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This paper derives a new strong Gaussian approximation bound for the sum of independent random vectors. The
approach relies on the optimal transport theory and yields explicit dependence on the dimension size p and the
sample size n. This dependence establishes a new fundamental limit for all practical applications of statistical
learning theory. Particularly, based on this bound, we prove approximation in distribution for the maximum norm
in a high-dimensional setting (p > n).
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1. Introduction

Arguably, accurate estimation of a strong approximation is much more interpretable and meaningful
than accurate estimation of the proximity of distributions. In the latter case, one requires a joint distri-
bution of the original sum and the Gaussian vector to be built in one probabilistic space so that their
proximity to each other could be gauged. Gaussian approximation for the sum of random vectors at-
tracts the attention of the mathematicians because of the uncertain dependence of the outcome on the
dimension size p [28, 3, 10] and is one of the most important tasks in the field of limit theorems of
the probability theory. In [28], the uncertain property of the approximation was discerned, yielding the
following finite-sample bound:

IP| sup
1<h<n

under conditions that the vectors {£;}" ; are centered and independent, > ;' ; & and > 7' ;v; €
N (0, X) have the same variance matrix and finite exponential moments over the same domain in IRP.
The handicap of this result is the power of p, which requires extremely large sample sizes n for the
approximation to be of any practical value. Asymptotically it is required n > p'! samples.

On the other hand, the multivariate Gaussian approximation in distribution in the general case, stud-
ied in [3], has been known to yield an alternative error bound that favors smaller sample size. Namely,

for all convex events A:
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For a particular case of Euclidean norm, it was proven in [6] that the upper bound approaches the
asymptotic value p/+/n. Naturally, the observed gap in inequalities (1) and (2) suggests that the depen-
dence on p in the strong Gaussian approximation may be improved.
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In this paper, we narrow this gap by deriving a new type of strong Gaussian approximation bound
for the sum of independent random vectors. Our approach is based on the optimal transport theory and
the Gaussian approximation in the Wasserstein distance. We derive the approximation in probability
in a simplified form without the maximum by & (refer to expression (1)) and our convergence rate is
comparable with the approximation in distribution (Refs. [3, 6]). Specifically, given the sub-Gaussian
assumption for vectors {£;}7"_; we prove that

n n 3/2
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Related work. As already mentioned, the authors of [28] improved the accuracy of strong Gaus-
sian approximation for the sum of random independent vectors. In [16], it was observed that the limit
distributions of some functional of the growing sums of independent identically distributed random
variables (with a finite variance) do not depend on the distribution of individual terms and, therefore,
the approximation can be computed if the distribution of the terms has a specific simple form. In [15],
the work reports new multidimensional results for the accuracy of the strong Gaussian approximation
for infinite sequences of sums of independent random vectors. Consequently, Gaussian approxima-
tion of the sums of independent random vectors with finite moments [26], including multidimensional
approaches [27, 22, 18], have been reported.

Notably, the strong Gaussian approximation can help approximate the maximum sum of random
vectors in distribution for the high-dimensional case (p > n). Gaussian approximation of the maximum
function is very useful for justifying the Bootstrap validity and for approximating the distributions with
different statistics in high-dimensional models. Besides, the aforementioned papers [10, 11], some
relevant results can also be found in works [20] and [25], where the authors rely on Malliavin calculus
and high-order moments to assess the corresponding bounds. In [17], the authors go after the same
approximation as reported herein; however, using a completely different tool: the Stein method instead
of the Wasserstein distance, yielding a result that is only valid under the constraint that the measure of
ii.d. vectors &; has the Stein kernel (a consequence of the log-concavity).

In the most recent works [12], the result of [10] was superseded by considering specific distribu-
tion of the max statistic in high dimensions. This statistic takes the form of the maximum over the
components of the sum of independent random vectors and its distribution plays a key role in many
high-dimensional econometric problems. The new iterative randomized Lindeberg method allowed the
authors to derive new bounds for the distributional approximation errors. Specifically, in [13], new
nearly optimal bounds (logg/ 2p /+/n) for the Gaussian approximation over the class of rectangles were
obtained, functional in the case when the covariance matrix of the scaled average is non-degenerate.
The authors also demonstrated that the bounds can be further improved in some special smooth and
zero-skewness cases.

