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functions *
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Abstract

We establish uniform estimates for order statistics: Given a sequence of indepen-
dent identically distributed random variables &1, ..., &, with log-concave distribu-
tion and scalars x1, . .., Ty, for every k < n we provide estimates for E k- min;<;<j, |2;&|
and Ek-maxj<;j<p |2;§| in terms of the value k and the appropriate Orlicz norm
|(1/x1,...,1/zy)| s, associated with the distribution function of the random vari-
able |£1|. For example, if & is the standard N(0,1) Gaussian random variable,

1
then the corresponding Orlicz function is M(s) = \/g Jo € 22 dt. We would like
to emphasize that our estimates do not depend on the length n of the sequence.

1 Introduction

In this paper we establish uniform estimates for order statistics. The k-th order statistic
of a statistical sample of size n is equal to its k-th smallest value, or equivalently its
(n — k + 1)-th largest value. Order statistics are among the most fundamental tools in
non-parametric statistics and inference and consequently there is extensive literature on
order statistics. We only cite [1, 3, 5, 7, 11, 39] and references therein.

Order statistics are more resilient to faulty sensor reading than max, min or average
and thus they find applications when methods are needed to study configurations that
take on a ranked order. To name only a few: Wireless networks, signal processing, image
processing, compressed sensing, data reconstruction, learning theory and data mining. A
sample of works done in this area are [2, 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 17, 31, 33].

Order statistics on random sequences appear naturally in Banach space theory, in com-
putations of various random parameters associated with the geometry of convex bodies
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in high dimensions, in random matrix theory (computing the distribution of eigenvalues),
and in approximation theory (see e.g. [15, 16, 17, 19, 22, 32, 36, 37, 38|). This list of
course does not include the enormous quantity of published works which deal with eval-
uations and applications of maxr and min associated with various random parameters,
e.g., smallest and largest eigenvalues of random matrices, as these are the extreme values
in the scale of order statistics.

For these important special cases of order statistics, the minimum and maximum
value of a sample, very precise estimates were obtained in [18, 20, 21]. The new approach
started there was to give estimates of the minimum and maximum value of the sample

(1) E II11I1 |z;:&|  and Elrgfglhtl&h

1<i<

in terms of Orlicz norms (see the definition below). The expressions for the estimate in
case (1) are relatively simple. For instance, it was shown in [18] that

allzlly < E max [2:§(w)] < caf| 2 u,
1<i<n

and in [20, 21] that
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where ¢q, ¢y, c3, and ¢4 are absolute positive constants and || - || is an Orlicz norm,
depending on the distribution of & only. In fact, in [18] much more general case was
considered (see also [25] and [34]).

Here we study the values

(2) E k- 1121<n |z;:&|  and Ekl—gr?gagc\xi&\,
for general order statistics for i.i.d. (independent identically distributed) random vari-
ables &1, ..., &, and scalars x4, . . ., x,,, where for a given sequence of real numbers aq, ..., a,
we denote the k-th smallest one by k- min;<;<,, a;. In particular, 1- min;<;<,, a; = min;<;<, a;
and n-min;<;<y, a; = Max;<i<, @;. In the same way we denote the k-th biggest number
by k- maxi<ij<, a;. Thus, k- maxi<;<, a; = (n — k + 1)-min;<;<, a;. In fact, in the theory
of order statistics the standard notation for k- min is a.,. In this paper such a notation
could be misleading and we prefer to use k- min.

Now the expressions get more involved than in case (1). In view of possible appli-
cations we strive to keep them as simple as possible — at the expense of the constants
involved. We show that if £ has a log-concave distribution then for 1 < k < n/2

¢1 max | (1)) —j || ey S <E k- 1mm |2:&) < o max | (1)) — || v

1<5< 1<j



and for 1 <k <en
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where N, M are Orlicz functions (see the definitions below) and || - ||y, || - |[a are the

corresponding Orlicz norms. The Orlicz functions N, M are computed in terms of the
distribution function of the random variables under consideration. The constants ¢, ¢y,
Co, c3, ¢4 depend — mildly — on the distribution function of the random variables and
on k (of the order of Ink or 1/Ink), but — and this is the important point — they do
not depend in any way on the number n and on the scalars zy,...,x,. The precise
statements are given in Section 3. We would like to note that Orlicz functions appear
naturally in the connection with log-concave distributions. For example in the important
work of Gluskin and Kwapien [14] Orlicz functions were used to obtain tail and moment
estimates for sums of independent random variables. Recently, Latala [29] proved tail
comparison theorem for log-concave vectors.

In problems where only a small number of random variables is involved, numerical
computations will give sufficient estimates for order statistics. However, in the case when
a large number of random variables is involved, numerical computations may not be
feasible. Our formulae allow easy computations also in that situation.

