arXiv:2405.11452v1 [math.PR] 19 May 2024

Breuer-Major Theorems for Hilbert Space-Valued Random
Variables *I*

Marie-Christine Diiker Pavlos Zoubouloglou
FAU Erlangen-Niirnberg University of North Carolina

May 21, 2024

Abstract

Let { X }rez be a stationary Gaussian process with values in a separable Hilbert space #1, and
let G : #y — > be an operator acting on Xi. Under suitable conditions on the operator G
and the temporal and cross-sectional correlations of {Xj}rez, we derive a central limit theo-
rem (CLT) for the normalized partial sums of {G[X]}rez. To prove a CLT for the Hilbert
space-valued process {G[Xk|}rez, we employ techniques from the recently developed infinite
dimensional Malliavin-Stein framework. In addition, we provide quantitative and continuous
time versions of the derived CLT. In a series of examples, we recover and strengthen limit theo-
rems for a wide array of statistics relevant in functional data analysis, and present a novel limit
theorem in the framework of neural operators as an application of our result.

1 Introduction

Consider a stationary Gaussian process { Xy }rez, defined on a complete probability space (Q2, F, P)
and taking values in a separable Hilbert space #;. Let G : #; — #5 be a measurable function
mapping #; into a (possibly different) separable Hilbert space #f, where #1, #5 are equipped with
inner products (-, ), and induced norms || - ||z,, ¢ = 1,2. This work aims to find conditions on
the operator GG and the temporal and cross-sectional correlation structure of the underlying process
{ Xk }kez that ensure a Central Limit Theorem (CLT), i.e., the weak convergence of the normalized
partial sums

1 n
S, = 7 kZZI (G[Xs] —EG[X1]), neN, (1.1)

to a Gaussian random variable in #y, as n — co. Here, {G[X}]}rez is known as the class of subordi-
nated Gaussian processes. Without loss of generality, we assume in Sections 1-5 that E G[X;] = 0.

For {X}} being independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables and taking
values in a Hilbert space #, Varadhan [44] was the first to prove a CLT for the normalized partial
sums (1.1). Following [44], a new line of work developed, aiming to understand CLTs in infinite
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dimensions under more general dependence structures. The literature on CLTs for Hilbert space-
valued processes typically assumes that the sequence of random variables {X}} either admits a
linear representation (e.g., [12,20,27,28]), or meets suitable mixing conditions (e.g., [11,20,24,29]).

For #t1,#(> being finite dimensional, the behavior of {S,},en is by now well understood for
Gaussian processes { X} and under general assumptions on G, avoiding linearity or mixing condi-
tions. The seminal work of Breuer and Major [7] (#; = #2 = R) showed the convergence of (1.1)
to a Gaussian law whenever E |G(X1)|? < oo and {G(X})}rez exhibits short-range dependence,
in the sense that its autocovariance functions are absolutely summable. Such theorems are now
customarily referred to as Breuer-Major theorems. Later, [1] considered the multivariate setting
Hy =R Fy = R with E|G(X1)|? < co and E X7 = 0, Cov(X;) = Idg (with Idg the d x d identity
matrix), assuming further that the autocorrelation functions satisfy

S sup [rs(0)]? < oo, with dr(v) = EXVX(), (1.2)
vez "S=Lr
where X ,gr), r=1,...,d, denotes the r—th component of X; and ¢ the Hermite rank of the function

G to be defined (in a more general setting) in Definition 4.1 below. Since then, several other cases
for finite dimensional #(1, # have been investigated, including #o = R, m > 1; see 3,16, 17].
The proof techniques used in the seminal work [7] and its respective follow-up articles are based
on moment and cumulant computations using diagram formulae. An alternative, more modern
approach is based on a pairing of Malliavin calculus and Stein’s lemma to derive quantitative CLT's
under different distances implying weak convergence for subordinated Gaussian processes. We refer
to [34] for a detailed outline of the tools that are used. This machinery has since then been leveraged
to prove quantitative Breuer-Major theorems in numerous settings, including #; = R%, #, = R™
[22,32,35,36,37,38,39]; random fields, i.e., n € RP in (1.1) (see [33]), and functional settings [8,31].
Note that, for the functional setting, the former work refers to continuous time processes, and the

latter work [31] to the functional convergence of processes ﬁ ,EZJI G(Xg), with G: R — R. In

particular, they are both different from our setting (1.1). For future reference we use the term
continuous (time) CLT to refer to the convergence of ﬁ Z,ET;Jl G[X%], to avoid confusion with
CLTs for functional data.

In a recent work, [6] introduced the technical tools to derive quantitative central limit theorems
(in the so-called dy distance, see Section 3 below) in the context of random variables taking values
in a separable Hilbert space. The authors in [6] state general conditions on possibly infinite chaos
decompositions to converge weakly to a Gaussian measure on Hilbert spaces. Their motivation
stems from the problem of proving continuous CLTs to a Gaussian random variable in a function
space in the case #, = # = R, thus bypassing the usual procedure of proving convergence of
the finite dimensional distributions and tightness of the family of random variables {S;, } ,en in the
respective space.

In the present work, we leverage the tools developed by [6], to prove a Breuer-Major theorem for
(1.1) allowing for general Hilbert spaces #1, #5. There are two main technical difficulties associated
with our proofs. The first difficulty is in finding a chaotic decomposition for the process {S, }nen-
To be more precise, we decompose the Hilbert space L?(#1,~ : #5), where 7 is a suitable Gaussian
measure on #; and L? is the usual space of square integrable functions from #; to #s, into its
chaotic components; see Section 4. Although the arguments in Section 4 are standard, we obtain
tractable forms for the Hermite coefficients, which can then be used for applications; see Section 6.

The second difficulty is to impose suitable conditions on G and the temporal and cross-sectional
correlations structure of the process { X }. Let

Q: 1 — F1, Q[ =E (X1, )z X1) (1.3)



be the covariance operator of X;. For {u,},cn an orthonormal basis in #, we define the autocor-
relation function of the scores of Xj by

prs(v) = E ((Xl,Q_l/zuer <X1+07Q_1/2us>3€1) ;. VELZ; (1.4)
see Section 3 for more details on Q~/2. The proofs in finite dimension, e.g., [1] and [36], crucially
exploit the fact that dim(#f;) < oo which results in condition (1.2). Attempting to employ the
same tools and based on condition (1.2) and the autocorrelations (1.4), one may conjecture that

Z sup |prs(v)|? < 00 (1.5)

el r,s€N

can substitute assumption (1.2) as sufficient condition to prove a CLT in infinite dimensions. In-
terestingly, our study suggests that (1.5) is not sufficient when dim(#;) = oco. In general, our
condition (see (2.1) below) is stronger than (1.5), but equivalent when dim(#;) < oo; see Remark
2.1 below.

Besides developing a CLT for operators of Gaussian Hilbert space-valued random variables
{Sn}nen in (1.1), we provide a continuous time as well as a quantitative version of the Breuer-
Major theorem for such random variables. To the best of our knowledge, our results are the first
to generalize the notion of subordination to Hilbert space-valued random processes, allowing for a
general class of transformations G.

Our investigation is closely related to the modeling and analysis of functional data (e.g., data
in L2([0,1])), where CLTs can be used for downstream statistical tasks, such as the design of
hypothesis tests, or the construction of confidence bands (for some expositions, see [5,19,43]).
Standard models are Hilbert space-valued generalizations of autoregressive models [2,23]. Recently,
the study of functional data has resurged, due to Machine Learning applications. Examples include
data taking values in reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces [30, 45], as well as neural networks for
learning maps between function spaces; see [21] who introduced the framework of neural operators
for this task.

In Section 6, we illustrate the generality of our main result by applying it to statistics of func-
tional data such as the sample covariance operator (also studied in [13,25,26]) and estimators for
eigenvalues of the covariance operator (e.g., [5]). Such results already exist for linear processes, but
we extend them to a different dependence structure determined through the process’s autocorrela-
tion structure. The neural network literature has been interested in proving CLT's for networks with
randomly initialized weights as the width of the layers diverges; see [14,21,30]. We provide a novel
result along these lines for neural operators giving a quantitative CLT in terms of the network’s
increasing width.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present our main results.
Section 3 focuses on notation, terminology, and some standard facts, and is followed by a chaotic
decomposition in Section 4. The proofs are presented in Section 5 and supplemented by results in
Appendices A and B. Section 6 concludes with a variety of applications of our results.

2 Main Results

We state in Section 2.1 our main results, providing a central limit theorem for the quantity in (1.1)
and a continuous-time version of the same result. The statements are followed by a discussion on
our assumptions and some examples in Section 2.2.



2.1 Statements

Prior to stating our main results, we collect here a minimal amount of notation necessary to
formulate the statements and refer the reader to Section 3 for more details. Let (X, F,u) be a
measure space and K a separable Hilbert space equipped with inner product (-, -)% and norm || ||%.
We denote by L2(XC,F,pu : K) the space of functions from X to K that admit two moments with
regard to . Whenever it is clear from the context, we omit the measure pu and write L2(X : K).
Moreover, if X = R, we may write L(X).

