) — (¢, ma)
= (Gle+a? =A@+ ) — (511~ AM) ~ (6 K'(h)
< Ll hP = (SIRP - AM) - (1 K'(R)
= S+ A() + (1 AR)
Applying (2.6), we get
Ralt) < 51+ A(h) + [ |A'(h)

< P+ AR+ lv/2AW) = 5 (1] + V2AR)

Thus, we obtain an upper bound for the Laplace transform.

Proposition 3.1. Let X be a sub-Gaussian random vector in R? with Laplace
transform such that A(h) > 0 for all h € R?. Then

i 1 2
EeltX®) < exp {§<|t\ + w/2A(h)> } t,h e R (3.3)
This relation shows in a quantitative form the sub-Gaussian character of X. Indeed,
to simplify, one may use (a + b)? < 2a® + 20 (a,b € R), so that (3.3) yields
Ee("X®) < exp {|t]* +2A(h)}.

Let us apply this with ¢ = %50, |0] = 1, where £ is a standard normal random variable
independent of X. Taking the expectation with respect to £ and using Eeié = V2,
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we then get
Eed(0Xm)" < /3240, (3.4)

3
By Jensen’s inequality, the left expectation is greater than exp {iE <«9,X (h)>2}
which leads to

1
1 (Buf).0) < 2A(h) + log V2.

In particular, one may apply this inequality to orthonormal eigenvectors 6 of R,.

Corollary 3.2. Under the conditions of Proposition 3.1, the eigenvalues \;(h) of
Ry, satisfy, for any h € R?,

max A;(h) < 8A(h) + 2log2. (3.5)

1<j<d

Starting from (3.4), one may similarly estimate higher order moments of linear
functionals of X (h). The following bound will be needed with ¢ = 3.

Corollary 3.3. Under the conditions of Proposition 3.1, up to some absolute
constant C,

(£l (0. X)) < Cla+ Am). o=1. (3.
Proof. One may assume that ¢ > 2. By (3.4), for the random variable
1= 1 (0.X(h)" —2A(h) ~log V2
we have Ee” < 1, implying P{n > x} < e for all x > 0. Hence, for any r > 1,
E(nt) = T/OO o P{n > x}dx <T(r+1),
0
where 7" = max(n,0). Using (6, X (h >2 < 4nt + 8A(h) + 2log2, it follows that

(E]<0,X >}2T) < AT(r + 1)Y" + 8A(h) + 21og 2.

It remains to apply this inequality with r = ¢/2. O

4. Behaviour of Eigenvalues near the Critical Zone

Another application of the sub-Gaussian bound (3.4), more precisely — of the inequality
(3.6) with ¢ = 3, concerns the behaviour of the Hessian A”(h) when A(h) is small
(which we shall call the critical zone in view of the inequality (6.3) from Proposition
6.3 below). The following statement complements the property (2.8) from Proposition
2.4 which asserts that A”(h) > 0 as long as A(h) = 0.
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Proposition 4.1. Let X be a sub-Gaussian random vector in R? with Laplace
transform such that A(h) >0 for all h € RY. If 0 < A(h) < 1, then

‘gl_fl (A"(h)0,0) > —CyA(h)Y/* (4.1)

with some constant C,; > 0 depending on d only.

One consequence of (4.1), which will be needed for the characterization of the CLT
with respect to the Rényi divergence of infinite order is that

liminf inf (A”(h)6,0) >0,
A(W)—=0 |6]=1

or equivalently, since A” = I, — K",

limsup sup (K" (h)6,6) < 1.
A(h)—0  |0]=1

In terms of the eigenvalues A;(h) of the covariance matrix R, of the random vector
X (h) this may also be restated as:

Corollary 4.2. Let X be a sub-Gaussian random vector in R¢ with Laplace trans-
form such that A(h) > 0 for all h € RY. Then

limsup max \:(h) < 1. 4.2
msup pax A (h) < (42)

In particular,

limsup detK"(h) < 1.
A(h)—0

Proof. We keep notations from the previous sections. Recall that
X(h)=X(h) —EX(h) = (&,...,&), h=(hi,...,hg) € R™

The following elementary identity is needed for the 3rd order partial derivatives of
the log-Laplace transform with respect to the variables h;, hj, hy:

O K (h) = E&i&i6 = =0 A(h),  1<d,5,k < d.
By (3.6) with ¢ = 3,
(El6P)” < 0+ Am)”,
where C' is an absolute constant. Hence, by Holder’s inequality, for any h € R,
Gk A(R)] < C° (1 + A(R))*2. (4.3)
Let 0 < A(h) < 1. Applying the inequality (2.10), we get that, whenever |z| < 1,
1
|A(h +x) — A(h)| < \/2A(h) |x| + 3 lz|? < 2.
Hence A(h + z) < 3, so that by (4.3),
|0k A(h+ )| < C (4.4)

with some absolute constant C' > 0.
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We now apply the multidimensional integral Taylor formula up to cubic terms which
indicates that

Ah+z) = A(h)+ (A(h),z) + % (A"(h)x, z)

3 1
+ Z — xﬂ/ (1—8)2DPA(h + sx) ds. (4.5)
st Jo
Here we use the standard notation for the partial derivative
o8l A
DBA = T 3> - goeeey 3
8hf1 o ﬁhgd ﬁ (ﬂl Bd)
where £ is a multi-index of length |3| = 51 + - - - + B4 (with integers ; > 0), and where
r=a) .. 2b for x = (24,...,24) € RY

If |z| < 1, then, by (4.4), all these partial derivatives for |5| = 3 do not exceed C' in
absolute value. Since also \x5| < |x\|5‘, we obtain from (4.5) that

A(h+ ) )+ \/2A(h) |x| —|— (A"(h)z, x) + Oy |z|? (4.6)
with
Ca=C Z Bl
18]=3

Here we also used (2.6) in order to bound the linear term in (4.5). Let us choose x = r6
with 0 < r <1, |f| = 1, and use the assumption A(h + ) > 0. Then (4.6) yields

(A"(R)0,0) > __[ +w/—7“+Cdr]

In particular, the choice r = A(h)Y/* leads to (4.1). O

5. Maximum of Shifted Densities

In order to bound the last term Qpp(z) in the basic identity (2.5), suppose that the
distribution of X has a finite Rényi distance of infinite order to the standard normal
law. This means that X has a density p which admits a pointwise upper bound

p(x) <cp(x), =€R?(ae) (5.1)
with optimal value ¢ = 1 4 T (p||p). In that case, one may control the maximum

M(Qnp) = esssup, Qpp(z)
as follows. By (5.1), for almost all z € R?