The demand for strong Gaussian approximation can frequently be encountered in a variety of sta-
tistical learning problems, being very important for developing efficient approximation algorithms.
Likewise, strong Gaussian approximation is sought after in many applications across different do-
mains (physics, biology, economy, efc.), making it one of the most desired tools of modern probability
theory. Practical demand for the approximation are widespread and range from change point detection
[7], to variance matrix estimation [1], to selection of high-dimensional sparse regression models [9], to
adaptive specification testing [9], to anomaly detection in periodic signals [23], and to many others.
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2. Main result

In this work, we prove the Theorem that finds the upper bound for the strong Gaussian approximation.
Herein, we consider a sum of independent zero-mean random vectors £ = ;" ; &; in IRP that has a
covariance matrix

»=1Ip¢eT.

A Gaussian random vector v € A/(0, X') has the same 1-st and the 2-nd moments. We say that a vector
£ has restricted exponential or sub-Gaussian moments if 3g > 0

log Eexp(AT€) < |A|%/2, VA€RP, |A|<g 3)

Theorem 2.1. Under condition that Vi : \5—?271/2& is sub-Gaussian (expression (3) with 0.3g >
\/P) exists a Gaussian vector vy € N'(0, X) such that

PP (Jlg =~ > Cnp)|| ]/ !/ 5)) <,
where

(np)3/2 A p3/%1og(np) log(2n)

plog
C(n,p) :Cug Jn NG ,

for some absolute constant C.

Summary of the proof: Our approach is based on the optimal transport theory [21, 4, 5]. It consists of
the following steps.

* A very useful tool in approximation in probability is the Wasserstein distance (expression 4).
It reveals the joint distribution and minimises the difference between two random variables by
increasing their dependence with some fixed marginal distributions. The multivariate Central
Limit Theorem for W5 distance was described by [5], where the author uses Stein’s method and
the entropy estimation for the derivative of 5. Below, basing on the same technique, we obtain
Gaussian approximation bound for Wy, with explicit dependence on the power L of the cost
function and dimension parameter p (Theorem 3.9), such that

Wr(€,v) < N

The proof of the last statement is the most difficult part of this work. It starts with derivative
estimation of W7y . For that we construct a Markov random process X that transits X = £ to
Xoo =7. From Lemma 3.2 follows that for the random process X; under smoothness condition

it holds
1y 1/L
} "

L
Then in order to derive an upper bound for IF/ HZE [%Xt |Xt} H we involve Rosenthal’s martin-

CLP| (p L 5Lup*? | |/ og(2n)
log L Vin .

Y

b
d
WL(XQ,X[J) S/ {]EHZE [Xt
a dt

gale inequality (Lemma 3.3), convolution with Hermite polynomials (Lemma 3.4), and modified
variant of Stein’s method (Theorem 3.6).



* The sub-Gaussian property is required for moments estimation of random variables ||&;|| (used
in Theorem 3.6) and in Lemma 3.8 we have proved the following upper bound for each k > 2

and1<i<n
ko vk
B| 72" < =0 (/p+ V2R
n
* Denote a joint distribution of £ and «y by © = (€, ). Markov’s inequality provides the following
statement
W (&)
min [P —y|>A) < L2
L P (=] > )< =L

where we set L = log(np) and A = C’(n,p)||2||1/2 et/ log(np)

Remark 2.1. Note that convergence in probability in Central Limit Theorem does not exist, i.e., there
is no random vector v, such that £(n) converges to it when n — oo. It follows from the Kolmogorov’s
0-1 law. However, at the same time, for each n one should take a new Gaussian vector which depends
on n and

I€(n) =v(n)| =0, n— oo,

which follows from Theorem 2.1.

3. Approximation in probability

Having introduced the main definitions in the previous section, we want to find an upper bound for
[ €] = []7v]| | in probability. Markov’s inequality gives the following for some L > 0:

B¢ —~|"

P (el = Iyl > ) < P (1€ =7l > 4) < —— 7

The differences ||€ — ~v|| decrease when the dependence between the random variables increases. So
we want to make them as dependent as possible. Denote by (&, -y) a joint distribution of £ and +. One
then has to minimize over 7 with a fixed marginals (7 € IT[£,~]) the following Wasserstein distance

L _ . L
WL(&W)—WG%I[EW]{JEHE ol } “)

Notation 7 € IT[¢,~] means that [7(€,dv) equals the distribution of &€ and [ 7 (d€,~y) equals the
distribution of «. Accounting to the previous inequalities,

Wi (E,7)
. A< VL&) >
L (1€l = lIvlll>4) = —F ”

Below, we will study one/multi dimensional cases separately because of the difference in the complex-
ity of the proof. An accurate solution of this problem is applicable for a lot of different fields of science
[14, 10, 7, 23] and thus so important.



