Appendix A
The Proof of Some Results About
Vapnik—Cervonenkis Classes

Proof of Theorem 5.1. (Sauer’s lemma). This result has several different proofs.
Here I write down a relatively simple proof of P. Frankl and J. Pach which appeared
in [17]. It is based on some linear algebraic arguments.

The following equivalent reformulation of Sauer’s lemma will be proved. Let us
take aset S = S(n) consisting of n elements and a class & of subsets of S consisting
of m subsets E1,..., E, C S. Assume that m > mgy + 1 with mg = mo(n,k) =
(g) + ('1') + -+ (kil). Then there exists a set F C § of cardinality k which is
shattered by the class of sets &. Actually, it is enough to show that there exists a set
F of cardinality greater than or equal to k which is shattered by the class of sets &,
because if a set has this property, then all of its subsets have it. This latter statement

will be proved.

To prove this statement let us first list the subsets Xy, ..., X,,, of the set § of
cardinality less than or equal to k — 1, and correspond to all sets E; € & the vector
ei =(ei1,....€imy), 1 <i < m,with elements

i . C E-
eij:%l if X; € E 1<i<m,and1 <j < my.

0 ifX; ZE;
Since m > my, the vectors ey, ...,e, are linearly dependent. Because of the

definition of the vectors e;, | < i < m, this can be expressed in the following way:
There is a non-zero vector ( f(E1), ..., f(E,)) such that

> f(E)=0 foralll < <m. (A1)
EiSEiQXj

Let F, F C S, be a minimal set with the property

Y. fE)=a#o0. (A2)
Ei:E;DF
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248 A The Proof of Some Results About Vapnik—Cervonenkis Classes

Such a set F really exists, since every maximal element of the family {£;: 1 <
i < m, f(E;) # 0} satisfies relation (A.2). The requirement that F' should be a
minimal set means that if F is replaced by some H C F, H # F, at the left-
hand side of (A.2), then this expression equals zero. The inequality | F| > k holds
because of relation (A.1) and the definition of the sets X ;.

Introduce the quantities

Zr(H)= ). f(E)

Ei:EiNF=H

forall H C F.
Then Zf(F) = «, and for any set of the form H = F \ {x},x € F,

Zp(H)= Y f(Eh= Y f(E)— > [f(E)=0-a=-«a

Ei:EsNF=H Ei:EiDH Ei:EiDF

because of the minimality property of the set F.
Moreover, the identity

Zp(H) = (—1)?a forall H C F suchthat |H| = |F|—p, 0<p <|F]|.
(A.3)
holds. To show relation (A.3) observe that

P
Ze(H)y= Y f(E)=) (1) > Y. f(E)

Ei EiNF=H j=0 G:HCGCF, |G|=|H|+j Ei:Ei2G
(A.4)

for all sets H C F with cardinality |H| = |F| — p. Identity (A.4) holds, since the
[ .
term f(E;) is counted at the right-hand side of (A.4) Y (—1)/ (j) =(1-D'=0
j=0

times if £; N F = G with some H C G € F with |G| = |H| 4 [ elements,
1 <[ < p, while in the case E; N F = H it is counted once. Relation (A.4)
together with (A.2) and the minimality property of the set F' imply relation (A.3).
It follows from relation (A.3) and the definition of the function Zz(H ) that for
all sets H C F there exists some set £; such that H = E; N F, i.e. F is shattered
by &. Since | F| > k, this implies Theorem 5.1. O

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Let us fix an arbitrary set F = {x1,...,Xx+1} of the set
X, and consider the set of vectors % (F) = {(g(x1),...,g(xk+1)): g € %} of
the k + 1-dimensional space R**!. By the conditions of Theorem 5.3 % (F) is

an at most k-dimensional subspace of R¥*!. Hence there exists a non-zero vector
k+1

a=(ay,...,ar+1) such that > ajg(x;) =0forall g € %. We may assume that
j=1
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theset A = A(a) ={j:a; <0, 1 < j <k + 1} is non-empty, by multiplying the
vector a by —1 if it is necessary.
Thus the identity

Yoajgx) = > (-ayg(x;). forallge%  (AS)

jea JE{lk+1\A

holds. Put B = {x;: j € A}. Then B C F,and F \ B # {x: g(x) > 0} N F forall
g € % Indeed, if there were some g € ¥ suchthat F \ B = {x: g(x) >0} N F,
then the left-hand side of (A.5) would be strictly positive (as a; < 0, g(x;) < 0if
Jj € A, and A # ) its right-hand side would be non-positive for this g € %, and
this is a contradiction.

The above proved property means that & shatters no set F C X of cardinality
k + 1. Hence Theorem 5.1 implies that Z is a Vapnik—éervonenkis class. O



Appendix B
The Proof of the Diagram Formula
for Wiener-Ito Integrals

We start the proof of Theorem 10.2A (the diagram formula for the product of two
Wiener—Itd integrals) with the proof of inequality (10.13). To show that this relation
holds let us observe that the Cauchy inequality yields the following bound on the
function F, ( f, g) defined in (10.11) (with the notation introduced there):

FI(f, @), Xa . (1,J) € Vi(y), 2,]') € Va(y))

S/fz(xay(l,l),..-,xay(l,k)) l—[ w(dxeo jy)

@.)HE{@.D...2.DNV2(y)

/gz(x(z,l), cea X)) l_[ n(dxa, j). (B.1)

@.Hel@D....2.DN\()

The expression at the right-hand side of inequality (B.1) is the product of two
functions with different arguments. The first function has arguments x(; ;) with
(1, j) € Vi(y) and the second one x(» ;) with (2, j') € V»(y). By integrating both
sides of inequality (B.1) with respect to these arguments we get inequality (10.13).
Relation (10.14) will be proved first for the product of the Wiener—It6 integrals of
two elementary functions. Let us consider two (elementary) functions f(xy, ..., xx)
and g(xy,...,x;) given in the following form: Let some disjoint sets Ay, ..., Ay,
w(As) < 00,1 < s < M, be given together with some real numbers c(sy, ..., Sk)
indexed with such k-tuples (s1,...,8:), 1 <s; < M,1 < j < k, for which the
numbers sy, ..., S, in a k-tuple are all different. Put f(xi,...,xx) = c(s1,...,5%)
if (x1,...,xx) € A X -+ x Ag with some vector (sy,...,s) with different
coordinates, and let f(xy,...,xg) = 0if (xy,..., xx) is outside of these rectangles.
Take similarly some disjoint sets By, ..., By, u(B;) < 00,1 <t < M’, and some
real numbers d(ty,...,t), indexed with such /-tuples (#1,...,4), 1 < t;s < M,
1 < j’ < I, for which the numbers 7;,...,# in an [-tuple are different. Put
glxy,....xp) =d(t,....y)if (x1,...,x;) € By, x--- x B, with edges indexed
with some of the above introduced /-tuples, and let g(x, ..., x;) = 0 otherwise.
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252 B The Proof of the Diagram Formula for Wiener—It6 Integrals

Let us take some small number ¢ > 0 and rewrite the above introduced functions

f(x1,...,xx) and g(xy, ..., x;) with the help of this number & > 0 in the following
way. Divide the sets Ay, ..., Ay to smaller sets A5, .. M(S), AGS) AS = U Ay, in
such a way that all sets A%, ..., A?ms) are disjoint, and p(A4%) < < 8 1<s < M(e)
Similarly, take sets Bf,.. M,(s), MU(S) B = AL/IJ;B,, in such a way that all sets
Bf, ..., Bfu,(s) are disjoint, and p,(BS) < e, 1 <t < M’(e). Beside this, let us also

demand that two sets A% and Bf, 1 <s < M(¢e), 1 <t < M’'(¢), are either disjoint
or they agree. Such a partition exists because of the non-atomic property of measure
(. The above defined functions f(xy,...,xx) and g(x1,...,x;) can be rewritten by
means of these new sets A% and Bf. Namely, let f(x1,...,xx) = ¢®(s1,...,5) on
the rectangles Ail X -xAik withl <s; < M(¢),1 < j < k, with different indices
Si,...,Sk, where c®(sy,...,8x) = c(p1,..., px) with those indices (pi,..., pr)
for which A X --- x A5 C Ap x---x Ap,. The function f disappears outside
of these rectangles. The function g(xi, ..., x;) can be written similarly in the form
g(x1,...,x;) =d*(t1,...,1) ontherectangles Bf x---xBj with 1 <t; < M'(¢),
1 < j’ <1, and different indices, t1, ..., t;. Beside this, the function g disappears
outside of these rectangles.

The above representation of the functions f and g through a parameter ¢ is
useful, since it enables us to give a good asymptotic formula for the product
kK'Z, x«(f)I'Z,,1(g) which yields the diagram formula for the product of Wiener—
16 integrals of elementary functions with the help of a limiting procedure ¢ — 0.