Recall from (1.3) the covariance operator @ of X, and the induced autocorrelation function
prs defined in (1.4). Central to our statements is the condition E|[|G[X1]||3, < oo which can be
recast as G € L?(#1,¢q : #2), where g is the (unique) Gaussian measure on #; associated with
the covariance operator () and mean-zero. As anticipated, one part of our assumptions can be
written in terms of p,s in (1.4) and the Hermite rank of G, formally defined in Definition 4.1 below.
For clarity, we state our theorems for the important case dim(#;) = oo, but the results hold even
with dim(#;) < co. When dim(#;) < oo, the results here recover many existing theorems, e.g.,
Theorem 7.2.4 of [34] and Theorem 5.1 of [6].

Covariance operators are elements of the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators HS(#), for some
Hilbert space #; we refer to Section 3 for more details on HS(#) and note here that HS(#) =
# @ #. This isomorphism is used throughout this work and gets also reflected in the representation
of the limiting covariance operators of our statements.

Theorem 2.1 (Breuer-Major for Hilbert space-valued random variables). Let { X }rez be a zero-
mean, stationary Gaussian process with values in #y and covariance operator Q). Suppose G €
L2(F1,~q : #2) with Hermite rank ¢ > 1 and that

Z (supz |ors(v ) < 00, (2.1)

el r>1

where pys is defined in (1.4). Then, Sy, LN Z, as n — 0o, where Z is a centered Gaussian random
variable with values in #> and covariance operator
o
Tz=> <EG[X1] ® G[Xpp1] +EG[X 1] ® G[X1]> +EG[X1|® G[X|] € #Ho @ Hy.  (2.2)
v=1
In Theorem A.1 in Appendix A, we also give a quantitative version of Theorem 2.1 and its
proof.
Theorem 2.1 and the used proof techniques allow us also to generalize the result to a continuous-

time version. Define
[nt]

1
Vi (t) =—= G[Xk]7 te [07 1]7 (23)
0L
where {Xi}rez, Xi € #1, and G : #Hy — FHy. Here, V,, is an element of L2([0,1] : #y) =
L?(]0,1]) ® #3, which is again a Hilbert space. For #; = #; = R, Theorem 5.1 of [6] established
a CLT for V,, proving convergence to a Brownian motion in L?([0,1]). Recall that the covariance
operator Jp of a Brownian motion B in L?([0,1]) is given by the integral operator

Tp : L*([0,1]) — L*([0,1]), TB[f //f k(s t)dt with k(s t) =sAt. (2.4)

The following theorem states an analogue of Theorem 5.1 in [6] but allows for general Hilbert spaces
1, Ho.



Theorem 2.2. Let {V;,(t)}e0,1) be as in (2.3) with {Xy}rez a zero-mean, stationary Gaussian
process with values in #1 and covariance operator Q). Suppose G € L2(5‘€1,7Q s #y) with Hermite
rank ¢ > 1 and that (2.1) is true. Then,

d
Vo= W, asn — oo,

in L?([0,1]) ® #z, where W = B ® Z is a centered Gaussian element in L?([0,1]) ® #y with
B = {B; | t € [0,1]} denoting a standard Brownian motion in L*([0,1]) with covariance operator
IB, and Z being the Gaussian limit in Theorem 2.1 with covariance operator Tz given in (2.2). In
particular, the covariance operator of W is given by Ty : L*([0,1]) ® #y — L%([0,1]) ® o with

Iw =9I R I5.

2.2 Discussion on assumptions and examples

We first provide a few remarks comparing assumption (2.1) in Theorem 2.1 to the conjectured
condition (1.5) followed by some examples for the process { X} }rez.

Remark 2.1. Note that, for all v € Z,

sup lprs(v)] < sup Z |prs(v)| < dim(7) sup prs(v)],
r,s=1,...,dim(#1) r=1,...,dim(#1) s=1,....dim(1) r,s=1,...,dim(#1)

and so by the first inequality, if Assumption (2.1) is satisfied, then so is the relation (1.5). In
addition, if dim(#;) < oo, then (1.5) is true (with r,s = 1,...,dim(#;)) if and only if (2.1) is true.

Remark 2.2. Recall the covariance operator @) from (1.3). Suppose that the time and spatial
decay of the autocovariance function decouple, i.e.,

prs(v) =E (<X17ur><7€1 <X1+Uyus>3€1) = <Qur,us>g€15(’0), r,s € N;v € Z, (25)

for a suitable function 8 with §(0) = 1. Since p,s(0) = E (<X1,Q_1/2ur>g€1 <X1,Q_1/2us>gg1) = Ops
with 0,5 denoting the Kronecker delta, and given (2.5), we can infer that

pro(®) = B ({X1, Q7 2up) s, (X110, Q720 ) = BONQQ Fup, @ Fus)e, = B0y

Hence, assuming (2.5), Conditions (1.5) and (2.1) are equivalent since

sup Y _ [prs(v)| = sup Y [B(v)6,s| = sup |ppr (v)| = B(v).
reN 3 N

reN s—1 re

As a first example, we show that our results trivially extend (in a quantitative way) the standard
CLT for #f;-valued subordinated Gaussian processes.

Example 2.1 (i.i.d. case). Let {Xk}rez be a sequence of zero-mean, Gaussian, i.i.d. random
variables with covariance operator Q, and let G € L?(#(y, vq : #2). Then,

pTS(U) =E ((le Q_1/2UT>J€1 <X1+va Q_1/2us>2€1> = vO(QQ_%ury Q_%us>2€1 = 0p00rs,

and so Assumption (2.1) trivially holds. By Theorem 2.1, it follows that, as n — oo,

% f: GIXi SN, 9, =EGX:]®GX:].
k=1

5



The following example identifies an equivalent condition to (2.1) for m-dependent processes.
While m-dependence is a simple relaxation of independence, most time series models are not actu-
ally m-dependent, but can be approximated by an m-dependent sequence; see Chapter 16.1 in [1§]
for some examples. In particular, m-dependence does not require the underlying model to admit a
linear representation.

Example 2.2 (m-dependent case). Let {Xj}rez be a #1-valued, stationary, Gaussian, and m-
dependent family, that is, for all ¢ € N, the distribution of { X, }x</ is independent of the distribution
of {Xk}k>r+m+1. Then, (2.1) can be rewritten as

Z <supZ]pm(v)]> < 0. (2.6)

jol<m \"Ns=1

In particular, (2.6) is true if and only if

sup supz lpors (V)] < 0. (2.7)

lv|<m reN

Assuming (2.7) is true, the limiting autocovariance operator of S, is

Tz=) (EG[XlJ ® G[Xp41] + EG[Xp1] ® G[X1]> +EG[X)] © G[X1] € #y @ Ho.

v=1

Remark 2.3. A close look into the proof of Theorem 2.1 reveals that condition (2.7) is not necessary
in the special case of G = Idg, in (1.1). We refer to Remark 5.1 below for more details on this
observation. Given that (2.7) is not necessary, we can recover classical CLTs for m-dependent
random variables as in Theorem 16.3 in [18]. However, our results require Gaussianity of {X;}. On
the other hand, imposing condition (2.7), we can allow for general transformations G, strengthening
existing results for m-dependent processes.

We now present a class of L?([0,1])-valued random variables and prove that they satisfy as-
sumption (2.1). The focus here is on linear processes with values in L2([0,1]) (for an excellent
exposition, see [5]), because the calculations of the autocorrelations are generally tractable, but
we emphasize that the Gaussian processes considered in this work do not need to admit a linear
representation.

A stationary sequence {Xj}rez of #1—valued random variables is called an AutoRegressive
Hilbertian process of order one (or functional autoregressive process) (ARH(1)) associated with
(1,e,9) if

Xy —p=9PXp1—p) +er, keLZ, (2.8)

where € = {ey, : k € Z} is an # —valued white noise, u € #1, and ¢» € HS(#1) (the space HS(#1)
will be recalled in Section 3). Without loss of generality, we set i = Og, . Let, for simplicity, ¢ be
a compact symmetric operator, that is,

[o¢] o0
Y= Zajuj ®uj, or Y(uj)=oju;, P’'= Z aljvluj ®uj, vEL, (2.9)
j=0 Jj=0

where o is a decreasing, positive sequence with 1 > o7 and lim;_,o, a; = 0. Note that o; > 0 is
not a restriction since, if a; < 0, we can replace u; with —u;, leading to a;; > 0.



Several options for the noise ¢ are possible. Here, we let {WW; : t € R} be a Brownian motion

and
ex(-) = Wiy — Wi € L3([0,1]), keZ. (2.10)

In particular, {e;} is a Gaussian sequence.

Example 2.3 (ARH(1) process). Suppose { X }rez is an ARH(1) process associated with (Og, ,€,)
defined in (2.8)—(2.10). Denote the autocorrelation function

prs(v) = <wv(ur)7us>5‘€1 = a|v|5r57 v € Z,

where the first equality holds from Theorem 3.2 in [5] and the last equality holds by using the
compactness of . For ¢ > 1,

Z<supzpm ) Z<supza|v|5rs> <zza1 < Zg<e

vEZ reN seN vEZ reN seN

This says that Theorem 2.1 holds for any operator G with Hermite rank ¢ > 1, whenever the
underlying { Xy }rez is an ARH(1) process defined as above.