Strong Gaussian Approximation 5
3.1. One dimensional case

Here we will obtain a simple and close to optimal (up to a logarithmic factor) estimation of the main
bound (5) for the random variable ¢ with additional assumption on its distribution (6). We will gener-

alise and improve this estimation in the next section with much more difficult approach.

Lemma 3.1 ([4] Proposition 5.1). Let &,y € P(R) have the cumulative distributions F and ¢ (stan-
dard Gaussian cdf) respectively. Assume that, for some real numbers € >0 and d > 1,

|F(z) — d(z)| <e (1+ |x|d) e2/2, ©6)

Then
Wi (§,7v) <C(L,d)e,

where one may take C(L,d) = (CLd)*>@t1)/2 with some absolute constant C.

Corollary 3.1. If the random variables & and v fulfill condition (6), then

min P (|€ —v| > eC(logn,d)e) <
min_ (¢ 1] > eC(logn.)e)

S |-

where C(logn,d) is defined in the previous lemma.
Proof. Apply Lemma 3.1 for pair (£,7):

WE(E, )= min El¢ —~F <cb(L,d)el.
meI[§,y]

In order to find a bound for the probability involve expression (5):

_ ~ C(L,d)e\

Set L =logn and A =eC(L,d)e.
O

Remark 3.1. I (2d)%2 < 1/e condition (6) is stronger than sub-Gaussian property (3) that we
assume in our main Theorem 2.1. The justification relies on the following integration heuristic:

 eygd —a2)2 d—a2/4 [ e —a2/4 /2,222
6/ eM|x|%e” " /2dr < esup x| / eMeT T dr <e(2d)¥ e .
—0o0

—0o0 z

3.2. Multidimensional case

This part involves multivariate Gaussian approximation in the Wasserstein distance. We first resort
proving the approximation of derivative of W, (&,~), and only then we utilize Markov’s inequality (5)
in order to obtain the approximation in probability (5) discussed above. Here we will use a specified for
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the Wasserstein distance version of Stein’s method [8] proposed in paper [5]. For that define a smooth
transition from £ to ~ parametrized by ¢:

Xi=e e+ V1—e2ty tel0,00]. (7

Remark 3.2. The choice of this particular transition is explained by the fact that Markov process
Xy has generator Af(z) = VT XV f(x) — 2TV f(2) and Gaussian stationary measure [2]. It is also
known as Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process.

Further we will require one important property of this process that will help us to find an upper bound
for the derivative of W7, by t. It was proposed in paper [21] that deals with particular case derivative
estimation of W5. There exists a function G;(x) that effects the transition of measure p(x) of X; in
the following way Vf € C!:

d
o / fla)du(x) = / VT f(2)VGi(z)dur(z), t€[0,00). (8)
Its gradient has explicit representation
d
VGi(Xy)=IE thXt Xt] ;
since
. IEf(Xepn) —IEf(Xy) T IE[Xn — Xi| Xy T d
1 = lim IF X =IF X)IE | —X¢| Xt | .
A A Jim IEV f(Xt) A V©f(Xe) 2| Xt
And differentiating equation (7) by time we derive that
t e’
VG (X :—e‘lE(X—X ’X) 9
t(Xt) 0= e N X 9)

The next result allows us to bound an increment the of Wasserstein distance in a small interval of the
transition parameter ¢.

Lemma 3.2. Let VGi(Xy) € IRP, t € [0, 00] be uniformly continuous and bounded random process.
For any cost function c¢(x — y) in Wasserstein distance W (c) and infinitely small time shift ds it holds

W (e)(Xt, Xppas) < Ec(dsVGi(Xy))
and moreover if 3f : IR — IR such that /t, s > 0
AW () (Xo, Xits)} — FAW (e)(Xo, Xe)} < FAW () (X, Xp4s)} (10)
then for any a,b> 0

b clas
FIW(0)(Xa, Xp)} < / TAECSTE}

Particularly, if ¢(x — y) is any norm in power L, then

b 1/L
WL(Xa,Xb)s/ {m1ve )} a

a
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Proof. Fix an arbitrary point ¢. Define a new mapping 7s on the space of the random variable X; by
equation
0
ds
It turns out that function & — Tg(x) is the push-forward transport mapping, such that Xy s = T(Xy)
in distribution (see proof of Lemma 2 in [21]). In order to be consistent with our notation we provide

below another proof of this proposition. Note that for an arbitrary functions h € C'! and hs = hMTy B
it holds

Ts(x) =VGi+s(Ts(x)), To(z)=2z, s>0. (11)

d 0
a1 =55

and with differential equation for 7T (11) one gets

0
hs(Ts) + VThS(TS)%TS =0

th(x) =—VTG o(2)Vhs(z).

