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THE SQUARE NEGATIVE CORRELATION PROPERTY ON /}-
BALLS

DAVID ALONSO-GUTIERREZ AND JULIO BERNUES

ABSTRACT. In this paper we prove that for any p € [2,00) the £} unit ball,

By, satisfies the square negative correlation property with respect to every

orthonormal basis, while we show it is not always the case for 1 < p < 2. In

order to do that we regard By as the orthogonal projection of Bngl onto the

hyperplane e}wl, We will also study the orthogonal projection of B} onto

the hyperplane orthogonal to the diagonal vector (1,...,1). In this case, the
property holds for all p > 1 and n large enough.

1. INTRODUCTION AND NOTATION

A random vector X on R”™ is said to satisfy the square negative correlation
property (SNCP) with respect to the orthonormal basis {n; }}_; if for every i # j

E<X7 771>2<X7 77j>2 - E<X7 771>2E<X7 77j>2 < 07

where E denotes the expectation and (-, -) the standard scalar product on R".

The study of the SNCP of random vectors uniformly distributed on convex bod-
ies with respect to some orthonormal basis appeared in [ABP] in the context of
the central limit problem for convex bodies, where the authors showed that for any
p > 1 arandom vector uniformly distributed on B} satisfies the SNCP with respect
to the canonical basis {e;}? ;. In [W], this result was extended to random vectors
uniformly distributed on generalized Orlicz balls, also with respect to the canonical
basis. A straightforward consequence is that, by the rotational invariance of B,
a random vector uniformly distributed on Bj satisfies the SNCP with respect to
every orthonormal basis. The first non-trivial example in this new situation ap-
peared in [ABI], where it was proved that any random vector uniformly distributed
on any hyperplane projection of Bl satisfies the SNCP with respect to every or-
thonormal basis. In particular, the SNCP with respect to every orthonormal basis
is satisfied by BZ itself. On the other hand, it is not hard to show that a random
vector uniformly distributed on B} does not satisfy the SNCP with respect to every
orthonormal basis (see Lemma 32 below).

The relation between the SNCP and the central limit problem comes from the
fact (see, for instance, [AB2l Proposition 1.8]) that if a zero-mean random vector
uniformly distributed on a convex body K in R" satisfies the SNCP with respect to
some orthonormal basis, then it verifies the so called General Variance Conjecture
which states:
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There ezists an absolute constant C' such that for every zero-mean random vector
X uniformly distributed on a convex body

Var| X |* < CALE|X|?,

where N3 = maxee gn—1 E(X, )2 is the largest eigenvalue of the covariance matriz
of X and Var denotes the variance.

Here |- | denotes the Euclidean norm and S™~! denotes the unit Euclidean sphere
Srl={zeR": |z|=1}.

Furthermore, [AB2, Proposition 1.9], if a zero-mean random vector uniformly
distributed on K satisfies the SNCP with respect to every orthonormal basis, then
T K verifies the General Variance Conjecture for every linear isomorphism 7" in R™.

This is a particular case of a well-known conjecture due to Kannan-Lovész-
Simonovits (see [AB2], for detailed explanations on this topic).

In Section 3 we study the SNCP on random vectors uniformly distributed on
By, p > 1, with respect to any orthonormal basis. The main result is the following

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a random vector uniformly distributed on B, p > 1, and
write § = %, §o = =72, Let f: Sn=L x S"=L be the function

f(771= 772) = ]E<X7 771>2<X7 772>2 - E<X7 771>2]E<X7 772>2'
Then for every ni,m2 € S~ such that (n1,m2) = 0 we have,

f(€1,82) < f(ni,m2) < fle,ea), if p>2
fler,e2) < f(m,m2) < f(&1,&2), if p<2.

Clearly, the choice of e1, es is not relevant as f(e1,e2) = f(ei,e;), Vi # j. The
analogous observation applies also to &1, &s.