3 Preliminaries

Operators and norms on Hilbert spaces: Let {u;};en be an orthonormal basis of a Hilbert space #¢.
We denote by HS(#) the Hilbert space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators equipped with the following
inner product and its induced norm

o0

(T, S) sy = D (T (W), S, 1T\ Frse) = ZHT () |15 (3.1)
i=1
Closely related is the Banach space of trace class operators, denoted by &(#) and equipped with

the norm
o0

1T sy = tr(IT]) = D (1T |, wi) ze, (3.2)

i=1
with |T| = vT*T. If T is a non-negative, self-adjoint operator (for instance a covariance operator),
then ||T|sze) = tr(T) = 3272, (Tui, ui)z. The two norms (3.1) and (3.2) satisfy

S(7€) - (3.3)

Recall the covariance operator @ from (1.3). Covariance operators are non-negative, self-adjoint
trace-class operators. Let {u;};en be the eigenvectors of @ and {\;};en its corresponding sequence
of positive eigenvalues, such that Qu; = Aju;. Without loss of generality, we can re-enumerate

|- sy < Il -

{u;j}jen such that Ay > Xg > Az.... Then, the covariance operator @) satisfies
[o.¢]
=S A =EIXIP A =B w)? (3.4)
j=1

by Parseval’s identity.
Crucial to our analysis are the isomorphisms L?(Q : #) = L*(Q: R)®@# and HS(#) = H @ H.
Furthermore, for #¢;,7 = 1, 2, Hilbert spaces, we can define an inner product on #; ® #5, such that

(1 ® Y1, 2 ® Y2) g0, = (X1, 2)70, (Y1, Y2) 305, Xi € H1, ys € Ho, 1 =1,2. (3.5)



Gaussian measures on Hilbert spaces: We provide here some elementary facts about measures on
Hilbert spaces; for more details we refer to [10]. Fix a Hilbert space # and denote the corresponding
Borel sets by B(#). A Gaussian measure 7, (with mean a and covariance operator ) on
(#,B(#)) is a measure whose Fourier transform is given by

Naglt) = exp {ila, R + 5 QLD |

Throughout the paper we use v = 7,0 The space Q1/2((7€) ={yedH . y= Q% for some x €
#t} is called Cameron-Martin space. Introduce the white noise mapping

W QYVA#H) — L2(#,vg), v Wy, Wy(z) = (2,Q Y?0)%, =zci, (3.6)

and from Section 1.7 in [10], since QY2 is dense in # and W is an isometry, we can extend it
uniquely to a map W : # — L%(#,g), and to simplify notation, denote this map again by W.
Then,

/% Wy ()W, (2)70 (dz) = (QQ™ur, Q7 ?us)ze = (ur, u2) 5. (3.7)

Throughout this work, we use both the white-noise representation Wy, (z) and the notation (z, @~'/2u)z
to either prioritize notational simplicity or to emphasize the statistical operation.

Weak convergence in infinite dimensions: Recall that, for an (everywhere) differentiable opera-
tor h: # — R, the k—th (Fréchet) derivative V¥h is a linear map from # to L (#%* : R), i.e. the
space of linear operators from #%* to R; see [9]. Further note that, for L(# : R), equipped with
the usual operator norm 7| p(z.r) = Sup|q|,<1 |T[z]|, is a Banach space. We denote by CE ()
the space of bounded, R-valued operators on #, admitting k Fréchet derivatives, i.e., h € G{f(% ) if

Ihllepgey = sup sup [ V7 h(@)[| ez < oo
j=1,...kxe#
Then, the d; metric on # is defined as
di(f,.9) = sup [h[f] = hlgll  for j=1. (3.8)
RECY (0 Il g ) <1

By Theorem 2.4 in [15], for j > 1, d; (and in particular, da) metrizes weak convergence in #¢.

Isonormal Gaussian processes and contractions: Denote by $ an underlying separable Hilbert
space, and define an isonormal Gaussian process, i.e., a centered family of Gaussian random vari-
ables {W(h): h € $}, defined on a complete probability space (2, F, P), such that

EW (h1)W (h2) = (h1, h2)y , hi,ha € 9,

where the o-algebra F is generated by W. We show in Lemma B.3 in Appendix B that it is
possible to construct an isonormal Gaussian process on §) with the same autocorrelation function
as an #—valued Gaussian process. Denote by $®" the the n—th tensor power of §), and by H°"
the n-fold symmetrized tensor product of $, equipped with the norm v/n!|| - ||gen. For n > 0 and a
kernel f € ", we write I,,(f) to denote the multiple Wiener-It6 integral of order n of f; see [40].

Let {ex: k> 0} be an orthonormal basis of . Fix f € H" and g € H®™, then for every
[=0,...,n Am, the [—th contraction of f and g is defined as

o
f®g= Z (f, ey @ ® eil>y)®l ® (g, e @ ® eil>ﬁ®1 e ﬁ@(n—i—m—ﬂ)‘

Uy =1

See also Appendix B in [34] for more details on contractions.



4 A General Wiener-Ito Chaotic Decomposition

4.1 Hermite expansion

We aim to introduce an orthonormal basis of the space Lz((%’l,’yQ : #2). Simpler forms of this
result have appeared elsewhere, e.g., for L?(#1,v; : R) in [10]. For completeness, we start with
rephrasing some basic properties of Hermite polynomials in the real valued case. The Hermite
polynomials {H,},en, build an orthogonal basis of L?(R,¢(x)dz : R), where ¢ is the standard
normal density; see Proposition 5.1.3 in [42]. As a result, every function f € L?(R, ¢(x)dx : R) has
an expansion in Hermite polynomials. The Hermite polynomial of order n is defined as H,(z) =
(—1)"6502/2%6_962/2, forx € R, n > 1 and Hy(x) =1 for all x € R. Moreover, recall their crucial
orthogonality property

B (o (X) Ha (V) = 1 (B XY )" b (4.1)

see Proposition 5.1.1 in [42].

We continue with some more notation. Let £ = ¢1(Ng) = {l € N5°: 372 | I;, < oo} denote the
space of summable sequences with values in Ng. Note that, for I € L', there are only finitely many
non-zero elements of I. For fixed I € L', we define

0 M,
Hyz) = [] H,, (W, (@) = [ H.(Wa,. (@), « €, (4.2)

where W, is the white noise mapping defined in (3.6), {u;, }men is a basis for #7, and
M; =max{m e N:[,, > 1} (4.3)

is the order of the highest non-zero element of the sequence I. For m € Ny, we also write H,,[W,]
to denote a map from #; to R evaluated by H,,[W,|(z) = Hp(W,(z)). We have the following
result.

Lemma 4.1. Consider the operator f € L*(#1,vq : #2) = L*(#1,7q) ® 2, where vq is a
Gaussian measure with covariance operator QQ. Then, [ admits the generalized Hermite expansion

fla] = Z Z CipHp(z) @i, €, (4.4)

i=1rel
with Hy as in (4.2) and {¢;rtienrer is given by (with some abuse of notation)
. 1
o W {f, Hr @ Ui>L2(3€17’YQ)®?€2 : (4.5)

m=1 Tm-

Proof: For shortness’ sake we write
{Lri() Yienper, with Typi(z) = Hp(7) @ v, @ € 1.

We prove that the family {I'y;}ienrer is orthogonal and complete in L?(#1,vg : R) @ #o.
Orthogonality: Fix i,j € N and r,s € L, and let M = max{M,, Mg} < oo (see (4.3)). Denote
Ops = szl 0r.s, Whenever r,s € Ng. Then, with explanations given below,

<Fri ’ FS] > L2 (H1,7)RFH2



Il
—

I
/\
1= 1

M
H, [Wy,] ®U2,HH Wa,,] ® v;
m=1 L2(#1,7Q)®H2

M
Hrm [Wum] H Hsm [Wum]> <Ui7vj>g€2 (46)
m=1 L2(#1,7q)
M
= [T Ho W @) Hars (W ()01}
1 =1
M
= H p” HTm(W'U«m(x))Hsm(Wum(x))f}/Q(d‘T)éij (47)
m=1 1
M
= (@7 tm, QQ7 2 tim) ™1 6ij6rs = Hz rosm 01 (4.8)
m=1 m=1

where (4.6) follows from (3.5), (4.7) follows since the variables W,,, W,, are uncorrelated for u # v,
and (4.8) follows from (4.1) and (3.7). N

Completeness: Let 1) € L?(#1,g : #2), and identify 1) with its isomorphic element 1 ® x €
L%(#1,7¢) ® #>. We need to show that, if for all I € £,i € N,

(W Tui) 1236, o) 096, = 0 (4.9)
then 1(z) = 0z¢,, Y0 (dx) a.s., i.e., Kk = Og, or (z) = 0,7g(dz) a.s.. Suppose (4.9) is true. Then,
(4.9) implies, for all l € L7 € N,

(0, T0) 12303 )02 = (8, Vi)t 1/1( JHi ()7 (dx) = 0.

Note that, if (k,v;)g, = 0 for all i € N, then x = 0 since {v; }ien is a basis of #o. Assume this is
not the case, i.e., there is some 7 € N such that (k,v;)s, > 0. Therefore, it is left to prove that

Y(z)Hy(x)yg(dr) =0 foralll e L, (4.10)
1

implies ¢ = 0 y¢(dz)-almost surely. That this implication is true follows from, e.g., Theorem 1.1.1
of [40] or Theorem 9.7 of [10]. O

Definition 4.1. Let f € L*(#1,7q : #2) and let ¢i1, 1 € Nyl € L be the coefficients given by (4.5)
in the representation (4.4). Define the Hermite rank of the operator f to be

rank(f) = min{q € N | there is a l € L', with Zlk = ¢ and ¢;; # 0 for some i € N} .
k=1
4.2 Wiener chaos expansion

The following lemma formalizes the chaos decomposition for the partial sums, by using the Hermite
expansion developed in Section 4.1.