Fix a small number ¢ > 0, take the representation of the functions f and g with
its help, and write

K Zu(NZu1(@) = Y Zy(f.g.9) (B.2)

yer(k.l)

with

Z,(fg.8) =Y ¢ (stueeeisi)d (tr. .. 1)
pw (Ag) - pow (A D pw (Bf) .. w (By), (B.3)

where I'(k,[) denotes the class of diagrams introduced before the formulation of
Theorem 10.2A, and Y7 denotes summation for k + [-tuples (s, ..., Sk, t1,..., 1)
suchthat 1 <s; < M(¢e),1 < j <k, 1 <ty < M(),1 =< j <1, and
AS = BS, if ((1,7),(2,]) € E(y), i.e. if it is an edge of y, and otherwise all
sets As and BS are disjoint. (This sum also depends on ¢.) In the case of an empty
sum Z ,(f g e) equals zero.

We write the expression Z, (f, g, €) forall y € I'(k, ) in the form

Z,(f.g.e) = Z\(f.g.6) + ZP (f.g.e). vy e T(k.D), (B.4)
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with
14 & &
ZO(fige) =Y (51 s0)d (.. 1)
[T we) I ww@)
JrL)HeEV(y) J'12.j)EVa(y)
I1 w(B; ) (B.5)
712 JNEl@.D)....2.D\V2(y)
and

ZO(fige) = (s1veenns0)d (.. 1)
[T wwa) T[] ww)

Jr(L)HEVI(Y) J'12.j)EV(y)

[ I o (49
Jr(LHE D, (LI ()
I1 pw (B;,)

JQ2JNE@D)..2DINEV(Y)

- [1 u(ij,)] (B.6)

712Nl D). 2.D\V2(y)
where Vi (y) and V,(y) (introduced before formula (10.9) during the preparation to
the formulation of Theorem 10.2A) are the sets of vertices in the first and second

row of the diagram y from which no edge starts.
I claim that there is some constant C > 0 not depending on ¢ such that

2
E (|y|!z#,|y|(Fy(f, ) - ZV(f.g, 8)) <Ce forallye I'k,l) (B.7)

with the Wiener—It6 integral with the kernel function F,(f, g) defined in (10.9),
(10.10) and (10.11), and

) 2
E(ZP(f.g.9)) =Ce forally € I'k,]), (B.8)

Relations (B.2), (B.4), (B.7) and (B.8) imply relation (10.14) if f and g are
elementary functions. Indeed, (B.4), (B.7) and (B.8) imply that

!i_r)% [ 1Y\ Zy 1 (Fy (f.8) = Zy(f.g.6)|, > 0 forally € I'(k,1),

and this relation together with (B.2) yield relation (10.14) with the help of a limiting
procedure ¢ — 0.
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To prove relation (B.7) let us introduce the function

Fy(f.8)(xXajy, X, (1, ) € Vi(y), 2.)) € Va(y))

= F,(f.8)(xa.)) X (1,J) € Vi(y), 2,)") € Va(y))
ifxq ) € Ai/_, for all (1, j) € Vi(y),

X@,j’) € Bf,,, forall (2, j') € Vo(y)), and

all sets Ag (1, j) € Vi(y), and B? , (2, ') € V5(y) are different.

t/’

with the function F, (f, g) defined in (10.10) and (10.11), and put

Fy(f8)(xa Xy, (1.j) € i(y), (2.)') € Vay)) =0 otherwise.

The function F)( £, g) is elementary, and a comparison of its definition with
relation (B.5) and the definition of the function F, ( f, g) yields that

ZO(f.g.8) = Y1\ Z 1y (FS (. 9))- (B.9)

The function F/(f.g) slightly differs from F), (f, g), since the function F, (/. g)
may not disappear in such points (x(1 jy, X2,j7), (1,j) € Vi(y), 2.j") € Va(y))
for which there is some pair (7, j’) with the property x(i ;) € Aﬁj and x(» ;1) € Bf/,
with some sets Aﬁj and ij , such that A§ Bf,, while Fy( f.g) must be zero
in such points. On the other hand, in the case |y| = max(k,/) — min(k, /), i.e. if
one of the sets Vi(y) or Va(y) is empty, Fy(f,g) = F; (/. g), Z)(,l)(f, g.8) =
lYI'Z . 1y (Fy (f, g)), and relation (B.7) clearly holds for such diagrams y.

In the case |y| = max(k,!) — min(k,/) > 0 we prove a good estimate on
the measure of the set where F, # FJ with respect to an appropriate power of
the measure p. Relation (B.7) will be proved with the help of this estimate and

formula (B.9).
M(e) M’ (e)
Let us define the sets 4 = U Afand B = U B?. These sets A and B do not

depend on the parameter &. Be51de this u(A4) < oo and u(B) < oo. Define for all
pairs (jo, jg) such that (1, jo) € Vi(y), (2. j5) € Va(y) the set
D(jo jo) = {(xajy. x@.jn. (1, 7)) € i(y), 2,)") € Va(y)):
X(1,jo) € Aﬁ,x(z’jé) € B withsome 1 <s < M(e)and 1 <7 < M'(¢)
such that A = B, and x( ;) € Aforall (1, ) € Vi(y),
and x( /) € B forall (2, /') € Va(y)}.

Introduce the notation x¥ = (x(1 ). X2,;7). (1, j) € Vi(y), (2, j’) € Va(y)), and
consider only such vectors x” whose coordinates satisfy the conditions x(; ;) € 4
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forall (1, j) € Vi(y) and x(2,j7) € B forall (2, j') € Va(y). Put

Dy = {x7: Fy(f.@)(x") # F,(f.8)(x")]}.

ko1
The relation D, C U U D(jo.j,) holds, since if F;(f g)(x") #
j=1j'=1

F,(f, g)(x7) for some vector x7, then it has some coordinates (1, jo) € Vi(y)
and (2, jg) € Va(y) such that x(1 j,) € A5 and x, j;) € By with some sets A7 = By,
and the relation in the last line of the definition of D(jjo, j;) must also hold for such
a vector x7, since otherwise Fy (f, g)(x,) = 0= F;(f. g)(xy).

I claim that there is some constant C; such that

pMOHVWl(D(Go, joy) < Cre forall sets D(jo, i),

where p!VMIFV201 denotes the direct product of the measure ;. on some copies
of the original space (X, 2") indexed by (1, j) € Vi(y) and (2, j') € Va(y). To
see this relation one has to observe that > u(A)p(B?) < > eu(A%) = en(A).
Aj=Bf
Thus the set D(jo, j;) can be covered by the direct product of a set whose p
measure is not greater than g4 (A) and of a rectangle whose edges are either the set
A or the set B.
The above relations imply that

M\Vl(y)H\Vz(y)\(Dy) < Cye (B.10)
with some constant C, > 0.
Relation (B.9), estimate (B.10), the property (c) formulated in Theorem 10.1 for

Wiener—It6 integrals and the observation that the function F, ( f, g) is bounded in
supremum norm if f and g are elementary functions imply the inequality

E (W1 Zu i (Fy(£i2) — 20 fig.0))
= WIPE (Zu (Fy( 00— Fi(f2)) = WMIF(f9) — Fi(f )13
< KM\Vl(V)l-i-le(y)\(Dy) < Ce.

Hence relation (B.7) holds.
2
To prove relation (B.8) we rewrite E (Z)(,Z) (f. g, 8)) in the following form:

2 Y~V _ _
E(ZP(fig) =D 3 i os0d (@1, 1) G 50)
dg(l_l,...,Z_[)EU(Sl,...,Sk,ll,...,11,51,...,51(,1‘_1,...,1_1)

(B.11)
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with
U(Sl,...,Sk,ll,...,l‘],fl,...,fk,t_l,...,Z_[)
= I wes) [ ww)
Jr(L)EN(y) J12.j)€Va(y)
& &
[T w1 1w (B7)
J:(LDEVI(Y) 722,))€EVa(y)
[ [T wwas) [T wws)
Jr(LHE D), (LN (y) 72 0NeE{@D), 2D I\EVA(Y)

- I ()|

72D, 2DV ()

[ [T weay  T1 e

T (LDE(D.... (LN (y) T @@ D)....2.D3\eVa(y)

- I M(Bg,)}. (B.12)

T @)@ 2DV ()

The double sum Y7 37 in (B.11) has to be understood in the following way. The
first summation is taken for vectors (sq,..., Sk, ?,...,%), and Zy is defined in
the same way as in formula (B.3). The second summation is taken for vectors
(S1,...,8.t1,....1;), and again the summation ZV is taken as in (B.3), only here
5; plays the role of s; and 7,/ plays the role of 7.

Relation (B.8) will be proved by means of some estimates about the expectation
of the above defined random variable U(-) which will be presented in the following
Lemma B. To formulate this result I introduce the following Properties A and B.

Property A. A sequence si,...,Sk,t1,....1,81,...,5,1,...,1;, with elements
1 <s;,5; <M(),forl <j,j<koandl <t;,ty <M'(e)for1 <), j <1,
satisfies Property A (depending on a fixed diagram y and number ¢ > 0) if the
sequence of sets A?/, (1,)) € Vi(y), ij,, (2, j) € Va(y), and the sequence of sets

At (1,)) € Viy), Bf,, (2,]) € Va(y), agree. (Here we say that two sequences
J j’

agree if they contain the same elements in a possibly different order.)

