1304.4609v5 [math.PR] 29 Oct 2015

arXiv

The Annals of Probability

2015, Vol. 43, No. 5, 2511-2544

DOI: 10.1214/14-A0P942

© Institute of Mathematical Statistics, 2015

EXACT ROSENTHAL-TYPE BOUNDS
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Michigan Technological University

It is shown that, for any given p > 5, A >0 and B > 0, the exact
upper bound on E|Y" X;|P over all independent zero-mean random
variables (r.v.’s) X1,..., X, such that S EX? = B and S_E|X;[" = A
equals ¢’E[IL, — A|?, where (), c) € (0,00)? is the unique solution to
the system of equations ¢’PA = A and ¢*\ = B, and II, is a Poisson r.v.
with mean A. In fact, a more general result is obtained, as well as other
related ones. As a tool used in the proof, a calculus of variations of
moments of infinitely divisible distributions with respect to variations
of the Lévy characteristics is developed.

1. Introduction, summary, and discussion. Let 2" denote the class of all

finite sequences X = (Xy,...,X,) of independent zero-mean random vari-
ables (r.v.’s). For any X = (X1,...,X,) € 2, let

(1) Sx =X+ +X,.

Take any real number

(2) p>2

and any positive real numbers A and B. Consider

n n
(3) Zpap={X=(X1,....X,)€2:) EX?=B) E|X;f=A},
1 1

(4) Zypca<p={X=(X1,....X,)€2:) EX]<B)Y E[X;F<Aj},
1 1

(5) Epsa,B :=sup{E|Sx|[": X € 24,8},
(6)  &p<a,<p=sup{E|Sx[":X € Zp<a,<n}-
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2 I. PINELIS

Rosenthal’s upper bound (Theorem 3 in [30]) can be presented by the
inequality

(7) Epa,B < Cp max(A, BP/?),

with C, := (p/2)P/220+P*/4 In particular, this implies that &4 5 < co. For
some of the subsequent developments, see, for example, Sections 4 and 5 in
[11], [8, 12] and references therein.

PROPOSITION 1.1.  One has @ # Zp.a.B C Zp.<a,<B- Moreover, one has
the homogeneity property &,..pa 25 = KPép.a.p for all real k> 0. Further-
more, &p:.A B 15 nondecreasing in A and in B and hence

(8) @@p;SA,SB = gp;A,B-

All the necessary proofs are deferred to Sections 2 and 3. In particular,
Proposition 1.1 will be proved in Section 3.

Using Proposition 1.1, one can easily see (cf. [8]) that the problem of
finding a good expression of &),,4 g is equivalent to that of finding, for an
arbitrary balancing parameter v € (0,00), a good expression of the best
constant (), in the Rosenthal-type inequality

() piaB < Cpymax(yA, BP/?);
cf. (7). Indeed, one has:

PROPOSITION 1.2, Cpuy = &1 /1 and Epap = BP?Clpoz ).

The idea of balancing the contributions of the terms A and BP/? in the
Rosenthal-type bounds, depending on the relative sizes of these terms, goes
back at least to the Corollary in [26]; see also Sections 4 and 5, Remark 6.8,
and Theorem 8.3 in [11], Proposition 9.2 in [19], Corollaries 3.1, 3.2 in [23],
and Corollaries 2, 3, 4 in [20].

For any real A > 0, let II, denote a r.v. with the Poisson distribution with
mean A, and then introduce the corresponding centered r.v.

Oy =10, — \.
Using Theorem 4 by Utev [32], Bestsennaya and Utev [1] showed that
(10) Epap=cPE[\[P  ifp=4,6,...,

where

Br/2\ 2/(-2) AN\ V-2
(11) )\ = )\p(A,B) = < > and C .= CP(A7B) = <—> ,

A B
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so that the pair (A, c) € (0,00)? is the unique solution to the system of
equations

AN=B and P\=A.

Obviously, if p is an even natural number, then the absolute pth moment
E|X|P of a r.v. X is the same as its pth moment EXP?. This fact allows the
proof in [1] to be based on the well-known representation of moments in
terms of cumulants and the log-convexity of [, |z["G(dz) in r >0, for any
nonnegative measure G.

Under the additional restriction that the X;’s be symmetric(ally dis-
tributed), exact Rosenthal-type bounds were obtained in [4, 7, 8, 32]. In
particular, it was shown by Utev [32] that

12) s ESxP= _sup  E|Sx=E[lTy - IT )"
XEZp;<a,<B; XEXp;a,B,
X is symmetric X is symmetric

if p >4, where A and c are as in (11), and II§ /2 is an independent copy of
Iy /2.

Take any
(13) q€(2,p]
and then take any r.v. X such that
(14) E|X|? < 0.
Consider

Ipx.ap:={X € Zp.ap:X is independent of X},
(15)
Ipx.<a<p:={X € Zp<a<p:X is independent of X}.

The main result of the present paper is:

THEOREM 1.3. Suppose that p>q>5 and EX =0. Then
sup EIX +5x|?= sup E[X+ Sx|?
(16) XEXp;X;<A,<B XeZp;x:A,B
— max(E|X + ¢, |9, E|X — cITy]9),

where X\ and ¢ are as in (11), and the r.v. IT, is independent of X.
In the special case when X =0 and ¢ = p, Theorem 1.3 yields

Epap=Ep<a<p=CE[IL[P  if p>5;
cf. (10).
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Allowing ¢ in Theorem 1.3 to differ from p not only provides a more
general result, but also helps with the proof. Indeed, Theorem 1.3 will be
first proved in the case when p > ¢ > 5 [see (114)], and then the proof will
be completed by limit transitions in ¢ and in p.

REMARK 1.4. It is of substantial interest to obtain exact Rosenthal-type
inequalities for moment functions more general than the function |- [P used
in Theorem 1.3; cf., for example, [3, 4]. In fact, one can indeed easily extend
the result of Theorem 1.3 to the class of all moment functions of the form

T — / (a+ ) vi(dr x da)
[5,p] x[0,00)
(17)
+ / (@ — ) vo(dr x da),
[5,p]x[0,00)

where v and v are any nonnegative Borel measures on the set [5,p] x
[0,00) such that the resulting moment function is real-valued; of course, the
moment function z — |z[P(=z% + (—x)%) is just one member of this class;
as usual, we let x1 :=0Vx and 2/, := (x4)" for all real x and all real > 0.
To see why this extension of Theorem 1.3 is valid, one needs to look at the
place in the proof of the theorem that imposes the narrowest restriction on
the moment function—which is the condition that the difference h”(uas) —
uP~*h" (as), considered in (72), be strictly positive for all u, «, and s in
(0,1). The class of functions given by (17) may be compared with classes of

moment functions considered, for example, in [10, 13, 15].

In what follows, to avoid repetitiveness, it is assumed that the different
instances of

all r.v.’s entering the same expression are independent.

Thus, conditions such as that of the independence of the r.v.’s I, and X in
Theorem 1.3 may not be explicitly stated in the sequel.
Theorem 1.3 is complemented by:

THEOREM 1.5. Suppose that p € (2,3] and E|X|P < co (the condition
EX =0 is not needed here). Then

sup EIX+ Sx[P= sup E|X+Sx/F
XE2p;x;<A4,<B XELpx:A,B
(18)
= A+E|X + B2z

Here and in what follows, Z ~ N(0,1), unless specified otherwise.
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Theorem 1.5 is based on a result by Tyurin [31]. In the case p = 3, impor-
tant for applications to Berry—Esseen bounds, a certain refinement of (18)
was obtained in Corollary 2 from [22], based on the main result in the paper
[16], a shorter version of which appeared in [24].

One has the following interpretation of the last expression in (18), in
terms of centered Poisson r.v.’s ﬁAl and ﬁAQ (such that the r.v.’s X, ﬁ)\l,
and 1Ty, are independent).

PROPOSITION 1.6.  Suppose that p € (2,3] and E|X|P < co. Then
A+E|X + BY2z)P

(19) = lim(E|X + c11Ty, + coII, P

(c1,¢2, A1, A2) € Qp;a,B,c1 — 0, |ca| = 00),
where
(20) Qpia, i={(c1,¢2, A1, A2) €R? x (0,00):

AN+ BAo =B, |c1|PAL 4 |e2|Pro = A}

Proposition 1.6 will be useful in the proof of Theorem 1.5.
Now one can present a unified form of the exact upper bounds in (16)
and (18):

COROLLARY 1.7.  Suppose that p € (2,3] U [5,00) and E|X|P < oo. For
p € [5,00), also suppose that EX =0. Then

sup E|X + Sx|P
Xe2p;x;<a,<B

(21) = sup E|X+ Sx/|?
XG%.p;x;A,B

=sup{E| X + 611:[)\1 + CQﬁ)Q‘p: (c1,¢2,M1,A2) € Qp:a,B}-

By Theorem 1.5 and Proposition 1.6, for p € (2, 3] the last supremum in
(21) is “attained in the limit” as ¢; — 0 and |c2| — oo, whereas, by Theo-
rem 1.3, for p > 5 the same supremum is (actually) attained at (c1,c2, A1, A2) =
(¢,0,A,0) or at (¢1,c2,A1,A2) = (—¢,0,),0), where A and ¢ are as in (11).