We will compute f(eq, ez) and f(&1,&2) in Lemma 3.2 and express them in terms
of the I" function in order to obtain the following

Corollary 1.1. Let p > 1 and X a random vector uniformly distributed on By} .

o Ifp>2, X satisfies the SNCP with respect to every orthonormal basis.

o If1 < p < 2, there exists no(p) € N such that for any n > ng there is
an orthonormal basis {n;}1_, such that X does not satisfy the SNCP with

respect to {m; }7;.
Moreover, we will show that f(eq,e2) < 0 for all p > 1, providing a new proof of

the aforementioned result in [ABP].

In order to prove Theorem [[LI] we will view B, as the projection of Bg“ onto
the coordinate hyperplane e 1 orthogonal to e,41 and we will make use of the
techniques developed in [BN] and [AB3]. The details of this approach are explained
in Section 2.

In Section 4 we apply the same strategy to a random vector uniformly distributed
on PHOL By, the orthogonal projection of By onto 93‘, where 0y = (%, e %)
However, the computations become more involved, due to the fact that some of
random variables that appear are no longer independent.

Denoting S‘gé_ = S""1 N 65, we prove the following



THE SQUARE NEGATIVE CORRELATION PROPERTY ON ¢7- BALLS 3

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a random vector uniformly distributed on Por By, p=>1
and write & = W7 &= 61—62;63-‘:-64; gl — 61\;562; 22 — 63\;564 c S@d—- Let
[+ S5gt X Sgr — R be the function

f(771= 772) = ]E<X7 771>2<X7 772>2 - E<X7 771>2]E<X7 772>2-

For every fized p > 2 there exists no(p) € N such that if n > ng then for every
N,M2 € S(,OL such that (n1,n2) = 0 we have that,

f(§17§2) S f(n17772) S f(gl752)7
and for every 1 < p < 2 there exists ni(p) € N such that if n > ny then
F(€1,65) < flm,m2) < f(&1, &)

Studying the sign of f(&;,&,) and f(£1,&2), (see Lemmas 4.8 and 4.10) we obtain
the following corollary:

Corollary 1.2. Let X be a random vector uniformly distributed on Ped_ By, p>1.
There ezists na(p) € N such that for all n > na, X satisfies the SNCP with respect
to every orthonormal basis in 0y .

As a consequence of [AB2] Proposition 1.9]

Corollary 1.3. Let X be a random vector uniformly distributed on T(P(,DLB;L),
p>1, T: R* = R" linear isomorphism. There exists C(p) > 0 (depending only on
p) such that X satisfies the General Variance Conjecture with C' = C(p).

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section we will introduce the preliminary results that we need in order
to prove Theorems [T and We briefly review the tools developed in [BN] and
[AB3]. Let o be the surface measure (Hausdorff measure) on 9B}, the boundary
of By,p > 1, and denote by p; the cone probability measure on 9By}, defined by
pp(A) = WVol({ta €R™ac A,0<t<1}), AC OB}, where Vol denotes the

P
Lebesgue measure.

The following relation between the surface measure and the cone measure on

OB} was stated in [NR] (see also [AB3]): For almost every point 2 € OB}

doy ()
dpg (z)

The cone measure on 9B;’ was proved in [SZ] to have the following probabilistic

description: Let g1, ..., g, be independent copies of a random variable g with den-
7|t‘P
e

2I'(1 +1/p)

=nVol(B,) V(|| - [lp) ()] -

sity with respect to the Lebesgue measure given by ,teR, p>1 and

denote S := (3°1, |gi|p)% . Then

e The random vector % = (9_817 R %) and the random variable S are
independent.

° % is distributed on 0B according to the cone measure p.

Now, in order to compute the expectation of a suitable function f(X) for X a
random vector uniformly distributed on the orthogonal projection of B} onto some
hyperplane orthogonal to § € S"~!, P,. B

n

»» we first use Cauchy’s formula and
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pass to an integration on 9B, with respect to the surface measure, then use the
relation between the surface measure and the cone measure and finally the latter
probabilistic representation of the cone measure (see [AB3] for the details). The
final result is the starting point for the proof of our main results:

Lemma 2.1. [AB3] Let 6 € S"~'. If X is a random vector uniformly distributed

1
on Ppr By, g1,...,gn are independent copies of g as above and S = (327, |gi|")”,
then for every integrable function f: Py By — R

Ef (Por (..., %)) }zl 2 sen (g0,

‘Ez 1 |g§p - sgn(g;)0;

where 0 = (01, ...,0,) and sgn(g;) denotes the sign of g;.

