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Abstract: We extend Stein’s celebrated Wasserstein bound for normal approximation via
exchangeable pairs to the multi-dimensional setting. As an intermediate step, we exploit
the symmetry of exchangeable pairs to obtain an error bound for smooth test functions.
We also obtain a continuous version of the multi-dimensional Wasserstein bound in terms
of fourth moments. We apply the main results to multivariate normal approximations
to Wishart matrices of size n and degree d, where we obtain the optimal convergence
rate \/n3/d under only moment assumptions, and to degenerate U-statistics and Poisson
functionals, where we strengthen a few of the fourth moment bounds in the literature on
the Wasserstein distance.
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1 INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let W be a random variable with E(W) = 0 and Var(W) = 1. Steinl (M) introduced the
following exchangeable pair approach to proving central limit theorems for W with error
bounds. Suppose we can construct another random variable W’ on the same probability
space such that (W, W’) and (W', W) have the same distribution (exchangeable), and
moreover,

E(W' —W|W) = - AW
for some positive constant A (linearity condition). Then we have (cf. - (@ Theorem

1, Lecture IIT) and (Chen, Goldstein and Shad (2011, Theorem 4 9)):

dw(W,Z) = sup  [Bh(W) - Eh(Z)|
heLip(R,1)
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where dyy denotes the Wasserstein distance, Z ~ N(0,1), and Lip(R, 1) denotes the set of
1-Lipschitz functions h on R.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.02101v2

Stein’s exchangeable pair approach and its variants have found wide applications in
normal approximations. These applications include, but are not limited to, the binary
expansion of a random integer (Diaconis (1977) and [Stein (1986, Lecture IV)); the anti-
voter model (Rinott and Rotaxn (1997)); the representation theory of permutation groups
(Fulman (2005)); character ratios (Shao and Su (2006)); the Erdés-Kac theorem (Harper
(2009)); the Curie-Weiss model (Chen, Fang and Shad (2013)); combinatorial central
limit theorems (Chen and Fang (2015)); and degenerate U-statistics (Dobler and Peccati
(2017)). (Chatterjee and Shad (2011) extended the approach to non-normal approximations
and [Shao and Zhang (2019) used the approach to obtain optimal error bounds on the
Kolmogorov distance for both normal and non-normal approximations.

Basic setting. Stein’s exchangeable pair approach has been extended to the multi-
dimensional setting. Let d > 2 be an integer. We follow the general setting of Reinert and
Rollin (2009) and assume that for a d-dimensional random vector W, we can construct
another random vector W’ on the same probability space such that

LW, W) = LW, W),

and moreover,
EW' —W|G] = —A(W + R) (1.1)

for some invertible d x d matrix A and o-algebra G containing o(W). Gaussian approxima-
tion results and error bounds for such W have been obtained by, for example, Chatterjee
and Meckes (2008) and Reinert._and Rollin (2009). However, the existing error bounds
mostly apply to smooth function distances (excluding those results in Chatterjee and
Meckes (2008) which make the special assumption of a continuous underlying symmetry).
Although we can deduce a Wasserstein bound from these results, such deduced bound is
in general non-optimal. Our first main result is a Wasserstein bound assuming the exis-
tence of fourth moments. The optimality of the bound, in terms of the “sample size”, is
illustrated by applications to sums of independent random vectors below and to homoge-
neous sums in Section Proofs of the main results stated in this section are given in

Section B.11

Theorem 1.1 (Wasserstein bound). Let (W, W') be an exchangeable pair of d-dimensional
random vectors satisfying the approzimate linearity condition (LI)). Assume that E|W|* <
00. Let D =W'—W. Also, let 3 be a d x d positive definite symmetric matriz and define

the random matriz E by

o %E[(A‘lD)DT\Q] ) (1.2)

Then we have

dw(W,Z) = sup  |BR(W) — Bh(Z)|
heLip(Rd,1)
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where Lip(R%,1) is the set of all 1-Lipschitz functions on RY, Z ~ N(0,%) is a d-
dimensional centered Gaussian vector with covariance matriz X, || denotes the Fuclidean
norm, || - ||op denotes the operator norm, and || - ||g.s. denotes the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Remark 1.1. In Theorem [l we implicitly assumed that E(W) ~ 0 and Cov(WV) =~ X.
Otherwise, E|R| and E| E| m.s. are not small and the bound is not useful. We need ¥ to
be non-singular to carry out integration by parts in the proof (cf. (3.5])). In the case that
E(W) =0, Cov(W) = I, where I denotes the d x d identity matrix, and Z is a standard
d-dimensional Gaussian vector, the bound reduces to

2 7\ 1/4
E!R\+\/;EHE|1H.S.+(§) d"/*\/E[A=TDI[DF].

Sums of independent random vectors. We first apply Theorem [T to sums
of independent random vectors to illustrate the order of magnitude of the error bound.
Let W = % Y&, X; be a d-dimensional random vector, where {Xj,...,X,} are in-
dependent, E(X;) = 0 for each i € [n] := {1,...,n} and Cov(W) = I;. A standard
construction of exchangeable pairs is as follows. Let {X7,..., X’} be an independent
copy of {X1,...,X,}. Let I ~ Unif[n] be an uniform random index that is independent
of {X1,.... X, X{,..., X} Let W =W — ﬁ(XI — X7). It is straightforward to verify
that )

E(W - W|W) = —;W

and E in (I.2) can be computed as

:% ZXXT

Applying Theorem [T with ¥ = I; and Z ~ N(0, I), we obtain

n d n
dw (W, Z) < constant - {[% Z Z Var(Xinik)]lﬁ 4+ g4 [% ZIE]XZ — XZ.*’4] 1/2}7
i=1 j,k=1 i=1

where {X;; : 1 < j < d} are the components of X;. For the typical case where |X;| ~ v/d

and |X;;| ~ 1, the bound reduces to
[ d5/2
~ T'

This bound has optimal dependence on n. The dependence on the dimension d is generally
the same as in [Bonis (2020, Eq.(7)), who obtained a Wasserstein-2 bound in a compar-
atively complicated way (see also Theorem 2.5 in |Anastasiou and Gaunt (2020)). |Zhai
(2018) obtained a Wasserstein-2 bound ~ 1/d?/n-logn when |X;|s are uniformly bounded
by constant - v/d and showed that his bound is optimal up to the logn factor; see also
Theorem 1 in [Eldan, Mikulincer and Zhai (2018), where the factor logn is improved to
Vlogn. It is unclear what is the optimal dependence on d under only a moment condition.



As an intermediate step in proving Theorem [T we exploit the symmetry of exchange-
able pairs to obtain an error bound for smooth test functions. We introduce a few symbols.
For an 7-times differentiable function f : R® — R, we denote by V" f(z) the r-th deriva-
tive of f at x regarded as an r-linear form on R% The value of V" f(x) evaluated at
Uy, ..., u, € R is given by

Vs Su = Y Gy f@
Jisensdr=1
where 0, ;. f(x) is a shorthand notation for %(:ﬂ). When vy = -+ = u, =: u, we

write w1 @ - - - @ u, = u®" for short. We define the injective norm of an r-linear form 7" on
R? by
VAVEES sup (T, up @« ®@up)l.

Jur |V V]ur|<1
Then, for an (r — 1)-times differentiable function h : R — R, we set

r—1 _vur—1
Ty |$ - y|

Note that M, (h) = sup,cga |V h(z)|y if h is r-times differentiable. See Section 5 of [Raic
(2019) for more details about these symbols.

Remark 1.2. For a function h : R? — R of the form h(z) = cos(¢ - z) or h(x) = sin(¢ - )
for some ¢ € R?, where - denotes the Euclidean inner product, we have M, (h) = [£|" for
every r > 1. Therefore, given a sequence W (n) of random vectors in R? and another
random vector Y in RY, if we have [Eh(W (n)) — Eh(Y)| — 0 as n — oo for any bounded
C* function h : RY — R with M, (h) < oo for every r > 1, then we obtain the point-wise
convergence of the characteristic functions of W(n) to that of Y: |Eexp(v/—1£ - W (n)) —
Eexp(v—16-Y)| — 0 as n — oo for all £ € R%. In particular, if d is fixed, then W (n)
converge in law to Y as n — oc.