The cases p € (3,4) and p € (4,5) remain open. Certain considerations
suggest that Theorem 1.5 should hold for p € (3,4) as well, whereas Theo-
rem 1.3 should hold for p € (4,5)—at least when ¢ =p. For ¢ =p=4, it is
easy to see that the “answers” in (16) and (18) coincide with each other:

E|X + oI, |* = E|X — cIl\|* = A + E| X + BY?Z|*.
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This situation may be compared with the one concerning the exact
Khinchin-type upper bound. There the summands are weighted independent
Rademacher r.v.’s Xy = ajeq,..., X, = ape,, where P(g; = +£1) =1/2, and
the weights a1, ..., a, are real numbers subject to the restriction >} a? =1.
Since these summands have each a simplest symmetric distribution, and
there is only one restriction here on the sum of the moments, > EX? =
ST a?, it appears that the problem of the exact Khinchin-type upper bound
is significantly simpler than its Rosenthal-type counterpart. Indeed, in 1960
Whittle [33] gave a very simple proof of the exact Khinchin-type upper
bound, E|ZP, for the case p > 3. The proof in [33] was based on the fact
that, again for p > 3, the second derivative of |z|P in z is convex in z € R. It
was claimed in [33] that the result holds for all real p > 2, but that was not
supported by the proof. Actually, the problem of the exact Khinchin-type
upper bound in the case p € (2,3) turned to be very difficult and was solved
only in 1981 by Haagerup [6]. Haagerup’s proof was somewhat simplified in
[9]; see also [25]. One may speculate that the case p > 5 in the Rosenthal-
type context is parallel to the case p > 3 in the Khinchin-type one, whereas
the Rosenthal-type case of a small noninteger p € (3,4) U (4,5) is parallel to
the Khinchin-type case of p € (2,3). If so, the remaining Rosenthal-type case
of p € (3,4)U(4,5) may be exceedingly difficult, on comparing the treatment
of the Rosenthal-type case of p > 5 in the present paper with that of the
Khinchin-type case of p >3 in [33]. One may also note here that the condi-
tion p > 5 will be used twice, and in rather different ways, in the proof of
Theorem 1.3, namely in the proofs of Propositions 2.9 and 2.11.

For the symmetric case, one has:

THEOREM 1.8. Suppose that p>q>5 and EX =0. Then

sup E|X + Sx |
XEZp;X;<A,<B>
99 X is symmetric
@) = E|X + Sx|? =E|X +clly 5 — Il o |?
sup |X + Sx| | X + Il jg = I |,
XE%‘p;X;A,Bv
X is symmetric

where A and ¢ are as in (11) and, as in (12), Hi/z s an independent copy
Of ]._.[)\/2.

Theorem 1.8 generalizes (12), but only for p > 5. The generalization has
two aspects: (i) letting ¢ differ from p and (ii) introducing the extra sum-
mand X. Note that X is not required to be symmetric in Theorem 1.8.

An advantage of having the extra summand X is illustrated by the fol-
lowing straightforward combination of Theorems 1.3 and 1.8.
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COROLLARY 1.9. Suppose that p>q>5 and EX = 0. Take any positive
real numbers Ao, By, A1, B1. For each j € {0,1}, let \;j := \,(A;,Bj) and
¢j :=cp(Aj, Bj), in accordance with (11). Then

sup E[X +5x + Sy|?= sup E|X + Sx + Sy|?
XE%VP?SAOxSBO’ XE%‘I,;AO,BO,
YG%P?SALSBP Ye‘%.ﬁAl»Bl’
X is symmetric, X is symmetric,
X,X,Y are independent X,X,Y are independent
(23) = E‘X—l-CQH)\O/Q —CoHKO/Q-i-ClH)\l‘q

V E‘X + COH)\O/Q — COHKO/Q - clﬁ)\l ‘q'

This follows immediately from Theorems 1.8 and 1.3, by taking first the
supremum in X (say) and then in Y.

Note that, in the case when X is symmetric (or, in particular, zero), the
maximum in (23) simplifies to E|.X + coIly, /o — ol /o + 11Ty, |7,

Corollary 1.9 may be useful when some, but not all, of the independent
summands are known to be symmetric.

For the calculation of absolute moments, especially such more complicated
ones as in the maximum expression in (23), Fourier- or Fourier-Laplace-type
identities such as those given in [18] can be effective; one of such identities
will be reproduced in the present paper as (40).

2. Proof of Theorem 1.3.
2.1. Domination by the accompanying compound Poisson distribution.

THEOREM A. Let f:R = R be any twice continuously differentiable
function such that f and f" are convexr. Let G be any finite nonnegative
Borel measure on R such that G({0}) =0 and [ 2G(dx) =0, and then let
X be any r.v. with the characteristic function t— exp [p(e"™* — 1)G(dz).
Then

sup{Ef(Sx): X € 2",Gx =G} =Ef(Xq),
where Sx is as in (1) and Gx is the “sum of the tails” measure defined by
Gx(B):=) P(Xie E\{0})
for all Borel subsets E of R. In particular, for all x € R and all real p > 3,
sup{E|Sx —z|P: X € Z",Gx =G} =E|Xg —zP,
sup{E(Sx — )} : X € 2",Gx =G} =E(X¢g —2)".
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Theorem A is essentially the same as the mentioned Theorem 4 by Utev
[32]; cf. [14, 27, 29]. The assumptions on f in Theorem 4 from [32], were
slightly different; namely, it was assumed there that f” is convex whereas f
is nonnegative and satisfies a certain limited growth condition, which latter
may be dropped, by Proposition 1 and Lemma 4 in [15], provided that f
and f” are convex, as in Theorem A.

REMARK. If ar.v. X has a finite expectation and a function f:R — R
is convex, then, by Jensen’s inequality, Ef(X) always exists in (—o0, 00].

Let us complement Theorem A by the following standard lemma; cf., for
example, [27, 28] or the paragraphs containing formulas (6.1) and (6.2) in
[11].

LEMMA 2.1.  Let G be any finite nonnegative Borel measure on R such
that [ |x[PG(dz) = A and [, 2*G(dz) = B; such a measure G exists. Let
then Xqg be any r.v. with the characteristic function t+— exp fR(em —1-

itx)G(dx). Then there exists a sequence (Zy) in Zp.a,p such that Sz, D,

X, where D, denotes the convergence in distribution. In particular, it
follows that Zp.ap# 2.

The conditions on G in Lemma 2.1 are different from those in Theorem A.
In particular, the conditions G({0}) =0 and [ 2G(dz) = 0 are not required
in Lemma 2.1. However, when the condition [, 2G(dx) =0 does hold, the
definition of the r.v. X in Lemma 2.1 is consistent with that in Theo-
rem A. Also, the condition p > 5 imposed in Theorem 1.3 is not needed in
Lemma 2.1; rather, it is enough to assume there that the general condition
(2) holds.

Proor or LEMMA 2.1. First, concerning the existence of GG, note that
all the conditions on G imposed in Lemma 2.1 are satisfied by the measure
A, where A\ and ¢ are as in (11) and 0, denotes the Dirac probability
measure at u.

Next, for each natural n and all j € {1,...,n}, let

(24) ij = Wj,n - Eij,

where the W;,,’s are independent identically distributed r.v.’s with the dis-
tribution determined by the condition that

(25) EF(W;) = F(0) + /R [ () — £(0)]G(d)

n

for all (say) bounded or nonnegative Borel functions f:R — R, and where
in turn s, and 7, are positive real numbers such that ~= fR G(dz) < 1;
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the latter condition is precisely what is needed for formula (25) to define a
probability distribution. It follows that for r € {2, p},

n
1
Z E‘Z]7n|r = ’I?,E|Z1,n‘r = FT <Ev Hn>7n>7
1
where
Fr(a, k,7) := |kymg|"|a| "t signa 4 wy" / (lx — kamg|" — |[kameg|")G(dx)
R

and mg := [p *G(dz). Introducing now the vector function F := (Fy, F}),
we see that it is continuously differentiable on R x (0,00)2, and the Jaco-

. . (% 5% . . (B 2B D
bian matrix (aﬁp a£p> at the point (o, k,7y) =(0,1,1) is (A pA)’ which is
Ik oy

nonsingular. Moreover, F(0,1,1) = (B, A). So, by the implicit function the-
orem, there exist a positive real number oy and continuously differentiable
functions & : (—ag,a9) = R and 5 : (—ag,a9) = R such that £(0) =4(0) =1
and F(a,f(a),5(a)) = (B, A) for all a € (—ap,ap). For all natural n >
1/aw, letting now £, :=&(L) and 7, := (%), one sees that Y7 E|Z;,[>=B
and Y 1 E|Z;,|P = A, so that Z,, := (Z1n,..., Znn) € Zp.a,B. Thus, indeed
2pABF D.