Finally let us mention that throughout this paper we use the following notation. For
a random variable £ on a probability space (2,2, P) we denote its distribution function
by Gg and 1 — Gg by Fs

Ge(t) =P({£ < t}) and Fe(t) =P ({& > t}).

Acknowledgment. We would like to thank Hermann Konig, Kiel, for discussions.

2 Preliminaries. Orlicz functions and norms.

In this section we recall some facts about Orlicz functions and norms. For more details
and other properties of Orlicz spaces we refer to [26, 30, 35].

A left continuous convex function M : [0,00) — [0, 00] is called Orlicz function or
Young function, if M(0) = 0 and if M is neither the function that is constant 0 nor the
function that takes the value 0 at 0 and is co elsewhere. The corresponding Orlicz norm
on R" is defined by

> M(lzil/p) < 1}.

i=1

(3) e :mf{p >0




Note that the expression for ||- ||, makes also sense if the function M is merely positive
and increasing. Although in that case the expression need not be a norm, we keep the
same notation || - ||a;. We often use formula (3) in a slightly different form, namely

S M mwa}.

i=1

1/ ]y, = sup {p >0

Clearly, M < M implies || - ||as < || - || ;7. Moreover, if M is an Orlicz function and s > 1,
then

(4) sM(t) < M(st)
for every ¢t > 0. In particular, this implies

(5) - Mlsar < 8[| - [[ar-
The dual function M* to an Orlicz function M is defined by

M*(s) = sup (t-s— M(t)).

0<t<oo

For instance, for M(t) = % t9, g > 1, the dual function is M*(t) = q% 7" with %—l— q% = 1.

Let the function p = pys : [0, 00) — [0, 00] be given by

0 t=20
p(t) =4 M'(t) M(t) < oo
oo M(t) = oo,

where M’ is the left hand side derivative of M. Then p is increasing and the left hand
side inverse g of the increasing function p is

q(s) = inf{t € [0,00) | p(t) > s}.
Then .
M*(s) :/0 q(t)dt.

To a given random variable £ we associate an Orlicz function M = M in the following
way:

(6) M(s) = / / el / CERRES

S

The equality here follows by changing the order of integration and the convexity of M
follows by the definition of convexity. We prefer to keep in mind both formulae for M.
Note that equivalently one can write

M(s) = E(sl¢] = 1),

4



where, as usual, h(z) denotes h(x) if h(z) > 0 and 0 otherwise.

We claim that the dual function M* = M is given on [0, [ |¢|dP] by

7) v L 6P ) =P(le] 2 )

and M*(s) = oo for s > [ |¢|dP.
Indeed, by definition

M1(s) = sup(u -5 = M(w) = sup (w-s—/o /i<s |§|dIP’du>

:sup/ (s—/ |§|dIP’> du.
0<w Jo +<lél

If s > [ |£|dP then the supremum is equal to co. Now fix ¢ > 0, set

s= [ el
t<[¢|
and consider the function

ow) = [ ( - / . |s|dP> du.

It is easy to see that ¢ is increasing on [0, 1/t] and decreasing on [1/t, 00). Therefore,

0<w

1/t
M*(s) = sup d(w) = o(1/t) = / /KM €] dP du.

Changing the order of integration we obtain

1/1¢]
M*(s) = du dP = dP = P(I¢] > 1),
(s) /& / ] du /m| B

which proves (7).

In the Gaussian case we have

Py =PUel> ) =2 [ e Tas

and thus
8 M(s) = 2/s/OOwe_u2_20lu0lt: 2/86_#@5.
8) 0=y2 % Vi

b}



This implies that on the interval [0, y/2/7] M* is given by

du.

(s = [ ——
(D
For s > /2/m, M*(s) = oc.

3 The main results

Now we consider certain functions associated with a random variable £ : Q2 — R.
The function F : [0,00) — [0,00) is given by

(9) F(t) = P(|¢] > 1).

We assume that [F is strictly decreasing on [0,00) and F(0) = 1. In particular, F' is
invertible.

The function N : [0,00) — [0, 00) is defined by

1

10 N(t) =In —
(10) () =t 7
and is assumed to be convex. In particular, N is an Orlicz function. For such a function
N and k£ € N we put

2e
11 N;=——N =1,...,k.
( ) J ]{7 o j 4 1 ) J ) 9
Furthermore, let us observe that under assumptions above for all £ > 0 and all s > 1
we have

(12) F(st) < F(t)".

Indeed, by (4) we have sN(t) < N(st), i.e. —sIn F(t) < —In F(st), which is equivalent
to (12).

The following theorem generalizes results from [20, 21], where similar estimates were
obtained for Gaussian distributions. Of course, the Gaussian case is simpler and the
corresponding formulae are less involved. We discuss the details in Remark 1 after the
theorem.