Ef(X)=

The following lemma computes the expectation of the random variables involved
in terms of the Gamma function:

Lemma 2.2. [AB3|[BN] Let « > 0, let g1,...,9n be independent copies of g as
1
above and S = (31, |gi|?)?. Then

F(l—F aJrl) F(1+n+a)

1 L and Ese = L/,

a+1 l—‘(l-i-l) n—+ o I‘(1+ﬂ>
P P

Our last lemma concerns the so called Gurland’s ratio for the Gamma function
(see more details in [M]) and it will be crucial in our estimates.

Elg|* =

Lemma 2.3. The function
F(x) :=T'(52)[(x)/T(3z)?
is strictly increasing in (0,1] and verifies F(3) = 3.

Proof. The function F is increasing if and only if its logarithm is increasing. There-
fore, let us see that the function
h(z) =logT'(5z) + log'(x) — 21log'(3x)

is increasing. Denoting by 1 the logarithmic derivative of the Gamma function,
which verifies (see, for instance [ABR])

[ee] —t —xt
w@)-A <%——1ie%>ﬁ,

e €

W(z) = 59(5z) + v(z) — 69 (3z) = 5/000 < o _52> di+

we have that

t 1—e
[ee} —t —xt o8] —t —3xt
/ e dt—6/ T
0 t 1—€7t 0 t 1—67t

= ———(=5e75% — 7% 4 637 dt.

+

Then,
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<1 d
_ / _(675mt + efmt _ 2673mt)dt
0

= /Ooo ﬁ ((e_5ggt o e—Smt) N (e—3mt _ e—ﬂct)) dt.

e—Smt _ e—Smt 6—3;Et _ e—wt
Since the function e~ ¥ is convex, we have > , Va,t >0

xt 2xt
and so the last integral is positive. Thus, for every x > 0, h/(x) > 0 and we obtain
the result. It is clear that F(%) =3. O

3. THE SCNP oN By
In this section we will prove Theorem [[.1]

Proposition 3.1. Let X be a random vector uniformly distributed on By, p > 1,
and write & = el+€2 , & = el 62 . Let f: 8" 1 x S"! be the function

f(7717772) = ]E<X7 771) <X7 772) - E<X7 771> ]E<X7 772) .
For every n1,m2 € S"~1 such that (n1,n2) = 0, we have

fOn,m2) = fler, e2) + 2(f(§1,§2) — f(ex, 62)) > (i)’ ma (i),
i=1
where n; = (n;(1),...n;(n)),j =1,2.

Proof. Let By = P€L+IB;Z+1 and let X be a random vector uniformly distributed on

1
By. We first apply Lemma 2.1 to the function (X, m)?. Here, S = (Z?:ll gi|p) g
By independence and symmetry of the g.s, it is straightforward to check that
E(G,n>2 = Eg¢? (it does not depend on n € S"~1) and since % and S are in-
dependent,

2 -1
_ E(%,m) 7|g"§pl|i _ESPT'E(G, )% |gnn [Pt ESPT'Eg?

B \gngpw; ! - ESPHLE|g, 41 [P~ ~ ESr+1

]E<X7 771>2

The estimates in Lemma 2.2 yield to

r(

E(X,m)?E(X,n2)* =
1
p

In the same way, we apply Lemma 21to (X, ;)% (X, n2)?

_ E(Gm)(Gm)” gt

E<X7 771>2<X7 772>2

E\gnm” !
5 1 2 1 1
ESP'E (G, )G, m2)? [gni1 [P~ ESP™ 2 2
— b b n — ]:E G G
ESP+3E|gn+1|p71 ESp+3 < 7771> < 7772>

We compute the last product taking into account 0y, 72 € S~ ! and (n,72) = 0,

E <G7 771>2 <G7 772>2
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=Egt > m(i)?n2(0)*+(EgD)? Y m1()2n20)*+2(Eg)* > m(i)ma (i) (5)n2(5)
i=1 i#£j i#£j