Moreover, k, — k(0) =1 and ~,, — 5(0) =1 (the convergence in this con-
text is of course as n — 00). So, by (24) and (25),

n

Eexp(ztSZn) = |:]_ + H_n / (eitwna: . 1)G(dx) e—itnn'ynmc
R

n

— e:x;p/(eit‘B —1—itx)G(dz) = Eexp(itXq)
R

for all real ¢, so that indeed Sz, £> Xa. O
2.2. Zero-mean truncation of zero-mean 1.v.’s.

PROPOSITION 2.2.  LetY be any zero-mean r.v. Then for any real M >0

there is an r.v. Yy with the following properties:
(i) EYys =0;

(i) Y| <M A|Y;

(iii) Ef(Yar) <Ef(Y) for all convex functions f:R — R;

(iv) Yar =Y almost surely (a.s.) as M — oo.

This follows immediately from Proposition 3.15 in [17], and Jensen’s in-
equality on letting

Yar =Y 1(En) =E(Y|ZPn),
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where Ey :={|Y| <M, |r(Y,U)| <M}, U is any r.v. which is independent
of Y and uniformly distributed on the unit interval [0, 1], r stands for the
reciprocating function of (the distribution of) the r.v. Y in accordance with
the definition (formula (2.6) in [17]), and .#)s is the o-algebra generated
by all events of the form Ey N{Y <y,U <wu} with any real y and u. Note
that, by Proposition 3.6 in [17], |[r(Y,U)| < oo a.s. The r.v. U, which may be
referred to as a randomizing r.v., is used to split atoms of the distribution
of Y, as such splitting may be needed to satisfy the condition EYy; = 0.

2.3. Differentiation under the integral sign. Take any measurable space
(Q,.7) with a measure p:.% — C. Take also any t, € (0,00). Let f:Q x
[0,t,) = R. Suppose that for each t € [0,¢,) the function 23w — f(w,t) is
u-integrable, and let

Plt) = /Q () f (0, 1).

Suppose also that, for each w € €, the function [0,¢,) 3¢ — f(w,t) is con-
tinuous and has a right-continuous right-hand side derivative [0,t,) 3¢ —
(O2f)(w,t) € [-00,00] such that the function Q> w — (Oaof)(w,t) is F-
measurable, for each ¢ € [0,t.).

LEMMA 2.3.  Suppose that for each pair (t,e) € [0,t) x (0,00) there exist
a set Q. € F, a measurable function g;c:S . — [0,00] and a real number
hie € (0t —t) such that [, |dpulge < oo,

(26)  [(G2f)(w,v)[ <gre(w)  for all (w,v) € Qe X [t,t+hie)

and

(27) ve[ts,tlﬁt,s)/sz\szt,sm(dw)@f)(“’”)‘6—w>0-

Then

(28)  F'(t+):=lim F(t+ h})L — ) _ = /Q p(dw) (92 f ) (w,t) € C.

The following lemma is a special case of Lemma 2.3.

LEMMA 2.4. Suppose that there exists a p-integrable function g:€ —
[0,00] such that

(29) |(02f )(w,t)] < g(w) for all (w,t) € Q x [0,t,).
Then (28) holds.
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Lemma 2.4 is apparently rather common; cf., for example, Theorem
(2.27)(b) in [5]. Lemma 2.3 will be used in the proof of Proposition 2.11.
More generally, this lemma should be useful in certain situations when the
condition (29) of the boundedness of (J2f)(w,t) in t for each w is violated.
More specifically, in such situations (i) (d2f)(w,t) could have blow-up sin-
gularities and hence be unbounded in t for each w in a somewhat “small”
exceptional set 0\ €2, and yet (ii) the integration of |(daf)(w,t)| with re-
spect to |u(dw)| would smooth out the singularities, resulting in a small
value of the integral over the “small” set Q\ Q.—as is assumed in (27).
Even though such situations seem rather natural and their treatment is
rather straightforward, I have been unable to find in the literature a state-
ment similar enough to Lemma 2.3. So, for the readers’ convenience, a proof
of Lemma 2.3 is provided below.

PROOF OF LEMMA 2.3. Take any ¢ € [0,t,), € € (0,00), and h € (0, ht ).
Then

F(t+h})l—F(t) _ /Qu(dw)f(w,wrh) — f(w,1)

h
(30) 1
:/u(dw)/ ds(ébf)(w,t—i—sh):IL&h(t)—i—Ig,E,h(t),

Q 0

where
1
I - (1) ::/Q ,u(dw)/o ds(02f)(w,t + sh)

and

1
I p(t) = /Q\Q ,u(dw)/o ds(Oaf)(w,t+ sh).

In view of the right continuity of (d2f)(w,t) in ¢ and the condition (26), by
the dominated convergence theorem,

(31) Il,e,h()—ﬂlao /Q 1(dw) (D f) (w, t).

It also follows that the integral I . o(f) exists in the Lebesgue sense (and is
finite). Next,

(32)  sup |hen()] < sup / () (Do) £+ sh)| — 0
he[0,he.c) he[0,he,2) SO\ . 40

s€(0,1)
by (27). It also follows from (27) that the integral

Loolt) = /Q BRCRICY IR
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exists in the Lebesgue sense (and is finite) provided that ¢ is small enough.

So, the integral I(t), defined in (28), exists in the Lebesgue sense (and is

finite), since I(t) = I1,0(t) + I2,,0(t). Moreover, (32) implies I5 . o(t) E)O.
=

Hence, I1 . o(t) =1(t) — T2 0(t) ? 1(t). Combining now (30), (31) and (32),

one completes the proof of the lemma. [J

2.4. A calculus of variations of moments of infinitely divisible distribu-
tions with respect to variations of the Lévy characteristics. For any finite
nonnegative Borel measure H on R, let Yy denote any r.v. such that

(33) EeitYin :exp{—t2 /R H(du)(Ry exp)(O;itu)}

for all t € R, where, for any m € {0,1,...}, any (m + 1)-times continuously
differentiable function g:R — R, and any real x and u,

mt1 (g(xJFU) —Zuf:g(j)(x)) if u 0,
(34)  (Rmg)(w;u) = =7
ﬁg(mﬂ) (@), ifu=0
1
(35) - % /0 ds(1—5)"g™ ) (2 + su).

This definition of Yy is valid, as the right-hand side expression in (33) does
define a characteristic function (c.f.) of (an infinitely divisible) probability
distribution, which is the weak limit of a sequence of centered compound
Poisson distributions. Let

D) (z—i+1
<;>;:Z(Z ) _'(Z i+l for all z€ C and all j € {0,1,...}.
J-

LEMMA 2.5.  Take any q € (2,00), to € (0,00) and o € (0,00). Let H be
a nonnegative Borel measure on R, and let A be a real-valued Borel measure
on R such that the measure

(36) Hy:=H +tA

is nonnegative for all t € [0,to]. Let Y be a r.v. independent of Y, where
Yy, is defined according to (33). Suppose also that

(37) /R (P(Y € du) + H(du) + |A(du)])e < co.
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Then for all t € [0,10)

o +
— q
<at> ElY + Y, |

1
:2!<g>/A(du)/ ds(1—s)E|su+Y + Yp, |12,
R 0

where (%)Jr denotes the right-hand side partial derivative in t.
Moreover, if ¢ >4, then for all t € [0,tp)

62 +
<@> EIY + Yy, |7

(39) =4 ( Z) A(dur)A(dus)
]RQ
X / dSldSQ(l —81)(1 —SQ)E‘Sl'U/l+82U2+Y+YHi|q74,
(0,1)?

where (5722)+ = (%)‘F(%)‘F denotes the second right-hand side partial deriva-
tive in t.

Identities (38) and (39) hold if the four instances therein of the absolute-
value function x — |z| are replaced by the four instances of the positive-part
function x +— x4 :=0V x or the four instances of the negative-part function
x> o= (—x)4.