Lemma 4.2. The partial sums Sy, in (1.1) admit the Wiener-Ité chaos decomposition

Sp = (I, © s hpn] with hyp = (Ep,m ® vi> : (4.11)
p=q =1

10



where I, is the p—th Wiener chaos, ¢ = rank(G), and

~ 1 &
hpni = NG SN bijleqe® - @ejk) € 9P, (4.12)

k=1jENP

where, for each p > q, {bij =bi(j1,--.,7p) | J1,---,Jp = 1} with ZjeNp(bi7j)2 < 00 is a symmetric
array of real numbers.

Proof: Using the Hermite expansion from Lemma 4.1, we can rewrite, with further explanations
given below, the series of partial sums as

1 & 1 > M, )
Spn=—=>» GXi|=— cig | | Hi, (Q™ 2uj, Xp)ae,) @ vi
— L chi’lHHlj(X(Ejk)) ® v; (4.13)
= in ZZ Z Cil HHlj (X (egjk)) ® v; (4.14)

= Z Z Ip(ﬁp,n,i) & v, (4.15)

3
8
£

where (4.13) follows from Proposition 7.2.3 of [34] by setting W, (X)) = X(ejx), where {€%}jen rez
is an underlying isonormal process. Line (4.14) follows by defining £, = {l € N§° : > 72, lj, = m}
and recalling that rank(G) = ¢. Line (4.15) follows from the discussion in Chapter 8 of [41] and
the linearity of I,. Finally, (4.15) gives

50 =S o ) [i (Fpma 0 )

pP=q i=1

- i(Ip ® Idge, ) [hp,n), (4.16)

pP=q

by recalling the identities in (4.11)—(4.12) and the operation (A ® B)[a ® b] = (A]a] ® B[b]). The
relation (4.16) concludes the proof. O

5 Proofs of Main Results

5.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1

The proof of the Breuer-Major theorem of [36] for #; = R? crucially exploits the finite dimen-
sionality of the underlying Gaussian process { X} }rez and is no longer available. Yet many of the
arguments of this section resemble these of the finite dimensional case, presented in [36], and the
proof follows similar lines as the proof of Lemma 4.1 in [36].

For the proof of Theorem 2.1, we use the results in [6]. From Theorems 3.14 and 4.2 in [6], we
obtain the following implication: Given the chaos decomposition (4.11)—(4.12) of S,,, suppose

(i)  for every p € N, there exists h, € P @ Ho such that ||hy, — hpllgerew, — 0, as n — oo,

im sup Z pll|h m”%@p@% =0. (5.1)

o0
' 2
Zp’|’hpuﬁ®f’®5‘fz<oo and J\}—>oon>1
=" p=N+1

p=1

11



(ii) a) forp>gq,and I =1,...,p—1, it holds that ||hy ., ®; hp,n”5®2(p4)®g€£®2 — 0, as n — oo.
b) forpAr>gqp#r,andl=1,...,pAr, it holds that |h,, ®; hr,n||5®(?+f'72l)®g€§§2 — 0,

as n — oo.

Then, S, % 7 with Z a Gaussian element of # with covariance operator 7z = > 2 p!thH%@p.
The implication above becomes clear in the proof of Theorem A.1 in the appendix (see (A.8) and
(A.13)—(A.15)), which states a quantitative version of our main result. Note also that Condition
(ii) b) is crucial in the infinite dimensional case, but can be omitted in the finite dimensional case
since it can be inferred from a); see (3.38) and the bound below in [36].
We introduce the following identities based on the chaos decomposition (4.11)—(4.12)

P‘Z > b =Bl X, < oo, ZP'Z > b =ElG]lE, < oo, (5.2)
p=q

i=1 leNP 1=1 leNP

where GP,q < p < oo is the term of order p appearing in the chaotic expansion (4.11)—(4.12) of
S1 = G[X4].

We now show that the derived chaos decomposition (4.11) for S,, satisfies Conditions (i) and
(i).
Condition (i): With hy,,, as in (4.11)—(4.12), we have

o

o0
Pyl dergm, = P! <Z <hp,n,z‘ ® Uz') > <hp,n,j ® Uj)>
HOPRICy

i=1 j=1

o0

= p' 2_: <Ep,n,i7ﬁp,n7j>ﬁ®p <Ui7vj>]€2
|
-£ Z DS bwbstpmsj

i=1 k1,ko=17r,s€NP
:p!Z Z (1 > Z bz rbstprjs] (5'3)
=1 |v|<n r,seNP
Now denote
0= 0%(v) < oo with 6(v) =su s K = inf{f(v) <1forall |v|] >k} <o, (5.4
> 010 T;;Z\p int {6(0) ol 2 k} < o0, (5.4

where the finiteness of 6 follows from assumption (2.1). Note that p,s(v) = psr(—v) given (1.4).
By equation (5.3) and using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequality in (5.5) below, we get

00
p!thmH%]@p@gQ S p' Z Z Z bz 'rbz S H prjsj

i=1 |v|<K-1 |r,s€NP

O3PS \bzrbzs\H‘prasa

i=1 |v|>K r,s€NP

p
< 2K E|GP[X,] H%—l—p'zz Z b2 +025) [ 1orys, ()] (5.5)
7j=1

=1 |v|>K 7, SGNP

12



Moreover, for the second summand in (5.5),

i=1 |v|>K 7, SGNP

59D DD SIETUITR) | (N0
j=1

IZ Z Z b”max Sup Z 1_I|prjsJ B SUP Z H|p7‘381

=1 |v|>K reNP seNPJ 1 rENP] 1

< pl Z (max{6(v) Z Z b?
lv|>K i=1 reNp
< 20E | GP[X1]l, -

(5.6)
By combining (5.5) and (5

5.6), we obtain that
PRyl Zeron, < EIGPIX1]I%, (2K +20),

(5.7)
where the constants § and K were defined in (5.4). Since the RHS of (5.7) does not depend on n
by DCT, take h, such that, as n — oo,

”hp,n - thﬁ@’P@Jt’z — 0, ”hp”%@)p@gez Z Z Z b; 'rbz s H prjsj

i=1 vE€Z r,seNP
and this also implies that

S Dl Bere, = S0 1m [l Bers, < EIGLX]IR, K +26). (55)
p=q p=q

Since the bound in (5.8) does not depend on p and n, it follows that

li h =0.
i sup %:Hp\l | p——

Condition (ii): We focus here on proving b), the second part of the condition, since it is more
involved. Condition a) can be proved using analogous arguments

Recall from (4.11) hy, ,, written in terms of hy,; in (4.12). Then, for i =1,...,p AT,
||hp,n Y hr,n”%@(pwfzz)@%m
2
oo " [e.e] "
> (pini @ vi) @1 (hrinj @ v5)

i=1 j=1

HO(ptr—20) @72

o
= > M pinsi @1 b |3 oo 10 ®WH§€2®2 = > i @1 ol 3002 (5.9)
ij=1 ij=1
Then, for I =1,...

,DAT,p F£ 1T, p,1 > q, we have the following identity for the contractions
hp,n,i @1 i,

13



1
=0 Z Z bi,'l"bj,s(gnh Q- ® Erpkl) i (Eslk2 K- ® Eser)
k1,k2=1reNP seN"
l

1 n
= — Z Z bi b V5,8 H Ermk1s Esmbs jﬁ((ST’lJrlkl Q- Erpki ® Esit1k2 ®- & 557-192)
k1,k2=1reNP seN" m=1

n !
Z Z bi,rb ,rY5,8 H mesm kl )(5T’z+1k1 Q@ Erpky @ Esi11k2 - ® 587«/62)'
k1,ke=1reNP seN" m=1

(5.10)

It follows that, by taking the norm || - H%é@(ﬁr,m and denoting by 7k, Sk.m respectively the m—th

elements of the sequences 7, si, k = 1,2, we get

> -~ ~
Z thvnyi ®l h?”,n7j”527)®(p+7.72l)
27.]:1
n

o0
= Z i2 Z Z bi ,T1 Jsl 27“2 Jsz H Pr, mslm kl k2 H Pra, m32m k‘4)

1,j=1 k1,k2,k3,ka=11r1,72€NP

s1,52€N"
p r
H prl,mTQ,m(kl - k3) H p31,77L52,m(k2 - k4)
m=Il+1 m=Il+1

n

[es) l
< Z % Z Z z'rl ]32)2+ 7,72 ]sl ]:I ’prlmslm kl k2)‘

4,j=1 k1,k2,k3,ka=1 7“17”‘2€Np

s1,82€N"
l p r
X H |pr2,m52,m(k3 - k4)| H |prl,mT2,m(k1 - k3)| H |p31,m52,m(k2 - k4)|
m=1 m=I[+1 m—l+l
00 n l
1 2
= Z n2 Z Z bi,r ]82 H ‘pm m81m (k1 — ko)l H ’/)7’2 mSZm(kg — k4
i,j=1 k1,k2,k3,ka= 17"1,T2€NP m=1 m=1
81,82€N"
p T
X H ‘prl,mTZ,m (kl - kg)’ H ’psl,m52,m(k2 - k4)’
m=Il+1 m—l+1

oo
- Z % Z Z ““2 ]81 H |p7‘1 mS1, m k2)|

1,j=1 k1,k2,k3,ka=1 7"1,7’26Np

s1,82€N"
l p r
X H ‘pTZ,mSZm(kg - k4)’ H ’prl,m7’2,m (kl - kg)‘ H ’psl,m52,m (k2 - k4)‘
m=1 m=Il+1 m=Il+1

