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Abstract: Consider the problem of matching two independent i.i.d. samples of size N from two
distributions P and Q in R%. For an arbitrary continuous cost function, the optimal assignment problem
looks for the matching that minimizes the total cost. We consider instead in this paper the problem
where each matching is endowed with a Gibbs probability weight proportional to the exponential of
the negative total cost of that matching. Viewing each matching as a joint distribution with N atoms,
we then take a convex combination with respect to the above Gibbs probability measure. We show
that this resulting random joint distribution converges, as N — oo, to the solution of a variational
problem, introduced by Foéllmer, called the Schrodinger problem. We also derive the first two error
terms of orders N~=1/2 and N1, respectively. This gives us central limit theorems for integrated
test functions, including for the cost of transport, and second order Gaussian chaos limits when the
limiting Gaussian variance is zero. The proofs are based on a novel chaos decomposition of the discrete
Schrédinger bridge by polynomial functions of the pair of empirical distributions as a first and second
order Taylor approximations in the space of measures. This is achieved by extending the Hoeffding
decomposition from the classical theory of U-statistics.
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1. Introduction

Consider two probability distributions P and @ on RY. Let {X;};c(n) and {Yi}ic(n] be two independent
ii.d. samples from P and @, respectively, where [N] := {1,..., N}. Consider a continuous cost function
c:R% x R? — [0, 00) such that c(x,y) = 0 if and only if 2 = y. Let Sy be the set of permutations of the set
[N]:={1,2,...,N}.

Every permutation can be viewed as a matching between the two sets of random variables. Choose an
€ > 0 whose significance will be made clear shortly. Suppose we weigh every permutation o by the (random)
weight w(o) := exp(— Zf\il ¢(Xi,Y5,)/€). That is, define a Gibbs measure on Sy,

o) w(o) exp (— iy e X, Ygi)/e) cs )
ql (o) = = g N-
ZTGSN w(T) ZTESN exXp (_ Ezj\il C(Xi’ YTI)/G)

Now mix all possible matchings with probabilities given by ¢’ by defining

N

=y qi(o)%zaxi,ni). (2)

ogESN i=1

The random measure fiY¥ is a joint distribution with marginals given by the two empirical distributions
PN = = Ezj\il dx, and QN = = 25\7:1 dy;. It is obtained by a convex combination of all possible matchings
of atoms. A high cost for a matching results in an exponentially small weight. This paper deals with the
limiting behavior of the sequence of random measures Y as N — oo while € > 0 is fixed. Concretely, we
show that, as N — oo, il¥ converges weakly to, and has Gaussian fluctuations around, the solution p. of
the following variational problem

C.(P,Q) := uegl(ilgl,c;)) [/ c(x,y)dv(z,y) + eKL(v | P Q)| , (3)
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where TI(P, Q) is the set of couplings of (P,Q), i.e., all joint probability distributions over R? x R? with
marginals given by P and @, and KL(v|P ® Q) := [log %du if v « P® Q and infinity otherwise is
the Kullback-Leibler divergence. Due to [13, 59], the solution pu. satisfies the following equation: There exist
two measurable functions a. and b, such that

due L 1
m(m, y) = &(x,y) == exp [_Z (c(z,y) — ac(z) — be(y)) | - (@)

Schrédinger bridges. The measures p,. can be viewed as the (static) Schrodinger bridge [60, 24, 39, 12]
connecting P to @ at temperature e. Assume that the following Markov transition kernel density is well-
defined:

bl 2) o exp Lot

This defines a Markov chain. Suppose (W, W7) is distributed according to this Markov chain, conditioned
on “Wy ~ P and Wy ~ Q7. The the joint law of (W, W) is called the Schrédinger bridge connecting P to
@ at temperature €. The quoted statement is not an event and is non-trivial to make precise. In continuum,
when both P and @) are densities, the Schrodinger bridge can be made precise as the solution of the following
problem called the Schrédinger problem [60, 24, 39]

i | [ eteivten) + eo)] ©)
where H is the entropy defined as H(v) := [v(z,y)logv(z, y)dzdy if v is a density and infinity otherwise.
We mention here two surveys [40, 12] on this problem. Since this problem and the problem (3) share the
same solution, we call p. the Schrddinger bridge.

In the same spirit, the random measure i¥ can also be interpreted as the Schrédinger bridge connecting
two empirical measures PV and QN at temperature e. In this interpretation AN first appeared in [50,
Section 3.2] for a particular cost function. To see this, let X; = z; and Y; = y; for i € [N]. Then PN and QN
are discrete distributions each supported on exactly N atoms. Imagine N independent Markov chains (or
particles) W(1),..., W (N), starting from positions {Wy(i) = z;}}¥ ,, make jumps according to the Markov
kernel {pc(- | z;)}X,, respectively. Let LV (1) := % Zﬁl W1 () denote the empirical distribution of their
terminal values and let LY (0,1) = % Zi\il d(wo(i),w: (i)) denote the joint empirical distribution at two time
points. The law of LN (0,1), conditioned on LN (1) = QY is given by the mixture formula Y in (2) (given
X; = x; and Y; = y; for i € [N]), which solves Schrédinger’s problem in the discrete set-up. We refer to ¥
as the discrete Schréodinger bridge.

Partition functions in quantum thermodynamics. Although weighted averages of symmetrized em-
pirical distributions (2) and its variations go way back to Feynman’s work [22], such quantities also appeared
recently in several different contexts. Motivated by the quantum thermodynamics of N non-interacting Bo-
son particles, a variation of (2) where ¥; = X; for every ¢ has been considered [1, 2, 3]. In this setting, the
samples are obviously dependent and P = ). One of the goals of these articles is to compute the trace of
the exponential of an N particle Hamilton operator for Bose-Einstein statistics. In their language it can be
described as the following limit

N
. 1 1 1
i N log lﬁ Z exp <_E ZC(Xi,Ym)>

o€ESN =1

- -1c.(rQ). (6)

The term inside the log is called the partition function and is the denominator which appears in (1) scaled

by N!. The marginal measure P comes from a Feyman-Kac representation of the trace operator and is

taken to be either the uniform density over a compact box or the Lebesgue measure on the entire R? in

which case it fails to be a probability measure. In a similar vein of work, Trashorras [65] considers the

case where X; = Y; = x;, i € [N], are deterministic points such that its empirical measure % Zfil Og,
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converges weakly to P = @ as N — oo. If a random permutation ¢ is chosen uniformly from Sy, one gets
a random measure % Dy O(z:,2,,) Which is referred to as the symmetrized empirical measure. In [65], a
Large Deviation Principle for this sequence of random measures is derived, recovering the limit in (6). One
of our key results (Corollary 3) establishes the limit in (6) in the case of independent i.i.d. samples. In fact,
this result is obtained from a stronger result (Theorem 2) which gives the exact limit of a scaled version
of (N)™1Y cs, exp(—e 131 e(Xy,Ys,)) without conforming to large deviation. This result can be of
independent interest to the literature mentioned above.

Mallows models of random permutations. The Gibbs measure ¢’ itself appears in a more recent work
in an entirely different direction studying the limit of Mallows-type models of random permutations [44].
This is done in [48] where the interest is in statistical estimation on Mallows models and in a very recent
paper [34] on scaling limits of large random permutations with fixed patterns. In [48, Theorem 1.5] the author
obtained the limit (6) for P = @ = Unif(0, 1) in the setting when X; =Y; =i/N, i € [N], are deterministic.
In this case, the empirical measure % Efil dx, can be viewed as a deterministic approximation of Unif(0, 1).

Optimal transport and entropic regularization. As shown in [39], when ¢ — 0, the Schrodinger
problem recovers the Monge-Kantorovich optimal transport (OT) problem defined as

c(rQ = _int | cle.ywldody) g

Since the data points are sampled from densities, they are all distinct almost surely. In this case, the empirical

measures PV and QN are discrete measures supported on N atoms. The plug-in estimator C(I:’N , QN ) can
then be formulated as the following linear program

AN AN .

C(P~, Q%) = MEH(NHEL?,N*I) (M, C), (8)

where TI(N~'1, N~11) ¢ RV*¥ is the set of matrices such that M1 = M "1 = N7'1,i.e., NM is doubly
stochastic, and (M, C) := Zﬁl Zjvzl (X, Y;) M.

The limiting behavior of C(I:’N QN ) towards C(P, Q) has been studied in combinatorics [4], probability
and statistics [63, 25, 70, 38], and applied to economics [37, 26]. This problem also arises in nonparamet-
ric statistical hypothesis testing [52] where one tests for the null hypothesis P = @ by checking whether
C(PN ,QN ) &~ 0. This, among other reasons, have spurred a recent interest in the study of asymptotic
distributions of C(PN,QN), properly scaled with respect to C(P, Q).

Early works on the large sample behavior of the OT cost were focused on the well-behaved quadratic
cost c(z,y) = |r — y|* (/C(P,Q) is then called the Wasserstein-2 distance between P and @) on the real
line R; see, e.g. [49, 15, 16]. These results were built upon the explicit characterization, given by quantile
functions, of the Wasserstein distances on measures supported on R. Beyond one dimension, similar results
are rather challenging to obtain; see [4, 18] for almost sure convergence results. In [57], the authors obtained
the limiting law of Wasserstein distances between Gaussian distributions with parameters estimated from
data by utilizing the d-form representation in this special case. Recently, normal distributional results have
been generalized to RY for the quadratic cost [17] and for a general cost on compact domains [33]. Wasserstein
distances between discrete probability measures supported on a finite [35, 62] and countable [64] metric space
have also been investigated.

An entropy-regularized formulation of (8) is particularly attractive both from a computational view-
point [14] and from a statistical viewpoint [56]. Cuturi [14] defined the following entropy-regularized optimal
transport (EOT) problem:

MeH(NHleIi,NfH) [(M,C) + eEnt(M)], (9)
where ¢ > 0 is the regularization parameter and Ent(M) = Zﬁl Zjvzl M;;log M;; is the entropy of M;
see also [20]. The solution, although non-explicit, can be efficiently computed using the Sinkhorn algorithm
[51, Section 4.2]. Let M2 denote the (unique) optimal solution to (9), then the limit behavior of MY and
in particular the regularized cost of transport <C’, MN >, both as N — oo and € either fixed or decaying to
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zero, becomes important. In fact, MY can be viewed as the plug-in estimator of . since the minimizer of
the problem (3) with P and @ replaced by PN and QN is exactly, in its matrix form, MXN . For finite state
spaces and c(z,y) = ||z — y||” with p > 1, this has been taken up in [36]. The slightly different but related
concept of Sinkhorn divergence has been studied in [10] and later extended in [45] to Euclidean spaces for
p=2.

The discrete Schrédinger bridge i is, in fact, the solution of a different discrete EOT problem which ex-
plains the surprising appearance of entropy in the limit (5). For a permutation o € Sy, let A, denote the per-
mutation matrix corresponding to o. By Birkhoff’s Theorem [6, Theorem 5.2], every doubly stochastic matrix
can be written as a convex combination of permutation matrices. Thus, every coupling M can be expressed
as M =3 s, qm(0) % Ay, where qrr(0) € P(Sy) is a probability distribution on Sy. Such convex combi-
nations are generally not unique. Nevertheless, for any ¢ € P(Sy), we can get an element in II(N 11, N~11)
by defining M, := Y cs. q(0) 5 Ag. Moreover, it holds that (M,,C) = £ > s, 4(0) Zi\;l e(X;,Ys,). For
q € P(Sn) we deﬁne the entropy of ¢ as Ent(q) := ) s, ¢(o)log(q(c)). Consider the following problem

€
qer;l(igN) (Mg, C) + NEnt(q) . (10)
This is a regularization of discrete OT with a different notion of entropy for a doubly stochastic matrix M.
We show in the supplementary material that the solution to (10) is exactly ¢’ in (1).

The relationship between M that solves (9) and the matrix Mg- where ¢ solves (10) is not obvious.
However, they are connected through the lens of matrix balancing; see [7] and references therein. To see this,
we define an N x N matrix K with (i,j)-th element being K;; := exp (—1c(X;,Y;)). Let |K| denote the

permanent of K, i.e.,
N N
EED I CEED sEI E) oe ]

oceSy =1 oceSN =1

which is exactly the denominator in (1). Notice that

1 1 ey (- X X Y, fe)
o= 2 N exp (—~ Sy e(Xi. Vo) fe)

The sum in the numerator is over all permutations ¢ € Sy such that o; = j. A little bit of algebra
omitted here shows that it is exactly given by N exp(—c(X;,Y;)/€) |K*|, where K% is the minor of K
obtained by deleting the ith row and the jth column of the matrix K. Therefore, we get the neat formula
(Mg )iy = Kij ’K”‘ / |K|. The matrix Mg« is referred to as the matriz balance of K [7, Section 3] while the
matrix MY is called the Sinkhorn balance [7, Section 4]. It is shown in [7, Section 4.1] that the Sinkhorn
balance of a 0-1 matrix approximates the matrix balance of it. However, a more in-depth investigation on
the relationship of these two objects is needed.

1.1. Main results

We now state our main results regarding the limiting behavior of the discrete Schrodinger bridge where both
the dimension d and regularization parameter e are kept fixed. Given a probability measure v and integer
p > 1, let LP(v) be the space of functions that have finite p-th norm under v. We shall keep the same notation
for an absolutely continuous measure and its density.

We express our results in their full generality. Let p € TI(P, Q) be absolutely continuous w.r.t. P ® @ with
density ¢ € L (P ® Q). Define the random measure

N
ﬂN o % ZGGSN % Zi:l 5(X17Y<ri)€®(X’ Ys) (11)
%ZUGSN €®(X7YU) ’
where £9(X,Y,) := sz\il &(Xi,Ys,). As a special case, recall from (4) that, if {(z,y) is chosen to be exp ( —
(c(z,y) — ac(x) —be(y))/€), then p = puc is the Schrodinger bridge connecting P to Q. Moreover, i recovers
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the measure defined in (2). Our first result shows that the random measure iV converges weakly to its
continuous counterpart . Let us start by defining two operators on L?(P) and L?(Q) induced by p.

Definition 1. Define linear operators A : L?(P) — L?(Q) and its adjoint A* : L?(Q) — L?(P) by

(Af)(w) = / f@)E(r.y)dP(x) and (A*g)(x) = / )€, 9)AQ). (12)

Call A: (z,y) — &(x,y) the kernel of A and A* : (y,x) — &(z,y) the kernel of A*.

We show in Lemma 11 that A is a well-defined linear operator, and A*A and AA* are two Markov
operators defined on L?(P) and L?(Q), respectively. Moreover, they can be rewritten as two conditional
expectations: (Af)(y) = E[f(X) | Y](y) and (A"g)() = E[g(Y) | X](z) where (X,Y) ~ s

Consistency. We first show that i’V is a consistent estimator of .

Assumption 1. All the results stated below hold under the following assumptions.

1. £ € LA(P® Q). As a consequence [9, Appendix A.4], the operator A is compact. Then the operators
A*A and AA* admit eigenvalue decomposition A*Aay = siay and AA*By = sify for all k > 0
with s = 1, ag = Bp = 1 and 0 < s, < 1 for all k¥ > 0. Moreover, it holds that Aoy = si8r and
A*Bi. = spay; see [28, Chapter 6.1]. We call {sy} >0 the singular values of A and A*, and call {ax }r>0
and {B}r>o the singular functions.

2. The operators A* A and AA* have positive eigenvalue gap, i.e., s < s; < 1 for all £ > 1. By Jentzsch’s
Theorem [58, Theorem 7.2], a sufficient condition is that & is bounded.

Theorem 1. As N — oo, i’V converges weakly to p, in probability.

Towards the proof of Theorem 1, a critical result is the limit law of the denominator in (11) which is
denoted as Dy. We state it here since it is of independent interest.

Theorem 2. As N — oo, the denominator in (11) has the following limiting distribution:

1 1 & 52 255,
Dy =4 D= —————exp {— [——k(U,f +V3) + —Uka] } , (13)
=, (-5 2; 1—s? 1—s3

where {Ug}i>1 and {Vi }x>1 are independent standard normal random variables.

It is noteworthy that Dy is a two-sample U-statistic of infinite order—a generalization of classical U-
statistics introduced by Halmos [31] and Hoeffding [32], where the kernel of the U-statistic depends on the
sample size. Infinite-order U-statistics were first considered in [30] as a special class of elementary symmetric
polynomials of random variables; see also [46, 68, 67, 43] in this line of research. The limiting distribution
of general infinite-order U-statistics was obtained in [19, Theorem 1] using randomization of the sample size
and multiple Wiener integrals. Theorem 2 extends previous work on one-sample infinite-order U-statistics
to two-sample infinite-order U-statistics.

Another closely related topic is the asymptotics of random permanents; see the monograph [53] for a
review. An elementary symmetric polynomial is the permanent of a random matrix with identical rows [55,
Page 2]. The limiting behavior of general random permanents has been studied in the case of i.i.d. entries
[54] as well as independent columns [55], where the limit law is the exponential of a Gaussian distribution.
The denominator Dy can be viewed as the permanent of the random matrix (§(X;,Y;))nxn scaled by N
Hence, Theorem 2 characterizes the asymptotic behavior of the permanent of a random matrix induced by
a bivariate function whose rows and columns are dependent—the limit law is given by the exponential of a
weighted sum of products of Gaussians.

If we set &(z,y) := exp(—(c(x,y) — ac(x) — be(y))/€), then Theorem 2 yields the limit in (6).

Corollary 3. As N — oo, the denominator in (1) has the following limit:

Lol 1 Yy
NOg ﬁZeXP —;ZC( i Yo,)

ceSN i=1
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First order chaos. To conduct a more refined analysis of the convergence of i, we let 1 be any function
on R? x R? integrable under p and consider the convergence of Ty = Tn(n) = [n(z,y)dia" towards
6 := [ n(z,y)dp. According to (11),

ﬁ ZUGSN % Eiil 77(Xi7 YUi)§® (X7 YU)
1 D esy $2(X,Ys) ’

A particularly important example is when n = ¢ is the cost function and p is the Schréodinger bridge. In
this case 6 is the optimal cost of transport for the regularized problem defined in (3), which is known as
the Sinkhorn distance [14]. Tt can be viewed as an approximation to the unregularized optimal transport
cost with a convergence rate decays exponentially in e [42]. On the other hand, most of the previous works
consider the optimal value of the problem (3) since their analyses rely heavily on the duality. Moreover,
as demonstrated in [41, Chapter 4], the statistic Ty can be used to statistically test for the equality of
distributions of two independent samples.