—Egt > m (i) na () (Eg)? (1 - Zm 2(0)?) — 2(EgD)? Y mu(i)ma(i)?
=1 =1

= (Eg7)* + (Egl 3(Eg?) ) Zm (i)

and so,
Eg2)?ESP~! RESP-! S .
E(X,m)? (X, m)? = IlE)Sp+3 + Eorra (Egil - 3(ng)2) ;m(l)znz(l)z’-

Notice that the first summand equals

(Egi)*ESP~!  Egiglgn |’ 'ESP! 2 2
ESP+3 ESP3E|g, [P T = (X, e1) (X, e2)”

On the other hand, it is easy to check that

2 2
T 92 91— g2
Eg! — 3(Eg?)? =2 E(gl )( )—IE22
91 (gl) ( \/5 \/5 9192

ESP~!
and so the factor Roris (Eg‘f — 3(ng)2> in the second summand is equal to

2 ESP—1 a+e\ (a-90)\
E na1|P” 1_E et [P 1
ESP+3E|gn+1|p,1 ( ( \/5 \/5 |g +1| glg2|g +l|
- 2(IE<X, €)2(X, 6)? — E(X, e1)2(X, 62>2).

The fact that E(X,7)? is independent of n € S"~! finishes the proof. O

Lemma 3.1. Let 11,12 € S"~ 1 with (n1,m2) = 0. Then

<Y m(i)*m(i)? <
i=1

The lower bound is attained at any two vectors of the canonical basis. The upper

bound is attained at the vectors & = % and &9 = % for any i # j.

Proof. The lower bound is trivial. For the upper bound consider the function
F:R* — R given by F(n,1m2) = > i, m(i)*n2(i)* which we want to maximize
under the conditions Y 1, mi(i)n2(i) = 0 and Y i m(i)? = S0 m(i)? = 1.
Observe that if (n1,72) is an extremal point so is (£n1,+n2) and (n2,71). The
proof is a consequence of Lagrange multiplier’s theorem. O

N | =

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We have seen in the proof of Proposition Bl that

EsP-!
f(&1,82) — fler,e2) = S ESPTE (Egi — 3(Eg?)?).
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Therefore, its sign is equal to the sign of
5 3\ 3\
R O B &) I )
Egy — 3(Egy)” = -3 2 = (o) =3 )
tG) o) orG) Y
p P P
where F(x) = I'(52)T'(x)/T'(3z)?. By Lemma its sign is negative if p > 2 and
positive if 1 < p < 2.
By Lemma BJ] and Proposition B1] the function f attains its maximum (resp.

minimum) at (e, ez) and its minimum (resp. maximum) at (£1,&2) depending on
whether the sign of f(&1,&2) — f(e1, ea) is negative (resp. positive). O

In order to prove Corollary 1.1, we compute the value of f at the extremal pairs,

Lemma 3.2.

) (TG
f(elveQ) D) 1- )
e\ )
and
r(1+2)r(2) (F(2) -1 2Rlares?)
fler6) = (D6 (-G )

or (1 2) 1 (3)

Proof. We have seen in the proof of Proposition 3] that

ESP~! ., (ESPEg?\?
fler,e2) = IESPH(EQ) - <W
and that
ESP! 2oy (ESPTIEgH)
f(61,&) = IRSPH3 (Egl - (E91) )— RSP
Now substitute the expressions from Lemma 2.2] where S = (Z"H | gl|p) O

Proof of Corollary 1.1. Since n + 2 =
(IABR]), f(e1,e2) <0 for every p > 1. If 1 < p < 2, Lemma 23] implies F (%) >3
and by Stirling’s formula ([ABR], [M]),
n n+4
| r(1+5)r(1+7)
lim =1.

2
n—oo 771_"1‘2
F(1+ + )

Thus, for every 1 < p < 2 there exists no(p) € N so that if n > ng, f(&,&) > 0. O

7"“;#4) and logT'(z) is strictly convex

Remark. An statement fixing n first yields: For p = 2 f(&1,&) = f(e1,e2) < 0
and so, by continuity, for every n € N there exists po(n) € (1,2) such that for
every p > po a random vector uniformly distributed on B)) satisfies the SNCP with
respect to every orthonormal basis.