Property B. A sequence si,...,Sk,t1,...,4,51,...,8k,1,...,1;, with elements
1 <s;,5; <M(),forl <j,j<kandl <t;,ty <M'(e)for1 <), j <1,
satisfies Property B (depending on a fixed diagram y and number ¢ > 0) if the
sequences of sets

Ay (L) e{ D (LONV(). Bf,.(2.)) €{@2.D.....2.DN\Va ().

and
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A%j,, (1’ j_) € {(15 l)s O] (lvk)}\Vl(y)v Bi_,v(zs j_/) € {(25 l)s ] (231)}\‘/2(]/)7

have at least one common element.

(In the above definitions two sets A% and B; are identified if A = B;.)
Now I formulate the following

Lemma B. Let us consider the function U(-) introduced in formula (B.12). Assume
that its arguments sy, ..., Sk, {1, ..., 1, 51,..., 8k, 11, ..., 1 are chosen in such a way
that the function U(-) with these arguments appears in the double sum " Y "
in formula (B.11), i.e. Aij = ij, if ((1,7),2,j") € E(y), otherwise all sets
Aﬁj and ij , are disjoint, and an analogous statement holds if the coordinates
Sls...sSkati, ... 1 areveplaced by 5y, ..., 5 and 1y, ..., 1.

If the sequence of the arguments in U(-) does not satisfies either Property A or
Property B, then

EU(Sl,...,Sk,ll,...,11,51,...,51(,1?1,...,1?[) =0. (B.13)

If the sequence of the arguments in U(-) satisfies both Property A and Property B,
then

- - /
[EUGs1. ...kt 051 S B )| < Ce [ ] WAL (B] ) (B.14)

with some appropriate constant C = C(k,l) > 0 depending only on the number
of variables k and | of the functions f and g. The prime in the product [| at the
right-hand side of (B.14) means that in this product the measure | of those sets A;j

and BZ are considered, whose indices are listed among the arguments 5j or ty of
J

U(-), and the measure . of each such set appears exactly once. (This means that if
Af-,j = Bf  then one of the terms between pL(Aij) and p(B% ) is omitted from the
L ]/ N ]/

. e
product. For the sake of definitiveness let us preserve the set V*(AEJ—) in such a case.)

Remark. The content of Lemma B is that most terms in the double sum in
formula (B.11) equal zero, and even the non-zero terms are small.

The proof of Lemma B. Let us prove first relation (B.13) in the case when Prop-
erty A does not hold. It will be exploited that for disjoint sets the random variables
uw(Ay) and pyw (B;) are independent, and this provides a good factorization of the
expectation of certain products.

Let us carry out the multiplications in the expression U(:) defined (B.12).
We get a sum consisting of four terms. We show that each of them has zero
expectation. Indeed, if a sequence sy, ..., 5k, t1, ..., 01, 81,..., 5. 0, ..., does not
satisfy Property A, but it satisfies the remaining conditions of Lemma B, then each
term in the sum expressing U(- - - ) with these arguments is a product which contains
a factor ,uW(Aijo), (1, jo) € Vi(y) with the following property. It is independent of
all those terms in this product which are in the following list: ,uW(Aﬁ/,) with some
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J# o 1= < koo uw(BE), 1< j < 1 or uw(4S) with (1.7) € Vi(y),
or ,uW(BS ) with (2, ") € Vz(y) We will show with the help of this property that

the expectatlon of the terms we consider can be written in the form of a product
either with a factor of the form Euw (A5 ) = 0 or with a factor of the form

Sjo
Epw (A¢ )? = 0. Hence this expectation equals zero.

Indeecio although the above properties do not exclude the existence of a set A? o
(1,7 € {4, D, ... (LK) \ Vi(y) or Bf,, 2,]) € {2,1),.... 2, D} \ ()
such that ,uW(A ) or pr(B ,), is not mdependent of pLW(AijO), but this can only
happen if Af]_ = ng = AS . This implies that in such a case when our term

does not contain a factor of the form E ,uW(Aﬁm), then it contains a factor of the

form E NW(A?,-O)S = 0. Hence EU(-) = 0 if the arguments of U(-) do not satisfy
Property A.

To finish the proof of relation (B.13) it is enough consider the case when the
arguments of U(-) satisfy Property A, but they do not satisfy Property B. The validity
of Property A implies that the sets {Aﬁj, j € Vi(y)y U {Bf/_,, j' € Va(y)} and
{A;j, j e iy)yu {ij/, j' € Va(y)} agree. The conditions of Lemma B also

imply that the elements of these sets are disjoint of the sets A , B? A’f and

t 7°
BS with indices (1, j),(1,j) € {(1,1),...,(1,k)} \ Vi(y) and (2 ]’) (2, ]’) €
{(2 1),..., (2,0} \ Va(y). If Property B does not hold, then we can divide the
latter class of sets into two disjoint subclasses in an appropriate way. The first
subclass consists of the sets A and BS ,, and the second one of the sets AS

and B’“‘" with indices such that (1, j), (1 j) € {1, D,....,(1,k}\ i(y) and

2, ", (2 J) € {@2,1),...,(2,D} \ Va(y). These facts imply that EU(-) has a
factorization, which contains the term

E[ I pw (A5) [1 1w (By,)

7L HE{AD...(LONVI(Y) JQ2JNE@D)....2.DINEVL(Y)

- [1 u(Bf,,)] =0,

JQ2JNE@D)...2.DNV2(y)

hence relation (B.13) holds also in this case. The last expression has zero expecta-
tion, since if we take such pairs A BS for the sets appearing in it for which that

((1, ), 2,j") € E(y), ie. these vertlces are connected with an edge of y, then

Aﬁj = B, in a pair, and elements in different pairs are disjoint. This observation
j
allows a factorization in the product whose expectation is taken, and then the identity

Epw (A8 )p,W(B ) = ,u(Ag ) implies the desired identity.

To prove relatlon (B.14) 1f the arguments of the function U(-) satisfy both
Properties A and B consider the expression (B.12) which defines U(+), carry out the
term by term multiplication between the two differences at the end of this formula,
take expectation for each term of the sum obtained in such a way and factorize them.
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Since Euw (A)? = w(A), Epw (A)* = 3u(A)? forall sets A € 2, u(A) < oo,
some calculation shows that each term can be expressed as constant times a product
whose elements are those probabilities p,(A?j_) and M(Btf/, ,) or their square which
appear at the right-hand side of (B.14). Moreover, since the arguments of U(-) satisfy
Property B, there will be at least one term of the form 11(A¢)? in this product. Since
W(A%)? < ep(AE), these calculations provide formula (B.14). Lemma B is proved.
|

Relation (B.11) implies that

2 Y y _ o _
E(Z)(/Z)(f,g,g)) fKZ Z |EU(S1,...,Sk,ll,...,tl,sl,...,Sk,tl,...,l/)|
(B.15)

with some appropriate K > 0. By Lemma B it is enough to sum up only for such
terms U(-) in (B.15) whose arguments satisfy both Properties A and B. Moreover,
each such term can be bounded by means of inequality (B.14). Let us write up the

upper bound we get on E (Z)(,z) (f. g, e))2 in such a way. We get a sum consisting of
terms of the form . (A5)) - - ,u(Aip),u(Bfl) .o pL(Btfq) multiplied by constant times &.
The sets A% and B whose measure p appears in such a term are disjoint. Beside
thisl < p<k,and1 <g¢g <.

In the above indicated estimation of E (Z;z) (f, g, s))2 with the help of for-
mula (B.15) and Lemma B we have exploited the following fact. A term

JCAG ) - (A (B - - (B )

with prescribed indices s1,...,s, and f1,...,f; came up in the sum at the right-
hand of our bound as a contribution of only finitely many expressions |[EU(---)|.
Hence we get this term in the upper bound with a multiplying coefficient bounded

by constant times &.
M(e) M’ ()
We also have ) u(A4%) + > w(Bf) = u(A) + u(B) < oo. The above

s=1 t=1
relations imply that

2
E(z;2)<f,g,e>) <Cie ). Y D nlAL) (A (B - u(BE)
I<p<k 1=5i<M 1<t;<M’
I=¢q<l 1=I<p 1=<i=q

(k+1)

< Coe ) ((A) + n(B) = Ce.
j=l1

Hence relation (B.8) holds.
To prove Theorem 10.2A in the general case take for all pairs of functions f* €
.k and g € S, two sequences of elementary functions f, € J7, x and g, €
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J,n=1,2,...,suchthat || f, — f|» — Oand | g, — gll» = 0asn — oo. Itis
enough to show that

E|R\Z i (N Z11(8) =K\ Z i (fa) ' 211 (80)] — O asn — oo, (B.16)

and

ly|'E ‘Zu,\y\(Fy(fv g)— Z;A,Iyl(Fy(fna gn))| — O0asn — oo
forall y € I'(k,[), (B.17)

since then a simple limiting procedure n — oo, and the already proved part of the
theorem for Wiener—Ito integrals of elementary functions imply Theorem 10.2A.
To prove relation (B.16) write with the help of Property c) in Theorem (10.1)

El'Z, p, k(f)NZ101(8) = K1 Zy i (i)' Z 11 (8n)]
< k! (Elzu,k(f)zu,l(g - gn)| + E|Zu,k(f - fn)Zu,l(gn)) |

<k ((£22,00) " (F22 e - a0)

1/2

ez - )" (522 0) )
< KUY (1 f allg = gl + 17 — fullligala).

