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ANTICONCENTRATION AND BERRY-ESSEEN BOUNDS FOR

RANDOM TENSORS

PANDELIS DODOS AND KONSTANTINOS TYROS

ABSTRACT. We obtain estimates for the Kolmogorov distance to appropriately chosen

Z 0, X;

i€[n]d

gaussians, of linear functions

of random tensors X = (X; : i € [n]%) which are symmetric and exchangeable, and
whose entries have bounded third moment and vanish on diagonal indices. These
estimates are expressed in terms of intrinsic (and easily computable) parameters as-
sociated with the random tensor X and the given coefficients (0; : i € [n]?), and they
are optimal in various regimes.

The key ingredient—which is of independent interest—is a combinatorial CLT for
high-dimensional tensors which provides quantitative non-asymptotic normality under
suitable conditions, of statistics of the form

> C(ity .- yigy (1), ... m(ig))
(i1,---rig) €[n]4
where ¢: [n]? x [n]¢ — R is a deterministic real tensor, and 7 is a random permu-
tation uniformly distributed on the symmetric group S,,. Our results extend, in any
dimension d, classical work of Bolthausen who covered the one-dimensional case, and

more recent work of Barbour/Chen who treated the two-dimensional case.
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Part 1. Introduction
1. NORMAL APPROXIMATION OF LINEAR FUNCTIONS OF RANDOM TENSORS

1.1. Framework. We will be working with tensors, and as such it is useful to begin by
introducing some notation. In what follows, let n, d be positive integers with n > 2d.

We denote by [n]? the set of all sequences of length d taking values in the discrete
interval [n] == {1,...,n}. We view, however, every element of [n]? also as a function
from [d] to [n]. Thus, for every i € [n]¢ and every r € [d] by i(r) we denote the r-th
element of i; moreover, if s is a positive integer with s < d and p € [n]®, then we write
p £ i to denote the fact that i extends p, that is, if p(r) = i(r) for every r € [s]. We
also denote by [n]flnj the set of all one-to-one functions in [n|* (equivalently, the set of all
finite sequences in [n]¢ with distinct entries).

1.1.1.  Our objects of study are random tensors X = (X; : i € [n]¢) whose entries satisfy
EX;]=0, E[X]<1 and E[X;’] <o,
and which are
— symmetric, that is, X, i) = X(
every permutation 7 of [d], and

ir(1ysmincay) fOT €VEry (i1,...,1q) € [n]? and
— exzchangeable, that is, for every permutation 7 of [n] the random tensors X and
X, = (Xyoi : 1 € [n]?) have the same distribution.
(Here and in the rest of this paper, we set 7o i = (7(i1),...,7(ig)) € [n]? for every
i = (i1,...,iq) € [n]¢ and every permutation 7 of [n].) This is, arguably, a large class of
random tensors which encompasses the following examples.

e It includes random tensors of the form X; = h(&;1), ..., &), where (&) is a sequence
of i.i.d. random variables which take values in a measurable space £, and h: €4 - R is a
measurable symmetric function; see [Ald83, Kal05]. These random tensors are, of course,
ubiquitous in probability and statistics.

e It also includes random tensors of the form X; = H;lzl Gite) — E[szl Ci(g)], where
(C1,---,Gn) is an exchangeable random vector which take values in [0, 1]". An important
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special case of this class of examples is obtained by considering boolean random vectors
(Cis -+, Cn) which are uniformly distributed on a “slice” (1)) := {A C [n] : |A| = k}; see,
e.g., [FKMW18].

Remark 1.1. Note that the class of symmetric and exchangeable random tensors is closed
under mixtures. This is a basic property which is significant both from a theoretical as
well as an applied point of view.

1.1.2. Now let 8 = (¢, : i € [n]?) be a (not necessarily symmetric) deterministic real

d

inj—and consider the random

tensor whose diagonal terms vanish—that is, §; = 0if ¢ ¢ [n]
variable

(1.1) 0. X) =Y 06X,
i€[n]d

Our goal is to estimate the quantity
(1.2) dr ((6,X),N(0,0%))

where 02 denotes the variance of (8, X) and N'(0, 02) denotes the normal random variable
with zero mean and variance o?; here, and in the rest of this paper, for a pair X,Y of
real-valued random variables, by di (X,Y) we denote their Kolmogorov distance
(1.3) dx(X,Y) =sup [P(X <z) - P(Y < z)|.

rz€R

Notice that, since X is symmetric, we may write
(14) (0.X) = (a,Y)

where a = (a; : i € [n]?) is a symmetric real tensor whose diagonal terms vanish, and
Y = (Y; : i € [n]?) is the random tensor defined by setting V; = X, if i € [n]iinj, and
Y; = 0 otherwise. (In particular, Y is also symmetric and exchangeable.) Thus, in what
follows, we make the following basic assumptions on X and 6.

(A1) We have E[X;] =0, E[X?] < 1 and E[|X;[®] < oo for every i € [n]‘.

(A2) The random tensor X is symmetric, exchangeable and its diagonal terms vanish.

(A3) The real tensor 0 is symmetric and its diagonal terms vanish.

1.2. Relevant parameters. We shall estimate the distance in (1.2) using some intrinsic
parameters which are associated with 8 and X respectively.

1.2.1. First, for every s € {0,1,...,d} we set
o\ 1/2
(1.5) i, = (> (> 6)°)
j€[n)* jEi€[n]?
with the convention that the first sum vanishes if s = 0. Thus, ||-||, is a seminorm which
interpolates between the summing seminorm (s = 0) and the euclidean' norm (s = d).

n this context, the euclidean norm is also referred to as the Hilbert—Schmidt norm.
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Moreover, for every s € [d] we set

(1.6) 0s = 05(X) = E[X1,..ayX(1,....5,d41,....2d—s)]

and

(1.7) 0o = 00(X) = E[X(1,....a) X (a+1,....2)]-

Notice that, since X is exchangeable, the quantities dg, d1,...,d4 completely determine

the correlation matrix of X.
In order to see the relevance of the parameters introduced so far, we shall use them to
compute the variance of (6, X); the proof is given in Subsection 8.2.

Proposition 1.2. Let X, 0 which satisfy (Al), (A2) and (A3). Then we have

(18) var(0.50) =3 (*) s (32 (0) o e

s=0 t=0

1.2.2. Next, for every s € {0,1,...,d} set

. ~ (s s—t
(1.9) Y =3 (X) = ; (t> (=1)°7t 5.
By (1.8), it is clear that these quantities are related to the variance of (6, X), thought
their role is most transparently seen in the case of random tensors that admit a Hoeffding
decomposition. That said, we have the following information for general exchangeable
random tensors; see Lemma 10.5 for a more precise result.

Fact 1.3. Let X be a random tensor which satisfies (Al) and (A2). Then, we have
DI —% for every s € {0,....,d}.

1.2.3. We will need one last parameter which is associated with the random tensor X.
Specifically, we define the oscillation of X by

(1.10) ose(X) == Hii:(ndll 5 Xi)2—51‘

i€[n]¢
i(1)=j

Li

The oscillation of random vectors appeared, for instance, in recent work of Bobkov,
Chistyakov and Gotze [BCG18] albeit with different terminology. In higher dimensions,
it can be thought of as a quantitative measure of dissociativity; of course, in order to es-
timate the distance in (1.2), some information of this form is necessary. The advantage of
the oscillation is that it leads—more often than not—to optimal results and, more impor-
tantly, it can be fairly easily estimated for several classes of random tensors, thus making
our task computationally feasible. We shall discuss these issues in detail in Section 3.
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1.3. Main estimate. We are now ready to state the first main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.4. Let X,0 which satisfy (A1), (A2) and (A3) and such that ||6]||, = 1.
Set k = k(d) = 20d°184(2d)! and B = || 3 ienye Xi HL , and let o € (0,1) such that

the following non-degenericity condition holds true
(1.11) 01 > max {OSC(X)Q, B*, (E>a}.
n

Then, setting 02 = Var((@, X>), we have

(1.12) di ((6,X),N(0,0%)) < Ey + E> + Ej
where
—« —« 60 2 6r |H0|”2
(1.13) By = Bose(X)' 4 5l60]' = + | g (16115 — 1| + 75 +4 0
E[lXq,..0f]
936 (1,...,d)
(1.14) By =2 T ( )
J=1 ien]¢
i(1)=j

(15 B3 fz() 2.+ 072 g

Remark 1.5. The proof of Theorem 1.4 actually yields a better estimate by comparing
the Kolmogorov distance of (6, X) with a gaussian whose variance is an appropriately
selected approximation of Var((@, X )), see Proposition 11.1 for details.

Remark 1.6. The assumption in Theorem 1.4 that [[|@]]|; = 1 is, of course, a normalization

and it can always be achieved by rescaling 6.

Remark 1.7. The dependence of the constant x on d is, most likely, non-optimal. It is an

interesting problem to determine its dependence on the dimension d.

Remark 1.8. We note that a non-degenericity condition like (1.11) is natural at this
level of generality; indeed, Theorem 1.4 can be seen as a quantitative generalization of
Hoeffding’s CLT for degenerate symmetric U-statistics [Ho48]. (See Paragraph 12.2.1 for
more details.) On the other hand, classical results from the theory of U-statistics—see,
e.g., [Se80, Section 5.5]—suggest that, in the degenerate case, the random variable (6, X)
is typically far from normal. That said, we note that normal approximation for degenerate
statistics is also heavily investigated; see, e.g., [NP12] and the references therein.

1.3.1. 'We close this section by briefly discussing the nature of the bound (1.12).

The first term of FEj is, essentially, the oscillation of X. The second and third terms are
quantitative measures of the correlation of the entries of X, and they can be absorbed
in the rest of the error terms if g = O(1/n). The fourth term is related to the non-
degenericity assumption (1.11), and it can also be absorbed in the rest of the error terms
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if the parameter « is less than or equal to 1/2. The last term in E; is more subtle, and
it is related to the extendability? of X.

In order to appreciate the error terms Fy and Fs, consider the important special case
of a random tensor X whose entries are functions of i.i.d. random variables. In this case,
applying Hoeflding’s decomposition, we may decompose the random variable (0, X) as
a linear term L plus a remainder R; then the bound Ej5 is proportional to the classical
Berry—Esseen bound for the linear term L, while the bound Ej3 is proportional to the ratio
of the standard deviations of R and L. For this particular case, this bound is known and
it follows (with better constants) from the powerful nonlinear Berry—Esseen theorem of
Chen/Shao [CS07]. Theorem 1.4 essentially asserts that one can reach similar conclusions
by merely assuming exchangeability instead of independence (as long as one can control
the oscillation) despite the fact that in this context there is no canonical decomposition like
Hoeffding’s decomposition. Thus, we may loosely describe Theorem 1.4 as a “nonlinear
Berry—FEsseen theorem without independence”.

2. MAIN TOOL: COMBINATORIAL CLT FOR HIGH-DIMENSIONAL TENSORS

The starting observation of the proof of Theorem 1.4 is that the distribution of the
random variable (6, X) can be expressed as a mixture of certain tensor permutation
statistics. (See Subsection 11.1 for a more detailed high-level overview of the argument.)
Thus, Theorem 1.4 is effectively reduced to a quantitative combinatorial central limit
theorem for high-dimensional tensors which we are about to describe.

2.1. Tensor permutation statistics. Let n,d be positive integers with n > d, and let
¢: [n]? x [n]? — R be a (deterministic) real tensor. With ¢ we associate the statistic
(2.1) Z= Y ¢(i,moi)

i€[n]?
where 7 is a random permutation which is uniformly distributed on the symmetric

4 we set

group S,. (Recall that for every # € S,, and every i = (i1,...,%4) € [n]
moi = (m(i1),...,m(ia)) € [n]%.) These statistics are classical—see, e.g., [Dad4]—and
appear in a variety of disciplines with pure as well as applied orientation.

One drawback of tensor permutation statistics is the computational difficulty of their
basic parameters, like the variance. This defect can be fixed by restricting our attention

to the following class of tensors.

Definition 2.1 (Hoeffding tensor). Let n,d be positive integers with n > d, and let
€: [n]? x [n]Y — R. We say that & is a Hoeffding tensor if for every r € [d], every
3o, qo € [0} and every i, po € [n]¢ we have

(2:2) Y. &po)=0  and ) £(iop) =0

joEig[n]d qoCpe[n]d

2See Paragraph 12.2.1 for the definition of extendability.
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where ()N} denotes the set of all maps from [d)\ {r} to [n]. (See also Section 4.)

In order to see the relevance of Hoeffding tensors in this context note that, by applying
an appropriate decomposition which goes back to Hoeffding [Ho51], the statistic (2.1) can

be written as®

d
(2.3) w=>" £.(i,m0%)
s=1lieln]} i

where &;: [n]® x [n]® — R is a Hoeffding tensor for every s € [d]. (For the class of
tensors which are relevant to Theorem 1.4, we describe this transformation in Section 9.)
Therefore, in what follows we shall focus on statistics of the form (2.3).

2.2. Permutation statistics of order one. Classical results for matrix permutation
statistics were obtained by Wald/Wolfowitz [WW44] and Hoeffding [Ho51] who estab-
lished asymptotic normality under general conditions.

The problem of establishing quantitative, non-asymptotic, normality of W-statistics of
order one, was more delicate. The optimal result in this direction was eventually obtained
by Bolthausen [Bo84] who showed that

S C1 NS
2.4 i ( (@), N(0,1)) < = Nk
(24) e(elem@).N0.) < 3 i)
for every Hoeffding tensor £€: [n] x [n] — R which satisfies Z?,j:l £(i,5)% = n — 1; here,
Cy > 1 is an absolute constant. (It was shown in [CF15] that we can take C; = 451.)
Bolthausen’s work was one of the earliest and most successful applications of Stein’s
method of normal approximation [CGS11, St82, St86].

2.3. Permutation statistics of order two. W-statistics of order two are also studied
systematically in the literature; see, e.g., [BE86, ZBCL97] and the references therein. The
strongest quantitative normal approximation was obtained by Barbour and Chen [BC05]
who showed* that if & : [n] x [n] — R and &3: [n]? x [n]? — R are Hoeffding tensors with
EZ]’:I &1(i,7)> =n — 1, and W is the statistic associated with &1, &; via (2.3), then

05)  de(NOD) <Y )P+ O | Y &)

4,J=1 i,p€ln]?

where Cy > 1 is the same constant as in (2.4), and a,Cy > 1 are absolute (and effective)
constants. The work of Barbour and Chen was based on the Stein/Chen method of
normal approximation via concentration, and it also used Bolthausen’s estimate (2.4).
Note that (2.5) should be interpreted as a perturbation result, and when viewed as such,
it is essentially optimal; see [BCO5, Section 1] for a detailed discussion.

SNote that woi = (m(i1),...,m(is)) € [n]g,; for every m € Sp and every i = (i1,...,1is) € [n]f;.

4This result was not explicitly isolated in [BCO05], but it follows fairly straightforwardly from the

methods developed therein.
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2.4. Permutation statistics of arbitrary order. High-dimensional statistics related
to (2.1) and (2.3) have been studied, for instance, in [BG93, BoG02, Lo96]. That said,
however, so far no high-dimensional analogue of (2.4) and (2.5) has been obtained. The
following theorem—which is the second main result of this paper—fills in this gap, and
extends these estimates to W-statistics of arbitrary order.

