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Thispaperestablishestheglobalasym ptoticequivalencebetween

a Poisson process with variable intensity and white noise with drift

under sharp sm oothness conditions on the unknown function.This

equivalence is also extended to density estim ation m odels by Pois-

sonization.Theasym ptoticequivalencesareestablished by construct-

ing explicit equivalence m appings.The im pact of such asym ptotic

equivalence results is thatan investigation in one ofthese nonpara-

m etric m odelsautom atically yieldsasym ptotically analogousresults

in the otherm odels.

1. Introduction. The purpose ofthis paper is to give an explicit con-

struction ofglobalasym ptotic equivalence in the sense ofLe Cam (1964)

between aPoisson processwith variableintensity and whitenoisewith drift.

Theconstruction isextended to density estim ation m odels.Ityieldsasym p-

totic solutions to both density estim ation and Poisson process problem s

based on asym ptotic solutions to white noise with driftproblem sand vice

versa.

Density estim ation m odel. A random vectorV ?
n oflength n isobserved

such thatV ?
n � (V ?

1 ;:::;V
?
n )isa sequenceofi.i.d.variableswith a com m on

density f 2 F .
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Poisson process. A random vectorofrandom length fN ;X N gisobserved

such thatN � N n isa Poisson variablewith E N = n and thatgiven N = m ,

X N = X m � (X 1;:::;X m ) is a sequence ofi.i.d.variables with a com m on

density f 2 F .Theresulting observationsare then distributed asa Poisson

processwith intensity function nf.

W hite noise. A G aussian process Z ? � Z ?
n � fZ ?

n(t);0 � t� 1g is ob-

served such that

Z
?
n(t)�

Z t

0

p
f(x)dx+

B ?(t)

2
p
n
; 0� t� 1;(1.1)

with astandard Brownian m otion B ?(t)and an unknown probability density

function f 2 F in [0;1].

Asym ptotic equivalence. Forany two experim ents�1 and �2 with a com -

m on param eter space �,�(� 1;�2;�) denotes Le Cam ’s distance [cf.,e.g.,

Le Cam (1986)orLe Cam and Yang (1990)]de�ned as

�(� 1;�2;�)� sup
L

m ax
j= 1;2

sup
�(j)

inf
�(k)

sup
�2�

jE
(j)

�
L(�;�(j))� E

(k)

�
L(�;�(k))j;

where (a) the �rstsuprem um is taken over alldecision problem swith loss

function kLk1 � 1,(b) given the decision problem and j= 1;2,k � 3� j

(k= 2 forj= 1 and k= 1 forj= 2)the \m axim in" value ofthe m axim um

di�erence in risksover� iscom puted overall(random ized)statisticalpro-

cedures�(‘) for�‘ and (c)theexpectationsE
(‘)

�
areevaluated in experim ents

�‘ with param eter �,‘= j;k.The statisticalinterpretation ofthe Le Cam

distanceisasfollows:If�(� 1;�2;�)< ",then forany decision problem with

kLk1 � 1 and any statisticalprocedure�(j) with theexperim ent�j,j= 1;2,

thereexistsa (random ized)procedure�(k) with �k,k= 3� j,such thatthe

risk of�(k) evaluated in �k nearly m atches(within ")thatof�(j) evaluated

in �j.

Twosequencesofexperim entsf�1;n;n � 1gand f�2;n;n � 1g,with acom -

m on param eterspace F ,areasym ptotically equivalentif

�(� 1;n;�2;n;F )! 0 asn ! 1 :

Theinterpretation isthatthe risksofcorresponding proceduresconverge.

A key result ofLe Cam (1964) is that this equivalence ofexperim ents

can be characterized using random transform ations between the probabil-

ity spaces.A random transform ation,T(X ;U )which m apsobservationsX

into the space ofobservationsY (with possible dependenceon an indepen-

dent,uninform ativerandom com ponentU )also m apsdistributionsin �1 to

approxim ations ofthe distributions in �2 via P
(1)

�
T � P

(2)

�
.For the m ap-

ping between thePoisson and G aussian processesweshallrestrictourselves
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to transform ations T with determ inistic inverses,T� 1(T(X ;U ))= X .The

experim entsareasym ptotically equivalentifthetotal-variation distancebe-

tween P
(2)

�
and thedistribution ofT underP

(1)

�
convergesto 0 uniform ly in

�.Asexplained inBrown and Low (1996)and Brown,Cai,Low and Zhang

(2002),knowing an appropriateT allowsexplicitconstruction ofestim ation

proceduresin �1 by applying statisticalproceduresfrom �2 to T(X ;U ).

In general, asym ptotic equivalence also im plies a transform ation from

the P
(2)

�
to the P

(1)

�
and the corresponding total-variation distance bound.

However,in the case ofthe equivalence between the Poisson process and

white noise with drift,by requiring that the transform ation be invertible,

wehavesaved ourselvesa step.Thetransform ation in theotherdirection is

T� 1,and

kP
(1)

�
T � P

(2)

�
k� kP

(1)

�
TT

� 1
� P

(2)

�
T
� 1
k= kP

(1)

�
� P

(2)

�
T
� 1
k:

Therefore,itissu�cientifsup �kP
(1)

�
T � P

(2)

�
k! 0.

Theequivalence m appingsTn constructed in thispaperfrom the sam ple

space of the Poisson process to the sam ple space of the white noise are

invertible random ized m appingssuch that

sup
f2F

H f(Tn(N ;X N );Z
?
n)! 0(1.2)

under certain conditions on the fam ily F . Here H f(Z1;Z2) denotes the

Hellingerdistance ofstochastic processesorrandom vectorsZ1 and Z2 liv-

ing in the sam e sam ple space,when the true unknown density is f.Since

Tn are invertible random ized m appings,Tn(N ;X N )are su�cientstatistics

forthePoisson processesand theirinversesT� 1
n arenecessarily m any-to-one

determ inisticm appings.Sim ilarconsiderationsapply forthem appingofthe

density estim ation problem to thewhitenoisewith driftproblem ,although

in thatcasetherearetwo m appings,onefrom thedensity estim ation to the

white noise with drift m odeland another from the white noise with drift

m odelback to the density estim ation m odel.These m appingsare given in

Section 2.

There have recently been severalpaperson the globalasym ptotic equiv-

alence of nonparam etric experim ents. Brown and Low (1996) established

globalasym ptotic equivalence of the white noise problem with unknown

driftf to a nonparam etricregression problem with determ inisticdesign and

unknown regression f when f belongs to a Lipschitz class with sm ooth-

ness index � > 1

2
.It has also been dem onstrated that such nonparam et-

ric problem sare typically asym ptotically nonequivalentwhen the unknown

f belongs to larger classes, for exam ple, with sm oothness index � � 1

2
.