Vx € Q(Xt) : D5

Then involving property (8) leads to
d 0 T
s hs()dpits(x) = %hS(fE) + V7 Giys () Vhs(z)dpips = 0.

It proves that TS_1 (Xt+s) = Xt and subsequently Xy = TSTS_1 (Xt4s) = Ts(X¢). By the definition
of Wasserstein distance and the push-forward transport mapping T’ (11)

W (e)(Xt, Xiyds) < IEe(Tas(Xt) — To(Xy)) = IBc(dsVGe(Xt))

and consequently with the triangle inequality assumption (10)
d 1 1
ST IW(©)(Xo, Xp)} < = FAW () (Xt, Xppas)} < - fIEC(dsVGi (X))}

After the integration we obtain the second statement of this lemma. In case c¢(z — y) = ||z — y||© we
set f = Y and apply equality

|| dsVGu(Xu)|I* = (ds) " B VGe(X0) 1"
O

Involve a sequence of useful lemmas that will help us to estimate term IF|| VG (X¢)||* from the previ-
ous result.

Lemma 3.3 (Rosenthal’s inequality [19]). For all martingales Sy, = Zle ¢, and 2 < g < oo:

l/q Cq e’} Q/Q l/q
IE Splle] < IE IE;_1|¢; )1 IE |7
5 mx sele| < oL (; ; 1||<Z||> 18 G
By IE; 1 we denote conditional expectation on previous values of the martingale Sy, . .., S;_1 and by

definition (; are increments of the martingale which may be dependent in general case.
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Lemma 3.4. [5] Let v € N(0,1) and for all « € NP: xo € IRP and Hy (v, X) be the multivariate
Hermite polynomials, defined by

FTs1ly yTely

Ho(v, )= (=Dlle™2 0% "2, Ha(y)=Halv,1). (12)

[E

Corollary 3.2. In general case one may use coordinates replacement and property V( Az) = ANV,
such that

Then

a12/q
] < max(1,q— D)lat fzq 2.
(0%

Z xaHa('V)

q72/4q
2
B[S 2aHa(v,2) <> max(l,g - Dllat (27 2a)a |
a>0 a>0

Combine the previous two lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. Let v € N(0,X) and for all o € NP: (¢ € P(IRP) and Hy (7, X)) be the multivariate
Hermite polynomials (12) and ¢* =, ¢, where {{'} are independent random vectors. Then for 2 <
g <oo

q71/4q

E ZC?Ha(w)

1/2
<o) | Yallg -l |52 |

1/2
| Stttz vemee]

5\ /2 La
+Cla) ZE(Zawq—l)'a HE‘I/QC?‘M .

_ Cq
~ loggq

where one may take C(q) for some absolute constant C.

Proof. Without loss of generality assume ' = I. Note that for a random variable £ operator [I[E£9] 1/q
is the probability norm L. Use notation

5= ZC?Hm)

Lq
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In order to construct a martingale one has to substitute expectation from each X <. For that use the
triangle inequality

O < |ID2CE = BN Ha()|||| -+ || D T Ha ()
7,00 Ly 7,00 Lq
Without loss of generality assume that IE[Cf'] = 0, since [(f — IECS |z, < 2[[<{lz,- Apply
Lemma 3.4.

9\ 1/2

s< [ Y al(g— 1)

> ¢

Apply Lemma 3.3 for this hybrid norm and bound maximum by sum of components in power q.
1/2 q/21 /4
6/C(@) < | allg— DB CHP|  + | Emax (zauq—l)'a ||<?||2) ,
(e a

where

(2

/2 a/2
max (Za!<q— bkl ||c?||2> <Z< al(g 1) ||<?||2> :
O

Theorem 3.6. Let v € N(0,X) and {&€;}'_| be independent random vectors with zero mean and
variance ) _; lEfzﬁg‘F = X and with domain in IRP. The Wasserstein distance between § =, &; and
~ with ||z — y||* cost function, where L > 2, has the following upper bound