Theorem 1 Let 1 < k < 5 and let &,...,§, be i.i.d. copies of a random wvariable
€ Let F, N and N;, j = 1,...,k, be as specified in (9), (10) and (11). Then for all
O<zy <29<--- <1,

¢; max ||
1<j<k

where ¢ =1 — \/Lz? and Cx = max{N(1),1/N(1)}.
Moreover, the lower estimate does not require the condition “N is an Orlicz function”.

(12 I} < E k- min foii] < 1662 C In(k+ 1) max. || (12, I
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Remark (the Gaussian case). In [20, 21] it was shown that for N(0,1) random
variables g;, 1 =1,...,nand forall 0 < z; < a9 < --- < 1z,

k+1—j
(13) ¢y max -y

. k11—
o m < E k- 1121@1%111 |x7,gz| < 2V 27 hl(]f + 1) max

1<j<k Z?:j 1/x;
where ¢y = (1 - \/%_71') i \/g . In Section 6 we show that the Gaussian distribution satisfies

the conditions of Theorem 1. Thus the estimate (13) can be obtained from Theorem 1
(with different absolute constants).

Our second theorem provides bounds for expectations of k-max. As in Theorem 1 we
assume that F is strictly decreasing, F'(0) = 1, and that N = —In F' is a convex function,
where F'is given by (9). Note that such a function F' satisfies

(14) /ml| 1P < (1 ; ﬁ) LF()

for all positive . We verify this. Since F' = e~ and N is convex

/ &4|dP = ¢ - F(t) +/ F(s)ds =t- F(t) +/ N ) g
t<|&1| t ‘

Using (4), we have N(s) > ZN(t) for s > t. Therefore

/ mupfgtjww+/’efN@%
t

eNO — gL Pty 4 —

< T,-F(t)+ W

N (1),

which implies (14).
Theorem 2 Let &,...,&, be i.i.d. copies of a random variable &. Let F', M, and N

be as specified in (9), (6), and (10). Let 1 < k < n and ky = [4g€(_1)1)]. Assume that
k+ ko <n. Then for allz; > x9>--->x, >0

: ( I+ (14 ) ||<xk+ko,...,xn>r|M>

0<¢<ko—1

ke
Jmax || (1/z5); 5y

< Ek-max |z;§| < ¢ (C’N In(k+1) .

1<i<n }31]\7 + ||(xk+koa .- 7$n)||M) s

2e_
£+

where Cy = max{N(1),1/N(1)}, and c is an absolute positive constant.



Remark. The case k = 1 was obtained in [18] (see also Lemma 11 below): Let

M(s):/O /M&\gl\dm:[% (sl¢] — 1) dP.

S

Then, for all x € R™ one has
cal|zl|ar S/ max |2;&;(w)|dP(w) < col||a,
Q 1<i<n

In particular, in the Gaussian case (8),
M(s) = %/ "m0 dt.
0

4 k-min

We need the following two simple lemmas. Similar lemmas were used in [20, 21]. For the
sake of completeness we provide the proofs.

Lemma 3 Let 0 < 2y < 29 < ... < x,. Let &, ..., &, be i. d. random variables. Let
F(t) =P{|&]| >t} and G(t) =1 — F(t). Then

P {@ignn |2:6i| < t} < Zl G (t)z;) .

Moreover, if the &;’s are independent then for every t > 0

IP{ min |26 > t} - E[lF (t/z:) .

1<i<n

Proof. Denote Ay(t) = {w | |rp&e(w)| >t} = {w | [&(w)| > t/zx} and

A(t) = {w | min |z (w)| > t} = (M) Au()-

k<n
Then . .
P(A®#) > 1= P(A(1)) =1-)>  G(t/z),
k=1 k=1
which proves the first estimate. The second estimate is trivial. O

For the second lemma we need the following Proposition, proved in [20].



Proposition 4 Let1 < k <n. Leta;, i =1,...,n be nonnegative real numbers. Assume

6 n
0<a::E;ai<1.

Then

—a
=k AC{12 44444 n} i€ A

Lemma 5 Let 1 <k <n. Let 0 < x; <29 < ... <, and &y,...,&, be i.i.d. random
variables. Let G(t) = P{|&1| <t} and

:% DG (/).

Assume that t is such that 0 < a < 1. Then

. 1 a”
(15) P {k_lrélilgnn‘xi&‘ < t} < o ia

Remark. Note that if G is continuous and G(s) = 0 if and only if s = 0 then the
condition on ¢ in Lemma 5 above corresponds to the condition

0<t<|[(1/a:)iqllm,

where H = %G.