Brown and Low (1996)showed the asym ptotic nonequivalence between the
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white noise problem and nonparam etric regression with determ inistic de-

sign for � � 1

2
,Efrom ovich and Sam arov (1996) showed that the asym p-

totic equivalence m ay failwhen � < 1

4
.Brown and Zhang (1998) showed

the asym ptotic nonequivalence for � � 1

2
between any pair ofthe follow-

ing four experim ents:white noise,density problem ,nonparam etric regres-

sion with random design,and nonparam etric regression with determ inis-

tic design.In Brown,Cai,Low and Zhang (2002) the asym ptotic equiva-

lence for nonparam etric regression with random design was shown under

Besov constraintswhich includeLipschitzclasseswith any sm oothnessindex

� > 1

2
.G ram m a and Nussbaum (1998)solved the�xed-design nonparam et-

ricregression problem fornonnorm alerrors.M ilstein and Nussbaum (1998)

showed thatsom e di�usion problem scan be approxim ated by discrete ver-

sionsthatarenonparam etricautoregression m odels,and G olubev and Nussbaum

(1998)established a discrete G aussian approxim ation to the problem ofes-

tim ating the spectraldensity ofa stationary process.

M ostclosely related to thispaperisthework in Nussbaum (1996)where

globalasym ptotic equivalence ofthe white noise problem to the nonpara-

m etric density problem with unknown density g= f2=4 is shown.In this

papertheglobalasym ptoticequivalencewasestablished underthefollowing

sm oothnessassum ption:f belongsto theLipschitzclasseswith sm oothness

index � > 1

2
.

Theparam eterspaces. TheclassoffunctionsF willbeassum ed through-

outto bedensitieswith respectto Lebesguem easureon [0;1]thatare uni-

form ly bounded away from 0.The sm oothnessconditionson F can be de-

scribed in term sofHaarbasisfunctionsofthe densities.Let

�k;‘� �k;‘(f)�

Z

f�k;‘; ‘= 0;:::;2k � 1;k= 0;1;:::;(1.3)

bethe Haarcoe�cientsoff,where

�k;‘� 2k=2(1Ik+ 1;2‘
� 1Ik+ 1;2‘+ 1

)(1.4)

are the Haarbasisfunctionswith Ik;‘� [‘=2k;(‘+ 1)=2k).The convergence

oftheHellingerdistancein (1.2)isestablished via an inequality in Theorem

3 in term s ofthe tails ofthe Besov norm s kfk1=2;2;2 and kfk1=2;4;4 ofthe

Haarcoe�cients� k;‘� �k;‘(f)in (1.3).

TheBesov norm skfk�;p;q fortheHaarcoe�cients,with sm oothnessindex

� and shapeparam etersp and q,arede�ned by

kfk�;p;q �

"�
�
�
�

Z 1

0

f

�
�
�
�

q

+

1X

k= 0

(

2k(�+ 1=2� 1=p)

 
2k� 1X

‘= 0

j�k;‘(f)j
p

! 1=p) q#1=q

:(1.5)
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Let �fk bethepiecewiseaverage off atresolution levelk,thatis,thepiece-

wise constantfunction de�ned by

�fk �
�fk(t)�

2k� 1X

‘= 0

1ft2 Ik;‘g2
k

Z

Ik;‘

f:(1.6)

Sincek�fk �
�fk+ 1k

p
p =

R
j
P

‘�k;‘�k;‘j
p =

P

‘j�k;‘j
p2k(p=2� 1),(1.5)can bewrit-

ten as

kfk�;p;q �

(

j�f0j
q+

1X

k= 0

(2k�k�fk �
�fk+ 1kp)

q

) 1=q

;

and itstailatresolution levelk0 � 0 iskf � �fk0k�;p;q,k0 � 0,with

kf � �fk0k
q
�;p;q =

1X

k= k0

(

2k(�+ 1=2� 1=p)

 
2k� 1X

‘= 1

j�k;‘j
p

! 1=p) q

:(1.7)

LetB (�;p;q)betheBesov space

B (�;p;q)= ff:kfk�;p;q < 1 g:

The following two theorem s on the equivalence ofwhite noise with drift,

density estim ation and Poisson estim ation m odelsarecorollariesofourm ain

result,Theorem 3,which bounds the squared Hellinger distance between

particularinvertiblerandom ized m appingsofthePoisson processand white

noise with driftm odels.The random ized m appingsare given in Section 2.

Proofsofthese theorem sare given in the Appendix.

T heorem 1. LetZ ?
n,fN ;X N g and V

?
n betheGaussian process,Poisson

process and density estim ation experim ents,respectively.Suppose thatH is

com pactin both B (1=2;2;2)and B (1=2;4;4)andthatH � ff:inf0< x< 1f(x)�

"0g for som e "0 > 0.Then

lim
n! 1

�(Z ?
n;fN ;X N g;H )= 0(1.8)

and

lim
n! 1

�(Z ?
n;V

?
n;H )= 0:(1.9)

O urconstruction also showsthatasym ptoticequivalenceholdsfora class

F if F is bounded in the Lipschitz norm with sm oothness index � and

com pactin theSobolevnorm with sm oothnessindex� � � such that�+ � �

1,� � 3

4
or� > 1

2
.
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For 0< � � 1 the Lipschitz norm kfk
(L)

�
and Sobolev norm kfk

(S)
� are

de�ned by

kfk
(L)

�
� sup

0� x< y� 1

jf(x)� f(y)j

jx� yj�
; kfk

(S)
� �

1X

n= � 1

n
2�
jcn(f)j

2
;

where cn(f)�
R
1

0
f(x)e� in2�x dx are the Fouriercoe�cientsoff.

T heorem 2. LetZ ?
n,fN ;X N g and V

?
n be the Gaussian process,Pois-

son process and density estim ation experim ents,respectively,and letF be

bounded in the Lipschitznorm with sm oothness index � and com pactin the

Sobolevnorm withsm oothnessindex� � �.SupposeF � ff:inf0< x< 1f(x)�

"0g for som e "0 > 0.Then if� + � � 1,� � 3

4
or � > 1

2
,

lim
n! 1

�(Z ?
n;fN ;X N g;F )= 0

and

lim
n! 1

�(Z ?
n;V

?
n;F )= 0:

2. The equivalence m appings. Thissection describesin detailthem ap-

pingswhich provide the asym ptotic equivalence claim ed in thispaper.The

fact thatthese m appings yield asym ptotic equivalence is a consequence of

ourm ajorresult,Theorem 3.Theconstruction isbroken into severalstages.

From observationsofthe whitenoise (1.1),de�nerandom vectors

Z
?

k � fZ
?

k;‘;0� ‘< 2kg; Z
?

k;‘� 2k
�

Z
?

�
‘+ 1

2k

�

� Z
?

�
‘

2k

��

;(2.1)

W
?
k � fW ?

k;‘;0� ‘< 2kg; W
?
k;2‘� � W ?

k;2‘+ 1 � (Z
?

k;2‘� Z
?

k;2‘+ 1)=2:(2.2)

Letk0 � k0;n besuitableintegerswith lim n! 1 k0;n = 1 .FollowingBrown,Cai,Low and Zhang

(2002),weconstructequivalencem appingsby�ndingthecounterpartsofZ
?

k0

and W ?
k,k> k0,with thePoisson process(N ;X N ),to strongly approxim ate

the G aussian variables.