Theorem 2.2. Let n,d be positive integers such that n > 4d*. For every s € [d] let
&s: [n]® x [n]®* = R be a Hoeffding tensor, and set

(2.6) ﬂs = Z ’Ss(ivp)2'
i,p€[n]*

Assume that 61 = n — 1, and let W be the statistic associated with &;,...,&4 via (2.3).
Then we have

21880 & s 4 /B,
(2.7) di (W,N(0,1)) < D6l +Cay /=
s=2

n =
1,j=1

where C1 > 1 is as in (2.4), and Cy is a positive constant that depends only on d. In
fact, we can take Cyq = 5d%e?(2d)!.

As expected, the proof of Theorem 2.2 relies on the work of Bolthausen, and Bar-
bour/Chen. In higher dimensions, the additional difficulty is to obtain tight estimates for
the Lo distance of certain exchangeable pairs of random variables, a task that becomes
more and more combinatorially intricate as the dimension d increases. These estimates
are, in fact, responsible for the scaling n® that appears in (2.7); this scaling is, in turn,
important for the proof of Theorem 1.4 and its applications.

3. APPLICATIONS

3.1. One-dimensional examples: exchangeable random vectors. The simplest in-
stance of Theorem 1.4 concerns random vectors. Specifically, let n > 2 be an integer,
let X = (X3,...,X,) be an exchangeable random vector whose entries satisfy (A1), and
let @ = (64,...,0,) be a vector in R™. (Assumption (A3) is superfluous if d = 1.) Tt is
straightforward to check that

@) lello = 161+ -+ + 0,
(i) 161l = [16lle, = (6% + -+ + 07)*/2,

Specializing the bound obtained by Theorem 1.4 to random vectors, we obtain the fol-
lowing corollary. (See Subsection 12.1 for the proof.)

Corollary 3.1. Let X be an exchangeable random vector in R™ (n > 2) which satisfies

(3.1) EXi]=0, E[X{]=1 and E[Xi] < .
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Then for every unit vector @ € R™, setting 02 = Var(61 X1 + --- + 0, X,,), we have
n K1 1 n 9
’ 4 ‘ 2 < ‘ ( 7) ' ( )
(3.2) dK(gl 0; X, N (0,0 )) 50sc(X) + 6|dg| + — 60| + - ;1 ;) +

+ w1 E[| X1 Z 16:°.
Here, k1 > 1 is an absolute constant. In fact, we can take ki = 4320.

It follows, in particular, that if X is as in Corollary 3.1 and it satisfies |dg| < C/n for
some positive constant C, then for every positive integer k£ < n we have

X 4+ 4+ X k
(%,N(O,l)) < bosc(X) + (8C + k1 + 1) ! E[|X:1/?]

This bound is optimal up to universal constants; see Paragraph 12.1.1 for details.

(3.3) dx

-

3.1.1. Estimating the oscillation. By Corollary 3.1, the problem of establishing normal
approximation of the random variable 6, X7 + --- 4+ 6, X, reduces to that of estimating
the oscillation osc(X) of the exchangeable random vector X.

To this end, we first observe that if the entries of X have zero mean, unit variance and
finite fourth moment, then we have

(3.4) osc(X) < \/|E[X2X3] — 1] + ]E[Xﬁl;/g.

(See Fact 12.2.) The quantity |E[X?X3] — 1| that appears in (3.4) is very natural in this
context: it controls the variance Var (|| X||7,) of the square of the euclidean norm of X;
see, e.g., [BCG18]. On the other hand, as we shall see in Proposition 12.3, without further
assumptions on the existence of moments, the basic hypothesis (3.1) yields that

AE[| X, ]
~a

3.1.2. Exchangeable and isotropic random vectors. Combining (3.2) and (3.4), we see

(3.5) osc(X) < /|E[X?X3] — 1| +

that if X is an exchangeable and isotropic® random vector in R™ whose entries have
finite fourth moment, then, setting 7 = 7(X) = n|E[X7X3] — 1
0 € R™ we have

(3.6) dK<zn:HiXi,N(0, 1)) < (5y7 4+ SE[XA2 4 ) = 4 L (Zai)2+

i=1

+2H1E |X1 Zw |3

5Recall that a random vector X in R™ is called isotropic if its entries are uncorrelated random variables

with zero mean and unit variance.
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The estimate (3.6) extends and improves a result of Bobkov [Bob04, Proposition 6.1].
It shows, among others, that under the thin-shell condition [E[X?X3] — 1| = O(1/n) we
have the Berry—Esseen bound

dx (%,N(o, 1) = 0(%)

in the regime k = O(n?/3). This range is also optimal; see Example 12.5.

3.2. High-dimensional examples. We proceed to discuss the general case of high-
dimensional random tensors which satisty (A1) and (A2). It is clear that the remaining
task is to estimate their oscillation. Not surprisingly, to this end we will need an analogue
of the quantity |E[X?X3] — 1| that appears in (3.4) and (3.5).

Specifically, let n,d be positive integers with n > 4d, let X = (X; : i € [n]?) be a
random tensor, and define the parallelepipedal correlation of X by

(3.7) pe(X) = [E[Xq, ) X1,d11,...20-1)X 2d,... 30— 1) X (2d,3d,.... 4d—2)] — 61 ]-
For example, if d = 2, then pe(X) = |E[X(LQ)X(L?,)X(475)X(4,6)] — 5%|

F1GURE 1. The parallelepipedal correlation.

The parameter pc(X) has already appeared—though, not explicitly isolated—in [EW78,
Theorem 4]. Notice that if X is a random vector, then pc(X) = |E[X?X3] — 67[; in
particular, the parallelepipedal correlation pc(X) of random vectors which satisfy (3.1)
coincides with the aforementioned quantity |E[X7X3] —1|.

3.2.1. Random tensors whose entries have bounded fourth moment. We first observe that
if a random tensor X satisfies (A1) and (LA2) and its entries have bounded fourth moment,
then we have the following analogue of (3.4),

5d
NG

(See Fact 12.6 for a slightly more precise estimate.)

1/2

(3.8) ose(X) < V/pe(X) + —=(1+E[X{ )
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3.2.2. Dissociated random tensors and their miztures. Another natural class of random
tensors whose oscillation can be effectively estimated is that of exchangeable and dis-
sociated random tensors. Recall that a random tensor X = (X; : i € [n]?) is called
dissociated if for every pair K, L of disjoint subsets of [n] with |K|,|L| > d, the random
tensors X = (X; : 4 € K% and X = (X; : i € L% are independent. Dissociativ-
ity plays an important role in the general theory of exchangeable random tensors; see
[Ald81, Hoo79, Kal05]. To see its relevance in this context, notice that pc(X) = 0 for
every exchangeable and dissociated random tensor. That said, we have

16d (E[|Xq,..0)f°] +1)
I

for every dissociated random tensor X which satisfies (A1) and (.A2); more generally,

(3.9) osc(X) <

if X is a mixture of exchangeable, symmetric and dissociated random tensors and the
entries of X have finite third moment, then
16d (E[|Xq1,...a)*] +1)

vn '

(See Proposition 12.7). These estimates together with Theorem 1.4 cover a wide range

(3.10) osc(X) < v/pe(X) +

of exchangeable random tensors, including all infinitely extendible random tensors which
satisfy (A1) and (A2)—see Paragraph 12.2.1 for more details.

3.3. Anticoncentration of polynomials of boolean random variables. Recall that,
given a real-valued random variable X, its anticoncentration
(3.11) supP(X = x)

z€R
is a quantitative measure of its discreteness. A closely related, and more informative,
quantity is the Lévy concentration function of X,
(3.12) Lx(e) =supPlz < X <x+¢)

z€R
which bounds the probability that X lies in an interval of length € > 0. The first results
on anticoncentration were discovered by Littlewood/Offord [LO43] and Erdés [Erd45]
who obtained optimal anticoncentration of linear functions of random vectors with i.i.d.
Rademacher entries.

Much more recently, Costello, Tao and Vu [CTV06] have put forth® a higher-degree
version of the classical Littlewood—Offord theory whose main goal is to understand the
anticoncentration of random variables of the form f(&) where f: R™ — R is a polynomial
with real coefficients, and £ is a random vector in R™ with a well-behaved distribution.
Examples of random vectors which have been studied in this context include:

e random vectors with i.i.d. gaussian/Rademacher/Bernoulli entries, and
e random vectors which are uniformly distributed on a slice;

6We note that closely related questions have been studied earlier—see, e.g., [RS96].
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see, e.g., [CTV06, CW01, FKMW18, FM19, MNV16, MOO10, KST19, LLTTY17, RV13].
The topic is quite diverse, and it has found a variety of applications in analysis, com-
binatorics, discrete probability and theoretical computer science; we refer the reader to
[NV13, Vuld] for recent expositions.

3.3.1. The Lévy concentration function of polynomials of boolean random variables. The-

orem 1.4 can be used to estimate the Lévy concentration function of homogeneous polyno-

mials of an important class of random vectors with boolean but not independent entries.
Specifically, let n > d be positive integers, and let f: R™ — R

(3.13) fan,. . an) =Y ar [

Fe(lnly  i€F
be a homogeneous multilinear polynomial of degree d, with no constant term and real
coefficients @ = (ap : F' € (["])>. For every s € {0,1,...,d} we set

(3.14) llall, == (> (X aF)2)1/2

ce(™) cere()
where we use again the convention that the first sum vanishes if s = 0; these seminorms

are, of course, the analogues of the seminorms introduced in (1.5).
We have the following theorem. (The proof is given in Subsection 12.3.)

Theorem 3.2. Let n,d be positive integers with n > (4k)>? where k = 20d®18%(2d)! is as
in Theorem 1.4, and let f: R™ — R be as in (3.13). Also let k be a positive integer with

(3.15) (2r) n'=2 <k<n— (2r) n'=2a

and let € = (&1,...,&,) be a random vector in {0,1}" which is uniformly distributed”
on ([Z]). Then, setting p == k/n and o® = Var(f(é)), we have

(3.16) ‘ Zp“ (1=p)* flex

_ 12a%2¢ el 124724 o2

( -p)i  n p(l—p)d n

and, for every e > 0%,

£ 16k 1 1242 x|l
(3.17) L (e) < +— : s
MO = Vare "B Vi —plled}
239 3/2
3d(1 —p 3,/2 3 Z‘ Z ‘
P ey 5= eFe(["])
16/{p -
*(L=p)* lex]l,-
pH(l—p 1/lelozllll Z;

7Here we identify (["]) with the set of all z € {0,1}" which have exactly k nonzero coordinates.

8We follow the convention that % = 0.



ANTICONCENTRATION AND BERRY-ESSEEN BOUNDS FOR RANDOM TENSORS 13

Remark 3.3. Using Proposition 1.2, it is easy to see that the left-hand-side of (3.16) is
equal to |Var (f(ﬁ)) — Var(f(b))| where £ is as in Theorem 3.2 and b is a random vector
in {0,1}" with i.i.d. Bernoulli entries with expectation p.

In order to put Theorem 3.2 into context, fix f as in (3.13), and recall that if G is a
random vector in R™ with independent standard normal entries such that Var( f (G)) =1,
then the Carbery—Wright inequality [CWO01] yields that for every € > 0,

(3.18) L) (e) = O(de'/?).

Using their invariance principle, Mossel, O’Donnell and Oleszkiewicz [MOO10] extended
this estimate to general random vectors with i.i.d. entries with an extra term on the
right-hand-side of (3.18) depending on the influence of the coefficients of f; more recently,
Filmus, Kindler, Mossel and Wimmer [FKMW18] also covered the case of random vectors
£ as in Theorem 3.2 under an extra harmonicity assumption on the polynomial f. (See,
also, [FM19] for related results).

On the other hand, if £ is as in Theorem 3.2 with, say, 15 < k < % and Var(f({)) =1,
then, by (3.16) and (3.17), for every 0 < ¢ < 1/2 we have

(3.19) Lie(e) = O0(e)

provided that n is sufficiently large and
n 3 a 2
S| Y ar 1y, all, < cae

where ¢4 is a positive constant that depends only on d. In other words, we have an

improvement over (3.18) as long as the coefficients of f are balanced and not too dense,
and the contribution of the seminorms [|al|,, . .., [[al|, in Var(f(€)) is relatively small.

4. NOTATION

In this section we collect all pieces of notation that are used throughout this paper.
Working with tensors (and, in general, with high-dimensional objects) necessitates some
notation which, unfortunately, is not completely standardized. Most of this notation will
be used in Sections 5, 7 and 9. The reader should have in mind this remark, and consult
this particular section for any possible clarification while reading the paper.

As we have mentioned, for every integer n > 1 we set [n] := {1,...,n}; moreover, for
every k € {0,...,n} by ([Z]) we denote the collection of all subsets of [n] of cardinality k.

4.1. For every positive integer n and every (possibly empty) set S by [n]® we denote the
set of all functions from S into [n], and by [n] ﬁlj the set of all one-to-one functions from
S into [n]. In particular, if S is empty, then [n]® contains only the empty function which
shall be denoted by @; on the other hand, if S = [d] for some positive integer d, then the
corresponding sets of functions shall be denoted simply by [n]? and [n]f,;. Finally, if S is
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nonempty, then by PartInj(S, [n]) we denote the set of all nonempty, partial, one-to-one
maps from S into [n]. (We emphasize, again, the nonemptyness.)

4.2. Given a function f, by dom(f) we shall denote its domain and by Im(f) its image.
For every (possibly empty) subset F' of dom(f), by f | F we denote the restriction of
f on F. If g is another function, then we write f C g provided that dom(f) C dom(g)
and ¢ [ dom(f) = f. Finally, if Im(f) C dom(g), then by go f we denote the composition
of g with f, that is, the map dom(f) 37— g(f(%)) € Im(g).

In particular, if n,d are positive integers, then for every i = (i1, ...,iq) € [n]?, every
permutation 7 of [n] and every permutation 7 of [d] we have
(4.1) moi= (m(i1),...,m(iq)) € [n]* and io7T = (ir1),... ir(a)) € [0]%

moreover, i | F' € [n]F for every subset F of [d].

4.3. Let n,d be positive integers, and let 4, 7, p, ¢ € [n]?. We say that the pairs (4, j) and
(p, q) are equivalent if there exists a permutation 7 of [n] such that p = 7oi and ¢ = woj.
We shall write (i,5) ~ (p, q) to denote the fact that (¢,j) and (p,q) are equivalent.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank the anonymous referees for their comments,
remarks and suggestions.

The research was supported by the Hellenic Foundation for Research and Innovation
(H.F.R.I.) under the “2nd Call for H.F.R.I. Research Projects to support Faculty Members
& Researchers” (Project Number: HFRI-FM20-02717).

Part 2. Combinatorial CLT for high-dimensional tensors
5. A TOOL FOR COMPUTING THE VARIANCE

The following proposition is the first step of the proof of Theorem 2.2. It is the main
tool that enables us to compute the variance of several random variables associated with
W -statistics.

