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T hispaper establishes the globalasym ptotic equivalence betw een
a Poisson process w ith variable intensity and white noise w ith drift
under sharp sm oothness conditions on the unknown finction. This
equivalence is also extended to density estim ation m odels by P ois-
sonization . T he asym ptotic equivalences are established by construct—
Ing explicit equivalence m appings. The in pact of such asym ptotic
equivalence results is that an investigation In one of these nonpara-—
m etric m odels autom atically yields asym ptotically analogous resuls
in the otherm odels.

1. Introduction. The purpose of this paper is to give an explicit con—
struction of global asym ptotic equivalence In the sense of Le Cam (1964)
between a P oisson process w ith variable intensity and w hite noise w ith drift.
T he construction is extended to density estim ation m odels. It yields asym p—
totic solutions to both density estin ation and Poisson process problem s
based on asym ptotic solutions to white noise w ith drift problem s and vice
versa.

D ensity estim ation model. A random vector V ? of length n is observed

?

such that V?  (V%;:::;V,7) isa sequence of 1.id. variables w ith a comm on
density £2 F .
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P oisson process. A random vector ofrandom length fN ;X y g isobserved
such that N N, isaPoisson variablewith EN = n and thatgiven N =m ,
Xy = Xn X1;:::5;Xp ) s a sequence of iid. variables with a comm on
density £ 2 F . The resulting observations are then distributed as a P oisson
process w ith intensity function nf.

?
n

W hite noise. A Gaussian process Z° 2 f22();0 t 1g is db-

served such that

., Ptp___ B?(
1.0Q) Zr'l(t) f x)dx+ —2pr; 0O t 1;
0 n

w ith a standard B row nian m otion B ° (t) and an unknow n probability density
function £2 F In [0;1].

A sym ptotic equivalence. Forany two experin ents ; and , wih a com -
mon param eter space , ( 1; 2; ) denotes Le Cam ’s distance [cf,, eg.,
LeCam (1986) orLeCam and Yang (1990)] de ned as

( 17 27 ) Sup ma.XSLJle'lfSL,'lp:E (j)L( ; (j)) E L( ; (k))I

L =12 g & 2
where @) the 1rst supremum is taken over all decision problem s w ith loss
function kL k; 1, b) given the decision problem and j= 1;2,k 3 J
k=2 forj=1and k= 1 for j= 2) the \m axin In" value of the m axin um
di erence in risks over is com puted over all (random ized) statistical pro—
cedures ) ©or . and (c) the expectationsE '’ are evaliated in experin ents
v wih parameter , ‘= j;k. The statistical interpretation of the Le Cam
distance isas Pllows: If ( 1; 2; ) < ", then for any decision problem w ith
kLk; 1and any statisticalprocedure @ w ith the experinent 5, j= 1;2,
there exists a (random ized) procedure &) w ith xr k=3 J,such that the
risk of % evaluated in x hearly m atches W ihin ") that of ) evaluated
n 5.
Two sequencesofexperimentsf 1,,;n lgand f ;;n  1lg,wih acom -
m on param eter space F , are asym ptotically equivalent if

( 1m7 2nsF) D 0O asn! 1 :

T he iInterpretation is that the risks of corresponding procedures converge.
A key result of Le Cam (1964) is that this equivalence of experim ents
can be characterized using random transform ations between the probabil-
iy spaces. A random transform ation, T X ;U ) which m aps observations X
Into the space of cbservations Y (w ith possible dependence on an indepen-—
dent, uninform ative random com ponent U ) also m aps distrbbutionsin 1 to
approxin ations of the distribbutions In , via P e p® Forthem ap—
pihg between the Poisson and G aussian processes w e shall restrict ourselves
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to transformm ations T w ith determ inistic nverses, T (T X ;U)) = X . The
experin ents are asym ptotically equivalent if the totalvariation distance be-
tween P ® and the distrbution of T underp converges to 0 uniform  n
.Asexplained nBrown and Low (1996) and Brown, Cai, Low and Zhang
(2002), know Ing an appropriate T allow s explicit construction of estin ation
procedures In ;1 by applying statistical procedures from , to T X ;U ).

In general, asym ptotic equivalence also inplies a transform ation from
theP ® to theP “ and the corresponding totalvariation distance bound.
However, In the case of the equivalence between the Poisson process and
white noise w ith drift, by requiring that the transform ation be invertble,
we have saved ourselves a step . T he transform ation in the other direction is
T l, and

1) 2)

ke Ut p¥% kW17 ! P¥T k=% Pp¥T ki
T herefore, it is su cient if sup kP e p @k 0.

T he equivalence m appings T, constructed in this paper from the sampl
space of the Poisson process to the sam pl space of the white noise are

nvertible random ized m appings such that

12) SupH ¢ (Tn N ;X y );Z2) ! O

£2F
under certain conditions on the family F . Here H ¢ (Z1;Z,) denotes the
H ellinger distance of stochastic processes or random vectors Z1 and Z, liv—
Ing In the sam e sam ple space, when the true unknown density is £. Sihce
T, are Invertible random ized m appings, To N ;X y ) are su cient statistics
for the P oisson processes and their inverses T, ! are necessarily m any-to-one
detem inisticm appings. Sin ilar considerations apply for them apping ofthe
density estin ation problem to the white noise w ith drift problem , although
In that case there are two m appings, one from the density estin ation to the
white noise with drift m odel and another from the white noise with drift
m odel back to the density estin ation m odel. T hese m appings are given in
Section 2.