Theorem 1.2 (Smooth function bound with improved dimension dependence). Under
the assumptions of Theorem [I1, we have, for second-order differentiable functions h such
that Ml(h), Mg(h) < 00,

12v/2m

Remark 1.3. By a simple modification of the proof of Theorem [[.2] we can obtain an
alternative bound

BA(W) ~ BA(Z)| < sup {BIVAIW +vT—12)P]} " (VEIRE + 572 [EN B, )

o<1

[EAW)~BH(Z)] < My (0 (E!R\ + uz—l/?uop\/gE\\EuH.S.) 12 lor vy )14 DD

+ B A DD,
12427

which is useful in the case where |Vh(zx)| is not uniformly bounded.



Remark 1.4. Comparing with smooth function bounds in the literature, e.g., Chatterjee
and Meckes (2008, Theorem 2.3) and Reinert and Roéllin (2009, Theorem 2.1), the bound
in Theorem has improved dependence on dimension. This can be easily checked by
examining the case of sums of independent random vectors above. In fact, it is crucial to
use the bound in Theorem to obtain the optimal convergence rate for the application
to Wishart matrices in Section 211

Remark 1.5 (Singular covariance matrix). When ¥ is not invertible, we get the following
alternative bound for any thrice differentiable function h : R? — R with E|h(W)| +
E|h(Z)| < oot

Vd My(h)

[ER(W) — Bh(Z)| < Mi(M)E|R| + —= M2 (W) E| Bl 5. + —¢ E[IAT'D||DF].  (1.3)

This should be compared to the following bound from [Débler and Peccati (2017, Theorem
3.1) (see also Meckes (2009, Theorem 3)): For any twice differentiable function b : R — R
with E|h(W)| + EJh(Z)] < oo,

[ER(W) — EA(Z)| < Mi(R)E|R| + gMQ(h)E”EHH,S_ + Liéh)E

[AT'D|IDP]. (1.4)
While our bound requires h to be more smooth, the quantity E[|[A~!D||D|?] is typically
of a smaller order than E[|[A~1D||D|?]. To see the effect of this difference, let us consider
the typical case of sums of independent random vectors as above. Then, (L3]) and (L4)
respectively reduce to

[BR(W) ~ ER(2)] < C) <Mz<h>\/§ + M4<h>d§>

and

[BAW) ~ BA(Z)| < Co{Ma(h) + M)}y

where C1, Cy are constants depending only on max; j E|X;;|*. Following the proof of Theo-
rem [[.T] but ignoring the integration by parts step therein, we can derive the corresponding
Wasserstein bounds from these results via a smoothing argument. Then, the former yields
a bound ~ (d*/n)'/*, while the latter implies a bound ~ (d*/n)* Vv (d°/n)Y/%, so our
bound always provides a better rate.

Our next result is a continuous version of the Wasserstein bound in multivariate normal
approximations. The setting was introduced by [Débler, Vidotto and Zheng (2018) and
proved to be useful in the study of Gaussian, Poisson and Rademacher functionals. In
the special case that p;(W) = 0 in (L.7)), the result reduces to those in Chatterjee and
Meckes (2008) and Nourdin and Zheng (2019). An application of Theorem [L.3 to Poisson
functionals is given in Section 2.3l



Theorem 1.3 (Continuous version of the Wasserstein bound). For every t > 0, let
(W, W,) be an exchangeable pair of d-dimensional random vectors such that E|W|* < oo
and

lim %E[Wt _ WG] = —~A(W + R) in L\(P) (1.5)

for some invertible d x d (non-random) matriz A, d-dimensional random vector R, and
o-algebra G containing o(W'). Suppose also that there is a dx d positive definite symmetric
matriz X and a d X d random matrixz S satisfying

tiw (W, —~ W)W, ~ W)TIg) =245+ 8 in LY Jns) (1)

Moreover, suppose that, for every j € {1,...,d}, there is a constant p;(W) satisfying

- 1
tim sup 3 B(WW2); ~ Wj)* < pj(W). (1.7)

Then we have

=Y

\ *llop oy -1
dy(W, 7) < E|R| + 12 _Nop A~ 6
w( ) R ors | |m.s

d
B 7 1/4
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Jj=1

where Z ~ N(0,%).

2 APPLICATIONS

In this section, we present three applications of our main results. Their proofs are deferred
to Section We begin with multivariate normal approximations to Wishart matrices.

2.1 Wishart matrices

Let X = {X;; :1<i<n,1<k<d} bea matrix with i.i.d. entries such that EX;; =
0,EX? =1and EX}| <oo. For 1 <i<j<n,let

d
1
Wii = — E Xip X,
J \/akZI kX jk

be the upper diagonal entries of the Wishart matrix %X XT. We are interested in ap-

n

proximating W = {W;; : 1 < ¢ < j < n}, regarded as an (2)—vector, by a standard
Gaussian vector Z when both n and d grow to infinity.

In the case where X; follows the standard Gaussian distribution, lJiang and Li (2015)
and Bubeck et al! (2016) proved that the total variation distance between W and Z tends
to zero if d > n3 and tends to one if d < n® (see also [Rdcz and Richev (2019)). Bubeck
and Ganguly (2018) generalized the result to the case where X1; follows a log-concave



distribution. Nourdin and Zheng (2018) considered row-wise i.i.d. Gaussian matrices X
where each row is a Gaussian vector with a general covariance matrix and Mikulincern
(2020) considered column-wise i.i.d. matrices X where each column follows a log-concave
measure on R”. Nourdin and Zheng (2018) and [Mikulincer (2020) proved convergence of
W to Z in the Wasserstein-1 and Wasserstein-2 distances respectively in the asymptotic
region d > n>. They also considered Gaussian approximations for Wishart tensors.

In Bubeck and Ganguly (2018) and Mikulincer (2020), it was pointed out that a stan-
dard application of Stein’s method, e.g. by |Chatterjee and Meckes (2008), only provides an
error bound in the Gaussian approximation for W for smooth test functions that vanishes
when d > n® (in fact, d > n* using the exchangeable pair in the proof of Theorem 2]
below). We use Theorem to obtain the optimal convergence rate \/n3/d for the i.i.d.
case for smooth test functions. Except for the existence of the fourth moment of Xi1, we
do not impose any other distributional assumptions. We also note that the proof works
for the non-identically distributed case (cf. (3.16) and (3.17)) and for Wishart tensors (cf.
Remark 2.1)). In the Appendix, we use a modified version of Theorem [[.T] to obtain the
optimal convergence rate \/n3/d for the Wasserstein distance assuming in addition X1,
has finite sixth moment.

Theorem 2.1. Let X = {X;, : 1 <i<n,1<k<d} be a matriz with i.i.d. entries such
that EX1; = 0,EX?, =1, and EX{; < co. Regard W = {W;; : 1 <i < j < n} as an
(g‘) -vector where

d
1
Wi = — Xk Xik-
J \/EkZ:l kA gk

Let Z be a standard (g)—dz’mensz’onal Gaussian vector. Then we have, for second-order
differentiable functions h such that My(h), M3(h) < oo,

n2

3
n
9md [EX] + (EX{)? 4+ ——[3 + EX{]

&md

EX?
(EX{ +3) < nll + 1> :

|[ER(W) — Eh(Z)] <M1<h>\/ (2.1)

+ Ms(h)

n3
12dv/ 27
Remark 2.1. Let p > 2 be an integer. Under the same assumptions as in Theorem 2.1]
let

d
1
Wil--.ip = % ; Xllk o lek

be entries of the Wishart tensor. Regard W = {W;, ; :1 < i3 <--- <ip < n} as an
(Z)-vector. Let Z be a standard (Z)—dimensional Gaussian vector. Following the proof of
Theorem 2.1}, we can easily obtain (details omitted)

n2p—l n2p_ 1 }
)

[EA(W) — BA(Z)| < Cp{ Mi ()| T + Ma (h) "

where C), is a constant only depending on p and EX?, . This recovers the range d > n?’~1
for asymptotic normality in Nourdin and Zheng (2018) and [Mikulincer (2020) under only
moment assumptions.



Optimality of the convergence rate. By using the alternative bound in Re-

1/2
mark [[.3] we can replace \/ng(h) in (1) by supgcs<y {E[\Vh(\/fW—i-\/l — tZ)ﬂ} .
The resulting bound can be shown to be optimal by considering h(z) = n=3/2 > i<icj<ken TijTikTik-
In this case, we have E[|VA(VIW + 1 —12)]*| < C\/EX{, +n/d and M3(h) < C for

some universal constant C', while Eh(W) = ﬁ (3) ~ /n3/d and EL(Z) = 0.