(5.11)

We now consider the first summand in (5.11), and note that the second can be treated similarly.
We have

Z H |10T1 mslm (k1 — k2)| H |10T2 ms2m (ks — k)|

r9€NP s1EN” m=1
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T

p
X H |p711,m7‘2,m(k‘)1 - k3)| H |p51,m32,m(k2 - k:4)|

m=Il+1 m=Il+1
[eS) l o9 r
= Z H ‘prl,msl,m (kl - k2)‘ Z H ’psl,m52,m (k2 - k4)‘ (512)
81,1,51,2,..-,81,1=1 m=1 81,1415-581,r=1 m=l+1
00 l 00 p
X Z H ‘pTZ,mSZm (kg - k4)‘ Z H ’prl,m7’2,m (kl - kg)‘
72,1,72,2,...,72 ;=1 m=1 T2, 0415--72,p=1 m=I[+1
< (O(k1 — ko)) (0(ka — k3)) (O(k1 — k)P~ (0(ks — ko))", (5.13)

with 6(-) as in (5.4). Therefore, still focusing on the first summand in (5.11), combined with (5.13),
forl=1,....pAr,

SN bimbis)o S (Bl — k) Bk — ks))! Bk — ks (B(ka — ko))
i,j:lg;ggi’ n k1,k2,k3,ka=1
S Y Y oy D (60— k) (00— )
i=1 r1ENP j=1 s2€NT k1,ko,k3,ka=1
+ (0(k1 — k'z))p) (O(ks — ko))"
< E|&”X1] )5, EIGX0] )%, Zep Y)Y o), (5.14)
UEZ [v|<n [v|<n

where (5.14) follows by

D (0 k) Bk — kPO~ k)Y < 2 S r() S 6 ) Y )

k1,k2,k3,ka=1 vEZ lv|<n [v|<n

Finally, combining (5.11) and (5.14), we get

o© ~ ~
Z ||hp,n,i ®q hr,ﬂ,j”%@(pwle)
ij=1

14t _1ar=t r—
<SAE(GP X5, BIGT XI5, D 0P (@) [ n7 1 D 6wy | [n 7 D 677 (w) | =0,
VEZL lv|<n [v|<n

(5.15)

as n — oo. Indeed, the convergence in (5.15) holds due to (5.2) and because n~ 5 > jol<n 0'(v) —
0, as n — oo, by calculations identical to the ones at the end of p. 132 of [34]. By combining (5.9)
with (5.15) we see that, for p,r > q¢,p#r,and l=1,...,pAr,

”hp,n ()] h?”,n|’%®(p+r72[)®wé®2 — 0.

Since Conditions (i) and (ii) are satisfied, we can infer that S,, converges in distribution to a
centered Gaussian random variable Z with covariance operator 77 given by 77 = > 2 p!thH%@)p.
We conclude now that this coincides with the representation of 7z in (2.2). By Corollary 4.2,

o0 o0
> Plpliger =Y p! lim [Ihyalger
p=q p=q
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:JLH;OZE<Z » @ Idg,) { pnz®v,} ®Z » ® Idg,) [ pn2®vli|)
i=1

. 1
= lim E(S,® S,) = Jgrgoﬁk ; 1EG[Xk1] ® G[Xp,]
1,R2—

Y (1 - %) (EGIX1] © G[Xpi] + E GlXpia] © GIX1]) + EGIX4] © GIX1] = T
k=1

Remark 5.1. For the case of G being the identity operator in (1.1), the chaos expansion (4.15)
simplifies to

ZZI hp ki) @ vi = lehlkz)®U17 hpn =0 forp> 2,

i=1 p=q =1

since G[Xy] = X = > ooy Yer CiaHi(Xy) @ v with L1 = {l € N§© : neq I = 1}. In this case,
Condition (ii) is not necessary since it assumes p # 1. When Condition (ii) is not needed, it is
worth pointing out that Condition (i) is satisfied whenever there is an M such that

e’} q
> <supZ!prs ) < o0,
lv[>M \' =" s=1

which weakens assumption (2.1). In particular, when {X}} is m-dependent as in Example 2.2, (5.1)
is satisfied with M = m.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2
Our proof borrows ideas from the proof of Theorem 5.1 in [6]. First, note that, in law,
[nt]

Vit \/_ZGXk le 1] (OCIX.

Remark that now the quantity inside the sum depends on k£ and n, and so Theorem 2.1 is not
readily available. Using Lemma 4.2, we can infer that, in law,

Vi) = 3 (I, © 1dgg,) ] with By =S (ﬁpvn,i,t ® vi) , (5.16)
p=q =1

where

pn,z,t \/— Z Z 1 B (t)big (e ® -+ @ epr) (5.17)

k=11eNpP

for coefficients {b;;}ieniene as in Lemma 4.2. Moreover, recall iNme,i defined in (4.12). For k =
1,...,n, we view 1[ 1] (-) as an element of L?([0,1]), and let i, denote the covariance operator

of V,, in L?([0,1])%? @ #5? given by

Iy, = Z Z Z —p' < k1 1 ® 1[k2 1]> Z bi 1bjr H Pu o (k1 — k2) (v ®’Uj). (5.18)
m=1

pP=q i,j=1k1,ko= 1 l,reNp
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Recall the covariance operator 7 of Z from (2.2) and write it in terms of Z’s chaos decomposition

as
I; = Z Z Zp' Z b; [b]»,- H plmrm ) (v; ®Uj).

p=qi,j=1k€Z lreNr
We first introduce a truncated version of the chaos expansion (5.16) of V,, and its associated

covariance operator Jy, ,,, that is,

M

Vo (t) = DIy ® 1dge,) [hpn,e]
p=q

Z Z Z _p < k1 1 ® 1[ ]) Z bi,lbj,r H plme(kl _ k2)(’l)z' ®Uj)
m=1

p=q i,j=1kq,ko= 1 l,reNr

(5.19)

for some M > ¢ and with hy ¢ as in (5.16)—(5.17), and we define further a truncated Gaussian
random sequence W, )y with covariance operator

fT‘/Vn,M = fTB ®‘75n,M’ fY—SmM Z Z Z _p' Z bzlbj’r‘ H lerm k2)(vi ®Uj)7

p=q i,j=1k1,ko= 1 l,reNP
(5.20)

where S, 3s denotes the truncated version of S,, with chaos decomposition as in (A.6) in Appendix
A, with hy p,; defined in (4.12) and Jp defined in (2.4). Then, for all M > g,

d2(Vna W) S d2(Vna Vn,M) + d2(Vn,M7 Wn,M) + d2(WTL,M7 W)7 (521)

and we consider the three distances in (5.21) separately. We start with some preliminary estimates.
First, recalling the operator 5 from (2.4), we have

1/2
198l &sz2q0,1) = (/[0 . %Z(S,t)det) <1 (5.22)

Moreover, if #1,#> are two Hilbert spaces with respective bases {e;};en, {u;}jen, an operator
Q € HS(#1 ® #3) can be written as Q = Q1 ® Qo, with Q; € HS(#;), i = 1,2. Then, by (3.5),

(e}

Q1 rsgacm) = >, (Qilenl i) (Qaltn ] ur)a, = 191l rsie) |22l ms@e,)-  (5:23)

J1,g2,r1,me=1

Now for the third summand in (5.21), we get

1
d2(Waat, W) < 51T s — Twll sz (o) (5.24)
= T8l asw2qo,) 195,00 — Tzl Hs0302) < 1T5000 — Tzl 5 (52) (5.25)

where (5.24) follows by Corollary 3.3 in [6] since W), a7, W are Gaussian elements, the equality in
(5.25) is due to (5.23), and the inequality follows by (5.22). Furthermore, by defining 7z,, as in
(A7),

T8 00 = Tzl S002) < NTS0 0t — Tzl S (92) T 1T 200 — T2 552
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< NTspar — Tzac s @es) + 119200 — Tz l5560) (5.26)
< Ryn,m + Rim — 0, (5.27)

where (5.26) is due to (3.3), (5.27) is inferred from (A.16) and (A.18) in Appendix A, with Ry ar,
Ry n v defined in (A.4). Finally, Ry — 0 as M — oo and Ry — 0 as n — oo for all M > g.
For the second term on the RHS of (5.21), we apply Theorem 4.3 in [6] (note that there is a

minor typo in the statement of the Theorem in [6], omitting the square root of y/A;(n) + Aa(n) )
to get

da (Vo ar, W, (\/Al )+ Aa(n) + [Ty, 5 — M”HSLZ([Ol])@%g)) (5.28)

with A1(n), Ag(n) as defined in (A.14) and (A.15) respectively, with #S$? replaced by L*([0,1])®? ®
HS2, hy, replaced by hypy defined in (5.16). To show that the second summand 1TV, ar —
IWparllEs(L2(0,1))096,) 10 (5.28) vanishes, we apply Lemma B.1 below. For the first summand
in (5.28), in view of (A.14)—(A.15), it suffices to verify that (a) for s=1,...,p—1,