Itcan be easily veri�ed from (1.1)thatfZ
?

k0;‘
;0� ‘< 2k0;W ?

k;2‘;0� ‘<

2k� 1;k> k0g areuncorrelated norm alrandom variableswith

E Z
?

k;‘= hk;‘� 2k
Z

Ik;‘

h; h �
p
f;

(2.3) p

Var(Z
?

k;‘)= �k �
p

2k=(4n);

for‘= 0;:::;2k � 1,and for‘= 0;:::;2k� 1 � 1,

E W
?
k;2‘=

1

2
(hk;2‘� hk;2‘+ 1)=

p
2k� 1

Z

h�k� 1;‘;

(2.4) p
Var(W ?

k;2‘)= �k� 1:
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Let eU = feUk;‘;k � k0;‘� 0g be a sequence ofi.i.d.uniform variables in

[� 1=2;1=2) independent of(N ;X N ).For k = 0;1;:::and ‘= 0;:::;2k � 1

de�ne

N k � fN k;‘;0� ‘< 2kg; N k;‘� # fX i:X i2 Ik;‘g:(2.5)

W e shallapproxim ate Z
?

k in (2.1)in distribution by

Zk � fZ k;‘;0� ‘< 2kg;

(2.6)
Z k;‘� 2�ksgn(N k;‘+

eUk;‘)
p

jN k;‘+
eUk;‘j;

atthe initialresolution levelk= k0.Since N k;‘ are Poisson variableswith

�k;‘� E N k;‘=
n

2k
fk;‘=

fk;‘

4�2
k

; fk;‘� 2k
Z

Ik;‘

f;(2.7)

by Taylorexpansion and centrallim ittheory

Z k;‘� 2�k

�
p
�k;‘+

N k;‘� �k;‘

2�
1=2

k;‘

�

� N (
p
fk;‘;�

2
k)

as �k;‘! 1 ,com pared with (2.3).Note that
p
fk;‘� hk;‘ under suitable

sm oothness conditions on f,in view of(2.3) and (2.7).The Poisson vari-

ables N k;‘ can be fully recovered from Z k;‘,while the random ization turns

N k;‘ into continuousvariables.

Approxim ation ofW ?
k;‘

fork> k0 ism oredelicate,sincethecentrallim it

theorem is not su�ciently accurate at high resolution levels. Let F m be

the cum ulative distribution function ofthe independentsum ofa binom ial

variable eX m ;1=2 with param eter(m ;
1

2
)and a uniform variable eU in [� 1

2
;1
2
),

Fm (x)� P f eX m ;1=2 +
eU � xg;(2.8)

with F0 being theuniform distribution in [� 1

2
;1
2
).Let� bethe N (0;1)cu-

m ulative distribution.W e shallapproxim ate W ?
k by using a quantile trans-

form ation ofrandom ized versions ofthe Poisson random variables.M ore

speci�cally,let

W k � fW k;‘;0� ‘< 2kg; W k;2‘� �k� 1�
� 1(FN k� 1;‘

(N k;2‘+
eUk;2‘))(2.9)

withW k;2‘� � W k;2‘+ 1,‘= 0;:::;2k� 1� 1,andthe�kin (2.3).G iven N k� 1;‘= m ,

N k;2‘� Bin(m ;pk;2‘); pk;2‘�

R

Ik;2‘
f

R

Ik� 1;‘
f
=

fk;2‘

fk;2‘+ fk;2‘+ 1
;(2.10)

so that W k;2‘ is distributed exactly according to N (0;�2
k� 1

) for pk;2‘=
1

2
,

com pared with (2.4).Thus,the distributions ofW k;2‘ and W ?
k;2‘ are close
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at high resolution levels as long as f is su�ciently sm ooth,even for sm all

N k� 1;‘= m .

Theequivalencem appingsTn,with random ization through
e
U ,arede�ned

by

Tn :fN ;X N ;
e
U g! W [k0;1 )! Zn � fZn(t):0� t� 1g;

where for k0 � k � 1 ,W [k0;k)
� fZk0;W j;k0 < j< kg,and Zk and W k

are as in (2.6)and (2.9).The inverse ofTn isa determ inistic m any-to-one

m apping de�ned by

T
� 1
n :Z ?

n ! W
?
[k0;1 )! (N ?

;X
?
N ?);

wherefork0 � k� 1 ,W ?
[k0;k)

� fZ
?

k0
;W ?

j;k0 < j< kg.

R emark 1. O ne need only carry out the above construction to k =

k1:2
k1 > "n sincewe shallassum ethatf 2 B (1

2
;2;2)and then the observa-

tions W ?
[k0;k)

� fZ
?

k0
;W ?

j;k0 < j< kg and W [k0;k)
� fZk0;W j;k0 < j< kg

are asym ptotically su�cient for the G aussian process and Poisson process

experim ents.SeeBrown and Low (1996)fora detailed argum entin thecon-

textofnonparam etric regression.

M appingsforthedensityestim ation m odel. Theconstructiveasym ptotic

equivalence between density estim ation experim ents and G aussian experi-

m entsisestablished by �rstrandom izing thedensity estim ation experim ent

to an approxim ation ofthePoisson processand then applying the random -

ized m apping asgiven above.Set
k = supf2H kf �
�fkk

2
1=2;2;2

and note that

sinceH iscom pactin B (1=2;2;2),
k #0.Now letk0 bethesm allestinteger

such that4k0=n � 
k0 and dividetheunitintervalinto subintervalsofequal

length with length equalto 2� k0.Let ~fn be the corresponding histogram

estim ate based on V
?
n.Now note that since functions f 2 H are bounded

below by "0 > 0 itfollowsthat

Z
1

0

(
p
~fn �

p
f)

2
�

Z
1

0

(
p
~fn �

p
f)

2(
p
~fn +

p
f)2

"0
=

Z
1

0

(~fn � f)2

"0
:(2.11)

Now

E

Z 1

0

(~fn � f)2 = E

Z 1

0

(~fn � �fk0)
2
+

Z 1

0

(f � �fk0)
2

(2.12)

and sim plecalculationsshow thatthehistogram estim ate ~fn satis�esE ~fn(x)=

�fk0(x)and Var~fn(x)� �fk0(x)
2k0

n
.Hence,

n
1=2
E

Z 1

0

(~fn � �fk0)
2
� n

1=22
k0

n
� 2


1=2

k0
! 0:(2.13)
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Now n1=2 � 2k0



1=2

k0

and hence,from (1.7),

n
1=2

Z
1

0

(f � �fk0)
2
�

1



1=2

k0

kf � �fk0k
2

1=2;2;2
� 


1=2

k0
! 0:(2.14)

Itthusfollowsfrom (2.11)to (2.14)that

n
1=2 sup

f2H

E

Z 1

0

(
p
~fn �

p
f)

2
! 0:(2.15)

Hence the density estim ate is squared Hellinger consistent at a rate faster

than square rootofn.

Now generate ~N , a Poisson random variable with expectation n and

independent of V ?
n.If

~N > n generate ~N � n conditionally independent

observations V ?
n+ 1;:::;V

?
~N
with com m on density ~fn.Finally let (~N ;~X ~N

)=

(~N ;V ?
1 ;V

?
2 ;:::;V

?
~N
)andwriteR 1

n forthisrandom ization from V
?
n to(

~N ;~X ~N
),

R
1
n :V

?
n ! (~N ;~X ~N

):

A m ap from thePoisson num berofindependentobservationsback to the

�xed num berofobservationsisobtained sim ilarly.Thistim e let f̂n be the

histogram estim atorbased on (N ;X N ).IfN < n generate n � N additional

conditionally independentobservations with com m on density f̂n.Itisalso

easy to check that

n
1=2 sup

f2H

E

Z
1

0

(
p

f̂n �
p
f)

2
! 0:(2.16)

Now labelthese observations V n = (V1;:::;Vn) and write R 2
n for this ran-

dom ization from (N ;X N )to V n,

R
2
n :(N ;X N )! V n:

R emark 2. It should also be possible to m ap the density estim ation

problem directly into an approxim ation ofthewhitenoisewith driftm odel.