Proposition 5.1. Letn > s be positive integers, and let £: [n]® X [n]* — R be a Hoeffding
tensor. Also let® t € {0} UPartInj([s], [n]) and r € {{Im(?)],...,s}. Then,

) ) 2 4o .
(5.1) D &,p)€Ga) <€ ((28)) T Y Eip)°

(4,3,p,0) EM i,p€[n]*
tCi

o N4 ) o ) )
where My, = {(Z,],p, q) € ([n]fnj) tCi, t T4, (4,5) ~ (p,q) and [ITm(i) NIm(j)| = r}.
(Recall that, for a quadruple (i, j,p,q) of elements of [n]*, we write (¢,7) ~ (p,q) to
denote the fact (i,7) and (p,q) are equivalent; see Subsection 4.3.) For the proof of

Proposition 5.1 we need to do some preparatory work. In what follows, let n, s, &, ¢, 7 be
as in Proposition 5.1.

9That is, t is either the empty map, or a nonempty, partial, one-to-one map from [s] into [n].
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5.1. Partitions. Consider the set {0,1} x [s] which we view as a partially ordered set
equipped with the lexicographical order <)oy defined by setting (i, a) <jex (v, b) if either
p<v,or p=vanda <b. Wedenote by II the set of all partitions (with nonempty parts)
of {0,1} x [s]; we shall use the letters P,Q, R, S to denote partitions. Moreover, with
every (i,7) € [n]® x [n]® we associate a partition P(i,7) € II defined by

(5.2) {{(o,u) € {0} x[s] +i(u) = 2 U{(1,v) € {1} x[s] : jv) =} 1w € Im(i)ulm(j)}.

We isolate, for future use, the following elementary fact.

Observation 5.2. If i,7,p,q € [n]®, then (i,7) ~ (p,q) if and only if P(i,j5) = P(p,q).
Next, we set

(53)  T={Pi.j): (i.d) € [l x [y, [I0(6) A Im()] = . £ € amd £ C j}:

notice that for every P € Z, its cells have cardinality 1 or 2, and it has exactly r cells

with cardinality 2. We also set

(5.4) F = {P € 1I: every cell of P has cardinality at least 2}.

We view T as the set of “initial” partitions, and F as the set of “final” partitions.

5.2. Ordering partitions. We about to define a partial order < on the set II. To
this end, first, for every P € II\ F let X(P) € P denote the <jex-minimal element of
{X € P : |X| = 1}; namely, among all cells of P which are singletons, X (P) is the
lexicographically least. Next, for every P € II \ F and every @ € II we write Q <; P if
there exist X; € Q and X5 € P such that

(P1) X5 # X(P) and X1 = X2 UX(P), and

(P2) for every X € Q with X # X; we have X € P.

Notice, in particular, that if Q <1 P, then |P| = |Q| + 1.

Finally, we define < to be the transitive closure of <7; more precisely, given P, Q € II,
we write Q < P if either P = @, or there exists a finite sequence (Py, P, ..., P;) in II such
that Q@ = P; <1 -+ <1 Py = P. We shall refer to such a sequence (P, Py,...,P) as a
path (from P to Q) and we call the positive integer ¢ as the length of the path; moreover,
by «(P,Q) we shall denote the number of paths from P to . We will also need the
following observation. (Its proof is straightforward.)

Observation 5.3. If Q < P, then all paths from P to Q) have the same length.
5.3. Successors. For every P € II we set
(5.5) Succ(P) ={Q €Il: Q@ x P} and SuccFin(P) := Succ(P)NF.

Moreover, for every P € IT \ F set Succy(P) == {Q € II: Q <1 P}. In what follows, we
will be mainly interested in the set

(5.6) A= ﬂ Suce(P) C I

Pel
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5.4. Coding pairs. For every (i,7) € [n]® x [n]® let P(i,j) be as in (5.2) and define
iy P(i,j) — [n] by

i(u) if (0,u) € X,

5.7 i,jX =
51 f2sX) jv) if (1,v) € X.

To spell it out in more detail, for every u € [s] we have that f; ;(X) = i(u) where X is
the unique cell of the partition P(i,5) that contains (0, u); respectively, for every v € [s]
we have that f; ;(X) = j(v) where X is the unique cell of P(,j) that contains (1,v).
Observe that, by definition, we have that f; ; € [n]P(i’j).

Inj
Our next goal is to show that the process of obtaining P(¢,j) and f; ; from the pair

P

mj We define

(i,7), can be reversed. More precisely, for every P € II and every f € [n]
ir,jr: [s] = [n] as follows. For every u € [s] we set if(u) = f(X) where X is the unique
cell of P that contains (0, u); respectively, for every v € [s] we set jf(v) = f(X) where X
is the unique cell of P that contains (1,v). It is clear that for every P € Il and f € [n]ﬂj
we have P(iy,jsr) = P and f;; j, = f. Moreover, for every (i,5) € [n]® x [n]® the map
. P(i,j
(5.8) (6 )] 2 (0,0) = Fpg € ol
is a bijection, and its inverse is given by
P(i,j . .
(5.9) [l 3 f = (g, dp) € [0, )~
where [(4, /)]~ = {(p,q) € [n]*x[n]* : (p,q) ~ (i, )} denotes the equivalence class of (i, j).

5.5. The restriction of ¢. Recall that in the left-hand-side of (5.1) the sum is over all
(4, 7) which both extend the given partial map ¢. Having this constrain in mind, for every
P e A we set

(5.10) M(P) = {f €nlfy;:t Cifand t C j}.

The set M(P) can be alternatively described as follows. Notice that the map which
sends each k € dom(t) to the unique cell Xj, € P that contains (0, k), is one-to-one. Then
M(P) consists of all f € [n]f. such that f(X) = t(k) for every k € dom(t).

Inj

5.6. Using the fact that £ is a Hoeffding tensor. For every P,Q € Il with @ <1 P
and every g € [n]ﬁ}{X(P)} we define TP~2(g) € [n]%. as follows. Let X; € Q and X, € P

Inj
be the unique cells which satisfy (P1) and (P2). Then we set
(5.11) TP79(g)(X1) = 9(X2)

and TP79(g)(X) = g(X) for every X € Q \ {X;1}.
Using the material introduced so far and invoking the fact that £ is a Hoeffding tensor,

we see that for every P € II\ F, every g € [n]ﬁ}{X(P)} and every (p,q) € [n]® x [n]*,
(5.12) Yo &inpEUng = — Y, Elirr=arg,p) EliTr-a(g, )
FEMlin; QESuce, (P)

SIP\{X(P)}=g
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(5.13) Y Eipéladn) = — D, Epirreaig) &g drr-a(g)-

fe[n]I}:j QESucey (P)
FIP\{X(P)}=g

Therefore, by (5.10) and (5.12), for every P € A\ F and every (p, q) € [n]® x [n]® we have

(5.14) > & EGna=— Y. Y. &ligp) €U 9);

fEM(P) Q€ESucey (P) geM(Q)

respectively, by (5.10) and (5.13), for every R € II \ F and every (p,q) € [n]® x [n]®,

(5.15) S oEwiptlain=— Y, > &g &)

remif; SeSucer(R) geln]f;

We have the following claim. (Recall that for every P,@Q € II by a(P, Q) we denote the
number of paths from P to Q.)

Claim 5.4. For every P € A and every (p,q) € [n]® x [n]® we have

(5.16) Y &npEGn = Y, (DFRaPQ) Y €y p) €Uy, 9);

fEM(P) Q€SuccFin(P) gEM(Q)

respectively, for every R € I and every (p,q) € [n]® X [n]® we have

(5.17) S Epin&lain =Y, DR S) D &p.ig) &q.dy).

fE€n ]In] SeSuccFin(R) g€n ]In]

Proof. We will only give the proof of (5.16); equality (5.17) follows with identical ar-
guments. Fix P € A, and for every @ € Succ(P), we set dist(P,Q) = |P| — |Q|; by
Observation 5.3, this quantity coincides with the length of an arbitrary path from P
to Q. Moreover, for every positive integer ¢ we set

(5.18) Succy(P) = {Q € I1: Q < P and dist(P, Q) = (}.

Clearly, we have @) € Succy(P) if and only if @ <; P. On the other hand, using Obser-
vation 5.3 once again, we see that for every positive integer ¢ and every @ € Succe41(P),

(5.19) aP,Q)= >  aPR).

Q=<1ReSuce,(P)

Finally, using (5.14), (5.19) and proceeding by induction on ¢, we obtain that

(5200 > &lir.p)EGra) = Y. (DPTNPQ) Y €(ig.p) E(ig a) +

fEM(P) Q€ESucc, (P) gEM(Q)
+ Y (C)PERIPQ) Y Elig.p) €3y a)-
QeSuccFin(P) gEM(Q)
dist(P,Q)<¢

Equality (5.16) follows from (5.20) for ¢ = | P]. O
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5.7. Estimating the number of paths. Notice, first, that the number of partitions of
{0,1} x [s]—known as the Bell number By,—is at most (2s)%%; also observe that every
path has length at most 2s. Thus, we immediately obtain that a(P,Q) < (25)452 for
every P, @ € Il with @Q < P. We can improve this estimate as follows.

Fact 5.5. For every P € II and every Q € SuccFin(P) we have o(P, Q) < e°.

Proof. The result is a consequence of some rigidity properties of the partial order <.
Indeed, fix P € IT and @ € SuccFin(P), and notice that the cells of @ can be categorized
according to whether they contain “large” cells of P. More precisely, let Y € @ be
arbitrary. First, assume that Y contains a cell X € P with |X| > 2; then the definitions
of <7 and < in Section 5.2 imply that, in any possible path from P to @, there exists a
unique way to glue the cells {X € P : X C Y} and arrive at the cell Y. Next, suppose
that every cell of P which is contained in Y is a singleton; in this case, observe that there
are precisely |Y| — 1 ways to glue the cells {X € P: X C Y}. Taking these remarks into
account, we see that the number of paths from P to @ is at most

¢
(5.21) max{ Har cles],ar,...,ap €28 and a1 + -+ -+ ag = 25—5}.

r=1
A straightforward computation shows that this number is at most exp (22) < e®. O

5.8. Proof of Proposition 5.1. By (5.16), (5.17), Fact 5.5 and the Cauchy—Schwarz
inequality, for every P € Z and every R € II we have

(5.22) Y Eligig) €Grdg) = Y, (=)IFHIEERIESIo(P Q) a(R, S) x
)

femM(P QESuccFin(P)
gE[n]ﬁj Sé€SuccFin(R)
<Y Elipig) €6 sda)
FremM(@Q)
Qle[”]lsnj
o 1/2 o 1/2
< Y (% eini?) (X eUrin?)
QESuccFin(P)  f e M(Q) FremM(@)
SeSuccFin(R)  g/¢[n] ﬁ\j g'€n] i;j

For every P € Ilset Xy(P) == {X € P: X C {0} x[s]}, X1(P) == {X € P: X C {1} x[s]}
and Xp 1 (P) := P\ (X(P) U X1 (P)); notice that if @ € SuccFin(P), then

(P3) |4(Q)| < [X(P)]/2 and |1 (Q)] < |X1(P)[/2,
(P4) for every X € Xy 1(P) there exists Y € X 1(Q) such that X C Y.

Also observe that for every (i,j) € [nlf,; X [n]f,; such that |[Im(i) N Im(j)| = r we have
|Xo(P(i,7))] = |X1(P(i,4))| = s — r. Therefore, using the bijection described in (5.8)
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and (5.9), we obtain that

(5.23) S P EGia) =Y Y. &lifig) &Gy, dg)

(4,3,p:0) EFt,r PeZ feM(P)
.‘Je[”]i‘j
(5:22) o 1/2 o 1/2
<Y Y (X €)X €lrin?)
PeZ Q,5eSuccFin(P) f'eM(Q) FremM(Q)
g,e[n]ignj 9’6["]5@
<y Y (am@Eme 3 g(z}p)Q)l/z x
PeZ Q,SeSuccFin(P) i,p€[n]®
tCi
X (Q)]+1X0(S 02)"?
X(n 0 Y £(J,q))
J,a€[n]®
tCj
s, 8—T . s 2 s_p .
<eXntTr Yy > D EGp)? < €((28)) T Y £(p)
PeT Q,SeSuccFin(P) i,pe[n]® i,pEn]®
tCi tCi

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that

(5.24) 7] < ( and  [SuccFin(P)| < (25 —r — 1)!

for every P € II. The proof of Proposition 5.1 is completed.

6. AN EXCHANGEABLE PAIR OF RANDOM PERMUTATIONS

Let X,Y be random variables which are defined on a common probability space and
take values in a common measurable space, and recall that the pair (X,Y) is called
exchangeable if (X,Y) and (Y, X) have the same distribution. This notion was introduced
by Stein [St86], and it is a key concept in his method for normal approximation as well
as in several related developments (see, e.g., [Chl4]).

An important ingredient of the proof of Theorem 2.2 is an exchangeable pair of
random permutations which also appears in the works of Bolthausen [Bo84] and Bar-
bour/Chen [BCO05]. Specifically, given an integer n > 2, we fix a triple Iy, Iy, m of
independent random variables such that I, I5 are uniformly distributed on [n] and 7 is
uniformly distributed on S,,, and we set

(61) J1 = 7T1(Il), J2 = 7T1(12) and o = T Ot([1712)
where for every i1,is € [n] by t(i1,i2) € S, we denote the transposition'® of 4; and 5.
We will need the following basic (and well-known) properties of this construction.

(1) m and (11, I2) are independent.
(£2) my and (I1, I2) are independent.

10That is, t(¢1,42) is the unique permutation which maps i1 to i2 and iz to i1, and it is the identity

on [n] \ {i1,i2}.
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(£3) 71 and my are uniformly distributed on S,,.
(€4) (m1,m2) is an exchangeable pair.

Property (£1) is an immediate consequence of the relevant definitions. Properties (£2)
and (£3) follow from the fact that for every ¢1,¢s € [n] and every = € S,, we have that
P(my = m| (I1,12) = ({1,42)) = =; indeed, observe that
(62) P(']TQ =T ‘ (11712) = (fl,fz)) = ]P)(ﬂ'l 9 t(fl,gg) =T | (11712) == ((1,52))
_ 1

= ]P)(’/Tl =T Ot(gl,gg) L | (11,12) == (61,62)) == E
Finally, for property (£4) notice that, by (£1), (£2) and (£3), the pairs (771, (11,12)) and
(7r2, (Il,Ig)) have the same distribution; consequently, the pairs (7r1,771 o t(ly, IQ)) and
(7T2, T O t(Il,Ig)) also have the same distribution. By (6.1) we have g = m o ¢(11, I2)
which implies, in particular, that 7o o t(I, I3) = m o t(I1, I2) o t(I1, Iz) = m;. Combining
the previous observations, we conclude that (71, 72) is an exchangeable pair, as desired.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2

We have already pointed out that the one-dimensional case of Theorem 2.2 is due
to Bolthausen, while the two-dimensional case is due to Barbour/Chen. That said, the
proof for all high-dimensional cases is uniform, and so, in what follows we fix two positive
integers n,d with d > 2 and n > 4d>. Let &1, ...,&q be as in Theorem 2.2 and recall that
B1 = n — 1, where 5 is as in (2.6) for every s € [d]; moreover, let 7, w2 be the random
permutations described in Section 6 and set

(7.1) Eo= Y &(imoi) and  E = Y &(i,myoi).

i€[nlf,; i€[n]

Inj
Note that, by property (£4), the pair (E;, Z.) is exchangeable for every s € [d]. We also set

n

(7.2) A= &GP

ij=1

In the following lemma we collect some known properties of the exchangeable pair (=1, 2/ );
for a proof, see [BC05, Bo84, ZBCLI7].

