arXiv:2512.03873v1l [math.PR] 3 Dec 2025
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Abstract: We prove the limit theorem for paths of random walks with 7 steps in R? as n and d
both go to infinity. For this, the paths are viewed as finite metric spaces equipped with the /-
metric for p € [1,00). Under the assumptions that all components of each step are uncorrelated,
centered, have finite 2p-th moments, and are identically distributed, we show that such random
metric space converges in probability to a deterministic limit space with respect to the Gromov-
Hausdorff distance. This result generalises earlier work by Kabluchko and Marynych [1] for
p=2.
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1 Introduction
Consider a d-dimensional random walk defined by

siW—o0, s =x4x¥ ... +x\" nen,

where Xi(d) = (Xl.(cll), X i(j)), i > 1, are independent identically distributed random vectors in
R¢, and denote Sl@ = (Sﬁ)7 e ,SE‘;)).

Let /5 be the space of square-summable real sequences with norm denoted by || - [[2. The
values of this random walk

20 ={57,....5), nen.

are considered as a finite metric space which is embedded in R with the induced Euclidean
metric.

In the regime when the dimension d is fixed, provided that EXl(d) =0 and E||Xl(d) 13=1,
Donsker’s invariance principle implies that, after rescaling by n~!/2, the random set Z,(,d)
converges in distribution to the path of a d-dimensional Brownian motion on [0, 1].

When both n and d tend to infinity, under the square integrability and several further

assumptions listed in [1], the random metric space (n~/ 2Z,(ld), || - ||2) converges in probability
to the Wiener spiral with respect to the Gromov-Hausdorff distance. The latter space is the
space of indicator functions 1y, ¢ € [0, 1], embedded in L?([0,1]), which is isometric to the

interval [0, 1] equipped with the metric r(¢,s) = /|t — s|.
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The Gromov—Hausdorff distance between metric spaces X = (X,px) and Y = (Y, py) is
defined as

dou(X,Y) = i:X%%I}ﬁY%ZdH (i(X),j(Y)),

where the infimum is taken over all isometric embeddings i and j into all possible metric spaces
(Z,d) which can embed X and Y. The Hausdorff distance between sets F and H in (Z,d) is
defined as

dy(F,H) =inf{e >0: F C H®* and H C F*},

where F& = {x:d(x,F) < €} is the e-neighbourhood of F, see [2, Chapter 7].

We replace the /o-metric on the space of sequences with the £,-metric for a general p € [1,00).
The studies of random metric spaces rely on identifying the spaces up to isometries. Contrary
to the ¢, setting, which admits a large group of rotations as isometries, the isometry group of
¢, for p # 2 is far more constrained, including the permutations of components, see [3|] and [4,
Theorem 7.4.1]. Furthermore, while we have the identity ||x+y||3 = ||x|3 + |[y||5 + 2(x,¥), no
analogous simple expression exists for ||x + y||, with p # 2. This complicates the analysis of
path of the random walk.

It should be noted that Kabluchko and Marynych []1] established that for subsets of /5,
convergence in the Gromov—Hausdorff sense is equivalent to convergence in the Hausdorff
distance up to isometries of ¢, that is distance for the two subsets defined by taking the infimum
over the Hausdorff distance between their images under all possible isometries of /;. However,
this equivalence fails for compact subsets of ¢, when p # 2. For instance, the two-point
metric spaces F = {(0,0,...),(1,1,0,...)} and H = {(0,0,...),(a"/?,(1—a)'/?,0,...)} for
any a € (0, 1) with the £,-metric are isometric for any p € [1,0) and so the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance between them vanishes, while it is not possible to map F to H using an isometry of /,,
if p#2.

Fix a p € [1,0). Impose a special structure on the increments of the random walk. Namely,
we assume that

X\ =a VP, ), (1)

where &,...,&, are uncorrelated random variables which share the same distribution with a
centered and 2p-integrable nontrivial random variable &. Denote EE? = 6. Let M » denote the
p-th absolute moment of the standard normal distribution.