Proof of Lemma 5. We have

kmmmansﬁ

1<i<

t
wﬂwwﬁzkﬁﬂﬂﬁ—}

LIZ‘Z‘j

wlVi € A l6Ww)| < %andw ¢ A |G(w)] > xi}

i

t
xl '
t
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I
—
=
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I=k Ac{1,...n} 4€A
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Ac{y,..., n} €A
[Al=l

k- min \xi&(wﬂgt} < zn: > HIP{
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Proposition 4 implies the desired result. O

Lemma 6 Let H : R — R be an Orlicz function. For every k with 1 < k < n and
every 0 < x1 < xg < --- < x, there is a partition of nonempty sets Ay, ..., Ay of the set

{17 ce ey n} SUCh ]tha/]t

().
ZT; i=j

We want to emphasize that it is important that the partition consists of exactly
k sets. Our proof shows that the partition can be taken as intervals, that is A; =
{n; +1,...,n;41} for an increasing sequence 0 =ng < ny < ... < ny = n.
Proof. We may assume that H(1) = 1. Indeed, as H is convex and as H(0) = 0,
H(s) < 7H(t) for all 0 < s < t. Thus if H(1) <1, then

HWO) s < lylla <yl =

H(1) H(1)

1

(16) min

1<j<k

<4max{H(1),1/H(1)} min

1<j<k

H H
—J

for every y € R™. Similarly, if H(1)

>
Iyl o <Ilylla < H)yll s .

H(1) H(1)

We consider three cases.
Case 1:

(17) §ISEH<%)11

Note that H(1) = 1 implies t = ||(¢,0,...,0)| gz for every ¢ > 0, in particular 1/z; =
1(1/21,0,...,0)[|z. We put np = 0 and after having chosen ng,...,n, < n we define
ner1 < n to be the largest integer such that

3 1 (€3]
- <l =
Li/ imngt1|| g 2\ /iy

Bg:{m_l—l—l,...,n@}, gzl,,L

These sets are basically the partition we are looking for, except for a slight change that
is necessary in order to get exactly k sets.

We verify first that such a partition exists. For this we have to show that each B,
contains at least one element, i.e. By # (). In other words, we show that 0 = ng < n; <
... <np =n. Indeed, if n;_; <n, then ny_; + 1 € B, because

EH(E) > L, ! —H(ano, L00)
AI\Ti ) iy

- 9
I T Tnp_1+1 Tnp_1+1

H

(18)

H

We define

H

10



In the last equality we used again that H(1) = 1. Thus By # () and n;, = n which means
that the partition is well defined.
We show now that L > k. By (18) for every ¢ € (0,1) and for ¢ = 0,...,L — 1 we

have 1
Me+1 n —
1 1
3 H((2—5)'(—) —)gl,
i=ng+1 Ti/ =1l Ti

G,

iH((Q—e) %)SL.

G, =216

This implies L > k and below we use that the inequality is strict.
We claim that for all £ =1, ...,k one has

®).] =

which implies

Therefore

H
E

H %
Suppose that there is ¢ with 1 < ¢ < k such that
1 1 1\"
@ (). <3l
Li/ ieBy|| 5 4\ /iy "

Since L > k > ¢ we have ny+1 < n. ||-||g is a norm. Therefore, by the triangle inequality

and since H(1) =1,
1 1 1
<= +(0,....0, =I(=
Li/ ieB|| Tne+1 /) |lg i/ ieB,

( ’i_—n[ ]+1

By (17) and (20)
This contradicts the definition of n,.
Now we define the partition Aq,..., Ax. We put Ay = B, for 1 </ <k —1 and

L
Ak = U Bg.
l=k

1

:Eng-i-l

H H

H
H &

11



Then, by (19),

min || — < —
1<j<k X i=j H Ti) 1l
E=FT F
. 1 . 1
21) = dmn\s =428\ % |
<t<k || \%i ) iep, ||, <ER|I\Ti ) sea, ||,
which proves (16).
Case 2:
1 1 1\" 1 1 1\"
— > = H (—) and for all j <k one has — > - (—)
X1 4 Ti) ;- % 4 i=j . H
F1-5

We choose A; = {j} for j=1,...,k—1and Ay = {k,...,n}. Then for every j <k

1 n
Z; i=j

1
> >
xj

H

1
4

H i i€EA; H

F+1—j

which proves (16).
Case 3:

1 1\" 1 1 1\"
- <—) and there exists 7 < k such that — < - <—)
4 Z; =112 Lj 4 Ti =7 H
k E+1—j
Let m be the smallest integer such that m > 1 and
22
2 el (M|
For 1 < ¢ < m we choose Ay = {¢}. Then
()., =),
_ = — > — _
Ti/ iea, H e 4 Ti/ = k+}1[4
and therefore
: 1\" _ 1
min — <4 min —
1<j<m ZT; i=j H 1<j<m Z; i€A; "
k—j+1
Now we consider the sequence 0 < x,, < 211 < --- < x,, and proceed as in Case 1.

The assumption of Case 1 is fulfilled by (22). The procedure of Case 1 gives a partition
Ap,y .. A of {m, ... n} satisfying (21)
H ( : ) n
Z i
Ti) ,—
H =m

< ) 642
12

4 min
m<t<k

H
k+1—



This completes the proof.