Remark 2.2. We can naturally regard (g)—random vectors W and Z as random ele-
ments of the infinite-dimensional Hilbert space £2(N). Then, we may discuss the closeness
between their respective laws P, ; and @, induced on the space ¢*(N). However, we
need some care because the sequence {Q,}7°; is not tight in this case. In such a sit-
uation, [Davydov _and Rotar (2009) argue that it is reasonable to define the concept of
weak convergence in the following way: We say P, g — @, — 0 weakly as n,d — oo if
[ fd(Pp.q— Qn) — 0 for all bounded and uniformly continuous functions f : /*(N) — R.
Using Theorem 3 in IDavydov and Rotax (2009), we can easily verify that P, g — Q, — 0
weakly as n,d — oo when dy, (W, Z) — 0. Applying Theorem [[Tlinstead of Theorem [[.2]in
the proof of Theorem 2.1], we obtain dyy (W, Z) = O(y/n*/d); hence, P, 4—Q, — 0 weakly
asn,d — oo if n*/d — 0. In the Appendix, we prove dyy (W, Z) = O(y/n3/dV (n®/d)*/?) as
long as EXY, < 0o, so we recover the optimal condition n®/d — 0 for the weak convergence
in the above sense under the finiteness of the sixth moment.

2.2 Degenerate U-statistics

For a positive integer n, we write [n] := {1,...,n}. For each i € [n], let X; be a random
variable taking values in a measurable space (E;, &;). Assume X7, ..., X, are independent.
We set Fj := o(Xj,j € J) forevery J C [n]|. Also, we denote by |.J| the number of elements
in J.

Let U € L'(IP) be Fln-measurable. It is known that U admits the Hoeffding decom-

position of the form
U= > U/, (2.2)
JCn]

where U’ € L!(IP) is Fj-measurable and satisfies
E[U’|Fk] =0, (2.3)
whenever J ¢ K C [n]. Such a decomposition is almost surely unique and given by

vl =S (-n)VFHEUIF, T cnl
LcJ

See Section 1.2 of IDébler and Peccati (2017) and references therein for more details. Let
p € [n]. We say that U is a degenerate U-statistic of order p if U’ = 0 whenever J C [n] is
such that |J| # p. In the celebrated work de Jong (1990), de Jong showed that a sequence
U(n) € L*(P) of degenerate U-statistics of fixed order p with mean 0 and variance 1
converges in law to the standard normal distribution if

EU(n)* — 3 and o(U(n)) := max Z Var[U(n)’] — 0.

1<i<n
JC[n]:ied



Recently, IDobler and Peccati (2017) have established a quantitative version of the above
result in the Wasserstein distance via exchangeable pairs. They have also obtained a
multi-dimensional extension of de Jong’s CLT together with error bounds for smooth test
functions. Here, we complement their results by deriving a multi-dimensional Wasserstein
bound of de Jong type using Theorem [L.1]

Let W be an JF|,-measurable random vector in R?. We assume that, for each j € [n],
W; is a degenerate U-statistic of order p;. Without loss of generality, we may assume
p1 < -+ < pg. For every j € [d], we assume W; € L*(PP) with mean 0 and variance 1. In
addition, we set

2 , J

0. = o(Wj) = 1121?2; Z Var(W,)
JC[n]ieJ

Theorem 2.2. Under the setting described above, assume Y. := Cov(W) is invertible. Let

Z ~ N(0,%). Then we have

2p3
dw(W, 2) < |=772gp (IEIWI4 E|Z|*) + C, dz % j
7j=1
- 1/4 pa)\"® | &
»-1/2)3/2 <5> a3/h (2d ( 43+ K ) 2.4
+ || ||op 8 I ]zz:l ) + Jgn,] ’ ( )
where Cp > 0 is a constant depending only on pi,...,pq and K; > 0 is a constant

depending only on p;.

When d = 1, Theorem recovers Theorem 1.3 in IDobler and Peccati (2017) with a
possibly different constant. Also, note that

ISH

E|W|* - IE\ZH<Z\IEW4 3|+ ) [BWIWE - EZ2Z).
J#k

Therefore, Theorem may be seen as a quantitative version of Theorem 1.7 in Dobler
and Peccati (2017) in terms of Wasserstein bound in the case of invertible X.

Homogeneous sums. A prominent example of degenerate U-statistics is a multi-
linear homogeneous sum. Suppose that Xi,...,X,, are real-valued random variables with
mean 0 and variance 1. For every j € [d], we assume W} is of the form

Wj: Z f](zl,.. ij) "'Xipj,

i1, ,zp]—l
where f; : [n]Pi — R is a symmetric function vanishing on diagonals (i.e. f;(i1,...,ip,) =
0 unless iy,...,ip, are mutually different). Without loss of generality, we may assume

p1 < -+ < pg. Assume also that W; is normalized so that

Var(W;) = pj! Z fili, ... zpj) = 1.

01, ,ij—l

9



For each i € [n], we define the i-th influence function of f; by
Inf,(f]) = Z fj(i,ig,...,ipj)2.
i2,00nyip; =1
We set M(f]) = MaXigi<n Inf,(f])

Corollary 2.1. Under the setting described above, assume ¥ := Cov(W) is invertible.
Let Z ~ N(0,X). Then we have

_ 22 & d _
dw (W, Z) < ||S7Y2|p W—p;l D A+ Chdy T MPIM(f;)
1 j k=1

1
J<k I

n HE—1/2H%2 (E)l/‘l a3/ <@>3/8 Zd: <8(IE)[WJ4] -3)+ K]/-M(fj)>’ (2.5)

8 p1 =

where M = maxlgign(EXf), C;, > 0 s a constant depending only on p1, ..., P4, K]’ >0
is a constant depending only on pj, and

A = Ly, cp) CiMPI/2\J(BW — 3) + CLMPM( )
T Lip=p} (2(IE)W]4 —-3)+ OjijM(fj))

with Cj > 0 a constant depending only on p; for each j € [d].

Remark 2.3. It is worth mentioning that, unlike the bound (24]) for general degenerate
U-statistics, the bound (2.5]) does not contain any joint moments like IEWfW,f with j # k.
In particular, W converges in law to N (0, ) if

112;2{6[ |IE)I/V]-4 -3/—0 and 112?ng(fj) — 0, (2.6)
provided Cov(W) — ¥ and M = O(1). This fact is not new and follows from Lemma 4.3
and Theorem 7.2 in Nourdin, Peccati and Reinert (2010) for example. It is interesting to
observe that (2.6) seemingly concerns only the coordinate-wise information of W. This
type of phenomenon was first discovered in [Peccati and Tudor (2005) when X; are Gaus-
sian, where even the second convergence in (2.6]) is dropped. In fact, it is known that the
second convergence is implied by the first one in (2.06]) for several classes of distributions of
X;. Nourdin, Peccati, Poly and Simone (2016) use this fact to prove the joint asymptotic
normality of W is implied by the marginal asymptotic normality; see Theorem 4.1 ibidem.

Optimality of the bound. The dependence of the bound (2.5 on the quantities
in (2.0) is generally optimal. To see this, let us assume that d = 1, p; = 2 and X; are

10



standard Gaussian. Also, assume that n/3 is integer and the matrix A := (f1(4,))1<i,j<d
is given by

1 01 1
A = diag(B,...,B), WhereB::m 1 01
Iy 110
In this case, we have
2n 8n 2
EW?="tr(B*) =1, EW?=—tr(B% ==
3 r( ) y 3 r( ) \/ﬁ
and 48 12
EW? — 3 = " tr(B*) = —.
3 n

Moreover, since W belongs to the second Wiener chaos of an isonormal Gaussian process
over R", we infer from the proof of Nourdin and Peccati (2015, Theorem 1.2)

1 2 12\ V4 2 12
‘]ESII](W)—]ESIH(Z)‘ 22—\/6%—01 <;> max{%,;},
where C7 > 0 is a universal constant. Therefore, there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that
dw(W,Z) > ¢/+/n for sufficiently large n. Since M(f1) = 1/(2n), the bound (Z.1)) is
sharp in terms of EW* — 3 and M(f1).