Theorem 1.1. Let p € [1,0) and d = d(n) be an arbitrary sequence of positive integers such that
d(n) — oo as n — o. Consider a random walk with increments given by (I)). Then, as n — oo,

the random metric space (n—l/zz,(f’), ||| p), converges in probability to ([0, 1], /[ — s\GM,l,/p)
under the Gromov-Hausdorff distance.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section |2} we provide the univariate and bivariate
moment convergence theorems, which serve as the main tools for proving the limit theorem.
Section [3| contains some auxiliary theorems and the proof of the main result.

2 Moment convergence theorem

We need the following results.



Theorem 2.1 (Moment convergence theorem). Let 1m,1M,1M32,... be independent identically
distributed random variables with En = p and Varn = 62, and S, = Ni+...+Mu,n>1. Then

o 1 +1
oM. —=op2 (P
b VT < 2 )

Sp—nu

oy/n

if p € (0,2) and for p > 2 if E|? < oo.
Proof. If p € (0,2), then

P\ " Sn — nu 2\ 2
E < E =1<oo
el o] ) = (i) ) -1

by choosing r > 1 and pr < 2, which implies that

{

Furthermore, Theorem holds by the central limit theorem and the continuous mapping
theorem, that is,

E

Sp—nu
oV

p
, N> 1} is uniformly integrable.

Sp—nu
G\/n

The case of p > 2 is proved in Theorem 7.5.1 from [5]. O]

b d
L0, )P asn — oo,

Lemma 2.2 (Marcinkiewicz—Zygmund inequality. See Corollary 3.8.2 in [5]])). Let p > 1.
Suppose that X, X1, ..., X, are independent, identically distributed random variables with mean
0 and E[X|P < oo. Set S, =Y }_, Xk, n > 1. Then there exists a constant B, depending only on
p such that

1=p/2 p < p<
Ejn /25,7 < Bpn E|X|?, whenl<p<2,
B,E|X |7, when p > 2.

Theorem 2.3 (Bivariate moment convergence theorem). Let (X1,Y1), ..., (Xy,Y,) be indepen-
dent copies of a centered 2p-integrable random vector (X,Y) with the covariance matrix X.
Denote S, = X1 +---+X,and Z, =Y, +---+Y,. Then

Eln /28, |n712Z,|" - Enma|’  asn— oo, 2)
where (n1,M2) ~ N\((0,X).
The proof relies on the following lemma.

Lemma 2.4 (The ¢, inequality. See Theorem 2.2 in [5]). Let » > 0. Suppose that E|X|" < oo
and E|Y|" < co. Then
EIX+Y[" <c (EX]"+E[Y]),

where ¢, = 1 when r < 1 and ¢, = 2"~! when r > 1.



Proof of Theorem[2.3] 1t suffices to show that
{128, |P|n~12Z, P n > 1}
is uniformly integrable. Fix an € > 0. Choose A and A’ large enough to ensure that
E|X|2p1‘x|>A <€, and E|Y|2p1‘y‘>A/ < E.
Set
X/é = Xkl‘Xk|§A - E(Xk1|Xk|§A)7
X! = Xiljx, 54 — E(Xid x5a)
and
n n
S=Y. X,  S;=)YX
k=1 k=1
Similarly, define Y/, ;" and Z;, Z;|. Note that EX; = EX,' =0, X; + X;' = X, S, + S, = S, and
EY,=EY, =0,Y/+Y'=%,Z,+ 7] = Z,.
Let a > 0. Note that
Eln 28,70 P Z) 1P g,

1
<
=0

In=1/2Z}]>a

—1/2 2 —1/2 2
Eln 28, P2 g 12
< Bl S, Pl P

a

I
< — (Eln~ 128, [WE|n 2z, )2

1 1/2
= By (EIX{|VE|Y{|*7)

1 1/2
< —Bayy((24)7 (24)")',
where the penultimate step follows from Lemma[2.2] Also

Bl 28170122171, 1, <E|n /28] )P0 22

In=12Z)|>a
< (Eln~ 28} PPEIn~" 2z 2r) "2
< (BapBoyBIX{ [PE|Y2) /% < By, 2%,

where the last inequality follows from Lemma [2.4] that is,

EIX] % = E[Xi 15,2 — EXi1jx, 54|
<22 N (EX i1y, 54 +ElXi 15, 12a|?) = 2%E[X)|[?1)x, 0 < 2%
Similarly,
E‘n_l/ZSHp|n_1/ZZ;t/|p1\n—‘/25;l|\n—1/2z;{|>a < E|n_1/ZS;,||n_1/ZZ;l|