T here have recently been several papers on the global asym ptotic equiv—
alence of nonparam etric experim ents. Brown and Low (1996) established
global asym ptotic equivalence of the white noise problem with unknown
drift £ to a nonparam etric regression problem w ith determm inistic design and
unknown regression £ when f belongs to a Lipschitz class with sm ooth-
ness ndex > % Tt has also been dem onstrated that such nonparam et-
ric problem s are typically asym ptotically nonequivalent when the unknown

1

f belongs to larger classes, or exam ple, with sm oothness index 5.

Brown and Low (1996) showed the asym ptotic nonequivalence between the
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whie noise problem and nonparam etric regression w ith determm inistic de—
sign for %, E from ovich and Sam arov (1996) showed that the asym p—
totic equivalence may il when < %. Brown and Zhang (1998) showed
the asym ptotic nonequivalence for % between any pair of the follow —
Ing four experin ents: whie noise, density problem , nonparam etric regres—
sion with random design, and nonparam etric regression w ith determm nis—
tic design. In Brown, Cai, Low and Zhang (002) the asym ptotic equiva—
lence for nonparam etric regression wih random design was shown under
Besov constraints w hich include Lipschiz classesw ith any an oothness index

> % .Gramm a and Nussbaum (1998) solved the xed-design nonparam et—
ric regression problem for nonnom alerrors.M ilstein and Nusdoaum (1998)
showed that som e di usion problem s can be approxin ated by discrete ver—
sionsthat are nonparam etric autoregression m odels, and G olubev and N ussbaum
(1998) established a discrete G aussian approxin ation to the problem of es—
tin ating the spectraldensiy of a stationary process.

M ost closely related to this paper is the work in Nussbaum (1996) where
global asym ptotic equivalence of the white noise problem to the nonpara—
m etric density problem with unknown density g= £?=4 is shown. In this
paper the global asym ptotic equivalence w as established under the follow Ing
an oothness assum ption : £ belongs to the Lipschitz classes w ith an oothness
Index > % .

T he param eter spaces. Theclassof functionsF w illbe assum ed through—
out to be densities w ith respect to Lebesgue m easure on [0;1] that are uni-
form Iy bounded away from 0. The an oothness conditions on F can be de—

scribed In term s of H aar basis fiinctions of the densities. Let
Z

13) I ;v (£) £ w0 Y= 0;::5;25  1; k= 0;1;:::;
be the Haar coe cients of £, where

(L.4) e 2 a

Tev 1520 II'Ik+ 1;2‘+1)

are the H aar basis functions w ith Iy ;- [‘=2k; (*+ 1)=2K).The convergence
ofthe H ellinger distance In (1 2) isestablished via an nequality iIn T heorem
3 In tem s of the tails of the Besov nom s kfkj_,,., and kfk;_,,4,, of the
Haar coe cients ko (E) In @13).
TheBesov nom skfk .4 fortheHaar coe cients, w ith sn oothness index
and shape param eters p and g, are de ned by

"z, g g % 1 Y1) gt

@5) kfk f + ok +1=2 1=p) I E)F
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Let fy be the piecew ise average of £ at resolution levelk, that is, the piece-
w ise constant function de ned by

%1 Z
1.6) fr £ 1ft2 T,.g2* f:
-0 I ;o

R P P
Sincekfy fir 1K= J .y ko F= Gk FP250F Y, (15) can be w rit-

ten as
( 2 ) 1og
kKEk g FoF+ @ kfx  fir1kp)? ;
k=0
and its tail at resolution levelky 0 iskf fi 'k p.q,ko O, with
( § 1 Y1p) g
ok ( +1=2 1=p) 5 F

k=ko =1

q -
L7) kf ko=

Let B ( ;p;q) be the Besov space
B ( ;p;q) = ff :kfk 54< 1 g:

The ollow ing two theoram s on the equivalence of white noise w ith drift,
density estin ation and P oisson estim ation m odels are corollaries ofourm ain
resul, Theoram 3, which bounds the squared Hellinger distance between
particular nvertlble random ized m appings of the P oisson process and w hite
noise w ith drift m odels. T he random ized m appings are given in Section 2.
P roofs of these theoram s are given in the Appendix.

Theorem 1. LetZ;,fN ;X y gandV } ke the G aussian process, P oisson
process and density estim ation experim ents, respectively. Suppose that H is
com pact in both B (1=2;2;2) and B (1=2;4;4) and thatH ff iinfpc x<1 £ x)
"og or some "y > 0. Then

(1.8) Jim @ AN Xy giH )= 0
and
1.9) Im (@2 ;VI;H)=0:

n! 1

O ur construction also show s that asym ptotic equivalence holds for a class
F if F is bounded In the Lipschitz nom with sm oothness index and

com pact in the Sobolkv nom w ith sn oothness index such that +
1 3 1
’ or > 3.
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For 0 < 1 the Lipschitz nom kfk™' and Scbokv nom kfk®’ are
de ned by
kek ™ sap Fe fE- (_) ,(V)J; kfk©) n? i €)F;
0 x<y 1 X Y] n= 1
R )
where ¢, (f) Olf(x)e 2 X 4x are the Fourier coe cients of f.

Theorem 2. LetZ/, fN ;X y g and V; ke the G aussian process, P ois—
son process and density estim ation experim ents, respectively, and ket F be
bounded in the Lipschitz nomm with sm oothness index and com pact in the

Sobokv nom w ith sm cothness index .Suppose F ff iinfyc x<1 £ X)
"wg or some "9 > 0. Then if + 1, %or >%,
Im @ N Xy giF )= 0
and
nlliml (z 53V /.;F)=0:

2. The equivalence m appings. T his section descrbes in detail the m ap—
pings which provide the asym ptotic equivalence clain ed In this paper. T he
fact that these m appings yield asym ptotic equivalence is a consequence of
ourm aprresult, Theoram 3.The construction isbroken into several stages.