Remark 2.4. When p; < p;, for some j,k € [d], the bound (ZX) depends on the fourth
roots of the quantities in (2.6]) rather than their square roots. This is a typical phenomenon
in the literature of fourth moment theorems: see Remark 1.9(a) in Dobler, Vidotto and
Zheng (2018) for instance.

Remark 2.5. Nourdin, Peccati and Reinert (2010) have obtained error bounds for mul-
tivariate normal approximation of W in their Theorem 7.2 in terms of smooth function
distances [Eh(W) — Eh(Z)| with bounded [|A”||oc = maxi<; j<aSup,eprd |[0;h(x)| and
12" |oo := maxi<; j k<d SUPzerd |Oijrh(2)]. In view of Lemma 2.1 and Remark 2.3 in Koike
(2019), their bound has the same dependence on the quantities in (2.6) as in ([2.5]). How-
ever, while it is possible to obtain a Wasserstein bound from their bound by a smoothing
argument, this generally leads to suboptimal dependence on the quantities in (2:6) (see
e.g. the proof of Nourdin, Peccati and Reinert (2010, Proposition 5.4)). Thanks to Theo-
rem [[LT] we are able to strengthen the bound in the Wasserstein distance.

2.3 Poisson functionals

In this subsection we apply Theorem to derive a Wasserstein bound for the fourth
moment theorem on the Poisson space in the multi-dimensional setting, which strengthens
an earlier result obtained by Ddbler, Vidotto and Zheng (2018) in the Wasserstein distance.
We refer to Section 1.3 of IDébler, Vidotto and Zheng (2018) and references therein for
unexplained concepts appearing below.
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Theorem 2.3. Let (Z, %, ) be a o-finite measure spac and let n be a Poisson random
measure on (Z,2) with control p. Also, let 1 < q1 < -+ < qq be integers and W be a
d-dimensional random vector such that IE)VV;1 < oo and W; belongs to the qj-th Poisson
Wiener chaos associated with n for all j = 1,...,d. Assume 3 := Cov(W) is invertible.
Then we have

_ q
dw(W, 2) < |2 1/2|ropq—‘j E[W[* - |Z]1]

d
- 844
1/213/2 1/4 4 2
+ =23 Vo B )YV, | (IEW 3(EW )2), (2.7)

J=1

where Z ~ N(0,%). Moreover, if g1 = -+ = qq, we have

d
dw(W, 2) <2V (15772 p + 2132 (2) ) VA, | S (BWS - 3(BW2)2).
7=1
(2.8)

Remark 2.6. In the same setting as in Theorem [2.3] [Dobler, Vidotto and Zheng (2018)
have essentially obtained the following bound: For any C? function g : R¢ — R,

(24 — 1) M (g)
V2rg

\/277qu2(9)\\2_1/2”0;: : 4 2)2
n o Vau(®), | > (Ew) - 3Ew?)?).

Blg(W)] - Blg(2)] < 1= lon /Ew T —EiZT

7=1

We note that there should be an additional factor of v/d in their Eq.(3.4)H Compared
to this estimate, the second term of our bound (2.7)) improves the dimension dependence
from d to d*/* when ¥ = I,;. In addition, our bound does not require the test function g
to satisfy Ms(g) < oo.

Remark 2.7. Using the exchangeable pairs coupling constructed in [Zheng (2019), it will
also be possible to derive a multi-dimensional “fourth-moment-influence” type Wasserstein
bound in the Rademacher setting via Theorem [[.3] We omit the details.

As a simple illustration, we consider normal approximation of multivariate compound
Poisson distributions. Let X1, X, ... be i.i.d. isotropic random vectors in R% with finite
fourth moments and N = {N;};~9 be a Poisson process with intensity A > 0 and inde-
pendent of {X;}2°,. We take W := A~1/23"M X which may be seen as an analog of
(scaled) sums of i.i.d. random vectors. Since the coordinates of W belong to the first

!We may presumably allow p to be an s-finite measure in this result; see Remark 1.2.1 and footnote 12
in [Zheng (2018). We keep the o-finiteness assumption because the results of [Débler, Vidotto and Zheng
(2018) are stated in such a setting.

2This can be checked by examining the proof of their Proposition 3.5, in particular, the first display on
page 25.
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Poisson Wiener chaos associated with the jump measure of IV, we can apply Theorem
and obtain

d

> EX{ <3v2
j=1

where X;; denotes the j-th component of X;. We observe that the bound depends on the
dimension d and “sample size” A in an analogous way to the case of sums of i.i.d. random
vectors (cf. Section [T).

3v/2d%/4 d /2

dw (W, Z) < Y

max IE)X1
1<j<d J

3 PROOFS
3.1 Proofs of main results

In this subsection, we prove our main results stated in Section [Il To prove Theorems [I.1]
and [[L.2] we need the following lemma, which contains our key idea of exploiting the
symmetry of exchangeable pairs (cf. (3:4)).

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [, we have

[BL7 FOV)]| < My(FVEIR] + sup [Hessy (w) s BBl + o B{IA~1DIIDP] (3.1)

for any third-order differentiable function f : RP — R with My(f),sup,, |[Hessf(w)| m.s., Ma(f) <

oo, where

L f(w) = (X, Hessf(w))g.s. — w - V f(w), w e R%

Proof of Lemma[3. By exchangeability, Taylor’s expansion and assumptions (LI]) and

([L2), we have
1

0=3 [A™'D - (VF(W') + Vf(W))]

_E %A D (VW) = VW) +A"'D - V(W)

- % (A™'D);Dyoj f(W) +ZE+A"1D - V(W) (3.2)
j,k=1

E[(X,Hessf(w))m.s. + (E,Hessf(W))y ¢ +E— (W + R) - Vf(W)],
where

> (A'D);Dy DU f (W + (1 — U)D)
7,k,1=1

and U is a uniform random variable on [0, 1] independent of everything else. Hence

[ELZFWDI < My (f)E|R| + sup [[Hess f (w)] .5 B[ Bl 5. + [BIZ]| (3-3)

13



To estimate |E[Z]|, we rewrite it as follows. By exchangeability we have
E[(A™'D); Dy DU f(W + (1 — U)D)]
= ~E[(A'D); Dy DU f (W' — (1 — U)D)]
= —E[(A_ID)jDleUajklf(W + UD)]

Hence we obtain

d
> E[(AT'D); D DU{01 f(W + (1 = U)D) = Qjuaf (W + UD)}].  (3.4)
gk, I=1

Thus we conclude

= Ma(f) i - Ma(f) i —
BE]| < —~E[ADIDPIEUNL - 2U|] = = ~E[A™ D|[D[).
Combining this estimate with (83), we obtain the desired result. O

Next, we prove our first main result, Theorem [[.T. Because the test function is not
smooth enough, it is a common strategy in Stein’s method to smooth the test function
first, then quantify the error introduced by such smoothing, finally balance the smoothing
error with the smooth test function bound (cf. (B])) to obtain the final result. There are
many smoothing lemmas available in the Stein’s method literature, we choose the one by
Raid (2019) (cf. (39)) to use some readily available results.

Proof of Theorem [L1l Take a Lipschitz function  : R? — R arbitrarily. For every a €
(0,7/2), we define the function h, : RY — R by

ho(w) = y h(w cos o + $2z sin ) g (2)dz, w € RY,

where ¢4 is the d-dimensional standard normal density. It is easy to check that h, is
infinitely differentiable and

~ cos” «
.  ha =(=1 r 21/2 .
Ojy....jrha(w) = ( )sin"a Rdh(wcosoz—l— zsin a)
d
X Z (E_l/Z)ildl"'(2_1/2)ir,jrai1,,..,ir¢d(2)d2. (3.5)
’il,..-,i’,«::l

See also the proof of Raid (2019, Lemma 4.6) for an analogous discussion. Therefore,
noting the inequality after Eq.(4.9) of Raid (2019) as well as Raid (2019, Proposition 5.8),

we obtain

COST-H

Q — r
My ()=, (3.6)

sin” o

Mr—l—l(ﬁa) < ¢

for any nonnegative integer r, where ¢, = ffooo |¢§T)(z)|dz. In particular, we have by
Eq.(4.10) of [Raid (2019)

co=1 and c —2+8€_3/2 < 4
0~ T V2T \/271'

(3.7)
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Meanwhile, an analogous argument to the proof of Meckes (2009, Lemma 2, Point 4) yields