8 D.ALONSO AND J. BERNUES

4. THE SNCP ON A PROJECTION OF B;}

In this section we will prove Theorem The general scheme is analogous to
the one used in the previous section. The first Proposition below corresponds to
Proposition B.1] for By

Recall that 6y = (%, ceey %) denotes the diagonal direction and P@é_ the
orthogonal projection onto the hyperplane 93‘.

Proposition 4.1. Let X be a random wvector uniformly distributed on P(,DLB;‘,
n=4,p=1. Let f: 5. x Sqr — R be the function

FOnme) = B(X m)? (X, me)? — B(X,m) *B(X, 7).
and write 51 = %’ 52 — 61*62;63“1’84’ El _ 81 82 52 _ e% 84 c S“}L For

every ni, 12 € Se# such that (m,n2) =0 we have

Fmm) = [€0 ) +4(F(6&) - FE1E) Zm (i

In order to prove this proposition we first state two lemmas. Recall ¢1,..., g,
denote independent copies of a random variable g, with density with respect to the

Lebesgue measure %, G=1(91,---,9n), and S = (31", |gz|p) We define

Uiy = |5 o snlo0)]

ESP~'Eg1(g1 — g2)1s,
ESP+1Ea)g,

Lemma 4.1. For every n € Sy, E(X,n)? = and, in par-

ticular, it is independent of n.

Proof. n = (n(1),...,m(n)) € Sy1 is equivalent to i, n(i)* = 1, 31, n(i) = 0.
Apply Lemma 2] to the function (X,n)?2

‘fZl 12l sen(g )‘ _ ESPUE(G, )20,

E(X,n)? = -
f Zz 1 |!§P T Sgn(gz) ESP E"/JGO
ESr-1 L o
= ESriEgy, ;Egi Vo, (i) +;1Egigjweon(z)n(3)
ESP1 A noo
= ESrriEg,, | DV 210 + Bargie, 3 ali)
ESP~! n 2
— 2 .
= ESriEg,, Egive, + Eg192t0, <; n(z)) -1 ]. 0

n
In the next lemma we rewrite several expressions in terms of Z m (i)%n2(3)2.
i=1

Lemma 4.2. Let ni1,n2 € Sy with (n1,m2) = 0. Then

2771 ()2 2771 2(i)%,

i#]
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o > m(i)’mi)’ =1~ Zm(i)Qﬁz(i)Q,
#J

02771 i)n2(@)m(j 2771 2(i)%,

i#]
n

o D m() (i :—1+22771 (1)°,
ik
o > m@ma(i)m()ma(k) = 22771 (i)*ma(i)?,
i#i# i=1
o Y mOmGmk)na) =1-6> n(i)*n(i)’
i#jAkAL i=1
Proof. The first three identities are obtained by adding and substracting the sum
with ¢ = j and taking into account that |n;| = |n2] = 1 and (n1,72) = 0. For the
fourth one, notice that since |m| = 1,

n

> m@* (k) = Y (nz(j)ﬁ2(k) — 1 (5)?n2(5)n2(k) — nl(k)2nz(j)772(k))

i#j#k kséj
= - Z n2(J —Z (771 () *n2 () () + nl(k)zﬁz(j)ﬁz(k))
J#k
and then use the first ident1ty. For the fifth one, notice that since (ny,72) =0

n

> m(@m@m @) =3 (0= m () Pr)mk) — m@)m knk)?)

i#j#k k#j
and then use the first identity. For the last one, we use > 71(i) =0

n

> m@OmG)ma(k)na(l)

1£jFkFEL
- > (0 —m () n2(k)n2(l) — m (G)m (k)n2(k)n2(1) — m (j)nz(k)m(l)nz(l))
kAl
and then use the fourth and the fifth identities. O

Proof of Proposition [{-1} By Lemma 2] we have that for every 71,72 € S, with
(m,m2) =0

lgil?