PrOOF. By Theorem 1 in [18],

z
(40) E(Y +Yn,)% = kg /m s, Ee*Y Eexp{zYy, },
ez=0
where 29 := (24)? for all z € R and
I'(g+1)
41 =—;
( ) Kq Qi

here and below in this proof, by default, ¢ € [0,%p). By (33) and analytic
continuation, for all z € C with Rez =0

(42) Eexp{zYHt}:exp{ZZ /R Hy(du)(Ry exp)(0; zu)},

whence, by (36),

n
(43) (%) Eexp{zYy,} = Eexp{2Yy, }2* /}R A(du)(Ry exp)(0; zu).
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In view of (34), Me[2?(Ryexp)(0; zu)] < 0%(Ryexp)(0;0u) < 021l /2 and
|(Ry exp)(0; zu)| < ell/2 for all uw € R and all z € C with Rez=0>0. It
follows by (42) and (37) that, again for all z € C with Rez =0 >0,

2
sup [Eexp(vin | <expd G [ (@) + ol A@e! < oc
te[0,to] 2 Jr

and

/ A(du)(Ry exp)(0; 2u)
R

< /R\A(du)\efflum < .

Also, [y.._.|2* qufl\ < 00, since ¢ > 2 and o € (0,00). So, by Lemma 2.4,

AN d AN
(44) (E) E(Y—l—YHt)‘i:nq/m qulEezY<a> Eexp{zYw,}.

¢Z=0

Further, by (35), (Riexp)(0;zu) = fol ds(1 — s)e***. Hence, by (44), (43),
the Fubini theorem, (41), and (40),

) +
— | E(Y +Yy, )~
() £+
dz 2Y e 2Yy, 2 ! Szu
= Ky B Eem 2 | A(du) [ ds(1—s)e
%ez:azq R 0

1
— T /A(du)/ ds(l—s)mqg/ dzl Ee*(sutY)Ee2Yn,
R 0 R

Kg—2 ez=c 217

:2!(3)/RA(du)/Olds(l—S)E(su—kY—i—YHt)‘j__Q.

This proves (38) for the function x + x4 in place of the function x — |z|.
Now (39), again for the function z+— z, follows by Lemma 2.4.

The case of the function z — x_ can be considered quite similarly. Alter-
natively, this case can be simply reduced to the case of the function z — x4

by observing that, with H, (du) := H;(—du), one has —Yf, D Y-, where

D denotes the equality in distribution.

Finally, the case of the function x + |z| follows immediately from the
considered two cases by the obvious identity |z|" =z’ + 2" for all € (0, 00)
and zeR. [

Results similar to Lemma 2.5, but for general moment functions f in
place of the power-like moment functions |- |, -4 and -2 in Lemma 2.5,
were obtained by lengthier direct probabilistic arguments in earlier versions
of this paper [21]. It is possible to obtain such more general results by the
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Fourier-Laplace method as well, by decomposing f into harmonics, the way
this was done in [18] for the function £ . However, this possibility will not
be pursued here.

2.5. Main propositions in the proof of Theorem 1.53. Let ¢ denote the
set of all nonnegative Borel measures on R. Take any real numbers p > 3,
A>0, B>0,and M >0, and introduce the following subsets of the set JZ:

(45) Hopap = {He%”:/H(dx):B,/\m|p_2H(dx):A},

(16)  Hpeacni= {H e [0 <, [lap-2nan) < A},

(47) <%;;A,B;M = {H € <%;A,B :supp H C [—M, M]},
(48)  Hpca<py i={H € Hp<a<p:suppH C [-M, M]},

where supp H stands for the support set of the measure H; we also write [
for [;. Note that the set 7. <4 <p obviously contains the other three of the
above four sets.

REMARK 2.6. Given any positive real A, B, and M, for the condition
Hp:A,B;M # D to hold it is clearly necessary that
(49) A< BMP2
or, equivalently, B > A/MP~? or, equivalently,
(50) M > e,

where ¢ = ¢,(A, B) as in (11).
Therefore, in the statements concerning 7. 4 B.y, let us assume by de-
fault that this restriction on A, B, and M holds.

‘In Propositions 2.7-2.11 below, let X be any bounded zero-mean r.v. ‘
Let then

(51) S p.a;AB;x;M = SUP{E|X + Yy |": H € H, 4 pm |
(52) Ipa<A<B.x;M =Sup{E|X + Yy|?: H € A <a<pm}
where Yy and ¢ are as in (33) and (13), respectively.
PROPOSITION 2.7.  The supremum ) 4.< A,<B,x:;M 15 finite and attained.

If A< BMP~? (recall Remark 2.6), then the supremum %y 4. B x:M 48 finite
and attained as well.
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ProprosiTION 2.8, Suppose that p > q > 4. Then the supremum
S A B:X:M 18 (strictly) increasing in B € [A/MP~2 00) for each A € (0, 00)
and in A € (0, BMP~2] for each B € (0,00); in particular, it follows that

(53) yp,q;A,B;X;M = yp,q;SA,SByX;M

for any positive real A, B, and M such that A< BMP~2.

Introduce the set

jﬁ,p,q;A,B;X;M
(54)

={H e papm E|X +Yu|'= ) aBxM=Spg<A<BX M)

of the maximizers of E|X + Yy |? over all H € J,. 4 p.; or, equivalently, over
all H € 7, <A <p:m- According to Propositions 2.7 and 2.8,

jﬁ,p,q;A,B;X;M # .

PROPOSITION 2.9.  Suppose that p > q > 5. Take any H € J, j 4.4, B: XM -
Then

(55) card((0,00)NsuppH) <1 and card((—o0,0)NsuppH)<1,

where card denotes the cardinality of the set.

PROPOSITION 2.10.  Suppose that p > q > 4. Take any H € I, }, 4. A,B.x:M -
Then H({0}) =0.

PROPOSITION 2.11.  Suppose that p > q > 5. Take any H € 2, ; 4. A,B.x:M -
Suppose also that the set supp H is contained in the open interval (—M, M).
Then cardsupp H = 1.

PROPOSITION 2.12.  Suppose that p > q > 2. Let the quadruple (c1,co,
wy,ws) € R? x [0,00)2 wvary so that wy +wy = B, ¢1 — b, |ea| — 00, and
lca|? 2wy — a, for some a € [0,A] and b € [—c,c], where ¢ is as in (11).
Then, for H := H01,c2,w1,w2 = w1501 + w25027

E|X +Yy|? — a+E[X + Vg, |7

PrROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.7. Let us only show that the supremum
Ip.q:A B:x; M 1s finite and attained; that .7, ;.<4 <B x:ar is so is shown sim-
ilarly and even a bit more easily. Let (H,,) be a sequence in Fp: A,B;m such
that E|X +Y4g,,|? = %p¢.4,B:x:m. Because the interval [—M, M] is compact
and the functions 1 and |- [P~2 are continuous and bounded on [—M, M],
without loss of generality (w.l.0.g.) the sequence (H,,) converges weakly to
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some H € 7). 4 v So, by (33) and (35), Yg,, N Y, since (R exp)(0; itu)
is continuous and bounded in w € [-M, M]. Moreover, by the analytic ex-
tension of (33), for any H € .4 .\

Ecosh(kY ;) = %exp{k‘Z / (du)(Ry exp) (0; k:u)}

(56) + %exp{k?' / H (du)(R; exp)(0; —k:u)}

< exp{k”B(Ry exp)(0; |k|M)} < oo

for all real k—because, by (35), (Ryexp)(0;u) is increasing in u € R. Also,
|X + Yy, |2 <297 Y| X]9 + |Yn,,|9). So, by [2], Theorem 5.4,

(57) oA B XM = IH%HE|X + Y, =E|X + Yp|? < oco. O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.8. Let us show that ., 4.4 B;x;M is increas-
ing in A and in B; then (53) follows immediately.