Lemma 7.1. We have

(7.3) E[=2] =1
2
(74) E[El - Ell |7T1] = ; El
. 4
(7.5) E[(E:1 —E))*] = p
Ell= =131 < 64 A
(7.6) (1= - =] < 64 .
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The next lemma complements Lemma 7.1 and provides analogous estimates for the
rest of the exchangeable pairs (E;,Z%). We note that it is precisely in the proof of this
lemma where Proposition 5.1 is applied.

Lemma 7.2. For every s € {2,...,d} we have

(7.7) E[22] < 2¢%((2)!) %
r9) B[(=, - 207 < 215 (29))" 2.

Proof. Fix s € {2,...,d}. For every r € {0,...,s} set

o Fli= {(i,j) € [n]fnJ [n] : [Im(3) N Im(5)| = r} and

o F2:={(i,j,p,q) € ([nljy;)" - Mm(i) NIm(j)| = 7 and (i, ) ~ (p,q)}.
Then observe that

(7.9) EE) =B 3 &moi&(imod) =
iGEMl;,;
_ |
-Y Y Etmengtmon] =Y Y U2 e g,
=0 (i,j)€F} =0 (i,j,p,q) EF? '

Also notice that for every k < +/n we have

(7.10)
since 2s < 2d < y/n, by (7.9) we obtain that

Z €s(i,p) &s(J,0)|-

(4,5,p,9) EF2

- ~ 1
(7.11) EE) <2 ) e
r=0

Finally, plugging in the right-hand-side of (7.11) the estimate in (5.1) applied for “¢t = (7,
we conclude that (7.7) is satisfied.
We proceed to the proof of inequality (7.8). For every {1, ¢ € [n] set

* ]:51 42 {Z E Inj : Im(z) N {617£2} 7& @}
We start by observing that

(712)  E[E.-Z,)? = ]E[1[,1#2} ( 3 (i mod) - &lism oz‘)ﬂ <

e T3
16.7:11 I

< QE[l[lﬁﬁlz] ( Z &s(i,m oi))Q} + ZE[l[[ﬁgz] ( Z &s(i,mo O’L'))Q]

s

i€ln ]In] iE[n]fnj
Im(¢)N{I1,I2}#0 Im(i)N{I1,I2}#0
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By (£1), (£2) and (£3), we see that the pairs (1, (I1,12)) and (72, (I1,12)) have the
same distribution. Therefore, by (7.12), we have

(7.13) E[(Z, - ,)2] <4E [1[,1#2] ( Y &limo z‘))z}
i€[n]{y;

Im(i)ﬂ{[l,IQ};é@
which implies, by (£1) and the fact that (I, I5) is uniformly distributed on [n]?, that

(7.14) E[(ES_‘:‘S \n2 Z E[( Z ﬁs(i,moi))z}

l1,L2€[n] i€n ]In]

L17#Lo Im(i)N{€1,02}#0
2
B > S cinen)]
01,€2€[n] tePartInj([s],{¢1,62}) tLi€ ]y
b#£0 Am()\Im(£))N{£1 02 }=0
2
Z ]E[( Z (—1)lt+1 Z Es i,m 01 ) }
£1,82€[n] tePartInj([s],{¢1,¢2}) tCi€n
L1#£Lo
Now observe that
(7.15) |PartInj([s], {¢1,£2})| = 25 + 2 (;) =s(s+1).

Hence, by (7.14), (7.15) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

(116 B[(=. - =¢) < 27 5 > E[( Y &6men)]

£1,02€[n] tePartInj([s],{¢1,¢2}) tCi€[n]f,;
L1#L2

HLLCEEAS 3 Y E[&(i,m0i) &, m 0 )]

" b el tePartini(s),{t1,62}) ielnlin;
L1#£Lo tCi,j
4s(s+1) *L (n— (25 —1))
- =y 3 Z— Y. &60)&G9)
£1,02€[n] tePartInj([s],{¢1,02}) r=|Im(t)| ,5,p,9€[ ]InJ
0170y tCi,
|Im(z)ﬂ1m( j)|=r

(4,9)~(p,q)

(7.10) -
Bl § > > s X aaneata)

01,02€([n] tePartInj([s],{€1,€2}) r=|Im(t)] ,Jp ZIG["]IUJ
L1#£Lo

\Im(Z)ﬂIm(J)\—r
(,9)~(p.q)

Setting Kg == 8s(s + 1) 25 ((2s)! )2 and applying (5.1) for every ¢t € PartInj([s], {¢1,¢2})
and every r € {\Im s} by (7.16) we have

(7.17) E[(ES—E;)Q]Sn[S(fQ > > SY &y

£1,02€[n] tePartInj([s],{¢1,2}) r=|Im(t)| i,p€[n]®
b1t0s tCi
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By double-counting, we see that the right-hand-side of (7.17) is equal to

nfj2(2<n_1>s(s_1 )Y Y Y a2 YO Y &6n?)

Fe( )a:e[n]pzpft[r;]s HE( ]) yE[n]H 1p€[n]s

which is at most, since s < d < n,

Bs Bs Bs
(7.18) 2K4s(s—1) ) + Kis(s—1)(s—2) 4 S <3Kgs(s—1) prsy
By (7.17), (7.18) and the choice of Ky, we conclude that (7.8) is satisfied. O
Now set
d
(7.19) =Y E, and © = ”’.
s=2 s=2

The last ingredient of the proof of Theorem 2.2 is the following lemma which is taken
from [BCO5, Lemma 2.2].

Lemma 7.3 (Barbour/Chen). For every z € R we have

(7.20) max {P(z — [0] <E; < 2),P(z<E; <2+ 0])} <
d
A A2 3
< 27— 4 21—+ 5d’e"(2d)! =
— 2 Z:; ~

where A is as in (7.2) and Bs is as in (2.6) for every s € {2,...,d}.

Since the setting in [BCO5] is not identical with ours, for completeness we give the
proof of Lemma 7.3 in Appendix A.

We are now in a position to complete the proof of the theorem. Notice that (2.7) is
automatically satisfied if A > 1. Thus, in what follows, we may assume that 2 - < 1. By

Bolthausen’s theorem [B084], we have

(7.21) sup [P(E1 < z) — P(N(0,1) < 2)| < 01%

z€R

where Cq > 1 is as in (2.4). Since © + |©| > 0, for every z € R we have

7.22) P(W<2)=PE +0+10|<z+|0|) <P(E, <z+|0|)
(7.23) P(W <2)=P(E1+0 10| <2—10]) 2P(Z; < z— 0]
and so,

z) —P(E1 < 2) <P(z<51 <z+\®|)
<z2)2-P(z-10] <E; < 2).
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Hence, by Lemma 7.3 and the fact that % < 1, we obtain that

(7.26) sup |P(W < z) — P(E1 < 2)]
z€R
<supmax {P(z <E; <2+ (0]),P(z — 8] < E; < 2)}
z€R
A i /8
< 25 217 - 2 d 2d)! 73
(2° + )n+5de(d)z g

s=2
Inequality (2.7) follows from (7.21), (7.26), the triangle inequality and the choice of the
constant Cy in Theorem 2.2. The proof is completed.

Remark 7.4 (Towards a group-theoretic combinatorial CLT). Let I be a nonempty finite
set, and let G be a subgroup of S; which acts transitively on I. With every matrix
¢: I x I — R we associate the statistic

(7.27) Zg =Y ¢(i,m(i)

il

where 7 is a random permutation which is uniformly distributed on G. The case G = Sy is,
of course, the setting of the classical combinatorial CLT; on the other hand, it is easy to see
that the statistics covered by the work of Barbour/Chen [BC05] and Theorem 2.2 are also
included'! in this general framework. It is thus natural to ask'? for which finite transitive
permutation groups G we have quantitative normal approximation of the statistics Zg
under suitable conditions on the matrix ¢. The case of alternating groups is already

interesting.

Remark 7.5 (Finite population statistics). This remark has been kindly communicated
to us by the referee. Let n > d > 2 be positive integers, and let ¢: [n]? — R be a

(deterministic) symmetric real tensor. With ¢ we associate the statistic
(7.28) T :=t(r(1),...,7(d))

where 7 is a random permutation which is uniformly distributed on S,,. These statistics
have been studied by several authors; see, e.g., [BG93, BoG02, ZC90] and the references
therein. It was shown by Bloznelis and Go6tze [BoGO1] that T — E[T] can be written as

d
(7.29) T-E[T] =) S gu(w(in),. .. m(ia))

s=1 1<i1 < <is<d

where, for every s € [d], g,: [n]° — R is a symmetric, Hoeffding'® tensor whose diagonal
terms vanish. Using this representation, it is easy to see that the random variable T—E[T

HMore precisely, in these cases the index set I can be identified with the set ([2]) and the group G
consists of those permutations 7 of ([Z]) which are of the form ﬁ({jh . ,jd}) ={n(j1),...,7(Ja)} for
some permutation 7 of [n].

12In fact, it is quite likely that this question has already been asked, but we could not find something
relevant in the literature.

13T hat s, 2 ioCicn]s 9s (@) = 0 for every ig € [n]s—L.
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can also be expressed as a W-statistic of order d. More precisely, for every s € {2,...,d}
define &,: [n]* x [n]* — R by setting &(2,7) = oj,y - La= () - 9s(j) where o == 1/s!
and of = (1/s!) Z;ll (1—-4) ifl € {1,...,s — 1}; moreover, define & : [n] x [n] = R
by &1(,5) = (1jg (i) — %) 91(j). Then observe that the tensors &1, ..., &, are Hoeffding in
the sense of Definition 2.1, and the W-statistic associated with them via (2.3) coincides

with T — E[T]. In particular, if n > 4d?, then, by Theorem 2.2, we have'*

29Cy ([lgalles \? L d o gl
7.30 di (T, N (1, 0%)) < o) 2 S\ e
(7:30) k(NG < T () 2923 (G5) o

where p == E[T] and 0% = -4 (1 — %)Hng%Z. (Recall that Cy > 1 is as in (2.4), and
Cy = 5d%e?(2d)!.)
Part 3. Proofs of Theorem 1.4 and its applications

8. COMPUTATION OF THE VARIANCE: PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.2

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 1.2. We start by introducing some
auxiliary quantities which will also be used in Section 9.

8.1. The parameters ~;,. For every s,r € {0,1,...} with s <,

e let X, denote the set of all strictly increasing maps u: [¢] — Z for some ¢ € N
which satisfy u(1) = s and u(¢) = r (thus, £ < r — s+ 1),

and set

|dom ()] uli)
8.1) s = —1)ldom(w)+1 ( )
(8.1) GZXJ( ) 1;[2 wli = 1)

_ _1)ldom(u)|+1 r
Z (=1) <5,u(2) —u(l),... ,u(|dom(u)|) - u(|dom(u)| - 1))

uEX;

with the convention that the above product is equal to 1 if ¢ > |dom(u)|. Observe that

(8.2) Yos = L.

Also notice that for every s, € {0,1,...} with s < r we have
(83) Xs—l,r = U{fs—l,u NS Xz,r}

where the union above is a disjoint union; here, fs_1,4: [[dom(u)| + 1] — Z denotes the
function defined by fs—1 4(1) =s—1and fo_1,() =u(@i—1)if i € {2,...,|dom(u)|+1}.
By (8.1), it follows in particular that for every s,r € {1,2,...} with s < r we have

- T
A4 s—1,r = — T, T
(84) Va1, ;(5—1)7’

MHere, for every tensor g: [n]® — R and every p > 1 we set lglle, = (Zie[n]S |g(i)\p)l/p.



26 PANDELIS DODOS AND KONSTANTINOS TYROS

8.1.1. We proceed to compute these quantities. More precisely, we claim that for every
s,r€40,1,...} with s < r we have

r—s r
(85) Vs, r = (_1) <S> .
The case “s = r” follows, of course, from (8.2). So, let s, € {0,1,,...} with s < 7.

Notice that for every u € X, , we have 2 < |[dom(u)| < r — s+ 1. For every ¢ € [r — s] set
o X!, ={ueX,,:|dom(u)| =l+1} and Y == {y € [r—s]*: Zle y(i) =r—s}.

Then we have

(8.6) Yo = (Z) i (-2 Y (u(z) — (1), .7.’:;(“ 1) — u(f))

=1 ueXt,
() g“”ge G w0) = () g“”e et Jisento}

(E g (=05, or (e

which yields, by setting “t = ¢ — 5”7, that

8.7) ( > z_: Ji g T_ZH (t +J>

t=0 =0

Noticing that > 75" t (f';j) = ("5t = (Tzﬁ'l) for every positive integer ¢, by (8.7) and

an additional change of variable “q =t + 1”7, we obtain that

9 (S (71 () E (37

t=0 qg=1

By a classical formula which goes back to Euler—see, e.g., [GKP94, Eq. (5.42)]—and the
fact that the degree of the polynomial (x —1)"~* is strictly smaller than r — s+ 1, we also
obtain that -~ sy — 1) (T_ZH) = 0. Therefore, by (8.8), we conclude that
(8.5) is satisfied.

8.2. Proof of Proposition 1.2. In what follows, let n, d be positive integers with n > 2d,
and fix X = (X, : i € [n]?) and @ = (0, : i € [n]?) which satisfy (A1), (A2) and (A3). We
definea = (ap: F € ([Z])> by setting ap = 0, ... ;,) for every F' = {i; <--- <ig} € (Z)
By (A2), we see that ap = 6, for every F € ([Z]) and every i € [n]? with Im(i) = F.
Moreover, by (A1), we have E[(0, X)] = 0. Therefore,

d
(8.9) Var((6,X))=>_ 6;0; E[X;X]] Z > 0:0;=(d)?) 6. Y arag.
s=0

i,j€[n] ij€n]? s=0 rae(t))
|Tm (§)NIm(j) | =s |FNG|=s
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For every s € {0,1,...,d} set

(8.10) K = Z arag and A = Z ( Z CLHUF).

F.Ge(ln) He(IM)  Fe(lnh M)

|FNG|=s
Notice that kg = Ag; moreover, for every s € {0,...,d — 1} we have
(8.11) ks = Z Z AHUK QHUL = As — Z Z Z AHUK GHUL

He(™) Kk,Le(mh) =1 me(I") k,Le(N)
KNL=0 |[KNL|=t
d—s d
s+t T
S Y O ) Y 1
t=1 r=s+1

Proceeding by backwards induction and using the fact that kg = Ag, (8.11), (8.2) and
(8.4), we see that for every s € {0,1,...,d},

d
(8.12) e =) Yar A

By (8.10), the description of the variance of (8, X) in (8.9) and (8.12), we obtain that

(8.13) Var((8, X)) = (d!) Za Z%T)\ = (d) ZA Z%r s

r=0 s=0

which in turn implies, by (8.5), that

d r
(8.14) Var((0, X Y A(Z rs (Z) 55).
r=0 s=0

Equality (1.8) follows from (8.14) after observing that |||0|||§ =s!((d— s)! ) As for every
s €{0,...,d}. The proof of Proposition 1.2 is completed.