Qup(z) = — eMp(a)

BRGNS T e - @

IN
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where L is the Laplace transform of the distribution of X and A(h) =
K(h) =log L(h). Thus, we arrive at the following elementary relation.

|hf* = K(h),

1
2

Proposition 5.1. Let X be a sub-Gaussian random vector in R? with density p
such that ¢ = 1+ T (p||p) is finite. Then, for all h € RY,

M(Qnp) < W e, (5.2)

This inequality may be used to bound the eigenvalues of the covariance matrix Ry,
in terms of A(h) from below. This complements the upper bound of Corollary 3.2.
In the sequel, put

op = (det(Ry))2e = (det(K"(h))2e, heR?,

which is everywhere positive. In dimension d = 1, this quantity represents the standard
deviation of the random variable X (h).

Proposition 5.2. Under the condition (5.1), for all h € RY,

ol > %e—f‘“h)—d/?. (5.3)
Proof. The argument employs the following known relation between the covariance
matrix and maximum of density (whose proof we include for completeness at the end
of this section): Given a random vector ¢ in R? with finite second moment and finite
M = M(§), we have
1
2me’
where R is the covariance matrix of £&. Applying this inequality to the random vector
¢ = X (h) with its covariance matrix R = Rj and using (5.2), we get

=

(M?det(R))* > (5.4)

1. M(X(h)) ol < 7 A
(2me)d/2 — b= (2m)d/ ’
from which (5.3) follows immediately. d

Corollary 5.3. Let X be a sub-Gaussian random vector in R? with Laplace trans-
form such that A(h) > 0 for all h € R? and with finite ¢ = 1 + T (p||¢). Then, the
eigenvalues \;(h) of Ry, satisfy, for any h € RY,

1 672A(h)7d

— < ; .
Z @A Tt = i)
< max \;(h) < 8A(h) +2 (5.5)
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Proof. Put A\; = \;(h) and a = A(h). The upper bound in (5.5) is provided in
Lemma 3.2. On the other hand, by (5.3),

1
o2 = det(Rp) = A\1... A\g > - e, (5.6)

C

Therefore, by the upper bound in (5.5),

A1 Ag < min A; (max A)? < min A (8a + 2)%
J J J

and (5.6) yields the lower bound in (5.5). O

Proof of (5.4). We follow a simple information-theoretic approach proposed in
[10]. Introduce the entropy functional

o) == [ vl ogp(o) do. 6.7

It is well defined for absolutely continuous distributions with finite second moment and
is maximized for the normal distribution when the covariance matrix is fixed. Indeed,
without loss of generality, let £ have mean zero. If ¢ has a normal density ¢ on R? with
mean zero and the same covariance matrix R, then

E(R6,6) =E(R(,() =d,
implying

h(q) — h(p) = /de(x) log % dx.

Here the right-hand side defines the relative entropy D(p||q) of p with respect to ¢ (the
Kullback-Leibler distance), which is non-negative, by Jensen’s inequality.
Now, from one hand,

hiq) = g log(Co?), C =2me, o= (det(R)).

On the other hand, h(p) > —log M, which follows from (5.7) using log p(x) < log M
(a.e.) Hence

d
D(pll) < 5 log(Co®) + log M,

that is,

e2Ddllp).

M?det(R) > (2me)d

This is a sharpened form of (5.4). O
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6. Convolutions of Shifted Distributions

We are now prepared to apply these results to the normalized sums
X1+ + X,
vn
of independent copies of a sub-Gaussian random vector X in R? with density p. Note
that in terms of L = Lp, K = Kp and A = Ap, for the density p, of Z, we have

(Lp)(6) = Lt/ = O,
(Kpo)() = nk(t/V),
(Ap)(he) = 5 Il = (Kpo) () = 5 | = n () = nA(h).

Lp =

where h,, = hy/n. Hence, the basic identity (2.5) yields a similar formula.

Proposition 6.1. Putting x, = x\/n, h, = hy/n (z,h € R?), we have

]Z;l((j\/\/%) = (2m)¥2 3l hEnAW) () (). (6.1)

This equality becomes useful, if we are able to bound the factor @y, p,,(x,,) uniformly
over all = for a fixed value of h as stated in the following:

Corollary 6.2. For all x,h € R?,

pu(zv/n) < (2m) /2 &3 IR DL(Q, ). (6.2)

p(z/n)

A general upper bound on the M-functional was given in Proposition 5.1. However,
it is useless to apply this bound directly in (6.2) to the densities p,, since then the
right-hand side of (5.2) will contain the parameter ¢, = 1+ T (ps||¢). Instead, we use
a semi-additive property of the maximum-of-density functional, which indicates that

: 1 2
M(Xy 44+ X,) 78 2 =% T M(X5) 7
k=1
for all independent random vectors X}, in R? having bounded densities, cf. [3]. If all
X, are identically distributed and have a density p, this relation yields

e

e < (£)" )

n

for the convolution n-th power of p. Applying the multiplicativity property of the
Esscher transform (Proposition 2.2) together with (5.2), we then have

€ (&

M(Qnp™) < <E>d/2M(th) <c <—>d/2 e,

2mn
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where we recall that ¢ = 14 Ti(p||). Now, since p*(x) = 5 pn(%) with A = \/n, one
may apply the scaling identity (2.2):
1
M(Qnp™) = M(Qpm Pn)-

Hence )
d/2
< Ath)

One can now return to Corollary 6.2 and apply the above bound to get that
Pa(z/0) < ¢ ol/2 o la—h2—(n-1)A(h)

p(zy/n) —

In particular, with h = x this yields:

Proposition 6.3. If the density p has finite Rényi distance of infinite order to the
standard normal law, then, for almost all z € R,

pn(x\/_) ce/? g—(n=DA(x)
NG < , (6.3)

where ¢ = 1+ T (pl|p).

Corollary 6.4. If additionally X has identity covariance matrix and is strictly
sub-Gaussian, then

Too(Pulle) < e (1 + T (pl0)) —

Thus, the finiteness of the Tsallis distance T (pl||¢) for a strictly sub-Gaussian ran-
dom vector X with density p ensures the boundedness of 1w, (py||¢) for all normalized
sums Z,.