Dividingtheintervalinto2k0 subintervalsand conditioningon thenum berof

observationsfalling in each subinterval,the conditionaldistribution within

each subintervalisthesam easforthePoisson process.Therefore,itisonly

necessary to havea version ofTheorem 4 fora 2k0-dim ensionalm ultinom ial

experim ent.

Carter(2002)providesa transform ation from a 2k0-dim ensionalm ultino-

m ialto a m ultivariate norm alasin Theorem 4 such thatthetotal-variation

distance between the distributionsisO (k02
k0n� 1=2).The transform ation is

sim ilarto oursin thatitaddsuniform noise and then usesthe square root

asa variance-stabilizing transform ation.However,the covariance structure
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of the m ultinom ialcom plicates the issue and necessitates using a m ulti-

resolution structure sim ilar to the one applied here to the conditionalex-

perim ents.The Carter (2002)resultcan be used in place ofTheorem 4 to

geta slightly weakerbound on theerrorin theapproxim ation in Theorem 3

(because ofthe extra k0 factor) when the totalnum ber ofobservations is

�xed.Thisisenough to establish Theorem 2 ifthe inequalitiesbounding �

and � are changed to strictly greater than.It is also enough to establish

Theorem 1 ifH isa Besov spacewith � > 1

2
.Carter(2000)also showed that

asom ewhatm orecom plicated transform ation leadstoade�ciency bound on

thenorm alapproxim ation to them ultinom ialswithouttheadded k0 factor.

3. M ain theorem . Thetheorem sin Section 1on theequivalenceofwhite

noise with drift experim ents and Poisson process experim ents are conse-

quencesofthefollowing theorem which uniform ly boundstheHellingerdis-

tance between therandom ized m appingsdescribed in Section 2.

T heorem 3. Supposeinf0< x< 1f(x)� "0 > 0.LetW ?
[k0;k)

� fZ
?

k0
;W ?

j;k0 <

j< kg with the variables in (2.1) and (2.2),and W [k0;k)
� fZk0;W j;k0 <

j< kg with the variablesin (2.6)and (2.9).Then there existuniversalcon-

stants C ,D 1 and D 2 such thatfor allk1 > k0,

H
2(W ?

[k0;k1)
;W [k0;k1)

)

�
C

"0

4k0

n
+
D 1

"20

1X

k= k0

2k
2k� 1X

‘= 0

�
2
k;‘+

D 2

"30

n

4k0

1X

k= k0

23k
2k� 1X

‘= 0

�
4
k;‘

�
C

"0

4k0

n
+
D 1

"20
kf � �fk0k

2

1=2;2;2 +
D 2

"30

n

4k0
kf � �fk0k

4

1=2;4;4;

where �k;‘ are the Haar coe� cients off as in (1.3), �fk is as in (1.6) and

k� k1=2;p;p are the Besov norm s in (1.5).

R emark 3. Here the universalconstant C is the sam e as the one in

Theorem 4,while D 1 =
3D

8
+ 2 and D 2 =

D

9
+ 8

3
forthe D in Theorem 5.

TheproofofTheorem 3isbased on theinequalitiesestablished in Sections

4 and 5 for the norm alapproxim ation ofPoisson and Binom ialvariables.

Som e additionaltechnicallem m asare given in the Appendix.

Let eX m ;p bea Bin(m ;p)variable,
eX � bea Poisson variablewith m ean �,

and eU bea uniform variablein [� 1

2
;1
2
)independentof eX m ;p and

eX �.De�ne

~gm ;p(x)�
d

dx
P f�� 1(Fm (

eX m ;p +
eU ))� xg(3.1)
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with the Fm in (2.8)and the N (0;1)distribution function �,and de�ne

~g�(x)�
d

dx
P f2sgn(eX � +

eU )
p

jeX � +
eU j� xg:(3.2)

W rite ’b forthe density ofN (b;1)variables.

Proof of T heorem 3. Let g?
[k0;k)

(w [k0;k)
) and g[k0;k)(w [k0;k)

) be the

joint densities ofW ?
[k0;k)

and W [k0;k)
,g?

k
(w k) be the joint density ofW ?

k
,

and gk(w kjw [k0;k)
) be the conditionaljoint density ofW k given W [k0;k)

.

Since W ?
k isindependentofW

?
[k0;k)

,

p
g
?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)�
p
g
?
[k0;k+ 1)

g[k0;k+ 1)=
p
g
?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)(1�
p
g
?
kgk);

so thattheHellingerdistance can bewritten as

H
2
f(W

?
[k0;k1)

;W [k0;k1)
)

= 2

�

1�

Z p
g
?
[k0;k1)

g[k0;k1)

�

= 2

�

1�

Z p
g
?
[k0;k0+ 1)

g[k0;k0+ 1)

�

(3.3)

+
X

k0< k< k1

2

Z p
g
?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)

�

1�

Z p
g
?
kgk

�

= H
2
f(Z

?

k0
;Zk0)+

X

k0< k< k1

Z p
g
?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)H
2(g?k;gk):

Attheinitialresolution levelk0,N k0;‘ are independentPoisson variables

by (2.5),so thatZ k0;‘ areindependent.Thisand theindependenceofZ
?

k0;‘

from (2.1)im ply

H
2
f(Z

?

k0
;Zk0)�

2k0� 1X

‘= 0

H
2
f(Z

?

k0;‘
;Z k0;‘):

By(2.6)and (3.2)Z k0;‘=�k0 havedensities~g�k0;‘
,whileZ

?

k0;‘
=�k0 areN (hk0;‘=�k0;1)

variablesby (2.3).Thus,Theorem 4 can beused to obtain

H
2
f(Z

?

k0;‘
;Z k0;‘)= H

2
f(~g�k0;‘

;’hk0;‘=�k0
)�

C

�k0;‘
+
1

2

�

2
p
�k0;‘�

hk0;‘

�k0

�2

:

Since �k;‘= fk;‘=(4�
2
k
)by (2.7)and �2

k
= 2k� 2=n by (2.3),the above calcu-

lation yields

H
2
f(Z

?

k0
;Zk0)� C

2k0� 1X

‘= 0

2k0

nfk0;‘
+

2k0� 1X

‘= 0

2n

2k0
(
p
fk0;‘� hk0;‘)

2
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(3.4)

� C
22k0

n"0
+

2k0� 1X

‘= 0

n2k0

2"30

� Z

Ik0;‘

(f � fk0;‘)
2

�2

by Lem m a 1(i)and thebound f � "0.