2 cos? o

sup HHessiza(lL)) llm.s. < \/j
w

T sina

Mi(B)IZ72op- (3-8)

Combining ([B3.6)-([3.8) with Lemma [3.1], we obtain

~ 2 cos? o 1217213 cost a
E.%ho(W)| < My(h){ E|R »1/2 \ﬁ E|E op E[[A'D||D*] }.
ESha()] m{ Rl cos a4 1572 op | = S BIBll s 4+ O | DD

Now, we obtain %Ba(w) = .Zho(w) tan o by differentiation under the integral sign and
Gaussian integration by parts. We also have

[EA(W) — Bho(W)| < My(h)\/ (1 - cos€)2E[W|? + E|Z|?sin? e < 2AM, () sin <

for any e € [0,7/2], where A := \/E|[W[?V tr(X). Consequently, we obtain (cf. Rai¢
(2019, Eq.(4.14) and (4.23)))

w/2 B
[EA(W) — EA(Z)| < / BL ha(W)]|tana do+ 240y (R)sin 5. (39)
€
Therefore, if E[|[A~'D||D|?] = 0, by letting £ = 0 we obtain
_ 2
[BL(V) ~ BA(Z)| < My (h) (E!R\ e 1/2\\op\EEHEHH.S.> .

So we complete the proof. Meanwhile, if E[|A~!D||DJ3] > 0, assuming ¢ > 0, we obtain

w/2 B
/ B[S o (W)]| tan o da

w/2 2 n-1/293 cos3 o
<M1(h)/ <E|R|sina+||z:—1/2||op\/;1E||E\|H.S, cos o + | lop —E[A™'D||D] | dex
€

4427  sin“«
-1/2 2 ||E_1/2||gp 1 1 3
< M) {EBIR|+ 157 g 2B B s + =2 BA DD ).

Set ¢ := %(%)1/4\/\|E_1/2\|§pIE[|A_1D||D|3]/A. If ¢ > 7/2, we have 2¢6A > 2A. Since
we always have dy (W, Z) < E|W — Z| < 2A, the desired bound is trivial in this case.
Otherwise, we may apply the above estimate with this € and obtain

_ 2
BA(W) — BA(Z)] < My (h) (E\Rr 152 2B B + 25A> ,

where we used Jordan’s inequality 2/7 < sine/e < 1. This is the desired bound. O

15



Next, we prove Theorem [[L2] which is a consequence of Lemma [B.1] and properties of
the solution to the Stein equation (B.11).

Proof of Theorem[1.2. Let

|

f@) = falz) = /0 5o [BA (Vi + VT—22) - Bh(Z)]d (3.10)

be the solution to the Stein equation (cf. Lemma 1, Point 3 of Mecked (2009))
— S f(x) = h(z) — Eh(Z). (3.11)
It is easy to check that (cf. Lemma 2, Point 1 of Meckes (2009))
Mi(f) < Mi(h). (3.12)

It is also known that (cf. Lemma 2, Point 4 of [Meckes (2009))

2
sup [Hess (a) . < | 2RIy (313)

Moreover, we have by Proposition 2.1 of |Gaunt (2016)

4
My(f) < —=M3(R)[|Z72]op- 3.14
() € M .14
Theorem [[.2 follows from (3.12)-(B.14) and Lemma 31l O

Proof of ([L3)). Define the function f by [B.I0) again. We have by Lemma 2, Point 1 of

Meckes (2009)

Mi(F)< M) and  Ma(f) < Ma(h).

Also, we have by Lemma 2, Point 2 of Meckes (2009)

1
sup ||Hessf(z)|| .5, < §sup |[Hessh(z)||m.s. < Ms(h),
X X

where the last inequality follows because Ms(h) = sup,, ||Hessh(z)|op. (L3) follows from
the above bounds and Lemma [B.1] O

Finally, we prove Theorem [I.3] following the same strategy of the proof of Theorem [I.11

Proof of Theorem[I.3. We need to establish a counterpart of Lemma Bl in the present
setting, which can be shown in line with the proof of Proposition 3.5 in Débler, Vidotto
and Zheng (2018) as follows. Let f : R? — R be a C* function with bounded partial
derivatives. Then, similarly to the derivation of ([3.2)), we obtain for every ¢t > 0

1
0=FE 5<A—1DtDJ,Hessf(W)>H,S_ +Z 4 (A7ID)) - VW),
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where D; = W; — W and

l\DI}—t

d
Z AT D) (De)e (D) U8 f (W + (1= U)Dy)
1

Jik,l=1

with U being a uniform random variable on [0, 1] independent of everything else. By the
same argument as in the derivation of ([B.4]), we deduce

d
> E[AT'Dy);j(D)r(De)iU{0k f (W + (1= U)Dy) — O f (W + UDy)}.
7,k,l=1

Thus we obtain

M4( )

< XD ga-1pynif) <

d
< M0y, a Y B, - W)

J=1

1A= lop B[ D[]

Hence, (7)) yields

d

dl[A op D pi(W).

Jj=1

- M4( )

1
lim sup ~|B(Z(]| <
tlo 1

Meanwhile, we obtain from (LE)—(L8])

~lim g =E %<22 + AL, Hessf (W) s — (W + R) - V(W)

— ES (W) + %IE [(A~1S, Hessf (W) ;s — R- V()]

Consequently, we conclude

B f(W)] < My(£)E|R| + 5 sup [Hessf () 1.5 BIA~ Sl
M d
+ 2D A1, S i) (315
j=1

Now, the remainder of the proof is completely parallel to that of Theorem [T with
using ([B.15) instead of Lemma B.1] (note that the function h,, in the proof of Theorem ]
has bounded partial derivatives as long as o > 0, thanks to (3.])). O

3.2 Proof of applications

In this subsection, we prove the results stated in Section @2l Theorem 1] follows from
Theorem and a new construction of exchangeable pairs for Wishart matrices.
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Proof of Theorem [2]. We first construct an exchangeable pair satisfying the linearity
condition in (LI). Let X* = {X} :1 < i < n,1 <k < d} be an independent copy of
X. Let I ~ Unif[n] and K ~ Unif[d] be independent uniform random indices that are
independent of X and X*. Let X' = {X/, : 1 <i<n,1<k<d} where

) _{X;k, ifi=Ik=K
ik —

X, otherwise.
Let
Ly
W= = 3 XX,
vd i

and regard W' = {W}; : 1 < i < j < n} as an (3)-vector. By construction, L(X, X') =
L(X', X); Hence, LW, W') = L(W' ,W). For 1 <i < j < n, we have
E(W;; — Wi;|X)
=B[(Wj; — Wi)1(i = I) + (W5 — Wis)1(j = I)|X]
1 1

=k X —Xig) Xjglli=1)+ —=Xix (X — X;x)1(j = )| X
[ (X = Xia) X516 = 1)+ =X (X~ X105 = D]
1 1 1
— N TE[ (X — X)X+ —=Xin (X5 — Xap)|X
nd]; [\/E( ik Zk) ]k+\/a Z( ik ]k)| ]
2
nd
Therefore,
2
r __“
E(W' —W|X) = ——W
and (L)) is satisfied with
A=21., R=0, ¢=o(X)
~ nd () - A

Now we compute F in (L2) with X = I( ) For i < j,

n
2

nd

E;jij ZZE[(WZ'] - Wij)2|X] -1
nd . .
=7 [(W; = Wip)*1(i = 1) + (W; — Wiy)*1(j = )| X] — 1
d 1

Xk (Xjke — Xjx)?|1X] — 1

|- 2 v2
= [E(Xz’K_XiK) Xk + p

d
~1d Z(Xizk + X7+ 2X5 X5) — 1,
k=1

18



which has mean zero. For ¢ < j <[ (similarly for other cases of one common index),

nd
Eija = BIWy; = Wig) (Wi = Wa)| X]
nd , , ]
:ZE[(WZ&' = Wii) (Wi — Wi)l(i = I)|X]
_EZE[L(X* - Xig)X L(X* - Xig)X ]X]
—4 d iK 1K ]K\/E iK 1K IK
1 d
=1 > (14 X5) Xk Xk,
k=1

and for ¢ < j, | < m such that {i,5} N {l,m} =0,

nd
Eijim = < E(Wi; = Wig) Wiy, = W) | X] = 0.
Therefore,
1 d n2
E|E|ns <,\| 17 > Y (BXL +EXY +2EXLXY) + 6F SN B+ X2)?
1<i<j<n k=1 i=1 k=1

n? n3
<\/@[EX111 + (EX{))% + @[3 +EX{].