If A(z) is bounded away from zero, the inequality (6.3) shows that p,(zv/n)/o(xzv/n)
is exponentially small for growing n. In particular, this holds for any non-normal
random vector X satisfying the separation property (1.3). Then we immediately obtain:

Corollary 6.5. Suppose that X has a density p with finite T (p||p). Under the
condition (1.3), for any 19 > 0, there exist A > 0 and 6 € (0, 1) such that the densities
pn of Z,, satisty

pu(z) < Ad™p(x), |z| > 10/ (6.4)
In particular,
lim inf sup pn(z) = ()] > 1. (6.5)
N0 peRd 90(‘1')

Therefore, one can not hope to strengthen the Tsallis distance by introducing a modulus
sign in the definition of the distance.
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Although (1.3) does not hold in general for strictly sub-Gaussian distributions,
Proposition 6.3 may be applied outside the set of points where A(x) is bounded away
from zero. If A(z) is close to zero, we say that the point x belongs to the critical zone (a
precise definition will be given in Section 8). In this case, we need to return to the basic
representation of Proposition 6.1 and study the last term @y, p,,(x,). This requires to
apply a variant of the local limit theorem, using the property that the density Qp,pn
has a convolution structure.

7. Local Limit Theorem for Normalized Shifted Distributions

Keeping the notations and assumptions from the previous section, recall that R;, =
K"(h) represents the covariance matrix of X (h). Since it is symmetric and strictly
positive definite, one may consider the normalized random vectors
X(h) = R,"*(X(h) ~ EX(x)
= R,*(X(h) —my), heRY
which have mean zero and identity covariance matrix. We will have to consider con-

volution powers of distributions of X (k) by means of a multidimensional local limit
theorem for the points A where the value

1 1
A(h) = 3 |h|? — K(h) = 3 |h|2 — log E e!Xh)

is small. More precisely, here we prove the following refinement of the representation
(6.1). Consider the vector-function

Uy = R;l/z(a: — My)
= R;l/2(x — K'(z)) = R;I/ZA’(x), r e RY, (7.1)
and recall that
0y = (detR,)2 = (detK" ()2,

Proposition 7.1. If the Laplace transform of a sub-Gaussian random vector X
in R® with finite ¢ = 1 + Too(p||p) is such that A(h) > 0 for all h € R?, then for all
x € R? n > 6, we have

Po(Vn) = id exp{ — nA(z) — nlv,|*/2} + B_c7 (7.2)

p(zv/n)  of v

where B = B,,(x) is bounded by an absolute constant.

One should note that the term |v,|* appearing on the right-hand side of (7.2) must
be small for small values of A(x). Indeed, according to Corollary 5.3, the minimal
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eigenvalue A = min;<j<q Aj(x) of the matrix R, admits a lower bound
1
A > —24{e)—d, 7.3
= 2 (8A(z) + 2)d1 ° (7.3)

As a consequence, applying Proposition 2.4 in (7.1), we have

IN

1
» 2 - AI 2
ol < 5 A@)
< 267 (8A(z) + 2)7 1 A(z) 4@+ < 02 A(x) (7.4)
for some absolute constant C' > 0, where we assumed that A(x) <1 in the last step.
For the derivation of (7.2), we employ a general local limit theorem for densities on
R? with a quantitative error term, which was recently derived in [9].

Lemma 7.2. Let (&)x>1 be independent copies of a random vector £ in R? with
mean zero, identity covariance matrix and finite third absolute moment. Assuming that
¢ has a bounded density, the densities g, of the normalized sums Z,, = (&1+---+&,)/\/n
satisfy

sup 0, (2) = ()| < C'—= MEPBIEP. o€ R

with some absolute constant C' > 0.

Proof of Proposition 7.1. Consider the term @, p, in (6.1) with h, = hy/n. By
Proposition 3.2, this density has a convolution structure. It was also emphasized in
(2.2) that, for any random vector X with density p = pyx,

x

Quprx () = % (Qanp) (X)

Using this notation, we have p, = pg, ,  for the sum S, = X; +---+ X,,. Hence with
A=1/y/n,
Qn,pn(2) = 0% (Qups, ) (@v/n) = n?? (Qup) * - - -  (Qup) (xv/n),

where we applied Proposition 2.2 in the last step. Since Q);,p serves as a density of the
random vector X (h), Qp, pn(x) represents the density for the normalized sum

7 _ Xi(h) + -+ Xu(h)
nh — \/ﬁ 5
assuming that Xy (h) are independent. Introduce the normalized sums
5 Xi(h) 4+ Xa(h)
Znh =
’ \/ﬁ
for the shifted distributions, i.e. with Xy (h) = m,, + Ri/Q)A(k(h). Thus,

Zn,h = mh\/ﬁ + R:L/22n7h-
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Denote by py,  the density of Z\n,h. Then the density of Z,, ; is given by
1 . _
pn,h(iﬁ) = Fpn,h (Rhl/Q(l’ - mh\/ﬁ))-
h
At the points z,, = zy/n as in (6.1), we therefore obtain that
B 1 ~1/2
thpn<xn) — pn,h(-rn) — Fpn,h(\/ﬁRh (:U - mh))
h
Consequently, the equality (6.1) may be equivalently stated as
pn(/n) /2 ™ (z—h)2—nA( h) 1
———= = (2m)Y e2 " \/_R 2(z —my)).
Plovm) l )
In particular, for h = x, we get
Pa(zy/n) 42 —nAz) L ~
———=(2 — D (Ve . 7.5
VL (om) e 5 (0, ) (75)
We are in a position to apply Lemma 7.2 to the sequence &, = X k(x) and write
. Ba(x) M d
n,T = Bd —x’ eR s 7.6
Pur(s) = () + BT (76)

where
3

By(x) =E|X(2)]", M, =M(X(z)),

and where the quantity B = Bn( ) is bounded by an absolute constant. The latter
maximum M, can be bounded by virtue of the upper bound (5.2):