Lemma 7 Letp > 0,1 < k < n, nd0<x1<x2§ <z, Let &, ..., &, be i.id.
random variables, F(t) = P ({|&| > t}), N(t) = In == F(t and N; = ]+1N j=1,.
Then
(1= ) max (/e 1) < Ekminicic, |l
Proof. Let ¢ = (1 — —) . It is enough to show that for every k < n

1/p
23) I/ I < (B i I

Indeed, assume that (23) is true. Fix j < k. Since

- mi P> _ - mi <[P
E k- min |2:6|" 2 B (k=5 +1)- min |2:&[",

(23) implies
1/p )
- min |z.&|P A
(B0 in o) 2l (1/m), 5
forall 1 <j <k.
Now we show estimate (23). Fix ¢ > 0 small enough and put
A=l(1/z)il Iy — e
We use that 1 — ¢ < —Int for ¢ > 0 and that N; = %N = % ln% and we obtain

n

Z G(Afe)=¢ S (1 F(A)x:))

i=1

Zln ZNl Alxz;) <1/2.

IS
Il
o

<

o

Applying Lemma 5, we get

1 af 1
P < k- min |z;&|° > AP >1 - —,
{ I<i< ”‘ & } Vork 1—a V2

as a < 1/2. This implies
_ i £.|P p o mi £.|P p _ 1 p
E k- min |e,6f" > A IP’{k min [z > A } > (1 m) AP,

Sending ¢ to 0 we obtain the desired result.

13
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Lemma 8 Letp >0 and 0 < 1 < 29 < ... <z, be real numbers. Let &, ...,&, be i.1.d.
random variables. Let F'(t) = P(|&1| > t) be strictly decreasing and N = —In F' be an
Orlicz function. Then

(-)|(5).

Remark 1. If N is an Orlicz function then by (5)

2e) 71 IV < M- llaen-

Remark 2. The left hand side inequality does not require the condition “N is an Orlicz
function.”

-p

-p 1 n
<E min |[z;&P < (1+T(1+p)) H(—)
2eN 1=s<n Li/) =1

N

Proof. The left hand inequality follows from Lemma 7.
To prove the right hand side inequality we choose

2=1G).

iln (1/F (tl/p/xi)) > 1.

By (12) for all t > ¢, and all z;

—-p

N
Then for all t > ¢,

t/to)rln — 0 <ln— .
) F(t? ;) E(tr /x;)

By Lemma 3,

P{lrgun |z &P > t} = leF (t%/x,) = exp Zln (

and thus for all ¢t > ¢,

P{lglln |z &P > t} <exp | —(t/tg)» Zln < exp <_ <%)5> :
)

tp/x,>

Therefore
E 1:211151 |z [P :/0 P{lrénn |z:&| > t" }dt

to 1 o0
:/ IP{ min |z;&;]| >tp}dt+/ IP{ min |z:&] > t" }dt
0 1<i<n " 1<i<
<ty +/ exp (— (—) ) dt.
to t(]

14



We substitute t = tys?, then

E min |z;&]P <ty + top/ sP7le™5ds <ty (1 + pL(p)),
1

1<i<n

which completes the proof. O

Lemma 9 Let 1 <k <nand0 < x; < a9 < ... <w,. Let&,..., & be iid. random
variables. Let F(t) = P(|&1] > t) be strictly decreasing, and let N = —In F be an Orlicz
function. Let M; = N/(k—j+1),j=1,...,k. Then

E k- 1r£11n |z:&| < 8eln(k+1) Cn max I (1/2i)i—; ||]T/[1J

where Cy = max{N(1),1/N(1)}.

Proof. The case k = 1 follows form Lemma &. We assume k > 2.
Let Ay, ... Ax be the partition of {1...n} given by Lemma 6. Then for all ¢ > 1

1
q)Q

1

q)q

q % k
1) - (Sefugiee
-1

(=)
Li iI€A;

-1

mln x
1<i<n 1< <k i€A; | i&il

%

By Lemma 8 the latter expression is less than

(G,

Jj=1 N

k
E k- min |z;§] < E max min |z;§| < E (Z

min |x;&;
'GA]‘ | 7,52

Q=

(1+T(1+4q))

1<5<k

).

-1

q\ 4«
) < 2¢kY? max

N
The choice ¢ = In(k + 1) gives

E k- mln |[L’Z€Z| <2eln(k+1) max
<<

).
ZT; =5

N
By Lemma 6 this expression is smaller than

8e Oy max

1<j<k
M;
O
Proof of Theorem 1. The lower estimate follows from Lemma 7. Since, by (5),
I 1l < 2ell - NIy,
the upper estimate follows by Lemma 9. O
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5 k-max

In this section we prove Theorem 2. We require a result from [18]. Let f be a random
variable with continuous distribution and such that E|f| < co. Let t, = t,(f) = 0,
to =to(f) =o00,and for j=1,...,n—1

(24) = 4,(0) = sup {t | B{u] [fw)] > 1} 2 £}

Since f has the continuous distribution, we have for every j > 1
Plw| [f(w)] >t} = L.