Ty = (14)

The statistic Ty is a rather complicated function of the two empirical measures (PN , QN ) Our next

result shows that it can be well approximated by linear functions of the two measures in a way that is similar
to the first order term in a Taylor expansion of smooth functions.

Assumption 2. All the results stated below hold under the following additional assumptions: n%¢ € L' (P®Q)
and ¢ € L?(P ® Q).

We denote by I, : L?(v) — L2(v) the identity operator on L?(v), and, by convention, its kernel is given
by the Dirac delta function. When the context is clear, we will write I for short. Define

nola) = / () — 06(x,9)dQ(y) and 10, (y) = / (e, y) — 01z y)dP(2). (15)

Theorem 4. As N — oo, it holds that Ty — 0 = L1 + op(l/\/ﬁ), where

N
Ly = %Z[(I — A A) (o — Ao ) (Xa) + (I — AA*) (o, — Ani o) (Ya)]-

We call Ly the first order chaos of T .

Corollary 5. As N — oo, the sequence /N(Tx — ) converges in law to N'(0,52), where ¢ = ¢%(n), as a
function of n, is given by

. / (I — A" A (1.0 — A*o.1) (@) dP ()
+ / (I = AA) (0. — Amo)(w))? dQy).

Remark 1. In the arXiv version of this paper (arXiv:2011.08963) we conjectured that the same CLT holds
for the solution of the EOT problem (9). This conjecture has been recently verified in [29].

Remark 2. Tt has been shown in [39] that the Schrodinger bridge problem recovers the Monge-Kantorovich
OT problem as € — 0. It is of great interest to verify if the limiting variance ¢2 in Corollary 5 converges to
the limiting variance of the OT plan.

Remark 3. When the limiting variance ¢? = 0, we can also establish the second order chaos of T and the
limiting distribution of N(Tn — #). We refer interested readers to [41, Appendix C.5].

The first order chaos £ admits a more compact expression using the notion of tensor products. Let
Ai € {A, A", Ip,Io} be an operator mapping from L?(v1) to L2(y1) with kernel A;. And define A, Ay
similarly. The tensor product A; ® As : L?(v; ® 1) — L?(71 ® 72) is defined by

(A1 @ Ag) f(v1,v2) := //f(vi,vé)Al(vi,vl)Ag(vé,vg)dyl (v})dva(vh), for all f € L (v @ o).
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For instance, Ip ® A: L2(P ® P) — L?(P ® Q) is defined by
(Ip ® A)f(v1,v2) == / / F (0, 05)80, (0))E (s, 02)dP () AP(v))
- / F (01, 05)E (v, 02)AP(0),

or as a conditional expectation: (Ip ® A)f(v1,v2) = E[f(X', X) | X', Y](v1,v2) where (X,Y) ~ p is inde-
pendent of X’. In particular, when f := f; & f2, we have (A1 ® A2)(f1 & f2)(v1,v2) = A1 f1(v1) + Az fa(va).
Finally, define the swap operator T by T f(u,v) = f(v,u) for any f on R? x R%. It is clear that T (A; ®.Az) =
(./42 ® Al)T on L2(V1 024 VQ).

Definition 2. Define the operator B on the space L?(P @ Q):
B=TA@A") =A@ A)T.
With this new operator B, the first order chaos £ can be rewritten as (Corollary 14)
1 .
Ly = N ;(I +B)™ (11,0 @ no,1)(Xi, Y5).

Both expressions of £1 come from the following system of linear equations. Assume the first order chaos in
Theorem 4 is given by + le\il[f(Xz) + g(Y7)], then f and g are (almost surely) solutions to:

mo=[f+Ag and mno1 =Af +g.

Second order chaos. When <2 in Corollary 5 is zero for certain 1, the Gaussian limit is trivial and we
need to consider a higher order expansion. This is true, for example, when we subtract off from T — @ its
first order chaos. That is, consider

iz y) = n(z,y) =0 — (I = A"A) " (1m0 — A" o) (@) — (I — AA") " (o, — Anio) (y)- (16)
By linearity, the corresponding statistic follows from Theorem 4 by subtracting the first order chaos:
1 al * —1 * *\—1
In(m) =Tn(m) -0 -5 DI = A A (10 — Ao ) (X)) + (T — AAY) (ko1 — Amo)(YV3)]l,  (17)
i=1
In this case both T (7)) — 0 in probability and ¢2(77) = 0. Thus we need a higher order expansion.
Definition 3. Define the operator C on the space L?(P @ Q):
C=I-A"A)x(I-AA").
Assumption 3. The following results hold under the additional assumptions that ¢ € L*(P ® Q) and
C7 (7€) e L¥/=2(P ® Q) for some! p € [2,00].
Let 12,0 := —(Ip @ A*)CTH (7€), 10,2 := —(A® Io)C~ (7€), and n1 1/ := (I + B)C~ (7).

Theorem 6. Assume, for some n € L?(u), <> =0 in Corollary 5. Let 61,1 := [[ i1/ (z,y)du(z,y). Then

N
9171/ 1 —1
In=0+ = N(N —1) ;(nz,o(Xian) +n0,2(Yi, Y5)) +”z::1 M (X, Y5) | +op(N 7).

The term 67 1/ /N should be interpreted as an O(1/N) estimate of the bias since we show later in Propo-
sition 9 that T may not be an unbiased estimator of 6, i.e., E[Tx] may not be 6.

I'We will show in Lemma 15 that C~1 (7€) is a well-defined element in L2(P ® Q). When p = 2, we assume & € L*(P ® Q)
and C~1(7¢) € L™ (P ® Q); when p = 0o, we only assume £ € L= (P ® Q), i.e., £ is bounded.
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Corollary 7. Assume, for some n € L?(u), s* = 0 in Corollary 5. Suppose that the function (n — 0)¢ has
a spectral expansion in L?(P @ Q) with respect to the orthonormal basis {an, @ Bi}ki>0 of L2(P ® Q) with
coefficients (i1, k,1 > 0), i.e., (n —0)¢ = Zk,l>0 Yii(ag @ B1). Then, as N — oo, the sequence of random
variables N(Ty — 0) + 01,1/ converges in law to mean-zero random variable

Z —(1 - sé;k(ll - S%_) {Ule + sk U Vi — s (UpUp — 1{k = 1}) — 51, (Vi V, — 1{k = l})}7
kl>1

where {Uy, k> 1} and {V;, | > 1} are two independent sequences of i.i.d. standard normal random variables.

1.2. An abstract Taylor expansion and a conjectured universality

Consider the Schrodinger bridge p as a function of the input (P, Q) (and ¢, which is kept fixed). Hence,
over a suitable space of pairs of probability distributions on R? we get a function (P,Q) — u(P,Q). This
space of probability distributions is assumed to be convex in the usual sense. How can one define gradients
or variations of this map?

It seems natural to take a class of test functions and consider the real-valued map (P, Q) — 6(P, Q) :=
J ndp. Suppose, formally, one can take the gradient grad 6(P,Q) and the Hessian Hess 6(P,Q) of this
function at (P, Q). Then, a formal Taylor approximation around (P, Q) would give us

9(PN,QN) =0(P,Q) +grad (P, Q) - (PN ‘P’QN_Q)
+%<(PN—P,QN—Q),HGSSQ(RQ)' (PN—RQN—Q)>+OP (H(PN_P,QN—Q)H2>.

Here grad 6(P, Q) and Hess 0(P, Q)) are linear operators on the pair of measures (PN —P,QN — Q) Linear

operators on measures can be identified with integrals of functions. Hence, one would expect a representation
of the form

grad 0. Q) (PY = P.QY = @) = [ 1) (P = P) () + [ o) (@¥ - Q) ()

for some functions f and g and their centered versions J?and g obtained by subtracting off their expectations.
Similarly, one would expect a functional representation for the Hessian as a quadratic function:

<(13N _PON - Q)  Hess 0(P, Q) - (PN _pPON - Q)> - /fz,o(x,u) (PN _ P) (da) (PN - P) (du)
+ / Fuaty) (PY ~ P) (dr) (@N =) ) + [ foatw) (@ - @) (@0) (@ - @) (a)

N N
sz.f20 X17X NQZZfll XZ,Y} ZZ Y;,Y

=1 j=1 =1 j=1

for some functions fs 0, f1,1, fo,2 and their suitably centered versions. For example,
Fiaw) = frale) = [ falen)iP@) - [ faniQw) + [[ fudped)

Moreover, due to the Central Limit Theorem, v N (PN — P, QN - Q) is a tight family of random measures

and has a limiting Gaussian distribution. Thus, we would expect
8



1. v/Ngrad 6(P,Q)- (pN — P, QN — Q) to converge to a mean zero Gaussian distribution with a variance
given by a norm square of the gradient grad 8(P, Q).
2. N<(PN — P, QN — Q) ,Hess 0(P, Q) - (PN —P,QN — Q)> converges to an element in the Gaussian

second order chaos, which is comprised of linear combinations of central chi-squares and products of
independent mean-zero Gaussians. The coefficients of the combinations will be given by the operator

Hess 6(P, Q).
. . 2
2 (H(PN -P.QV-q)| ) =0, (N7).
In fact, this method of Taylor expansion has been made rigorous for finite spaces and for ¢(x,y) = ||z — y|| in

[10] who go on to derive similar distributional limits. The linear terms can also be related to mean elements in
abstract spaces [47]. In [21], the authors show how the entropy-regularized transport as a divergence between
probability distributions interpolates between Hilbertian kernel-based divergences and optimal transporta-
tion distances.

Our main results, Theorems 4 and 6 and the respective Corollaries 5 and 7, establish the representations
(18) and (19) and the three limits without a differential structure by devising a chaos decomposition similar
to the classical Hoeffding decomposition [66, Section 11.4] in the theory of U-statistics [66, Chapter 12].
Turning the tables around, the kernels appearing in Theorems 4 and 6 therefore suggest the linear operators
grad 6(P,Q) and Hess 6(P, Q). In a formal sense we have derived the first and second order variations of
the map (P, Q) — u(P,Q) in terms of the Markov operators appearing in those theorems. Hence, we con-
jecture that the same limiting distributions (up to constant multiples) would appear for any other sequence

of statistics of the form F (PN , QN ) that asymptotically converges in probability to (P, Q).

Conjecture. The distributional limits for fixed € of Corollaries 5 and 7 continue to hold (up to constant
multiples) for the cost <C’, M€N>, where MY is the solution to regularized OT problem (9) for i.i.d. data.

1.3. Owutline of the paper

Section 2 is devoted to proving Theorem 1. We prove a novel contiguity result that allows us to change

the model to {(X;,Y;)}Y, L 1 based on the limiting dlstnbutlon of the denominator in Theorem 2. This
change of measure enables a more natural analysis for 4 and Theorem 1 then follows from the reverse
martingale convergence theorem.

Next in Section 3 we derive the first and (approximate) second order chaoses under the change of measure.
We then prove Theorem 4 and 6 by variance bounds of remainders. Since T is a function of the pair of
empirical distributions, it is invariant under permutations of {X;}¥, or {V;}¥,, separately. Each terms
in the chaos expansion is a polynomial function of the empirical distributions (PN QN ), so they are also
symmetric under permutations. Thus, we obtain symmetric projections on subspaces of L?(y”) when X;
and Y;, under the change of measure p, are not independent. Essentially, we extend the classical Hoeffding
projection to paired samples, which can be of independent interest.

In Section 4 we derive the asymptotic distribution of the denominator and the variance bounds of the
remainders used in the previous two sections. The method here is based on a Hoeffding-like decomposition
and new variance bounds for a type of U-statistic of increasing order under our original model when X; and
Y; are independent. The tools developed in this section can also be of independent interest.

Finally, Appendix is a collection of technical results used in the other proofs. For the readability, we give
in Appendix D a table of notation.

2. Weak Convergence and Contiguity

In this section, we prove the weak convergence of V. By definition, it suffices to show the convergence of
Tn:=[ ndi? to 6 := J ndp for any continuous bounded function 7. In fact, the convergence holds for every
function 7 that is integrable under .

9



Recall from (14) that T admits a complicated expression, i.e.,

ﬁ ZGESN % Eivzl n(Xi7 YUi)§® (X7 YU)
F1 D esy §2(X,Ys)

However, it has a rather simple structure under a change of measure—instead of assuming that {(X;, Y;)}Y,
is an i.i.d. sample from the product measure P ® Q, we assume that {(X;,Y;)}¥, is an i.i.d. sample from
1. As Proposition 9 below shows, under this change of measure, Ty is a simple conditional expectation and
an unbiased estimator of #. Hence, it is natural to ask if there is a way to do analysis under the changed
measure 4 and carry the results over to the original measure P ® @Q. Contiguity [66, Chapter 6] is exactly
a tool for such purposes. When £ # 1 a.s. under P ® @, the laws of the entire i.i.d. sequence {(X;,Y;)}i>1
under the two measures P ® ) and p are singular. But Ty is a function of only (I:’N , QN ). Restricted to the
o-algebra generated by these marginal empirical distributions, we show that the two measures are contiguous
in Theorem 8 below.

We first set-up a measure-theoretic framework. We use the term “under the measure v’ to indicate that
the sample {(X;, V)Y, g v and use E, to denote the expectation under this model. When v = P® @), we
write E for short. Let F denote the o-algebra generated by {(X;,Y;)}Y . Let Gy denote the sub-o-algebra
of Fn generated by (PN, QN) Let RN and SV be the law of (PN, QN) under P ® @ and p, respectively. It
is clear that RN = (P ® Q)V|g, and S = u/|g, .

According to Le Cam’s first lemma [66, page 88], the contiguity holds true if the likelihood ratio dS~ /dRY
converges weakly, under R”, to an a.s. positive random variable. Before we prove that, we give an explicit
expression for the likelihood ratio—it is exactly Dy, i.e., the denominator of Tl .

Fact 1. The likelihood ratio dSY /dR"™ admits the following expression:

Ty =

as™ 1
Tpv = Dnvi= g D E(YL). (20)

" oeSy
Proof. Note that the likelihood ratio of ¥ and (P ® Q)% is given by

N N N
[[¢xivs), on (R xRY)™. (21)
=1

_du _
IN=areqn =

Hence, by the property of conditional expectation,

ash _ dpNgy
dRN "~ d(P ® Q)N|g,

=E[fn | Gn],

where the conditional expectation is under P ® Q. It follows from exchangeability under P ® Q that E[fy |
On] =E[€2(X,Y,) | Gn] for each o € Sy. Hence,

1 1
Elfv [Ox =B |5 3 (X Y,) gN] - 3 e, (22)
oESN ocESN
where the last equality follows from Y~ _ s £¥(X,Y,) is Gny-measurable. O

Recall from Theorem 2 that Dy has a limiting distribution given by the exponential of a weighted sum
of products of Gaussians which is almost surely positive. Besides tools such as the Hoeffding decomposition
from the U-statistics theory, the proof of Theorem 2 involves a novel approach to control the variance of
Dy . We defer it to Section 4. Now we are ready to prove the contiguity result.

Theorem 8. Under Assumption 1, the sequences (RN, N > 1) and (SN, N > 1) are mutually contiguous,
i.e., RN anSN. Explicitly, for a sequence of events (Axy € Gn, N > 1), we have limy_,oo SN (Ay) = 0 iff
limN_mo RN(AN) =0.

10



Proof. According to Le Cam’s first lemma [66, page 88], RN <« S¥, N > 1, if and only if the following
statement holds true: if Dy, under P® Q, converges weakly to D, along a sub-sequence, then P(D > 0) = 1.
This statement follows directly from Theorem 2, so we have RY < SV . By a standard computation, it can
be shown that E[D] = 1. Hence, it follows from Le Cam’s first lemma again that SV < RV, that is, RV and
SN are mutually contiguous. O

With Theorem 8 at hand, we can work under the measure p. The next result rewrites T as a simple
conditional expectation and verifies its consistency.

Proposition 9. Assume that {(X;,Y;)}Y, g w. It holds that Tn = E, [n(X1,Y1) | Gn] for every n €
L' (). Moreover, Ty is an unbiased and consistent estimator of 0. That is, E,[Tn] = 6 for all N and

limy 00 T = 0 almost surely.

Proof. For simplicity of the notation, let 7(X,Y,) := % Ef\il n(X;,Ys,) for each o € Sy. By exchange-
ability of {(X;,Y:)}¥,, it holds that E,[n(X;,Y;) | Fn| = E,[n(X;,Y;) | Fn] for all 1 < 4,5 < N which
implies that E,[n(X1,Y1) | Fn| = E,[7(X,Yia) | Fnl. Since 7(X,Yiq) is Fy-measurable, it follows that
E, [n(X1,Y1) | fN] = 7j(X, Yiq). By the tower property of conditional expectations,

hy =By [n(X1, Y1) | Gn] = By [Ey [0(X1, Y1) [ FN] [ Gn] = By [7(X, Yia) [ GN]-

By definition, the last expression is the a.s. unique Gy-measurable function such that for any bounded
Gn-measurable ¢, it holds that E,[7(X, Yia)¢] = E,[hn¢]. By (21), we have

By [1(X, Yia)¢] = E[fni(X, Yia)¢] = E[E [fni(X, Yid) | Gn] ]

N
— 5, | S ELwi(X, Yia) | Gl

which implies that hy = ng E[fn7(X,Yid) | Gn]. Similar to (22), we have

E[ni(X,Yia) | Ox] = 35 32 (X V)e2 (X, Ys).

oESN

According to Fact 1,

XY Tn.
hy = DNN'Z )=

cESN

Hence, the unbiasedness of T under p follows by the tower property of conditional expectations. Now
consider the reverse o-algebra Gy = o (G, (X;,Y:), i > N +1). Since {(X;,Y;)}i>n41 are independent of
{(X;, Y)Y, we have Ty = E,, [n(Xl,Yl) | ?N} Consequently, (T,Gn)n>1 is a reverse martingale and
Ty converges almost surely to E,[n(X1,Y1)] = 6. O

Proof of Theorem 1. As shown in Proposition 9, for any n € L'(u), Tn = Tn(n) —a.s 6 under p. In
particular, Proposition 9 holds for any bounded continuous function 7. Thus, except for a null set, the
convergence in Proposition 9 holds for a countable collection of bounded continuous functions. By separability
of RY, almost sure weak convergence follows [69, Theorem 3.1] by choosing such a countable collection
judiciously. This shows almost sure weak convergence under p. Weak convergence in probability under P ® )
now follows from Theorem 8. |

3. Limit Law and Chaos Decomposition

This section is devoted to the limit laws of T in (14). To obtain the Gaussian limit, our goal is to find the
first order approximation £; of Ty in the form of a sum of i.i.d. terms. Now, provided that the remainder
Tn—0—L1 = 0,(N~1/2) it follows from the CLT that v/ N(Ty —6) converges weakly to a normal distribution.
However, there are two main challenges. First, the statistic T has a rather complicated expression involving
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a ratio of two infinite-order U-statistics. This prevents us from utilizing the Hoeffding decomposition to
derive the first order approximation. Second, due to its complicated nature, it is extremely challenging to
control the remainder—the variance computation for classical U-statistics does not apply here.