Relation (B.16) follows from this inequality with a limiting procedure n — oo.
To prove relation (B.17) write

[YI'E | Zy0y 1 (Fy (. ) = Zyu gy (Fy (i 80)))|
< YNE|Zuy(Fy(f.8 —&a)| + [VIE | Zujy | (Fy(f — fu.80))]

/ /
<t (EZ2 (g —a) o+ It (EZ2 (B = frg)
<Y (15, (fig = glla + IFy(F = fu gl

and observe that by relation (10.13) | F,(f,.g — g)ll2 < | fl2llg — gxull2, and
IFy(f = fu.g)ll2 = Lf = Jull2llgn 2. Hence

[YIE | Z, 1y (Fy (S 8)) = Z i) (Fy (fu g0))]
<Ay SN2l = galls + 1Lf = fall2llgnll2) -

The last inequality implies relation (B.17) with a limiting procedure n — oo.
Theorem 10.2A is proved. O



Appendix C
The Proof of Some Results About Wiener-Ito
Integrals

First I prove 1t6’s formula about multiple Wiener—Ito integrals (Theorem 10.3). The
proof is based on the diagram formula for Wiener—Itd integrals and a recursive
formula about Hermite polynomials proved in Proposition C. In Proposition C2 I
present the proof of another important property of Hermite polynomials. This result
states that the class of all Hermite polynomials is a complete orthogonal system in an
appropriate Hilbert space. It is needed in the proof of Theorem 10.5 which provides
an isomorphism between a Fock space and the Hilbert space generated by Wiener—
1t6 integrals with respect to a white noise with an appropriate reference measure. At
the end of Appendix C the proof of Theorem 10.4, a limit theorem about degenerate
U -statistics is given together with a version of this result about the limit behaviour
of multiple integrals with respect to a normalized empirical distribution.

Proposition C About Some Properties of Hermite Polynomials. The functions

k
Hi(x) = (—1)kexz/2d—e—xz/2, k=0,1,2,... (C.1)
dxk

are the Hermite polynomials with leading coefficient 1, i.e. Hi(x) is a polynomial
of order k with leading coefficient 1 such that

/_Z Hi(x)H) (x) \/12_]{@_)(2/2 dx =0 ifk #1. (C.2)
Beside this,
/ Hk(x) —‘2/2 dx =k! forallk =0,1,2.... (C.3)
The recursive relation
Hi(x) = xHi—1(x) — (k — 1) Hy—(x) (C4)
P. Major, On the Estimation of Multiple Random Integrals and U-Statistics, 261
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holds forallk =1,2,....

Remark. 1t is more convenient to consider relation (C.4) valid also in the case k=1.
In this case H(x) = x, Hy(x) = 1, and relation holds with an arbitrary function
H —1 (x)

Proof of Proposition C. 1t is clear from formula (C.1) that Hy (x) is a polynomial
of order k with leading coefficient 1. Take / > k, and write by means of integration
by parts

/ Hi (x)H;(x) me—xzﬂdx :/ 27{Hk(x)(_1)[ﬁ€_x2/2dx
—00 oo 27
oo 1 d d_ ,
H, 1 =1 —x/2 ]
= [ T e

Successive partial integration together with the identity ;7 Hi(x) = k! yield that

[e’e] —k
/2 gy — k'/ I—k 2 dx.
* 00 \/_( B d dxl=F *

The last relation supplies formulas (C.2) and (C.3).

To prove relation (C.4) observe that Hy (x) — x Hy—;(x) is a polynomial of order
k — 2. (The term x*~! is missing from this expression. Indeed, if k is an even
number, then the polynomial Hj(x) — xHr—;(x) is an even function, and it does
not contain the term x*~! with an odd exponent k — 1. Similar argument holds if
the number k is odd.) Beside this, it is orthogonal (with respect to the standard
normal distribution) to all Hermite polynomials H;(x) with 0 </ < k — 3. Hence
Hj (x) — xHy—1(x) = CHy—2(x) with some constant C to be determined.

Multiply both sides of the last identity with Hj;_;(x) and integrate them
with respect to the standard normal distribution. Apply the orthogonality of the
polynomials Hy(x) and Hi—_»(x), and observe that the identity

/_ He(x) i () le—ne

1
/ Hi—1 (xX)x Hy—s (x) ——e 2 dx = / HY (x)——e "% dx = (k — 1)!

1
V2rm V2rm

holds. (In this calculation we have exploited that Hi_;(x) is orthogonal to
Hj._1(x) — xHr—>(x), because the order of the latter polynomial is less than k — 1.)
In such a way we get the identity —(k — 1)! = C(k — 2)! for the constant C in the
last identity, i.e. C = —(k — 1), and this implies relation (C.4). O

Proof of Ito’s formula for multiple Wiener—Ito integrals. Let K = )" k,, the sum
p=1

of the order of the Hermite polynomials, denote the order of the expression in

relation (10.24). Formula (10.24) clearly holds for expressions of order K = 1. It

will be proved in the general case by means of induction with respect to the order K.
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In the proof the functions f(x;) = ¢;(x;) and

Ki—1 m  Kp—1
gr.xk, )= [ -T] T] o).
j=1 P=2j=Kp—i

will be introduced and the product Z,, 1 () (K, —1)!Z,, k,,—1(g) will be calculated
by means of the diagram formula. (The same notation is applied as in Theorem 10.3.
Ki—1
In particular, K = K,,, and in the case K; = 1 the convention ]1_[ pi1(x;)=1
=1
is applied.) In the application of the diagram formula diagrams \i/ith two rows
appear. The first row of these diagrams contains the vertex (1, 1) and the second
row contains the vertices (2, 1),..., (2, K,;, — 1). It is useful to divide the diagrams
to three disjoint classes. The first class, I contains only the diagram y, without any
edges. The second class I consists of those diagrams which have an edge of the
form ((1,1), (2, j)) with some 1 < j < k; — 1, and the third class I, is the set
of those diagrams which have an edge of the form ((1, 1), (2, j)) with some k; <
J < K,, — 1. Because of the orthogonality of the functions ¢, for different indices s
F, =0and Z, k,,—»(F),) = 0fory € I;. Theclass I'| contains k;—1 diagrams. Let
us consider a diagram y from this class with an edge ((1, 1), (2, jo)),1 < j < k;—1.

m Kp
We have for such a diagram F, = I1 ei(xey) [T I1 ep(xej))s
JEel...K1—1}3\{jo} p=2j=Kp—1

and by our inductive hypothesis (K, —2)!Z, k,,—2(F,) = Hi,—2(m) T[] Hi,(np).
p=2

Finally

m Ky

Km !Z/‘Lva (FV()) = Km !ZMva 1_[ 1_[ (pP ('xj)
p=1 \j=Kp—1+1

for the diagram yy € Iy without any edge.
Our inductive hypothesis also implies the following identity for the expression
we wanted to calculate with the help of the diagram formula.

Z1 () (K = W Zyy ki, —1(8) = mHi, 1 (1) ] He, (ny)-
p=2

The above calculations together with the observation || = k; — 1 yield the
identity
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m Ky
Kn!Z )k, l_[ l_[ @p(x))
p=1 \j=K,—1+1

= Kin !Z/‘Lva (Fyo)

= Zu1(f)(Kn = D' Z ki, -1(8) = Y (K = 212y i, —2(F)
yel‘l

= i Hem1(n) [ | Hi, (1) = Gkt = D Hi—2(n0) [ | Hi, (np)

p=2 p=2

= [m Hyy—1(m) = (ks = D He ()] [ | He,, () (C5)
p=2

On the other hand, 0y Hy,—1(11) — (k1 — 1) Hg,—2(m) = Hg, (1) by formula (C.4).
These relations imply formula (10.24), i.e. It6’s formula. O

I present the proof of another important property of the Hermite polynomials in
the following Proposition C2.

Proposition C2 on the completeness of the orthogonal system of Hermite poly-
nomials The Hermite polynomials H(x),k = 0,1, 2, ..., defined in formula (C.5)
constitute a complete orthonormal system in the L,-space of the functions square

integrable with respect to the Gaussian measure \/;2716_)(2/ 2 dx on the real line.