In accordance with Proposition 2.7, take any H € .4 p.;m such that
E‘X + YH|q = yp,q;A,B;X;M' Then H; := H + tdg € %;A,B-{—t;M for all real
t > 0, where, as before, d, denotes the Dirac probability measure at u. So,
by Lemma 2.5, the right derivative of E|X + Yy,|? in t at t =0 is (4)E|X +
YH\‘I_2 > 0; the last inequality is strict because the measure H is in J%). 4 .
and hence nonzero, which in turn implies that the r.v. Y is nondegenerate.
Therefore, for the lower right derivative of .}, 4.4 B.x;m in B one has

T paA B+t X:M ~ L pa;i A BiX M g EIX + Y |7 — ELX + Y [?

lim inf > limin
tl0 t tl0 t
. E|X 4+ Yy |7—E|X +Yy|?
=lim
tl0 t

— <g> EIX + Yg|92 > 0.
Next, note that .7} 4.4, B x; M is left-upper semi-continuous in B € (A/MP*Q,
00); that is,

hH} Supyp,q;A,B,X;M < yp,q;A,B;X;M'
BB
Indeed, take any sequence (B,,) such that B,, T B and
lim .7, M > S g ABX M-
meao " PG A Bm, X5 M g A, B X5 M

By Proposition 2.7, for each large enough m there is some measure H,, €
J(p, A, By,; M) such that E|X + Yy, |7 = .7} 4:4.B,,,x;:M- Passing to a sub-
sequence of the sequence (B,,), w.l.o.g. one may assume that H,, converges
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weakly on the compact set [—M, M| to some measure H,. Since the func-
tions 1, |-|P~2, and | - |7 are continuous, it follows that H, € J#(p, A, B; M)
and S ¢:A By, XM = EIX +Yny, |9 — E|X +Yg|?< S p.g:A,B;X;M as M —
oo, which contradicts the assumption on the sequence (B,,). This completes
the proof that % 4.4 B:x:a is increasing in B.

To show that .7 .4, B:x;0 is increasing in A, take any A € (0, BMP~2);
cf. (49). Then

(58) H((=M, M)) >0,

because otherwise supp H C {—M, M} and hence A = BMP~2. So, there
exists some b € (—M, M) Nsupp H. For 6 € (0,00) and t € [0,00), let now

(59) HtI: Hﬁ,t :H+tA,
where A = Ay is the real-valued Borel measure on R defined by the condition

that

M40 M—b
| £ = 2 00 + 25 =)

(60) )

~ H([b—06,b+7]) /[b&bﬁﬂ f(u)H (du)

for all locally bounded (say) Borel functions f:R — R; note that H([b —
3,b + 0]) > 0, by the condition b € supp H. Also, then the measure H; is
nonnegative for all ¢ € [0,to], where to:= H([b— d,b+ d]) > 0. So, letting

(61) e =2 (4 ) Elo + X+ Vil

for all z € R, by Lemma 2.5 one has

. .. E[X4+Yy|T-EX+Yy|
limlim
510 t}o t

(62) 1
M+b M—b
= 1— = WM = T h(—Ms) —
/0 ds( s)< T h(Ms) 4+ = h(~ M) h(bs)) >0,
because ¢ >4, and the r.v. Yy is nondegenerate, whence the function h is

strictly convex. Thus, eventually
(63) Ipaapx;m =E[X + Yy <E[X + Vg, |9

In this context, we say that an assertion &/ = .7, holds “eventually” if
30, € (0,00) Vd € (0,0,) Tts € (0,t0) Vt € (0,t5) <, holds; recall here that,
in view of (59) and (60), H; depends not only on ¢ but also on 4.

On the other hand, for all t € (0,%9) one has [, Hy(dz) = [, H(dz) +
t [p A(dz) =B+t [ A(dz) = B and [, [¢[P~?Hy(dz) = A + ta and hence
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Hy € 7 (p, A+ta, B; M), where a:= [p [z[P2A(dz) > (MP~2—(|b|+6)P~2) >
0 for all small enough 6 > 0. So, by (51), eventually .7}, ¢:A+ta,B,X:M >
E|X + Y&,|?, whence, by (63), #pq..B x:M is increasing in a right neigh-
borhood of the previously chosen value of A € (0, BMP~?).

Since A was chosen arbitrarily in the interval (0, BMP~2), to complete
the proof of Proposition 2.8, it remains to note that .7, 4.4 B.x:.ar is left-
upper semi-continuous in A € (O,BMP*Z]; this semi-continuity property is
established quite similarly to the left-upper semi-continuity in B, proved
earlier. [J

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.9. To obtain a contradiction, suppose that
there exist b and by such that 0 <b<b; < oo and {b,b;} Csupp H. In view
of possible rescaling [i.e., replacing X, A, B, M and H(dz) by X/by, A/,
B/b?, M /by, and H (b dy)/b?, resp.], w.l.o.g. assume that by = 1, so that

0<b< 1.
By (54),
(64) pa<a<Bx:m = E[X + Vil

Introduce now
2 -3

(65) I “p_bgp ),
take any
(66) a€(0,1/k)

and then also introduce

e:=alb—""1—(p—2)k),
(67) a:=1+a® '+ (p—-1)k), and
b:=1-ka.

Note that the conditions (67) and (66) imply b € (0,1). Observe also that
e =abr(b)/(p — 3), where r(b) :=p—3— (p—2)b+ "2, and r(1) =0 and
r'(b) =—(p—2)(1 —b~3) <0 for b€ (0,1), so that € > 0.

Define the real-valued measure A = A, 5 by the condition

/R F(w)A(du)

ab
)= T Jpapeg )

~H([1-06,1+4)) /[1—5,1+5} flu)H{du)

—
(=}
oo

N~—

I
™

-

—~
(=}

N~—
+
S
S

=

—~
S
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for all locally bounded (say) Borel functions f:R — R, where ¢ is any real
number in the interval (0,23%), so that the denominators H([b— 8,b+ d])
and H([1 — 0,1+ ¢]) are strictly positive, and the intervals [b — d,b + d] and
[1 — 6,1+ 4] are disjoint, in view of the assumptions {b,b;} C supp H and
by =1. For t € [0,00), let now

(69) HtI: Ha,(s,tI:H"‘tA.

This measure is nonnegative for all ¢ € [0, tg], where

to ::min(in([b— 5,b+4]),H([1—46,1 +6])) > 0.

a
By Lemma 2.5,
. E[X+Yy,, |T-EX+ Yyl
lim lim =
510 tl0 t

_ / " ds(1 — $)[eh(0) + abh(sB) — abh(sb) — h(s)].
0

where the function h is still defined by (61).
Letting further a | 0 and using Lemma 2.4, one obtains

o1 B[ X 4V [ - B X 4 Yy
£ = — lim - limlim =

b2 al0 @ 610 10 t

(70) 1
_ / ds(1 — $)F(b,s),

0

where, in view of (67), (65), (34) and (35),
1d s

F(b,s):= b—2£[€h(0) + abh(sb) — abh(sb) — h(s)] o

= big{(bp’l + (p — 2)k)(h(s) — h(0)) — b(h(sb) — h(0)) — ksh'(s)}

h(sb) — h(0) N 1 -3
b p—3

1 1
= / das[h/(as) — W (asb)] — / duuP=*s*(R1h)(s; —s)
0 b

1 1 1 1
= / da sas/ duh” (uas) — / du up_452/ do(1 —0)h" (s — 0s)
0 b b 0

(71) = h(s) = h(0) - [1(s) = 1(0) — sh'(s)]

1 1
= 82/ du/ docalh (uas) — uP~* R (as)].
b 0



EXACT ROSENTHAL-TYPE BOUNDS 21

By (61) and Lemma 2.4, for x € R and u € (0,00)
uq_4h”(x)

q(q—1)(q—2)(q - 3)

where 1, (u) := Elv + uW |94 for all v € R and W := X + Yy . Note that,

in view of the condition EX =0 and the definition (33), EW = 0. Also,

EW?2 > 0, because cardsuppH > 2> 0 and hence H # 0 and thus the r.v.

Yy is nondegenerate. Also, clearly h” > 0. Therefore and because p > g > 5,
for all u, o and s in (0,1)

R (uas) — uP~*h" (aus)

q(q—1)(q—2)(¢ —3)

= Yuz (u),

R (uas) — ud=4h" (as)
qlg—1)(g—2)(q—3)

= Q/)uas(l) — Yuas (U)
Recalling that ¢ > 5, one sees that for each v € (0,00) the function 1), is
convex, with ¢/ (0) = 0 and ¥!/(0) = (g — 4)(q — 5)EW 21?6 > 0. This implies
that 1, (u) is strictly increasing in u > 0, which shows that the expression

Yuas(l) = Yuas(u) in (72) is strictly positive. Thus, by (70), (71) and (72),
Z > 0. Now (64) implies that eventually

>
(72)

Ipa<a<pxm=EX +Yy|"<E[X+Yy,, |"

In this context, we say that an assertion &/ = 47, 5; holds “eventually” if
Jag € (0,00) Va € (0,a9) 357 € (0,00) Vo € (0,0;) Ftas € (0,tg) Vt € (0,t45)
g5, holds.

Thus, we obtain a contradiction with the definition of .}, ;.<4 <B x:;3 in
(52), because, as we shall check in moment, H, 5; € 7.<a <p;m eventually.
Indeed, by (68), (67), and (65),

/RA(dx) —c+ab—ab—1
=a(b—0""" = (p - 2)k)
+ (1 —ka)(1+a[bPt + (p—1)k]) —ab—1
<ab—a(P L+ (p—2)k) +1+ P L+ (p—2)kla—ab—1
:0’
so that

(73) /R Hoso(da) = /]R H(dz) +1 /]R A(dz) < /]R H(ds) = B.