Fork> k0 and 0� ‘< 2k� 1 � 1,de�ne

�k;2‘�
p
m k;2‘(2pk;2‘� 1); �k;2‘�

p
�k� 1;‘(2pk;2‘� 1);(3.5)

where pk;2‘ are as in (2.10),�k;‘= fk;‘n=2
k are as in (2.7),and the func-

tions m k;2‘ � m k;2‘(w [k0;k)
) are de�ned by N k� 1;‘ = m k;2‘(W [k0;k)

). At a

�xed resolution levelk> k0,and for‘= 0;:::;2k� 1 � 1,N k;2‘ are indepen-

dentbinom ialvariablesconditionally on W [k0;k)
,so thatby (2.9)and (3.1)

W k;2‘=�k� 1 are independent variables with densities ~gm k;2‘;pk;2‘ under the

conditionaldensity gk.In addition,W
�
k;2‘

areindependentnorm alvariables

with variance �2k� 1 underg
�
k.Thus,

H
2(g�k;gk)�

2k� 1� 1X

‘= 0

H
2(~gm k;2‘;pk;2‘;’�?k;2‘

);(3.6)

by (2.4),where �?
k;2‘

� E W ?
k;2‘

=�k� 1 =
p
4n

R
h�k� 1;‘.Itfollowsfrom Theo-

rem 5 and (3.5)thatfor�xed w [k0;k)
,

H
2(~gm k;2‘;pk;2‘;’�?k;2‘

)

(3.7)

� D

��

pk;2‘�
1

2

�2

+ m k;2‘

�

pk;2‘�
1

2

�4�

+
(�k;2‘� �?k;2‘)

2

2
:

Furtherm ore,itfollowsfrom Lem m a 3 that
Z p

g
?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)(
p
m k;2‘�

p
�k� 1;‘)

2

�

s
Z

g[k0;k)(
p
m k;2‘�

p
�k� 1;‘)

4

=

q

E (
p
N k� 1;‘�

p
�k� 1;‘)

4
� 2;

so thatby (3.5),
Z p

g
?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)(�k;2‘� �
?
k;2‘)

2
� 4(2pk;2‘� 1)2 + 2(�k;2‘� �

?
k;2‘)

2
:

Sim ilarly,
R p

g?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)m k;2‘�
p
E N 2

k� 1;‘
� �k� 1;‘+ 1=2.Thus,by (3.7),

Z p
g
?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)H
2(~gm k;2‘;pk;2‘;’�?k;2‘

)

(3.8)

� 4D 1[pk;2‘�
1

2
]
2
+ D �k� 1;‘[pk;2‘�

1

2
]
4
+ (�k;2‘� �

?
k;2‘)

2
;
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with D 1 = 3D =8+ 2.Now,by (2.10)and (1.3),

pk;2‘�
1

2
=

R

Ik;2‘
f �

R

Ik;2‘+ 1
f

2
R

Ik� 1;‘
f

=

p
2k� 1�k� 1;‘

2fk� 1;‘
;(3.9)

so thatby (3.5),(2.7),the de�nition of�?k;2‘ in (3.6)and Lem m a 1(ii),

j�k;2‘� �
?
k;2‘j=

�
�
�
�

s

nfk� 1;‘

2k� 1

p
2k� 1�k� 1;‘

fk� 1;‘
�
p
4n

Z

h�k� 1;‘

�
�
�
�

=
p
4n

�
�
�
�

�k� 1;‘

2
p
fk� 1;‘

�

Z

h�k� 1;‘

�
�
�
�(3.10)

�
p
4n2(k� 1)=2� 1f

� 3=2

k� 1;‘

Z

Ik� 1;‘

(f � fk� 1;‘)
2
:

Inserting (3.9)and (3.10)into (3.8)and sum m ing over‘via (3.6),we�nd

Z p
g
?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)H
2(g�k;gk)

�

2k� 1� 1X

‘= 0

Z p
g
?
[k0;k)

g[k0;k)H
2(~gm k;2‘;pk;2‘;’�?k;2‘

)

�

2k� 1� 1X

‘= 0

�

4D 1

2k�2k� 1;‘

8f2
k� 1;‘

+ D �k� 1;‘
4k�4k� 1;‘

64f4
k� 1;‘

(3.11)

+
n2k

2f3
k� 1;‘

� Z

Ik� 1;‘

(f � fk� 1;‘)
2

�2�

�

2k� 1� 1X

‘= 0

�
D 1

"20
2k� 1�2k� 1;‘+

�
D

16
+ 1

�
n2k� 1

"30

� Z

Ik� 1;‘

(f � fk� 1;‘)
2

�2�

;

dueto �k;‘= nfk;‘=2
k in (2.7)and �2

k;‘
�
R

Ik;‘
(f � fk;‘)

2.

Finally,inserting (3.4) and (3.11) into (3.3) and then using Lem m a 2

yields

H
2
f(W

?
[k0;k1+ 1)

;W [k0;k1+ 1)
)

� C
22k0

n"0
+
D 1

"20

k1� 2X

k= k0

2k
2k� 1X

‘= 0

�
2
k;‘

+

�
D

16
+
3

2

� k1� 2X

k= k0

2k� 1X

‘= 0

n2k

"30

� Z

Ik;‘

(f � fk;‘)
2

�2



14 L.D .BROW N,A.V.CARTER,M .G .LOW AND C.-H.ZHANG

�
C

"0

4k0

n
+
D 1

"20

k1� 2X

k= k0

2k
2k� 1X

‘= 0

�
2
k;‘+

D 2

"30

n

4k0

1X

k= k0

23k
2k� 1X

‘= 0

�
4
k;‘;

with D 2 � (D
16
+ 3

2
)=(1� 1

4
)2 = D

9
+ 8

3
and thetheorem follows. �

4. Approxim ation of Poisson variables. Let eX � be a Poisson random

variable with m ean � and eU be a uniform variable on [� 1

2
;1
2
)independent

of eX �.De�ne

eZ� � 2 sgn(eX � +
eU )
p

jeX � +
eU j; ~g�(y)�

d

dy
P feZ� � yg:(4.1)

The m ain result ofthis section is a locallim it theorem which bounds the

squared Hellinger distance between this transform ed Poisson random vari-

able and a norm alrandom variable.

T heorem 4. Let eZ� and ~g� be as in (4.1):Let Z �
�
� N (2

p
�;1) and

’� be the density ofN (0;�).LetH (� ;� )be the Hellingerdistance.Then,as

� ! 1 ,

H
2(eZ�;Z

�
�)= H

2(~g�;’2
p
�
)= (7+ o(1))

1

96�
:(4.2)

Consequently,there existsa universalconstantC < 1 such that

H
2(~g�;’�)� C=� + (2

p
� � �)

2
=2 8� > 0;�:(4.3)

R emark 4. Thetheorem rem ainsvalid if eZ� isreplaced by

eZ
0
� � 2

q
eX � +

eU + 1

2
;

since H 2(eZ�;
eZ 0
�)isbounded by

2� 2

Z q
f
jeX �+ eU j

feX �+ eU + 1=2
� 2�

(

1+

1X

j= 0

e
� �

s

�2j+ 1

j!(j+ 1)!

)

= 1� E

s
eX �

�
� m in

�

1;
C 0

�

�

:

Proof of T heorem 4. Thesecond inequality of(4.3)followsim m edi-

atelyfrom (4.2),sinceH 2(’�1;’�2)= (�1� �2)
2=4[cf.Brown,Cai,Low and Zhang

(2002),Lem m a 3]and H 2(~g�;’�)� 2.