From observations ofthe white noise (1.1), de ne random vectors

7?2 o ok =2 k o2 t1 >
@1) Z, f£2,,.0 ‘<2 Zap 2027 — 2 i
—? —
@2) W W70 <2% W/, Wloui @yp Doy i)=2:

Letky kon besuitableintegerswith Iim ) 1 kopn = 1 .Follow ingBrown, Cai, Low and Zhang
(2002),we construct equivalencem appingsby ndingthe counterparts on_];O
and W ;,k> kg, w ith the P oisson process (N ;X y ), to strongly approxin ate
the G aussian variables. .
It can be easily veri ed from (1.1) that fZ];O;‘;O v< 2koy k?,_Z‘;O ‘<
2% 1k > kog are uncorrelated nom al random variables w ith
— X z P —
EZy..=hg, 2 h; h f£;
4 Ik;‘
@3) P P
var@,)= x 2%=(@4n);

or Y= 0;::5;2% 1,and for Y= 0;:::;2% 1 1,

p
? 1
EW, =35 bxe hypwi)= 281 h oy gy

(24) P .
Var@ y,0= x 1t
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Let ® = f0,+k ko;' 0g be a sequence of iid. uniform variables in
[ 1=2;1=2) independent of N ;X y ).Fork= 0;1;:::and ‘= O;:::;2k 1
de ne

@2 .5) Ny fNi,;0 ‘< 2%g; Ny, #£X3:X 32 T ,g:
W e shall approxin ate Z}?( In 2.1) in distrbution by

Zx ffk;w;O ‘< 2kg;
(2.6)

r -
Zk;‘ 2 k SONn (Nk;‘+ @k;‘) :Nk,"+ @k;‘j

at the initial resolution levelk = kg.Since N ;. are P oisson variables w ith

Z
n i k
(2.7) k;® ENk;\z _kfk;‘z 2; fk,-‘ 2 f;
2 4 k Iy
by Taylor expansion and central Iim it theory
_ o) Nk, K j o J—
Zxp 2 kit N ( £ 7)
2 .

as ;! 1, compared with (23).Note that F fx,»  hyg, under suitablk
an oothness conditions on £, in view of (2.3) and (2.7). The Poisson vari-
ables N ;+ can be fully recovered from Ek,.‘, w hile the random ization tums
N ;+ into continuous variables.

A pproxin ation of W 1:, for k > kg ism ore delicate, since the central lim it

theoram is not su ciently accurate at high resolution levels. Let F , be
the cum ulative distribbution fiinction of the Independent sum of a binom ial
variable ¥, -, with param eter m ;%) and a uniom variable ® in [ %;%),
2.8) Fp ®) PEE, 1,+TF xg;
w ih Fy being the uniform distrdboution in [ %;%).Let betheN (0;1) cu—
m ulative distrbution.W e shall approxin ate W ; by using a quantile trans-
form ation of random ized versions of the Poisson random variables. M ore
speci cally, ket

29) Wy fWWy;;0 < 2% Wiy x 1 1(FNk Wt Byzv))

wihW - Wigowi, '= 0;::5;2 ' 1,and the xin @23).GvenNy ;,,=m,
R
Ik~2‘f fxpon

(2.10) Nk;2‘ Binm .pk;Z‘). Px2® R = .
’ ’ 5, ,.f Tkt frupwt

so that W y»+ is distrbuted exactly according to N (0; ]f 1) Prpge= %,

com pared w ith (2.4). Thus, the distrdbbutions cf W »+ and W k?,-2‘ are close



8 L.D.BROWN,A.V.CARTER,M .G.LOW AND C-H.ZHANG

at high resolution levels as Iong as £ is su ciently sn ooth, even for sm all
N k 1;' % m .

The equivalence m appings Ty, , w ith random ization through & , are de ned
by

Tn N ;XN ;@g! W kol ) ! Zn on (t) :0 t 1g;

where orkg k 1 ,W g4 fZx W 35ko < J< kg, and Zy and W
areasih 2.6) and (2.9).The Inverse of T,, is a determ inistic m any-to-one
m apping de ned by

T, bzl bW o, X )

n

— .
where rky, k 1 ,W ?[ko;k) £2, ;W ;f;k0< j< kg.
Remark 1. One need only carry out the above construction to k =

k1 2% > "y shoewe challassum e that £2 B (%;2;2) and then the observa—

—? . o :
tions W § ., £2, W ko< J< kgand W g x) £2x,iW jiko < F< kg
are asym ptotically su cient for the G aussian process and P oisson process
experin ents. See Brown and Low (1996) for a detailed argum ent in the con—

text of nonparam etric regression.

M appings for the density estim ation m odel. T he constructive asym ptotic
equivalence between density estim ation experin ents and G aussian experi-
m ents is established by rst random izing the density estin ation experin ent
to an approxin ation of the P oisson process and then applying the random —
ized m apping as given above. Set y = sups,y kE fkk%:z,-z;z and note that
sinhce H iscompact in B (1=2;2;2), 1 #0.Now lt kg be the sm allest integer
such that 4%°=n x, and divide the unit interval into subintervals of equal
length with length equalto 2 X0, Let f;, be the corresponding histogram
estim ate based on V ?.Now note that since fiunctions £ 2 H are bounded
below by "¢ > 0 i follow s that

p— _
Pip— p_, Pir— p_,(g+ 2 Y@ £y
0 0 0 0
N ow
Z 4 Z 4 Z 3
212) E (& £)P=FE (& f,)°+ € £i,)

0 0 0

and sin ple calculations show that thehistogram estim ate f;, satis eskE f; x) =
fi, %) and Varfy () £, &) . Hence,
Z 9