Similarly,

lim/ lz[P2A(dz) = abP ! —abPt —1 <0,
010 JRr
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where the inequality holds eventually, for all small enough a > 0. Indeed, in
view of (67), this inequality can be rewritten as

(74) frw) =14+ +ru)(l—u)" —(1+yu) <0,

with r:=p—1>0, u:= ka, and v:=0b"/k > 0. Note that eventually u €
(0,1). To verify inequality (74) for such u, note that f,(u) decreases in -,
so that w.l.o.g. v =0. The inequality fo(u) <0 is equivalent to In(1+ ru) +
rin(l —w) < 0, which is easy to check for u € (0,1) by differentiation. It
follows that [cf. (73)] [g|2[P"?Hys4(dz) < [ |2[P~2H (dz) = A eventually.

Also, the conditions H € J#.<a <p:m, {b,b1} Csupp H and by =1 imply
suppH C [-M,M] and hence M > 1. So, suppH, s+ C suppH U {O,i)} C
[—M, M] eventually, in view of (67).

By (48), we conclude that indeed H, s+ € H;.<a <p;m eventually. Thus,
indeed the assumption that there exist b and by such that 0 < b < b <
and {b,b1} C supp H leads to a contradiction, which proves the first in-
equality in (55). The second inequality there can be proved quite similarly
or, alternatively, quickly obtained from the first one by a reflection. [J

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.10. The proof is somewhat similar to that
Proposition 2.9. Suppose that, to the contrary,

(75) o:=4/H({0}) >0.

On the other hand, recalling definition (47) of /%), 4 p.x and the conditions
H € 7). 4B, and A > 0, one sees that necessarily supp H \ {0} # @. So, in
view of possible rescaling and reflection, w.l.o.g.

1 esupp H.
Take now any 3 € (0, (g—j)l/(p_m), so that

_ B 1
(76) a_p_2e<ap_1)cmgy

Introduce then

- _1-(p—1e i
(77) a.—w and b:=1-—e¢.

Define the real-valued measure A := Ag s by the condition

[ 1)A@0) = 578)+ 5£(-8) - 7(0) +abs ()
R

(78) )

~ H([1-6,1+0)) /[1—5,1+5] flu)H{du)
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for all locally bounded (say) Borel functions f:R — R, where 0 is any posi-
tive real number, so that H([1 — 4,1+ ¢]) > 0. For o as in (75), let

to:=o? ANH([1—6,1+94)).
Then to > 0 and for all ¢ € [0, %] the measure
(79) H;:=Hgs,;:= H +tA
is nonnegative. By Lemma 2.5,

EIX +Y]; 79— E|X +Ygle
Z(p) :=limlim | Hﬁ,é,t| ‘ 7|
510 10 ;

(80) X ) )
= / ds(1—s) [Eh(sﬂ) + 5h(=sB) = h(0) + abh(sb) — h(s)|,
0

where h is still defined by (61). Let now 3 | 0. Then, in view of (77) and (76),
the expression abh(sb) — h(s) in (80) is O(g) = O(BP~2) = o(/3?) uniformly
over s € [0,1]. Concerning the other part of the expression in the brackets
n (80), by (34) and (35),

u2

S)+ Sh(—u) — h(0) = " [(Rah) (05) + (Ru)(0; —u)]
U2 1
:7/1@(1— ) ()

for all u € R. So,

2 1
2)="% [ st [ ault - pn s + (5%
whence
E|X + Yy, . |7~ E[X + Yy
lim lim | g =n"0)=4( 1) Ew|r*
510 310 t40 32t /24 0) (4) W,

where W = X + Yy, which is a nondegenerate r.v., so that E[IW|7~% > 0.
Now (64) implies that eventually

Ipa<a<px;m=EX +Yy|! <E[X +Yn,, ["

In this context, we say that an assertion &/ = @735, holds “eventually” if
3o € (0, (B QW 2)) VB € (0,80) 305 € (0,00) V6 € (0,63) 3tgs € (0,t0)
vt € (0, tﬁ,é) <73 5+ holds.

Thus, we obtain a contradiction with the definition of .7}, ;.<4 <p x;nm in

(52), because, as we shall check in moment, Hg 5, € 5).<a <p;m eventually.
Indeed, by (78) and (77),

L 1-(p-De
/Adx =ab — i—op —— 7 — 1<0,
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/ Hp 54(dz) = / H(dx)+t /]R A(dz) < /R H(dz)< B

by (79) and (48). Next, by (77),

so that

hm/ |z[P2A(dx)

:513_2—’_&5])_1_1:(1)_2)5—’_%_1

— &
—92)e2

Z‘%“"

It follows that eventually

/}R |x\p72H5757t(d1‘)

:/ |x\p_2H(dx)+t/ \x|p_2A(dx)</ l2[P72H (dz) < A,
R R R

again by (79) and (48).

Also, the conditions H € J7).< <p;m and 1 € supp H imply M > 1. So,
eventually supp Hg 5, C supp H U {3, -0, I;} C[—M,M] in view of (77).

By (48), we conclude that indeed Hpg s € ). <A <p;m eventually. Thus,
assumption (75) leads to a contradiction. [

PrROOF OF PrROPOSITION 2.11. By Propositions 2.9 and 2.10 and the
condition supp H C (—M, M),
(81) H= wlécl + w25_C2

for some ¢; and ¢y in the interval (0, M) and some nonnegative real wy and
wy such that

(82) w) +wy =B and 0117_2@01 + c§_2w2 =A.

It is enough to show that w; A we = 0. To obtain a contradiction, suppose
the contrary,

(83) w:=w; Awy > 0.

Then, by the implicit function theorem, there exist a real number 7, > 0 and
an infinitely differentiable mapping (—7,7%) 3 7+ (¢1(7),é2(7)) such that

(84) 51 (0) =1, 52(0) = Cg,
and for each 7 € (—7y, 7) one has & (1) (7) #0,
(85) 0<é&(r),é(r) <M and (TP 24e(r)P i=d2+& 2
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(In this case, this mapping could also be defined explicitly, e.g., by the
formulas & (1) = (&% +7)V/®=2 and &(r) = (&% = )V with 7, =
Lmin[MP=2 — §72 MP=2 — B2 F 72 A7) Note that the condition
& (1)e,(1) #0, taken together with (85), implies

(86) & (1) (1) < 0.

By choosing a possibly smaller real 7, > 0, let us assume w.l.o.g. that, on the
interval (—7,7y), the derivatives of any order of the functions ¢; and é are
each uniformly continuous and hence bounded, and also that the functions

¢1 and ¢o are each positive and bounded away from O.
For each 7 € (—7y,7x), introduce the real-valued measure

(87) Az =05+ 0 zy(r) = Oy — 0c
and then the measures
(88) Hi,=H+tA; for t € (—w,w),

where w is as in (83). By (47), (45), (81), (82) and (85), these measures are
all in J2). 4 B.m-

In the rest of this proof, it is assumed that 7 € (=74, 7), t € (—w,w),
{j,k, 0} C{1,2,3,4}, and x € R—unless otherwise indicated.

Letting now

(89) gt,T(x) = E|.1‘ +X + YHt,‘r|q7
then using Lemma 2.5 and recalling (87), one has
aQQt T(O)
D(r) = ——=
o |
(90) _ / 1(dw) | Ar(duy) Ar(dug)h(s + suy + tus)
Q R2
= [ @) p (o).
where
Q:=(0,1)? x R, w:=(s,t,x) €,
(91) pu(dw) :==dtds(1 —t)(1 — s)P(X 4+ Yy € dz),
4
(92) F,(1):= vjvph(x + sb;(T) + thg(7)),
k=1
(93) )=t () bt
(94) (v1,v2,v3,04) := (1,1,—1,—1),
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Next,
4

(96) 2(T) =Y vjueZn(7),

jk=1
where
(97) D (1) = /Qu(dw)h(x + sb;(T) 4 tbi(7)).
By Lemma 2.4,
(98) 140 = [ () .7,
where

(99)  flw,7):= fiwlw,m) = h'(z + sbj(7) + by (7)) [sb}(7) + tby,(7)],

which is clearly bounded in (w,7) € Q x (=74, 7). For each ¢ € [0,00), intro-
duce the set

(100) Qo :=Qjpc :={w=(s,t,x) € Q:|x + sb;(0) + tby(0)| > €}.