E<%7771> <sv772 ’sz 1 gp=T sgn(gz)

E<X7 771>2<X7 772>2 =

\fzz 2 sen(g)|
ESP~YE(G, m)*(G, n2)*e,
ESp+3 K1, '

Expanding the product and since the g.s are identically distributed, we have

B(G,m)*(Gym2)* e, = Y Egigigegibe,m (i)m (§)m2(k)na (1)
i,k =1
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= Egita, Y m(i)*n(i)?

+ Eglgate, (23 m@m(Gm () +2 > m(@)Pna(ine()
i#j i#j
+ Eglgdve, (D m @ ne()? + 23 m(@me(im()ne() )
i#j i#£]
+ nggzgsﬂfeo( Z m(i)* 2 ()2 (k) + 4 Z 1 (@)n2(@)n1 ()2 (k)
i#j#k i#j#k
+ ) nz(i)2n1(j)n1(k))
i#j#k
+ Egigagsgave, Y m)mG)ma(k)m(l).
i£jAkF#L

and by the identities in Lemma we obtain
E(G,m)*(G,m2)* = E(9795 — 2919293 + 91929394) Vo,
n

+ (E(g9i — 49792 — 39795 + 12979295 — 691929394) Ve, ) Z (1) na (i)
i=1
We can express the first summand as
1 _ _
E(9195—2979293+91929394) o, = ZE(91—92)2(93—94)2¢00 = E(G,&,)*(G, &) e,

and the factor IE(gil — 4g§’gg — 3g%g§ + 12gfggg3 — 6g1929394)1p, in the second
summand as

g1 — 92+ g3 — g4 ? g1 — 92 — g3+ g4 2 g1 — g2 g g3 — 94 2
4E —4K
(gt ) (2 ) v am (B ) (25 v

= 4E<G7§1>2<G=§2>2¢90 - 4E<Gvgl>2<Gqu>2w90

Consequently,
E<Xa 771>2<Xa 772>2 = E<X721>2<Xa52>2
+ 4(B(X,6)%(X, &) —B(X,8)%(G, &)%) D m (i) (i)

i=1

n

and, since by Lemma ] the value of E(X,7)? does not depend on the vector
1 € Spi we obtain the result. O

The following lemma is analogous to Lemma [B.1]

Lemma 4.3. Let ny,1n0 € Sed. with {m,m2) =0, n > 4. Then

B~ =

0< Y @) m) <
=1

The lower bound is attained at the vectors &, = 952 ¢, = % The upper

N

bound is attained at the vectors & = % and & = %
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Proof. The lower bound is trivial. For the upper bound consider the function
F:R?™ — R given by F(ni,n2) = >y m(i)?n2(i)* which we want to maxi-
mize under the conditions >, mi (i) = > m2(i) = >oi; m(i)n2(i) = 0 and
S m(i)? = > m(i)? = 1. Observe that if (1,72) is an extremal point so
is (£n1,£m2) and (n2,7m). Applying Lagrange multiplier’s theorem, there exist
A, B,C € R such that the extremal points verify
m()m2()* = Am (i) = Bia(i) =C=0  Yi=1...n

and, by the observation above, also verify the equality exchanging n; and =+n;
(j =1,2) and 12 and ;.

That implies B = C = 0 and 71(i)? = n2(i)> Vi =1...n. Write k, 0 < k < n,
for the number of non zero coordinates of 11 (or 72). Since Y1 | m1(i)%n2(i)? = A
we have kny (i)? = kna(i)? = A for every non zero coordinate. k = 0,1,2,3 do not
verify the conditions, so the maximum value is attained at k = 4 and corresponds
to the vectors & and &a. O

We now proceed to determining the sign of f(&1,&2) — f(€;,&,). We will use the
following probabilistic argument:

Lemma 4.4. Denote Y = (g1,...,9x) and Y}, = Ele sgn(g:)|g:|P~1. Let Z be a
symmetric real variable independent of Y and h : R¥ — R integrable. Then