2
th,nf ®s hpﬂ%'Hjj®2(l)*5)®L2([O,1])®2®3€£®2 -0,
and that (b) for s=1,...,pAr,p#r,
2
g, @ v, g er—20 0 120,17y 82007602 = 0-

Indeed, for (a), upon recalling Ep,n,i from (4.12) and hp,n,ta/ﬁp,n,i,t from (5.16)—(5.17), we get

2
||hp’n7, ®s hp,n ||ﬁ®2(p 5)®L2([0 1] ®2®J€®2 = Z Hh RO ®s p,n J,"|ﬁ®2(P*s)®L2([071D®2
t,j=1

[e.e]
< Z Hh i ®s hpvn,jH523®2(p*S) — 0, (5'29)
ij=1

where the inequality in (5.29) follows since <1[ Ky 1] , 1[k2 1]> < 1, and the convergence
N B L2([0,1])

is due to the same calculations as in (5.14) for p = r. The same arguments show that, for s =

1,....,pA7r,p#r, and as n — oo,

o0

[ hpon,: s hr,n,,H;@(,,M,Zs)®L2([07m®2®%®2 < g @ P Iz r—20) — 0. (5.30)
i,j=1

For the first term on the RHS of (5.21), with further explanations given below,

d2(Vn,M7 Vn) < \/E (an - V"7M|’2L2([071})®J€2> = tr(yVn—Vn,M) (5'31)

P
= Z Z Z tr < 1[@ 1]> p! biwbis || Prosm (b1 — k2)
"’ r,s€NP

P A1 =1 " ey a1 m=1

IN

i p'i Z Z bzrbstprjs] — 0, as M — oo, (532)
1

p=M+ =1 |v|<n—1 |r,s€NP
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where the inequality in (5.31) follows from the Lipschitz continuity of the functions considered
for the dy distance and Jensen’s inequality, and the equality in (5.31) is due to (5.18) and the
definition of the trace of the covariance operator in (3.4). Finally, (5.32) follows from (5.5) and

since tr ( 1 ®1 =(1 ,1 <1
(e @ 1) = e sl

The conclusion that da(V,, W) — 0 follows by combining (5.25), (5.27) (5.28), (5.29), (5.30),
Lemma B.1 in Appendix B and (5.32).

6 Examples and Applications

We provide in this section some examples for possible operators GG. Suppose that X, is a Gaussian
and stationary process taking values in a Hilbert space #, with covariance (and hence nuclear)
operator Q[-] = E(X1,-)%X;. Denote by {v;};en the basis of #.

6.1 Sample covariance operator

A natural estimator for the covariance operator @), which has been studied in, e.g., Section 4.1 of [5]
(see also [26]) is given by

n

T, eL(#:5), T,]= %Z(Xk, Ve X
k=1

We suppose that I';,[-] is a random element in HS(#), namely that ”PHH%{S(W) = > ITnlvelll% <
0o. Then, S,, defined in (1.1) can be rewritten as S,, = /nI',, with G[z] = (z,-)gx, #H1 = # and
Ho = HS(#). For the condition E || G[X] ”%15(5%’) < 00 in Theorem 2.1 to be satisfied, we can impose

an assumption on the eigenvalues of the covariance operator Q). Recall that {(vy, )#vs}rsen is a
basis of HS(#). Then,

E(|GX] sy = D B (Xk, or)ae (X, v5)2e <Z )\é) <00 (6.1)

r,s=1

by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and with A\, = E(Xl,vr>§€ denoting the eigenvalues of (). The
eigenvalue assumption in (6.1) coincides with the assumption made in the i.i.d. case; see Proposition
5 in [26].

We argue now that the Hermite rank in Definition 4.1 of the map Gx] = (z, )z is equal to
two. We aim to write the sample covariance operator using the Hermite expansion (4.4). Recall
that G[Xj] is an unbiased estimator, i.e., EG[X)] = Q. Then, we can calculate explicitly the
Hermite coefficients for r,l € N,I € L as follows:

. 1
Crosl = W@[Xl] — EG[X1], Hi(X1) @ ((vr, )7Vs)) Lo (:R) 0 HS(9)
7j=1

1
= = <<Xlavr>3€<X1,Us>(7€ —(Q[vr], vs) %,HHl v; (X1)) > (6.2)
= L2(Q:R)
1
:W E | (X1, vr)7(X1,vs) Wl_Ile Wo, (X1)) | = (Q[vr],ve)a E 1_[1Hl Wy, (X1))
j j

(6.3)
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k| 1
= WE (X1, Q™ 0,) (X1, Q 20, %HHI v; (X1)) (6.4)
j=1

1 1
EDY
ZWE Hy (W, (X1)) Hy (W, (X1)) U W, (X1)) |

where (6.2) follows from the definition of G' and by taking the inner product with respect to HS(#),

(6.4) follows upon noticing that the second summand in (6.3) is zero and that v, = A Q12
Now note that, for r # s,

1 1
o= ) A E [ W, (X)) (W, (X)) il = 1= 11 € L,

0 otherwise,
1 1
:{Vﬁ il =1, =1,1 € Ly,

0 otherwise,
with Lo = {l € N : Y02 I = 2}, while for r = s

{fiTEK%@%A&»+UHﬂW@uﬂﬂ itl, =2.1¢eLs,

0 otherwise,

A i =21 € Ly,
10 otherwise.

Altogether, this says that

11
M2 L =1l,=1,1€ Ly,
Crsil = § Ap if I, =2,1 € Ly,
0 otherwise.

Then, we can infer that for every Gaussian process {Xj}rez satisfying assumption (2.1) for
q = 2, its sample covariance operator satisfies

Vi (Tn—Q) % 2, (6.5)
where Z is a HS(#)-valued centered Gaussian element with covariance operator given by (2.2),
with #y = HS(#) and Gz] = (z, )gx — Q[-].

Analogous (but simpler) calculations can be done for the sample mean 1 S°7 | X, (here G = Idg
and #Hy = Hy = #), giving rise to the generalized Hermite coefficients ¢;; = /\Z-1 / 25li=15le £, for
1 € N. This says that the generalized Hermite rank is ¢ = 1, and so one can apply Theorem 2.1
whenever { X}, }rez satisfies (2.1) for ¢ = 1.

6.2 Eigenvalue estimation

Suppose that the eigenvectors {v;};en of the covariance operator @ are known and consider the
problem of estimating their corresponding positive eigenvalues {\;};cn. The following consistent
estimators Ajy, for \; were considered in Section 4.2 of [5],
R 1 & .
Nn:gE:@%Wﬁ% EX\n =1, jneEN,
k=1
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giving rise to the setting of Theorem 2.1 with #; = #, %, = R, S,, = /n(\j, — Aj) and G,[z] =
(z,vj)%. Fix some j € N and assume that E |G;[X1]|? = (X1, v;)% < 0o. Moreover, by arguing as
in the previous section, we have that the coefficients of G; are ¢; = A;d;,2, and so G; has Hermite
rank ¢ = 2. Theorem 2.1 implies that if assumption (2.1) is met with ¢ = 2, then for all j € N,

3 d
Vi(Ajn = Aj) = N(0,07),

where 0F = Y"2° | EG3[X1]42 32,2, EGj[X1]Gj[Xgq1]. When {X}} is a Gaussian ARH(1) process,
this result recovers Theorem 4.10 in [5].

In fact, we can strengthen this result by considering the simultaneous estimation of all eigenval-
ues. Let A = (A, do,...) € 20, = (Atn, Aany...) € £2. Then, G[z] € 2(N), where Gjlz] =
(z,v;)%. Assume that E||G[X1][|: = E]‘?’;1<X1,vj>4 < o00. Here, G has Hermite coefficients
¢j1 = Ajo;2 and Hermite rank g = 2. Then, by Theorem 2.1,

~

Vi — \) = S,

where S is a Gaussian element of ¢*(N) with covariance operator Jg, such that (7s(v;), v;) = 5ijaj2-.