(3.16)

We also have
1
Vd

where we have transformed W' — W into a vector and put all the zeroes to the end.
Therefore,

D=W -W=—(Xix — Xix)( X1k, X(-1)5 X(141)K» - - - » Xk, 0,...,0) T,

_ nd
E[A~'D||DP] = 7E!D\4

1 n d .
a2 DD EXG — Xa) "B(X + -+ Xpoaye + Xy + o + Xop)?

i=1 k=1
1
<3p > Y QEXS +6) | Y EX +n?
i=1 k=1 j=1
n’ EX{
=—(EX{ — 1.
p (EX7 +3) < o T )
Theorem [[I2], together with [BI6) and BI7), yields (Z1I). O

Next, we apply the Wasserstein bound in Theorem [L.1] to obtain Theorem
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Proof of Theorem[2.2. We apply Theorem [[.1] with the help of the results in Doébler and
Peccati (2017). Following [Débler and Peccati (2017), we construct an exchangeable pair
(W, W') satisfying condition (1)) as follows. Let X* = {X},..., X/} be an independent
copy of X :={Xy,...,X,,}. Also, let I ~ Unif[n] be an index independent of X and X*.
Define X' = {X{,..., X} by

X! = Xr, o ifi= I.,
X;, otherwise.

Now, since W' is F,-measurable, there is a function f : I, Ei — R? measurable with
respect to the product o-field of &, ..., &, such that W = f(Xy,...,X,). Then we define
W' = f(X],...,X]). It is easy to check £L(X,X') = L(X', X); hence, LIW,W') =
L(W' ,W). Moreover, we have by Lemma 3.2 of [Débler and Peccati (2017)

E[W' — W|X] = —AW,
where A := n~!'diag(p1,...,pq). Hence, Theorem [T yields

_ 2 _ T\ 1/4
(1,2 < 1572 2B Bl + 1522 (2) ' 4 VEIRTBIDP, (318)

where D := W' — W and F is defined by ([2) with G = o(X).
Now we estimate quantities on the right-hand side of (3I8]). First, we have by Lemma
2.12 of ID6bler and Peccati (2017)

n
;E[D;*J < 8(E[WS] - 3) + Kjo03
J

for every j € [d], where K; > 0 is a constant depending only on p;. Thus, we obtain by
the Schwarz inequality

1/4 3/4
d 1 d d 1
CINVIEEY D it B O o) -1 ) peavs
=1 P =1 =1 Pi
= = = (3.19)
pa )\t &
<d <p—1> > BEW]] -3)+ Ko ;)
j=1
where the second inequality follows from p; < ... < pg. Next, define the random matrix

S = (Sjk)1<jk<a by
S :=E[(W — W)W —W)T|X] - 2AX.

For any j, k € [d] and j < k, we have from Egs.(3.14)—(3.15) and Propositions 3.5-3.6 of
Débler and Peccati (2017)

n*ES3, < (pj + pr)? (Cov(W7, W) + min{p;0. 1, prop ;} + Cjrmax{0} ;. 07 1 }) Lips<pe}
+4p% (Cov(W7, W) — 253, + pjmin{o}, 1, 07 ;} + Pjonkonj + Cjemax{ol ;, 05 k) 1ip, —p, -
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where Cj 1, > 0 is a constant depending only on p;,py. Since ¥, = 0if p; < py (cf. (23))),
we deduce

n’ES3, < (p; + pr)” (Cov(WZ, W) — 255, + Cj (0 + 0n 1)) -
where C’ x>0 depends only on pj, pr. Hence we infer that

d
1
BIE}s =7 >
]7k:1

nQIES?
r;

2 d
p_g D" (Cov(W2WE) — 252 + C 0k ; + 02 4)) -
b1 jk=1

Using Eq.(4.2) of Nourdin and Rosinski (2014), we obtain

d d
D> (Cov(WP, W) —25%) = Y (BWFW} — 5,5 — 255,) = BIW|* - E|Z]".
Ji:k=1 Jk=1

Therefore, we conclude that

E|E|ns. < /EIE|}s p(IE|W|4 E|Z|4+O’d§jgn], (3.20)

7j=1

where C;, > 0 depends only on py,...,pq. Plugging BI9)-(B:20) into ([BIF), we obtain
the desired result. O

Proof of Corollary 2. Throughout the proof, for every j € [d], C; denotes a positive
constant depending only on p;. Note that the value of C’; may change from line to line.
For any j € [d] and J C [n], we have by the uniqueness of the Hoeffding decomposition

22)

WJ _ pj!fj(il,...,ipj)Xil "'Xipj if ’J’ =Py and J = {il,... ,ip},
y 0 if 7] # p;.

Therefore, W; is a degenerate U-statistics of order p; and Q%J = pjlz./\/l( fj). Also, note
that M > max; , /IIFJVVj2 = 1. Therefore, in view of Theorem 2.2], it remains to prove

IE|W|* —E|Z*] < Z Ajk+dZC MPi M (3.21)
j,k=1

For v > 0, we denote by 4 (v) the law of the random variable +(§ — v)/+/v, where
is a gamma variable with shape v and rate 1. Then, setting s; := IEXE’ for each i € [n], we
construct independent random variables Y = {Y7,...,Y,} so that they are independent
of X and satisfy

N(0,1) if s; =0,
Y~ vi(4/s?) if s; >0,
v_(4/s?) if s; <0.
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By construction we have EX] = EY; for any ¢ € [n] and r = 1,2,3. By the Schwarz
inequality, we also have

s? < EX’EX) = EX}, (3.22)

9
EY! =3(1+s?/2) <3(1+EX}/2) < 515)(;1. (3.23)

We define the random vector W in R? by
lez Z f] ’L1, . Zp]) ---Y;p, jZl,...,d.
i1, ,ij—l
Lemma 3.2. For any j,k € [d], it holds that
EW; W — EW?W| < C;MPIM(f;) + CrMPs M(fr).

Proof. The proof is a minor modification of Nourdin, Peccati and Reinert (2010, Lemma
4.3). We begin by introducing some notation. Given a sequence of random variables
Z={Z1,...,Zp}, we set

Qi(2) = Z FiGin i) 2y Ziye =1,

01, ,zpj—l
For i € {0,1,...,n} and j € [d], we define

70 = {70 Z0v = (X, X, Yie1, ..., Yy}

and
Ui,j = Z f](Zl,,Zp])ZZ(f)ZZ(;j, ‘/i,j = Z fj(ila---aipj) H Zi(;)‘
il,...,ipjzl il,...,ipj=1 Lidy i
ilyéi,...,ipj #i Alig=i

By construction Uj ; and VZ ,j are independent of X; and Y;. Also, we have Q;(Z @) =
Ui j + XiVij and Q;(Z0~Y) = U, j + Y;V; ;. Therefore, we have for any j,k € [d]

EQ;(Z")?Qx(2")?

(Uij + XiVig)* Ui + XiVik)®

(U2 + X2V + 2015 XiVi ) (U + XV + 201 XiVig)
[U7;U2 + UP Vi + VEUD, + XV VA

+ 2XPVAU; Vg + 2X3V Ui Vi + 4AU; Vi Ui 1 Vig)

AN

<.

I
B 8 B

and a similar expression for EQ;(Z (=1)2Q,(Z=1)? with replacing X; by Y;. Hence,
noting IEXE’ = IEYZ-?’, we obtain

[BQ;(Z9)Qr(Z1)? — BQ; (21 V) Q2"
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EV
= [E(X{ - YHEVA VA < max{EXZ?*,EY;l} Ly

We have by Lemma 4.2 of INourdin, Peccati and Reinertl (2010)

EV2 < max max{EX ,IEYZA}pj_l(2\/5)4(pj_1)(E‘/i?j)2

b 1<i<n
<G joax max{EX;, EY;*}? 1 Inf,(f;)?.
Combining these estimates with ([3.:23), we obtain
EQ;(Z0PQr(21)? — BQ; (2 V)PQu(2" V)
< CjMPi Tuf;(f;)? + Cp MP* Inf,(f1.)2.