_ _,2ko
©13) n'?E () fi,)’ n”T
0

1=2
2kO ' 0:
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Now ni=? % and hence, from (1.7),

ko

(2.14) n'? £’ K £k, g ! O

1=2
ko

It thus ollow s from (2.11) to (2.14) that

1=2 fip— P—
2.15) n sup E ( i £)y° ! 0:
f2H 0
Hence the density estin ate is squared H ellinger consistent at a rate faster
than square root ofn.
Now generate N', a Poisson random variable w ith expectation n and
Independent of V ; .IfN > n generate N° n conditionally independent

N VIV ;)a.ndWJ::iteer‘1 forthis random ization from V [ to (V;X ),

erl :Vr?1 ! (N”;XN):

A map from the Poisson num ber of ndependent cbservations back to the
xed num ber of cbservations is obtained sim ilarly. This tin e ket f; be the
histogram estim atorbased on N ;X y ).IfN < n generaten N additional
conditionally Independent cbservations w ith com m on density fAn . It isalso

easy to check that
z

2.16) nt=? sup E
£2H 0

1

-

Now label these observationsV, = (V1;:::;V,) and write Rfl for this ran—
dom ization from (N ;X y ) to Vo,

RIZI:(N;XN)! Vn:

Remark 2. It should also be possbl to m ap the density estin ation
problem directly into an approxin ation of the w hite noise w ith drift m odel.
D iiding the nterval into 2¥° subintervals and conditioning on the num berof
cbservations falling in each subinterval, the conditional distribution w ithin
each subinterval is the sam e as for the P oisson process. T herefore, it isonly
necessary to have a version of Theorem 4 for a 25 -din ensionalm ultinom ial
experin ent.

Carter (2002) provides a transform ation from a 20 dim ensionalm ultino—
m ialto a m ultivariate nom alas in Theoram 4 such that the totalvariation
distance betiween the distributions is O (ko2k0n l:2) . T he transfom ation is
sin ilar to ours in that it adds uniform noise and then uses the square root
as a variance-stabilizing transform ation . H ow ever, the covariance structure
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of the m ultinom ial com plicates the issue and necessitates using a muli-
resolution structure sin ilar to the one applied here to the conditional ex—
perim ents. The Carter (2002) result can be used In place of Theoram 4 to
get a slightly weaker bound on the error In the approxin ation in T heorem 3
(because of the extra kg factor) when the total num ber of cbservations is
xed. T his is enough to establish Theoram 2 if the nequalities bounding
and are changed to strictly greater than. It is also enough to establish
Theorem 1 ifH isaBesov spacewith > 1.Carter (2000) also showed that
a som ew hat m ore com plicated transform ation leadsto a de ciency bound on
the nom alapproxin ation to the m ultinom ials w thout the added kg factor.

3. M an theorem . Thetheorem s in Section 1 on the equivalence ofwhite
noise with drift experin ents and Poisson process experin ents are conse—
quences of the follow ng theorem w hich uniform I bounds the H ellinger dis—
tance between the random ized m appings described In Section 2.

Theorem 3. Suppose nfycx<1f&) "o> 0.LetW § . fZ}?{O W 2ko <
j< kg with the variablkes in (2.1) and 2.2), and W ko ) kaO W 5iko <
j< kg with the variablkes in (2.6) and (2.9). Then there exist universal con—
stants C, D ; and D ; such that for allk; > kg,

2 o 2 i
B0 pan W ko))

51 51
c4v by ¥ *1, bzn % 23k2X 4

= ok _

"o n2 kit n3 4ko k;*

0 0 k=X =0 0 k=ko =0

C4° Diye g2, Demy e

i n w2 ko ™1=2;2;2 "3 gko ko ™1=2;4;471
0 0

where ;. are the Haar coe cientsof £ asin (1.3), fx isas in (1.6) and
k l‘c_z;p;p are the Besov nom s in (1.5).

Remark 3. Here the universal constant C is the sam e as the one in
8

Theoram 4,whik D= 3%+ 2andD,= %+ 2 fortheD in Theorem 5.
TheproofofT heoram 3 isbased on the nequalities established in Sections
4 and 5 for the nom al approxin ation of Poisson and B inom ial variables.
Som e additional technical lem m as are given in the A ppendix.
Let ¥, , beaBin(m ;p) variable, ¥ beaPoisson variablewihmean ,

and § be a uniom variable in [ %;%) independent of ¥, ,, and ¥ .De ne

d
31 Spk) —PE "Fn Cnpt §)) xg
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wih theF, In (2.8) and theN (0;1) distrbution function , and de ne

d Pp—
32) g ) &PfZSgn(}? +®) ¥ +%j xg:

W rite ’ , for the density of N (o;1) variables.

Proof of Theorem 3. Let gﬁ(o,k) (W [ko;k)) and Ik k) (4 [ko;k)) be the

Ppint densities of W ?D<o;k) and W g ., G O k) be the pint density of W 7,
and gy Wk W ,x)) be the conditional pint density of W , given W ).

?