To address the first challenge, the key observation is that Ty admits a simple expression under p as shown
in Proposition 9. This allows us to obtain a linear approximation of T under p which we call the first order
chaos. Due to the contiguity result in Theorem 8, the first order chaos can be viewed as the first order
approximation of T under P ® Q. As for the second challenge, we develop a novel approach to control the
remainder using the spectral gap of the operators A and A*. Since this approach is also used to establish
the limit law of Dy in Theorem 2, we discuss the treatment of Dy and the remainder together in Section 4.
Following a similar argument, we can also derive the second order chaos and the associated limit law.

In Section 3.1 we first give a formal derivation of the first order approximation £; and prove the asymptotic
normality of T. We then derive £ rigorously as the first order chaos of Ty using orthogonal projections in
L2(u™). In Section 3.2 we obtain the second order chaos of T.

3.1. First order chaos
A formal derivation. Recall from Proposition 9 that Ty = E,[n(X1,Y1) | Gn]. Hence, in order to obtain

the first order approximation of Ty, it is natural to approximate n(X,Y)—6 by some linear term f(X)+g(Y)
under (X,Y) ~ p and then use

N
E.[f(X1) +g(Y1) | Gn] = Z Y;)]

as the first order approximation of 7. The above equality can be shown with an argument similar to the
proof of Proposition 9. A good linear approximation f(X)+ ¢g(Y') should satisfy

E.[n(X,Y) =0 | X] = E,[f(X) +9(Y) | X]

Bu0(X,Y) — 0| Y] = E,[f(X) + g(¥) | V] 29)
Recall grtos(,y) = £(x,y) and n from (15). It holds that
B, 0(X,Y) = 0| X](o) = [ le,y) ~ 0)¢(a, 0)dQ(w) = mo(z).
Similarly, we have E,,[3(X,Y) — 0 | Y](y) = 1101 (»). It then follows from the tower property that
Epfni.o(X)] = Ep[E,n(X.Y) =0 | X]| =0 and Eglnos(¥)] = 0. (24)
Moreover, by Definition 1, we obtain
B,lo(V) | X)) = [ g)élr. 1)) = (A'9)(x) .
B0 YI(0) = [ f@)€(e5)dPa) = (AN ()
As a result, the condition (23) becomes
mo(X) = F(X) + A"g(X) and mo,(Y) = Af(Y) + g(¥). (26)

Formally, we can solve the linear system (26) to get

f=U—-AA) Y o— A1) and g= (I —AA") " (no1 — Anip).

12



We will make this rigorous later. This suggests the following first order approximation of Ty

N
%Z (I —A*A) " (no — Ao )(Xi) + (I — AA*) (o — Amo)(Ya)]

which is exactly the first order chaos £ in Theorem 4. In fact, the next result shows that, after subtracting
Ly from T — 6, the variance of the numerator is of order O(N~2).
It can be shown that the remainder T — 6 — £ = Uy /Dn, where Dy is defined in (20) and

Uy = N' Z Zan,Ym (X,Y,) (27)
UGSN =1
with 77 defined as
Nz, y) =nlz,y) — 0 — (I — A" A) " o — Ano) (@) — (I — AA") " (o, — Anio) (). (28)

In fact, for all f and g, we have

Ty — 60— Y))

Mz

sy [% S (X Vo) = 0= & S F(6) + (V)] € (X, ¥o)
N Dvesy EB(X,Ys)
1 ocsy |[F D00 Ya) = 0= % N [F(X) + 9(Ye))]| €2(X, Vo)
T Sresy (X Y0)
N Locsy & i (X0, Yo,) =6 F(X > g
T Sresy E2(X,Y)

Proposition 10. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, we have E[U%] = O(N~2).

Y5,)IE% (X, Yo) '

Similar to Dy, the numerator Uy is also a two-sample U-statistic of infinite order. We defer the proof of
Proposition 10 to Section 4. Let us prove the main results.

Proof of Theorem 4. According to Theorem 2 and Proposition 10, we have Dy = O, (1) and Ux = 0,(N~1/2).
By Slutsky’s Lemma, it holds that Ty — 0 — L1 = Un /Dy = op(N_l/Q). Now, Corollary 5 follows from the
standard Lindeberg CLT [11, Section 27]. O

First order chaos. We derive the first order chaos £; using orthogonal projections in L?(uV). We change

in this section the measure so that {(X;,Y;)}¥, iid. .

Definition 4. Let xpy) and ypy] be two sets of (random) vectors in R?. Let T := T'(2n), yv))- We say T
is permutation symmetric in x if T(2o ), yin)) = T(2(n), yv) for every o € Sy, where x4, = (20, )ic|n]-
We define permutation symmetry in y similarly. We say T is permutation symmetric if it is permutation
symmetric in both x and y.

Let Hy C L2(uV) be the subspace of constant functions and Hy; C L2(u™Y) be the subspace spanned by

functions of the type
N

Z[f(xa +9(Y3)] (29)

that is orthogonal to Hy. By Proposition 9, the (orthogonal) projection of Ty onto Hy is Projy, (Tn) = 6.
Moreover, we show in Appendix B that H; is closed so that the projection of T onto Hi uniquely exists.
We will compute this projection, which we refer to as the first order chaos. Note that the elements in L2
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spaces are only defined up to zero-measure sets (or equivalent classes). For two elements f,g € L?, f = g
means [ equals g up to equivalent classes.

Given a probability measure v on R?, let L2(v) be the subspace of L2(v) consisting of mean-zero functions.
Recall A and A* in Definition 1. We first argue that (I —A*A)~! and (I — AA*)~! are well-defined on LZ(P)
and L3(Q), respectively. The proof is deferred to the supplementary material.

Lemma 11. Let (X,Y) ~ u. Under Assumption 1, the following statements hold true:

(a) For any [ € 12(P) and g € T(Q), it holds E,[(X) | Y](y) = Af(y) and E,[g(¥) | X](2) = A*g().
In particular, Af € L2(Q) and A*g € L2(P).

(b) The largest eigenvalue of A and A* is 1, and A1 = A*1 = 1.

(¢) The operator A maps LE(P) to L3(Q), and A* maps L3(Q) to L3(P).

(d) The operators (I — A*A)~! : LE(P) — L3(P) and (I — AA*)~1: LE(Q) — L3(Q) are well-defined.

(e) It holds that A(I — A*A)~' = (I — AA*) "' A and A*(I — AA*)™' = (I — A*A)~' A* on their domains
defined above. Moreover, for any f € L3(P) and g € L3(Q), we have

B, [(1 = A A7 (= L) (X) + (1= AA) (g = AN(Y) | X] = F(X) 0
E, [(I - A"A)7Hf = A"g)(X) + (I = AA) " Hg - Af)(Y) | Y] = g(Y).
Now we are ready to give the first order chaos of T, i.e., Projz, (Tn).
Proposition 12. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the first order chaos of the statistic T is given by
N
1
L=+ DI = A A (g0 = Anoa) (X)) + (T — AA) " (o1 — Am o) (Ya))- (31)

i=1
Proof. By the definition of orthogonal projection, it suffices to show that, for any i € [N],
E#[TN—Q—Ll |X1] =0 and E#[TN—Q—Ll |}/Z]:O

almost surely. We will prove it for X;, and the rest of them can be proved similarly. Recall from (24) that
m.o € L3(P) and no,1 € L3(Q). By (c) in Lemma 11, we know 1y g—A*no 1 € L3(P) and o1 —Anm o € L3(Q).
It then follows from (d) in Lemma 11 that, for every i € [N],

E.[(I— A" A) (1o — Ao ) (Xi) + (I — AA*) (o1 — Am o) (Yi)] = 0.
As a result, E,[£y | X1] is equal to

1

NE“ (I - A A) o — A o) (X1) + (T — AAS) (o1 — Anio) (Y1) | X = m.olX1)

N )
where the last equality follows from (30). We only need to show E,[Tn — 6 | X1] = 4m1,0(X1). Let h(z) :=
E,[Tn — 0 | X1](z). We will prove that Ep[h(X1)o(X1)] = Ep[ni,o(X1)o(X1)]/N for all o(X;)-measurable

¢. Fix an arbitrary o(X7)-measurable ¢. Since Ty — 6 is permutation symmetric in X (see Definition 4), we
get E, [Tn — 0 | X;](z) = h(z) for all i € [N]. As a result, it holds that

E,

N N
(Tn—0) ¢(Xz')] = Eul(Tv = 0)$(X,)] = N Ep[h(X1)(X1)].
i=1 i=1

Recall from Proposition 9 that Ty = E,[n(X1,Y1) | Gn]. Since Zfil ¢(X;) is Gy-measurable, by the tower
property of conditional expectation, we get

By

N
(Tx —6) Z é(X;)

N
=E, l(n(Xh Y1) —0) Z¢(Xi) =Ep[n,0(X1)o(X1)],

i=1

where the last equality follows from the independence of {(X;,Y;)}Y, and 719 € L2(P). Hence, we have
Ep[ni,o(X1)¢(X1)] = NE,[h(X1)¢(X1)] which completes the proof. O
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We then derive a more compact expression of £; using B in Definition 2. We start by providing some
properties of B in the following lemma. The proof is deferred to the supplementary material.

Lemma 13. Under Assumption 1, the following statements hold true:

(a‘) Let (Xlayl) (X27}/2) N M- It holds that E [f(Xh}/Q) | X27}/1](Iay) = Bf(xvy) fOT anyf € L2(P®Q)
In particular, Bf € L2(P ® Q).

(b) The operator B maps L3(P ® Q) to L3(P ® Q).

(c) For any f ® g € L2(P ® Q), we have B(f ® g) = A*g ® Af.

(d) The operator (I + B)~! is well-defined on L3(P ® Q).

(e) For any f € LE(P) and g € L3(Q), it holds that

I+B)H(feg) =[I-AA)(f-Agle[ - AAL) (g Af)]. (32)
According to (32), the first order chaos £1 admits a more compact representation.
Corollary 14. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the first order chaos of Txn admits an alternative expression
L1=% SN (1+B) (0@ nmo1)(Xs, Vi)

Remark 4. Note that the above expression of £; is permutation symmetric, i.e., E?Ll(l + B) H(mo ®
7’]071)(Xi, Y;) = le\il(‘[ + B)_l(nl)o &) 7’]071)(Xi, Ygi) for all o € Sy.
Remark 5. Another way to see this is: due to (26), m,o @1 =f®g+ A gD Af =T +B)(f D g).

3.2. Second order chaos

Recall that we have defined the operator C := (I — A*A) ® (I — AA*). Again, let us prove its inverse is
well-defined. Given a measure v on R? x R?, let

L3 o) ={f e L*(v) :E[f(X,Y) | Y] = E[f(X,Y) | X] *2 0 for all (X,Y)~v}. (33)
For f € Lgﬂo(u), we say f is degenerate with respect to v. For example, we will show in the next lemma that
the function 7 defined in (28) belongs to Lj ,(4), and then, by Assumption 2, 7€ € L ;(P ® Q).

Lemma 15. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the inverse operator C~' : L§ o(P ® Q) — L§ (P ® Q) is well-
defined. Moreover, it is equal to (I — A*A)~' @ (I — AA*)~1. In particular, n¢ € L o(P® Q) so that C~* (7€)
is well-defined.

From Lemma 15 we know C preserves the degeneracy with respect to P ® Q). The following lemma verifies
similar properties for other operators under consideration.

Lemma 16. Let Ay € {A, A*,Ip,Io} be an operator mapping from L2 (vy,) to L2(v},) for k € {1,2}. Then
A1 ® Ay maps L (1 @ v2) to L (] @ v4). In particular, the operator B maps L o(P® Q) to L (P ® Q).

Unlike the first order chaos, we will give an approximation to the second order chaos, i.e., the projection
onto Ha, of Ty. Here Hy C L2(p”V) is the subspace spanned by functions of the type

Yo LX)+ gV Y+ YD h(XLY)
1<i<j<N 1<i,j<N

that is orthogonal to Hy&® H. According to Lemma 15, we know 7¢ € L ((P®Q) and C~*(7¢) is well-defined.
Let

2,0 = —(Ip @ ACTHWE), Moo= —(A@IQ)CT'(7E), and m v = (I + B)C™ (7). (34)
We define
. N N
Ly = NIN=T) ;[UZ,O(Xian) +10,2(Y:, Y5)] + i,jZ:1 i (Xi, Y5) — Zfl,lf(XuYi) , (35)
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where £ 1/(X1,Y7) is an affine function such that n 1/ — £11/ € L%,o(ﬂ)' We will show in the next lemma
that m1 1+ € L?(u), so £1,1- can be derived the same way we obtain 7. Note that £ is permutation symmetric
due to affineness of ¢ ;.

Lemma 17. The functions 02,0, no,2 and n1,1/ are degenerate, i.e., a0 € L o(P @ P), 102 € L ((Q ® Q)
and n1,10 € Lg)O(P ® Q). Under Assumption 3, the function n1.1/ also belongs to L%(p), and thus Lo € Ha.
Moreover, the following identities hold:
(I+T)n2o+ A" @A )2+ Ip @A )11 ] =0
IT+THARAn2o+n02+ (A® IQ)nl,l’] =0
(Ip @ A+ T)nzo + (A" @ I)(I + T)no2 + (I + By, = 1€
The next proposition shows that Lo is equal to the second order chaos of Ty up to an o,(N 1) term.

Proposition 18. Suppose Assumption 3 holds. Let the second order chaos of T be? Projy, (Tn). Then we
have Projy, (Tn) = L2 + 0,(N 1) under the measure p™

Proof. Define

La:= NN-1) ;[nz,o(Xu X;5) +m0.2(Yi, Y5) + m 1 (X3, Y5)]. (36)

It follows from LLN that £y — Ly = 0,(N~1). It then suffices to show Ly —Projy, (Tn) = 0p(N~1). According
to the degeneracy in Lemma 17, we know E [Eg] =0and E [Eg | Xi] =E, [Ly | Yi] = 0 for all i € [N],

which implies EQ € Hy N Hi-. Note that LQ is not permutation symmetric since it lacks the diagonal terms
m (X, Y;), so it is not in Hy. Moreover, we have

E.[Ls | X;, Y] =0, forallie[N]. (37)

Step 1. We show Projy, (I'n) = Projy, (T), where

N
TN = %Z[ (Xh}/l) Zn quY; (38)

i=1

In fact, since 8 1. Ho and £1 L Hs, we have, for any U € Ha,

( ZnXZ,Y )U .

By the exchangeability of {(X;, Y;)}ie(v, it holds that &, {% SN n(x,, Yi)U} = E,[n(X1,Y1)U], and thus

E.[(Tn — Tw)U]

®

E,[(Tn — Tn)U] = B, [n(X1, Y1)U] = B, [TnU] = B, [n(X1,Y1)U] — EL[E,[n(X1, YU | Gn]] =

where (i) follows from the tower property. Hence, Tn—Tn € Hj- and thus the claim follows. Moreover, since

neLo(n), we haveTNEHO N Hi,

X;,Y;), forallie[N], (39)

1 & 1
[TN | Xz,l/l = Z]EH Xkayk | XMY] N (
k:l

and

Eu[TN | XivXj] [TN| i J] ,u[TN | Xi, J] 0, for all i # j. (40)

2We show in Proposition 41 in Appendix C that the subspace Hs is closed, so the second order chaos exists.
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Step 2. We show Projy, (Tn) = Projy, (L). By Step 1, it suffices to prove Ty — Ly € Hi-. We will prove
E [(TN L2)U] = 0 for every

U .= Zfzon,X)+f02 i Y5) Zfll i Yj) ) € L?(u™).

i<j i,j=1

We first compute E#[TN — L5 | X1, X5). Since n2,0 € L§ o(P ® P), so it holds

2772,O(Xian) ’ X, X0 =E, Z n2,0(Xi, X;) ‘ X1, Xo| =T+ T)nzo(X1, Xa). (41)
i£]j {3,5}={1,2}

Since 70,2 € Lj o(Q ® Q) and E,[f(Y1,Y2) | X1, Xa] = (A* ® A*) f(X1, Xa) for any f € L*(Q ® Q), we get

o [ Do mal¥eY)) | Xo Xa| = (14 T)A" ® A )0.2(X1, X2). (42)
i#£]

Furthermore, since E,[f(X1,Y2) | X1, Xo] = (Ip ® A*) f(X1, X2), we have

> ma (X Y) | Xu, Xe| = (T+ T)(Ip & A Y (X1, Xo). (43)
7]

Putting (41), (42) and (43) together, we get ]EH[ZQ | Xi1,X5] = 0 by the first identity in Lemma 17.
Consequently, by (40),
E [Tn — Lo | X1, Xo] =E,[Tn | X1,X5] =0.

By the exchangeability of {(X:,Y;)}Y,, we obtain EH[TN — Ly | X;,X,] = 0 for all i # j. Similarly,
E [TN Lo | Y;,Y;] =0 for all ¢ # j. Hence, we only need to prove

E, [ (In —£2)) f1a(Xi, ;)| =0.

g

For that purpose, we will compute E,, Ly | X, Y;]. We have shown in (37) that E [ﬁg | X;,Y;] = 0 for all
i € [N]. For (z,7) = (1,2), it holds that

an,o(Xian) X1, Y2 | = ({Ip @ A + T)nz,o0(X1,Y2)
by

D m02(Ye, Yy) | X1,V | = (A" @ Ig) (I + T2 (X1, Y2)
i#£]

E,. an,l’(Xian) X1, Yo = (I 4 B)m.a (X1, Xa).
i#]

It then follows from the third identity in Lemma 17 that

1

mﬁ@(l,yﬁ)ﬂ){l, Ya).

Eu[L2 | X1,Ys] =

17



By the exchangeability of {(X;,Y;)}Y, again, we get

N
E, L2 Y fia(X:, V)| = Y Bullofin(Xi, V)] = E,[ii(X1, 2)E(X0, Ya) fr1 (X1, Y2))
i,j=1 i#£j
:E‘u[ﬁ(Xl,}/l)fl,l(XlaYl)]a

since & is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of p with respect to P ® @ under E,. On the other hand, we also
have, by (39) and (40),

E, |Tw Z Fia(X Yy) | = NEL[T fi1(X1, Y1)] = Bu[if(Xq1, Y1) fi1(X1, Y3)].
1,7=1
Hence, E,, [(TVN — L) ij:l f(X5, YJ)} = 0 and the claim follows.