For j =1,...,n define the sets

(25) Q= (f) = fwl t; < |f)] < 1}

For all j =1,...,n we have

Q) = {wl t; < |f(W)] <t} ={wl t; <[FF\A{wl 1 < |f(W)]}-

Therefore

P(Q)=1-17=1
For j=1,...,nlet
(26) b=l = [ @)
Then .
Zyj:E|f| and t; <ny; <tj_; forall j=1,...,n.
j=1

In [18], Corollary 2 we proved the following statement.

Lemma 10 Let fi,..., f, be i.i.d. random variables such that [ |fi(w)|dP(w) = 1. Let
M be an Orlicz function such that for all k =1,...,n

k
(L) -4
j=1
Then, for all x € R™
crl|z][m S/ max |z; f;(w)|dP(w) < cof|z|[a,
Q 1<i<n
where ¢y and co are absolute positive constants.

16



This can be reformulated in the following way.

Lemma 11 Let &, ..., &, be i.i.d. random variables such that [ |§(w)|dP(w) = 1. Let

M be the Orlicz functzon such that for all s > 0

/ / IR = /m (slé| - 1) dp

Then, for all x € R™
|zl S/ max |7;§;(w)|dP(w) < cof|z|ar,
Q 1<i<n
where ¢ and ¢y are absolute positive constants.

Proof. By definition

tx<&1

> ui= / 6.(w)] dP(w)

and
P{w | te <&(w)}) =

Therefore the Orlicz function M* defined by

k
-

o ( /@& |€1<w)|dp(w)) = P{ult < J&1(w)]}

satisfies the condition of Lemma 10. It is left to observe that the dual function to M* is

/ / » &, |dIPdL.

This has been verified in Section 2 (see formulae (6) and (7)).

For the next lemma we need the following simple claim.
Claim 12 Let (z;)", be a sequence. Then for every j < n —k one has

k-max |z;| < j-min |z;| + max |z

1<i<n 1<i<k+j—1 k+j<i<n
Proof. If the numbers |z, ..., |rk4;—1| contain the k biggest of the numbers |z4], . ..
then
jmin |z;| = k-max |x;| = k—max |z;].
1<i<k+j—1 1<i<k+j—-1

17
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On the other hand, if the numbers |z1|,...,|zk+;—1| do not contain the k biggest of the
numbers |z1], ..., |z,|, then at least one of those is contained in the numbers |z, . . ., |z,
and therefore

max |z;| > k—maX|:L’,|
k+j5<i<n <

Lemma 13 Let x; > x9 > -+ > x, > 0. Let &,...,&, be i.i.d. random variables and
F(t) =P {|&]| > t}). Suppose that F is strictly decreasing and N = —In F' is an Orlicz
function. Assume that M is the Orlicz function such that for all s > 0

:// €| dPdt.
0 Ji<p

k-+e '
Ekl—glgx |z:&i] < cl<rjn1n {C’N In(k + 1) OSI?SaX (1)) | e e + (T, - - - ,xn)||M},

Then we have

where ¢ is an absolute constant and Cy = max{N(1),1/N(1)}.

Proof. Claim 12 implies

Ek—max|a:z&|< min (E jmin  |z;&| + E max |x,§z|>.

1<]<’n k 1S2Sk+.7 1 + <
Applying Theorem 1 to the sequence xp4j_1 < Tg4j_2 < --- < x4, we observe that

E jmin |z;&] < 16e2CyIn(k 4 1) max | (1)) f||
1<i<k+j—1 <<

This is the same as

E i-mji £ < 16e2Cy 1 1 1/a;)ete
1§lgrkni?_1|x’&|— 6e"Cy In(k + )Ogggx (1) ||t B

On the other hand, Lemma 11 implies

<
Ek_glgfi |$z€z| c ||(Ik+]a"'axn)||M7
where ¢ is an absolute constant. This completes the proof. O
Lemma 14 Let x1 > x9 > -+ > x, > 0. Let &,...,&, be i.i.d. random variables and
F(t) =P(|&] > t). Fork>1 let
F(1/t)
Npg(t) = ————.

18



Then

1
Ek—max|xlfz|>max{§ (ks oy 20| Npy,  max E  f-min |:L',€Z|}

1<6< 1<t<n—k 1<i<k+0—1

In particular, if N(t) = In ﬁ, then

1 fet0—
— > _ L —Jj
Eklgix\xlgl\ max{2 [(@hs s )| Ny (1 W) 1<r§1<arf< i 1n<1§12<£ | (1) H

Proof. First we show

1
_ Ll > 2
Eklgrglgdxzéﬂ >

> s )l

We have
{e

Since 1 > x9 > -+ >z, > 0 and |A°| > n — k + 1, we observe

IP’{wkl—gLagdxif, |<t} ZZHF()H(I—F(%)).