Since bj(7) is uniformly continuous in 7 € (—74,7,) for each j, one sees
that |z 4 sbj(7) + tby(7)| is continuous in 7 uniformly over all (w,7,7j,k) €
Qx (=7, 1) x{1,2,3,4} x{1,2,3,4}. So, by further decreasing (if necessary)
the value of 7, > 0, let us assume, again w.l.o.g., that

(101) |z + sbj(7) + thp(7)| > /2 for all (w,7) € U X (—Tu, T),
(102) |z +sbj(7) + thp(7)| <2&  for all (w,7) € (W\ Q) X (=T, 7).
By (99), for (w,7) € Qo X (—7«,7x), the partial derivative of f(w,7) in 7 is
(103) (2f)(w,7) = D1(w,7) + D2(w,7),
where

Di(w,7) = h'(z + sbj(7) + tby (7)) [sb] (1) + tb{ (7)),

Da(w,7) = W'(w + sb(T) + thy (7)) [sb (1) + tbl ()]

In view of the condition ¢ > 5, definition (93), inequality (101), and the
boundedness of all the derivatives of the functions b; on the interval (=7, 7),

|D1(w,7)| < K(l + ‘x|q75) and
|D2(w77_)| < K(l + ‘Jj|(q76)+ + 6*(67(])_,'_)

(104)
for all (w,7) € Qe X (=74, Tx);
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here and in the rest of this proof, K denotes various positive real constants
which do not depend on w, 7, or €. So, by (103),

|(02f)(w, )] < ge(w) := K (1+ [ 97% 4 £~ O=D+)
(105)

for all (w,7) € Qe X (—Tx, Tx).

By (88), (81), (87), (56), and (14), [,,_|du|ge < oo, where p is still as in (91).
Next, by (104) and dominated convergence,

(106) sup / 1(dw) D1 (w, 7) — 0.
TE(—Tw,Tx) J Q\ Qe el0

Further, |Da(w, 7)| < K |2+ sb;(1) +tb(7)]976 for all (w,7) € Qo X (T, ),
whence, by (102), with v(dz) :=P(X + Yy € dz),

/ 4(dw) D (e, 7)]
Q\Q.

1 1
<K/ dt/u(dx)/ ds|z + sbj(r) + thi(7)|°
0 R 0

x I{|z + sb;(T) + tb(7)| < 2}

! 1 6 2K (2)7°5
<x [[a [ viang s [ it <2 = A o

uniformly in 7 € (=7, 7y), since the functions b; are bounded away from 0
on (—7x, 7). Combining this with (103) and (106), one has

s [ @)@ 0

TE(—Tw,Tx)
Therefore and by (105), one may use Lemma 2.3 together with (98) and (99)
to conclude that 27, (0) = [, u(dw)aa—;h(m + 5b;(T) +tbk(7))|r=0 and hence,
by (96), (97) and (92),

(107) 7"(0) = /Q u(dw) Y (0);

that is, we have shown that the second integral expression of Z(7) in (90)
can be twice differentiated (at least at 7 =0) under the integral sign to
obtain the corresponding integral expression of 2”(0). Note here that F)(0)
is defined only for w € ﬂ;l i1 $2j.k:0, Where €25 1. is understood according to
(100). However, this causes no problem, since p(£2\ n?,k:l Qjk:0) =0.

In view of (92), (93), (94), (95), and (84), it is straightforward but tedious
to check that

(108)  Fi,(0) =0,
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(109)  FL(0) =0,
F"(0) = 2st{h" (z — (s + t)c2)&(0)> + " (z + (s + t)c1) & (0)?
— [P (z + sc1 — teo) + ' (2 — sco +te1)] @ (0)5(0)}

for all we ﬂikzl Qj k:0- The equality in (109) in fact holds for all w € Q
and any continuously differentiable function h, not necessarily the one de-
fined by (93), whereas the equality in (108) holds for any function h:R — R
whatsoever.

By (93), h'’(z) > 0 for all real z # 0. So, by (110) and (86), F/(0) >0
for all w € ()}, _; Qo It follows by (90), (108), (109), and Lemma 2.4
that 2(0) = 2'(0) = 0, whereas, by (107), 2”(0) > 0 and hence Z(7) >0
for some 7 € (=7, 7) (in fact for all nonzero 7 close enough to 0). Take any
such 7. Then, by (90),

(110)

a2gt,f (O)
o2 |,

which implies that go,(0) < g—¢-(0) V g¢,(0) if || is small enough. In view
of (88) and (89), this means that for all ¢ € (—w,w) with small enough ||,
EJX + Y3 P = EIX + Vi, P < EIX + Yig_, PV EIX + Vi, I,

which is a contradiction, in view of the conditions H € JZ p 4.4 B;x;m and
Hi, € A a1 for all (1,t) € (—7, 7)) X (—w,w), and the definition (54)
of Hpagapxm U

=9(1)>0,

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.12. Since |cz| — o0, w.l.o.g. ca # 0. So, the
definition g := wy/c3 makes sense, and Ay € [0,00). If Ay =0, let II,, := 0.

So, Y D Yurs., + coIly, and hence

o
(111) EX +Yul1=) T,
§=0
where
X .
T, = ﬁE‘X + Yipys,, + 203 — A2)|%,
letting A9 :=1 even if Ay = 0. So, in view of the conditions |cy| — oo,
le2|9" 2w — a, w1 +wz = B, and ¢; — b, one has wy — 0, w; — B, Ay — 0,
Yioy6e, D, YBs,s cad2 — 0, |c2|9\2 — a, |c2|9A3 — 0, whence, by dominated
convergence,
To — E|X + YBs, |9,
(112)
1 .
Ty = EG/ (X + Yays,) + (oo o) /¥ signes (1= Xo)| .
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Also, eventually Ag € [0, 1] and hence

o0 o0 o .
1 q
(113) 21703 T < A3 SELX 4 Yis 19+ el A3 Y — 0.
— — J! — j!
J j j
Combining (111), (112), (113) and recalling that Ay — 0, one completes the
proof. [

2.6. Conclusion of the proof of Theorem 1.3. Consider first the case when
X is bounded and

(114) 5<qg<p.

Recall definition (54) of JZ ;4.4 B.x;m- By Propositions 2.11 and 2.10,
for each real M as in (50), either J& p 4.4 B.x:m C {Bd¢, Bo_.} or there is
some H, y € H, pg.A B:x:m such that supp Hy pr = {—c2 amr,¢1,m} for some
real ¢y, and co 7 such that 0 <ecip Aoy <cipm Vean =M. So, w.lo.g.
one of the following two cases holds:

Case 1. H pq:a.B:x:m € {B6., Bi_.} for all real M > c.

Case 2. There exist sequences (M) in [c,00), (bg) in [0, ], (wy ) in [0, B],
and (wy ) in [0, B] such that M}, 1 oo, and for all k one has Hy, := wq 10n, +
Wo k0, € Hop g ABX:Mys Wik +wa g =B, and b0 wy g + MP 2wy ), = A.

In case 1, by (54),

(115) paaBx;m = max(E|X + Vs |1, E|X + Yps_ [7)
for all real M > c.

Let us show that (115) holds in case 2 as well. W.l.o.g., by — b for some
be0,c]. Also, 0 < Mging,k < MgiZ 4 50, by the condition ¢ < p in

MP—?
(114). So, by Proposition 2.12,
(116) EIX + Yy, |? = E|X 4+ Ygs_, |9

Since Hy, € J, p g:A,B:x:M, and 7} 4.4 B.x: M is obviously nondecreasing in
M >0, it now follows that

sup 7p,q:A,B;:x;M = E[X +Yps_, |7

M>0
(117)

< yp,q;Bb”‘Q,B;X;c < A B Xie

The last inequality follows by Proposition 2.8, because b € [0,¢] and hence
BbP~—2 < BeP~2 = A. Moreover, if b € [0, ¢) then, again by Proposition 2.8, the
last inequality in (117) is strict, which is a contradiction. Thus, necessarily
b= ¢, and so, by the equality in (117), (115) holds in case 2 as well, because
obviously %) g.4.B:x:Mm > E|X + Yps,|? for all real M > c.
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Take now any real M > ¢ and any H € J¢).<a <p;m. Then, by (115), (53),
and (52),

(118) E|X + Yg|? <max(E|X + Yps. |7, E|X + YBs__|9)

—provided that ¢ € (5,p). Since E|X + Yy|? is continuous in ¢ € (0,00) [cf.
the second equality in (57)], inequality (118) holds for all ¢ € [5, p]—provided
that p > 5.