Proof of Proposition C2. Let us consider the orthogonal complement of the sub-
space generated by the Hermite polynomials in the space of the square integrable
functions with respect to the measure ;2 e 2 dx. 1t is enough to prove that

this orthogonal completion contains only the identically zero function. Since the
orthogonality of a function to all polynomials of the form x*, k = 0,1,2,...
equivalent to the orthogonality of this function to all Hermite polynomials Hj (x),
k=0,1,2,...,Proposition C2 can be reformulated in the following form:

If a function g(x) on the real line is such that

o0
1 2
k —x</2 _ —
x“g(x)—=e dx =0 forallk =0,1,2,... (C.6)
/—oo & )VZJT
and
/00 gz()c)Le_)‘z/2 dx < oo, (C.7)
—00 V27t

then g(x) = 0 for almost all x.
Given a function g(x) on the real line whose absolute value is integrable with
respect to the Gaussian measure %e‘xz/ 2 dx define the (finite) measure Vg,
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1

2
e 2 dx
N2

vw®=Aﬂm

on the measurable sets of the real line together with its Fourier transform v, (7) =
ffzo €™vg(dx). (This measure v, and its Fourier transform can be defined for all
functions g satisfying relation (C.7), because their absolute value is integrable with
respect to the Gaussian measure.) First I show that Proposition C2 can be reduced to
the following statement: If a function g satisfies both (C.6) and (C.7) then ¥, (¢) = 0
forall —oo <t < o0.

Indeed, if there were a function g satisfying (C.6) and (C.7) which is not
identically zero, then the non-negative functions g*(x) = max(0, g(x)) and
g (x) = —min(0, g(x)) would be different. Then also their Fourier transform
V+(#) and Vg~ (¢) would be different, since a finite measure is uniquely determined
by its Fourier transform. (This statement is equivalent to an important result in
probability theory, by which a probability measure on the real line is determined by
its characteristic function.) But this would mean that Vg (1) = V,+ (1) — V- () # 0
for some 7. Hence Proposition C2 can be reduced to the above statement.

. ; . i)k (k+1)
Since |e™ — 1 — (itx) — -+ — (”kL,)‘ < I'(",‘{IH)! for all real numbers ¢, x and
integer k = 1,2, ... we may write because of relation (C.6)

k! N2
0 k+1)
|¢]¢ k+1 1
< L — X)|——=e
= [t el 75
forall kK = 1,2,... and real number ¢ if the function g satisfies relation (C.6). If it

satisfies both relation (C.6) and (C.7), then from the last relation and the Schwarz
inequality

/2 gy

[T, (£)]> < const w/“ |x|2<k+l)Le—x2/2 dx
T (k+ 1?2 Joog V2
|l|2(k+1)
for all real number ¢ and integer k = 1,2,.... Simple calculation shows that the
right-hand side of the last estimate tends to zero as k — oo. This implies that
Vg (t) = 0 for all ¢, and Proposition C2 holds. O

I finish Appendix C with the proof of Theorem 10.4, a limit theorem about
a sequence of normalized degenerate U -statistics. It is based on an appropriate
representation of the U-statistics by means of multiple random integrals which
makes possible to carry out an appropriate limiting procedure.
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Proof of Theorem 10.4. For all n = 1,2,..., the normalized degenerate U-
statistics n%/2k!1, 1 (f) can be written in the form

nF 2R () = nk/2/ Fxen, o xi)ma(dxy) .. (doxy)

e / PGt x0) () — ()

o (pn (dxi) — p(dxy)), (C.8)
where p, is the empirical distribution of the sequence &1, ..., &, defined in (4.5),
and the prime in f " denotes that the diagonals, i.e. the points x = (xi, ..., Xx) such

that x; = x;- for some pairs of indices 1 < j, j’ < k, j # j’, are omitted from
the domain of integration. The second identity in relation (C.8) can be justified by
means of the identity

/ Serx) (ua (dxn) — p(dxy) . (pa (dox) — p(doxi)) = Lni ()

= Y e s

V:Ve{l,.. .k} V=1

[Trtax) [T mitaxp)=o. (C.9)

jev Je{l.. k}\V

This identity holds for a function f canonical with respect to a non-atomic
measure [, because each term in the sum at the right-hand side of (C.9) equals
zero. Indeed, the integral of a canonical function f with respect to u(dx;) with
some index j € V equals zero for all fixed values x1,...,x;—-1,Xj41,...,Xx;. The
non-atomic property of the measure 1 was needed to guarantee that this integral
equals zero also in the case when the diagonals are omitted from the domain of
integration.

We would like to derive Theorem 10.4 from relation (C.8) by means of an
appropriate limiting procedure which exploits the convergence of the random fields
n'?(u,(A) — u(A)), A € 2, to a Gaussian field v(4), A € 2, asn — oc.
But some problems arise if we want to carry out such a program, because the
fields n'/?(u, — 1) converge to a non white noise type Gaussian field. The limit
we get is similar to a Wiener bridge on the real line. Hence a relation between
Wiener processes and Wiener bridges suggests to write the following version of
formula (C.8).

Let us take a standard Gaussian random variable 7, independent of the random
sequence &, &, . .. . For a canonical function f the following version of (C.8) holds.

L (f) = T () (C.10)
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with

() = / P10 [V (dxr) — () + e do)]
VG (dxy) — p(dxi)) + nu(dxi)] . (C.11)

This relation can be seen similarly to (C.8).

The random measures n'/?(j1,, — 1) +n/ converge to a white noise with reference
measure y. Hence Theorem 10.4 can be proved by means of formulas (C.10)
and (C.11) with the help of an appropriate limiting procedure. More explicitly, I
claim that the following slightly more general result holds. The expressions J, , ()
introduced in (C.11) converge in distribution to the Wiener—It6 integral k!Z, x (1)
as n — oo for all functions f square integrable with respect to the product measure
wk . This result also holds for non-canonical functions f. This limit theorem together
with relation (C.10) imply Theorem 10.4.

The convergence of the random variables Jn”k( f) defined in (C.11) to the
Wiener—Itd integral k!Z, x(f) can be easily checked for elementary functions
fe jﬁ,k. Indeed, if Ay, ..., Ay are disjoint sets with p(A5) < oo, then the multi-
dimensional central limit theorem implies that the random vectors {/n((w, (A4y) —
w(As)) + nu(A4s), 1 < s < M} converge in distribution to the random vector
{(uw(A45), 1 <5 < M}, i.e. to a set of independent normal random variables Z;,
E{ = 0,1 <s < M, with variance E¢? = j(Ay) as n — oo. The definition of the
elementary functions given in (10.2) shows that this central limit theorem implies
the demanded convergence of the sequence Jy:’k (f) to k!Z, x(f) for elementary
functions.

To show the convergence of the sequence J, x(f) o k!Z, k(f) in the general

case take for any function f € 7], x a sequence of elementary functions fy € f%;j%k
such that || f — fyl» = 0as N — oo. Then E(Z,x(f) — Zux(fn))? =
E(Z,x(f — fx))* = 0as N — oo by Property (c) in Theorem 10.1. Hence
the already proved part of the theorem implies that there exists some sequence of
positive integers, N(n), n = 1,2,..., in such a way that N(n) — oo, and the
sequence J, «(Sn@m) converges to k!Z), x(f) in distribution as n — oo. Thus to
complete the proof of Theorem 10.4 it is enough to show that E(J k( fam) —
S ()2 = E,  (fxm — f))* = 0asn — oo.
It is enough to show that

E(J, () <Clfl; forall f € (C.12)
with a constant C = Cj depending only on the order k of the function f and to

apply inequality (C.12) for the functions fy¢,) — f. Relation (C.12) is a relatively
simple consequence of Corollary 1 of Theorem 9.4.
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Indeed,
I ="> VIV ()

with

fotjevy= [ fenx [T wx)

je{l k\V

and the random integral J,, & (-) defined in (4.8), hence

EU (<2 Y (VIER VD LELL L (). (C.13)

Inequality || fy |2 < || f 2 holds for all sets V' C {1,..., k}, hence an application of
Corollary 1 of Theorem 9.4 to all random integrals J,, |y|(f) supplies (C.12). O

The above proof also yields the following slight generalization of Theorem 10.4.
Let us consider a finite sequence of functions f; € 7, ;,1 < j <k, canonical with
respect to a non-atomic probability measure . The vectors {n~//2I, i(fi). 1 <
Jj =< k}, consisting of normalized degenerate U -statistics defined with the help
of a sequence of independent p-distributed random variables converge to the
random vector {Z,, ;(fj).1 < j < k} in distribution as n — oo. This result
together with Theorem 9.4 imply the following limit theorem about multiple random
integrals J, x (f).

Theorem 10.4' (Limit theorem about multiple random integrals with respect to
a normalized empirical measure). Let a sequence of independent and identically
distributed random variables £, &,, . .. be given with some non-atomic distribution
W on a measurable space (X, Z") together with a function f(xi,...,xy) on the
k-fold product (X*, 2°) of the space (X, Z°) such that

/fz(xl,---,xk)u(dxl)...,u(dxk) < 00.