Step 3. We control the variance of Projy, (Tn) — L. From Step 2 we know Projy, (Ly) = Projg, (Tn).
By the definition of L? projection, it holds

E,.[(Projy, (Tn) — £2)?] = E,[(Projy, (L2) — £2)?] = Juin B, (L2 = V)P < E,[(L2 — £2)7],

since L9 € Hs. Note that

N
Lo—Ly= Z 1 (X, Y:) — 610(X5, Y5)).
)=
By independence, we get
E,[(L2 — £2)%] = NQ; ZN:]EH[(m,l’(Xia Yy) = lv(X;,Yi)?] = O(N2).
(N —1)2 i=1
It follows that Lo = Projg, (Tw) + 0,(N ™). O

Note that the second order remainder is Ty — 0 — L1 — Lo = (Uy — L2Dn)/Dn where L5 is defined in
(35). It can be shown that the variance of Uy — LoDy is of order O(N~%).

Proposition 19. Under Assumptions 1-3, we have E[(Uy — L2Dy)?] = O(N—%).

The proof of Proposition 19 is similar to the one of Proposition 25. We defer it to Section 4. Now we are
ready to prove Theorem 6 and Corollary 7.

Proof of Theorem 6. Since ¢y 3+ is affine and 1y 1/ — 01,1 € Lao(,u), it holds that
Ell1,1/(X, V)] =Eu[l1,0(X,Y)] = Eum v (X, Y)] = 01,1

It then follows from LLN that % sz\il l1,1/(X3,Y5) —p 61,1, As a result,
~ 01 1/
T —0—L1—Lo=Ty—0— L, —ﬁz—l—%-ﬁ-op(]\]_l).
By Theorem 2 and Proposition 19, we have Ty — 6 — £1 — L2 = O,(N ~2) which completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary 7. Recall from (17) that 71,11 € L§ (P ®Q), so it holds that m vazl ma (X, Y;) =
0,(N~1) by LLN. Hence, we will ignore this term in the following derivation.
To begin with, we show the limiting distribution is well-defined. Since ¢ = 0 in Corollary 5, we know

(I—A"A) (o — A1) (x) 20 and (I — AA*) (no,1 — Anio)(y) =0,
18



which implies

(a,y) = n(z,y) =0 — (I = A"A) (o — Anoq) (@) — (I = AA") " (noa — Amo)(y) = n(e,y) — 0.

Consequently, (n —0)¢ € Lg o(P ® Q). According to [8, Page 90], {a; ® f;}4 j>0 forms an orthonormal basis
of L?(P ® Q). Thus, we have the expansion

n—=05= > wmlm®p), nL*(PeQ), (44)

ki>1

where Zk I>1 ”y,%l < 0. Recall from Assumption 1 that 0 < s < s1 < 1 for all £k > 1, we have

’Y/%[ 71%l
< S ko (45)
2 TP = 2 Ty

Let {Ux}, {Vi} be independent sequences of i.i.d. standard normal random variables. We define

z7:=3 % (UWVi + susiUnVi — si(UpUy — 1{k = 1}) — s(ViVi — L{k = [})}
k>1 k l
1
= Z () {(ver + ses1vie) Uk Vi — sty (U Uy — Wk =1}) — sy ViV — L{k = 1})},
k>1 k l

where the sum converges in L2. We will show Zy := NLs —4 Z by using characteristic functions, i.e., by
showing that, for each ¢t € R,

Elexp(itZn)] — Elexp(itZ)], as N — oc.

The following proof is inspired by [61, Chapter 5.5.2].
Step 1. We expand Zy on {ay ® 5 }ri>0. For k > 1, we denote

=T —-AA)ap=01-5)"tap and B =T —AA) B = (1—s2) !B
By Lemma 15 it holds that C™(ax ® 3;) = ar ® 1, and then we get

=08 = 3 wm@ @5 = 3 Gyl © )

Ei>1 Ei>1 L—s3)(1—s7)
It follows that
(X, Y5) = (I +B)CT' (1)(X,, Y;) = Z %[ k(X3)Bi(Y5) + sksiau(Xi)Br(Y;)]
kI>1
m0(XisX5) = (1 © ANCT (X X) 2 3 o (Xou(X,)
k>1 k l

Hence, Zxn admits the following expansion:

Z Z Yo (Xi) Bi(Y5) + sesi00(X5) B (Y5) — sian(Xi)ou(X;) — su8e(Yi) Bi(Y)]

-l s (1 —s3)(1—s7)
_ Z Z (Yrt + sksivie) ok (Xa) Bi(Y)) — siyrion (Xa)an(X;) — skyr Br (Vi) Bi(Y;)
N -1l a2 (1—s7)(1—s7) '
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Step 2. We truncate the inner infinite sum. Fix an arbitrary integer K > 0. Let

7K = Nl_ 1 Z i (Yrr + sksivie) o (X)) Bi(Yy) — sivioun (X)) (X5) — sy Bre(Ya) Bi(Y5)

22 ==
7K i [(ver + swstyik) U Vi — sty (U Up — 1{k = 1}) — spy (Vi Vi — 1{k = 1})]
P (1—s)(1—s7)

By triangle inequality, we have

}E[eitZN] _ E[eitZH

IN

’E[eitZN] -~ E[eitzﬁ]’ i ’E[eith\f] _ E[eitZK]’ 4 ’E[eitZK] _ E[eit?]
= A+B+C (46)

Fix arbitrary ¢ € R and € > 0, it now suffices to show that A, B,C < ¢ for all sufficiently large N with an
appropriate choice of K.
Step 3. We bound A and C'. Using the inequality ‘eiz - 1‘ < |z|, we get

AE[e — 28| < B |Zy - ZK| < It [B(Zx — Z5)72. (47)

We rewrite Zy — Z§ as 5 Z#j[g?f(Xi,Yj) — 98(Xs, X;) — 977 (Y1,Y;)], where

@ o Vil + SESIVik
93 (w,y) = > W%(I)Bl(y)

ﬁ%ﬂ:zr%ﬂﬁwwWﬂ

9wy = Y BB,

2 G-
By the orthogonality of {ay}r>0 and {8k }x>0, we know Elau (X;)0 (V) aw (X:) By (Y;)] = 0 for all k,1 > 1
and ¢ # j. This implies g?f (X;,Y;) and ¢%*(X;, X,) are uncorrelated. Analogously, we have g?f (X, Y5),
9% (X;, X;) and gf(ﬁ (Y;,Y;) are mutually uncorrelated for all i # j. As a result, E[(Zy — ZK)?] reads
2 2 2
1

E[(Zx = Z0)") = rqp B | 2200 (e ¥) | + |20k (X6, X)| + D gk (e Y)| ¢ (48)
i#] i#£] i#]

Notice that E[ag(X1)8(Y2) | X1] = Elag(X1)B81(Yz) | Y2] = 0 for all k,1 > 1, then
Elg (X1,Y2) | X1] = Elgg’ (X1, Y2) | Ya] = 0.

As a result,

2

2
o o + SKSIVik
E g 5X1-Y- = N(N - 1)E[¢%?(X1,Y2)}] = N(N — 1 g YRl T SkSINk
oo )e ( ’ J) ( ) [gK ( 1, 2) ] ( )kl>K |:(1_Si)(1 _512>

Let 6 > 0 be such that [t]§ < e. It then follows from (45) that, for all sufficiently large K, we have

2
1 o N Ve + sesiye | N 9
——F P(X, )| < —— [ } < 52
(N —1)2 ; K / N—1WZ>:K (1—s2)(1—s?) 6(N —1)
20




The same bound for the rest of the two terms in (48) can be shown using similar arguments. Therefore, by
(47),

N
A< |t[E(Zy - Z§)1M? <

< 2(N_l)|t|6<e, forall N > 2

Repeating the above argument for Z% and Z gives C' < € for all N > 2.
Step 4. We bound B by proving Z§ —4 Z% as N — co. Consider Wy := (W], WBT) with

1 (XN: * 1 XN: *
= — e (Xl)> and Wp:= — < Ié] (YZ)> .
\/N i=1 ' k=1 ’ \/N 1=1 ' k=1

According to the multivariate CLT [11, Section 29], it holds W —4 N2k (0, Ia), where the covariance
matrix Ipx follows from the orthonormality of {ax}r>1 and {Bk}r>1. We then rewrite Zﬁ as a quadratic
form of Wy . Notice that

_ZZm

2y (Yrt + sksivie) o (X3) Bi(Y5)

175_] k=1 k
N N
(k1 + SesiVik) X v
N T Zak DB = 3 awl(Xi)A(Y:)
k,l=1 =1 =1

ot TvaB X (it + sesivie) 1 al
=2W, W, - ) Wﬁg a(Xi)B1(Ys),
= =1

where 207 = W is the (k,)-element in the matrix X. Similarly, it holds that

K K N
1 Vit T VISt 1
— —_— X; X)) =W, **W, — —_— X X,
NZ Z (1_52)(1_52)Sl04k( Jou(X;) @ Z (1_52)(1_52)]\]2%( Yo (X5)
i#] k=1 k l k=1 k ! i=1
1 K 7 Vi 1 N
kl _ N _ s TvB8 klSk : :
— - - Y)Bi(Y) =Wy SPPWg — T Y;)51(Y3),
NZ Z (1_82)(1_82)8k5k( )Bi(Y5) 8 B Z (1—52)(1—52)Nzﬂk( )Bi(Y:)
i#j k=1 k l k=1 k l i=1
Where Egla = Wl(sllsg) and ng = % Hence
N _yaa Eaﬁ N
K ._ _
ZN T N — WN ([Zaﬁ]T _Eﬁ5> w N—1
K 1 |
> A== N > (v + sesivn) o (Xa) Bu(Ya) — sivmon (Xi)ou(Xs) — s Br (Vi) Bi(Yi)] -
k l i=1

Since E[ax (X;)81(Y:)] = 0 and E[aw (X;)aq(X;)] = E[Be(Y2)81(Y;:)] = 1{k =1} for all k,1 > 1 and i € [N], we
know from LLN that

N
% Z [(vet + sesivin)ar (Xa)B1(Ys) — sjon (X))o (Xs) — suBk(Yi) B1(Y3)] =p —sil{k =1} — si1{k = [}.

i=1

By Slutsky’s lemma, it holds Z§ —4 ZX, and thus we have B < ¢ for all sufficiently large N. Now, by (46),
we get |E[e’#N] — E[e"Z]| < 3¢ for all sufficiently large N. Since € is arbitrary, this completes the proof. [
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4. Analysis of the Denominator and the Remainder

Recall from (27) that the first order remainder Ry := T — 0 — L1 = Uy /Dy, where

N
Un = 30 =S XL )E(XY,) and Dy = 3 €9(X.Y;) (49)

ogESN i=1 occSn

with 77 defined in (28). We prove in this section the limit law of Dy in Theorem 2 and the variance bound of
Uy in Proposition 10. The strategy is to decompose Dy and Uy into orthogonal pieces using the Hoeffding
decomposition (Section 4.1), and then bound the higher order terms using the spectral gap of A and A*
(Section 4.2). Note that both Dy and Uy are two-sample U-statistics of infinite order. Techniques for U-
statistics of fixed order and one-sample U-statistics of infinite order do not apply here. Hence, this section
develops new tools to handle two-sample U-statistics of infinite order. Using similar techniques, we also
prove the bound for the second order remainder in Proposition 25. We work throughout this section with

the original model assuming that {(X;,Y;)}Y, pe () and use E to denote the expectation.

4.1. Hoeffding decomposition under the product measure

Definition 5. Given A, B C [N], we denote by Hap the subspace of L2((P ® Q)V) spanned by functions of
the form f(X4,Yp) such that

E[f(Xa,Ys) | Xc,Yp] €0, forall C C A,D C B and |[C|+ |D| < |A| +|B|. (50)

We say such an f(Xa,Yp) is completely degenerate. In particular, when |A| = |B| = 1, we write f €
L&O(P ® Q). By definition, for distinct choices of the pair (A, B), the subspaces H4p are orthogonal. Take
an arbitrary mean-zero statistic 7' € L2((P ® Q)V). If T can be decomposed as

T = Z Tap, with Tap € Hap, (51)
A,BC[N]

then we call it the Hoeffding decomposition of T [66, Chapter 11]. Its variance can then be computed as
]E[T2] = ZA,BC[N] ]E[TEB}

For example, both £(X1,Y1) := £(X1,Y1) — 1 and h(X1, Y1) := 7(X1, Y1)€(X1, Y1) are completely degen-
erate according to the following lemma.

Lemma 20. Assume that £,n¢ € L?(P ® Q), then §~, né e L%yO(P ® Q).
Proof. The claim € € L3 o(P ® Q) follows from E[¢(X;,Y;) | Xi] = E[¢(X,,Y;) | ¥;] = 1 for all 4,5 € [N]
since p € II(P, Q) and du/d(P @ Q) = £. To prove the other claim, note that, by (30),

771,0(20) = / [(I - A*A)fl(ﬁl,o - A*ﬁo,l)(iﬂ) +(I - AA*)fl(ﬁo,l - Anl,o)(y)]f(% y)dQ(y)-

By definition, m10(z) = [[n(z,y) —0]&(x, y)dQ(y). This yields [7(z,y)é(x, y)dQ(y) = 0. Similarly, we obtain
that [ 7(z,y)é(z, y)dP(x) = 0 and thus 7¢ € L§ o(P ® Q). O

We then derive the Hoeffding decompositions of Dy and Uy as defined in (49). The proof is deferred to
the supplementary material.

Proposition 21. Assume that £,n¢ € L?(P ® Q), then the following Hoeffding decompositions hold:

Dy=1+ Y. % > [[éxaya)

A,BC[N] " 0E€SN:ca=BicA
Al=|B|>0
|Al=] |>1 ) (52)
Uv= > v 2 2 WXy [ €x;v,),
A,BC[N] oc€SN:oa=BicA JjEA\{}
|A|=|B|>0
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where o4 = {0; : i € A}. Moreover,

D2 —1+Z Z E{Hf X;,Y5)¢ vayaj)}

r=1o0eS,
Ux] sz ,ZZE[ (x1,¥0) [T 806G, (X o) [T €0%5,75,)]-
r=1 T €S, i=1 j=2 jelrI\{i}

4.2. Variance bounds

We then bound the variances of Dy and Uy using the spectral gap of operators A and A*. Assumption 1
guarantees that such spectral gap does exist. We first prove a contraction property.

Lemma 22. Recall s1 from Assumption 1. For any f € L§ o(P ® P), we have (Ip ® A)f € L§ (P ® Q) and
[(Ip @ A)fllzpog) < $11fllLzpep)- Similar results hold for Ip © A*, A® Ig and A* ® Iq.

Proof. Take f € L3 (P ® P). By definition, (Ip ® A)f = [ f(z,2")&(a’,y)dP(x'). Thus,

El(Ip  A)f(X1, Y1) | Xi] = /fxl, )P (z [ £’ 1)dQ( )}
/fxl, )P (a')

Similarly, E[(Ip ® A)f(X1,Y1) | Y] % 0. Consequently, (Ip @ A)f € L (P ® Q). Now, by [8, Page
90], {ai ® aj}; j>0 forms an orthonormal basis of L?(P @ P), and thus f admits the following expansion
=221 51 i ® aj where 37, i) ij < 0. It then follows that

2

2 2
I(Zp ® A fli2pag) = || D Yisici ® B =Y ) < S fRepep) -
i1 L2(Pag) 21
O
According to Proposition 21, the key quantity in the variances of Dy and Uy is
N ~
Fxa ) [Te virxaye) ] &X5.Ys) (53)
Jj=2 Je[NI\{d}

for some f € L%yO(P ® Q), where f = §~: & —1for Dy and f = h = n¢ for Uy. In order to control it, we
decompose a permutation into disjoint cycles. By independence, the expectation then equals the product of
expectations with respect to each cycle. We first give a simple example to illustrate the idea.

Ezxample 1. Consider the case when r = 3, ¢ = 3, and o is given by 01 = 2, 03 = 1 and o3 = 3. We are
interested in bounding the following expectation:

E[f(X1,Y1)€(Xa2, Y2)€(Xa, Ya) f(Xa, Y3)E(X1, Y2)E(Xa, Y1)]. (54)
By construction, o contains two cycles, 1 —+ 2 — 1 and 3 — 3, and the above expectation reads

E[f(X1,Y1)E(Xa, Y2)E(X1, Ya)€ (X2, Y1)] - E[f (X3, Y3)E(X35, Y3)].

The second expectation is upper bounded by | flly2(pgq |\§~|\L2(p®Q) by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. It
then suffices to bound the first expectation. We simplify this expectation by iteratively integrating with
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respect to a single variable, while keeping the rest being fixed. We first integrate with respect to X7 given
Xo,Y1,Ys. This gives us

E[f(X1,V1)§(X1,Y2) | Xs, V3, V3] - €(Xa, Y2)E(Xs, V1)
= (A® Io)f(Ye, Y1) - £(X2, Y2)E(X2, Y1),
where we have used E[f(XL,Yl)g(Xl,Yg) | X0, Y1,Ys] = E[f(X1,Y7)E(X1,Y2) | Y1,Y2] = (A® 1) f(Ya, Y1)
since f € L§ o(P ® Q) and £ = — 1. We then integrate with respect to Y3 given X5 and Y;. This yields
E[(A® Ig) f(Ya, 1)E(Xs,Va) | X5, Y] - £(X2, V1) = (A" @ Ig)(A® Io) f(X2, Y1) - £(X2, V1)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma 22, its expectation is upper bounded by
I(A* © I0)(A® 10) fllys oy IEllareq) < 52 1 fllspog IElL2rac)-

Hence, the expectation in (54) is upper bounded by s? Hf||i2(P®Q) 1€11E2 Peq)-

The following lemma generalizes this example to an arbitrary cycle ky — ky — -+ — k; — k1. The proof
is deferred to the supplementary material.

Lemma 23. Suppose Assumption 1 holds and f,g € Lg,O(P ® Q). Define sy = Hf”L?(P@Q) and g5 =
l9ll2(peq)- For any 1 >0 and I distinct indices {ki,...,ki} C [N], we have, for all t,t' € [l],

E f(th s th )Q(th, ; th/+1) H g(Xh s Yki) H g(ij ; ij+1) < Sf(l_l)gfgg' (55)
it At

Now we are ready to control the quantity in (53).