W , CL3/2 D) 1/2L1/2 1/2L
L&) < (M};/Q+M;QL)+\[€ pe  e!?Ly
| 2)|1/2 log L vn 2

where C' is some absolute constant and with ég independent copies of §;

"

Proof. According to the base procedure of the Stein’s method [8] we should consequently replace ran-
dom vectors &; by their independent copies éfi trowing random index at each step. It allow to estimate
change of some function of interest that depends on the transition process X; (7) under condition that
(¢ is stationary measure. In our case the function is VG (X¢) (9). For a formal description involve two
additional random vectors with random uniform index I € {1,...,n}

gt)=¢+ (€ — €D (1),

log(2n),

i = {Zn:JEHEW(&—EQ)
=1

where

1/2
1) =1 || 2" Y2, —¢))) < (eth_ 1) ] :
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and

_ n )*Hao (v, Y)
T(t)—_lE — ,— 1+Z a' €2t |CM‘/2 67’7

We restrict term || X ~1/2 (&} — &;)|| from the upper side in order to prevent irregularity in random

vector 7(t) when ¢ — 0. Note that for any smooth function f by construction of &’ () (ref. Lemma 10

in [5])

FXP) + F(Xe)
2

where X] = e~'¢/(t) + V1 — e~2l~. And as a consequence IE(T(t)|X¢) = 0. So one may note that

7(t) shifts process Xy without changing the its measure. Oppositely VG (X;) shifts X; outside its

measure towards . On order to reduce the unconditional expectation of VG (X;) we will substitute
7(t) from it. Accounting to the definition of VG;(X) (9) we obtain

ET(t)f(Xe) = nlE (X] — X;) =0,

VGi(Xe) = VGu(Xe) — e E(r(1)|X1) = — v+r<t>\xt) .

1

—t

e 'IE(f— ——
<£ Vet —1
We have just added zero component to the initial value of VG;(X¢). Below we will use Jensen’s in-
equality moving the conditional expectation outside the norm and 7(¢) will decrease the expected value
of the norm. Add notation X; = ]Eﬁiﬁf with evident property 7' ; X; = X. Use a short notation
IEx, for the expectation operator with X; condition. Unwrap the last expression with VG (X¢)

(¢~ Mii_lwr(w\xt)

=3 I 6~ €)1 - 1)
=1

- I e e — eT L
+eilmxt;<<zl €€ - m)_&) _y -
1 n ) / X
" EQ 2al(e2 — el ExiHalr.2) ;(si —&)(€ — €) L(1).

Use notations from Lemma 3.5 and set

¢ = (& — &)1 - I;(1)).
For |a| =1

a 1 (& —&)(& — &) 1;(t) IB(& —&,)(& — &)
< (Bt Has s,

For |a| > 1

1 / / «
= W(& —&)(& — &) L)
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Next we want no estimate the power L of >, | ¢$*H (7, X), a € N. Define a normalized vector

& =212 —¢,).

In the expressions below we are going to use the following inequalities Vo > 0

RN )
o< = () - -ne<IEl (5

I\ lal/2
_ 1) :

Note that VI > 0

/ B L\U2
1621 < s - €l ()

; 2 I e E. N2
T Jeojp < L GIPIEI® | (1€ — &lIED)

= EEY NEE VA

1 = _
>l = !)QU(@%_1)(m_l)Hs;—siuznsinﬂm b,

la|=m
Then setting [ =m — 1 one gets

oo

L _ Bl — EE N2

a>0

Apply expectation operator and make summation by

1/2

2 (2L)1/2 . 2 2
Za' (L -1l m¢| SM<ZIEH& &l an) Y

Analogical expression holds in power L/2:

L2 YL . L
Nl a2 (2L)1/2 L L
S| Sate-nicr < s (o Ele el )
a>0

15)
For the other part of bound in Lemma 3.5 one has to evaluate term || 3", IE¢%||2. Note that

> ECHTEXS

z?] «

2
DG =

and VI > 0:

E|& - &GN Eg; —&5lIE1 L
4 (e2t _ 1)l+1

> (IECHTEXS <

la)=1
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and for m > 1:

I5|€; — &€ D &5 — & 1111€; )1
(2m!)2L!(e2t — 1)(m—l) ’

> ECHTEXS <

la|=m
Then setting [ = m — 2 one obtains
1/2 1o n
n- el < <7 S Bl — e lEP 16
> el - 1)l me| < e2tf1z 1€; = &llll&: 1" (16)
a>0 i=1
Moreover, setting | = m — 1 we additionally derive that

1/2
1/2r1/2 _ 3|11/2 1/2r1/2
Z a!(L - 1)‘a|||ECaH2 < (:Qt—w ZIEH& - Ez””&z” = H H(thu_%i)l/Q . (17

a>0 i=1

The last term requires two bounds because integration of function e~*/(e?* — 1) diverges near zero
point. We just have shown above in equation (13) that

VG (Xt) =~ ¢FHal(y).