J=0 |A|l=j i€A i=k
Now we apply the Hardy-Littlewood-Polya inequality ([23]), which states that for non-
negative numbers ay, ..., a,, one has

S5 ()

Ac{l,..m} i€A

|Al=3
This implies

k—1 n J n
el <=5 (0 () IO+ ()
== =0 i=1 i i—k :

SmceF( )<1and1—x<e ¥ for x > 0, one has

lofrmainctan e} < S (ke Sr (D)) e (30 (L))

=0 i=k
Let

k-max |z:6(w)] St} SEAZWGHAF< )g<1—F($i))

)



Then

o
—_

| —

((a+1)(k = 1))

it

k-max |2;&;(w)] < t} < emolk=D)

1<i<n 1

Il
o
.

J
k-1

1
< e—a(k—l)(l + a)k—l Z _' (]{3 _

J
< e M D(1 4 a)fleks
=exp((k—1)(—a+1+In(l+a))).
Now put
to:= ||k, .- 2n)||Npy > 0.
If to = 0 we are done. If 5 > 0 then for every 0 < e < tg

n

Q(to—f):ﬁ ZF(togg) > 4.
—k ?

Since k > 1, this implies
P {w

Ek-max |z;&| > (tg — €) IP’{

1<i<n

1{1—<I£1<35{‘5L’Z£Z(w)| <ty— 5} <exp((k—1)(—=3+1nb)) <1/2.

Thus
t() — &
7

k—max|x251( )| >t — 6} >

1<i<n

Letting € tend to 0 we obtain the first part of the desired estimate.
Now we show the second part of the estimate. We observe that for all [ <n —k +1

(-min  |z;&(w)] = k-max |x;&(w)).

1<i<k+0—1 1<i<k-+l—1

This implies

Ek—max|x251|> max E /l-min |x;§)|.
1<i<n 1<0<n—k4+1  1<i<kti—1

Finally, the “In particular” part of Lemma 14 follows from Lemma 7. Note that in
Lemma 7 the sequence z is in increasing order while in Lemma 14 it is in decreasing
order. O

In the next lemma we provide a lower estimate on || - ||, appearing in Lemma 14.

Lemma 15 Let 1 <k <n. Leté&,...,& be symmetric i.i.d. random variables with
[1&(w)|dP(w) = 1. Let F(t) = P(|&] > t) be a strictly decreasing function such that
N = —InF is an Orlicz function. Let M be the Orlicz function defined by

/ / » &, |dIPdL.

20
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Let

Npi(t) =

Let ky = [4$f(_1)1)] and assume that k + ko < n. Then for all xy > --- > x, >0

kst ol < (1 ZEEN) Yol

Remark. The condition N = —InF' is an Orlicz function in this Lemma can be
substituted with the condition there is a constant ca > 1 such that for all s € (0,1/co]
and t € (0,1/(4c3)]

(27) F7Y8)F7Ht) > F(cyst)

and such that for all t > F~'() we have

(28) /t<|£ 1614 < et (D).

Then the conclusion will be

||(xk+k07 SR xn)HM < F_l (Oé) H(xkv s 7xn)||NF,k7
where a = 1/(4c3(k — 1)).

Proof. Since both functions || - ||y and || - [|x,, are homogeneous, we may assume
that ||(Zk4ke,---»Zn)|lmr = 1. Thus, without loss of generality, we can assume that
> ik M(x;) = 1 (otherwise we pass from the sequence {z;}; to {z;/(1 4 ¢)}; for an
suitably small € > 0).
We put
_ In(8(k — 1))
A=r"" =14+ —— "
Note that by (4), N(A) > AN(1) > 1In8 > 2.

Case 1: xj g, > 1/A. Then zp > Tp1 > ... > Tpap, > 1/A.

Since F is a decreasing function, 1/F ™ is increasing and

k‘-i—k‘o

Z F((z;4)7") > Z F((z:A)7") > (ko + 1)F(1) > 4(k — 1).

This means that

Case 2: xj4k, < 1/A. Then 1/A > xpipy > ... > Ty
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Since | Lo |€1|dP is an increasing function of ¢, we observe

M) = [ lelrarss [ jala
0 Ji<lél 1<lé|

S

By (14), applied with ¢ = 1/s, we obtain that for all positive s

/1/sg|§1| Gl < (1 - m) % F(1/s).