Lemma 24. Suppose the same assumptions in Lemma 23 hold true. Let ¢y := |\§~|\L2(p®Q) and ¢, =
[hllL2(pog)- For any N € Ny, o € Sy and i € [N], we have

N

= 2(N—#o 2(#o—-1

X17}/1 H Jv J (Xi;YO’i) H g(Xj7YUj) SS1( # )§}2L§0(# )a
j=2 JEINI\{#}

where #o is the number of cycles of the permutation o.

Proof. We first consider the case when i # 1. It is well-known that every permutation can be decomposed
as disjoint cycles. Take a cycle ky — ko — - -+ — k; — k1 of o. If it contains both 1 and 7, then we assume,
w.l.o.g., k; =1 and ko = i. Consequently, all the terms that involve ka and Yk[z] are

l
h(X1,Y1)h(X;,Y,, H ,ij) H g(ij’ijﬂ)'
j=2 JENN{2}

Using Lemma 23 with f = h and g = h, it holds that

l
E h(Xh}/l XlaY H 7ij) H §(ij7ij+l) <52(l Y }3
J=2 JelN{2}

If this cycle only contains 1, then a similar argument gives

l l
n(X1, Y1) [ €k, Ye,) [T 6, Yar) | <57 Vanco.
=2 j=1
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If this cycle only contains 7, with k1 = ¢, then we have

l l
2(1—-1
h(Xi, Ys,) H H Yi) | <51 Vo

Finally, if this cycle does not contain either 1 or ¢, then it holds

l
E | L&, Ye) )& (X, Vi) | < 530702

j=1

Here we are invoking Lemma 23 with f =g = E Putting all together, we obtain

E | h(X1,Y1) H& 5 Y (X, Ys,) H &(X,,Yy) sz(Nf#”)g,fgg(#"’l).
=2 FEINI\{i}

When i = 1, we can invoke Lemma 23 to get the same bound, since we allow ¢ = ¢’ in this lemma. |
Now we are ready to give an upper bound for the variance of Uy and prove Proposition 10.

Proof of Proposition 10. Recall from Proposition 21 that E[U%] is equal to

NQZT. S 3B k) Hs (Xz,Y) 1 éx . (56)

r=1 geS, i=1 j€[NI\{i}

By Lemma 24, we know

N2 Z Z TSl #U) 2 (#o0-1) 2 (57)

r=1 " o€S,

If s =0or ¢ =0, then £ =1 P® Q-a.s. It follows from (56) that E[UZ] = 0 which completes the proof.
Hence, we assume in the following that s; > 0 and ¢y > 0.

Now, let ¢* be a random permutation uniformly sampled from S,. It is known [5, Chapter 1] that the
moment generating function of #0* is given by E[u#? ] = [[/_,(1 —  + %). Thus,

r 2(r—#0) 2#o—1) _ 2 2(r—#o") 2(#o 1) | _
Ferl S —rE[sl S } r?s? H(—;—i——)

" 0ES,

Let m := [¢¢/s? — 1]. Then, for every r > m,

ﬁ(l——+ )<H(1+ ): [l (i +m) _ [ g (i +m) o (7’—i-m)m7

r! m! - m!

=1

and thus S0 T D oves, rsi T H#OSHID < SN s (Tt:})m converges as N — oo since 51 < 1. It
follows from (57) that E[U%] = O(N~2). O

With the same proof technique, a similar result holds for Dy. Recall from Proposition 21 that Dy =
1+ 27]«\]:1 Dy, where

1 ~
Dy =15 > > JIexvs). (58)
|A|:‘B‘:T oceSNioa=BicA

Proposition 25. Under Assumption 1, we have, for any integer R € [0, N],

R 2 N
E (DN -1 —ZDN7T> < Z % Z §2r=#0) 2o

r=1 r=R+1 "~ o€S,

which can be arbitrarily small for sufficiently large R.
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4.3. Limit Law of the Denominator

Finally, we prove Theorem 2 regarding the limiting distribution of Dy. According to the singular value
decomposition in Assumption 1, it holds that

Ex,y) =1+ spar(@)Bil(y), nLA(P®Q),
k=1

where 0 < s;, < 1 is decreasing in k. Hence, we start by considering a truncated version of ¢, i.e., X (z,y) :=
1+ Eszl spog(2)Pr(y) for some integer K and derive the limit law of

1 N
o = 3 e

Note that all the results for Dy in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 hold for D¥ with ¢ being replaced by ¢¥.

Proposition 26. Under Assumption 1, it holds that
K
1 1 2 2
Dﬁ —d DK = —exp{§Z |:—1S—k2(U;§+Vk2)+1i2Uka:|}7 (59)
(=) BT o
where {U }5_, and {Vi;}_| are independent standard normal random variables.

Proof. We will prove the convergence using characteristic functions, i.e., E[e"*PN] — E[eitP"].

Step 1. Truncation. Recall from (58) that Dy = 1+ Zivzl Dy.. Applying it to DE yields DE =
14 Zi\;l Dﬁm where Dﬁyr is Dy, with £ being replaced by ¢5. We further truncate DX so that it becomes
a two-sample U-statistic of fixed order R > 0, that is, we consider Dﬁ’R =1 —1—2521 DJI\‘?T. We then truncate
the limit D¥. By the multi-linear Mehler formula (see, e.g., [23]), we have

D = Z HS’fH )V, (Vi), (60)

D1y P >0 k= l

where {H)p},>0 are the Hermite polynomials satisfying
/H e~ 2dy = Vorp'l {p = q}. (61)

Therefore, it is natural to define

- 1+Z Z H Pk (Uk) ;Dk(vk)

r=1pi+-+px=rk= 1

By the triangle inequality, ‘E[eiwﬁ] - E[e“DK]‘ < Cy + Ca + C3 where

O = ’E[eitD]{,( o eithé’R]

, Cy = }E[eitDﬁ’R o eitDK‘R]

Oy = }E[eitDK,R B eitDK]’ .

We fix some arbitrary 6 > 0 and show that C7, Cs, C3 < § for sufficiently large N and R.
Step 2. Control Cy and C3. Using the inequality ‘eiz - 1’ < |z|, we get

PR — e'PN"| < 1 E|DF - DT < It \E(DY — D)2,
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Invoking Proposition 25 for D implies that, for sufficiently large R, we have C; < §. Similarly, it holds that

C3 < |t| /E(DE-E — DK)2 where
sh
E(DK7R Z Z H k Hpk Uk Pk(Vk)

r=R+1pi1+-+pr=rk= 1

oo
E E H 32p’° < E s since s < 1.

r=R+1p1+-+prx=r k=1 r=R+1

Here the two equations follow from (60) and (61), respectively. Since s; < 1, we have C5 < ¢ for sufficiently
large R.
Step 8. Control Cs. It suffices to show that Dﬁ’R —4 D as N — oo for any R > 0. Note that

D= 2 znzm,ym):w DR | LB

" |A|=|B|=roca=BicA 1<i1 <+ <ip <N 0€S, t=1
1<j1 < <jr<N

SR D Y | GC RS O

1<iy < <ip <N t=1 i1 .. Fiy t=1
J1#-Fir NF - Fdr
S VN | | PORTEAEYIS
Q1. Fie t=1 Lk=1
.717é 7&77“

- TlNl Z Z Hskto‘kt i) Br, (Vi)

17 Fir k=1 =1

J1FFdr
1 K r (N _ ’I”)' r r
=1 > (H Sm) T > Iaw (X)) > T8k (X5)
T ki,enke=1 \t= ’ 1. Fi, t=1 1. Fhe t=1

The last term above can be rewritten as follows. Take an arbitrary sequence k := (k;)j_; C [K|". For each
k € [K], let pr(k) be the number of times k appears among (k;)7_,. Then it follows from [66, Theorem 12.10]

that
—r)
\/ 7S JJentx

i1 F£. Fip t=1

X
Hpk<k> (G ) + 0p(1)

i ,':]N ==

M
E
| \

Y
[ 20 (€ 00) +0p (1)
where Gg\i()a = ﬁ S a(X;) and Gg\},/)ﬁ is defined similarly.

K K
1 k X Y
D, = 3 H PO 00(CV an) Hy, 00 (G 1) + 0,(1),
ki, kp=1k=1

Moreover, for any permutation symmetric f : [K]” — R, we have
; Z Tl k)= ) —f(l. )
] Tgeooy O E— Tyevvyly),
A pitetpr=r P1: - PK:
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where [y, ..., is an arbitrary sequence such that k appears exactly pj times for all k € [K]. As a result,

S
Di,= Y Hp’“ Hy, (GO ) Hp, (G5 B1) + 0p(1),

pi1t-+pr=rk=1

and thus D™ = 1+ Zle ) HkK 1 L rH, (Gg\f)ak)Hpk (Gg\},/)ﬁk) + 0p(1). According to the

P!
multivariate CLT [11, Section 29|, the random vector (Gg\i{)ak,Gg)ﬁk)szl converges in distribution to
Nak (0, Iz ) by the orthonormality of {ay}f, and {8} ,. It then follows from the continuous mapping
theorem that

—)d 1+ Z Z H Sk H Pk (Vk) = DK’R,

r=1pi+-+prk=rk= 1
which completes the proof. |

Proof of Theorem 2. We again prove the convergence using the characteristic functions. Step 0. Verify the
validity of the limit. We first show 1/ [[;—, (1 — s3) < oo. In fact,

;—exp Zlog < exp i s < exp M < 00 (62)
M- Tl e W |

k=1 k
where the first inequality follows from log (1 + ) > T4z for all # > —1 and the last inequality follows from

the square summability of {sx}r>1. It suffices to show that D € L*(P ® Q). For any k > 1, let

1 52

Ty = Pk 2+ vi)+ b 63
" 1—s§eXp{ 21—y UtV + 2 UiV (63)

Then {Zj},>1 are mutually independent and D = [].~, Zx. By a standard computation, we get E[Z?] =

1/(1 — s3). Therefore, by (62), E[D?] = [, E[Z7] = 1/ 132, (1 — s3) < oc.
Step 1. Control the difference between the characteristic functions. Recall DK and DX from Proposition 26.
By the triangle inequality, we have |E[e"P~] — E[e*P]| < C} + C; + C3 where

C1 = [EePY] — B[e*PR]|, Cp = [ELe"PR] ~ E[e"P"]|, Cy i= [B[*P"] - B[P

Fix § > 0. By Proposition 26, Co < § for sufficiently large N. It then remains to control C; and Cs.
Step 2. Control C. By construction, it holds that

DN—DN—Z > Y e s,

r=1 \A| |B|=roa=BicA

where 5 1= ¢ —¢F e L§ ((P®Q) and ¢ := EP®Q[(§_K(X Y))?] = >k 41 Si- Invoking Proposition 25
for ¢7K | we obtain E[(Dy — D¥)?] < ET 1L ZUES sl ad 2#‘7 . As shown in the proof of Proposition 10,

the sum ET D 2(T #7) converges. Moreover, for suﬂimently large K, since <7 can be arbitrarily
small, we have C7 < |t|E[(DN — D¥)?] <.
Step 3. Control C3. Again, it suffices to control E[(D¥ — D)?]. Recall Zj, in (63). By independence,

2

K
E[(DK D <H Ly — H Zk) —F H Zg H 7
k=1 k>K+1
1 1 . B
= 15, (1 s2) lHk>K+1(1 ) 1] , since E[Z] = 1.
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It follows from (62) that HkK:1(1 —s2)7! < oo and

1
1< 57 < exp Z sk —1, as K — oo.
[Tz i1 (1= 57) st k> K41
Hence, we have E[(D¥ — D)?] — 0 as K — oo, which completes the proof. O

Proof of Corollary 3. Recall from (4) that the Schrédinger bridge pi. which solves (3) is given by uc(z,y) =
&(z,y)P(2)Q(y) where &(z,y) = exp(—(c(z,y) — ac(z) — be(y))/€). Moreover, it follows from the strong
duality that [27, Proposition 2.1] (a., b¢) solve the dual problem

wa, | [a@ip)+ [v)a00) + e e [ (-222=UDZ000 ) apiyaqq)|

a,beC(R?

where C(R?) is the set of continuous functions on R?. Consequently, C(P, Q) = [ a.(z)dP(x)+ [ be(y)dQ(y).
By some algebra, we have

1 1 ’L 1 7,7 0'1
Nlog lﬁ Z exp< )

oESN

1 1 I, &(X:,Ys))
= —log | — =
N N a;N exp (Ez 1(a5( i)+ bE(YUi))/E)

1 Y 1
—— 2 [ac(X3) + bo(¥)] + - log Dav.

€ :
i=1
Now the claim follows from the facts that - ZZ 1 [ae(Xi) 4 be(Yi)] =5 Ce(P, Q) (by LLN) and 4 log Dy =
0p(1) (by Theorem 2) as N — oo. O

4.4. Second order remainder

We control in this subsection E[(Uy — L2Dy)?] in Proposition 19. We will decompose LoDy into manage-

able pieces. Let KQ,O (Ia I/a Y, y/) = 772_’0(.%, ZC’)&(SE, y)é.('r/5 y/) and KO-,Q('rv 'rlv Y, y/) = 770-,2(y7 y/)g(I, y){(z’, y/)
Then we have

1
> ma0(Xi, X;)Dy = ﬁz > Koo(Xi X5, Yo Vo) [ 6% Yey) (64)
i£] " i#j 0ESN ke[N\{i,5}
S (VYD = 15 30 3 moa Ve EK, Ve, ) T e
i#i i#j oSN SN
'Z > KoolXi, X5, Yo Vo) [ €Kk Ya,). (65)
i#j oESN ke[NI\{i,5}

Furthermore, let Ky 1/(z, 2", y,y") := m 1 (2, v )E(x, y)€(2', y'), then

N N
A G ER ) = Y Y Y K X Yo, 6KV

Cig=10i#j Cij=1j'€[N\{i} 01 =j kEINI\{4.5"}
1
= MZ Z K171/(Xi7Xj/7YO'»;7YO'j/) H g(Xk”YG'k)' (66)
i#j' 0ESN ke[N\{i,5'}
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Note that Zi\il (X3, Y5) = Zﬁl 01 1/(X;,Y5,) by affineness, and

N, Z > (X, Y))ER (X, Yy) ,Z 7 (X0, Yo, )E9 (X, Y,).

i,j=10;=j Ci= 1 o0ceSy

It follows that

N
N' Z Z ma (X, Y;)E®(X,Yy) Zfl 1(X:,Y:)D % Z 2[771,1' —010)(X;, Y5, )E%(X,Y,).

bi=loi=j " oeSy i=1

Repeating the argument in Proposition 10 for 7] replaced by 1,10 — ¢1,1/ € L o (1) gives

N
N(N—1) Nl Z > (X Y)ER(X,Yy) = Y 1(X,,Yi) Dy = O(N72). (67)

1,j=10;=j =1

Here we say a random variable ¢y = O(N~2) if Var(¢n) = O(N~4). Putting (64), (65), (66) and (67)
together, we obtain

1

LDy ==y

1 _
i S Koo+ Kop+ K1) (Xi, X, Y0, Y0) [ 6%k Yo,) + O(N72).
T oeSN i#] ke[N]\{i,j}

Definition 6. Let r > 0 be an integer. We say a statistic 7" := T'(X[nj, Y]n]) is 7-degenerate if
E[T | Xa,Y5] 220, forall A, B C [N] such that |A|+ |B|=r-

If T'is (r — 1)-degenerate, and L € @44 p|=rHap such that T'— L is r-degenerate, then we call L the r-th
order term of T'.

In the following, we further decompose K5 ¢+ Ko 2+ K1,1- into second, third and fourth order terms using
Hoeffding decomposition, and show that the second order terms cancel out Uy and the rest of the terms are
negligible.

The following lemma gives the second order terms of Ko, Ko 2 and K /.

Lemma 27. Let
kao(z, 2',y,y") =m0z, 2") + (A A)n2o(y,y') + (Ip @ A)ao(z,y") + (Ip @ A) T (2’ y)
koz2(x, 2’ y,y') = (A" @ A )no 2 (2, 2") +no,2(y,y') + (A" @ Ig)no2(z, y') + (A" @ Ig) Tmo2(2', y)
kva(z, 2’ y,y) = (Ip @ A)m 1 (z, 2" ) + T(AR Ig)ma (v, y') + m (z,y') + By (2, y).

For any i # i’ and j # j', the function K;(X;, Xi,Y;,Yy) = (K1 — k1)(X;, Xir,Y;,Yj) is 2-degenerate for
every I ={2,0},{0,2},{1,1'}.

Proof. We only prove the claim for I = {2,0}. Recall that Ky o(x,2',y,y’) = n20(z,2")E(z, ), y').
Conditioning on X;, X;/, we have

E[K2,0(Xi, Xir, Y5, Yir) | Xiy Xir] = m2,0(Xi, Xar) E[§(X3,Y5) | Xi] E[§(Xar, Yyr) | Xir] = m2,0(Xi, Xir).
It then follows from degeneracy that E[(K2 ¢ — k2,0)(Xs, X, Y}, Y ) | Xy, Xiv] = 0. Conditioning on X;, Y,

we have
E[K20(Xi, X0, Y}, Yy) | X0, Y] = €(X0,Y3) Elnao(Xi, Xio) | X5, Y] = 0= Elko.o(Xs, Xir, Y5, Yy) | X3, V).
Conditioning on X;, Yj,, we have
E[Koo(Xs, Xir, Y5, Yy) | Xiy Yir] = Elnao (X, Xi)6( X, Yy) | X5, Y] = (Ip @ A)nao(X;,Yy0)
= Elkz,0(Xs, Xv,Y;, Yjr) | X3, Yyr].