Let us consider foralln = 1,2, ... the random integrals J, i () of order k defined
in formulas (4.5) and (4.8) with the help of the empirical distribution W, of the
sequence &1, ..., &, and the function f. These random integrals J, ;. (f) converge
in distribution, as n — 00, to the following sum U(f) of multiple Wiener—Ito
integrals:

Uuf) = Y. ChV)Zuw(fv)

= > ddd /fv(x,-, j ey [Tmwidx)),

!
v jev
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where the functions fy(x;, j € V), V. C {l,...,k}, are those functions
defined in formula (9.3) which appear in the Hoeffding decomposition of the
Sfunction f(xi,...,xx), the constants C(k, V') are the limits appearing in the limit
relation lim C(n,k,V) = C(k,V) satisfied by the coefficients C(n,k,V) in

n—oo
formula (9.16), and pw is a white noise with reference measure [L.

An essential step of the proof of Theorem 10.4 was the reduction of the case of
general kernel functions to the case of elementary kernel functions. Let me make
some comments about it.

It would be simple to make such a reduction if we had a good approximation of a
canonical function with such elementary functions which are also canonical. But it
is very hard to find such an approximation. To overcome this difficulty we reduced
the proof of Theorem 10.4 to a modified version of this result where instead of a
limit theorem for degenerate U -statistics a limit theorem for the random variables
J};,k (f) introduced in formula (C.11) has to be proved. In the proof of such a
version we could apply the approximation of a general kernel function with not
necessarily canonical elementary functions. Theorem 9.4 helped us to work with
such an approximation. Another natural way to overcome the above difficulty is
to apply a Poissonian approximation of the normalized empirical measure. Such an
approach was applied in [16,34], where some generalizations of Theorem 10.4 were
proved.



Appendix D
The Proof of Theorem 14.3 About U -Statistics
and Decoupled U -Statistics

The proof of Theorem 14.3. It will be simpler to formulate and prove a generalized
version of Theorem 14.3 where such generalized U -statistics are considered in
which different kernel functions may appear in each term of the sum. More
explicitly, let £ = £(n, k) denote the set of all such sequences / = (Iy,...,I)
of integers of length k for which 1 < [; < n,1 < j < k. To define generalized
U -statistics let us fix a set of functions { 7, .. ;. (x1,...,xx), (I1,...,lk) € £} which
map the space (X¥, . 2°%) to a separable Banach space B, and have the property
S (x1,...,x¢) = 0if [; = [, for some indices j # j’. (The last condition
corresponds to that property of U-statistics that the diagonals are omitted from
the summation in their definition.) Let us denote this set of functions by f({),
and define, similarly to the U-statistics and decoupled U -statistics the generalized
U -statistics and generalized decoupled U -statistics by the formulas

1
Li(f@O) = > St Ene o 1) (D.1)
S (yenli)i 1=l <0, j=1,...k
and
- _ 1 ) k)
La(f0) = 5 > foa (8-80) @2
T (Nyenli)i 11 <0, j=1,..k

(with the same independent and identically distributed random variables & and El(/ )
1 <1 <n,1 <j <k,asinthe definition of the original U -statistics and decoupled

U -statistics.)

>

The following generalization of relation (14.13) will be proved.

P (| 1o (f(O) > u) < AK)P (Il (fEDI > y(k)u) (D.3)
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with some constants A(k) > 0 and y(k) > 0 depending only on the order k of these
generalized U -statistics. The sign || - || in (D.3) denotes the norm in the Banach
space we are working in.

We concentrate mainly on the proof of the generalization (D.3) of rela-
tion (14.13). Formula (14.14) is a relatively simple consequence of it. Formula (D.3)
will be proved by means of an inductive procedure which works only in this more
general setting. It will be derived from the following statement.

Let us take two independent copies éfl) AU ,51) and éfz) AU ,(,2) of our original
sequence of random variables &1, ..., §,, and introduce for all sets V' C {1, ..., k}
the function ay (j), 1 < j <k, definedasay(j) = 1if j € Vanday(j) =2
if j ¢ V. Let us define with their help the following version of decoupled U -
statistics:

1 1 k
Ly (F0) = S e (B )
C(enlp)i 1<l <n, j=1,...k
forall V C {1,... k). (D.4)

The following inequality will be proved: There are some constants C; > 0 and
Dy > 0 depending only on the order k of the generalized U -statistic I, x (f(£))
such that for all numbers u > 0

P (| Lok (SO > u) < > Ci P (Dl i (FO)] > w).

Vil .k} 1<|V]<k—1

(D.5)
Here |V| denotes the cardinality of the set V', and the condition 1 < |V | <k — 1 in
the summation of formula (D.5) means that the sets V = @ and V = {1,...,k}
are omitted from the summation, i.e. the terms where either ay(j) = 1 or

ay(j) = 2forall 1 < j < k are not considered. Formula (D.3) can be derived
from formula (D.5) by means of an inductive argument. The hard part of the
problem is to prove formula (D.5). To do this first we prove the following simple
lemma.

Lemma D1. Let £ and n be two independent and identically distributed random
variables taking values in a separable Banach space B. Then

3P (|§ + 7| > %u) > P(|€] > u) forallu > 0.

Proof of Lemma D1. Let £, n and ¢ be three independent, identically distributed
random variables taking values in B. Then
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P(|$+n|>§u)+P(|§+§|>§u)
2
2 1=+ 01> 3u)

P(§+n+E+C—n—¢1>2u) = P(§] > u).

3P (lé + 1| > %u)

A%

O
To prove formula (D.5) we introduce the random variable
1
Toa(f0) = > S (85
(U1seeli)s (S150008%)2
I<lj<n,sj=lors;=2, j=1,..k,
= Y Liv(f(). (D.6)
Vc{l,..k}

The random variables 1, x (f(£)), 1, x0(f(£)) and I, x ¢1... 13 (f(£)) are identically
distributed, and the last two random variables are independent of each other. Hence
Lemma D1 yields that

PTG >0 <3P (I O + D (FO)] > 3u)

=3 ([T @ - Y (@) > 2

ViV C{l,..k} 1<|V|<k—1

<3P@- 2Tk (FO)I > u)
+ > 3P 2T L (SO > w). (D.7)

ViVc{l,..k}, 1<|V]<k—1

To derive relation (D.5) from relation (D.7) we need a good upper bound on the
probability P(3 - 2571 T, x (f(£))|| > u). To get such an estimate we shall compare
the tail distribution of ||T,, x ( f(£))|| with that of || 1, x.v (f(£))]| for an arbitrary set
V c{1,...,k}. This will be done with the help of Lemmas D2 and D4 formulated
below. A

In Lemma D2 such a random variable || 1, x,v (f(£))|| will be constructed whose
distribution agrees with that of || I, x.y (f(£))|]. The expression I, .y (f(£)), whose
norm will be investigated will be defined in formulas (D.8) and (D.9). It is a random
polynomial of some Rademacher functions ¢y, . . ., &,. The coefficients of this poly-
nomial are random variables, independent of the Rademacher functions ¢4, ..., &,.
Beside this, the constant term of this polynomial equals T}, x (f (£)). These properties
of the polynomial 7, ;v (f(£)) together with Lemma D4 formulated below enable
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us prove such an estimate on the distribution of ||7, x(f(£))| that together with
formula (D.7) imply relation (D.5). Let us formulate these lemmas.

Lemma D2. Let us consider a sequence of independent random variables
Ely.on&ny P(ej = 1) = P =-1)=51=<1< n which is also independent

of the random variables 5(1) . (l) and 5(2) cees n appearmg in the definition

of the modified decoupled U - statlstlcs Lk v(f(£)) given in formula (D.4). Let

us define with their help the sequences of random variables 7](1) ...,r)g,l) and

n(lz),...,nilz) whose elements ('71 ,7712)) = (77;1)(81),77; )(81)), 1 <1 < n, are

defined by the formula

21+2”212

( 2 l+ea. 0 1-a o l-a. g 1+ea.
o e e = (<56 @, 1200 4 IX o)

ie. let | , 1 "
e, 0P @) = ", 67 ifer =1,

and

O Conen) = 676" ifer=-1. 1=l=n.

Then the joint distribution of the pair of sequences of random variables §, (1) e (1)

and 5(2) e ,52) agrees with that of the pair of sequences 77(1) cees 775,1) and
r)(lz), el nf), which is also independent of the sequence €1, . . ., &,.

Let us fix some V C {1, ..., k}, and introduce the random variable

- 1 1 k

by (f@) = > Firer (0 ®) D)

C(senlp)i 1=l <n, j=1,..k

where similarly to formula (D.4) ay(j) = 1if j € V,anday(j) =21ifj ¢ V.
Then the identity

%L v (f(0)) (D.9)
1 (s1) (sx)
Zﬁuz;xﬁﬁww (e i (67 60)
1<112-r; kvj—i or v1;=2,
j=l...k,

holds, where k) = 1 and kY, = =1 if j € V, and k) = —1 and ), = 1 if
j ¢V iek!) =3-2ay(j)andy) = —«\’).