Since W | is independent of W

ko k)’
P I P

? p —
Iko k) Ik k) a GGk )i
so that the H ellinger distance can be w ritten as

? 7 B
g[ko /‘k)g[ko k) g[ko &+ l)glko k+1) =

2, 7 .
He@W [ko;kl)’W ko 1))
Z

p?—
=21 Iko k1) Iko k1)
Z p__
(3.3) =21 Ik iko+ 1) Tko Ko+ 1)
X 2o 2o
+ 2 ImTkek) L i Ik
ko< k< kp
Z
, =2 — X P o 5
=HZ:(Z ko;Z ko) giko;k)g[ko;k)H Ok 79k):
ko< k< ki

At the Initial resolution levelkp, Ny ;+ are ndependent P oisson variables

by 25), so that Eko;‘ are Independent. T his and the Independence ofE}?{O;‘
from 2J1) mply

2% 1
257 o 2 o7
HE(Zy,iZx) HE(Zy;0iZxoi)t
=0
By 2.6) and (32) Zy,;= x, havedensitiesg , ., whilZ = i, areN (y,;— 1)
variablesby (2.3).Thus, Theoram 4 can be used to cbtain

c 1 p
+Z 2

2
2(Z0 G2 2 hg 5
B @y iZxe ) = HEQ (i ny = o,) Tkoit

= kg koi*

kot 2 ko

Since g, = fx;=@ ) by 2.7) and 7= 2% *=n by (2.3), the above calou-
lation yields

% T oo 2® lonop
- ( fko;‘ hko;‘)

_I._
nfk A 2k0
0r =0

2

2 o7 o
Hf(ZkO;Zko) C
=0
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34)

o%ko 25 1 oko 2 , 2
s € fx;0)
2"0 Ik

l’l"o o
by Lenma 1 () and thebound £ "j.

Fork> kgand 0 ‘< 2% 1 1,de ne
- p
B5) k2 Cfrp e 1 e w1 Coeos 1)

where py»+ are as n (2.10), «;+= fk,.‘r1=2k are as in (2.7), and the func-
tions mypy My W g, %)) are de ned by Ny 1;v=myp W x)). At a
xed resolution level k > kg, and for ‘= jraok t 1, Ny are iIndepen-
dent binom ial variables conditionally on W ), SO that by (2.9) and 3.1)
W k2= x 1 are ndependent variables with densities &, ,.p,,,. under the
conditional density g, . In addition, W K are independent nomm al variables
w ith variance }f ; under g, . Thus,
2yt
(3.6) H 2 (G i9) HZ @m0

k;2
=0

P_—R
by @4), where ;}2‘ EWk?;Z‘= xk 1= 4n h y 1. Plows from Theo-
rem 5 and (3.5) that for xed w )/

2 .
H" O e ;;2‘)

3.7)
20 - myron DN —
Pxj2 5 k2" Pxp2 5 5
Furthem Ol'er-"ltﬁD]]%)WS from Lemm a 3 that
Por———p p )
Iko k) Tko k) M k2 k 1;0)
S 7 5
— 4
g[ko;k)(pmk;Z‘ k 1;%)
a
b P
= E( Ny 1, Kk 1;‘)4 2;
so that by 3.5),
Z
S 7 )2 2 2.
o) Tkoso ( k20 k) 4C@Pkzy D+ 2( kv xp):
. RP— SR
- ﬂarhzh Tiko i) Teo #) 1M K2 ENY ;,v  x 1,7t 1=2.Thus, by 3.7),

p ? 2 N
quo;k)g[ko;k)H (G k2 Px;2N T 12;2‘)

(3.8)
P4+ (kv £p)%

(NI

1
4D 1 fox 2 5]2+D k 1; P2
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withD;= 3D=8+ 2.Now, by (2.10) and (1.3),

R R
£ £ p2k1

I ;o R ;o1

(3.9) Pr2

2, f 2f 1,0

1t

[N

so that by (3.5), (2.7), the de nition of }3;2‘ n 3.6) and Lemma 1 (i),
S

. > . nfy 1;‘p2k by J
]k;2‘ k;2‘j_ 2k 1 fk 15 4n h k 1
P . 2
(3.10) L S
2 £ a1 '
p__ Z
an2® D=2 1 372 (£ 1,0%:

I 10

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

7
p—
g[ko;k)g[ko;k)H Ok 79)
k.1 7
2y t1 P ;
g[}{O;k)gDQOik)H (quk;g‘;pk;le 13;2‘)
=0
2k 1 1 k 2 _—
X 2 k 10 4 k 1;
e D1——7—+D x 1,
N 8L 1.\ 64 ..
Z
N n2k f § 2
3 k 1
2fk l;‘ Ik i
k. 1 Z
2X1D1k12 D n2k 1 2
A T € e o1y
=0 0 0 I 1

R
dueto y;=nf,=2"in @7) and . [ E ;)%

Finally, Inserting (34) and (3.11) into (3.3) and then using Lemma 2
yields

2.0 2 .
HEW joae iV koma+ 1)

2 1
22ko E}X kZﬂZ 5

n" + n2 k;*
0 0 k=ky =0

C

D 3 M 2% 1ok Z 2

l6+ 2 n3 i
k=ko =0 O ey




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

X K
C 4ko D ke 2 1 D> n R® x 1
1 k 2 2 3k 4
—Z 427 2 242227 3 4
"N n2 i n3 4ko ;
0 k=kq —0 0 k=ko =0

wih D, (lD—6+§)=(l %)2=%+%andthetheoren ollow s.

4. Approxin ation of Poisson variables. Let ¥ be a Poisson random
variable with mean and § be a uniform variabl on [ %;%) Independent
of¥ .De ne

Pp— d
@l) %Z 2snef +®) ¥ + 63 g ) @Pfﬁ vg:

The m ain result of this section is a Jocal lim it theorem which bounds the
squared H ellinger distance between this transform ed P oisson random vari-
abl and a nom alrandom variable.

p_
Theorem 4. Let® andg ke asin (4.1): Let Z N @ ;1) and

" e the density of N (0; ).LetH ( ; ) be the Hellinger distance. Then, as
1,

“42) H?@® ;2 )=H?@ ;" P)= 7+ o)g—+

Consequently, there exists a universal constant C < 1 such that

4 23) H?@ ;' ) C= + @ )2=2 8 > 0;

Remark 4. The theoram rem ainsvalld if # is replaced by

q___
#0 2 +@+%;

since H 2 (& ;2°) isbounded by
z ( s

q ® 29+ 1 )
+ .
2 2 fj@ +@jfx3+@+1:2 2 1 j=Oe j!(j+ !
s
® , o
=1 E — mih 1,—

Proof of Theorem 4. The second inequality of (4.3) ollow s Inm edi-
ately from (42),shceH ?( ;' ,)= (1 2)°=4 f£.Brown, Cai, Low and Zhang
(2002), Lenma 3lang H * (g ;" ) 2.