< (Eln~'/2s, PPE|n~"2Z)27) V2

< (BayBo EIX{ PPE|Y][?) 2

= By (BIX][VEIY]'[)' " < By, (27 (24)e) ',

3)

4



and
1/2

E|n_1/2SZ|p|n_]/ZZ,/l|p1|n—l/25;{|\n—l/zlel>a <By, (22p(2A/)2p8) 4)

Hence, we conclude that
{In= 2y r = Pz e =1}, {7 Ry Pz = 1],
{2y Pz n =1}, {2y Pz > 1,
are uniformly integrable. By Lemma

2SI Pz = |V (S, A Sl (2 + 21
<222 (In 2SR 4 [ V2S|P) (In P2y P+ I P2y ).

Finally, the proof is completed by the fact that the sum of uniformly integrable sequences is
again uniformly integrable. [

3 Convergence of the /,-metric of random walks

The proof of Theorem relies on the following theorems, while they follow the general
scheme of [1]], substantial adjustments are necessary to handle the /,-case with p # 2.

Theorem 3.1. Let p € [1, ). Consider a random walk with increments given by (I)). Then
_ d p
n RSl |Ib B oMy, as n— oo
forall t € [0, 1].

Proof. Without loss of generality, let # = 1. By the definition of convergence in probability, we
need to verify that
P {

Markov’s inequality implies that (5] is bounded above by

d
n_P/ZZ|S£:?|P—GpMp’ >8} —0 as n — oo, (5)
i=1

J 2
S i -om,)
=1
d @ 2 d (d)
S D SR (R WEH
~ i=1

R GRS PR W CHCC R RS
1<i#j<d

= 8_2(A1 +A> +A3),

where
Ay =n"PdE|SY) PP,
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Ay=n"? Y COV(|S 3 |S |P)
1<izj<d

and
Ay=n"Pd(d—1)(EIS\)|7)? + 62 M2 — 20 P/* 6P M, dE|S\")|P.

Let (ﬁsk), e ,&gk)), 1 <k < n, be independent copies of (§i,...,E). Denote
buijp = Cov (P2 el) + &% 4 18| P2 e) &7 4 8|7
forall 1 <i# j<d. Thus, by Lemma[2.2
Ar=d ' EnP|e + &7+ + &P <a By EIEP,

where By, is a constant depending only on p, and the term A converges to 0 as d — oo.
By Theorem@ the term A; converges to 0 as n — oo since limy, ;0 bpgq,p = 0.
Furthermore, the term A3 is bounded above by

nPd? IS\ 17)? —n PGP MydE[S\) P + 6P M2 — /6P MdE s\ |?
= P2dE|S\) P (1 PAES\ ) P — oM, ) + oMy (0" M, — n P2\
_ d 2
which converges to 0 as n — o by the moment convergence theorem. [

Theorem 3.2 (Uniform convergence of the £,-norm of random walk when p > 1). Let p € (1,00).
Consider a random walk with increments given by (I)). Then

sup |n 1’/2||S HP "26PM ‘—>O as n — oo,
1€[0,1]

Proof. Forall p > 1,

d d
1S58 = Z|Sn, =19+ 0",
where
(d) d d n d ) d n )
Tn :Z pZZXl jll j1l|p pZZX7 jll J1l|p (6)
i=1 i=1j=1 i=1j=1
Foralln € N

@) d) & 2 >
L -1 =Y (15 Z D) 1S\, P2 (s 1P+ p Z D5 s, 72

~.
—

j=

d
=Y (15017 54, 17 = px Dt s\, r2)
i=1
d
:Z(|S ’ ’Snf zl p(Sfli)—Si{)l ) n—1 Z‘Snf t‘p 2)

~.
iy



The generic term of this sum is

d d
|S£L | |S |[7 (S( )_S( )11) n 11|Sn 11|p 2

n,i n

(d - d
:|Sn |Sn— 1| _pSI(ii) n li|Sn—) i|p 2+p|S£z )l,i|p
:|S;(1,i |p+( )|Sn 11|p pS,(“) n 11|Sn lllp ?