9. FROM Z-STATISTICS TO W-STATISTICS

We have pointed out in Section 2 that every statistic of the form (2.1) can be written
in the form (2.3). In the one-dimensional case, this transformation is classical; see [Ho51].
The two-dimensional case is also well-known; see, e.g., [ZBCL97]. These arguments can
be extended to the higher-dimensional case though, to the best of our knowledge, this has
not appeared in the literature. Since this step is needed for the proof of Theorem 1.4 and,
more important, it affects its quantitative aspects'®, in this section we shall describe this
transformation for those tensor permutation statistics which are relevant to Theorem 1.4.
That said, we note that some of the combinatorial constructions that appear in this
section are related to the classical work of de Jong [deJ90] as well as the more recent
work of Dobler, Kasprzak and Peccati [DKP22].

15Speciﬁcally7 it affects the constant k.
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We also point out that a slightly different type of decomposition of permutation
statistics—which is more akin to the standard Hoeffding decomposition [Ho48]—has been
considered by various authors, including Zhao/Chen [ZC90] and Bloznelis/Gotze [BoGO1],
and culminating in the work of Peccati [P04] (see, also, [PP11]).

9.1. Summing, averaging and Hoeffding operators. Let n > s be positive integers,
and let a: [n]* — R be a real tensor. For every (possibly empty) subset F of [s] we
introduce the tensors Sp[a]: [n]f — R and Ar[a]: [n]f — R by setting for every i € [n]¥,

01 Selal) = Y al) ad Aefalli) =t 3 a())
iCj€[n]® iCj€n]®
Note that if “F = (7, then [n]? = {0} and, consequently, Sy[a] and Ap[a] are tensors
with a single entry which is the sum and the average of the entries of @ respectively. Also
observe that Si,jla] = A a] = a.
Moreover, we define the Hoeffding tensor H|a]: [n]® — R associated with a by setting
for every i € [n]®,

(9.2) Ha)(i) = > _ (1)1 Ap[a](i | F).

FC[s]

9.1.1. Doubly-indezed tensors. We will also work with averaging and Hoeffding operators
associated with doubly-indexed tensors. More precisely, let n > s be positive integers,
and let ¢: [n]® x [n]®* — R. For every pair F, G of (possibly empty) subsets of [s] we define
the tensor Apc[¢]: [n]F x [n]¢ — R by setting for every i € [n]¥" and every p € [n]%,

N 1 )

(9:3) Arc[C](i,p) = I FIa] Z ¢4, q)-

iCjen]®

pCq€[n]”
Again, observe that Ay 4[¢] = ¢; moreover, the tensor Ay 3(¢) contains a single entry
which is equal to the average of the entries of ¢.

Finally, we define the Hoeffding tensor H[(]: [n]® x [n]® — R associated with ¢ by

setting for every i,p € [n]®,

(94) HC)Gp) = > (D) Al T Fop I G).

F,GCls]

We have the following elementary—though important—fact.

Fact 9.1. For every ¢: [n]® x [n]® — R, the tensor H[{] associated with ¢ is Hoeffding
in the sense of Definition 2.1.

Remark 9.2. Tt is clear that every tensor ¢: [n]° x [n]® — R can be naturally identified
with a tensor a¢: [n]?* — R. Then observe that the Hoeffding tensor H[¢] associated
with ¢ via (9.4) coincides with the Hoeffding tensor H[a¢] associated with a¢ via (9.2).
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9.2. Decomposition. Let n,r be integers with n > r > 2, and let ¢: [n]” x [n]” — R be
a real tensor. In what follows, we make the following assumptions on (.
(A5) (Symmetry) We have'® ¢(i,j) = {(ioT,jop) for every i,j € [n]” and 7,p € S,.
(A6) (Vanishing diagonal) We have ¢(i,j) = 0 if either i ¢ [n]f,; or j ¢ [n]f,;.
As we shall shortly see, this class includes—among others—all those tensors which appear
in the proof of Theorem 1.4.
Next, for every s € {0,1,...,r} we define {s: [n]® x [n]® — R by

(9.5) Cs = A5 [¢]

where A[,) ) is the averaging operator introduced in (9.3); in particular, (o = Ag¢(¢) is
the average of the entries of {. Moreover, for every s € [r] set

(9.6) Ry= Y H[¢|(i,moi)

i€[nliy;
where 7 is a random permutation uniformly distributed on S,; here #H[{s] denotes the
Hoeffding tensor associated with ¢, via (9.4).

9.2.1. The weights ws . For every pair of integers h,s with 0 < h < s < r set

=0
Moreover, for every s € {0,...,r — 1},

e let X, , be as in Subsection 8.1, namely, X, is the set of all strictly increasing
maps u: [{] = Z for some ¢ € [N] such that u(1) = s and u(f) =r.

Given u € X, set

|dom (u)|—1
(9.8) f = H Hou (i), u(i+1)
i=1

and for every s € {0,...,7 — 1} define

(9.9) wey = (=1)70 T Y (—pldomtnly,,
uEXs

Also set

(9.10) Wy = 1.

We have the following estimate for these quantities.

Lemma 9.3. Ifn > 6712, then for every s € {0,1,...,r},

318!
(9.11) ‘w _ (T)‘ L s
S

n

We postpone the proof of Lemma 9.3 to the end of this section.

16Recall that for every i = (i1,...,4,) € [n]” and every 7 € S, we set i o7 = (Br(1)s - ir(ry) € []".
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9.2.2. Main result. We have the following proposition.

Proposition 9.4. Let ¢: [n]" x [n]" = R be a tensor which satisfies (A5) and (A6), and
let Z be the statistic associated with ¢ via (2.1). Then we have

(9.12) Z = 0w, Ry +n"wo,r o
s=1

where Ry and ws, are as in (9.6) and (9.9) respectively, and (o is the average of the
entries of .

Proof. For every s € {0,...,7} let Z, denote the Z-statistic associated with ¢, via (2.1).
(In particular, Zy is constant, and takes the value y.) Clearly, we have Z, = Z. Next,
for every s,p € {0,...,r} with s < p,
o let X, = {u e X, u(|dom(u)| — 1) > p} where X , is as in Subsection 8.1,
and set
(9.13) D, = Z (—1)ldom(l
UEXs p r

Since X, = Xs 541, for every s € {0,...,7 — 1}, by (9.9) we have

(914) Ws,r = (_1)r75+1 Ds,s+1~

Moreover, using a decomposition as in (8.3), we see that for every s,p € {0,...,r — 1}
with s < p,

(9.15) Dsp = Dspt1 — Dppt1 fhsp-

Next, we claim that for every s € [r] we have

s—1
(9.16) Zo=Ro+ Y pnsn® (=112,
h=0

Indeed, fix s € [r]. Then, upon conditioning on the value of m,

9.17) Zy(m) EY ST cliroi) © R(m 4+ Y (Gl moi) — HIG G w o)

i€[n] Tnj i€[n] £nj
W R(m) — 3 (OIS ApglG(i I Foroi | G)
F,GCls] i€[n]f,;
|F|+|G|<2s
—|[Fuq))!
_ _ _1)IFIHIG] l(FuG)®| (n—|
i Fc:zc:[s]( ) ' (n — 5)l plUEF]
|F|+|Gl<2s

x Y ArclGli T Fmoil G)

i€[n]f7¢
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where the complements above are taken with respect to [s]. Therefore, after observing
that |[(FUG)E| + |F\ G| + |G\ F| = |(F N G)¢|, we obtain that

' —|FUG|)!
(9.18)  Zs(m) (AOLO-) Ry(m) — Z (—1)IFI+IGl Pl (FNG)E| (n—| ) :
F,GC[s] (n — s)! nl(FUG)E|
|F|+|G|<2s
X Z Arna,rnclCs](i, ™o i)
iE[n]II‘;’;G
— Rs(ﬂ_) - Z nS—|H‘ Z AH,H[Cg](i,ﬂ'Oi) »
HG[s] i€n]f,
X Z (—1)IFUGIHFNG] (n—|FUG|)!
F,GC[s] (n — s)! nl(FUG)°
FUG=H

Fix a proper subset H of [s] and set h = |H|. Then we have

FUGLL PO n—|FUG|)!
(9.19) Z (_1)| G|+|FNG| (TE—S)!’I’L(FUG?)Gl

F.GCls)
FUG=H

—h—|K])!  Ls—h (n—h—k)!
_ 9Kl (_1)IK] (n - (1)
K%\H (=1) (n — s)Ins—h-IK| kZ:O k ( )(n—s)!ns—h—k

s—h
_ s—=h\ e_n_s _ sfhff(n75+f)!
;( [ R

where the last equality follows from the change of variable “f = s — h — k”. Thus, by
(9.18) and (9.19), we conclude that

s—1
(9.20) Zi(m) =Ro(m) =Y 0" > > Ap ¢, moi) x
h=0 He(Bhyienlf;

s—h
$=h\ ps—n—p/_ wheyg =5+ f)!
;( P =

By the definition of ¢, in (9.5) and (A5), for every H & [s], setting h = |H|, we have
Zie[n]ﬁj AH,H[CS](L mo Z) = Zié[n]ﬁ]j Ch(ia m™o Z) = Zh(w); hence, (920) yields that

(9.21)  Zy(n) = Ry(n) — z_: nsh (2) Z(m) x

s—h
$—=h\ e—h—y, s—h—f(”_s""f)!
;( [ e it =

Thus, (9.16) follows from (9.21) and (9.7)
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Next, proceeding by backwards induction, we will show that for every p € [r] we have
r—1 p—1
(9.22) Zp =R+ 0wy, R+ Y (1) 'n"TID, 2,
q=p q=0

with the convection that a sum of the form Zf:a with b < a is equal to zero. For the case
“p =1, notice that for every g € {0,...,r—1} the set X, ,, is a singleton which contains
the map u: [2] — Z with u(1) = ¢ and u(2) = r; in particular, for every ¢ € {0,...,r—1}
we have Dy, = g, and so (9.22) for “p =+ follows from (9.16) for “s = r”. Next, let

p € [r — 1] and assume that equality (9.22) holds true for p + 1, that is,

r—1 p
(9.23) Zy=R.+ Y 0w, Rg+ Y (1) TID, 1 2,
q=p+1 q=0

Plugging in (9.23) equality (9.16) for “s = p”, we see that

r—1
(9.24) Zp =R+ Y 0" wg,Ry+ (—1)"P " PDy 0 Ry +
q=p+1
p—1

+ Z(il)riqilnriq(Dq,pH = Dy pt1bgp)Zg-
q=0
Using (9.14) for “s = p”, (9.15) for “s = ¢” and (9.24), we conclude that (9.22) also holds
true for p. This completes the proof of (9.22).
Finally, after recalling that w, , = 1, the desired equality (9.12) follows from (9.22)
applied for “p = 1”7 and (9.14) applied for “s = 0”. The proof of Proposition 9.4 is
completed. O

9.3. Proof of Lemma 9.3. Our first goal is to approximate the quantities p4,. To this
end, fix ¢,p € {0,1,...,7} with ¢ < p. Then, by (9.7), we have

(9.25) fgp = (1;) §2p_q_f (-1)’ <P ; Q> f[ (1 P ; u);

u=1
moreover,
p—q p—q

9.26 op=a=f (—1)f < > =1.
(9.26) ; (1) s
Also observe that for every f € {0,...,p — q} we have

f p—u r v T 2
9.27 1> (1— )> (1—f)>1— L

On the other hand, we have

op=a—1(—1)/ (p ; q) ‘ - §2p—q—f (p ; q) —3P1 3"

f=0

iS]
Q

(9.28)

T
o
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By (9.25)—(9.28), we obtain that

D D 3’)",r2 67‘T2
9.29 ’ - ’ < <2
(9.29) Haw (Q> <q> n n

Next, we shall approximate the quantities p,,. So, fix u € U:;é X, and, for notational

simplicity, set £ := |dom(u)|. Then,

y4

¢ . L .
u(i) u(i)
9.30)  |p, — = T a0 — )
o) o= T1 () | = [T =T (o)
(9.29) L=1 -1 6r2 o u(i +1)
< ‘ ,Uu(i),u(iJrl)"T' H u(i)
=1 i=1 i=j+1

with the usual convention that a product of the form H?:a with b < a is equal to 1.

By (9.29) and the fact that n > 6772, we see that iy u(ien)] < %(“S(t)l)) for every
i €{2,...,4}. Hence, by (9.30),

Hu = ﬁ(m?(—i)n)‘ S 9;:3 ﬁ <u(?(j)1)>

(9.31)

9 r < 127737
n \u(l),u2) —u(l),...,u(l) —u(l-1)) = n
Finally, let s € {0,...,7 — 1}. Since |X; | = 277571 < 27, by (9.9), (8.1) and (9.31),

(9.32) e = (1) 700l < 32 —ldoﬁm IR
. s, Vs,r \uEX oy 12 U(Z+1) S n .

By (8.5) and (9.32), we conclude that (9.11) is satisfied, as desired.

10. PREPARATORY LEMMAS

Our goal in this section is to present some preparatory lemmas which are needed for
the proof of Theorem 1.4 but are not related to the main argument.
The first lemma is a simple comparison result of gaussians.

Lemma 10.1. Let puy, o € R, and let 01,09 > 0 such that max{cy,02} > 0. Then,

1
max{o1,02}

(10.1) dic (N (p1,07), N (2, 03)) < (I — 2| + o1 — o2]).

Proof. Clearly, we may assume that o; > o9. (In particular, we have o1 > 0.) Set
0 = 03/01 and notice that 0 < o < 1. We first observe that

(102)  die(W(n,09), N2, 03)) = dic (N (0, 1), N (22 0?) )

01

<dg (N(o, 1),N(“2 — 1)) +dic (N(0,1), (0, 02)).

01
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The first distance in the right-hand-side of (10.2) can be estimated by

(10.3) dx (N(07 1),/\[(”201”1 1))

= sup [P(N(0,1) < z) —IP’(N(O, <z — M)’

z€R g1
gP(— |1 — po| <SN(0,1) < i —u2|) < 12! —M2|.
201 201 o1
Next, notice that if o < 1/2, then (10.1) follows immediately by (10.2) and (10.3). Thus,
in order to estimate the second distance in the right-hand-side of (10.2), we may assume
that o > 1/2. Then, upon recalling that o < 1, we obtain that

(10.4) dx (N(0,1),N(0,07)) = sup |P(N(0,1) < z) = P(N(0,0%) < z)|

= sup [P(NV(0,1) < m) P(N(0,1) < z/o)| =supP(z < N(0,1) < /o)

T€R >0
et(z—De 2|0 — 1] o2 |o1 — o9
=sup — e” 2 dt <su rze” 2 <l|lo—-1| = ———.
x>% vV 7FLZ; $;% V2T | ‘ (o]
By (10.2)—(10.4), we conclude that (10.1) is satisfied. O

The second lemma is a variant of Lemma 10.1 and refers to mixtures of gaussians.