Let us show that (118) holds when p =5 (and then ¢ =5 as well). Take
any H € 765 <o <p.m and any sequence (py) in (5,00) such that p, | 5 as
n — o0o. Then |z|P»~2 — |2]52 uniformly in z € [-M, M] and hence

An::A\//\J:|p"2H(d$) — A\//\J:|52H(da:):A.
R R

So, recalling (11) and letting by, := ¢, (An, B), one has b, — c. Also, clearly
H e 7, .<a, <. for all n. Therefore, by (118) with ¢ =5,

1) E|X + Yp|> < max(E|X + Vg, °,EIX +Ygs, |°)
119
— max(E|X + Ygs, >, E|X + Yas_.|°).

Thus, indeed (118) holds when p=g¢=>5.

Take now any X = (X1,...,X,) € Zp.x.<a,<p and abandon the assump-
tion that the r.v. X is bounded. Let Xy := X. By Proposition 2.2, for each
i€{0,...,n} and each real M >0 there is a truncated version X; ps of X;
such that:

(i) EXiar=0;
me<MAw|
(iii) Ef(X;a) <Ef(X;) for all convex functions f:R — R;
(iv) X;m — X as. as M — oo;
(v) Xom,...,Xn M are 1ndependent.

Then obviously
(120) (Xins- o, Xnom) € Zpixi<a<s.

Letting now Sps := X1 a + -+ + X0, one also has | Xo pr + Sp]? < (n+
DI (| Xom |+ X1 1Xom|) < (n 4+ )71 X9 + 327 | X]7). So, by domi-
nated convergence,

(121) E|X07M+SM‘Q — E|X+Sx‘q.
M—o0

On the other hand, by Theorem A (with E| X ar + - [P and X; as in place
of f and X;) and (33),

(122) E|Xonm +Sum|? <E|Xom + Y

|q
s, M ?
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where
n
Ho\(E) = / 22> P(X; . € d)
E 1

for all Borel sets £ C R. It follows from (120) that the measure H, js is in
< a,<B:M- By (122), (118) (proved for bounded X and H € J4).< A <B.m)
and item (iii) on page 30,

E[Xonm + Sm|? <E[Xonm + Ya, |7
< max(E[Xon + Yps. |, E[Xo,m + YBs_.|7)
< max(E[X + Yps.[*, E|X + Yps_.|?)
= max(E|X + cIl|?, E| X — cII,|9),

where again A\ and ¢ are as in (11).
Now (121) yields

(123) E|X 4 Sx|? < max(E|X + Il |9, E| X — cII,|9).

Thus, the first supremum in (16) is no greater than the right-hand side of
(123).

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.3, it remains to note that the sec-
ond supremum in (16) is no less than the right-hand side of (123). Indeed,
by Lemma 2.1 with G = AJ., one has a sequence (Z,,) in Zp.4 g such that

Sz, D, cIl,. Now, by the Fatou lemma for the convergence in distribution
(Theorem 5.3 in [2]), liminf, E|X + Sz, |9 > E|X + cII,|?, so that the second
supremum in (16) is no less than E|X + ¢II,|9. Quite similarly, that supre-
mum is no less than E|X — ¢II,|?, and thus it is indeed no less than the
right-hand side of (123).

3. Other proofs.

PrROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.1. That @ # Z).4 p is part of Lemma 2.1,
and the inclusion 2.4 C Z,.<a<p is trivial. The homogeneity prop-
erty holds because for any X € Z).4 p and any real x >0, one has kX €
%;KJFA,RQB‘

Now it follows easily by Jensen’s inequality that &),4 p is nondecreasing
in A and in B. Indeed, let us first take any A € (0,A4) and B € (0, B).
Take then any independent finite sequences X = (X71,...,X,) € %fp; AB and
Y=(W,....Y,) € ‘%;A—A,B—E’; by the already verified first sentence of
Proposition 1.1, such X and Y exist. Then Z := (Xy,..., X,,,Y1,...,Y,) €
Zp.a,B. Moreover, by Jensen’s inequality, E[Sx|P < E|[Sx + Sy|P = E[Sz|P.
Thus, &, 3 5 < épa,5, for any Ae(0,A) and B e (0,B).
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This and the homogeneity property in turn imply that é’p; AB S Epip A 2B =

KP&p. 4 B for any Be (0, B] and any real x> 1. Letting now x| 1 and re-
calling that, by (7), .4, < 00, one concludes that g’p_A 5 < ép.a,p for any

B e (0, B]. Similarly, &, 5 5 < &,a.p for any A € (0, A]. Thus, indeed &5

is nondecreasing in A and in B. Now (8) immediately follows. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.2.  For brevity, let K4 g := max(yA, BP/?)1/P,
Then A/KY 5 <1/v, B/K3} p <1, and, in view of (9) and the homogeneity
and monotonicity properties of &).4 p presented in Proposition 1.1,

Cpry= sup K P& ap= sup &, 4/ x» 2 <& /1
D5y A B0 A,BOp;A, AB>0 »A/KY 5.B/K] p;1/7,
On the other hand, by (9), &,.1/,,1 < Cp.y. Thus, the first equality in Propo-
sition 1.2 is verified.

The second equality there easily follows from (and in fact is equivalent to)
the first one. Indeed, choosing v = BP/? /A and using again the homogeneity
property, one has &,.4 g = Bp/QéDp;l/%l = BP/QCp;,Y = Bp/QCp;Bp/z/A. O

PrOOF OF THEOREM 1.5. Take any X € Z).x.<a <p. Let 0 :=/VarSx,
so that ¢ € [0,v/B]. If 0 = 0 then, by Jensen’s inequality, E|X + Sx|P =
E|X|P <E|X + BY2Z|P < A+ E|X + BY2Z[P, whence
(124) E|X + Sx|P < A+E|X + B2z
Suppose now that o # 0. Define the function f by the formula f(z):=
E|X/o+x|P

p(p—1)
E|X/o + z[P~2 for all z € R, and hence the function f is in the class .7,
defined on page 515 from [31]. It follows by Theorem 2 in [31], and Jensen’s
inequality that E|X + Sx|P <E|X +0Z|P+ A<E|X+0Z++VB—02Z1|P +
A=E|X + BY2Z|P + A, where Z; ~ N(0,1). So, inequality (124) holds as
well in the case o # 0. Thus, the first supremum in (18) is no greater than
A+E|X + BY2Z)p.

It remains to show that the second supremum in (18) is no less than A +
E|X + BY2Z|P. Recall (20) and take any quadruple (c1,c2, A1, A2) € Qp.a B
By Lemma 2.1 with G = A\1d¢, + A20,,, one has a sequence (Z,,) in Zp.4 B

such that Sz, D, o Ily, + CQﬁ)\Z. By the Fatou lemma (Theorem 5.3 in [2]),
liminf, E|X + Sz, [? > E[X + c(1I), + colI), [P, so that the second supremum
in (18) is no less than E|X + ¢ 11y, + oIy, [P, for any (c1,c2, A1, A2) € Qp:a,B-
So, by Proposition 1.6 (whose proof does not rely on Theorem 1.5), this
supremum is indeed no less than A 4+ E|X 4+ BY/2Z]P. O

for all x € R. Using Lemma 2.4, it is easy to see that f”(z) =

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.6. Let the quadruple (c1,c2, A1, A2) € @Qp:a B
vary as in (19), so that ¢; =0 and |cz| — co. For j € {1,2}, let w; := c?)\j,
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so that wy + we = B, |c1|P~ 2wy + |ca[P~2wy = A and 011:[,\1 + 02111,\2 D Yu
with H := w1 6., + wade,. It follows that |c1|P2w; < |c1/P~2B — 0 and hence
|ca|P~ 2wy — A. Tt remains to refer to Proposition 2.12 (with ¢ = p), since

Yas, 2 BY/2Z. O

PROOF OF COROLLARY 1.7. The first equality in (21) follows immedi-
ately by Theorems 1.3 and 1.5. Also, by Lemma 2.1 with G = A\1d., + A2,
and the Fatou lemma (Theorem 5.3 in [2]), E|X + 111y, + coIly, [P is no
greater than the second supremum in (21), for each (c1,c2, A1, A2) € Qp.a.B-
So, the last supremum in (21) is no greater than the first two ones there.

On the other hand, the last supremum in (21) is obviously no less than
the maximum in (16), and, by Proposition 1.6, this supremum is no less
than A + E|X + BY2Z[P. So, by Theorems 1.3 and 1.5, the last supremum
in (21) is no less than the first two ones there. [

PrOOF OF THEOREM 1.8. This proof is analogous to that of Theo-
rem 1.3 and even significantly simpler overall, since analogues of Proposi-
tions 2.11 and 2.12 are not needed here. In the proofs of the analogues of
Propositions 2.8, 2.9, and 2.10, one should use the symmetrized real-valued
measure A(du) + A(—du) in place of A(dwu). O
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