From Lemma 3.5 and expressions (14), (15), (16), (17) follows that

msa e
”Z‘Hl/2 a 10g(L)(62tf1)1/2 Hy Hor,

ol/2 et el/211/2,—t ]

Now in order to obtain the bound for W, (&,~) by means of Lemma 3.2 one has to integrate the
previous expression by t. Apply the following integrals:

[ee) e—t
———dt=1.
/0 (627&,1)1/2

Fortg=1/n

to ot 00—t
A ———=dt+ B ——dt
/0 (€2t _ 1)1/2 + /to e2t _ 1
1 “to 41
=A(1- 6_2t0)1/2 +B (—e_to +- loge—i—>

2 1—eto
V2A B
< — 4+ — .
SN + 5 log(2n)
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Set A =e/2LY2 )5 and B = e'/2 L3, then finally

/°° [E|VG(X)|“] " _CL3? ( 12 1/L> . V2el2LL2,, N V2L
0

BIRE = Tlogr M4 2L NG g los(n)
O
Consider a random vector £ which has restricted exponential or sub-Gaussian moments: 3 g > 0
log Eexp(vy'€) < |vI*/2, vye R, |v]<e (18)

For ease of presentation, assume below that g is sufficiently large.
Lemma 3.7 ([24]). Define x. = g2/4. Let (18) hold and 0.3g > \/p. Then for each x >0
IP(J|l€]| = 2(p,x)) < 2™ + 8.4e” ™ I(x < %),

where z(p,x) is defined by

z(p,x) = (p—|—2vpx+2x)1/2, X< Xe
7 g+2g 1 (x— %), X > Xe.

Lemma 3.8. With conditions from Lemma 3.7 for each k > 2
IE ||€|* < 4(vp+ V2k)".

Proof. First separate events {||£|| < ,/p} and {||£|| > /p}. Then we obtain

el <2k [~ EUp(le] >t
VP

Apply Lemma 3.7 that is valid in the region {t > ,/p}

|-l v

VP

< 2/000 2(p, x)F e ™) (p, x)dx

Xc
+8.46XC/0 2(p,x)*Ldz(p, x).

Through integration by parts we find that
o0 o0
k/ z(p, x)k_l(e_x)z'(p7 x)dx = —zk(p7 0) —|—/ z(p, X)k(e_x)dx.
0 0

The function z(p, x) behaves differently before and after the point x.. So we will integrate it separately.

/XC Z(p7 X)k(e—x)d}{ = /xc(\/ﬁ—k \/ﬁ)k(e_x)dx
0 0
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2

e’} 2 2
s/ (Vp+y)le Te Tal
0

2
< {set y = argmax(,/p + y)ke_yf} < ve TRV

(\/25+\/ﬁ)k oo_% y2
5,

< (Vp+V2k)*.

< 2e7K/2()k/2,

Compute the last integral part:

8.4e_XCk/OXC 2(p,x)Fdz(p,x) = 8.4e 7™ (/P + VZx)" < (VP + V).

Using the last lemma one may evaluate moments in Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 3.9. Under conditions from Theorem 3.6 and additional condition that Vi : ‘V/—?E -1/ 2€i is
sub-Gaussian (18)

CLUTINITE (1 L)y 2 I eston)

log L vn vn ’

Wi(§,7) < N7

for some absolute constant C.

Remark 3.3. The main advantage of this theorem is explicit and sharp dependence on parameters n,
p and L. A simplified asymptotic of this upper bound is

0 L3/2p + Lp3/2 logn
vn '
Compare the last result with Lemma 3.1 in one dimensional case (p = 1). The asymptotic by L is

the same or better depending on the distribution of . This bound remains sharp in case L =1 and
comparable with results of [3, 6] that studies Gaussian approximation in W7.
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4. Approximation in distribution

In the previous section we derived approximation in probability. Now, we will combine Theorem 3.9
(keeping in mind inequality 5) with anti-concentration property (Lemma 4.1) and will prove approxi-

mation in distribution.