Lett(x)� 2sgn(x)
p
jxj,a strictly increasing function.De�ne

eX
�
� � t

� 1(Z �
�)= sgn(Z �

�)(Z
�
�)

2
=4:(4.4)
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Let f� and f�� denote the densities of eX � +
eU and eX �,respectively.Since

t(� ) is invertible,H2(eZ�;Z
�
�
)= H (eX � +

eU ;eX �
�
)= 2� 2

R p
f�f

�
�
,so that it

su�cesto show

A � �

Z p
f�f

�
� = 1�

C�

�
; lim

�! 1
C� =

7

192
:(4.5)

Since eU isuniform ,f�(x)= e� ��j=j!on [j� 1=2;j+ 1=2),so that

A � =

1X

j= 0

f�(j)

Z
j+ 1=2

j� 1=2

ff��(x)=f�(j)g
1=2

dx:(4.6)

Since t0(x)= jxj� 1=2,by (4.4)f�
�
(x)= jxj� 1=2’(t(x)� 2

p
�).Thisgives

f��(x)

f�(j)
=
expf� (2

p
x� 2

p
�)2=2g

p
2�xe� ��j=j!

= exp[2 j(x)]; j� 1

2
� x < j+ 1

2
;

forj� 1,in view oftheStirling form ula j!=
p
2�jj+ 1=2exp(� j+ "j),where

 j(x)� � (
p
x�

p
�)

2
�
logx

4
+
�

2
+
j

2
log

�
j

�

�

+
logj

4
�
j

2
+
"j

2
(4.7)

with 1=(12j+ 1)< "j < 1=(12j),for j= 1;2;::::Now,by the m ean-value

theorem ,

Z j+ 1=2

j� 1=2

�
f�
�
(x)

f�(j)

� 1=2

dx

=

Z j+ 1=2

j� 1=2

exp

�

 j(j)+  
0
j(j)(x � j)+

 00j(xj)

2
(x� j)2

�

dx

forsom e jxj� jj� 1

2
,with

 
0
j(x)=

s

�

x
� 1�

1

4x
;  

00
j(x)= �

p
�

2x3=2
+

1

4x2
:(4.8)

Since exp[ j(j)+  00j(xj)(x� j)2=2]issym m etric aboutj,itfollowsthat

Z
j+ 1=2

j� 1=2

�
f��(x)

f�(j)

� 1=2

dx

(4.9)

=

Z
j+ 1=2

j� 1=2

exp

�

 j(j)+
 00j(xj)(x� j)2

2

� 1X

k= 0

( 0j(j)(x � j))2k

(2k)!
dx:

Now,weshalltake uniform Taylorexpansionsof j and theirderivatives

in

J� � fj:jj=� � 1j� �
� 2=5

g:
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By (4.7), j(j)= � (j=�)+ "j=2 with

 (x)� � (
p
x� 1)

2
+
1� x

2
+
x

2
logx:

Since  (1)=  0(1)=  00(1)= 0, 000(1)= 1=4 and  0000(1)= � 7

8
,

� 

�
j

�

�

=
�

4

(j� �)3

3!�3
�
7�

8

(j� �)4

4!�4
(1+ o(1))= o(1):

Since 1=(12j+ 1)< "j< 1=(12j),"j=2= (1+ o(1))=(24�)= o(1).Thus,

 j(j)=
(j� �)3

24�2
�
7

8

(j� �)4

24�3
(1+ o(1))+

1+ o(1)

24�
= o(1)

uniform ly in J� as� ! 1 .Sim ilarly,by (4.8)and jxj� jj� 1

2
,

f 
0
j(j)g

2 = (1+ o(1))
(j� �)2

4�2
+
o(1)

�
= o(1);

 
00
j(xj)=

� 1+ o(1)

2�
= o(1):

Theseexpansionsand (4.9)im ply thatuniform ly in J�,

Z j+ 1=2

j� 1=2

�
f��(x)

f�(j)

� 1=2

dx

=

Z
j+ 1=2

j� 1=2

�

1+  j(j)+ f 00j(xj)+ ( 0j(j))
2
g
(x� j)2

2

�

dx

+ o(1)

2X

k= 0

(j� �)2k

�k+ 1

= 1+
(j� �)3

24�2
�
7

8

(j� �)4

24�3
+

1

24�
+

1

24

�
� 1

2�
+
(j� �)2

4�2

�

+ o(1)

2X

k= 0

(j� �)2k

�k+ 1
;

as
Rj+ 1=2
j� 1=2

(x � j)2dx = 1

12
.Since f�(j)isthe Poisson probability m assfunc-

tion of eX �,

X

j2J�

f�(j)

Z
j+ 1=2

j� 1=2

�
f��(x)

f�(j)

� 1=2

dx

(4.10)

= 1+
1

24�
�

�
7

8

�
3

24�
+

1

24�
�

1

96�
+
o(1)

�
= 1�

7+ o(1)

192�
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as
P

j2J�
f�(j)= 1+ o(1=�).Note thatE (eX � � �)3 = � and E (eX � � �)4 =

3�2 + �.Hence,(4.5)followsfrom (4.6),(4.10)and thefactthat

X

j=2J�

f�(j)

Z
j+ 1=2

j� 1=2

�
f��(x)

f�(j)

� 1=2

dx �

q

P f eX � =2 J�gP f
eX �
�
=2 J�g= o

�
1

�

�

:
�

5. Approxim ation ofbinom ialvariables. The strong approxim ation of

a norm alby a binom ialdepends on the cum ulative distribution function

Fm in (2.8).The addition of the independent uniform eU in (2.8) to the

binom ial eX m ;1=2 m akes the c.d.f.continuous and thus �� 1 � Fm is a one-

to-onefunction on (� 1

2
;m + 1

2
)thatm apssym m etricbinom ialsto standard

norm als.

Let’b bethe N (b;1)density and ~gm ;p bethe probability density of

�� 1(Fm [
eX m ;p +

eU ]); eX m ;p � Bin(m ;p);(5.1)

asin (3.1),where eU isan independentuniform on [� 1

2
;1
2
).

T heorem 5. There isa constantC1 > 0 such that,for allm � 0,

H
2(~gm ;p;’b)=

Z

(
p
~gm ;p �

p
’b)

2
dz� C1

�
b2

m
+

b8

m 2

�

;(5.2)

where b= (
p
m =2)log(p=(1� p)).Consequently,

H
2(~gm ;p;’�)� D

��

p�
1

2

�2

+ m

�

p�
1

2

�4�

+
(
p
m (2p� 1)� �)2

2
:(5.3)

Proof. Thecase when m = 0 istrivialbecauseX = 0 with probability

1 and therefore ~g0;p isexactly an N (0;1).Thus,thefollowing assum esthat

m � 1.

Itfollowsfrom (3.1)that

~gm ;p(z)= p
j(1� p)m � j2m ’0(z);(5.4)

where j= j(z)isthe integerbetween 0 and m such that

�� 1[Fm (j�
1

2
)]� z< �� 1[Fm (j+

1

2
)]:(5.5)

Let� = log(p=q)so that

log
gm ;p(z)

’0(z)
= �

�

j�
m

2

�

+
m log(4pq)

2
;

and the second term can beapproxim ated by

�
�2

4
�
�4

24
� log(4pq)= � log

�
2+ e� + e� �

4

�

� �
�2

4
+
�4

32
:(5.6)
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Let h1(�)= (2+ e� � + e� �)=4.The second inequality in (5.6)follows from

log(h1(�))� log(1+ �2=4)� �2=4� �4=32.The�rstinequality in (5.6)follows

from h1(�)� 1+ �2=4+ �4=24 for j�j� 4,and from log(h1(�))� j�j� �2=4

forj�j> 4.Now,let

z
0= z

0(z)=
j(z)� m =2
p
m =2

and b= �

p
m

2
:(5.7)

Then forsom e � 1=24� h2(�)� 1=32 thelog ratio is

log
~gm ;p(z)

’0(z)
= z

0
b�

b2

2
+ h2(�)m �

4
:

The log ratio ofnorm als with di�erentm eans is log(’ 0=’b)= � zb+ b2=2.