The rest follows analogously. O
30



Now, we get

LoDy =Wy + VN + O(N72), (68)
where
1 1 — — =
WN = N(T—DW Z Z(KQ,O‘FKO,Z+K1,1/)(Xi7Xj;Ya’i;Ya’j) H g(X]ﬁYUk) (69)
Co€SN i#j ke[NI\{i.j}
1 1
Vn = NN-OM Z Z(kzo + koo + k11)(Xe, X5, Y5, Ys,) H E( Xk, Yo,). (70)
" 0ESN i#j ke[NJ\{i,5}

We will show that E[(Ux —Vi)?] = O(N~%) and E[W3] = O(N~%). As aresult, E[(Unx —L2Dn)?| = O(N~*).
Lemma 28. The following algebraic identity holds:

N
1 1 -
VN = = O 2L )X,y [ Xk Yo, (71)
NIN—DN! 2 _
i,j=1 0;#j ke[N]\{i,o;l}

Moreover, under Assumptions 1 and 2, E[(Uy — Vy)?] = O(N—%).
Proof. We consider the terms involving (X;, X;) and (Yo, Yo,) in 32, (k20 + ko2 + k1,1)(Xi, X, Yo, , Vo).
By Lemma 17, we get

> m2.0(Xi, X;) + (A @ Ao 2(Xi, X;) + (Ip @ A% 1 (X, X5)] = 0

i#]

Z[('A @ A)HZ,O(YQ ) YU]‘) + 77072(Y0’i ) YU]‘) + (A Y IQ)T]Ll' (YUi ) Ya'j)] =0.

i+
We then consider the terms involving (X;, Ys,) and (Xj;,Y,,). Notice that

Z Z (Ip @ A)n2,0(Xi, Yo, ) H §( Xk, Yo,)

i#j 0ESN ke[NI\{4.j}

N
YD Upe@Amo(XyYy) I & Yo

i#j j'=1o=j' ke[NI\{i,j}

N
= Z Z (IP ®'A)772,0(Xi7}/j/) H §(Xk’YUk)'

i,j'=10;%j" ke[N]\{i,cr;,l}

A similar argument gives

S U@ ATno(X;.Ys) [ Xk Yo,

i#j 0ESN ke[N]\{i,j}
N
= Z Z (IP ®A)T772,O(Xja}/i/) H §(XkaY0’k)'
i j=10;#i ke[N\{j,o; "}
Hence

SO @ Ampo(Xi, Yo,) + (Ip @ ATmao (X, Yol [ 65k, Yay) (72)

i#j c€SN ke[N]\{i,j}

N
=Y > Up@ AT +Tmo(X:Y;) [ Xk Yo)

i,j=10i#j ke[N|\{i,0; '}
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Analogously,

DD A @I (X, Yo, ) + (A" @ I9) Tnoo(X5, Yo )] [ &KXk, Vo) (73)
i#j cESN ke[N\{i,j}

N
=3 Y A eI+ TmeaXnY) ] €XnYa,),
ij=10:#] ke[N|\{i,o; '}

and

Z Z [nl,l/(XﬁYUj) +B77171'(Xj7Y0i)] H §(Xk’YUk) (74)

i#j cESN ke[N\{i.j}
N
= > U+Bm (X)) [ Xk Yo,
i,j=10;#j ke[N\{i,o; '}

Hence, the identity (71) follows from the third identity in Lemma 17.
Let us compute E[(Uy — Vn)?]. Denote h := i¢. Recall from (49) that

N
Uy := % Z %Zﬁ(X’UYUi) X, Ys) N N' Z Z Xi, J H §(Xkaydk)'

cESN i=1 i,j=10;=j ke[NJ\{i}

By Lemma 32, we get

Uy = N,ZZ (X, v;) > [Texnve,) -1l (75)

hj=loi=j AC[N\{i} keA

Similarly,

N
N = D) 4?22 (xnv) > e vs,) -1l (76)

AC[N\{i,o; '} kEA
Define the set of sequences of length r to be
Snri={(ki)i_y : ki € [N], {k1,..., kp}| =7}, forre[N].

Take r € [N] and (k;)i_;, (k})i_; € Sn.. Let us count the number of times the term

T

h( Xk, Yi) H[f(staYkg) —1] (77)

s=2

appears in (75) and (76), respectively. In order to get this term, we must have : = kq, j = k{, A = {ko, ..., k- }
and oy, =k, for all s € {2,...,7}. Note that o; = j in (75), so there are (N —r)! such terms in (75). Similarly,
there are (N — r)(N — r)! such terms in (76). Hence, the coefficient of this term in Uy — Vi is

(N=r) (N—=r)(N-r)! r—1(N-1r)

S O T N(IN-1)-N!l _ N—1 N-N!I'’

We claim that

N
Uy —Vy = 5 _1FZT—1> > > > hXnYe) [T EXnYe) -1 (78)

|A|=|B|=r c€Sn:ca=BicA JEA\{i}
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To see this, we only need to prove that the coefficient of the term (77) on the right hand side of (78) is
exactly Cn . In other words, it appears (N — 7)! times in the following sum:

> S > Y. ] X Y.,) -1l
|A|=|B|=r c€Sn:ca=BicA jEA\{i}

To get this term, we must have A = {k1,..., k. }, B={k1,...,k.}, i = k1 and ox, = k. for all s € [r]. There
are (N — r)! permutations satisfy this condition, and thus it appears (N — r)! times.
A derivation analogous to the one for Proposition 21 implies that E[(Uy — Viv)?] is equal to

T

N op(r—1)2 -
et DD DD DUITESN ) | (IS TRARTIER N | QRCERAER)

0ES, i=1 j=2 JE[NI\{i}

Repeating the argument in Proposition 10, we know E[(Uy — V)% = O(N~%). O

Before we bound E[W3], let us give a result similar to Lemma 23 for functions with 3 and 4 arguments.
Let e L2 (PR P®Q ®Q) and ¢ € L?(P ® P ® Q) such that ¢(X7, Xo,Y7,Ys) and (X1, Xo,Y7) are
completely degenerate under the measure (P ® Q).

Lemma 29. Assume [|¢(| 2 pgpogeo) < 0 and [[¥]|p2(pgpeg) < 00 Under Assumptions 1-3, there exists
a constant C' such that, for any o € Sy and i # j € [N],

N
E | o(X1, X2,Y7,Y2) H[f(X;g,Yk) —1]é(Xi, X5, Y5, Ys,) H [€(Xp, Y, ) —1]| < S?(Nf#de)C#a
k=3 ke[N|\{i,j} |
N -
E (X1, X2, V0) [0 V%) = (X0, X5, Y0) [ 6Kk, Yo,) = 1]| < s F 20,
k=3 ke[N|\{i,j} |

where #o is the number of cycles of o € Sn.

The proof of Lemma 29 is similar to Lemma 23—we iteratively take expectation with respect to a single
variable, while keeping the rest being fixed. In consideration of the space, we only give an example here.

Ezample 2. Consider N =4, i =2, j = 3 and o given by o; =i+ 1 for i € [3]. By construction, ¢ only has
one cycle 1 — 2 — 3 — 4 — 1. The expectation of interest then reads

E[o(X1, X2, Y1, Y2)[€(Xs5, Ys) — 1][§(X4, Ya) — 1o (X2, X3, V5, Vi) [§( X1, Y2) — 1][€(Xy, Y1) — 1]].

Let A4 be a shorthand notation for Ip ® Ip ® Ig ® A, and A} similarly. Taking expectation with respect to
Y,, while keeping others being fixed, we get

E[p(X1, X2, Y1,Y2)[6(X3,Y3) — 1](A}¢) (X2, X3, Y3, X4)[E(X1, Y2) — 1][E(Xy, Y1) — 1],

E [¢(X27X37}/37Y4)[§(X47Y4) - 1] | X27X37X471/3] =K [¢(X27X37YE’>7Y21)§(X47Y4) | X27X37X471/3]
- AZ¢(X2,X3,§%,X4). (79)

Now taking expectation with respect to X4, while keeping others being fixed, we get
E (X1, X2, Y1, Y2)[€(X3, Y3) — 1](As A1) (X2, X3, Y3, V1)[E(X1, Y2) — 1]]

Now, both X; and Y3 in £(X71,Ys) — 1 appears in ¢(X7, X2,Y1,Y2), and both X5 and Y3 in {(X3,Y3) — 1
appears in ¢(Xo, X3,Y3,Yy), so we stop here and use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to get an upper bound

VB3 0)* (X, X, Yo, Y)IE(X, Ya) — 17] X E[6? (X1, Xo, Y, Yo)l6(Xa Vo) = 17 (80)

= H(A4AZ)¢||L2(p®p®Q®Q) ||¢||L2(p®P®Q®Q) II€E — 1Hig(P®Q) , by independence.
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Hence, (80) can be further bounded above by Cs?, where C := ||¢||iQ(P®p®Q®Q) 1€ — 1Hi2(P®Q).

For the expectation associated with 1), we view 9 as a function with four arguments such that it is constant
in its fourth argument and then repeat the argument for ¢. It only makes a difference at places where we
apply A4 or A} to ¢—instead of applying this operator, the expectation is exactly zero, and thus the bound
holds trivially. To be more specific, in the first step of the above example, where we take expectation with
respect to Yy, we should have, in (79), that

E [)(Xo, X3, Y3)[€(X4, Ya) — 1] | X2, X3, Xy, 3] = ¢(Xa, X3, Y3) E[§(X4,Ya) — 1| Xa] =0,
Recall from (69) that
1
Wy = —' Z ZK20+K02+K1 1) (X, X, Yo, Yo, ) H §( X, Yoy ).
" oEeSN i#j ke[N\{i,j}

To prove E[W3] = O(N~*), we again use Hoeffding decomposition. From Lemma 27 we know (Kao+Ko2+
K11)(X;, X, Ygi,YUj) is 2-degenerate, so each term in its Hoeffding decomposition should contain at least
3 variables. We assume it is given by the following form:

¢(Xi7Xj7YG'mYG'j) + Q/JO(XquaYaZ) + wl(Xianuyo'j) + wQ(XhYO'mYO'j) + w3(Xj7Yo'“Ya'j)'

Define
1 1
Wi :=mﬁ D D oKX Yo Yo) [ 6Kk Ye)
" oESN i) ke[N]\{i,5}
WNO = ' Z ZUJO X’L;Xjaya’l) H §(Xk’YUk)’
cESN i#j ke[N\{i,j}

and W;f;l, W;f;z and W;\/f”, similarly. Consequently, Wy = WJ‘\#} + W]\/;” + W;\/;l + W;f;z + W;\Z;S. It then suffices
to show E[(W5)?] = O(N~*) and E[(W}}')?] = O(N~*) for i € {0,1,2,3}. The strategy here is the same as
Proposition 10.

Corollary 30. Suppose the same assumptions in Lemma 29 hold. Then

T - 1 2(r—#o—2 o
E(WO*) < oy =17 Z > s et
ceS,
. (r— 1 r—tto— . .
E[(W#)?] _1 5 Z Z sf( #oDo#  fori e {0,1,2,3}
€S,

In particular, E[(W$)?] = O(N~*) and E[(W})?] = O(N~%) fori € {0,1,2,3}.

Proof. We only prove the bound for E[(W§)?]. Notice that, using Lemma 32 for A = [N]\{i,;}, we have
ey iy (X, Yo, ) = ZCC[N]\{M} [Ticclé(Xk, Yo, ) — 1] for every pair i # j. As a result,

Wy = N, DN (X X, Yo Vo) > TN Vo) — 1. (81)

oESN i#] CC[N]\{i,j} keC

Because ¢(X;, X;,Y5,,Y,;) is completely degenerate, an argument similar to the one in Proposition 21 shows
that the Hoeffding decomposition of WJ?} is given by

1 1
Wh= Wig,
TN -1 N A—Z|B:|>1 "



where

Wig= > > XX Y0 Y) [ €Yo -1l

cESN:caA=Bi#jcA ke A\{i,5}

Consequently,

E[(W5)] =

N2(N —1)2 N'2Z Z [(WXB)2]:N2( N1 N'QZ<> W[r][]) 1, (82)

r=2|A|=|B|=r

where the last equality follows from exchangeability. Using a derivation similar to the one for Proposition 21,

E[(W[fnr])Q]—((N—r)!)z]E[Z Yo o(Xi X, Y0, Vo) ] [5(Xk’yﬂk)_1]]

cES, 1<i#j<r kelr]\{i,j}

=((N-7)) r'rr—l Z Z

€S, 1<i#£j<r

T

E[¢<X1,X2,Y1,Y2>H[g(xk,m—1]¢<X X Yo Ye) ]I [§<Xk,ygk>—11]
k=3 ke[r]\{4.5}

< (N =)’ =1 3" ST s{UF e by Lemma 29, (83)

€S, 1<i#j<r

Now, putting (82) and (83) together, we get

: 3 N 2 o—2 o
NQ(N_l)Q(N!)QZ(T) (( —7) rlrr—l Z Z 31 —#0=2) o#t

eS8, 1<i#j<r
’f‘ - 1 2(r—#0—2) ~#
= Mo Z > 5 c*e.
oeS,

E[(WR)?]

Proof of Proposition 19. Let f := C~1(7¢). Recall p and q from Assumption 3. Note that
B (X X0 = [[(0r A f (o PUP)IPE)
2q
= [| [ resaaew)| areira)
Jensen
=[] ey dew)ap@ire),
Since [&(z',y')dP(z') = 1, integrating with respect to ' in the above upper bound gives

/ (2,4 )dQ( )AP(x) = E[f*(Xy, )] < oo
As a result,

2
1K2.0llL2(popoosg) = E [15,0(X1, X2)€% (X1, Y1)E% (X2, Ya)]

Holder 1
< Emh(Xi, Xo)]7 E[€% (X1, Y1)E% (X, Ya)] ¥

= E[Wz,o(XlaX2)] W E[€%° (X1, V1)) < oo
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Analogously, we have ||K072||L2(P®P®Q®Q) < oo and ||K171/HL2(P®P®Q®Q) < 00. As discussed before Corol-
lary 30, we can then decompose (Kao + Koo + Ki11/)(X;, X, Y,,,Y5,) into third and fourth order terms
using Hoeffding decomposition and invoke Corollary 30 to show E[W3] = O(N~%). Recall from (68) that
E[(L2Dy — Wx — Vi)?] = O(N~%). Hence, by Lemma 28,

E[(Un — L2Dn)?] < 3{E[(Un — Vn)?] + EWR] + E[(L2Dy — Vv — Wn)?]} = O(N™9).
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Appendix A: Additional Proofs

Proof of the optimality of ¢F. Recall that the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between probability distri-
butions is defined as

dv'
KLV ||v) := /log d—du for v < v.

It is zero iff v/ = v. We claim that minimizing (10) is equivalent to minimizing KL(¢||¢}) which is uniquely
minimized at ¢ = ¢}. In fact,

KL(glg) = 3 a(o)log L2 = 3~ 4(o) 10g<q<a> zfestm)

cESN q: (0) geSN w(o)
1
= E —
nt(g) +log | > w(T)] > alo)+ . > (X, Y,)q(o)
TESN oESN ogESN
N
<Mq, C) + Ent(q) + log Z
TESN
and thus the claim follows. O

Proof of Lemma 11. (a) According to (25), it holds that Af(y) = E,[f(X) | Y](y) and thus, by Jensen’s
inequality,

IAFIIE2 (o) = Eul(AN)2(Y)] = Eu[Bulf(X) | Y12 < Eu[f2(X)] = [ £l72p) < o0, (84)

which implies Af € L2(Q). A similar argument holds for A*g.
(b) Since p € II(P, Q), we get, for any y € R?,

A1<y>:/1< (2, y)dP(z) 1.

This implies (1,1) is a (eigenvalue, eigenvector) pair of A. It then follows from (84) that 1 is the largest
eigenvalue of A.
(c) For any f € LZ(P), it holds

/Af )dQ(y //f &(x,y)dP(x /f )dP(x

It then follows that Af € LE(Q).

(d) From (b) and (c) we know A*A maps from L3(P) to L(P) with the largest eigenvalue being 1. Recall
that we assume A*A has positive eigenvalue gap, in other words, 1 is the only eigenfunction corresponds to
the eigenvalue 1. Given f,g € L(P), if (I —A*A)f = (I — A*A)g, then f —g = c1 for some constant c. Since
f—g € L3(P) is orthogonal to 1, it holds that f = g and thus I — .A*A is injective on L2(P). Moreover, for
every f € L§(P),

Fe= 14> (A A

k>1

converges in L2(P) and (I — A*A)f = f. It follows that I — A* A is also surjective. Therefore, (I — A*A)~Lf

is well-defined and is equal to f
(e) From (d) we get, for any f € L3(P),

AT = A A f = AT+ (AP f= T+ (AA)F| Af = (I — AA*) T AS.

k>1 k>1



This implies A(I — A*A)~! = (I — AA*)"tA. The other identity can be proved analogously. Finally, we
prove the first equation in (30). In fact,

Eu [(I— A AT = Ag)(X) + (I = AA) (g = AN(Y) | X]
= - AA)TH(f - Ag)(X) + A (I - AA") g — Af)(X)
= -~ A AT~ Ag)(X) + (I - A AT A (g — Af)(X) = f(X),
where the last equality follows from a simple algebra. O

Proof of Lemma 13. (a) Let f € L?(P® Q). By the definition of conditional expectation, it suffices to show
that E,[Bf (X2, Y1)o(X2,Y1)] = E,[f (X1, Y2)0(X2,Y7)] for all 0(Xs,Y7)-measurable ¢. By the definition of
B, we have

Bf(z.y) = / / F@ e y)E(e,y )P )dQY).

As a result, it holds that
B, (761, Y2)o(Xa,¥)) = [ [ dP@)iQu) [[ £a' )00 el )dP)dQ(y )
— [[ Bt 1ot )aP(@)d@) = BB (e Y)o(Xa Y0,
which proves the claim. By Jensen’s inequality,
IBfi2(pog) = EulEulf (X1,Y2) | X, Vi]?] < B, [f2(X1,Y2)] < o0,

and thus Bf € L?(P ® Q).
(b) Take any f € L3(P @ Q), we have, by (a),

EP@Q[Bf(X7 Y)] = EM[Bf(X27§/i)] = EM[]EH[f(XhYV?) | X?a}/l]] = ]EH[f(XhYV?)] = 07
and thus Bf € L(P ® Q).
(c) Recall B=T(A® A*). Take any f @ g € L?(P ® Q), we have

B(f®g)(z,y) = (A A")(f @ 9)(y,x) = Af(y) + A'g(z) = (A"g & Af)(z,y).

(d) Recall from Assumption 2 that 4 admits a singular value decomposition: Aay = s and A*fBj =
sgay for all k > 0 with sg = 1 and ap = By = 1, where {as} and {x} are orthonormal bases of L?(P) and
L2(Q), respectively. Take any f € L3(P®Q). According to [8, Page 90], {c; ® 3;}i ;>0 forms an orthonormal
basis of L?(P ® Q). As a result, we get that f has an expansion

f= Z Yij (i ® Bj),
i,5>0,i45>0

where > < 00. Define a function

f= 3 Y (0; ® B;).