Lemma4.1. []1]. Let vy be a centered Gaussian random vector in IRP such that IE ['yz] > o2 for all
ke {1,...,p} and some constants g% > 0, A > 0, then

P <t+A)-IP <t) < AC4(logp),
(i e=t8) - (g ) < acates

1
Ca(logp) = ;(\/2logp+ 2).

Lemma 4.2. [17] Let v € N(0,X), v' € N(0,%") be centered Gaussian random vectors in IRP,
such that * > ]E['yz] > g2 forallk € {1,...,p}. Then

P <t|-1IP ' <t)| <08l 1 o
(s <) = (k1) < Corompos ().

where C' is some absolute constant and

max
t

PRSI
)\min(Z)

Let’s introduce an additional lemma which is usually needed to prove that convergence in distribution
follows from the convergence in probability.

0

Lemma 4.3.  For random variables £ and n), and a shift of size A > 0,
P(n<t—A)—IP([{| > A) <IP(n+¢ <t) <IP(n<t+ A)+ IP([{| = A).
Proof. Consider two events H; = {|£| > A} and Hy = {|¢| < A}, they compose a full group:
Pl+n<t)=IPE+n<t,H))+IP(E{+n<t,Hy)=1IP, + IPs.
Lets find bounds for IP; 4 IP». For IP;, the bounds are
0<1IP, <IP(Hy).
For IP», the upper bound will be
IPo=IP{+n<t,—-A<E{<A)<IP(—A+n<t)=IP(n<t+A),
and the lower bound

Po=1Pl+n<t,-A<E<A)>IP(A+n<t,—-A<E<A) >
P(A+n<t)—IP(|{| > A) = IP(n <t — A) — IP(Hy).

We have found the bounds for IP; + IP» and consequently for IP(§ +n < t).
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Theorem 4.4. Let v € N(0,X) and {§;}'_, be i.i.d random vectors with zero mean and %Z vari-

ance and with domain in IRP. Assume additionally that each random variable %ﬁfzk is sub-Gaussian
(ref. expression 18). Restrict the diagonal elements of the variance matrix such that Vi : o < X;; < 0.
Denote by A\nin the minimal eigenvalue of matrix Y. Then V't € IR

7 log?(np) a2 log(np)®?logn
P t) - t)| <o 3 :
‘ (mf?xg’“<> (m?”“)’— (”Oa NS W

Proof. Consider a sequence of Gaussian random variables 1, . .. 77{,, such that all elements are dis-
tributed as elements of vector ~, but their variance matrix X’ is unknown. We will approximate in
probability each random variable &;, by fyfg independently from the other components. Next we will
estimate || X — X’||o, from the upper side and, finally, by means of Lemma 4.2 we will compare distri-
butions of 7/ and the original . From the Lemma 4.3, one gets that for an arbitrary shift A > 0

P (ml?X’yfg <t-— A) —IP (| mkaX’y,’c — mgx§k| > A) <IP (m}gxgk < A)

<IP (mlilxv;c <t+A) +IP (|ml?X’y,/€ — m§x§k| > A> .

Next, we use anti-concentration (Lemma 4.1) that allows us to “move” A out of the probability func-
tion:

P <m’§mx*y,/C <t+ A> <IP (m]?xvllc < t) + ACYy,

P <m’3x’y,’€ <t-— A> > IP <m]?x'y,’€ < t) — ACy.
Now, we have to minimize the following expression by A:

min P <max*y/ —max§| > A) + ACYy,
T it Bk

where 7 is a common distribution of 4’ and £ and notation € IT[+],... 771’0, &] means that the distri-
bution of each gamma component and £ are fixed, but it does not include the common distribution of ~
as opposed to I[~’,£]. We will find the bound for IP(| maxy, ;, — maxy, £;| > A) combining Boole’s
inequality and one dimensional variant of equation (5).

p
min r |max*y/ —max§| > A) < min 1P(|7’ — & > A)
el p €] ( B TEM Y] s 7p €] 1921 ’
p
= min  IP(|ly, — &> A).
oy ™ €T [y €] F

In the last step we set the argmin m = 7 (&)1 (7] |€1) - - - mp(7p]€p) and this allowed us to swap the sum
and min operations. From (5) we obtain that Vk

1
min ~ IP(J7}, — &| > A) < — > WE(E, ).
R SRR DUACEA
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Note that for a fixed component k: W, (&,7,.) = LW (Ek/ Zkks 7y, / Zki) and from Theorem 3.9
follows

OL3/2,3
W&/ Dk, Vi) Zkk) < 0

S T (19)

Therefore, the minimization task is

L
F1,3/2,3

A, + 2 (CeE )
AL\ logL\/n

Choose L = log(np) and A that will satisfy the condition

—73/2,3\ &
P (OO’L 1/0> Sl,
n

AL\ logLy/n
Ao Ceolog3/? (np)v .
vn

Setting this value in the minimization task, gives the required bound in the approximation in probability.
So, we have

= 2
‘ZP (mkaxﬁk < t) —IP (mkaXfy,/c < t)’ <0 (nglog\/(gp)) .