M(X(2)) = 0§ M(X () = 08 M(Qup) < ﬁ e,

In this case, (7.6) may be simplified with a new quantity B = B, (z) to
2d
/\nx _ Bd 2 ﬁ3(x)0x 2A(x).
Pal2) = p(e) + Bl B
Inserting this in (7.5) with z = v,/n, we arrive at
pn(fﬂ\/ﬁ) 1 e A@-nlv/2 | pd2 B3(x)og )od e~ (DA (7.7)
EEND R SV

where B = B, (x) is bounded in absolute value by an absolute constant.
In order to estimate [33(x), first let us recall the bound of Corollary 3.3 which implies

E X (x) — mg|® < Cd*? (1 + A(x))*? (7.8)
with some absolute constant C'. Also, by (7.3), for any w € R?,

d

|R M Pwl < c(8A(z) +2)7T AWy,
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Applying this with w = X (z) — m, together with (7.8), we get
By(z) < 3 (8A(z) + 2)@ BA@+3/2 1 g3/2 (1+ A(m))3/2
< OB M)
for some absolute constant C; > 0. It remains to insert this bound in (7.7) leading to

d
pn(.’ﬂ\/ﬁ) _ i 6—nA(x)—n|vx|2/2 + BdC5 & 6—(n—6)A(:L’)'

pzv/n)  of v

8. Proof of Theorems 1.2

Recall that the assumptions 1)-2) stated before Theorem 1.2 are necessary for the
convergence To.(pn|l¢) — 0 as n — oco. For simplicity, we assume that ng = 1, that is,
X is a strictly subgaussian random vector with mean zero, identity covariance matrix,
and finite constant ¢ = 1 4+ T (p||¢). In particular, the function

1
Afw) = 5 laf? - K(2)
is non-negative on the whole space R,

According to Corollary 4.2, the function o, = (det K”(x))24 satisfies

limsup o2 < 1. (8.1)
A(z)—0

First we show that the convergence T.(pn|l¢) — 0 is equivalent to

lim 2= lim det K"(z) =1, (8.2)
A(z)—0 A(z)—0

which is a compact version of the conditions a’) — &’) mentioned after Theorem 1.2.
Introduce the critical zones

Ay(a) = {x cR%: A(x) < ¢

}, a > 0.

n—1
Sufficiency part. Putting a = log(1/¢), ¢ € (0, 1), the upper bound (6.3) yields

DPn (:L“\/_)

sup ce¥?e.
¢ An(a) (x\/_)
As for the critical zone, the equality (7.2) is applicable for n > 6 and implies
palzv/n) ) 1 1
sup sup +0 (—)
vedn(a) P(T \/_) 2€An( Ug Vn

Both estimates can be combined to give

1 1
1+ T (pallp) < sup —d+ced/25—|—0(—).

€A, (a) 0 \/ﬁ
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Thus, a sufficient condition for the convergence Tw.(py,||¢) — 0 as n — oo is that, for
any € € (0,1),

lim sup sup U;d <L
n—oo  z€An(log(1l/e))

Since A(z) = O(1/n) on every set A, (a), the above may be written as the condition

liminf 02¢ > 1, (8.3)
A(z)—0

which is equivalent to (8.2) in view of (8.1).

Necessity part. To see that the condition (8.2) is also necessary for the convergence
in T, let us return to the representation (7.2). Assuming that T (pnlle) — 0, it
implies that, for any a > 0,

1 1
limsup sup — exp { — n(A(x) + = |vx|2>} <1. (8.4)
n—oo  x€An(a) Oz 2

Recall that |v,|> < C9?A(x) whenever n > a + 1, as explained in (7.4). Since
nA(z) < 2a on the set A,(a), it follows that

Aw) + 5ol < pAW) < D,

where 5 depends on ¢ and d only. Thus, (8.4) implies that

limsup sup — <e* 0<a<l.
n—oo  z€Ap(a) O
Therefore, for all n > n(a),

inf O'id > e 9P
xE€AnR(a)

Since a may be as small as we wish, we conclude that necessarily
Ve>036>0 [A(z) <6 = detK"(z) >1—¢]. (8.5)

But this is the same as (8.3), which is equivalent to (8.2).
Let us now explain why

lim K"(z) =1 lim det K"(z) = 1. .
A(g[i}o () =1 < A(grio et K" (x) (8.6)

The implication “ =" is obvious. For the opposite direction, we may assume that the
necessary condition (8.5) is fulfilled. Since detK”(x) = Ai(x)... A\g(x) in terms of the
eigenvalues \;(z) of R, this condition may be stated in a weaker form as

Ve>036>0 [A(z) <0 = gljigd Ai(z) > (1—¢)7]. (8.7)

In order to reverse the conclusion, let us return to Corollary 4.2 and recall that the
eigenvalues satisfy

limsup A\j(z) <1, 1<j<d,
A(z)—0
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for any x € R?, which is a stronger property compared to (8.1). Thus, for any ¢ > 0,
there exists 0 > 0 such that

Alr) <6 = lrél%xd/\j(x) <l+e.

Being combined with (8.7) with 0 < & < 1, this gives (1 —¢)? < \;(z) < 1+ ¢ and
hence |[A\j(z) — 1| <1—(1—¢)?forall j =1,...,d, as long as A(z) < 4. In this case
it follows that

d
1" (x) = Lulliis = Z Ni(z) =17 <d (1= (1=¢)7).

As a result, we obtain the opposite implication in (8.6).
It remains to see that the property

lim A"(z) =0 (8.8)

A(z)—0
may be restated as the conditions a) — b) in Theorem 1.2:

a) A"(x) = 0 for every point x € R? such that A(z) = 0;
b) limy_,oo A”(zx) = 0 for every sequence |zx| — oo such that A(x) — 0 as k — oo.

Obviously, the conditions a) — b) follow from (8.8). For the converse direction,
assume that (8.8) is not true. Then there would exist € > 0 such that, for any § > 0,
one can pick up a point x € R? with the property that

A(x) <§ and [|A"(z)|lus > e.

Choosing = &, | 0, we would obtain a sequence z;, € R? such that A(z) < §; and
|A"(zk)||ms > €. If this sequence is bounded, it would contain a convergent subsequence
xy, — x with A(x) = 0 and ||A”(z)|lus > €, by continuity of the functions A and A”.
But this contradicts a). In the other case, one can subtract a subsequence such that
|2k, | — 00, A(xy,) — 0 as | — oo, while ||A”(xy,)||us > €. But this contradicts b). O

9. Proof of Corollaries 1.3-1.4

As in Theorem 1.2, suppose that the random vector X has mean zero and identity
covariance matrix. In addition, assume that:

1) Z, has density p,, for some n = ng such that To.(p,||p) < oo;
2) X is strictly sub-Gaussian: L(t) < el*/2 or equivalently W(t) < 1 for all t € R?.