S P S
> IS9P 4 (p— 1)[s 11|P—p(' p' +p‘/’(’ 11" 5)=o

where the last inequality follows from xy < %’ + y;q with 1% + £l1 =1, forall p,g > 1andx,y > 0.

Hence, Tn(d) — Tn(il)l > 0. Thus, the sequence Tn(d) is monotone increasing.
Next, Q,(fi) is a martingale, since

E(0” -0 | £%) = (Z Sl \”Zﬁi’)l)

P72a'~VrEE = 0,

— pst, s\

nltnlz

@

where fn@l is the o-algebra generated by X . ,Xrgi)l. Then, by Doob’s inequality,

P{ sup 0% | > n”/% }<n re 2R (Q\")2. (7)
t€l0,1]

The second moment of Q,gd) is calculated as follows,

n d n
2 2¢(d) 2
E( =Pp Z Z Z ( Ji g ] 11|SJ lt‘p S’ 11’|S’ 11’|p )

i=1j=17¢

ZPZZ Z 2E|S .’2p—2

2p—2

1 p—l Z
—pZdE z \/— 2p— 2<E(X1(f?)2> ‘

/=1 V= \/ 1 1

N( p—] Z 2p 2
< psz Z 2[7 2(E<X1(7dl))2> E|

J=1 Vi—1 E(XM )2

n p—1
+ pPdE(X| 2 Vim P2 (BXDR)T (Map2+9),

where the last inequality is implied by Theorem for all & > 0, there exists an integer N ()
such that for all j > N(J),

2p—2

i—1 d
Z{:] X( )
Vi—TEX)?

M2p72—5 <E §M2p72+6.




Hence,
@y~ 2 N Rl 5 @[22
B(Q)) < pPanxif)? ’Z !
]: =1
<p2dE<X< >> N(8)Bay- zmax<N<6>P—1,N<8>>E|Xff?|2P—2
+p*(Map—r + 5)n”d(E(X1(dl))2)p7

)

P (Map—2+8)nPd (E(X))?)

)

where Lemma is used to bound the first term and B, > is a constant which depends on p.
The last step is bounded above by

PPN (8)Bap_ o max(N(8)"~" N(8))d "EEXE|E[2P 2 + pPenPd ' (BE2)”.

For p > 2, by Lemma there is an alternative way to bound E(Qg,d) )2, that is,

d n
d d d - d - d)2p—
E(Qr(z ))2 = P2 Z Z E(X;7i))2E|S§'_)1,i‘2p < Pzd”E(Xl(,l))ZBZP—Z”p 1E|X1(71)|2P ?
i=1j=1

= p*nP By, od 'EE’E|E[?P 2.

Then we conclude that
rz”’ss’zE(Qﬁfl))2 —~0  asn— oo,

and
n_P/2t:EI)1]|Q(i2J|£>O as n — oo,

By Theorem 3.1}

n*p/zTL(ni —n*p/z(HS mJH” (Ld)J) £>tp/26pMp asn — oo,

for all r € [0, 1]. By monotonicity of the function ¢ — TL(nﬂ , Dini’s theorem yields that

sup ‘n p/zT(i tp/chMp‘ 20 as n — oo,
r€[0,1]

Therefore,

sup |n p/2||S ||§—tp/26pMp < sup n_p/zTL(Zi—tp/chM +n"P/? sup |Q |£>0,
t€[0,1] t€[0,1] +€[0,1]

which completes the proof. ]

Theorem 3.3 (Uniform convergence for the /{-norm of random walk). Consider a random walk
with increments given by (I)). Then

sup n*1/2||S(LZ3J||1—t1/20M1 20 as n — oo.
t€[0,1]



Proof. It is clear that ||S£,d) ||1 can be expressed as follows,

55”1 —ZlSn,|— Y10,

where

@ d d n @ d n 1
Ty :Z’ } ZZ ] 11 ] 11 ZZX7 J= 11 J lll )

i=1j=1

(d)