Lemma 10.2. Let 0 > 0, and let Y be a real-valued random wvariable defined on some
probability space (2, F,P) with zero mean and finite second moment. Let Y, denote a
realization of Y, and let M be the mizture with respect to (Q, F,P) of N (Y, c?), that is,

for every x € R we have

(10.5) P(M < z) = E[P(N(Y,0%) < z)]
where E denotes expectation with respect to P. Then we have
E[Y?]
10.6 di (M, N(0,0%)) < ————.
(10.6) i ( (0,07)) N
Proof. Let x € R be arbitrary. Then, setting P = [Y > 0] and N = [V < 0], we have
(10.7)  |P(M < z) —P(N(0,0%) < z)| = [E[P(NV(Y,0%) < z)] —P(N(0,0%) < z)|

=|E[P(N(0,0 ) x—Y)} —P(N(0,0%) < z)]|
=|E[1pP(z - Y <N(0,0°) < z) — IyP(z < N(0,0%) <z - Y)]|.
Define F,, ,: R — R by

1 * t2
10.8 F,.(8) = — e 2.2 dt
(10,8 ols) = —— / S
with the usual convention that f: g(tydt = — [," g(t)dt if a > b. Using Taylor approxi-

mation, it is easy to see that for every s € R we have

1 _ oz 82
e 202

2
S| < ————.
V2ro ’ 2v/2me o2

(10.9)

Fr.(s) —
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Moreover, by (10.7), (10.8) and the fact that E[Y] = 0,

(10.10) IP(M < z) —P(N(0,0%) < 2)| = |E[1pF, o (Y) + InFuu(Y)]]
(10.9) E[y2]
= [E[F.(Y)]] < areo?

Remark 10.3. It is easy to see that if the random variable Y in Lemma 10.2 does not
have zero mean, then we have d (M, N(0,02)) < @ + QY/ZL% where M denotes the
mixture associated with Y via (10.6).

d

The third lemma is a coherence property of Hoeffding’s operators, and it concerns
doubly-indexed tensors whose entries are products of entries of tensors.

Lemma 10.4. Let n > s be positive integers, let a,b: [n]* — R be tensors, and define
¢: [n]® x [n]® = R by setting (i,p) = a(i) - b(p). Then for every i,p € [n]®,

(10.11) H[CI(i, p) = Ha](i) - H[b](p)

where H[C] is the Hoeffding tensor associated with ¢ via (9.4), and H[a] and H[b] are the
Hoeffding tensors associated with a and b, respectively, via (9.2).

Proof. By (9.1), (9.3) and the definition of ¢, for every F,G C [s] and 4, p € [n]® we have
(10.12) ApclC](i [ F,p | G) = Apla](i | F) - Ac[b(p | G).
Therefore,

(10.13) HCGp) = Y (DI Apg[Cli 1 Fp | G) =

F,GC[s)

= Y (U1 Apfal(i | F) - Acbl(p | G)

F,GCls]

(3 o aplalG 1)) (D2 (~1 ARl | G)) = Hlal(i)-Hbl(p). O

FC[s) Gchsl

The fourth, and last, result in this section is a representation of the parameters X
defined in (1.9). Specifically, let X be a random tensor which satisfies (A1) and (A2),
and let (2, F,P) denote the underlying probability space. Every realization X, of X is
a (deterministic) real tensor X, : [n]®* — R and, consequently, we may associate with X,
the average and Hoeffding tensors defined in Subsection 9.1. The following lemma relates
their statistical behavior with the parameters Y.

Lemma 10.5. Let X which satisfies (Al) and (A2). Then for every s € {0,...,d},

. 8d%24
n

<n

(10.14) > EH[ALX] 0)] -0t T,
pEln]

. 8d22d

where X5 is as in (1.9). In particular, we have X5 > —



36 PANDELIS DODOS AND KONSTANTINOS TYROS

Proof. Assume that s € [d], and notice that
(9.1),(9.2)
(10.15) > EH[AYX(p)?] =

p€E(n]®

=E[ Y X (DX | F) AKX 1 G)

p€[n]® F,GCls]

= Y CUFHE R[S 4G (X | F) AclXu(p 1 G)]

F,GC[s] p€[n]FUE
= 3 (IO R[0S A6l Xu] () Arna X))
F,GCls] pE€[n]FNG
s 1
=0 3 DI > ElAmel X))
F,GC|s] p€E[n]FNE

Thus, after observing that for every H C [s] we have

(10.16) (= N (—pE (=i,
K,LC[s]\H
KNL=0

by (10.15) and (A2) we obtain that

s h
1017) Y EHAL X))@ =0t (-1 (h) S Bl X))
pE[n] h=0 peE[n]”
for every s € [d]. On the other hand, if “s = 0", then (10.17) is trivially valid. Hence, in
what follows, we have at our disposal identity (10.17) for every s € {0,1,...,d}.
We proceed to estimate E[Ap[X,](p)?]. By (A2), this quantity is 0 if p ¢ [n];.

So, let p € [nH’nj for some h € {0,1,...,s} and notice that

(10.18) E[A[h][Xw}(p)Q]:% > ElXyXg]

1117(126["]?;11'
rEq1,q2

1 di (n — h)! 1 ( (d— h)! )25

T2 S (n—2d+h+t)! # \(d—h—pl) "
where we have used (A2) and the definition of g, 1, ..., dq in Paragraph 1.2.1. We will
need the following elementary fact.

Fact 10.6. Let n,d be positive integers with n > 2d. Then for every k,¢ € {0,...,d},

1 (n—k) (k+10)?
. Sl A | P .
(10.19) nt n—k—1) 1‘ n

By (A1) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we see that d; < 1 for every t € {0,...,d}.
Using this observation, (10.18) and Fact 10.6, we obtain that

) 4 &L d—h)l \2 _ Td?
(10.20) \E[““lhﬂxw]<p”‘5h’<n+Z§t't1!‘(<d(—h—)t>!) e
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This, in turn, implies that for every h € {0,...,d} we have

S sl xw?] - o] < 2L

p€[n]h

1
(10.21) ‘ﬁ
Plugging inequality (10.21) in the right-hand-side of (10.17), we conclude that

(1.9)

(10.22) |3 EHAX) @] - %] <
p€[n]®
nsi S ‘LZE[.A [X]( )2]_6‘<n88d22d
W) |or [ Xu](p nsnt——.
h=0 peln]*
for every s € {0,1,...,d}. The proof of Lemma 10.5 is thus completed. O

11. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

11.1. Overview of the argument. As we have noted in Section 2, Theorem 1.4 follows
by expressing the distribution of (8, X) as a mixture of distributions of simpler random
variables, and then integrating the Kolmogorov distance of each component of the mixture
to an appropriately chosen gaussian. Of course, in order to implement this strategy,
the selection of the mixture is quite important. Usually, in arguments of this sort, the
components satisfy some independence-type property; however, these are not available
in our context since we only have at our disposal the fact that the distribution of the
random tensor X is invariant under certain symmetries.

The key observation in the proof of Theorem 1.4 is that the distribution of (8, X)
can be expressed as a mixture of Z-statistics which can then be handled effectively by
Theorem 2.2. In retrospect, this maneuver is very natural, so much so that sometimes
we tend to view Theorems 1.4 and 2.2 as a single result.

11.2. A preliminary estimate. Set K := IE[|X(1

1
and B = HF Zze[n
notice. The following proposition is the main estimate of the proof of Theorem 1.4.

) |?] and recall that £ =20d%18%(2d)!
Ja XiHQLz; in what follows, we will use these constants without further

.....

Proposition 11.1. Let the notation and assumptions be as in Theorem 1.4. Assume
that n > k and |||, < /n, and set

ol (1.11)
(11.1) o2 = d2(1 - M) 5 >0

n

Then

(11.2) di ((6,X),N(0,07)) < E] + E; + E4
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where, setting 04 == [n]d 0;, we have

i€
£ — - - 1= |6l B
11.3 { ==50sc¢(X) " +5B! a+5(f) 5
( ) ' X n \/ﬁa%

(114 By = 20y H ol (z\(ze) - 1)

= zu’:‘[n]d
i(1)=j

Cu = (d P
20 S (1) o 2 s,

g
1 s=2

(11.5) E} =

w=

Here, H[S4[0]] denotes the Hoeffding tensor associated with the tensor Sig (0] for every
s €{2,...,d}. (See Subsection 9.1.) Moreover, the constant Cy > 1 is as in (2.4), and
C4 = 5d%e?(2d)! is as in Theorem 2.2.

Proof. Let Z denote the random variable Zie[n]d 6(i) X (7 o i) where 7 is a random
permutation, independent of X, which is uniformly distributed on S,,. (Here, X (7 o 4)
denotes the (7 oid)-entry of X.) Since X is exchangeable, we see that (8, X) and Z have
the same distribution. Consequently, we have

(11.6) di ((6,X),N(0,07)) = dx (Z,N(0,07)).
Let (Q2, F,P) denote the underlying probability space on which the random tensor X is
defined; as we have already pointed out, every realization X, of X is a deterministic real

tensor. It follows from its definition, that Z is a mixture of the Z-statistics Z,, associated
with the tensors (,: [n]? x [n]? — R defined by

(11.7) Cu (i, p) =0(i) - Xou,(p).

Notice that ¢, satisfies (A5) and (A6). Moreover, for every s € [d] and every i, p € [n]*,
(11.8) Al 51[€0] (i, p) = Ag[0](0) - A [Xo] ()

and so, by Lemma 10.4,

(11.9) H[ A, 5)[C0]] (i p) = H[A[0]] (i) - H[ A [ Xo]] (p)-

Therefore, setting

(11.10) X, = % > Xu(0),
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by Proposition 9.4 and Lemma 9.3, we obtain that

L (d As . .
(1L11) Z, =Y n (5)(1+n) S H[ALIO]]() - H A X (x o d) +

i€ [n]fm.

d
(9.1),(9.2) d A . . Ao —
= Z (8) (1 + ;s) Z H [8[5] [9]] (Z) -H [A[S] [Xw]] (7‘(‘ o 7,) + (1 + ;) 0+ X,
s=1 i€[nlf,;
where |\;| < d®18%d! < k/20 for every s € {0,...,d}; in particular, since n > &,
19 A 21

11.12 L1+ <= o 1., dY.

( ) 50 + <30 or every s € {0 d}

Set Y := (1+ 22)@,X, and let M denote the mixture in (10.5) associated with Y
and “c = 01”. By (11.6), Lemma 10.2 and the triangle inequality for the Kolmogorov
distance, we have

(11.13) dx ((6,X),N(0,07)) < dx(Z, M) + di (M,N(0,07)) <
<E[dx (ZN(Y,07))] + S — E[Y?] . Eldk (Z — Y,N(0,07))] + letly B
B K » y U1 2\/%0_% X K ) » U1 \/%0_2'
Let 02 denote the variance of the one dimensional component,
A . )
d (1 + ﬁ) Z 'H[S[l] [9]] (7) - 'H[.A[l] [XWH (moi),
i€[n]
of Z,, —Y,. Since [|0]|; = 1, we have
A2 1 )
(114) o = (1+ ) —— (3 AHSwlo] ) ( X H[Ay X 0)?)
i€[n] p€(n]
_» Ayz o1 0% 2
—e(1+3) o (-3) <pe[n]H[A[” X))
_ g2 1)21 91 2
= (1+3) (1= 7)) (2 HAn X o)) +
p€E[n]
2 A2 1 _ ﬁ 2
) 0 S o)
01\ /1 N1
= (1= 20) (3 X AnXw?) + (1= T) 0
p€[n]
where
1 n A1\ 2 A2 2
(1115) B (o 3 HAn X 0?) [ (14 20) 2+ 2 - nX
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Claim 11.2. We have
(11.16) E[|E,|] < nB+ k.

Proof of Claim 11.2. By Lemma 10.5 and (1.9),

8d?2¢ (A1) 8d?2¢
(11.17) = Z E[H[An[X.]] (0)%] <81 — 6 + —— <2+ .

pe [n]

Since n > & and |\;| < k/20, (11.16) follows from (11.17), the definition of X, in (11.10)
and the choice of the constant B. O

By Claim 11.2, (11.14), the definition of oscillation in (1.10) and the choice of 0%
n (11.1), we obtain that

ol
(11.18) E[|o? - o?|] < d? (1 - %) [OSC(X) + B+ %}
Define the event
4 ol a

(11.19) = {|ai —0}| < Z(l _ n|”0> max {osc(X)“,Ba, (g) }}
By Markov’s inequality and (11.18), we see that

C K\ l—«
(11.20) P(I'%) < dosc(X)1~® + 4B~ + 4(7) .

n

Moreover, by (1.11) and (11.1), for every w € I" we have
(11.21) 0o > %

On the other hand, setting for every w € I' and every s € {2,...,d}

(11.22) Ay = d3(1 + Al) ( > |H[Sm6] )( Z [HIA )|3)

i€[n] pE(n]

(11.23) B = (i)Q(l + %)2( ST H[Sy [6]](i)2)( ST H[Ay [Xw]](p)z),
i€fn)®

p€En]®

by (11.11), the choice of Y, the fact that n > x > 4d?, Theorem 2.2 and (11.21), we have

d
(11.24) i (Zw = Yo, N(0,02)) < z Cl QCd Z \/ﬂ
s=2

where C} > 1 is as in (2.4) and Cy = 5d%e?(2d)!.

Claim 11.3. We have

(11.25) E[1rA,] < 2d3Kn(Z \( 3o, ) )

Jj=1 ze[n]d
i(1)=j
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Proof of Claim 11.3. By the definition of A,, in (11.22) and using (9.1), (9.2), (A1) and
the triangle inequality, we obtain that

n

A3 0,3
3 21 I I
(11.26) El1rAu] < d*(1+ n) Kn(Z‘( > 6) . ).
J=1 eln]?
i(1)=j
The claim follows from this estimate and (11.12). g

Claim 11.4. For every s € {2,...,d} we have

20 gites.l <2 (1) (5. 52 [ulsufen I

s n
Proof of Claim 11.4. We first observe that, by (11.12) and Lemma 10.5, we have

(11.28) @2(1 + 2B HAG X 0)?)] < 200 (f)z(z les)
pE[n]®

Moreover, by the definition of the seminorm |||, in (1.5),

, 2

(11.29) >~ Sl = 1 [sa@l] .-
i€[n]s
Inequality (11.27) follows by combining (11.28) and (11.29). O
We are ready for the last step of the argument. By (11.13), we have
0l B

11.30 dre (10, X),N(0,02)) < P(T%) + E[1rdk (Z — Y, N(0, 0 +|”70.
(1L30)  di (16, X).N(0,09) < BI%) + E[1rd (2 - Y.N(0,0D)] + 507

Moreover, by the triangle inequality for the Kolmogorov distance and Lemma 10.1,

lo1 — oy }

(11.31) E[1pdg (Z — Y,N(0,07))] < E[1rdk (Z — Y,N(0,02))] + E[lp max(or o]
maxy01, 0

<E[1rdx (Z - Y,N(0,02))] + % E[lo7 — o2]]

7 w
(11.1),(11.18)

< E[1rdk(Z - Y,N(0,02))] + %(OSC(X) Y B+ %)

(1.11) 2 1— 1- AT
< E[1rdg(Z - Y, N(0,02))] + os¢(X)' ™ + B a*(ﬁ) '

By (11.24), Claims 11.2-11.4 and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,
22 3 n 3
(11.32) E[lrdx(Z - Y,N(0,02))] < M#(Z ’( Zgi) _ 0 )+
oy Pk n
i(1)=j
2v/2Cy <~ (d 8221 2
# 22 () L lisaten I

The desired estimate (11.2) follows by combining (11.30), (11.20), (11.31) and (11.32),
and invoking the definition of Ef, F}, Ef. The proof of Proposition 11.1 is completed. O
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11.3. Completion of the proof. We are finally in a position to complete the proof
of Theorem 1.4. To this end, we first observe that we may assume that n > k and
18], < vn/2. (Otherwise, (1.12) is straightforward.) By (11.1), the last assumption
implies, in particular, that

3d25
(11.33) ol > 1 L

Next observe that, by the triangle inequality for the Kolmogorov distance, Lemma 10.1,
(11.33) and Proposition 1.2, we have