Recall that, by the separation property, we mean the relation
L(t) < (1= 68)el/2, (9.1)
which holds for all ¢y > 0 and |t| > to with some § = (to), 0 € (0, 1).
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Proof of Corollary 1.3. From (9.1) it follows that the log-Laplace transform and
the function A satisfy

K(t) < 5 1t ~1og(1 —8), A1) >~ log(1 ).

Hence, the approach A(t) — 0 is only possible when ¢t — 0. But, for strictly sub-Gaus-
sian distributions, we necessarily have A(t) = O(|t|*) and A”(t) = O(|t|*) near zero.
Therefore, the condition (8.8) is fulfilled automatically. O

Next, let us apply Theorem 1.2 to the Laplace transforms L(t) = E e*X) with
U(t)=L(t)e 2 teR?,
being periodic, that is, satisfying
U(t+h)=U(t), tecR% (9.2)

for some h = (hy,...,hq) € RS h # 0. Without loss of generality, let h; > 0 (and not
all of them are zero). Put [0, h] = [0, hy] x -+ x [0, hy).

Proof of Corollary 1.4. The function W(¢) is positive, and by the assumption
(9.2), the function

1
Aft) = —log W(t) = - [t — K" (1)
is h-periodic as well. To express the condition a) in terms of ¥, let us differentiate the

equality W(t) = e=4® to get
O, (t) = =0, A(t) e 40
and
R () = —02, At)e 0 + 0, A(t) 9y, A(t) e A0,

Thus, A”(t) = —V"(t) for every point ¢ € R? such A(t) = 0. Recall that in this case,
necessarily A’(t) = 0 and therefore ¥'(¢) = 0.

As for the condition b) in Theorem 1.2, it may be reduced to a). Indeed, assume that
A(zy) — 0 for some sequence x;, € R? such that |z;| — co. Using the condition a), we
need to show that A”(x;) — 0. The latter is equivalent to the assertion that from any
subsequence zy, one may subtract a further subsequence xy such that A" (xkg) — 0. For
simpicity, let a given subsequence be the whole sequence x. By the periodicity (9.2),
A(zy) = A(yx) and A" (zg) = A”(yx) for some y; € [0, h]. By compactness, there is a
convergence subsequence y;, — y € [0, h] as [ — oo. But then, by continuity, A(y) =0
and hence A”(y) =0, by a). As a consequence, A”(xy,) = A" (yy,) = A"(y) = 0. O
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10. Laplace Transforms with Separation Property

In dimension d = 1, Corollary 1.3 can be illustrated by different examples. Let us
recall two results from [7], assuming that X is a sub-Gaussian random variable with
mean zero. In this case the characteristic function

f(z) =Ee™X, zeC,

represents an entire function in the complex plane of order at most 2. If f(z) does
not have any real or complex zeros, a well-known theorem due to Marcinkiewicz [16]
implies that the distribution of X is already Gaussian. Thus, nonnormal sub-Gaussion
distributions have characteristic functions that need to have zeros.

The strict sub-Gaussianity is defined by the relation

EelX <2 teR, (10.1)

where 02 = Var(X) is the variance of X.

Proposition 10.1. If the distribution of X is symmetric, and all zeros of f(z) with
Re(z) > 0 lie in the cone centered on the real axis defined by

[Arg(:)] < 2

then X is strictly sub-Gaussian. Moreover, if X is nonnormal, then for any t, > 0,
there exists ¢ = c(to) in the interval 0 < ¢ < o such that

EetX < e |t] > to. (10.2)

The inequality (10.2) strengthens not only (10.1), but also the separation relation
(9.1) (for 0> = 1). The claim about the strict sub-Gaussianity in Proposition 10.1
refines a theorem due to Newman [17], who considered the case where f(z) has only
real zeros (cf. also [11]). It was also shown in [7] that the condition |Arg(z)| < % is also
necessary for the strict sub-Gaussianity of X, when it has a symmetric distribution,
and its characteristic function f(z) has exactly one zero z in the quandrant Re(z) > 0,
Im(z) > 0.

Proposition 10.2. If X is nonnormal, and the function K (4/|t|) is concave on the
half-axis t > 0 and is concave on the half-axis t < 0, then (10.2) holds true.

In [7] one can find various examples illustrating these propositions. In particular,
the symmetric Bernoulli and the uniform distribution on a symmetric interval are
strictly subgaussian, as well as convergent infinite convolutions of such distributions.
Moreover, they satisfy the separation property (10.2).

Turning to the multidimensional situation, let us only mention two examples. For
a subgaussian random vector X in R? with mean zero and covariance matrix 021, the
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notion of the strict subgaussianity is defined by
E et < P2 e RY (10.3)

This class of probability distributions is invariant under convolutions and weak limits.

It should be clear that, a product measure on R? satisfies (10.3), if and only if all
marginals are strictly sub-Gaussian. For spherically invariant distributions, (10.3) is
also reduced to dimension one.

Proposition 10.3. Suppose that the distribution of a sub-Gaussian random vector
X = (Xy,...,Xy) is spherically invariant. Then X is strictly sub-Gaussian, if and only
if X, is strictly sub-Gaussian. In this case, if X is nonnormal, and X, satisfies (10.2),
then for any ty > 0, there exists ¢ = c(tg), 0 < ¢ < 02, such that

E {tX) < ec\t|2/2’ t e ]Rd’ |t| > tp. (104)

Proof. By the assumption, the random vectors X and UX are equidistributed for
any linear orthogonal transformation of the space R%. Given t € R?, choose U such
that U't = |t|le; = || (1,0,...,0). Then

]E€<t’X> — Ee(t,UX) — Ee(U’t,X) — Eele.

Since the distribution of X is symmetric about the origin, (10.3) is equivalent to (10.1)
with X in place of X. The same is true about the equivalence of (10.2) and (10.4). O

Here are two basic examples, where as before, p,, denotes the density of the normal-
ized sum of n independent copies of X.

Corollary 10.4. The uniform distribution on the Euclidean ball B(r) in R? with
center at the origin and radius r > 0 satisfies (10.3). As a consequence, if r* = d + 2,
then T (pn||¢) — 0 as n — oo.