1+ s;8;
i,§>0,i+5>0 T 5i8;

2
1,j>0,i+5>0 Vij

Since s, > 0 for all k > 0, it holds that f € L?(P ® Q). Furthermore, we have EP®Q[]7(X, Y)] =0 as
a; € L3(P) and ; € LE(Q) for all i > 0. This implies f € LE(P ® Q). Moreover, we have
r Tij Tij
(I+B)f= > @B+ Y I—sisj(0s ® B)) = f, (8)

1+ s;8; 1+ s;8;
1,>0,i45>0 + 8i8; 1,§>0,i45>0 +5is

and thus I + B : L3(P ® Q) — L3(P ® Q) is surjective. On the other hand, if (I + B)f = 0 for some
f € L3(P®Q), then we must have (Bf, f>Lg(P®Q) =- ||f||ig(P®Q). However, we also know (Bf, f>Lg(P®Q) =
2



Zi,j207i+j>0 sisjwfj > 0. Consequently, it holds f = 0 and thus I 4+ B is also injective. Hence, the inverse
operator (I + B)~! is well-defined on LE(P ® Q).
(e) Take any f @ g € L3(P®Q), it follows from (d) that (I +B)~!(f @ g) exists. It then suffices to verify

I+B)[I-AA) T (f-Agal-AL) " (g-—Af)] =fay.
By (c¢), we know
BI(I-AA)(f-Ag) eI~ AA ) (g~ Af)]

= A1 = AA) g = Af) @ A = A" A) 7' (f = A"g)
= - AATA (g - Af) ® (I = AA")TLA(f = A7),

where the last equality follows from (e) in Lemma 11. Consequently,
(I+B) [(I —AA)Hf - A g) o (I — AA*) (g~ Af)} =f@g.

O

Proof of Lemma 15. We will prove that C : L§ (P ® Q) — L§ ;(P ® Q) is bijective. On the one hand, take
any f € L§ (P ® Q), since {o; ® S} j>0 forms an orthonormal basis of L*(P ® Q), we know f must admit
the following expansion:

f= Z vijoi @ B4, where Z %»Qj < oo.

ij>1 ij>1
Note that we have assumed s; < 1 for all &k > 1. Define

. Vij @ B
f= Z (1—812)(]1—85) i ®Bi,

ij5>1

then, similar to (85), we have Cf=fand f € Lj o(P ® Q). Hence, C is surjective. On the other hand, if
Cf=0,thenCf =3, ,5,(1— s7)(1 — s7)yij (o ® B;) = 0. It follows that ~;; = 0 for all i, > 1, and thus C
is injective. -
By (30) we get
E.[(I— A" A) (im0 — A™no1)(X1) + (I — AA") " (o, — Anio) (Y1) | Xa] = n10(X0).

By definition, n1,0(X1) = [[n(X1,y) — 0l6(X1,9)dQ(y) = E,[n(X1,Y1) — 6 | X1]. This yields E,[7(X1,Y7) |
Xi] = 0. Similarly, E,[7(X1,Y1) | Y1] = 0. We obtain 7 € L§o(p), and then, by Assumption 2, 7¢ €
L3 o(P ® Q) since

0= B, [f{(X1, Y1) | Xu](z) = / iz, 9)€ (2, 9)AQ(y)
0= E,[f(X0, Y1) | Vil(y) = / (e, y)€ (2, y)AP(z).

O

Proof of Lemma 16. We prove the claim for Ay = A : L?(P) — L*(Q) and Ay = A* : L?(Q) — L3(P).
The rest follows similarly. Take any f € L§ o(P ® Q), we know (A ® A*)f(Y1,X2) = E,[f(X1,Y2) | X2, V1]
Hence, by the tower property, it holds that

E.[(A®A)f(Y1, X2) | Xo] = Eu[f(X1,Y2) | Xo] = Eu[Eu[f(X1,Y2) | X2, V2] | Xo] = 0.

Analogously, E, [(A® A*) f(Y1, X2) | Y1] = 0. This implies (A® A*)f(Y1, X2) € L (Q ® P), and the claim

follows. Now, observe that (A ® A*)f(Y1, X2) € L§ o(Q ® P) yields T(A® A*)f(X2,Y1) € L§ (P ® Q) and

B=T(A®A*), we get Bmaps L§ 1(P ® Q) to L§ (P ® Q). O
3



Proof of Lemma 17. Since i€ € L§ o(P®Q), we know from Lemma 15 and Lemma 16 that 120 € L ((P®P),
no2 € Lo (Q®Q) and 11 € L o(P®Q). Let f := C~1(7€). Recall from Assumption 3 that £ € L P(PRQ)
and f € L?(P ® Q). As a result,

1
Holdcr P

u (7] UquxydP( dQy } ngxydp( dQ(y >] <o (36)

Furthermore,

2q
/ (BF)2(, 4)dP(2)dQ(y) / [ / @ e y)E (e, y )P )dQ(y ﬂ 4P (2)dQ(y)
Jogen / / 2! e )€, VAP () dQ(y ) AP(2)dQ(y)
0 / £y )dP()dQ(y) < o

where (i) follows from [ &(z',4)dQ(y) = [ &(z,y')dP(x) X 1. Similar to (86), it then holds that

(s < | [ (Bf)Qq(x,y)dP(I)dQ(y)F [ @air@iau] <

This yields that 11 - := (I + B)f € L?(u). Now, by the degeneracy (33) of 12,0, 70,2 and 71 1/, we obtain
Lo € Hd- N Hi-. Tt then follows from the permutation symmetry of Lo that Lo € Hs.
Notice that (A* @ A*)ny2 = —(A*A® A*)C~ (7€) and
(Ip © A1 = ((Ip @ A*) + (Ip ® A)B)C(76) £ —nao + T(A" @ Ip)(A ® A%)C(7E)
=~ + T(A"A® A)CT (7€),

where we have used B =T (A® A*) in (i). It then follows that
(I +T)[n20+ (A" @AYo+ (Ip @ A Y1) = (I +T)T — I)(A* A A)C (7€) =0,

since [+ T)T —=I)=T—-I+TT —T =0. Similarly, (I + 7)[(A® A)n2.0+ no,2 + (AR Ig)ni 1] = 0.
Let us verify the last identity in the statement of Lemma 17. Note that
(Ip @ A)(I + T)ng,o = [(IP @A)+ T(A® Ip)neo = —[(Ip @ AA*) + T(A® AM)|C (7€)
~[(Ip ® AA™) + BICT (7€)

Analogously, (A* @ Ig)(I + T)no,2 = —[(A*A® Ig) + BIC~ (7€) and
I+Bmy=I+B)I+B)C 'n)=[I+2B+ (A" @ A)TT (A A)C(HE).
Hence,
(Ip @ A)(I + T)n20 + (A" @ Ig)(I + T)noe + (I + B)ni
=[I—(Ip® AA*) — (A*A® I) + (A*A® AANC (7€) = 7€,
where the last equality follows from C := (I— A*A)® (I — AA*) = [ - [p@ AA — A* AR g+ A* AR AA*. O

We then prove the Hoeffding decomposition of Dy and Uy in Proposition 21. We start with two useful
lemmas.

Lemma 31. Let Ay, As, By, Ba C [N] be such that Ay N Ay = B1 N By = 0. Assume Ty := f1(Xa,,YB,) €
L2(PRQ)N) and Ty := f2(Xa,,Ys,) € L2(PRQ)YN) are completely degenerate. Then TyTy € L2((PRQ)N)
is also completely degenerate.
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Proof. Take any A’ C Ay UA and B’ C B; U Bj such that |A'| + |B'| < |A1| + |A2| + |B1| + |Ba|. Let
A= AN A = AN As, := B'N By and B := B'N By. Then A’ = A] U A}, and B’ = B} U Bj.
Furthermore, w1thout loss of generahty, we may assume |A]|+ |B]| < |A1] + |B1|. By independence, we have

E[ThTy | Xar,Yp] = E[T1 | Xay, Y] E[To | Xay, Y] =0
since E[T} | X a7, Yp] = 0. O
Lemma 32. Let A C [N] be a subset. For any o € Sy, the following identity holds:

Hg(XiaYUi) = Z Hg(Xivydi)v (87)

i€A CcAieC
where [];cq &(X;,Y,,) == 1. Moreover, (87) gives the Hoeffding decomposition of [Lica (X, Y5,).

Proof. By Lemma 31, [[,. g (Xi,Ys,) is completely degenerate for each C' C A. It then suffices to prove
the identity (87). If |A| = m, then it is enough to prove (87) for A = [m] and ¢ € S,,. We will prove it by
induction. For m = 1, the identity reduces to £(X;,Y1) =1+ g(Xl, Y1), which is true by definition. Assume
the identity holds for m — 1. Consequently,

[Texove)= > J]eXiYe) x €(Xm. Ys,,)
i=1 CClm—1]ieC
= Z Hg(Xivydi) + Z Hg(Xivyt‘n Z Hg XlaYUz
CC[m],meC ieC CC[m—1]ieC m]ieC
Thus, the identity holds for m. O

Proof of Proposition 21. We only prove the results for Uy. The proof for Dy is similar. By definition,

N
UN Zﬁ Z Zh(XhYo'i) H g(XﬁYUj)

oeSy =1 JEINI\3)
1 N
“N.NI Z Zh(XiaYm) Z H§ by Lemma 32.
ceSy i=1 N\{i}jeC
Take A, B C [N] such that |A| = |B| > 0. We will write Uy as a sum of terms that contain exactly

X4 = (Xi)iea and Yp = (Yi)icp. The terms that contain exactly X, among {X;}, in the above
decomposition are

ﬁ Z Zh(Xi,Yai) H €(X

" oeSN i€A jEA\{i}

Consequently, the terms that contain exactly (Xa,Yg) are

1 1 ~
WUAB = N . NI Z Zh(XiaYm) _ H g(Xjuy(Tj)'
cESNica=BicA JEA\{i}

Hence, the identity (52) follows. Moreover, since h € L%,O (P ®Q), we get, by Lemma 31, that

MX:,Y,,) H g(Xj,YUj) € Hyp, foranyie€ A and o € Sy such that o4 = B.
JeA\{i}
This implies Uap € Hapg, and thus (52) is the Hoeffding decomposition of Uy.

5



Let us compute E[U%/]. For any A, B C [N] such that |A| = |B| = r > 0, we get, by the exchangeability
of Xnj and Yjy) under P® Q, E[U3 5] = IE[U[QT] r))- Furthermore, since there are (N —r)! permutations that
map [r] to [r], we get

EUfml = (N =n)PE| > D hXeYe) ] €X5.Y,)

cES, i=1 JElr\ {3}

As a result, IE[U[ iy 18 equal to

N-mES N E|uX,Y,) [ €XeYs)x Y D> nxv,) ] &x

TS, I=1 ke[r\ {1} 0€S, i=1 jelr\{i}

By symmetry, the contribution from every 7 is the same, so E[U[ I ]] is equal to

(N —r)AE| S h(X,, V) H §(Xk. Vi) ZZhX“Ym I €70

=1 P\ {1} €S, i=1 Jelr\{i}

It then follows from the exchangeability of {(X;, Y;)}ic;n) that

E[UZq] = (N =)l E |h(X,v) [ € ve) DY X v, [ €x5.%5)

k=2 gE€S, i=1 JelrN\{i}

As a result,

) 1 (N
SO E— > B10%) = e 2 () BV

r=1|A|=|B|=r

N T
Z ZZE h(X ) [ Yin(X, vs,) [ €X5.Y5)

! c€eS, i=1 Jj=2 Jelr\ i}
O
Proof of Lemma 23. There are two cases to consider: ¢ = ' and ¢t # t'. The proofs are similar so we only

prove it for ¢ = /. By exchangeability, it suffices to consider ¢ = t' = 1. The strategy is again to iteratively
take expectation with respective to one variable, while keeping the rest being fixed. Note that

]E[f(Xk17Yk1)g(Xkl7Ykl) | XklekL]
= E[f(Xk17Yk1)§(sz7Yk1) | XklekL] = (IP ®~A*)f(Xk1uXkl)-

Taking expectation with respect to Yy, in (55), while keeping others being fixed, we get

-1
E [E[f(Xkl,Ymg(Xk“Ykl)|Xk1,Xkl] (Xky Yio) Hg X, Yie) [T €Ki Vo)
=2 =2

l -1
(IP & -A*)f(kasz )g(XkUYkz) Hg(kaka) Hg(XkNYkiJrl)

=2 =2

=E

Now taking expectation with respect to Xy,, while keeping others being fixed, we get

-1
E E[(IP ® A*)f(Xklekl)g(sz ’ Ykl) | Xkl ) Ykl]g(Xkl7 Yk2) Hg(an Ykl)g(an Yki+1)
1=2
-1 N N
=E (IP & AA*)f(Xk17Ykl)g(Xk17Yk2) Hg(XkI’Ykl)g(Xkl’Yk’L+l> ;
1=2
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since

E[(IP ®A*)f(Xk17sz)g(kaYkl) | Xkl’Ykl]
= E[(IP ®A*)f(Xk17Xkl)§(XkﬂYkl) | XklaYkz] - E[(IP ® A*)f(Xkl’Xkl) | Xkl]
= (IP ®~A~A*)f(Xk17Y/€L)

Keep repeating this argument, we ultimately get

l
E | f( Xk, Yiy )g(Xkl Y, ) H g(ka ) ka)g(ka ) Yki+1)
=2

=E [(IP ® ‘A‘A*)l_lf(Xkl?Ykz)g(XkUYkz)}
< H(IP ®"4"4*)l_1fHL2(p®Q) HgHL2(P®Q) < S?(lil)gfgg, by Lemma 22.

Appendix B: Closedness of H;

Let v be a probability measure. Given a subspace (not necessarily closed) H C L?(v) and a statistic T €
L2(v), the L? projection of T onto H, if exists, is defined as

Projy (T) := argmin ||T — U1,
UeH

The next lemma gives an equivalent definition using orthogonality. The proof is omitted.

Lemma 33. Let U € H, then U = Projy(T) iff T — U € H+.

In the following, we assume (X1,Y7),.. (XN, Yn) B i, with £, denoting the expectation under this
model, as before. Recall the subspace H; C L2( N defined in Sectlon 3. We will prove that it is closed.

Lemma 34. The subspace Hy C L2(u™N) admits the following alternative expression:
H1—Span{z Fro(Xo) + foa(Y2) : fi0 € L§(P), foa EL(%(Q)}- (88)

Proof of Lemma 34. For any SN (f1.0(X:) + foa(Y:)) € Hi, we get E.[f1.0(X1) + fo1(Y1)] = 0 since
Hy 1 Hy and {(X;,Y:)}Y, are i.id. Let 619 := E,[f1,0(X1)] and 6p1 = E,[fo,1(Y1)], then it holds that
9170 + 90_]1 =0. HGDCG

Zflo )+ foa(Ys Xi) + foa(Yi),

H'Mz

where f10:= f1.0— 01,0 € L3(P) and fo 1 := fo1 — 90,1 IS L%(Q), and the claim follows. O
Proposition 35. Under Assumptions 1, the subspace Hy C L2?(u™) is closed.

Proof of Proposition 35. We use the representation of H; given in (88). Take an arbitrary Cauchy sequence
{35 fHo(X0) + f§1(¥)} € H, we have

2

N
> |t = A XD + (F1 = f) (¥

i=1

E. — 0, asm,n — oo.




Since f1'g, f1'y € L3(P) and Jo1s foh € L3(Q) for all n,m > 1, we get, as n,m — oo,

2

N
E, [ [(Fito = A6 + (i = )0
i=1
!

= NE, [(ff'o — [7%)(X0) + (f&1 — fE))]° — 0.

)

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
B, [(F10 = ) (X)) (fi = ) (YOI = [EulAUTo = ) (Y1) (fe = S5 (V)] (89)
= HA fl,O - fl,O)HL2(Q) Hfél,l - fg,lIHIJz(Q)
< suflffo = Mol py 1460 = J81 (g

s . - . -
< ?1 [Hfl,o - fl,OHLz(P) + ||f0,1 - f0,1HL2(Q)} ,

where the last inequality follows from Assumption 1 and f{'y — fi"y € L§(P). Therefore,

(=) (110 = oo + 1551 = 5ill3aq)
E, [(fl' = FTo)(X0) + (f8 = fr)(Y)]* = 0.

This implies {f"o} € L§(P) and {f§,} € L§(Q) are two Cauchy sequences, i.e., there exist fi o € L*(P)
and fo1 € L?(Q) such that 1o —vr2p) fr0 and f§1 —v12(@) fo,1. Moreover, P[f{fo] = Q[féfl] = 0 yields
f1,0 € L3(P) and fo1 € LE(Q). Therefore, H; is closed. O

Appendix C: Closedness of H,

We start with two useful results.
Lemma 36. The subspace Ho C L2(u) is spanned by functions of the form

N

Z[f2,O(Xi7Xj) + fo,2(Yi, Y5)] + Z fi1(Xi,Yi) + Zfl,l/ (X3, Yj), (90)
i<j i=1 i#j
where fa0 € L§ o(P ® P), fo2 € L o(Q ® Q) are symmetric and fi1 € L§ (1), f110 € L o(P ® Q) are the
same up to an affine term, that is, f11(x,y) = f1.1/(z,y) + 01(x) + g2(y) + a.
Proof of Lemma 36. Take any

N
T:= Z XZvX +g(Yian)] + Z h(X“}/J) € Hs.
1<J 7,j=1

Define f(z,2') := f(z,2') — fo(z) — fo(z') — 0 and g(y,y’) analogously, where 0 := E,[f(X;, X2)] and
fo(z) :==E,[f(X1,X2) — 0f | X1](z) =E,[f(X1,X2) — b5 | X2](z). By definition, we know f € LgﬁO(P ® P)
and g € L ((Q ® Q) are symmetric. Also, let

(z,y) = (I +B) " (ho @ ho1)(z,y) — On

hl(mu y) = (‘Ta y) - hll,O(‘T) - hé),l(y) - 6‘;17

E.[h(X1,Y1) = 0 | Xa](2),  ho,1(y) :=Eu[h(X1, Y1) — 0h | Y1](y)
o= Euh(X0, Ya)], By o(x) = Eu[h(X1, Y2) — 0y, | Xa(x),  hoq(y) :=Eu[h(X1,Y2) — 0, | Y2](y).
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By construction, = LgﬁO(P ® Q), and h and B/ are the same up to an affine term. Furthermore, it follows
from (30) and (32) that h € L ;(u). Hence, to prove (90), we just need to show that 7 is equal to

N
T = [F(X:, X)) + 3V, i)l + > h(Xi, Vo) + Y B(X,,Y5). (91)
i<j i=1 i#j
Note that T € Hg- N Hi-, it holds that E,[T] = YX¥=D (0, 4 6,) + N6, + N(N — 1)), = 0 and
Eu[T —Eu[T] | Xi] = (N — 1)[fo(Xi) + A%go(Xi) + b o(Xi) + A"hg 1 (X3)] + hao(Xi) =0
Eu[T = Eu[T] | Yi] = (N = 1)[Afo(Y:) + g0(Y3) + ARY o(Y3) + g 1 (Xi)] + hoa(Y:) = 0.
This yields
(N = 1)(I = A" A)(fo + hi )(Xi) + (h1,0 — A"ho,1)(X;) =0
(N = 1)(I = AA") (g0 + ho,1)(Ya) + (ho,r — Aha10)(Yi) =0,
and thus, using (32),
0= (N = D[fo(Xi) + go(Yz) + hy o(X:) + ho 1 (Y7)]
+ (I —A*A) " 1o — A*ho 1) (X)) + (I — AA*) " H(ho1 — Ah10)(YV7)
= (N = D)[fo(Xi) + go(Yi) + 7y o(X3) + hoy 1 (V)] + (I + B) ™ (ha,0 @ ho)(Xi, Yy). (92)

Putting all together, we obtain

N
T=T-> [fo(Xi) + fo(X;) + 90 (Y:) + g0(Y;) + 0 + 0] = > _[(I +B) " (h1,0 @ ho1) (X, Vi) + 04
i=1

i<j

- Z[hll,o(Xi) + h6,1(yj) + 9;1]

]
N N
Z +go )+h10(X) ZI+B hlo@hol)(Xi,Yi)—Eu[T],
=1 i=1
which is exactly equal to T' by (92) and the claim follows. O

Let T" := T™(X|ny, YN)) € L2(u™) be permutation symmetric for each n > 1. Assume T™ converges in
L2(uN) to some T. We show that T is also permutation symmetric, even though the underlying measure is
not.