6.3 Shallow neural operators with Gaussian initializations

In a recent work, [21] introduced a framework for learning operators, termed neural operators.
Numerous quantitative CLTs have been investigated in the context of neural networks, e.g., [4,
14,21]. In this section, we study the limiting distribution of a single layer neural operator with
random initializations of the parameters, as the width of the network goes to infinity. The single
layer update for these approximation schemes takes the form of some output u € L?(D : R™),
where D is a bounded domain D C R!; more precisely, in a simplified form,

ue)=a ([ stepptiin) . .

where £ : D x D — R™*™ is a suitable kernel, v € L?(D : R™) is the input function, u is a
suitable measure, and o is an activation function such that o € HS(#). Here, we take p to be the
Lebesgue measure. There are several options for kernels, but here we select the so-called low-rank
neural operators; see Section 4.2 in [21]. Low-rank neural operators are defined through

T T

K’($7y) = Z q>(]) (:E)(\IJ(J) (y))/7 1mply1ng /D I{(vy)v(y)d/*‘(y) = Z(‘P(j)7U>L2(D:R7”)q)(j)(')7
j=1 Jj=1
where r € N is a constant termed the rank of the kernel and, for i = 1,...,r, @@ ¥ are L*(D :

R™)-valued Gaussian centered random variables. Recall the Cartesian inner product (x,y)z 2 =
Z?Ll(xi, vyi)7, where z; denotes the i—th marginal of x € #2". Now let {@g), \I/,(j)}i:17...,r,kez be a
sequence such that { X} }rez is stationary, where, for k € N, X, = CIDS) XX CIJI(:) X \I/](j) XX \I/,(;) €
(L*(D : Rm))% = #,. For such an Xy, define

T

GU[Xk] H =0 Z(‘P](gj)7 '>L2(D:R7”)(I)](gj) )
=1
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and so here #, = HS ((L*(D : R™))"). Suppose that rank(G,) = ¢, and that (2.1) is satisfied
for such a ¢, and a sequence {Xj} with values in #;. Then, for the one layer, n—width neural
operator

1 & d
STL:— GO'X]C %Zo—,
\/ﬁ; [Xk]

where Z, is a # Gaussian random variable with covariance operator given in (2.2).
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A Quantitative Version of Theorem 2.1

We state and prove here a quantitative version of Theorem 2.1. For that, we derive an explicit upper bound
for the dy distance (3.8) between the partial sums (1.1) and its limiting variable Z derived in Theorem 2.1.
To be more precise, we aim to derive an inequality of the form

|E(h[S,]) — E(h[Z])] < Rn, n €N, (A.1)

where h € C}(#-) with |hllezaey) < 1 and Ry, — 0 as n — co. An upper bound (A.1) quantifies the error
that one makes when replacing the partial sum S,, by its limiting variable Z.

Prior to stating our theorem, we recall §(v) and 6 from (5.4), as well as the corresponding constant
K = infren{0(v) <1 for all |v| > k}. Moreover, define the constants

-1 -1
cpr(l) = p*(1 — 1)!(];_1> (;_1)(]9—1—7“—21)!, p,reNI=1....pAr, (A.2)

and, for p,n e NI =1,...,pAr, set
A(p,r,n,s) = E||GP[X1]|17, E | G"[X1][|%,

S r—s A.3
X 26"’(1)) n~itr Z 6% (v) n~ Z 0"%(v) (4.3)
vEZ [v]<n [v|<n
We further introduce the following quantities that are used in the theorem below:
R = | 2K +20) Y ElGPXi][3,
p=M+1
M p—1
m2,n,M7 = Z Zcip(S)A(pvpanvS)

p=1 s=1

[e'e] PAT (A4)

mS,n,Ma = Z 202,T(S)A(p7 rn, 8)

1<p,r<M s=1
pF#T

M
Rimi, = ZEHG”[X1]|\§52 % + Z eq(v)% + Z 64 (v)

p=q [v|<n [v|>n
with ¢, (I) as in (A.2).

One can easily infer that, under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, Ry 5y — 0, as M — oo, and R; ,, v — 0
as n — oo, for all fixed M > ¢ and i = 1,2, 3. Hence, Theorem A.1 below recovers Theorem 2.1.
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Theorem A.1 (Quantitative Breuer-Major theorem for Hilbert space-valued random variables). Suppose
the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 hold. Then, for alln € N,

@2(Sn, 2) < inf {2R1a1 + /Reat + Ros + Ranar | (A.5)
M>q

Proof: Analogous to the representation in Lemma 4.2, we set, for M > q,

nM Z ®Id3€2 [thnl(g)vz
=1

where ﬁpyn,i € HP are defined in (4.12).
We introduce further the limiting random variable Zj; that corresponds to the truncated chaos in (A.6).
Let Zp; be an #>-valued Gaussian object with covariance operator

Z Z ZP' Z b; ’l"bJS H prmsm Uz ®Uj) € Ho ® Ho. (A?)

p=qi,j=1k€Z r,se€NP

: (A.6)

From the triangle inequality, we get
d2(Sp, Z) < do(Sn, Sn,mr) + d2(Snm, Znr) + d2(Zwa, Z) (A.8)

and it remains to bound the three quantities in (A.8) separately.
For the first term on the right hand side of (A.8), we have, by definition (3.8),

(S Sna) = sup [ BRIS,]) ~ B(ALSu )
heCf(Fz),|Ihll 2 <1

Fix some h € C}(#>) with [Allez < 1, implying that sup,cg, [|Dh[z]|l @z, x) < 1. From Theorem 3.3.2
of [9], since Hilbert spaces are convex, it follows that

18ly] = hlalllcem) < lly — @l (A.9)

implying that
| E(h[Sn]) = E(h[Sn.m]) < 190 = Sn.pll 2 (i) (A.10)

Since h € Gf, it is also possible to provide a bound based on a second-order expansion; see, e.g., [36] for the
finite dimensional analogue. Since first- and second-order expansions result in comparable bounds, we use
the first-order expansion (A.9). Note that, from (5.7),

oo oo

190 = Stz = | 3 PlhnalZe, e < @K+20) 3 BIGXIE, (A1)
p=M+1 p=M+1

Combining (A.10) and (A.11), and with Ry ps defined in (A.4), we get
d2(Sn; Sn,M) S (RLM- (A12)

We now turn to estimating the second distance on the RHS of (A.8). From Theorem 4.3 of [6] (after
correcting a minor typo),

Ao (Snars Zaa) < 5 (VAT T 8200) + 15, 00— T ) (A.13)

where A;(n),i = 1,2, are defined in (A.14)-(A.15) below. We argue further that A;(n),i = 1,2, can be
bounded in terms of (A.4) as follows

p—1

Z Z ||h n Qs pn||ﬁ®2(p ) @HP?

p=1 s=1
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M p—1 e’}
< Z ZCZQ),p(S) Z [hp,ni @s hp1n7j|‘_2?j®2(p—s) < Ron M (A.14)
p=1 s=1 i,j=1
PAT
Az(n) = Z Z ($)[1hp,n @s rn||ﬁ®<p+r 20) @A E?
1<p,r<M
pF#T
PAT [e’e] _ _
= Z Z C;%,T(S) Z [hp,n,i ®s il _%@(pwﬁ o SRy, (A.15)
1<p,r<M \ s=1 i,5=1
pF#T

where the first inequality in (A.14) follows from (5.9) and the second from calculations analogous to (5.14).
For (A.15), we used again (5.9) and (5.14). Recall Jz,, in (A.7) and s, ,, in (5.20). Furthermore, the
difference Js,, ,, — Iz, is a self-adjoint operator such that tr(|7s, ,, — Tz,,|) = tr(Ts, ,, — Iz, ). Then, using
(3.3) and (3.4),

M
||‘75n,M - ‘7ZM ”HS(%’Q) < tr(ysn,NI - ‘7ZM) < Zp!Hh;DJl - h;DH%@p@;ez

p=q
M oo |’U| D
S IDSENTD SRR SEEC R B8 B | {0
p=qi=1 |l,reNr |v\<K K<|v |<n lv|>n/ j=1
M 2K (K +1) | |
2
< | DCBIGHXIG, | =+ D 00)— + Y 09(v) (A.16)
= [v]<n [v|>n
< Ran,m,

where (A.16) follows from calculations similar to (5.5).

Finally, for the third summand in (A.8), recall that Z;, Z are both Gaussian elements in #5, with
respective covariance operators given by 7z, in (A.7) and Tz in (2.2). Since h € CZ(#2), we get by
Lipschitz-continuity, and with further explanations given below,

d2(Zn, Z) S E (|20 = Zllae,) < Vtx[Tz-24] (A.17)

= Z ZZp' Z bi.1bi r lemrm

p=M+1keZ i=1 l,reNP

oo

= Z p: ||hPHf3®P®;€2 Ri,m, (A.18)
p=M+1

where the second inequality in (A.17) is due to Cauchy-Schwarz and (3.4) with 7z_z,, denoting the covariance
operator of Z — Zy. Using (5.3) and (5.8), we can infer (A.18). The result follows by combining (A.8),
(A.12), (A.13)-(A.16), and (A.18). m
B Auxiliary Results

The following lemma is analogous to Lemma 5.3 in [6].

Lemma B.1. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem 2.2 hold. The covariance operators T, ,, and Ty, ,, in
(5.20) and (5.19) corresponding to Wy, pr and Vi, ar, satisfy, for all M > g,

|‘yvn,NI - yWn,N1|‘HS(L2([0,1])®W2) —0, asn—oo.
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Proof: Recall that W), ps and V,, ps are viewed as random elements in L2([O, 1]) ® #2, with corresponding
covariance operators Ty, ,, and Jy, ,, that are Hilbert-Schmidt operators in H.S(L?([0, 1]) ® #>). Note first,
that

‘7Vn,M - yWn,Z\/I

M oo n
=S¥y ¥ %p! (1[%”@1[%11] B®B) > bisbjr lemrm ki — k2)(v; @ v;)

p=qi,7=1 ky,ko=1 l,reNe

=Y > rhkAl e, (B.1)

i,7=1 k1,ka=1

with

Tt =14 © 1w —E(BeB), Afhe = Z p' > biabje lemm (k1 — k2), (B.2)
pP=q l,reNp

k1,k2

where Y*1:#2 are integral operators with corresponding kernels v* Define further the following kernels

n

id(st) = Y (1[%1” (D)1 pa () — £ A s) At (B.3)
kl,klgzl

and denote the respective integral operators in L2([0,1]) by G{;JM Let {e, ® vs}rs>1 be an orthonormal
basis in L?([0,1]) ® #,. Then, using the representation (B.1), we get

”?Vn,M - fTWn,M”%IS(L?([O,l])@%’g) (B'4)

oo o0 n
_ k1,k2 kika (o )
= E E : E <Tn yery ® er2>L2([071])®2 <A7, 7, M(vl ® v])a Vsy @ Vs, 782 (B.5)
r1,72,81,82=1 |i,j=1 k1 ko =1 2

2
n

SN Ak [ ke (sen (dsi
[0,1]x[0,1]

r1,r2=11%,j=1 |k1,ka=1

Z f48 MHHS(L2 ([0,1)) = Z |4 nM||L2 (l0.1)2) = Z sup |ﬁ n, M M (S Ol (B.6)

7,7=1 7,j=1 i,j=1°% 5,€[0,1]

where (B.5) follows from the first equality in (5.23) and (B.6) follows from (B.3) and the last display on page
28 of [6], by bounding with the supremum over s, t.