Since W; = Q;(X) = Qj(Z(”)), Wj =Q@;(Y) = Qj(Z(O)) and

Zlnfi(fj) = Z f](zlw’ ij) = i
i=1

'7
i1,0ip; =1 by

we conclude

EWAWE - EW2WE| < 7 BQ;(20)2Qu(71)? - BQ; (26-V)2Qu( 2 V)
i=1

< CjijM(fj) + C MP* M(fy)-
This completes the proof. O
We turn to the proof of (3:2I)). We have by Lemma

d
EW|*—EW* < Y [EWWE - EWWE| < ch MPi M(f;). (3.24)

Using Eq.(4.2) of Nourdin and Rosiiski (2014), we obtain

d
EW[* - E|Z|* = Y (EWW; — 5,5 — 25%,) =
J:k=1 J

We have by Eq.(5.17) of [Koike (2019)

(Cov(W7, W) —253,). (3.25)
1

M=

| Cov(W2,WE) = 253 < Ly |/ BW g [EW A, -

# 1y {2 B =3B 34 0 - )y MM} (320

where Ty, 1= maxi<;<n(2 + s7/2). From (3.22) we obtain

27PiT < O <1 + max 32 > CjMP3 (3.27)

1<i<n
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Also, we have by Lemma 4.2 of Nourdin, Peccati and Reinerti (2010) and (B.23)
EW; < C;MPIH(EW})? = C;MP5. (3.28)
Moreover, Lemma yields
EW; < EW} + C; MY M(f;). (3.29)

Inserting (3:26)—(3.29) into (3:25]) and using the AM-GM inequality, we obtain

d
B~ BIZIY < Y Ly CiMP2 J(BW]E —3) + CLMPeM(f)
k=1
d
+2 Z Lipj=pi} ((EWf —3) + C;MPM(fy)) -
k=1
Combining this estimate with (3.:24]), we obtain (3.21]). O

Finally, we apply the continuous version of the Wasserstein bound in Theorem [I.3] to
obtain Theorem 2.3

Proof of Theorem[2.3. From the proof of Theorem 1.7 in [Dobler, Vidotto and Zheng
(2018), there is a family of d-dimensional random vectors (W});s¢ satisfying the assump-

tions of Theorem[[ 3 with A = diag(qz,...,qq), R =0, pj(W) = 2(4¢;—3) <IE)W]4 — 3(IEW]-2)2>
and some d x d random matrix S. Moreover, from Egs.(4.2)—(4.3) in Débler, Vidotto and
Zheng (2018), this matrix S satisfies

E[[S|a.s. < (2q0 — )VE[W[* = |Z]1].

Consequently, we obtain

2qd 1
dw (W, Z »12, E[[W|* —[Z]*
(W, 2) < 572, 2 BT = 271
s () sy iva, | 2 d 4 EW? — 3(EW?)?
FIET 2R () ) a;w‘?’)( - 3EW2?).
Since v2m > 2 and max; ¢; = g4, we obtain (2.7)). Finally, if ¢ = --- = ¢4, Lemma 4.1 in

Dobler, Vidotto and Zheng (2018) yields

d d
E[[W* —1Z]1] < \/52 \/IEWJ4 —3(EW?)? < Z <IEW4 ijz)z)_
=1 st

Hence (28] holds true. O
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A APPENDIX: OPTIMAL WASSERSTEIN BOUND FOR WISHART MATRICES

For multivariate normal approximation of Wishart matrices, a direct application of The-
orem [[T] yields a sub-optimal Wasserstein bound (cf. Remark 2.2)). However, we can
modify the proof of Theorem [[. 1] to further exploit the independence structure in Wishart
matrices and obtain the optimal Wasserstein bound assuming finite sixth moments. More
precisely, we obtain:

Theorem A.l. Under the conditions of Theorem [2), if we assume in addition that
EXY, < oo, then

n3 n3\ %3
<oyt
dw(W.z) < C dv<d>

where C is a constant only depending on EXY,.
Below, we first give the modified version of Theorem [ (cf. Theorem [A.2)) using
truncation, we then use it to prove Theorem [AJl In the remainder of this appendix, we

use C' to denote positive constants, which may depend on EXY;, and may be different in
different expressions.

A.1 A modified Wasserstein bound

We use the idea of truncation from Bonis (2020) to modify the proof of Theorem [[] as
follows. We assume that
YX=1;, A=X; R=0

as in the case for Wishart matrices. Recall that in ([8.9), we need to bound
/2 -
/ B[ Fe(W)]| tan a da,
£

where for a 1-Lipschitz function h,

and
ho(w) = / h(w cos o + z sin o) pg(2)dz.
Rd

We begin by applying a truncation to (32) with f = he as follows. Note that hg is
infinitely differentiable for a € (0,7/2). We have

1 ~ -
0=SEN'D - (VAa(W') + Vha(W)1{Dj<tan a)]

1 - - B -
=E |:§)‘ 1D : (Vha(W/) - Vha(W))l{\DKtana} + A 1D : Vha(W)1{|D|<tano¢}:|

DD’ . - -
=E [(7,HGSS}IQ(W)>H_S, +Z2—-W- Vha(W) - XD Vha(W)l{D>tana}:|

- - DDT -
= E[Aha(W) + <E7HeSSha(W)>H.S. - <77HeSSha(W)>H.S.1{|D|>tana}
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Za = W Vha(W) = XD Vha(W)1(pistanay]
where

d
1 ~
Eo = 2— E DjDleUajklha(W + (1 - U)D)l{\DKtana}’
7.k,

This implies

|E.%ha(W)| <IEAT'D - Vha(W)1ypstanay| + E(E, Hessha(W)) g.s.|
T

DD
FIEC

=:Riq + Roq + R3q + Ryq.

Hessho (W)) .5 1(p|>tan o} | + EZal (A.1)

We bound the four terms one by one as follows.
Because |Vh(w)| < 1, we have

Ry, < )\_1]E|]E[D1{\D\>tana} |g]|

From (3.8)), we have

C
Roo < —E|E|ln.s.
tan o

For R3,, again using (3.8)), we have

C
Atan o

We will use the following lemma which will be proved at the end of this subsection.

Ra < E|[E[DD " 1{ipj>tan o} 1] 11.5..

Lemma A.1. Let Y = (Yij)i<ij<a be a d x d positive semidefinite symmetric random
matriz. Let F' and G be two random variables such that |F| < G. Suppose that E|Y;; F| <
oo foralli,j=1,...,d. Let G be an arbitrary o-field. Then we have

IE[Y F|G]|m.s. < |E[YG|G]|m.s.-
From Lemma [A]]

Rsa < E|[E[DD|D|*|G]| m.s.-

Atan3 o

For Ry, following the symmetry argument as in (3.4]), we have

1 - ~
Rio = | 5 B(UDZ®, VPho(W + (1= U)Da) = V?ho(W + UDa))|

where Dy, := D1yp|<tana}- By Taylor’s expansion (cf. Lemma 1 of Bonis (2020) and its
proof),

E(UDS?, V3ha(W + (1 = U)Da) = V3ho(W + UD,))

:Z(k_

k=4

U((1 = U)F=3 — UF=3) D2k vkp, (W),
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This implies, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Lcosa 2. (tana)2k-
o <——E —_|Vkh (W
fq 4\ J ];1 cos? a(k — 1)! i1V hal i

- (k—1)!
’ \l kZ:;L ((k —3)1)?(tan o)2k—2 |E[D§)k|g]|2’

where | - | denotes the Euclidean norm by regarding the tensor as a d*-vector. For every
w € R, we have by a similar argument to the proof of Eq.(17) in Bonig (2020),

(tan )22 - 9
E ——————— |V h (W)|* < M <L
— cos? a(k — 1)!| ha (W) 1(h)

We will use the following lemma which will be proved at the end of this subsection.

Lemma A.2. Let Y be a random vector in R% such that E|Y|¥ < oo for some integer
k> 2. Let G be an arbitrary o-field. Then

[E[Y®*G]| < IERY TY[%G]||r.s.-
From Lemma [A2] and Lemma [A] and using |D,| < tan «, we obtain for k >
IE[DZ*|G]1* < |E[DaDq | Dal* %G5,
<(tan )" "*|E[Da Dy |Dal*|G) |17, < (tana)**~*|[E[DD T |D*|G]|1%.
We infer that

e 1
> tala)%_zm[D =19
<§j )taﬁﬂEwDUDHQH
k
\ta IIIE[DDTIDI 1G] 1135
and hence o
Ria < E|E[DD"|D*|G)| 5.