The sequence 7,; "’ is monotone increasing, since

d
() _pld) -
T" 1:Z<‘Snl ‘Sn 11‘_ nt n 11’Sn 11| )
i=1

_[isi-s s >0,
) s 4 g@) (d) >
|Sni |+ Snis 18,71, <0,

Next, di) 1s a martingale, since

B(0— 0, | 51) —B(L x5, s, | 5
5@, |5

n—1,i[~“n—1,i

i UrRg o,

where fn@l is the o-algebra generated by Xl(d), . ,X,Ei)].
Then, by Doob’s inequality,

P{ sup |Q | > nl/zi—:} < n_li-:_zE(Q,(fl))2
1€[0,1]

The second moment of Q,gd) is calculated as follows,

()()

=
=
S
o
I
=
—
™=
1=

I
—_
~.
I
—_

I
1=
1=
1=
1=

Py
okl
==
ol
S
\M/\
s

\_

cX
a

\3

i=1j=1i=1j=1
L (@) (a@) L2
=YY E(X;})” = ndE(X,)* = nd~'E§
i=1j=1
Then
n e ?E(Q\)? =e 2d 'EE 50 asd — o,
and

n~ /2 sup |Q |£>O as n — oo.
1€[0,1]

Finally, the proof is completed by following the similar strategy as in Theorem

9
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Theorem 3.4 (Uniform convergence of the £,-metric of differences). Let p € [1,0). Consider
a random walk with increments given by (I)). Then

sup nil/zHS(LZIBJ —S(LZZJHP—\/t—SGM},/p‘ 20 as n — oo,

0<s<t<1

Proof. Take some m € N. By Theorem [3.1] for every i =0,...,m—1,

_ d . 1
n RSt B VifmoM, .

Moreover, for every integer 0 < i < j < m, by stationarity of the increments of random walks,

we obtain that @ Y
_ ) e

By the union bound, it follows that, for every fixed m € N,

— d d .
max n 1/2||S(anj/m” _S(ani/m” lp =V _l)/mGMll/p‘ 0.

0<i<j<m
If0<s<t<laresuchthats € [i/m,(i+1)/m)andt € [j/m,(j+ 1)/m), then by the triangle
inequality,

n—l/ZHS(IjZBJ _ —1/2||Sd _

|
lns)llp — Ln(j/m)]
<w P sup s sup_ [1S{z2) = Stjsm o

z€[£, 5] z€lL, £
Consider the random variable
d

(d) (d)
S =S .
ie{OT?}Z—l}ZE[S;I,%] I nz] [n(i/m)] Iy

€md = n71/2

To complete the proof, it suffices to show that, for every € > 0,

lim limsupP{e,, ; > €} =0.

m—e L o

By the union bound, it follows that, for every fixed m € N,

P{Sm,d >e} < mP{ sup ||S ||II; > nP/ng}_
t€[0,1]

Since HS | = m —|—Q with T[(nﬂ and Q(LizJ defined by (6)) for p > 1 and by (§) for p =1,

it sufﬁces to show that

lim hmsume{T = nP/%eP 2} =0, (10)

M= 5 seo

and
lim limsupmP{ sup Q E= nP/%eP 2} = 0. (11)

m—oo
n—oo t€0,1]
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For fixed m € N,
n_p/zTL(d/) | LA m_p/chMp as n — oo,

n/m

Hence, (T0) holds for every m > 2%/P6*(M,)?/? /€. By Doob’s inequality,

mP{ sup1 Q(LZZJ > nP/ZgP/z} < mnfp(gp/zrzE(Q(Li)/mJ)z 0,
tel0,,,]

where the last step is implied by (7) for p > 1 and by (9) for p = 1, hence (IT)) holds. O
Proof of Theorem|l.1} By Corollary 7.3.28 of [2], the Gromov-Hausdorff distance between
(n=122,,]|-[1,) and ([0, 1], /]t — s]oM}’?) is bounded by

2 sup|n P sio) = sl — Vi somy 7

0<s<¢<1

The proof is completed by referring to Theorem |3.4 [
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