Let tx) 2sgnx) XJj a strictly lncreasing function.D e ne

4 4) ¥ t!l@)=sn@ )@ )*=4:
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Let £ and f denote the densities of ¥ + © and *® Rrgspectjye]y. Since
t( ) is mvertble, ¥ (& ;2 )=H (€ + &6 )=2 2  ff ,sothati
su ces to show

z

p—_ C . . _ 7.
4.5) A ff=1 —; ]l_'lmlC—l—92.

Since @ isuniform , f ®)= e J=jlon [ 1=2;j+ 1=2), so that

hra z I+ 1=2 B
(4.6) A= £ £ff x)=f ()g'™dx:
. j 1=2

j o
Sihoe t%(x)= kj ™2,by 44) f &)= ¥j ™%’ ¢x) 2 ).Thisgives

p— p_ 2
f x) expf @2 x 2 )= 2 )] .1 <4l

= BP— = ex - ; = X =;
£ O T2 xe I=5! PE 3 12 1T

P— .. ._
rj 1,in view ofthe Stirling omuk j!= 2 37" 2exp( j+ "), where

_ P—, Iogx j j | bgj
47) & x E Lt dpg o 2
@n  sw ¢ ¥ =4S+ 2bg ;

with 1=(123+ 1) < "y< 1=(12]), for j= 1;2;:::: Now, by the m eanvalie
theorem ,

22 g o) 172
dx
3 1= £ Q)
4 3=z : 0 55 2
= exp 50+ ;O & I+ & 3¢ dx
j 1=2 2
forsome k5 JJ %,w:th
T 1 P 1
4.8 0 = — 1 —_— O:) = _t —
@8 3 &) x 4%’ 3 &) 2x372  4x?

Sinceexpl 5+ $P&3) & 3)?=2] is sym m etric about j, it follow s that

212 g o) 172
dx
5 1=2 £ ()
(4.9)
2 3r1=2 o P PR (Y9 an*
= exp 50t ———F— |
s s 2 2K) !

k=0
Now , we shalltake uniform Taylor expansions of 5 and their derivatives
n

J fi:9= 17 2:5g:
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By 47), 50 = (=)+ "=2wih

— 1 x
) Ex 1%+ 5+ 5 box:

Shee 1U)= ‘W= ®W)=0, ®PQ)=1=4and Q)=

7
4 313 8

Since 1=(12j+ 1)< "y< 1=(127), "y=2= 1+ o(@))=@4 )= o(@).Thus,

LG Y 1a ) 1+o0(@)
5 (3) = = 1+ o))+ ———=o(
5 () oa 2 8 24 3 ( 1)) >4 @)
unibmly in J as ! 1 .Sinilrly, by 48) and k5 33 3,
. G )? o
£ 50 = A+ o)==+ —=oW);
1+ o0(@)
Pixy) = —— = o:
T hese expansions and (4.9) inply that uniform Iy n J ,
212 g o) 172
- dx
3 1= £ @)
Z .
Jr1=2 & J)°
= 1+ 59+ £ P&+ ( §6G)%g dx
j 1=2 2
XZ ( 2k
J )
+o() k+ 1
k=0
. 3 4 . 2
=1+(j 70 )+_+i_+(3 )
24 2 8 24 3 24 24 2 4 2
D
+o() k+1 '
k=0
Rjr1=2 2 1 : . .
as 1o ¢ J)*dx= 35 .Sihce £ (j) Is the Poisson probability m ass fuinc-
tion of ¢ ,
X Z jt1l=2 f x) 1=2
£ 0 -
23 3 1= £ (@
(4 .10)
3 o() 7+ o)
=1+ — - — 4+ = — 4 ==
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P
as 55 £ (9=1+ o(= ).NotethatE (€ ’= andE ¢€ )=
324 .Hence, @45) ollows from (4.6), (4.10) and the fact that
Z . _
X +1=2  f (x) 1=2 q 1
f ) (.) dx P 2Jgpf¥ 2Jg=o0 —
s2a 5 1= £ ()

5. Approxin ation of binom ial variables. The strong approxin ation of
a nom al by a binom ial depends on the cum ulative distribbution function
Fno, In 2.8). The addition of the independent uniform ® In (2.8) to the
binom 2l ¥, 5, m akes the cd.f. contihuous and thus ! R, isaone-
to-one function on ( %;m + %) that m aps sym m etric binom ials to standard
nom als.

Let ", betheN (b;1) density and g , be the probability density of

G.1) YEn MEn ot ©); ¥np Bin@mp);

asin (3.1),where ® is an independent uniform on [ %;%).

Theorem 5. There is a constant C; > 0 such that, for allm 0,
Z

2 P— p__ ¥ v
©2) H mpi'n)=  ( ohp "p)dz C1 —+ —
m m
where b= (pﬁ=2)bg(p=(1 p)) . Consequently,
2 4 — 2
1 2p 1
63) H’@pi’ ) D p ; +m p - +<pm(p )

2

Proof. Thecaseswhenm = 0 istrivialbecause X = 0 w ith probability
1 and therefore gg,, is exactly an N (0;1). T hus, the follow ing assum es that
m 1.