Recall that N is increasing and N(A) > 2. Thus for all s < 1/A we have

M(s) <s ﬁ<|§ ‘ |&1]dP <2 F(1/s).

s =

By the condition of Case 2, x; < 1/A for i > k + ko. This implies

(29) 1= i M(z;) <2 i F(xl)

i=k+kg i=k-+ko

Now, by (4), we have N(y) > SN(y/f3) for every y > 0 and § > 1. Since N = —In F,
we observe

F(y) < F(y/)’
for every y > 0 and S > 1. Since F' is decreasing, it implies

F(y) < F(y/p) F(1)°!

for every y > 5 > 1. Applying the last inequality with y = 1/x; and 5 = A, we obtain
for every i > k + kg
F(1/z:) < F(1/(Az;)) P14,

By (29),
ZZ:;F(l/(Aa:i)) > F(ll)A_l i:%;koF(l/xi) > ﬁ.
Now, by the choice of A, 8 )
In(8(k — 1

A= hEm)

and hence )
A-1

2F(1) 4k —-1)

Thus,
= 1
> F(1/(42) > s,



which implies
(ks - )Ny > 1/A.
It completes the proof. -

Now we prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let ky = [%} First we show the right hand side inequality.
With j = kp in Lemma 13

Ek—max\xlgl\<c min {C’Nln(k+1)0<nl}<ax | (1))

i PN [CHERRREN] Y

To show the left hand side inequality we apply Lemma 14 with [ = k:

1

. > - - L) Ftko=j —1 :
Bl 2 max {5 ool (1= ) gm0/
By Lemma 15 we have for all z with 1 > --- >, >0

||(xk+k07"'7xn>“M <A H(Ik7"'7x”)HNF,k7

where A =1+ In@B*=1) ~Thyg

N(1)
Blemaxlag > 1p owmeoonlar o+ (1= ) max (/w0 |
1<i<n A - 4A 0 sy 4n 2 \/ﬁ 1<j<ko 7 ]+1N
— 1 1 1 k+2
= o @i a5 (1= 72) | max L@/ 5
([

6 The Gaussian case

In this section we verify that Gaussian N (0, 1)-variables satisfy the hypotheses of The-
orems 1 and 2. Hence in this section we consider only standard Gaussian variables and
we denote them by &. Accordingly,

PO =Pl >0) =2 [ %

fort > 0and N = ln% = —In F'. We check the properties of the functions F' and N in
several claims.
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Claim 16 For everyt >0 and A > 0

(30) F(t)= \/g/too e‘gds <4/2 % exp <_§)
and
(31) V2 A e (= 6+ A2 /2) < F@).

In particular, for A =1/t

(32) 2 é exp (— (* 4+ 1/t%) /2) < F(t).

Proof. Both estimates follow immediately by integration. Indeed, the upper estimate

follows from
o 52 o0 52 t2
t/ e 2ds S/ se”zds=e" 2,
¢ ¢

while the lower estimate follows from

00 5 t+A 2
/ e_zdsZ/ e 2ds> Aexp (— (t+A)2/2).
t t

Claim 17 N s an Orlicz function.

Proof. N is an increasing function on [0, 00) such that N(¢) = 0 if and only if ¢ = 0.
We have to show that N is convex. To do so, we show that N”(t) > 0 for ¢ > 0.

_i2 ! _2 oo —ﬁd —t2 e‘é (e_%—tfooe_%ds)

v (Y et t

— — =
ft e~ 2ds

(ftoo e‘szzds)2 <f:oe_s22ds>2

which is non-negative by (30). 0

Y

Claim 17 shows that F' and N satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 1 and 2. Next we
estimate the Orlicz norm N;.

Claim 18 Let N = —InF,

H@%:{t for 0<t<1

t2 for t>1.
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Then H is an Orlicz function and for every t > 0
(2me)™? H(t) < N(t) < 4.5 H(t).

In particular, if k <n and N;, j <k, as in (11) then for everyt >0

2e 1 9e
— — H(t) < N;(t) < — H(t).
Vr k—j+1 (t) < ’()—k—j+1 ®)

Proof. Clearly, H is an Orlicz function.
For every 0 <t < y/7/8 we have

1 b
§§1—\/gt§F(t):1—\/%/ e zds<1—y/2t
0

Since (x —1)/2 <Ilnx <z —1 on [1,2], we observe for 0 <t < \/7/8

—_
3
~

1 1
Nt)y=ln—=< - 1< — o — 1< F T < /8¢
F(t) — F(t) 1-./2¢ 1— /24

and

1 1 1 1 t
N(t)zln—2—<——1 > ——— 1| > .
F(t) — 2 \F() ) 2\1- /2 V2em
This shows the desired result for 0 <t < /7/8.

Consider now the function f(t) = N(t) —t?/2 and observe that f(0) = 0. By (30) we

have f’(t) > 0 for t > 0. Thus, for every ¢ > 0 one has N(t) > 2/2.
Finally, applying (31) with A = \/7/2, we have for ¢t > /m/8 (then t + A < 3t) that

1
t

F(t) > exp (—9¢%/2) .

This implies t?/2 < N(t) < 9t?/2 for t > /7 /8. In particular, H/v/2me < N < 9H/2.
O
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