(11.34)  dg(N(0,07),N(0,0%)) < dk (N(0,d%61), N (0,0%)) + |0n|||§

do (H|0|||(2) —1) ’ 1 K\ ) H|0|||(2)
< 2, - (16 + Mo
’ d26, + d25, ; s) ° 2| - [l + -

(Recall that o2 denotes the variance of (8, X).) On the other hand, by (A1), (A2), (1.7),
Fact 10.6 and the definition of B, we have

1 4d?
(11.35) B=— S EXX] < do] + —

i,j€[n]4

Moreover, by Hoélder’s inequality,

(11.36) Z’(Zg) _% 3<24i‘ 3o

Finally, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, for every s € {2,...,d} we have

(1137)  [[H[Sw6lF = 3 H[Sw06]]0)? = n22 S H[Ay6]] (i)?

i€[n]s i€[n]s

(9:2) 2d-2s Z ( Z (=1)*~1Fl Ap[0)(i fF)>2

i€[n]*  FCs]

n2d—2s 9s Z Z AF[O}(Z | F 2

FCls]i€[n]®
2d 25 s
2 ) Z (ns 7] > “4[5][ ]())
FC[s]i€[n iIFCj€[n
p2=2e 95 3 Z Aylo1)? = 228|||0|||8 < 125! |03
FC[s] j€[n]®

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that 225 < 125! for every integer s > 2.
Inequality (1.12) now follows from (11.2), (11.33)—(11.37), Fact 1.3 and the estimate
Cy < 451 obtained in [CF15]. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is completed.
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12. PROOFS OF APPLICATIONS

12.1. Exchangeable random vectors. We start by giving the proof of Corollary 3.1.

Proof of Corollary 3.1. First observe that we may assume that osc(X) < 1 and n > k;.
(Otherwise, (3.2) is straightforward.) Therefore, by (3.1), the non-degenericity condition
(1.11) is satisfied for every o € (0,1). Taking into account this remark, the result follows
by Theorem 1.4 albeit with a different absolute constant. The fact that in (3.2) we can
select the constant x; = 4320 follows after noticing that, for the one-dimensional case, in
the proof of Proposition 11.1 it suffices to apply (2.4) with C; = 451. O

Remark 12.1. Tt is instructive to compare Corollary 3.1 with the classical work of Diaconis
and Freedman [DF80] which estimates the total variation distance between the marginals
of the law of an exchangeable random vector, and the corresponding marginals of a mix-
ture of product measures. The results in [DF80] are very informative, but unfortunately
they become quantitatively less useful for exchangeable random vectors whose entries
are not finite-valued. On the other hand, by considering a statistically less rigid quan-
tity, Corollary 3.1 provides estimates of equal quantitative strength for all permissible

distributions.

We proceed to estimate the oscillation of exchangeable random vectors. We first treat
the case of random vectors whose entries have finite fourth moment.
Fact 12.2. Let X be an exchangeable random vector in R™ (n > 2) whose entries have
zero mean, unit variance and finite fourth moment. Then we have
E[X3]'?

vnoo

Proof. By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and our assumptions, we have
1 n
<[5
Ll n ; '
n

n /2
- (% 3 EXPX 41 ZEE[X?])I

4,5=1

(12.1) osc(X) < y/|E[X2X3] — 1|+

S PR
12.2 X) ="1|—- X -1
(2 o) "2 | x: .

_ (B -EREX) |

E[X{]'/?
S

The following proposition supplements Fact 12.2, and it estimates the oscillation of

eixixg -1) " < JJEXEXE 1]+ =

exchangeable random vectors whose entries have finite third moment.

Proposition 12.3. Let X be an exchangeable random vector in R™ (n > 2) whose entries
have zero mean, unit variance and finite third moment. Then we have
AE[| X, ]

(12.3) osc(X) < /|E[X?X3) — 1|+ o
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Proof. We will use a standard truncation argument. Specifically, set K = EHX 1|3]7 and
let A > 0 be a cut-off parameter to be specified later. Moreover, for every ¢ € [n] set
G; = X? 1) x,<) and B; = X2 1(x,>x), and notice that

(12.4) E[G?] = E[X7X; 11x,1<0] < AK;
on the other hand, by Holder’s inequality and Markov’s inequality,

2 1
(12.5) Billc, <E[IX:*]° P(|1Xi| > \)® < <
Since the random vectors (G1,...,Gy) and (By,. .., By,) are exchangeable, we obtain that

12.6 X) ="|—- X; <= G;—1 B
(20 o) " |30 x2 -1, <TG, 1Bl

K 1
’*ZG 1, + 3 <laxey

_ (O -EGa] |

n

(12 5) K

Y

2 K
B[G1Ga] — 1+ 2B[B1]) "+

< (E[SZ] +E[X2X2] —1+21E[Bl])1/ + 5

(124) (12.5) «/)\K

K
EX?X3] - 1|+ f \ﬁ

where we have used the Cauchyfschwarz inequality, and that 0 < [GlG’g] < E[G?] and
E[G1G3) < E[X?X3]. The result follows by applying (12.6) for A = ¢/n. O

12.1.1. Optimality. Tt follows from (3.2) that if X is an exchangeable and isotropic ran-
dom vector in R™ which satisfies

(12.7) E[|X1°] = 0(1),
then for every positive integer k < n we have
(Xl +

%XIC,N(OJ)) = O(OSC(X) + % + %)

Our goal in this subsection is to show that this estimate is optimal, in the sense that each

(12.8) drc

of the three error terms that appear in the right-hand-side of (12.8) can be dominated
by the Kolmogorov distance in (12.8) for an appropriately selected exchangeable and
isotropic random vector which satisfies (12.7).

The necessity of the error term O(1/vk) is a classical observation, and it can be
attained by considering a random vector with independent Rademacher entries. The
necessity of the first error term—the oscillation—is shown in the next example.

Ezample 12.4. Let n > 2 be an arbitrary integer. Fix 0 < ¢ < 1/2, and let X be a

random vector in R™ whose distribution satisfies
R

(12.9) P(X € A) =cP(Z € A) + (1 — a)P(ﬁ

eA)
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for every Borel subset A of R™, where Z is a random vector in R™ with constant zero
entries and R is a random vector in R™ with independent Rademacher entries. Notice
that X is exchangeable, isotropic and bounded; in particular, it satisfies (12.7). Moreover,

(12.10) osc(X) = 2e.

Finally, for every positive integer k < n we have

Xt + Xy (M —0) > 2 UL ose(X)
\/E ‘\/E = = 4 .

2
The necessity of the error term O(k/n) is the content of the following example.

,N(o,l)) >1p

(12.11) dK( >

Ezample 12.5. Tt is a slight modification of the results of Diaconis and Freedman in [DF80,
Section 4]. (See also [DF87] for closely related results.)

Specifically, let n be a sufficiently large positive even integer, and let & = (§1,...,&,)
be a random vector which is uniformly distributed on the set of all x € {—1,1}" whose
coordinates sum-up to 0. Notice that & is exchangeable. Using a non-asymptotic version
of Stirling’s approximation—see [Ro55]—and elementary computations, it is easy to verify

that for every integer k € {16,..., 7} and every integer a € [ — 4, @] we have
1 k
(12.12) P(Sk = a) > P(R = a) - (1 35 5)

where S =& +---+& and Ry =11+ -+ 71, with r1,..., 7, independent Rademacher
random variables. This estimate and the classical Berry—Esseen theorem in turn imply
that for every'” n > k > n?/3 we have

(12.13) @(%,Mo, )z

on the other hand, by anticoncentration considerations, if k = O(n?/?), then we have

(12.14) dK<M,N(O, 1)) > 1 5k
Vk VE T n

In other words, we have the desired lower bound in the regime k = O(n). Notice, however,
that the random vector & is not isotropic, but this is not a serious problem and it can be
easily fixed by appropriately perturbing &.

Specifically, let Ag, A1, ..., A, be pairwise disjoint events which are independent of &
and satisfy P(4g) = 15 and P(4;) =--- =P(4,) = #’_21) For every i € [n] set

_ n

(12.15) B =1a, — ——5 14,
where 02 := E[(& + EZ)Q} =1+ nEQ. Using the fact that E[§1&2] = fﬁ, it is straight-

forward to check that the random vector X = (Xi,...,X,,) is exchangeable, isotropic

1
and X; = —(& + E))
g

17Here7 given two positive quantities a and b, we write a = b to denote the fact that a > Cb for some

positive universal constant C.
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and bounded—hence, it satisfies (12.7)—and, moreover,

(12.16) osc(X):O(%) and  |E[X?XZ] — 1| :0(%).

Next let k¥ < n be a positive integer. Note that the random variable ﬁ(El + -+ E)
is independent of ﬁ(& + -+ &) and it is highly concentrated around zero: it takes
the value vk with probability ﬁ, the value —ﬁ - 5 with probability :EZ:?; and the
value 0 everywhere else. Taking into account these remarks and using (12.12) and the
2/3

classical Berry—Esseen theorem, we obtain that for every n 2 k 2> n
dK(X1+---+Xk

VEk
After observing that the analogue of (12.14) for the random vector X is also valid if
k = O(n?/3), we see that for every k = O(n),
dK(X1+~~+Xk

VEk
Finally, by replacing X with a subvector of appropriate length!® if necessary, we conclude
that (12.18) holds true for every positive integer k < n; in particular, by (12.8), (12.16)
and (12.18), it follows that the Berry—Esseen bound

dK(W,N(O,l)) :O(%)

is satisfied only in the regime k = O(n?/3).

(12.17) ,N(0, 1)) > %

k

(12.18) N, 1)) R

(12.19)

12.2. High-dimensional examples. Our goal in this subsection is twofold: to estimate
the oscillation of high-dimensional exchangeable random tensors, and to present related
applications. We first deal with random tensors whose entries have finite fourth moment.
Specifically, we have the following analogue of Fact 12.2. (The proof is left to the reader.)

Fact 12.6. Let X which satisfy (Al) and (A2). Assume that the entries of X have
finite fourth moment. Then we have

(12.20) osc(X) < v/pe(X) + %(Iél + E[Xé,...,d)})l/%

The following proposition estimates the oscillation of dissociated, exchangeable and
symmetric random tensors, as well as the oscillation of their mixtures.

Proposition 12.7. Let n,d be positive integers with n > 4d, and let X = (X, : i € [n]?)

be an exchangeable and symmetric random tensor whose entries have finite third moment.

(1) If X is dissociated, then

16d (EHX(L...,d)‘S] + 1)
i )

18More precisely, of length cn where ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small constant.

(12.21) osc(X) <
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(2) If X is a mizture of dissociated, exchangeable and symmetric random tensors, then
16d (E[|X,...q)] +1)

(12.22) osc(X) < v/pe(X) + Tn

Proof. We start with the proof of part (1). Set K = E[|X(17___7d)|3]. By Holder’s inequal-
ity, we have E[|X;X,|] < K*? for every i,p € [n]%; in particular, §; < K?/3.
As in the proof of Proposition 12.3, we will use a truncation argument. Let A > 0 be

a cut-off parameter which will be specified later. For every i € [n]¢ set
(12.23) Gl = Xi 1[\X7:|<>\] and BZ- = Xi1[|X7¢\>)\]

and observe that

K K
(12.24) IBillz, < 35 and  [|Biflz, <4/ -
Moreover, for every j € [n] set
1 1
(12.25) Y=g > Xi and Zji=—5 3 G
ic[n)?d i€[n]?

i(1)=j i(1)=j

By (12.24) and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have

1 3K
(1226)  E[Y? = Z7]] < —=5 > (E[GiB,] +E[|BiGy] +E[|Bin|D <=
i,pe[n)?
i1)=p(1)=j

which yields that

3K
+5-<

(1.10) || 1 ~ 9
12.27 x) 2 Hf Y —5‘
0221 w2 1507 s

1 n
< |- Z?—(S‘
Ll\HnJZ:; J !

| I 3K 1 = 2.2 I~ \1/2 3K
< Hn;Zﬁ‘”HLﬁA:(nzZ ZﬁZb”l‘%ln;Zj) o

J1,J2=1
Using (12.24) and Hélder’s inequality, it is easy to see that for every j € [n],

3K 4d*K*/3
(12.28) |E[Z7] — 61| < S~ +t—,— and E[Z]] < KA.
Next, set i1 == (1,2,...,d), i .= (1,d+1,...,2d — 1), i3 :== (2d,2d + 1,...,3d — 1) and
ig = (2d,3d,...,4d — 2) if d > 2; otherwise, set i; = i = 1 and i3 = iy = 2. By the
exchangeability of X and Holder’s inequality, for every ji,jo € [n] with j; # jo we have
8d2K*/3 8d?
(12.29) |E[Z2 Z2] — 61| < |E[Gi,Gi, G, Giy] — 67| + — KA —;

J17J2 ’I’L’

on the other hand, by the dissociativity and exchangeability of X,
(12.30) E[G;, Gi,Gi,Gi,] = E[Gy, Gy, ] - B[Gy,Gs,] = E[Gy, G, ).
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Since XilXiz = Gi1Gi2 + Gi1 Bi2 + BilGig + BilBiQ and E[X“Xl ] = 617 by (1224) and
Holder’s inequality, we obtain that

6K°/3
(12.31) |E[G;,Gi, G, Gi,] — 67| < T
By (12.27)—(12.31) and setting A = y/n, we conclude that (12.21) is satisfied.

We proceed to the proof of part (2). Let (€2, F, P) be a probability space, and assume
that X is the mixture with respect to (2, F,P) of the dissociated, exchangeable and
symmetric random tensors'® (X, : w € Q), that is,

(12.32) P(X € A) =E[P(X,, € 4)]

for every Borel subset A of R["]d, where E denotes expectation with respect to P. Since
the entries of X have finite third moment, the entries of X, also have finite third moment
P-almost surely. For every i € [n]¢ let X, (i) denote the i-entry of X,,. Set

1 — 1 0\ 2
(12.33) Zo= (Td—l 3 Xw(z)>
Jj=1 i€[n]?
i(1)=j
and observe that
(12.34) ose(X) = B[[|Z, — 61|z, ]-

If 61,4, = 61(X,,) is the parameter in (1.6) associated with the random tensor X,, and K,
denotes the absolute third moment of its entries, then, by (12.34), the triangle inequality
for the Li-norm and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality,

(12.35) osc(X) < E[||Zy — 1.0llL.] + E[61,0 — 61]]

(12.21

= Efosc(Xy)] + E[|01,, — 1] < ) E[|010 — 01]] + M

In
16d (E[|Xq1,...0)f°] +1)
L .

Finally, since the random tensors (X, : w € §2) are exchangeable and dissociated, we have

< /|7 ,] - oF| +

(12.36) pe(X) = |E[67 ] — 67
Combining (12.35) and (12.36) the result follows. O

Remark 12.8. Note that the proof of Proposition 12.7 actually yields the validity of (12.21)
under the slightly weaker hypothesis that the subtensor Xyq_o) = (X; : i € [4d — 2]%) of
X is dissociated.