It ollow s from (3.1) that

(5.4) Gp@=p @1 p" 12" ,@);
where j= j(z) is the integer between 0 and m such that
(5.5) "Fn G 1 z<  TFo G+ DI
Let = log{=q) so that

Z m m log 4
Jogqm,p()= ;0m g(pq);
"o (2) 2 2

and the second tem can be approxin ated by

5.6) © pgupy- by 2Pt -
: 4 24 IPP = 9 4 4 327
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Lethi( )= @+e + e )=4.The seocond nequality In (5.6) ollow s from
oghi () g+ %=4) ?=4 “*=32.The rstinequaliy in (5.6) Dlows
from hy () 1+ =4+ “=24 orjj 4,and from oghy ( ) F 3 2*=4
forj 7> 4.Now, ket
o o j@) m=2 Pa
5.7) z'=2(2)= —p——— and b= —:
m =2 2
Then forsome 1=24 h,( ) 1=32 the log ratio is
z o2
gM=z% — + hy ( )m 4,
"0 (2) 2
The log ratio of nom als with di erent means is og (' =" ,) = zb+ *=2.
T herefore the ratio w ith respect to the nom alw ith m ean b is
Snp 4 0. o1,
5.8) Ibog—==h,( )m bz z); ()] 3¢

4

Shceylgx=y) x y xlgx=y), orallposiive x and vy,

1P " p— P— 1p__ "p
- Gnplog "b Sup = ' plog 7
2 S 2 S
so that by (5.8),
7 , 2
HGomi's) 2 bg -2 (ot gup)dz
Som 7 b 4 % b Fe)
5.9) 2
T A Y ST
_— — Z Z Z .
24 2 b G

It ollow s from Carter and Pollard (2004) that the di erence between z
and z°= z%@z) isbounded by
1=2 15,3y,
c10) g gy 2l Tem (RJ) o Drally
Cofn 2+m '%%); i 2m;
for som e constant C, . T hus,
Z Z Z
1 -0 26
G11) = z%%gupdz 2C% —+ Jz—fgm;pdz-l- —
m m
. R 0 . P — .
Since Gy pIfz’= (3 m=2)= m gdz=P £, .= g,

Z
p 1°

) m=2 ©
2f g pdz=E "B —" =0 1+m® = =0 1+
m 2
uniform Iy in (m ;p). It ©ollows from (5.4) that
7 7
26%;pdz on 27 0dz=0 " m® ®")=0@m ):

z2> 2m 22> 2m
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T he above two inequalities and (5.11) mply
Z

@ 29%m pdz  2C,%°0 (I=m + b’=m?):
Sin ilarly, a z z92%’ prdz 20220 (l=m + b°=m ?). Inserting these two In-—
equalities nto (5.9) yields (52) in view of (5.7).

Now let usprove (5.3).The Hellinger distance is bounded by 2, so that
’=m? ;n (52) can be replaced by b'=m and i su ces to consider P
%j % for the proof of (53).By Inspecting the In nite series expansion of
bgE)= g+ x) gl x)orx=2p 1,we ndthatorp 35 3,
Jog®)j $Pp 1jand jog®) 4@ ;)3 §Pp 17.These inequalities,
respectively, in ply

b2+ oy 16(2 1)2+256 2o 1)
—+ — — —m
m m? 9 P 81 P
and b pH(zp DF £mPp 1F FmPp 1F,in view ofthede nition
ofb, which then Inply (6.3) via (52) and the factthat H?(, ' )= (b
)2=4.

APPEND X

A 1. The Tusnady inequality. T he coupling of sym m etric binom ials and
nom alsm apsthe integers j onto intervals [ §; 4+ 1]such thatthenom alm =2;m =4)
probability in the interval is equal to the binom ial probability at “; 2 3.
Taking the standardized values

_2(5_ m=2) 203 12 m=2)
2= —P———i W= P— ;

Carter and Pollard (2004) showed that form =2< j< m and certain univer-
sal nite constants C
s
uj+ 1 u? U g ui=m) uj+ logm
zy uy 1+ 2— p= n
m m m 2au5 m

C

where c= P 2log2 and is an Increasing function wih (0) = 1=12 and
Q)= g2 1=2.
This Inm ediately In plies that
. . Co . u? 1
@) 75 u;d — (137 + logm) 8— =
m m 2
for a certain universal constant Co < 1 . W e shall prove (5.10) here based
on @A .1).Because ofthe sym m etry in both distrdbutions, it is only necessary
to consider z> 0.
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It llows from (5.5) and (5.7) that
Zy  Z2< Zigt1 () U z0= zo(z)< [SEFIERH
Letz; z< zy1.Shoeuje; uy= 2=pH, J‘bruirl m=2 @ .1) inplies
L, 2%

. . A .2
a2 % 2% Fy U3l Pg+1 UgH1dt P= CS pP=t
m m m

Since uy and zj are both increasing in j, it %Dows that (z * zO)=pH are

uniform Iy bounded away from zero for usy 1 m =2, so that

. . . .2 23~ ¥°F
@3) ¥ 2% B ousl Fees use it P= Co—"=

_ P
ﬁ)r(m+l)=pm=u +1 U1 m=2 and z 2m . Shhee z_ 2 z_

U + 1 2z orz> 2m, @ 2)and @ 3) mply
y o5 Cofm Hm '%F);  Pralz,
Cofm +m '£%F); ifxj 2m;

for a certain universalC, < 1 , that is, (5.10).

A 2. Technical lemm as. The llow ing three lem m as sin plify the rest of
the proof of T heorem 3.