In order to bound (B.6), we start with the kernels in (B.3). Note that, with further explanations given
below,

n

M P
DY bz—,zbj,r% > (L1 y(5) = @A 9) TT ot (b = 2)

p=q l,reNr k1,ko=1 m=1

M
- Zp' Z Jin(s,t) Z bzleTHlerm (B.7)

p=q k=—(n—1) l,reNr

y : %
< Zp”fo,n(&t” (Z b?,l) <Z b2’,r>

leNP reNP

&7 (s, )]

K-1

M
+ZP!Z | fen(s,1)] Z biibjr le”

p=q |k|=1 l,reNr
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+Zp' Z |fkn S t| Z |bzlb 7'r'|1_[|pl iTj (B8)

p=q |k|=K l,reNp
. 3 3
2
<~ (1+3K(K +1) Zp'(Zb ) <Z b,)
P=q LeNP reNP

+3ZP' Z Z [bi.1b;.r | H DLy (K|, (B.9)

p=q |k|=K+1 l,reNp

where (B.7) is due to Lemma B.2 with fg, defined in (B.14) below and (B.8) follows by Cauchy-Schwarz
with K defined in (5.4). Finally, (B.9) is due to (B.15) in Lemma B.2. We continue providing estimates for
(B.6) by using (B.9):

sup |A;7(s,1)]?
i1 5:t€(0,1] ’
3 3
2(1 + 3K (K + 1))? )
< - > Zp' DL DI
3,J=1 \p=q leNp reNe

+182 Z Z Z |b”bﬂ|H|pzme (B.10)

3,=1 \p=q |k|=K+1 l,reNr

(1+3K K+1 <ZZP'Zb )

i=1p=q leNP

n—1 2 o M 2
+18 (2 > S(max{@(k),@(—k)})q> (ZZp!ZbiJ (B.11)

k=K+1 1=1 p=q leNP
2 n—1 2
2(E||G[X1]H§e2)2 (H?’Kg{“)) +72< > S(max{@(k),@(—k)})q> , (B.12)
k=K+1

where (B.10) follows from (B.9) and Young’s inequality, and (B.11) is due to Cauchy-Schwarz and (5.2).
The conclusion follows by combining (B.6), and (B.12), as n — oo. O

The following lemma is similar to the inequality derived in the second display on page 28 in [6]. For
completeness, we derive an upper bound of our kernel function in (B.4).

Lemma B.2. Using the notation of Lemma B.1, we have

% Z (l[ﬂ 1](t)1[k2 1] t/\S ) H plme kl k2) Z fkn S, t H mem (B13)
m=1

n’ n

k1,k2=1 (n—1)

with, for |kl =1,...,n—1,

sl (tns)+ (tAs) 4 By f t—s>%
n n{k<-1}> lf s> n’
fen(s,t) = (B.14)
Wil ns)+(EAs)E By, if t—s<k
and fon(s,t) = L"(Zif\t)l — (s At). In particular, for alln € N,
|| 1
sup |fin(s,t)] <3—, |kl=1,...,n—1, sup | fon(s,t)| < —. (B.15)
5,t€[0,1] n s,t€[0,1] n
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Proof: By the same calculations as in (5.14) of [6] and the subsequent estimates, we have

1 < u
- Z knl 71 kng 71 H Pl (k1 — ) =A,+ B, +C,, (B.16)
k}l,klg 1 m=1
with
-1 |ns]| k k
+2 ift—s>= [n(sAt)]
e | s {L,za n v, B, = St
k:—(n—l)m 1 o lft—5<z n
nol P Lns] ift—s>Ek
5 3 | ERRCRS e
k=1 m=1 n n n
Then

)

T (@t g0 “S)Uplwm (b — k)

kl, 2:1
n—1 |k|
=A,+B,+C,—(tNs) Z (1__>lemrm
k=—(n—1)
=A,+C,— (A, +Cp)+ B, — By (B.17)

with B,, = (t A s)d;» and

-1

Ay =(tns) Y <1 |’€|) ﬁ o (k en;(tAs)nZl<1_|—i|) - prr (K).  (B.18)

k:—(n—l) m=1 k=1 m=1

Note first that

B, — 3, — (M A s> 5w = fon(5, )51 (B.19)

For the remaining quantities in (B.17), we distinguish the cases t — s > % andt —s < %
Fort—s> %

-1

Ap = A+ Cp—Cp= > <LZSJ+7€ (tAs ( ))ﬁpmrm
m=1

k=—(n—1)
« (Lns) k) T
3 (EE = @as) (1)) TT prn®)
k=1 m=1
n—1 p
= Z fkn(s t H plmrm . (B20)
[k|=1 m=1
Fort—s< %

k=—(n—1) m=1
n—1 p
o3 (50 % a1~ %)) L.
Z fkn S, t H plmrm . (B21)
|k|=1
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This finishes the proof of (B.13). To verify (B.15), note that, since s,t € [0, 1],

k| |k k| k| kK k|
tANs)— + —1 _ <2— tAs)— ——1 <2—. B.22
( 5)n+n{k§1}_ n ( S)n i1y S 2 ( )
Now we estimate |Ln—nSJ — (t/\s)| whenever ¢ — s > %,|k| =1,...,n— 1. First, note that, s At = t implies
t—szgforkg—l,andsos—tg‘nﬂ. Then, we see that
L dns] fesl Ins] o nsl ns] o oy
n n n n n n
B.23
1 [ns| [ns| k] . ( )
—— <= —s5<—=—sAt<s—t<—, ifsAt=t,
n n n n

which says that ’%—(t/\s)’ < %,|k| =1,...,n—1 whenever t — s > £,

We now turn to estimating % —(tA s)’ whenever ¢ — s < %, |k| =1,...,n— 1. Arguing as in (B.23)

gives
[nt]

n

L

— (A 8)’ < (B.24)

Combining (B.22)—(B.24) verifies (B.15). O

For the following lemma, let {Xj}rez be a F—valued stationary stochastic process, with covariance
operator ) and autocorrelation function given by

prs(k - l) =E |:<Q_1/2UT7X1€>%’1 <Q_1/2usaXl>]€1 .

The following result allows us to rewrite the normalized series with regard to an isonormal Gaussian process.
The proof is very closely related to that of Proposition 7.2.3 of [34].

Lemma B.3. There exists a real separable Hilbert space $), as well as an isonormal Gaussian process over
9, written {X (h) : h € 9}, with the property that there exists a set E = {e;, : k € Z,i € N} C 9 such that
1. E generates $3; 2. (gir,c1)6 = pij(k —1), 3. (Q7?u;, Xi)ae, = X (eir,)

Proof: We start by defining §). First define a set §, such that h € & if and only if h = {hy, k € Z,i € N |
hi = 0 for all but finitely many h;i}. Equip the space & with the inner product

(f9)0 = > fugipis(k=1) = fugn B [<Q71/2uz',Xk>%<Q71/2uj,Xzﬁfl} : (B.25)
k€7 k€7
i,JEN i,JEN

whenever f,g € &, and now define $ as the closure of 8 with respect to the inner product (-, -)g.
We proceed with defining the generating set E. First, we take, for k € Z,i € N, sequences of the form

ik = {0rdij,7 € NJl € Z} = {0ni(wi, uj)ae,,j € N, € Z}.
Now consider the set E = {c;;,i € N,k € Z} C $. Clearly FE is a generating set for £, and so Property 1 in
the statement is satisfied. For h € &, define
X(h)y= " hal@ " ui, X, - (B.26)
keZ,ieN

Then, for h € ), select a sequence h,, € & converging to h and take X (h) = lim,_, o X (hy,), where the limit
is understood in the L?(Q2) and the a.s. sense. Now we prove that {X(h) : h € $} is an isonormal process
over §. Indeed, for f,g € 9, from (B.25) and (B.26),

E[X(f)X(9)] =E Do falQ VPu Xia | x| Y 9@ Puy, Xi)a

k€Z,ieN leZ,jeN

= E fiwgipij(k —1) = (f,9)%
k,lcZ
ijEN
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and so, in particular, Property 2 follows. Finally, by construction,

X(ew) = > 0ii0u(Q " Puy, Xiywe, = (@ us, Xi)aty,
I€Z,jEN

such that Property 3 is also satisfied.
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