19Here7 we assume that this process is sufficiently measurable.
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12.2.1. Infinitely extendible random tensors. Recall that an exchangeable random tensor
X = (X; :i € [n]9) is called infinitely extendible if there exists an exchangeable (infinite)
random tensor Y = (Y; : i € N%) such that Y, :== (Y; : i € [n]?) and X have the same
distribution. It is a classical observation that exchangeable random tensors might fail to
be infinitely extendible. Nevertheless, many exchangeable random tensors that appear in
practice are infinitely extendible; e.g., all exchangeable random tensors whose entries are
functions of i.i.d. random variables are infinitely extendible.

Arguably, infinitely extendible exchangeable random tensors are better-behaved; for
instance, it is easy to see that if X satisfies (A1) and (A2) and it is infinitely extendible,
then the parameters

3o(X),...,04(X) and  $o(X),...,Sq(X)

associated with X via (1.6), (1.7) and (1.9), are all nonnegative. That said, we have the
following version of Theorem 1.4 for this class of random tensors.

Corollary 12.9. Let X, 0 which satisfy (A1), (A2), (A3) with n > 4d, and assume that
X is infinitely extendible. Assume, moreover, that ||@||, = 1, and let o € (0,1) such that

the following non-degenericity condition holds true

(12.37) &1 > max {pc(X)*2, 55}

where pc(X) is as in (3.7). Then, setting o® = Var((8, X)), we have
(12.38) dik ((6,X),N(0,0%)) < EY + EY + EY

where

(12.39) By = 5pe(X) 2" +50) " + < d2 5 el — 1
(12.40) By = 2% |X(13/2 ol (zn: > )

J=1 i¢g[n)?
i(1)=j

(12.41) B = v fz()f NoR B

Here, k = 20d318%(2d)! is as in Theorem 1.4.

The asymptotic behavior of the normalized averages ﬁ Zie[n]fm X; which corre-

spond to a random tensor X = (X; : i € [n]¢) as in Corollary 12.9, is well-studied
in the literature; see, e.g., [BCRT58, DDG21, EW78, Si76]. For this particular case,
Corollary 12.9 yields Berry—Esseen bounds under the conditions

(12.42) 0o=0, pc(X)=0 and 0, >0.

These conditions also cover the case of several popular statistics (e.g., non-degenerate,
possibly weighted, U-statistics).
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Proof of Corollary 12.9. Let Y = (Y; : i € N9) be an exchangeable (infinite) random
tensor such that X and Y,, have the same distribution, where for every integer N > d by
Yy we denote the subtensor (Y; : i € [N]%) of Y. By (A2), we see that Y is also symmetric
and its diagonal terms vanish. Therefore, by the Aldous—Hoover theorem [Ald81, Hoo79],
Y is a mixture of exchangeable, dissociated and symmetric infinite random tensors whose
diagonal terms vanish. This property is inherited, of course, to the subtensors of Y. In
particular, for every integer N > n the finite tensor Yy is a mixture of exchangeable,
dissociated and symmetric random tensors and, consequently, part (2) of Proposition 12.7
can be applied to Yy ; also notice that

— the entries of Yy and X have the same absolute third moment,

— 05(X) = 05(Yn) and X4(X) = 35(Yn) for every s € {0,...,d}, and

— pe(X) = pe(Yn).
Next fix a real tensor 6 = (0; : i € [n]?) which satisfies (A3) and with [|8]|, = 1. Let
N > n be an arbitrary integer. We extend 6 to a real tensor Oy = (0; : i € [N]9)
by setting §; = 0 if i ¢ [n]?; clearly we have [|6]]|, = [|On]|, for every s € {0,...,d}.
Moreover, the random variables (8, X) and (@y, Yy) have the same distribution. By the

previous observations and (12.22), we have

164 (B[ X, 0] +1)

(12.43) ose(Yn) < v/pe(X) IN

while, by (11.35),

2 5 4d?
< —_—
Lo ot N

1
(12.44) BN:HW R7
i€[N]d

By (12.43), (12.44) and (12.37), we see that the non-degenericity condition (1.11) for the
random tensor Yy is satisfied for every sufficiently large positive integer N. The result
follows by applying Theorem 1.4 to Yy, 0y and using (12.43), and then taking the limit
as IV goes to infinity. g

12.3. Anticoncentration of polynomials: proof of Theorem 3.2. Let n,d, x, k and
&= (&,...,&,) be as in the statement of the theorem, and fix a polynomial f asin (3.13).
We define a random tensor X = (X; : i € [n]?) and a real tensor 8 = (0; : i € [n]?) by
setting X; = 6; =0if i ¢ [n]iinj, and

d d
(12.45) X, =[] & - E[Hgi,} and 0, = %
r=1 r=1 :
for every i = (i1,...,1q) € [n]ldnj, where a = (ap : F € ([Z])> are the coefficients of f. It
is clear that with these choices we have (8, X) = f(&) — E[f(f)] and, consequently,

— Var((8, X)) = Var(f(£)), and
— Lig,x)(€) = Lyg)(€) for every € > 0.
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Also notice that X and 8 satisfy the basic assumptions (A1), (A2) and (.A3). Moreover,
by a tedious but fairly straightforward computation, it is not hard to see that

12d?
(12.46) |65 — p*75(1 — p®)| < p*° for every s € {0,...,d}
12d?
(12.47) |Zs —p??=s(1 —p)s| <P (1 4 p)® for every s € {1,...,d}
15d°
(12.48) osc(X) < p?@t %
1
(12.49) B= H— —0
nd L
1€[n]d 2

where p = k/n. By (3.15), (12.46), (12.48) and (12.49), it follows that the non-degenericity
condition (1.11) is satisfied with e = 1/2. Therefore, after appropriately normalizing, by
Theorem 1.4 we obtain that

(12.50)  dk ({6, X),N(0,0%)) < se 1 + 0 . letl,
. ) ) ) X 5
VP Vi -plell;
938,/
* |
¥ = )20} (Jz; GZ: )
i(1)=j
8kpt/? ( >
+ Vshy/p2=s(1 —p)* |||l
dp?(1 = p)*/2]16]l, szg
where we have used (3.15) and (12.46)—(12.49). Next observe that for every € > 0,
(1251) E(O,X) (5) < EN(O,UQ)({':) + 2dK(<0a X>3N(Ov 02))
€
< — +2dx (10, X),N(0,02)).
o 20((0.%), X(0,0%)
On the other hand, by the choice of the random tensor € in (12.45) and the definitions
of the relevant seminorms in (1.5) and (3.14), for every s € {0,...,d} we have
(d—s)!
(12.52) e, = =5 ViTlled,

Combining (12.50), (12.51) and (12.52), we see that (3.17) is satisfied.
Finally, in order to verify the estimate for the variance o2 of f(£) observe that

d 2 d
(1.8),(1.9) d (12.52)
(12.53) o =Var((6, X)) =Y <S) SISO =" S el
s=0 s=0
Thus, (3.16) follows from (12.53) together with (12.46), (12.47) and (3.15).

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 7.3

The argument is an interesting and nontrivial instance of the Stein/Chen method of
normal approximation via concentration (see, e.g., [BC14, Section 6]).
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A.1. Recall that n,d are positive integers with d > 2 and n > 4d%. We start by setting

A noro - e o
(A.1) 0= 16% and 75 = ZEH:I — Z| - min{|Z; — Z}],6} | m].
Notice that, by (7.6), we have
n - -
(A.2) 5> ZEU:l - 2P

Using (7.5), (7.6), (A.2) and the fact that min(a, 8) > a — % for every aw > 0 and 8 > 0,
we obtain that

N - -
(A3)  E[ns] = ZE[lzl —Ej[ - min{|Z; - =], 6}]
n n n? 3
> —E[(E, -2 - —E[lE5, -2l =1- —EJ[|5, -2 ]*] > =.
1 [(B1—E1)? 160 (121 — E11°) T62A (121 — E1°] 1
Sublemma A.1. We have
(A.4) Var(ns) < 2962

We postpone the proof of Sublemma A.1 to the end of this appendix.

A.2. Now let z € R be arbitrary. We will show that the probabilities P(z — 0] < E; < 2)
and ]P’(z <= < 2+ |®|) are both upper-bounded by the quantity appearing in the
right-hand-side of (7.20); clearly, this is enough to complete the proof. The argument is
symmetric, and so we shall focus on bounding the probability IP(Z <E <z + |@|)
Let fo: R — R be defined by
—(31©]+9) ifx <z—90,
(A.5) fe(@)=q -LO|+2—2 ifz—d<z<z+[0]+4,
11044 ifz>z+|0]+0.
By (€4), the pair (71, 72) is exchangeable. Hence, by (7.1) and (7.19), we have
(A.6) E[(Z] - Z1)(fe(E)) + fer(E1))] =0

which in turn implies, after adding QE[(El — E’l)f@(El)} and multiplying by %, that

(A7) SE[E -Z)fe(E)] =

= %E[(Eﬁ —E1)(fer(B1) - fo(E1))] + ZE[(EQ —E1)(fe(E1) — fo(E1))].
Moreover, by (7.4), we have
(A8)  TE[E - E)/6(E)] = § E[fe(E1)EE; ~ i |ml] = Elfe(E1)E1]

and so, by (7.3), the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that || follr.. <&+ (6],

1 1
(A9)  |SE[E -E0fe(E)]| <OE[E] + 5 E[E:0]) <6+ 3 O],
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By the definition of © in (7.19), the triangle inequality and (7.7), we thus have

d
(A.10) 2B - 20 fo(E0)]| <6+ @) Y \/f

Next observe that || fo — for|z.. < 3|/©] —[0'|| < 3|0 — ©’|. Hence,
n —_ —_ —_ —_ n —_ —_
(A11) ]—E[(za ~E)(for (B1) — foE1))]| < | E[IE1 — =l -0 - &'
7.5),(7.19) )
ERN P B onus—ian 2 (24 Z\/ﬁ

where we have used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, the triangle inequality and (7.8).

00\3

From this point on, the proof proceeds exactly as in [BC05, Lemma 2.2]. More precisely,
in order to estimate the second term of the right-hand-side of (A.7), by the fundamental
theorem of calculus, we have

(A12) 4= TE[E -2 (JaE) - faE)] = TE[E -2) [ o+ 0l
n Foo
= 1E[E -2 [ £E ) (oz=(®) - 12, 00) ]

with the convention that 1(3 o) is constantly 0 if o < 3. Also observe that, by (A.5), we
have fg = 1[._5 .454+|e| Which implies that for every ¢ € R,

o (51— E1) fo(Z1+1) (1pz-=0(t) — Lz, —=,.0() > 0.

Therefore,
n - -
(A13) A> ZE{ |t\<6(:1 E1) s 4s+l0)(E1 +1) (Ljoz -2, () — 1z -5, ,0(1) dt]

Moreover, for every |t| < § we have

e (21 —E1) (Ljo,z—z,)(t) — Lz —z, 01(t)) = 0 and
o 1. 5 .45+j0)(E1 +1) = 11 410(E1),
and so, by (A.13),

n — — —
(A19) 4> 7E[lpone)@) G -5 [ (og-2a) - lg=,0(0)

)<
= %E[l[z,zﬂ@l](‘gl) 21 — Z1| - min {4, [Z] — E1]}]
A. —_ —_ —_
(:1)E[1[z,z+|@|](:1)775] > E[1; 24101 (E10)] Els] — |E[11 2410 (E1) (15 — Elns])] |
(A3)3

> ZP(Z <E1 <2+ 10)) = [E[1 2410 (E1) (15 — Elns])] |-
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On the other hand, by Sublemma A.1 and inequality af < i (a? 4+ (?) applied for
“ao = % 1[z,z+\®|](El)” and “B = \@(775 — Elns])”, we see that

(A.15) E[1L. .10 (E1) (15 — Elns])] < % (%P(Z <E1<z+(0]) + 2Var(775))
< %IP’ 2 < Ep <2+ 10]) +2%°

Thus, by (A.14) and (A.15), we have

(A.16) A> %P(ngl < z+10[) —296%

Invoking the choice of § in (A.1) and the choice of A in (A.12) and combining (A.7),
(A.10), (A.11) and (A.16), we conclude that

- A A? d B
= 5 17 2 d s
(A.17) }P’(zgul <z+|@|) <2 5+2 ﬁ+5d e (Qd)!sE:2 \/;

A.3. Proof of Sublemma A.1. Let ¢: [n]? x [n]> — R be defined by setting

(A18)  C(isd,p,9) = 161(i,p) + &1(J, @) — €16, q) — &1(4, )| X
X mln{|€1(l,p) +€1(]7 q) - £I(Z7Q) - El(]vp)‘76}

for every i, j,p,q € [n] with i # j and p # q; otherwise, set (i, 4, p,q) = 0. Then observe
that, by the choice of ns in (A.1), we have

(A19) 5= TE[E - Z| min {2 - .0} m] = 1 3 ¢(idm)m()).
i,j€[n]
i#]
Also recall that, by (€3), m is uniformly distributed on S,,. Thus, (A.19) asserts the
random variable s can be expressed as the Z-statistic of order two associated with the
tensor ¢ which has a rather special form.

The proof is based on a specific decomposition of this Z-statistic. This decomposi-
tion, also introduced by Barbour/Chen [BCO05], is less symmetric than the decomposition
described in Section 9 (yet it has enough symmetries in order to be computationally use-
ful), but it has the advantage that its non-constant components are mean zero random
variables. Of course, this property is very useful for computing the variance. For the
convenience of the reader we shall briefly recall this decomposition; for more information
we refer to [BCO5].

Specifically, for every i j D, q € [n] set

C(Z’mja'a T, q ) C(l .] p7'
rg [n] re[n]
T#q T#D
C(iaj7'7') = TL—]. Z CZ],TS, C(ia'apa'): n—l Z C’L’l"p,
rse[n] r,s€[n]

rés r#i.s#p
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C(i7'7'7'): Z CZKTS C('7j)')q): Z erasq
7‘526[ ] r,s€[n
L, r#s 7‘75];87511
. 1
C('v]u K ) = Z C ¢ Jvr S C(a ERE) ) = m Z C(’I",S,k,[).
r,s,0€[n] r,s,k,0€[n]
Z;é] r#s r#£s,k#L

Then, for every i, j,p,q € [n] we define

(A20) CD(ivjapv ) C(l ] b,q ) C(iujv 'vq) - C(i7jvp7 ) + C(iujv K )
(A21) CD( y 9 Py ) C( Py ) C(i7'7'7')
(A22) CD( ]7 7Q) C( jv q )_C('7j7'7')'

Notice that for every i, p,q € [n] we have {p(i, 1, p, q) = 0; moreover, for every i,j € [n],

(A23) > (p(ijipg) =0, ZCD (i, p,-) =0 and ZCD (i,p)

p,q€[n]
PF#q

By (A.19) and the previous definitions, we may decompose 75 as

A2 = Y Coligmim ”‘1Z¢D () +

i,j€[n]
i#]

F DS Cn (i m i), ) + el )
i=1

Invoking (A.23) and the fact that m; is uniformly distributed on S,, we see, in particular,
that Elns] = %C(-, -,y ). Therefore,

(A.25) Var(ns) < [( > ¢o(igmi (J)))T-i—
i
FEl( 6ot m@) T+ 5 E[(Seotinmn. )]
= Ey + B + Es.

Finally, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (A.23) and arguing?® as in Subsection 5.6,
it is not hard to verify that

26
(A.26) B < ( 5 263)52 By <2°362 and s < 2335°.

By (A.25), (A.26) and the fact that n > 3, we conclude that (A.4) is satisfied.

20The argument in this context is actually simpler.
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