The assumption 7 = d + 2 corresponds to the requirement that E|X|* = d or
EX? =1 for the random vector X = (X, ..., Xy) uniformly distributed in B(r). This
is equivalent to the property that X has identity covariance matrix.

Corollary 10.5. The same assertion holds for the uniform distribution on the
Euclidean sphere in R% with center at the origin and radius r = V/d.

Note that the uniform distribution on the Euclidean sphere is not absolutely contin-
uous. But its n-th convolution power for large n has a bounded, compactly supported
density, so that T (pn||p) < oo for some n = ny.

Introduce one dimensional probability densities

1
o) =—(1— :172)“_1, lz| <1,

(67



ESSCHER TRANSFORM AND CLT 25

with parameter o > 0, where (using the usual gamma-function)

1

Coa = /(1—x2)a1d:€

1
1
= /y‘l/g(l—y)“_ldyz
0

is the normalizing constant. For the proof of Corollaries 10.4-10.5, we need:

L(3)l' (o)

2

oD (10.5)

Lemma 10.6. For any o > 0, the distribution p, with density q, is strictly sub-
Gaussian. Moreover, the separation property (10.2) holds true.

Proof. Expanding the cosh-function in power series, for the random variable &,
with density ¢, the Laplace transform is given by

Lo(t) = —/ — )y = —/ cosh(tz) (1 — 2% dx

1
= — — 22" (1 — 22 Ve
- Z <2n>!/o t=)

o

1 1 1
- R n—s= 1_ a—1
~ nz ] /0 y' 2 (L—y)*  de

where we used (10.5) in the last step together with notation s = o + % From this
expansion we find that

1 1
2 _ — —_
o, = Var(&,) = Y1 25 (00 > 0).
Hence
1 < I'(s)s" I'(n+1)
Lo(tfon) = —= 2 (22)"
T nz:% I'(n+s) (2n)!
1 < nl U(n+ 3)
=1 —t2 — 22 (2t%)".

ot an (5+1 s+n—1) om0

The fraction inside the sum represents an increasing function in s, and letting s — oo,
we get

Lo(t/on) < —— i L4 3) oyn — cosh(s).
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Thus, the Laplace transform of £,/o, is bounded by the Laplace transform of the
Bernoulli distribution pu = %5,1 + %51 (which is consistent with the property that
fo — p weakly as a — 00). O

Proof of Corollaries 10.4-10.5. Without loss of generality, let » = 1. If the
random vector X = (Xi,...,X,) is uniformly distributed in the unit ball B(1), the
distribution of X; has density ¢, with o = (d + 1)/2. Similarly, if X is uniformly
distributed in the unit sphere, the distribution of X; has density ¢, with a« = (d—1)/2.
It remains to apply Lemma 10.6 and Proposition 10.3. O

11. Laplace Transforms with Periodic Components

In order to describe examples illustrating Corollary 1.4, let us start with the following
definition. We write h = (hy,...,hq) >0, if all h; > 0.

Definition. We say that the distribution p of a random vector X in R¢ is periodic
with respect to the standard normal law, with period h > 0 (h # 0), if it has a density
p(zx) such that the function

p(x) _ dp(z) d
T)=—-=+ = , = €&€R%
D= 0w~ a)
is periodic with period h, that is, g(z + h) = g(z) for all x € R%.

Here, q represents the density of u with respect to the standard Gaussian measure
v on R?. We denote the class of all such distributions by §, and say that X belongs
to §4. In dimension d = 1, this class was studied in [7], and here we extend a number
of one dimensional observations to higher dimensions. For this aim, we introduce the
componentwise multiplication of vectors

xy = (T1y1, .- Tq¥a), T = (T1,---,%q), Y= Y1,---,Ya) c R4

Proposition 11.1. If X belongs to the class §, then for all m € 74,
E e{mhX) — glmhl*/2, (11.1)

In particular, the random vector X is sub-Gaussian.

Proof. By the periodicity, g(x — mh) = ¢(z) for all z € R? and m € Z9. Hence,
the random vector X + mh has density
pla—mh) = qlo—mh)p(z —mh)

(mh,z)—} [mh|? p{mhz)— % mh|?

= q(@)p(z)e = p(z)
It remains to integrate this equality over the variable x, which leads to (11.1).
Next, starting from (11.1), it is easy to see that E e?XI* < 0o for some ¢ > 0. O
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As a consequence, the Laplace transform L(t) = Ee% t ¢ R? is finite and
may be extended to the d-dimensional complex space C? as an entire function L(z) =
L(z1,...,24). By saying “entire”, it is meant that a given function on C¢ is entire with
respect to every complex coordinate z; = t; +iy; (¢;,y;, € R) and is C*°-smooth as a
functon of 2d real variables t1,y1,...,tq, Yq.

This property of L(z) may be further refined.

Proposition 11.2. If X belongs to §p, then its Laplace transform is an entire
function of order 2 (with respect to every complex coordinate). Moreover,

IL(z)| < el 2 = ¢ 4y e CL (11.2)

Proof. Since Re (z, X) = (t, X) for z = t + iy, we have |L(z)| < L(t). Hence, one
may assume that y = 0 in (11.2).

We employ the convexity of the function K (t) = log L(t). For simplicity, suppose
that ¢ = (t1,...,ts) € RL. Take an integral vector m = (my,...,mg) with positive
components such that (m; — 1)h; < t; < m;h; for all j < d. Since ¢ lies in the cube
with sides [0, m;h;], this point may be written as a convex mixture of vertices of the

cube
t:Z(IEUE, a. > 0, Z% = 1.
€

€

Here the vertex v. = (eymyhy, ..., eqmqhg) is parametrized by the tuple e = (e1,...,&4)
with ¢; = 0 or ¢; = 1 for each j < d. By Jensen’s inequality and (11.1),

d
K(t) < ZGEK(’UE) = %ZQE[ZE?m?h?]
16 d 1
< 5;mgh < 5; (t; + hy)

Dropping the condition on the sign of ¢;, more generally we obtain that

d d
<Y (R <> (82 =t + |h[
7=1 7=1

Thus, we obtain (11.2) which shows that L(z) is an entire function of order at most
2. On the other hand, by (11.1), it is is an entire function of order at least 2. U

| —

Let us also mention the periodicity property for convolutions.