Lemma 37. Under Assumption 2, T is also permutation symmetric.

Proof of Lemma 37. Since T" —p2(,~) T as n — oo, there exits a sub-sequence T"* —, 5 T as k — oo. In

other words, there exists a subset A C (R? x R%)" such that u™¥(A4) = 0 and T™ — T on A® as k — .
For all permutations 0,7 € Sy, define

AU,T = {(xU[N]uyT[N]) . (x[N]ay[N]) S A} .

Since p!V is a probability density, we get ™ (A,.,) = 0, and thus u™ (Asy) = 0 where Asy = Uy resy Ao.r-

Now, take any (z(n],yn]) € AS,, it holds that T"*(z(ny,yn)) — T(z(n),yv)) @s k — oo. For any
o € Sn, we know, by construction, that (2(n1, Yo y,) € A4S, - Consequently, T™* (2], Yorn;) = T(T[N], Yo rny)
as k — oo. It then follows from the permutation symmetry of 7™ that T'(z(n1, yin]) = T(T(n], Yo, )- This
implies, almost surely, T is permutation symmetric. Since every element in L2(y") is only defined up to a
zero-measure set, we can conclude that 7' is permutation symmetric. O
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Before we prove the closedness of Hs, let us consider the subspace H;] spanned by functions of the type
9(Xi, X5, Y3, Y5) i= fao(Xi, Xj) + fo2(Yi, V) + fr,0(X;,Ye) + f1,1(Xe, Ya) + f1.1(X5,Y5), (93)

where foo € L§ o(P ® P), fo2 € L ((Q ® Q) are symmetric, and f1,11 € L§ o(P ® Q), f1,1 € L o(u) are the
same up to an affine term. We will show that H3” is closed. The next lemma shows that every elements in
this subspace is permutation symmetric.

Lemma 38. Let f210 S L(Q)yo(P ® P), f072 S L(Q)yo(Q ® Q), f171/ S Lg,O(P ® Q) and f111 S L(Q)yo(u). Then
9(X;, X;,Y5,Y;) defined in (93) is permutation symmetric iff fao, fo,2 are symmetric and fi1/, fi1 are the
same up to an affine term.

Proof of Lemma 38. Define T ; to be the operator that swaps X; and X;. If g(X;, X;,Y;,Y;) is permutation
symmetric, then 7; ;9(X;, X;,Y;,Y;) = 9(X;, X;,Y;,Y;), that is,

f2.0(Xi, X5) + fr0(Xi, Y5) + fr(X, V) + f1.1(Xe, Ya) + fra(X5,Y)) (94)
= fa0(Xj, Xi) + fr(X5, Y5) + fr(Xa, Vi) + fra(X5, V) + fra(Xa, Y5).

Taking the conditional expectation given X;,Y; yields
f11(X, ) = f(Xe, V) + 91(Xa) + g2(Y2) + a, (95)
where a = E,,[f1,1/(X;,Y5)],
91(Xa) = Bp[f10(X3,Y5) | Xa] - and - g2(Vi) = By [f11(X;,Ya) | Yil.

Now, plugging (95) into (94) gives

X, X))+ D (X)) 4+ g1(X5) + 2(Y:) + 91(X;) + g2(Y5) + 2a (96)
kle{ig}
= Fo(X5 X) + D fiv(Xe V) + 91(X5) + 92(Y3) + 91(X0) + 92(Y) + 2a,
k,le{i,j}

and thus fs o is symmetric. The symmetry of fj > can be derived similarly. Conversely, when f3 o, fo 2 are sym-
metric and f1,1/, f1,1 are the same up to an affine term, the identity (96) is true. As a result, g(X1, X2, Y1,Y2)
is permutation symmetric. O

To prove the closedness of H;J , we introduce two operators using again the notation of tensor product:
Cop:=UI-AA) @I —-A*A) and Cy 2 := (I — AA*) ® (I — AA*). Following an argument similar to the
one for Lemma 15, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 39. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the inverse operators C{)é : Lgo(P® P) = L§ o(P ® P) and
Coa : L20(Q®Q) — L3 ((Q ® Q) are well-defined. Moreover, it holds C; 5 = (I — A*A)™t @ (I — A*A)~!
and Cyy = (I — AA" )1 @ (I — AA*) L.

Proposition 40. Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 hold true. Let T' € Hy N Hll be permutation symmetric
in Xij and in Y for i # j. Define kyp(z, ') := Bu[T | Xi, Xj](x,2"), kg5(y,y') = Bu[T | Vi, Y;](y,9),
kA (z,y) =BT | X, Yj)(x,y) and k' :=E,[T | Xi,Yi], then the projection Proji.;(T) is given by
’ ’ 2
U = g2,0(X1, X5) + 90.2(Y:, Y5) + 91,10 (X, Y5) + 91,00 (X5, Vi) + by (X3, Ya) + K (X5, Y5), (97)
where
92,0 1= Cy oWy + (A" @ AVkgh — (1 + T)(Ip @ A")hy |
902 := Ci3[kgh + (A® Akyy — (I + T)(A® Ig)kyy]
gru = C (I + Bk, — (Ip @ Akyy — (A" @ Ig)kg3).
Moreover, the subspace H;J is closed.
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Proof of Proposition 40. We consider (¢,7) = (1,2) and omit the dependency on (i,5) in k for simplicity.
By the permutation symmetry of T', we know ki 1/(z,y) = E,[T | X1,Y2](z,y) = E,[T | X2, Y1|(z,v)
and ki 1(x,y) == E, [T | X1, Y1](z,y) = E,[T | X2, Y2|(z,y). According to Lemma 33, it suffices to show
T —U e (Hy*)*, or

BT — U | X1, Xa] = B,[T — U | Vi, Y3l = By[T — U | X\, i) = E,[T— U | X,,%2] =0, (98)

Step 1. We show E,[T — U | X1,Y1] = 0. We start by showing the statistic U is well-defined. Since

T € I’IOl ﬁHlL, we know k270 S L(QJ)O(P ®P), ko)g S L%,O(Q ® Q), kl,l/ S L(QJ)O(P@) Q) and k171 S Lg,o(ﬂ)'

According to Lemma 16, it holds that (A* ® A*)ko2 € L§ o(P ® P) and (Ip ® A*)k11 € L o(P ® P). This
implies

ks + (A" @ Akgh — (I +T)(Ip ® Aky%, € L o(P @ P). (99)

Hence, by Lemma 39, g0 € L§ ;(P® P) is well-defined. Similarly, go2 € L§ ,(Q®Q) and g1,1 € L§ ((P®Q)
are well-defined. Moreover,

Eulg2,0(X1, X2) | X1,Y1] = Eulg1,1(X2, Y1) | X1, V1] = 0.

Thus,

E U | X1,Y1] = k11(X1, Y1) + Eu k11 (X2, Y2)] O ki1(X1, Y1) =E,[T | X1, Y1, (100)

where (i) follows from k11 € L§ ;(1). Then the claim follows.
Step 2. We prove that E,[T — U | X1, X2] = 0, that is,

EL[U | X1, Xa] = B [T | X1, Xa] = kao(X1, Xa). (101)
Recall that k11 € L§ o(p), we then have
E, [k11(X1, Y1) | X1, Xo] =E, [k1,1(X2,Y2) | X1, Xo] = 0. (102)
Furthermore, according to Lemma 39, it holds that
(A @ AN =2 (1= A A) A @ (1 — AT A A = C A (A @ A7),
where we have used Lemma 11 in (ii). This implies that E,[go2(Y1,Y2) | X1, X2] is equal to

(A" ® A%)go,2(X1, X2)
= C;é[(.A* Q@ AVkp2 + (A" AR A" A)kao — (I + T)( A AR Ak 1/](X1, X2).  (103)

Similarly, it follows from Lemma 15 that
(Ip@ANC ' =T -AA) TR - AA)TA = Cié([p ® A%),
and thus E,[g1,1/(X1,Y2) + 91,0 (X2, Y1) | X1, Xo] = (T + T)(Ip ® A*)g1,1 (X1, X2) reads

(I + T)Cié[(IP Q@A)+ Bk — (Ip @ A" Ak g — (A" @ A%)ko 2] (X1, X2)
= (32_75([ +Ip A+ TA AR A ) k11 — (Ip @ A" A)ka g — (A" @ A")ko 2] (X7, X2), (104)

where the equality follows from (Ip ® A*)B = (Ip @ A*)T(A® A*) = T(A* A ® A*). Putting (102), (103)
and (104) together, we have

E U | X1, X2] = Cié [D2,0k2,0 + Do,2ko,2 + D1,1k1,17] (X1, X2),
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where
Doog=I+(A"ARAA) — (Ip A" A) — (A" AR Ip)T
Do =2A"A ) —(I4+THA" @A) = (A" @A) — (A" AT
Dy,1 = 0.
Moreover, since T is permutation symmetric in X o, we know ks o is symmetric. As a result, Tka o = k2,0,
which implies
'Dz)okzo = [(I - .A*.A) ® (I - A*A)]kZ,O = C2,Ok2,0
Do,2ko2 = [(A" @ A") — (A" @ A")]ko,2 = 0.
Hence, the claim (101) follows. A similar argument yields E,[U | Y1,Y2] = E,[T | Y1,Y3] = k2 0(Y1, Y2).

Step 3. We verify
E#[U | X17}/2] = E#[T | X17}/2] = klﬁl/(Xh}/Q)'

Again, we prove it by direct computations. Analogous to (102), it holds that
E, [ki1(X1, Y1) | X1, Yo] = Eu[k11(Xe,Y2) | X1,Y2] =0. (105)
Note that
(Ip® A)Cié =I-AA'"RAT-AA) ' =I-AA) '@ -AA) T A=C"Ip A),
it follows that E,[g2,0(X1, X2) | X1,Y2] = (Ip ® A)g2,0(X1,Y2) is equal to
CH(Ip @ A)kao + (A* @ AA ko2 — (Ip @ AA k11 — T(A® A" k1 1](X1, Ya)
=C M(Ip ® A)kao + (A* @ AA koo — (Ip @ AA k1 1 — Bky 1] (X1, Ya), (106)
and, analogously,
E.lg0,2(Y1,Y2) | X1,Y5]
=C HA* @ Ig)koo + (A*A®@ Akao — (A*A® Ig)k1 1 — Bk11/](X1,Y2). (107)
Since E, [g1,1 (X2, Y1) | X1,Ya] = Bgi,1/(X1,Y2), we get
E.[U | X1,Y2]) = C7 [Dj gkao + Dp sko,2 + Dy v k1] (X1, Ya),
where
Dyy=Ip @A) +(AARA) —(I+B)(Ip®A) =(AAA) — (AAR AT
Dpyo= (A" ®@Ig)+ (A" @ AA") — (I 4+ B)(A* @ Iq) = (A" @ AA™) — (A" @ AA")T
and
1 =—Up@ AA") —B— (A"A®1y) - B+ I+ B)(I+B)
=1+ (A AR AA") — (Ip @ AA") — (A" A® Ig)
=Ip-A"A)® (Ig — AA") =C.

Therefore, E#[U | Xl,}/Q] = E#[T | Xl,}/g] = k171/(X1,}/2).

Step 4. We prove Hzl’2 is closed. Recall that H21’2 is spanned by g(X1, X»,Y1,Ys) given in (93). Take any
Cauchy sequence {g"(X1, Xo,Y1,Y2)} C Hy? C L2(u?), there exists g(X1, Xo,Y1,Ys) € L2(u2) such that
9" (X1, X2,Y1,Y2) —r2¢2) 9(X1, X2,Y1,Y2). In the following, we will write g" and g for short. Since g" is
permutation symmetric for each n > 1, we know, by Lemma 37, ¢ is also permutation symmetric. As a
result, the projection Projy. (g) exists, and thus

2

L2(p?)

2
—0, asn— oo. (108)
L2(p?)

n 2 n . .
19" = gllL2(2) = Hg - PrOJH;Z(g)‘ + Hg - PrOJH;?(g)‘

It then follows that g™ —rpz2(,2) ProjH;,z (9), so HQl’2 is closed. O
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Now we are ready to show the closedness of Ho.
Proposition 41. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the subspace Hy C L2(uV) is closed.

Proof of Proposition 41. We use the representation of Hy given in Lemma 36. Take any Cauchy sequence
N
T =Y [f30(Xa X5) + fo(Ye, Vi)l 4+ D fi(Xa, Ya) + ) fl (X, Y5),
i<y i=1 i#j

we must have B, [(T" —T™)%] = 0 as m,n — oo. Let g"(x, 2, y,y) := f3o(x,2") + [y, v/) + [T (2, 0)) +
fT'1/(2',y). Observe that

2 N 2
E[(T" =T™P] =B, | [ (9" —9"™)(Xi, X, YY) | | +E, (Z(f{h — (X, Yi)>

i<j i=1

VD g g, ]+ VB (01— k)],

so we get, as n, m — 00,

E, |((9" = 9™)(X1, X2, V1, Y2))*| 5 0 and B, (/1 — f3)(X1,1))°] = o0. (109)

Furthermore, since g" (X1, Xo, Y1, Y2), f{'1(X1,Y1) € Hi-NHi and E, [¢g" (X1, X2, Y1, Ys) | X1,Y1] = 0, there
GXiSt g(Xl,XQ,Yl,}é),flyl(Xl,)fl) S I{OL ﬁ]flL such that E#[Q(Xl,X27}/17}/2) | leifl] = O,

9" (X1, X2, Y1,Y2) —peun) 9(X1, X2, Y1, Y2) and  f7 (X1, Y1) —pe(un) f1,1(X1, Y1), (110)

Consequently, T admits the limit

N
Tn —)L2(HN) Zg(X“XJ’}/“}/J) —+ Zfl,l(Xh}/i)-
i=1

i<j
It then suffices to show the limit lives in Ha. According to (110), it holds that
9" (X1, X2, Y1, Y2) + f'1 (X1, Y1) + f11(X2,Ya) =2y 9(X1, X2, Y1, Y2) + f1.1(X1, Y1) + f11(Xo, Ya).

Since g™ (X1, X2, Y1,Y2) + f1(X1, Y1) + f'1 (X2, Y2) € Hy? and Hy? is closed as shown in Proposition 40,
we get that ¢(X7, Xo,Y7,Y2) + f1,1(X1, Y1) + f11(X2,Y2) € Héj and thus has the form

Fo0(X1, X2) + foo(Y1,Ya) + f1.10/(X1, Y2) + fi(Xo, Y1) + fia (X1, Y1) + fl,l(X27 Ys),
where fo,o € L o(P® P), fo2 € L2 1(Q ® Q) are symmetric and f11 € L2 (1), f1,1 € L3 ,(P ® Q) are the
same up to an affine term. Taking conditional expectation given (X7, Y1) leads to f1,1(X1,Y1) = f1,1(X1, Y1),

and thus g(X1, X2, Y1,Y2) = fo0(X1,X2) + fo2(Y1,Y2) + f1,1/(X1,Y2) + f1,1/(X2,Y1). Hence, the limit
ZKJ. 9(Xi, X;,Y..Y;) + Zf;l f1.1(X;,Y;) € Ho, and the closedness of Hy follows. O

Appendix D: Notation

We give a table of notation in Table 1.
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TABLE 1

Notation.
Sets and Functions:
[N] set of integers from 1 to N.
SN set of permutations of [N].
#o number of cycles in the permutation o.
1 constant function with value 1.
f®g direct sum of f and g, i.e., (f ® g)(z,y) = f(z) + g(y).
c cost function.
n general test function.
n degenerate test function defined in (28).
X, Ys) product [TN, f(Xi,Ya,).
Probability and Statistics:
P,Q probability distributions on R%.
PN QN empirical measures of samples {X; gvzl and {Yz}f\’:1 from P and Q, respectively.
P®Q product measure of P and Q.
E expectation under the product measure (P ® Q).
E. expectation under the measure p'.
LP(v) space of functions whose pth power is integrable with respect to the measure v.
Proj L2 projection.
Hy subspace of L2(u™N) spanned by constant functions.
Hy subspace of L?(u) spanned by mean-zero linear functions; defined in (29).
L1 first order chaos, also the projection of Ty on Hj.
Operators:
I, identity operator on L2(v).
T swap operator, i.e., T f(z,y) = f(y, x).
A integral operator mapping from L2(P) to L?(Q) with kernel ¢ : (z,y) — &(z,y).
A* integral operator mapping from L?(Q) to L2(P) with kernel ¢ : (y,z) — &(z,y).
{sk}r>0 singular values of A.
{an} >0 singular functions of A and A*.
{Br}r>0 singular functions of A and A*.
Al @ Ao tensor product of operators A; and As.
B operator T (A ® A*) defined on L?(P ® Q).
Optimal transport:
C(P,Q) optimal cost of transporting P to @ with cost function c.
II(P, Q) space of probabilities defined on R? x R¢ with marginals P and Q.
e (static) Schrodinger bridge connecting P to @ at temperature e.
ﬂév discrete Schrodinger bridge connecting PN to QN at temperature e.
TN see (14).
13 nonnegative function on R% x R? such that du/(d(P ® Q))(z,y) = &(z,y).
0 mean of n(X,Y) under the measure p, i.e., [ n(z,y)u(z, y)dzdy.
71,0, 70,1 see (15).
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