Before the formulation of Lemma D4 another Lemma D3 will be presented
which will be applied in its proof.

Lemma D3. Let Z be a random variable taking values in a separable Banach
space B with expectation zero, i.e. let Ex(Z) = 0 for all k € B', where B’ denotes
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the (Banach) space of all (bounded) linear transformations of B to the real line.

Then P(|v + Z|| = |v[) = inf ﬁ‘;@jg forallv € B.

Lemma D4. Let us consider a positive integer n and a sequence of independent
random variables €1, . ..,&,, P(e; = 1) = P(g; = —1) = %, 1 <[ < n. Beside
this, fix some positive integer k, take a separable Banach space B and choose some
elements as(l1,...,l;) of this Banach space B, 1 <s <k, 1 <[; <n,I; # 1/ if
j # j', 1< j,j' <s. With the above notations the inequality

k
Pllv+> > as(li, ..., I)en e, | = vl | = ek
s=1 (l1,..05) 1=l <n, j=1,..s,
Ll if j#j'
(D.10)

holds for all v € B with some constant ci > 0 which depends only on the parameter
k. In particular, it does not depend on the norm in the separable Banach space B.

Proof of Lemma D2. Let us consider the conditional joint distribution of the
sequences of random variables n(l) R ni,l) and r)(z) ey 775,2) under the condition
that the random vector ¢y, ..., &, takes the value of some prescribed +1 series of
length . Observe that this conditional distribution agrees with the joint distribution

of the sequences g“’ .. ,51) and 5(2) 5,52) for all possible conditions This

fact implies the statement about the joint dlstrlbutlon of the sequences (’71 , n,z) ),
1 <! < n and their independence of the sequence ¢y, ..., &,.

To prove identity (D.9) let us fix a set M C {1,...,n}, and consider the case
whene = 1ifl €e Mandeg = —1ifl ¢ M. Put By (j,l) = 1if j € V and
leMorj¢Vandl ¢ M,andlet By (j,/) = 2 otherwise. Then we have for
all ((1,.... k), 1 <1; <n,1<j <k, and our fixed set V

> A +xen) U+ e) fi, (S,(lm, . -,Sl(ks"))

($150008%):
1, k.l
— zkﬁl """ I (S;lﬁv.M( 1))’ o EI(kﬂV.M( k))) ’ (D.11)

since the product (1 + /c ngl) (1 + KSk ngk) equals either zero or 2, and it

equals 2% for that sequence (s1, ..., Sx) for which K(])VSZ = 1foralll < j <k,

and the relation K(’)Vel = lis equivalent to By (j,[;) = s; forall 1 < j < k.

(In relation (D. 11) it is sufficient to consider only such products for which [; # [/
if j # j’ because of the properties of the functions f;, .

Beside this, E,’BVM(”) = n‘lw(’) foralll <[ <n and 1 <j <k,andasa
consequence
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(Bv.m (1.01)) (Bv.n (k.li)) 1 k
Frte (Ellﬂvzu 1 7,..7515‘/1\4 k ):f,l ,,,,, Ik (7754111/( ))’___’nixv( )))'

Summing up the identities (D.11) for all 1 < [;,...,l; < n and applying the last
identity we get relation (D.9), since the identity obtained in such a way holds for all
M cC{l,...,n}. O

Proof of Lemma D3. Let us first observe that if £ is a real valued random variable

with zero expectation, then P(§ > 0) > (ffg‘gz since (E|£])? = 4(EEI({E >
0}))? < 4P(§ > 0) EE? by the Schwarz inequality, where I(A) denotes the indicator
function of the set A. (In the above calculation and in the subsequent proofs I apply
the convention g = 1. We need this convention if E£2 = 0. In this case we have the
identities P(§ = 0) = 1 and E|&| = 0, hence the above proved inequality holds in
this case, t0o0.)

Given some v € B, let us choose a linear operator « such that |«]| = 1, and
k(v) = ||v||. Such an operator exists by the Banach-Hahn theorem. Observe that
{w: v+ Z(w)| = v} D {w: k(v+Z(w)) = k(v)} = {w: k(Z(w)) > 0}. Beside
this, Ex(Z) = 0. Hence we can apply the above proved inequality for § = «(Z),

and it yields that P(||v + Z|| > ||v|]) > P(x(Z) > 0) > ‘ngK‘(ZZ’)‘gz. Lemma D3 is

proved. O

Proof of Lemma D4. Take the class of random polynomials

Y =% > bo(li, ... L)er, -+ &1,

s=1 (11 ..... IA)Slfljﬁn,j=l ..... S,
Li#lif j#j

where g;, 1 <[ < n, are independent random variables with P(e; = 1) = P(g; =
—-1) = %, and the coefficients b,(I1, ...,15), 1 < s < k, are arbitrary real numbers.
The proof of Lemma D4 can be reduced to the statement that there exists a constant
¢ > 0 depending only on the order k of these polynomials such that the inequality

(E|Y|)? = 4ck EY2. (D.12)
holds for all such polynomials Y . Indeed, consider the polynomial

k
ZZZ Z as(ly, ... ly)er e,

s=1 (I,..., ls)Zlfljfn,j=l,...,S,
L0 £

and observe that Ex(Z) = O for all linear functionals « on the space B.
Hence Lemma D3 implies that the left-hand side expression in (D.10) is bounded
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from below by inf EW@D  On the other hand, relation (D.12) implies that
B

cep AEx(Z)?

e (Ele(2))?
L wEr =

To prove relation (D.12) first we compare the moments EY? and EY*. Let us
introduce the random variables

Y, = > bo(li,....I)ey, e, 1<s<k.
(I1,..., ls)llfljsn,j=l,...,s,
Li#lrif j#j'

We shall show that the estimates of Chap. 13 imply that
EY} < 2% (EY?)’ (D.13)

for these random variables Y.
Relation (D.13) together with the uncorrelatedness of the random variables Y,
1 <s <k, imply that

k 4 k k
EY*=E (Z Ys) <kYEY! <kP2% ) (EY?)
s=1 s=1 s=1

2

k
< k324k (Z EYSZ) — k324k(EY2)2.

s=1

This estimate together with the Holder inequality with p = 3 and g = % yield that
EYZ — E|Y|4/3 . |Y|2/3 < (Ey4)1/3(E|YI)2/3 < k24k/3(EY2)2/3(EIY|)2/3,

ie. EY? < k2% (E|Y)?, and relation (D.12) holds with 4c; = k327 Hence
to complete the proof of Lemma D4 it is enough to check relation (D.13).

In the proof of relation (D.13) we may assume that the coefficients b,(Iy, .. ., [5)
of the random variable Y, are symmetric functions of the arguments /1, . . ., I, since
a symmetrization of these coefficients does not change the value of Y. Put

B? = > bX(y,....ly), 1<s<k.
(11 ..... IA)Slfljﬁn,j=l ..... S,
Li#lif j#j

Then
EY? = 5!B?2,

and
_ (4s)! Bt
225(2s)!°

EY}<1-3-5---(4s—1)B}
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by Lemmas 13.4 and 13.5 with the choice M = 2 and k = s. Inequality (D.13)
follows from the last two relations. Indeed, to prove formula (D.13) by means
of these relations it is enough to check that W < 2% But it is easy to
check this inequality with induction with respect to s. (Actually there is a well-
known inequality in the literature, known under the name Borell’s inequality, which
implies inequality (D.13) with a better coefficient at the right hand side of this

estimate.) We have proved Lemma D4. O

Let us turn back to the estimation of the probability P(3 - 25=1|| T, 4 (/)| > u).
Let us introduce the o-algebra . = %(Sl(l) @1 < | < n) generated by the
random variables E,(l),él(z), 1 <[ < n,and fix some set V C {1,...,k}. I show
with the help of Lemma D4 and formula (D.9) that there exists some constant ¢ > 0
such that the random variables T}, ; f(£)) defined in formula (D.6) and IA,,,k,V( ()
defined in formula (D.8) satisfy the inequality

P (||2kfn,k,v(f(€))|| > IITn,k(f(ﬁ))lllﬂ’) > ¢x with probability 1. (D.14)

In the proof of (D.14) we shall exploit that in formula (D.9) 2% fn,k,y( f)) is
represented by a polynomial of the Rademacher functions ¢, . . ., &, whose constant
term is T, x ( f(£)). The coefficients of this polynomial are functions of the random
variables & 1( Y and E,(Z) , 1 <1 < n. The independence of these random variables from
&1, 1 <1 < n, and the definition of the o-algebra .% yield that

P (12" iy SO > 1T (FO)IIF) (D.15)

P, (H Z 1+ Ksl Vgll) “(1+ Ksk Vslk)
(h

..... lic)s (S10eee8K):
1=<i; <n s]—l orsj =2,

5 (gg_(sl)“ <sk> H
Tk FONED 1< <, j = 1,2>||),

where P., means that the values of the random variables &‘;1), 5;2), 1 <1l <n,are
fixed, (their value depend on the atom of the o-algebra .# we are considering) and
the probability is taken with respect to the remaining random variables g/, 1 <[ <
n. At the right-hand side of (D.15) the probability of such an event is considered
that the norm of a polynomial of order k of the random variables ¢, . . ., &, is larger
than ||T,,,k(f(€))(§,(”, 1 <[l <n, j=1,2)|. Beside this, the constant term of this
polynomial equals T, 4 (f (E))(é,(j 1<l <n, Jj = 1,2). Hence this probability
can be bounded by means of Lemma D4, and this result yields relation (D.14).
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The distributions of I, x v (f(£)) and fn,k,y(f(ﬁ)) agree by the first statement of
Lemma D2 and a comparison of formulas (D.4) and (D.8). Hence relation (D.14)
implies that

A%

P (12 a0 = 5274 = P (12 (D) = 3 -24)

= P (124 Fks GO = 1T (PO 1T (O] = 5-270)

= /{ P (12 (SO > ITa(f@O)IF) dP

o: | T i (f @) (@) ][> 2" Fu}

> e PG -2 Tx (F @) = w).