Proposition 11.3. If X belongs to §,, then Z, belongs to §, /-
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Here as before, Z,, = \/Lﬁ (X1+-- -+ X,) denotes the normalized sum of independent
copies X of the random vector X. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition
10.4 from [7] for the one dimensional case, so we omit it.

12. Characterizations of Periodicity in terms of Laplace Transform
Fix h = (hy,...,hq) € RY h 0, for simplicity with h; > 0. Here we prove:

Proposition 12.1. If X belongs to §, then the function
U(t) = L(t)e "2, t e RY (12.1)

is periodic with period h. It can be extended to the complex space C? as an entire
function of order at most 2. Conversely, if the fuction V(t) for a sub-Gaussian random
vector X is h-periodic, then X belongs to §, as long as the characteristic function
f(t) of X is integrable on R®.

The last claim is based on the following general observation.

Lemma 12.2. Let f(z) = Ee“*%X) (2 € C?) be the characteristic function of a
sub-Gaussian random vector X. If f(t) and f(t +ih) are integrable in t € R?, then

e WD) f( dt = | e HtHha) £ iR dt. 12.2
f(¢) f( ) (12.2)
Rd

R4

Proof. Write z = (21, ..., 24) with z; € C. By assumption, f(2) = f(21,...,2q4) is
well-defined and represents an entire function. In addition,
If(2)| SB[ =Re WX <R 2 =t 44y, t,y e RL (12.3)

One may rewrite the first integral in (12.2) in a different way using contour integra-
tion. For this aim, let X, = X +¢Z, where ¢ > 0 and Z is a standard normal random
vector in R? independent of X. The random vector X, is also sub-Gaussian and has
an entire characteristic function

fe(2) = f(2) e’EzZQ/Q, z e CY,
where 22 = 22 + - .- + 22. Moreover, by (12.3), for all ¢ € R,
. _52 2
f-(t+iy)| < Ke =20y =(yi,... y), |yl < hy, (12.4)

with some constant K which does not depend on t.
Putting z = (z1,...,24), t = (t1,...,tq), let us integrate the left integrand in (12.2)

with respect to t;, keeping the remaining variables t,,...,t; fixed. Given T > 0,
consider the rectangle contour with sides
Cl - [—T, T], C2 - [T, T + ’ihl],

Cy = [T +ihy,~T +ihi], Ci=[-T +ihy,~T],
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so that to apply Cauchy’s theorem which yields

|oemmnan e [ e
Cy

Cy
+ / eI f (2) dz +/ e f () dz = 0.
Cg C4

For points z; = t; + iy, on the contour, [e**1%1| = 1%t < el*lh1 Hence, by the decay
property (12.4), the integrals over Cy and Cj are vanishing as T" — oo, and

/ Pt f. (t) dty = lim o111 fa(Z) dzy

o T—o0 Cl

= — lim eI f (2) dzy
T—oo 03

— / e AT £ (b LRy by, ) diy .

[e.e]

Thus,
/ e~ MIf () dt, = / e MHhO)TL £ (b 4Ry Ly, tg) diy. (12.5)
Turning to the next variable t,, first note that the function

g(ZQ, Ce ,Zd) = / €7i(tl+ihl)x1f5(t1 + ihl, 29,23y .. ,Zd) dtl, Zj = tj + Zy] € C,

(e 9]

is entire and admits a similar bound as (12.4)
9022, - 2a)] S K eIy <y,

Hence, one may perform the contour integration like in the previois step leading to

/ eiitQmQ g(t2; tg, . ,td) dtg = / 67i(t2+ih2)x2 g(t2 + ihZ; t37 s 7td) dt2

o0 o0

By the Fubini theorem and using (12.5), we then get

/ / e~ theTitaT2 £ (1) L di,

= / / emilitih)er—iltatiha)ez £ (1 4Ryt + ihg,ts, ..., tg) dtidts.

Repeating the process, we will arive at the equality for the d-dimensional integrals

/ e~ f (1) dt = / e~ M) £ (1 4 ih) dt.
R4

R4
It remains to let ¢ — 0 and make use of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem,
which provides the desired equality in (12.2). O
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Proof of Proposition 12.1. By periodicity of ¢, changing the variable x = y + h,
we have, for any t € R?,

L(t+h) = / ) g(x) () da
Rd
= / el gy 4 ) ply + h) dy
R
_ / HHR+) () () e~ R —IE/2 gy [ () et HRE/2,
Rd
Hence

L(t + h) e P2 = (1) e 11P/2,

which is the first claim of the proposition. Since L(z) is an entire function of order 2,
the formula (12.1) admits a natural extension to C¢

U(z) = L(2) em2 (GHHt=) = (21,...,2q) € C%,
which is an entire function with respect to every component z; of order at most 2. By
analyticity and periodicity on R,
U(z+h)=(z) forall ze C (12.6)

It remains to prove the periodicity of the density ¢(z) = p(x)/¢(x). The character-
istic function of X admits an entire extension using the formula

flz) = E ei=X) — L(iz) = V(iz) e_z2/2, 2z e e,
where again 2?2 = 2 + -+ - + 22. Hence, by (12.6),
F(t+ih) e = f(1) e,
that is,
Flt+ih) = f(t) e MR for all ¢ € RY (12.7)

This identity also shows that, due to the integrability of f(¢), the function f(¢+ih) is
integrable as well.

Again by the the integrability of f(¢), the random vector X has a continuous density
given by the Fourier inversion formula

1 .
) = /R () dt, xR

This yields

Q(l') _ p([[’) _ - 6z|2/2\/ e—i(t,x)f(t) dt
Rd
and

g(z +h) = elal2/2 @)+ 2 / LR £ (1) .

(2m)4/? R
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Hence, we need to show that
/ ¢i0) (1) df = el 2 / e it=HM £(1) d.
Rd R4

Here, the left integral may be rewritten according to Lemma 12.1, so that the above
equality is restated as

/ e~ itHiha) £ (1 4 ih) dt = e(x,h>+|h|2/2/ e 1B £ (1) (it (12.8)
R4

R4
Moreover, by (12.7), the first integrand is equal to

e~ i(t+ih,z) e—i(t,h)+\h\2/2 f(t).
This proves (12.8). O

Remark. Since f(t) = L(it) = W(it) e /2, t € R%, the integrability assumption in
Proposition 12.1 is fulfilled, if ¥(z) has order smaller than 2.