Thereforethe ratio with respectto the norm alwith m ean bis

log
~gm ;p

’b
= h2(�)m �

4� b(z� z
0); jh2(�)j�

1

24
:(5.8)

Since ylog(x=y)� x� y� xlog(x=y),forallpositive x and y,

1

2

p
~gm ;plog

�
’b

~gm ;p

�

�
p
’b�

p
~gm ;p �

1

2

p
’blog

�
’b

~gm ;p

�

;

so thatby (5.8),

H
2(~gp;m ;’b)�

1

4

Z �

log

�
’b

~gm ;p

��2

(’b+ ~gm ;p)dz

(5.9)

�

�
m �4

24

�2

+
b2

2

Z

(z� z
0)2(’b+ ~gm ;p)dz:

It follows from Carterand Pollard (2004) that the di�erence between z

and z0= z0(z)isbounded by

jz� z
0
j�

�
C2(m

� 1=2 + m � 1jzj3); forallz,

C2(m
� 1=2 + m � 1jz0j3); ifjzj�

p
2m ;

(5.10)

forsom e constantC2.Thus,

Z

(z� z
0)2~gm ;pdz� 2C2

2

�
1

m
+

Z
jz0j6

m 2
~gm ;pdz+

Z

z2> 2m

z6

m 2
~gm ;pdz

�

:(5.11)

Since
R
~gm ;pIfz

0= (j� m =2)=
p
m gdz= P f eX m ;p = jg,

Z

jz
0
j
6~gm ;pdz= E

� eX m ;p � m =2
p
m

�6

= O

�

1+ m
3

�
p� 1

2

�6�

= O (1+ b
6)

uniform ly in (m ;p).Itfollowsfrom (5.4)that
Z

z2> 2m

z
6~gm ;pdz� 2m

Z

z2> 2m

z
6
’0dz= O (2m m 6

e
� m )= O (m � 1):
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Theabove two inequalitiesand (5.11)im ply
Z

(z� z
0)2~gm ;pdz� 2C2

2
O (1=m + b

6
=m

2):

Sim ilarly,
R
(z� z0)2’bdz � 2C2

2O (1=m + b6=m 2).Inserting these two in-

equalitiesinto (5.9)yields(5.2)in view of(5.7).

Now letusprove (5.3).The Hellinger distance is bounded by 2,so that

b8=m 2 in (5.2) can be replaced by b4=m and it su�ces to consider jp�
1

2
j� 1

4
for the proofof(5.3).By inspecting the in�nite series expansion of

log(
p

q
)= log(1+ x)� log(1� x)forx = 2p� 1,we �nd thatforjp� 1

2
j� 1

4
,

jlog(
p

q
)j� 8

3
j2p� 1jand jlog(

p

q
)� 4(p� 1

2
)j� 8

9
j2p� 1j3.Theseinequalities,

respectively,im ply

b2

m
+

b4

m 2
�
16

9
(2p� 1)2 +

256

81
m (2p� 1)4

and jb�
p
m (2p� 1)j2 � 16

81
m j2p� 1j6 � 4

81
m j2p� 1j4,in view ofthede�nition

ofb,which then im ply (5.3)via (5.2)and thefactthatH 2(’b� ’�)= (b�

�)2=4.

�

APPENDIX

A.1. TheTusn�ady inequality. Thecoupling ofsym m etricbinom ialsand

norm alsm apstheintegersjontointervals[�j;�j+ 1]such thatthenorm al(m =2;m =4)

probability in the intervalis equalto the binom ialprobability at
�
m

j

�
2� j.

Taking the standardized values

zj=
2(�j� m =2)

p
m

; uj=
2(j� 1=2� m =2)

p
m

;

Carterand Pollard (2004)showed thatform =2< j< m and certain univer-

sal�nite constantsC �

C�

uj+ 1

m
� zj� uj

s

1+ 2
u2j

m



�
uj
p
m

�

�
log(1� u2j=m )

2cuj
� C+

uj+ logm

m

where c=
p
2log2 and 
 is an increasing function with 
(0)= 1=12 and


(1)= log2� 1=2.

Thisim m ediately im pliesthat

jzj� ujj�
C0

m
(jujj

3 + logm ) 8
u2j

m
�
1

2
(A.1)

for a certain universalconstant C0 < 1 .W e shallprove (5.10) here based

on (A.1).Becauseofthesym m etry in both distributions,itisonly necessary

to considerz> 0.
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Itfollowsfrom (5.5)and (5.7)that

zj� z< zj+ 1 ( ) uj� z
0= z

0(z)< uj+ 1:

Letzj� z< zj+ 1.Since uj+ 1� uj= 2=
p
m ,foru2j+ 1 � m =2 (A.1)im plies

jz� z
0j� jzj� ujj_ jzj+ 1 � uj+ 1j+

2
p
m
� C

0
0

�
1

p
m
+
jzj3 ^ jz0j3

m

�

:(A.2)

Since uj and zj are both increasing in j,it follows that (z^ z0)=
p
m are

uniform ly bounded away from zero foruj+ 1 �
p
m =2,so that

jz� z
0j� jzj� ujj_ jzj+ 1 � uj+ 1j+

2
p
m
� C

00
0

jzj3 ^ jz0j3

m
(A.3)

for (m + 1)=
p
m = um + 1 � uj+ 1 � m =2 and z �

p
2m .Since z_ z0� z _

um + 1 �
p
2z forz>

p
2m ,(A.2)and (A.3)im ply

jz� z
0
j�

�
C2(m

� 1=2 + m � 1jzj3); forallz,

C2(m
� 1=2 + m � 1jz0j3); ifjzj�

p
2m ;

fora certain universalC2 < 1 ,thatis,(5.10).

A.2. Technicallem m as. Thefollowing threelem m assim plify therestof

the proofofTheorem 3.