The last inequality with the choice of any set V' C {1,...,k}, 1 < |[V| <k —1,
together with relation (D.7) imply formula (D.5).

We shall formulate an inductive hypothesis, and relation (D.3) will be proved
together with it by means of an induction procedure with respect to the order k of
the U-statistic. In the proof of this inductive procedure we shall apply the already
proved relation (D.5). To formulate it some new quantities will be introduced.

Let # = W (k) denote the set of all partitions of the set {1,...,k}. Let us
fix k independent copies 5;’ ) R ,5’ ) , 1 < j < k, of the sequence of random
variables &1, ..., &,. Given a partition W = (U, ..., Us) € # (k) let us introduce
the function sw(j), 1 < j < k, which tells for all arguments j the index of that
element of the partition W which contains the point j, i.e. the value of the function
sw(j), 1 < j < k,in a point j is defined by the relation j € V(). Let us
introduce the expression

In,k,W(f(E)) = % Z f]],...,lk (gl(lSW(l))’ e gl(:w(k)))

S (enlp)i 1<l <n, j=1,...k

forall W € # (k).

An expression of the form I, w(f(£)), W € %, will be called a decoupled
U -statistic with generalized decoupling. Given a partition W = (Uy, ..., Us) € %
let us call the number s, i.e. the number of the elements of this partition the rank both
of the partition W and of the decoupled U -statistic I, 4w (f(€)) with generalized
decoupling.

Now I formulate the following hypothesis. For all k > 2 and 2 < j < k
there exist some constants C(k, j) > 0 and 8(k, j) > O such that for all W €
W a decoupled U -statistic I, . w (f(£)) with generalized decoupling satisfies the
inequality

P([ Ly sew (f )| > u) < Clk, j)P (I Tnic (f )] > 8(k, j)u)
forall 2 < j < k if the rank of W equals j. (D.16)
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It will be proved by induction with respect to k that both relations (D.3)
and (D.16) hold for U-statistics of order k. Let us observe that for k = 2
relation (D.3) follows from (D.5). Relation (D.16) also holds for k = 2, since in
this case we have to consider only the case j = k = 2. Relation (D.16) also holds
in this case with C(2,2) = 1 and 6(2,2) = 1. Hence we can start our inductive
proof with k = 3. First I prove relation (D.16).

In relation (D.16) the tail-distribution of decoupled U -statistics with generalized
decoupling is compared with that of the decoupled U -statistic 7, x ( f(£)) introduced
in (D.2). Given the order k of these U -statistics it will be proved by means of
a backward induction with respect to the rank j of the decoupled U -statistics
Iy 1w (f(£)) with generalized decoupling.

Relation (D.16) clearly holds for j = k with C(k,k) = 1 and 8(k,k) = 1.
If we already know that these relations hold up to k — 1, then we prove first
relation (D.16) for generalized decoupling U -statistics of order k with respect to
backward induction for the rank 2 < j < k.

For this goal the following observation will be made. If the rank j of a partition
W = (Ui, ..., Uj) satisfies the relation 2 < j < k — I, then it contains an element
with cardinality strictly less than k and strictly greater than 1. For the sake of simpler
notation let us assume that the element U; of this partition is such an element,
and U; = {t,....k} with some 2 < ¢ < k — 1. The investigation of general
U -statistics of rank j,2 < j < k — 1, can be reduced to this case by a reindexation
of the arguments in the U -statistics if it is necessary. Let us consider the partition
W = (Ui,...,U;_1,{t},...,{k}) and the decoupled U-statistic L, . w (f(£)) with
generalized decoupling corresponding to this partition W. It will be shown that our
inductive hypothesis implies the inequality

P(| Lusew (DI > u) < AK)P (I, 437 (SO > 7 (Kk)u) (D.17)
with A(k) = sup A(p), 7(k) = _inf y(p)if the rank j of W is such that
2<p<k—1 2<p<k—1

2 < j <k — 1, where the constants A(p) and y(p) agree with the corresponding
coefficients in formula (D.3).

To prove relation (D.17) (where U; = {t,...,k} is the last element of the
partition W) let us define the o-algebra . generated by the random variables
appearing in the first # — 1 coordinates of these U -statistics, i.e. by the random
variables g;jw“’,l <j=<t—1landl </[; <nforalll < j <t — 1. Wehave
2 <t <k — 1. By our inductive hypothesis relation (D.3) holds for U -statistics of
order p =k —t + 1,since 2 < p < k — 1. I claim that this implies that

P Lniw (SO > ulF) < Atk —t + )P (|1, 455 (SO > y(k—t+1)u|.F)
(D.18)

with probability 1. Indeed, by the independence properties of the random variables
£ @nd ") 1< j <k 1<l <n,
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Pl (SO > ulF) = Powor o (i (FO)] > 1)
and

P (11, 45 (SO > y(k = + Dul F)
= Powi) sy oy (s FO1 > v (k =1+ D).

where Pé.\w(j) denotes that the values of the random variables S;W(j )(a)),
1

d<j<t—1
1 <j<t—1,1 <1 < n, are fixed, and we consider the probability that the
appropriate functions of these fixed values and of the remaining random variables
gwl) and gDt < j < k, satisfy the desired relation. These identities and the
relation between the sets W and W imply that relation (D.18) is equivalent to the
identity (D.3) for the generalized U -statistics of order2 < k —¢ + 1 < k — 1 with
kernel functions

fl;,...,lk (x;j, ey xk)

1 —1
= 3 St € V@), T @) X x).

Relation (D.17) follows from inequality (D.18) if expectation is taken at both sides.
As the rank of W is strictly greater than the rank of W, relation (D.17) together with
our backward inductive assumption imply relation (D.16) forall 2 < j < k.

Relation (D.16) implies in particular (with the applications of partitions of
order k and rank 2) that the terms in the sum at the right-hand side of (D.5) satisfy
the inequality

P (Dic| iy (fFO) > w) < Clk, )P (Inx (f @) > Dycur)

with some appropriate C; > Oand Dy > Oforall V C {I,....k}, 1< |V| <k—1.
This inequality together with relation (D.5) imply that inequality (D.3) also holds
for the parameter k.

In such a way we get the proof of relation (D.3) and its special case, rela-
tion (14.13). Let us prove formula (14.14) with its help first in the simpler
case when the supremum of finitely many functions is taken. If M < oo
functions fi,..., fy are considered, then relation (14.14) for the supremum of the
U -statistics and decoupled U -statistics with these kernel functions can be derived
from formula (14.13) if it is applied for the function f = (fi,..., fu) with

values in the separable Banach space Bjs which consists of the vectors (vy, ..., vy),
v;i € B,1 < j < M, and the norm ||(vi,...,vy)| = sup |v;| is introduced
1<j<m

in it. The application of formula (14.13) with this choice yields formula (14.14)
for this supremum. Let us emphasize that the constants appearing in this estimate
do not depend on the number M. (We took only M < oo kernel functions,
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because with such a choice the Banach space B), defined above is also separable.)

Since the distribution of the random variables sup ||, %(f;)| converge to that
I<s<M

of sup |[1,x(f;)|. and the distribution of the random variables sup |7, (/)|
1 1<s<M

<s5<00

converge to that of sup || Ik (fs)” as M — oo, relation (14.14) in the general
1<s<oo
case follows from its already proved special case and a limiting procedure M — oo.

|

Remark. The above proved formula (D.3) can be slightly generalized. It also holds
if the expressions I, x ( f(£)) and I, x (f(£)) appearing in this inequality are defined
in a more general way. Namely, they are the random functions introduced in
formulas (D.1) and (D.2), but the sequences &, . . ., &, and their independent copies

f’ ) ,(,’ ) in these formulas are independent random variables which may also
be non-identically distributed. Such a generalization can be proved without any
essential change in the original proof.

9o e sy
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