13. Periodic Components via Trigonometric Series

Proposition 12.1 is applicable to a variety of interesting examples including the under-
lying distributions whose Laplace transform has the form

L) =0@) 2, teRrR? (13.1)
where W is a 2m-periodic function of the form
U(t)=1—cP(t), P(t)=)_ ce'™ (13.2)
kezd
(for simplicity, in the sequel we say “2m-periodic” instead of “(2m,...,2m)-periodic”).

Here ¢, = ay — iby are complex coefficients which are supposed to satisfy

o0

Z /20| < o0, (13.3)

kezd

and ¢ € R is a non-zero parameter. To ensure that P(t) is real-valued, we assume that

a_ = ay and b_, = —by, for all k € Z?, in which case
P(t) = Z (ak cos (k, t) + bysin (k, t) ).
kezd

Any such function with real coefficients aj and by can be written in the form (13.2).
Let us note that the function W(¢) defined in the equality (13.1) for a sub-Gaussian

random vector X is smooth with ¥(0) = L(0) = 1. Differentiating (13.1), we see that

X has mean zero and identity covariance matrix if and only if ¥/(0) = 0 in vector sense
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and ¥”(0) = 0 in matrix sense. For the W-functions as in (13.2), this is equivalent to
P(0) = P'(0) = P"(0) = 0, that is,

> ap=0 > bk=0, iakk@@k:o,
kezd kezd k=1

where k ® k denotes the d x d matrix with entries k;k;, 1 <1i,5 < d, k = (ki, ..., kq).
All the series are well convergent due to the condition (13.3).

Proposition 13.1. If P(0) = P'(0) = P"(0) = 0 and |c| is small enough, then L(t)
represents the Laplace transform of a sub-Gaussian random vector X with mean zero,
identity covariance matrix, and with density p = qp, where q is a bounded, 2m-periodic
function. This random vector is strictly sub-Gaussian, if P(t) > 0 for all t € R® and if
¢ > 0 is small enough.

Proof. The functions uy(z) = ¢(z)cos (A, z) and vy(z) = @(z)sin (A, z) with
parameter A\ € R? have respectively the Laplace transforms

/e<t”">u,\(x)dx = e PP/2 cos (A, t) elt*/2,
R4
/e<t’x>v,\(:v)dx = PP gin (A1) el/2,
Rd

Define
g(x)=1—c Z elkl?/2 (@k cos (k, z) + by sin (k, x) ) (13.4)

kezd

It is bounded due to the condition (13.3) and is non-negative for sufficiently small ||,
more pricesely, if

o 1
2
E e‘k‘ /2 (|(l/€| + |bk|) < _|C|
kezd

Moreover, the Laplace transform of the function p(x) = q(z)¢(x) is exactly
/d eBp(z)de = (1 —cP(t)) e 72 ¢ e R
R

Recall that the requirement P(0) = 0 guarantees that [,,p(z)dz = 1, while the
property that X has mean zero and identity covariance matrix is equivalent to P'(0) =
P"(0) = 0.

Finally, if P(t) > 0 for all t € R? and ¢ > 0 is small enough, then 0 < ¥(t) < 1,
which means that X is strictly sub-Gaussian. O
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14. Examples Involving Trigonometric Polynomials

Some specific examples in Proposition 13.1 are based on trigonometric polynomials.
More precisely, suppose that the random vector X has the Laplace transform

L(t) = V()2 t e R (14.1)

with
U(t)=1-cQ(t)? Q) = Z (ak cos (k,t) + bysin (k,t) ), (14.2)

where ¢ > 0, assuming that the sum contains only finitely many real coefficients.

Corollary 14.1. If Q(0) = Q'(0) = 0 and ¢ > 0 is small enough, L(t) represents
the Laplace transform of a strictly sub-Gaussian random vector X with mean zero,
identity covariance matrix, and with density p = qp, where q is a bounded, 27-periodic
function.

Let us complement this statement with the assertion about the central limit theorem
for the distance

Pn(z) — o(x)

o(x)
where p,, denotes the density of the normalized sum Z,, constructed for n independent
copies of X.

Too{pn| |90) = Sup

Corollary 14.2. Under the assumptions of Corollary 14.1, T (pall¢) — 0 as
n — oo, if and only if

vt e[0,2m)? [Q(t) =0 = Q'(t)=0]. (14.3)
This is the case where Q(t) > 0 for all t € [0, 27]%.
Proof. We apply Proposition 13.1 with P(¢) = Q(¢)?. Then P(0) = Q(0)?> = 0 and
P'(0) =2Q(0) Q'(0) = 0. In addition,

P'(t) = 2Q(0)Q" (1) +2Q'(1) ® Q'(1), (14.4)

so that P”(0) = 0 as well. This proves Corollary 14.1.

For the assertion in Corollary 14.2, we appeal to Corollary 1.4 and simplify the
implication ¥(t) = 0 = VU”(¢t) = 0. Here, the hypothesis means that Q(¢) = 0, in
which case U (t) = —cP"(t) = —2c¢Q'(t)®Q)'(t), according to (14.4). The latter matrix
is zero, if and only if Q'(t) = 0. O

Example 14.3. Consider the Laplace transform

L(t) = (1 —esin®(ty + -+ 1)) P2 t=(t1,...,ts) €RY,
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with a fixed integer m > 2, where ¢ > 0 is small enough (depending on m and d). In
this case, the conditions of Corollary 14.1 are fulfilled for

Q(t) =sin™(t; + - - + ta).

Since the condition (14.3) in Corollary 14.2 is fulfilled as well, we obtain the assertion
about the CLT (although Q(t) does not need be non-negative for odd values of m).

An interesting feature of this example is that L(t) = elt?/2 on countably many
hyperplanes t; +--- +t; =7l, | € Z.

Example 14.4. Modifying the previous example, put
P(t) = Q(t)?, Q(t) = (1 —4sin?(ty + -~ +tg)) sin®(ty + - - + ta).

In this case, Q(0) = Q'(0) = 0, so that the conditions of Corollary 14.1 are fulfilled.

We have Q(t) = 0 for t; = 7/6, t; = 0 for j > 2. At this point 9;, Q(t) # 0, so that
the condition (14.3) is not fulfilled. Hence, by Corollary 14.2, the CLT with respect to
T, does not hold in this example.
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