Lemma 1. (i)Letfk;‘ and hk;‘ be asin (2.7)and (2.3):Then

0�
p
fk;‘� hk;‘� 2k� 1f

� 3=2

k;‘

Z

Ik;‘

(f � fk;‘)
2
:(A.4)

(ii)Let�k;‘ be the Haar coe� cients off asin (1.3):Then

�
�
�
�

Z

h�k;‘�
�k;‘

2
p
fk;‘

�
�
�
�� 2k=2� 1f

� 3=2

k;‘

Z

Ik;‘

(f � fk;‘)
2
:(A.5)

Proof. LetT = (f � fk;‘)=fk;‘� � 1.By algebra,

p
1+ T � 1=

T

1+
p
1+ T

=
T

2
�

T2

2(1+
p
1+ T)2

:

Itfollowsfrom (2.3)and (2.7)that

hk;‘= 2k
p
fk;‘

Z

Ik;‘

p
1+ T

= 2k
p
fk;‘

Z

Ik;‘

�

1+
f � fk;‘

2fk;‘
�

(f � fk;‘)
2

2f2
k;‘
(1+

p
1+ T)2

�

;
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which im plies(A.4)as2k
R

Ik;‘
= 1 and by (2.7)

R

Ik;‘
(f� fk;‘)= 0.For(ii)we

have
Z

h�k;‘=
p
fk;‘

Z

�k;‘

p
1+ T

=
p
fk;‘

Z

�k;‘

�

1+
f � fk;‘

2fk;‘
�

(f � fk;‘)
2

2f2
k;‘
(1+

p
1+ T)2

�

;

which im plies(A.5)as
R
�k;‘= 0 and j�k;‘j�

p
2k by (1.4). �

Lemma 2. Let �k;‘ be the Haar coe� cients in (1.3) and fk;‘ be as in

(2.7):Then

1X

k= k0

2k
2k� 1X

‘= 0

� Z

Ik;‘

(f � fk;‘)
2

�2

�
2� ck0

(1� 1=2c)2

1X

k= k0

2k(1+ c)
2k� 1X

‘= 0

�
4
k;‘ 8c> 0:

Proof. De�ne

�i;j;k;‘�

�
1; ifIi;j� Ik;‘,

0; otherwise.

Since
P

j�i;j;k;‘= 2i� k fori� k,using Cauchy{Schwarz twice yields

� Z

Ik;‘

(f � �fk)
2

�2

=

 
1X

i= k

2i� 1X

j= 0

�i;j;k;‘�
2
i;j

! 2

�

"
1X

i= k

2� ic=2

 

2ic2i� k
2i� 1X

j= 0

�i;j;k;‘�
4
i;j

! 1=2#2

�

1X

i= k

2� ic
1X

i= k

2ic2i� k
2i� 1X

j= 0

�i;j;k;‘�
4
i;j

�
2� k(1+ c)

1� 1=2c

1X

i= k

2i(1+ c)
2i� 1X

j= 0

�i;j;k;‘�
4
i;j:

Since
P 2k� 1

‘= 0
�i;j;k;‘= 1 fori� k,the above inequality im plies

1X

k= k0

2k
2k� 1X

‘= 0

� Z

Ik;‘

(f � fk;‘)
2

�2

�

1X

k= k0

2k
2� k(1+ c)

1� 1=2c

1X

i= k

2i(1+ c)
2i� 1X

j= 0

2k� 1X

‘= 0

�i;j;k;‘�
4
i;j
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=

1X

i= k0

 
iX

k= k0

2� ck

1� 1=2c

!

2i(1+ c)
2i� 1X

j= 0

�
4
i;j

�
2� ck0

(1� 1=2c)2

1X

i= k0

2i(1+ c)
2i� 1X

j= 0

�
4
i;j:

�

Lemma 3. Let eX � be a Poisson random variable with m ean �.Then

E (
p

eX � �
p
�)

4
� 4:

Proof. Since E (eX � � �)4 = �(3� + 1),

E (
p

eX � �
p
�)

4
�
E (eX � � �)4

(
p
� + 1)4

+ �
2
P (eX � = 0)

�
3� + 1

� + 6
+ 1� 4: �

A.3. ProofofTheorem 1. Firstnote that

H (TnR
1
nV

?
n;Z

?
n)� H (TnR

1
nV

?
n;Tn(N ;X N ))+ H (Tn(N ;X N );Z

?
n)

and

H (V ?
n;R

2
nT

� 1
n Z

?
n)� H (V ?

n;R
2
n(N ;X N ))+ H (R 2

n(N ;X N );R
2
nT

� 1
n Z

?
n)):

Notealsothatsinceforanyrandom ization T and random X and Y ,H (TX ;TY )�

H (X ;Y ),itfollowsthat

H (TnR
1
nV

?
n;Tn(N ;X N ))� H (R 1

nV
?
n;(N ;X N ))

and

H (R 2
n(N ;X N );R

2
nT

� 1
n Z

?
n)� H ((N ;X N );T

� 1
n Z

?
n)= H (Tn(N ;X N );Z

?
n):

For the class H and the random izations R 1
n and R 2

n itfollowsfrom (2.15),

(2.16)and theproofofProposition 3 on page 508 ofLe Cam (1986)that

sup
f2H

H (R 1
nV

?
n;(N ;X N ))! 0

and

sup
f2H

H (V ?
n;R

2
n(N ;X N ))! 0:

Hence (1.9)and (1.8)willfollow once

sup
f2H

H (Tn(N ;X N );Z
?
n)! 0(A.6)
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isestablished.

By Theorem 3,for(A.6)to hold itissu�cientto show that

sup
f2H

�
4k0

n
+ kf � �fk0k

2

1=2;2;2
+

n

4k0
kf � �fk0k

4

1=2;4;4

�

! 0:

Ifthe class offunctions H is a com pact set in the Besov spaces,then the

partialsum sconverge uniform ly to 0,

sup
f2H

kf � �fkk1=2;p;p ! 0

forp= 2 or4 ask! 1 .Thisim pliesthatthere isa sequence 
k ! 0 such

that
� 1
k

supf2H kf �
�fkk

4
1=2;4;4

! 0.To bespeci�c,let


k = sup
f2H

kf � �fkk
2
1=2;4;4:

Itis necessary to choose the sequence ofintegers k0(n) that willbe the

criticaldim ension that divides the two techniques.Let k0 be the sm allest

integersuch that 4k0

n
� 
k0.Therefore,k0(n)! 1 ,and asn ! 1 ,

sup
f2H

�
4k0

n
+ kf � �fk0k

2

1=2;2;2
+

n

4k0
kf � �fk0k

4

1=2;4;4

�

� sup
f2H

�

4
k0 + kf � �fk0k
2

1=2;2;2
+

1


k0
kf � �fk0k

4

1=2;4;4

�

! 0: �

A.4. ProofofTheorem 2. Theorem 2 follows from Theorem 1 and the

fact that the Lipschitz and Sobolev spaces described are com pact in the

Besov spaces.

The Lipschitz class is equivalent to B�;1 ;1 and therefore is com pact in

B1=2;p;p if� >
1

2
.TheSobolev classisequivalentto B�;2;2 and

kf � �fk0k
2

�;2;2
� C�

X

n

jcn(f)j
2
n
2�
;

whereC� dependsonly on �.ThusifF iscom pactin Sobolev(�)for� � 1

2

then itiscom pactin B1=2;2;2.

Further restrictions are required to show that the Sobolev(�) class is

com pactin B1=2;4;4.Ifkfk
(L)

�
� C(L),then k

�fk�
�fk+ 1k1 � C(L)2

� k�,so that

kf � �fk0k
4

1=2;4;4
� C

2
(L)

1X

k= k0

2k2(1� �)
Z

j�fk �
�fk+ 1j

2
dx

= C
2
(L)kf �

�fk0k
2

(1� �);2;2
:
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Therefore,forF bounded in Lipschitz(�),a com pactSobolev(�)setisalso

com pactin B1=2;4;4 if� � 1� �.

Finally,ifF iscom pactin Sobolev(�),� � 3=4,then itim m ediately fol-

lowsfrom the Sobolev em bedding theorem thatthe function isbounded in

Lipschitz(1=4)[e.g.,Folland (1984),pages270 and 273],and itfollowsthat

F iscom pactin B1=2;4;4. �
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