Lemma 1. (i) Let fx;» and hy;» ke asin 2.7) and (2.3): Then

Z
p_— -
@ 4) 0 " Eg hy 22T (E £

4
T

(i) Let x;» bethe Haar coe cientsof f asin (1.3): Then

Z Z
k;* = 3=2
@ 5) h y,p —Pee 2% 'f 1 (€ £i;0°:
2 fk;‘ ! Ik;‘
Proof. LetT = (£ fi;)=f,» 1.By algebra,
p T T T?
1+ T 1= —p——= — P :
1+ 1+ T 2 20+ 1+ T)?
It ©llow s from (2.3) and (2.7) that
zZ
Pp—" P
hk;‘= 2 fk;\ l+ T
Ik;‘
p z f f € fi.)?
= 25 £ . 1+ ki =S

T 2f;r 2£2.0+ 7 1+ T)?
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. . . kR R i
whith Implies A 4) as?2 Lo land by 2.7) I s (f fx;))= 0.For (i) we
have
z p—Z P
h k;‘= fk," kit l+ T
p__*~ £ £ € )2
= fip ki L = B

2f 262,04 1+ T)2

R p__
which inpliess @ 5) as  x;»= 0 and J ;] 2k by 14).

Lemma 2. Let ;v be the Haar coe cients in (1.3) and fy;

v e as in
2.7): Then
® %1 2 2 5 ko ! % 1
2k (£ fk,.w)z W ok+o }3;\ 8c> 0:
k= ko 0 Tei ( =2°) k=ko 0

l; ijj_;j Ik,n,

3k 0; otherw ise.
P .
Since  § gk, = 20 X fori k,using Cauchy{Schwarz tw ice yields
. |
Z 2 < 31 t 2
2 _ 2
& £x) = Lk i3
e =k 3= 0
" 1 L
=2 ichi k 4
2 272 L3kt 453
=k J=0
® D k%i( 1 .
ic 1CH1
2 272 L3k 453
=k =k =0
o k@+a R H 1
i+ o) g 4,
Ye Lkt 45
1 1= =k 3=0
, P 2k 1 , , . , .
Since L, k= 1 Dri k, the above nequality in plies
R %1 2 2
ok 2
(£ fix;)
k=ko =0 Lk
5 5 k+o) R 3 12 1
kL i+ ) e L
—_nC Lk 1]
k=ko 1o1=2 =k =0 =0



22 L.D.BROWN,A.V.CARTER,M .G.LOW AND C-H.ZHANG

£ oxi o, L
— i+ o) 4
—7C 1]
i=ko k=ko Lo 1= J=0
2 cko , x 1
21(1+ c) 4 e
—oC)2 143°
@ 1=29 i= ko =0

Lemma 3. Let¥ ke a Poisson random variabk with mean .Then

P— p_,
E ( ¥ ) 4.
Proof. SihceE (€ Y= 3 +1),
P— p-— E 4
E( 3 ) —p0§_7)+ ’p € = 0)
( +14
3 +1
+1 4:
+ 6

A 3. ProofofTheorem 1. First note that
H ([aRAV 2;27) H TaREV 55Ty N Xy )+ H (T N Xy )iZ))
and
H WV RIT,'2)) H W RZM;Xy))+H REN Xy )RAT, '22)):

N ote also that since forany random ization T and random X and¥Y ,H (TX;TY)
H X ;Y), it ollow s that

H (IoRoV T N Xy ) H RV Xy )
and
H RZM ;Xy);RET, '22) H (N ;Xy);T, '20)=H T, N ;Xy);2.):

For the class H and the random izations R} and R? i ®llows from (2.15),
(2.16) and the proof of P roposition 3 on page 508 ofLe Cam (1986) that

supH RIVZ; N ;Xy))! O
f2H

and
supH (V 2;R2M ;X)) ! O:
f2H

Hence (1.9) and (1.8) will ollow once

@ 6) SupH (T, N ;X );22)! O
f2H
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By Theoram 3, for @A .6) to hold it is su cient to show that

ko
2 n 4
sup — + kf fko kl=2;2;2 + Ekf fko k1=2;4;4

f2H n
If the class of functions H is a com pact set in the Besov spaces, then the

partial sum s converge uniform ly to 0,
supkf  frkippp !
f2H

forp=2or4 ask! 1 .Thisinplies that there isa sequence ! 0 such

that ! Supsoy KE fkk$:2;4;4 ! 0.Tobe speci ¢, ket

k= supkf ki, ¢
f2H
It is necessary to choose the sequence of Integers kg (n) that will be the
critical din ension that divides the two techniques. Let kg be the an allest
J'ntegersuchthat‘lkTO k, - Therefore, kgn) ! 1 ,andasn! 1,

ko
2 n 4
sup . +kEf K, t Ekf froki2,45

£2H
2 1 4

sup 4 ko T kf fk0k1:2;2;2 + —kf fk0k1:2;4;4
ko

£2H
A 4. Proofof Theorem 2. Theorem 2 follows from Theorem 1 and the
fact that the Lipschitz and Sobolv spaces describbed are com pact in the

Besov spaces.
The Lipschitz class is equivalent to B ; ; and therefore is com pact in
Bigpp if > % .The Sobolv class isequivalent to B 5, and
2 2 2
kf fkok 252 C n (f)fl’l 7

n

N

where C dependsonly on .ThusifF iscom pact in Sobolv ( ) for
then it iscompact in Bi—5, -

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

k , so that

compact in By_g,,. IEkEk™)  C ), then kfy, fra1ki  C )2
Z
4 .
kf  fiKi,us Co, 2520 ) 9w f o fax
k= ko

_ o2 :
= Cakt Ko ep!
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T herefore, for F bounded in Lipschitz( ), a com pact Sobolev ( ) set is also
com pact n By, if 1

Finally, if F is com pact in Sobolkv ( ), 3=4, then i Imm ediately fol-
Iow s from the Sobolkv em bedding theoram that the function is bounded in
Lipschitz (1=4) keg. Folland (1984), pages 270 and 273], and it follow s that

F iscompact n Bi_j;4,4-
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