Atan® o
Combining the bounds for R1,—R44, we have, from (3.9) and (A,

w/2 B e
(W, Z) < / L ho(W)] tana do + 2/ sin &
I3

w/2
@4/ E|E[D1)pj>tanalG]| tan a da+ CE| E| s,
€

w/2 1
oxt
+ /€ tan? o

Optimizing €, we obtain:

[DDT‘DP‘Q]HH.S.CZCM +2V/dsin %
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Theorem A.2. Under the conditions of Theorem [I1, if we assume in addition that
S =1, A=A, R=0,

then

w/2
aw(W.2) 37 [ BIB[D1ppsancl) tana da+ CE| s
0

n Cd1/4\/A—lE”E[DDT’DP’g]”H.S.'

Remark A.1. The assumptions ¥ = I; and R = 0 are not essential and can be easily
relaxed. The assumption A = A\l is crucial to be able to apply Lemmas [A.1] and
Although Theorem [A.2] is in a slightly more complicated form than Theorem [l it is
in terms of conditional expectations E[-|G], which enables us to exploit further the inde-
pendence structure in Wishart matrices. We note, however, Theorem [A.2] is not strictly
better than Theorem [L.1] even under these additional assumptions and does not improve
the rate (e.g., for sums of independent random vectors) in general.

Proof of Lemma[4A. . Given a d x d symmetric matrix A, we write the ordered eigenvalues
of Aas A\(A) < -+ < Ag(A). For any u € RY, we have

u (E[YG|G] —E[YF|G)u=E[u'Yu- (G — F)|G] >0

Therefore, E[Y G|G]—E[Y F'|G] is positive semidefinite. Similarly, we can prove E[Y G|G]—
(—=E[Y F|G]) is positive semidefinite. Thus, we have |X\;(E[Y F|G])| < \;(E[Y G|G]) for all
j by Corollary 7.7.4 of lHohn and Johnson (2013). Hence we conclude

d
|E[Y F|G] HHS—Z)‘ E[Y FIG))* < Y M(E[YGIG))® = [E[Y GI6]|F.s.
7=1

7=1
This completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma[A.2. Taking the regular conditional probability distribution of Y given G
instead of the original probability measure, it suffices to consider the unconditional case.
Let Y’/ be an independent copy of Y. Then

d d

Z E[Y, Y)Y, Y/ ]= > EYj - Y,|E[Y} Y]]
J1se5Jk J1,endk=1

d

Z Y, o V5] = BV ER) 2.

.717 -J
Hence, we have by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

d
EYSHE B YPY YRR = S B Y YRy
ij=1
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d d
= D EVY Y[R Y|YF ) = ) By
i,j=1 i,j=1
= [ENY Y [* 2] s

This completes the proof. O

A.2 Proof of Theorem [A ]

Now we apply Theorem to multivariate normal approximation of Wishart matrices.
Recall the basic notation from Sections 2.1] and Note that now d denotes the number
of columns of the i.i.d. matrix X = {X; : 1 <7 < n,1 <k < d} and the dimension is (Z)
In (3I6), we have proved that
n3

E|E|gs <C R

We now first bound 2
/\_1/ E[E[D1|p|>tanalF]| tan o da.
0

Denote D% to be the difference W’ — W given the random indices in the construction of
exchangeable paris at the beginning of proof of Theorem 21l as I = i, K = k for some
1<i<nandl1<k<d Then D¥ is regarded as an (;’)-vector (Dl’fn 1<l<m<n)
and

DiF = — [64(X 55 — Xin) Xonke + Gim (X, — Xig) Xur] - (A.2)

1
Vd
Note that

1 n d
ik
E[Dl{\D\>tana}|g] = @ Z Z ]E[DZ 1\Dik|>tana|g]
i=1 k=1
and each conditional expectation has mean 0 by exchangeability. Also, from its expression
above, D;ﬁl are independent across different k’s. Therefore,

)\_1]E’]E[D1\D\>tanoc‘g”

d n
Z ZV&F <Z fonl{Dik>tana})
1

I<l<m<n k=1 i= (A.3)

N
N =

N =

d
S S Var (Dl gonstamany + DR Lpmsiman )

1<i<m<n k=1

29



where the last equality is from the fact that D;ﬁl is non-zero only if ¢ =1 or m. Now,

d
% Z Z\/ar (Dgfnl{\le>tana\})

1<li<m<n k=1

d
<ﬁ\ 2 2 E[(DE)ID]

1<li<m<n k=1

(g gm)

I<i<m<n k=1 wu<l v: U>l

< ¢ \/nzdin——c \/n—g
“tan a 2 tana V d°

Together with the same bound for the variance of the second term in (A.3), we obtain

:m\ > ZIE

3

w/2
A—l/ E|E[D1)pjstan o] tan a da < C %.
0

Next, we bound

1/4
(5) VATEIEDDTIDRG] s,

which is further bounded by

1/4
n / ~
() (IW'BIDDT DRI + VA~ EIEDDTIDRG] - BIDDTIDP]ls ) - (A4)

For the first term in (A.4]), we have

INEDDTIDPs = Y, (A Y. ElDmDuDy))

1<Ii<mgn 1<p<g<n
ISu<vn

2
d

1<i<m<n i=1 k=1 1<p<q<n
ISu<v<n

-

From ([A.2), for the expectation to be non-zero, we must have (I,m) = (u,v), i = or m,
and p or ¢ = i. Hence,

1/4 1/4 1/4 1 1/4 3
n -1 T1127)2 n 2( 30 )2 n°
() (WeooTPis) " < o(h) (anpy) <oy

For the second term in (A.4]), note that

AT'E|E[DD"[DP*|G] — E[DD D[l 5. = 5

Z sz

k=11:=1

, (A.5)
H.S.
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sz — ]E[Dzk(Dzk)T|Dzk|2|g] _ ]E[le(le)T|le|2].

Since Y are independent across different k’s, we have by the symmetrization inequality
(cf. Lemma 6.3 in [Ledoux and Talagrand (1991))

d n d n
k=1 i=1

k=1 i=1
where € = {€1,..., €4} is a sequence of independent Rademacher variables independent of
everything else. Then, we obtain by Jensen’s inequality

< 2E

9

H.S.

H.S.

d n d n 2
E|Y > v* <2E |E ep ) Yik IX| = SN vk
k=1 i=1 H.S. H.S. k=1 Ili= H.S.
[ d n 8/4 2
S1E1 zwk
k=1 H.S.
- 3/47\ 2/3

e z 3 (znm)z ,

=1 1<l<m<n
ISu<v<n

where

Yo = E[Diy, Dify[ D™ ?|G] — E[Djy, Dify | D™ ).

m,uv

Using the elementary inequality (D ; :Ej)?’/ 1<y y ZE?/ * for xj > 0, we conclude

2/3
d n 3/2 /
ik
B> > Y Z > B Z Vi
=1 1= 1<l <
k=1 i=1 H.S. 11<u<<73<z

Now, note that from the expression (A.2)), for Di¥ D to be non-zero, {I,m} and {u,v}
must have at least one element in common and ¢ must be such a common element. There
are ~ n3 such combinations. For a typical term with some k = 1,...,d,

E|[vik

3/2 r
]gcm ‘D k pik) pik|2 ‘ ]
r 3/2
~CE || % DD + Y Dif Dl
q:q>1 p:p<l
3/2
1 *
=CE || (X — X)X Xon X g,
q:q#l
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Since [ # m and | # v, we obtain

3/2
32] O .
B |:‘Y2ln]2,lv } < B [(XG - X)) B || Xk Xor Y Xo,
q:q#l
3
C 613/2 C 3
< SE[XG] E|{>Y x2] | < n /2

q:q#l

assuming the existence of finite sixth moment. Hence we conclude

1/4 3/2 1/3 2 3\ 2/3
n 1/2 3N —_o" _ oo
<2> E <Cn (dn d3> _Cd2/3_c<d> .

Therefore, the second term in (A4) is bounded by C(n?/d)?/? due to (A.5). Theorem [AT]
is proved by combining the above bounds.

Yy

k=1 1i=1

H.S.
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