Now compare v with ~. For that one has to estimate || X — X’||oo. In the next expression we will con-
sider arbitrary element X}, and imply property Wy (-,-) < W(-,-) (Jensen’s inequality) and Cauchy—
Bunyakovsky inequality for the correlation of two random variables.

|1k — By | = [IE (k& — 6] + &6l — )|
< B\ B0 - )2 + /B2 B, - &)
< 26°WL(&k/ Zieker Vi) Sreke)

CF2LH2

< —.
= logLyn

In the last inequality we have used the upper bound (19). Denote § 5, = maxy; |E§k§l — By, | /Amin(2).
From Lemma 4.2 follows V¢

IP <t]|-1IP <t <0651 1 7
‘ (1?3%2”’“—) <1?z?§ﬂ'f— >)— Foep Og<520)
5/2,,3

—2
< Ca“log(np) 0 1og .

N /\min(E)\/ﬁ
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5. Experiments

We have performed empirical validation of the asymptotic of Gaussian approximation. It includes two
experiments: with Wasserstein distance W7, and approximation in distribution with maximum norm.

Theorem 3.9 states that the convergence rate of Gaussian approximation for W7y, is O(L3/ 2p //n+
Lp3/2 /\/n). This is relatively close to the empirical asymptotic which is O(p3/2L/2 /\/n). More
precisely, the computed power of n is 0.498 ~ 0.5, power of p is 1.506 ~ 1.5 and power of L is
0.439 ~ 0.5. The measurements of this experiment are presented in Figure 1.

The second experiment relates to Theorem 4.4. It states that the convergence rate of the Gaussian
approximation for maximum norm is O(log5/ 2 p/+/n). This is also relatively close to the empirical
asymptotic which is O(logp/+/n). More precisely, the computed power of n is 0.496 ~ 0.5, power
of pis 0.997 ~ 1.0. It seems that the logarithmic factor may be improved in this theorem and it also
depends on the power of L in the previous asymptotic. The measurements of this experiment are
presented in Figure 2.

In both experiments we have sampled random variables &;;. for 1 <7 <n and 1 < k < p from
Bernoulli distribution. Amount of samples for W7, is 10k and for the maximum norm is 100k. The sim-
ulation uses random generators from pytorch! library and GPU device of Tesla V100. For Wasserstein
distance computation we have used Sinkhorn [14] algorithm implementation from library geomloss”
with hyperparameters blur = 0.01 and scaling = 0.99.

|
w
=}
|
o
5
|
I
[N}

|
w
w«
|
=
IS

log WL(n, p)
&
o
log WL(n, p)
log WL(n, p)

|
o
wn
|
N
0
|
=
o

4 5 6 1.0 1.5 2.0 0.75 1.00 125 150 175 2.00
logn log p log L

Figure 1. Asymptotic dependence of Wasserstein distance W7 (€,-y) on parameters n (amount of elements in

sum), p (dimension) and L (power of the ground distance). The empirical convergence rate is O(p3/ 271/2 / nt/ 2)
foriid&; € (Be(0.5) —0.5)/+/n.

https://pytorch.org/
2https://www.kernel—operations.io/qeomloss/
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https://www.kernel-operations.io/geomloss/
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0.12
-2.4
-2.6 011
N
a -2.8 —_
D o 0.10
&—3,0 o
a 0.09
_3‘—3.2 =
-3.4 0.08
-3.6
0.07
3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0 5.5 6.0 35 4.0 4.5 5.0
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Figure 2. Illustration of the dependence of convergence rate on {p, n} of Gaussian approximation with maximum
norm. Left: p =5, n € {25,49,100,225,400}. Right: n = 50, p € {25, 50, 75,100, 150,200}. The empirical
convergence rate is O(log p/+/n) foriid &;, € (Be(0.5) — 0.5)/+/n.
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