Eh(gl, o ,gk)|Yk + Z| =Eh(g1,... ,gk)E|Z| +Eh(q1,... ,gk)(|Yk| — |Z|)X{\Yk|2|Z\}

and
2\1/2 2\1/2
Eh(g1,-- - g1)(|Ye| = |Z|)X{|Yk\2\z|}’ < (Elh(grs-- - 90)1?) 7 (E[VE[?) 7.
Proof. Write h = h(g1, ..., gx) for short. Our hypothesis readily imply,
1
Eh-|Yy + Z| =Eh- §(|Yk + Z|+|Yr — Z|) = Eh - max{|Yx|, |Z]|}

Fix (¢1,.-.,9x) and compute the expectation with respect to Z. We have,

Ez h(gl,...,gk)-max{|Yk|,|Z|}zh(gl,...,gk)-/ Py{max{|Ys|,|Z|} > t} dt
0
[e’e} ‘Yk|
= h~(|Yk|+/ ]P’Z{|Z|>t}dt):h~(|Yk|—/ Pz{|Z| > t}dt) + h-E|Z|
[Y| 0

[V
_ h-IE|Z|+h~/ P{|Z| < t} dt.
0

Finally, notice that

[Yi| 1 7
/ Pz{|Z| St}dt: |Yk|/ Pz{|Z| §t|Yk|}dt: |Yk|EZ (1—m1n{1,—||y||})
0 0 k

Taking now expectation Ey to finish the proof of the first statement. For the second
one notice that |Eh(g1, ..., gc)([Yil — |Z])X(vii> 123 < Elh(g1, .-, gx)| - [Ya| and
use Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. (I

The following estimate will be useful in the sequel,

Lemma 4.5. [AB3] For some absolute constants ¢, C > 0,

C
i<IE,77/190<— if 1<p<n.

N/ V)
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We have the following result regarding the sign of f(£1,&) — f(€;,&,), which
shall give Theorem as a consequence.

Proposition 4.2. Let X be a random vector uniformly distributed on Pp, B, and
let f - Sed. X S‘gé_ — R given by
Flnsme) = B(X, m) (X, m2)® — B(X, ) *E(X, m2)°.
Write 51 — 81*82363*84, 52 e1—ex— 83+€4 51 — 81 82 52 _ €3 284 c S“}L For
every p > 2 there exists no(p) € N such that ifn > no,
f(é-lag?) - f(glug2) < 0

and for every 1 < p < 2 there exists n1(p) € N such that if n > nq,

f&1,&2) = f(&1,€2) 2 0.

Proof. Since f is constant for p = 2, we will focus on the cases p # 2. We have
seen in the proof of Proposition ] that

ESP—1
ESP+3Eqy,
and so, the sign of f({l,gg) - f(zl,zz) is equal to the sign of E(h ty,) where
h(91792,93,94) = g —49Y92 — 39795 + 12919293 — 691929394

We apply then Lemma @4 to Y, = ngn g)lgilP~t, Z = ngn g)lgilP~! a
i=1 =5

4(f(&,6)—f(6,8)) = E(g1 —49792—39195+1297 9295 —691929394) Ve,

h as above and

Vg, = (g)lgalP~" + " sen(gi)lgil” | = |Ya+ 2|,

On one hand,
2
r (%) 1 S p—1
Eh(g1,...,94)E|Z| = 1) F 5 —3|E P~ sen(g;)
1 i=5

where F(z) = I'(52)['(z)/T(3z)? since, the g/s are i.i.d. symmetric random vari-
ables and by the computation in the proof of Theorem [I]

T AT
F(%)Q( (p) >

cv/n C\/ﬁ
VP Y/
provided that 1 < p < n for some absolute constants ¢, C' > 0.
On the other hand, by straightforward computations

Elh(g1, ..., 94)]* = Eg} + 10Eg{EgT + 9(Eg})” + 144Eg] (Eg?)* + 36(Eg)*

Eh(91a92793794) = ]Egil - B(Eg%)

Also, by Lemma 5] we have

<E Zlgzl” "sgn(gi)| <

=5
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which, by Lemma is bounded by an absolute constant. Thus,

Elh 220y, 12\1/2 < O (R 2p—2%<g
(Elh(grs- .., 94)1*) TE(Ya)'?2 < C (Elga]*7%)* <

VP
again by Lemma for some absolute constant C’ > 0.

Recall that factor F’ (1—17) — 3 is positive for 1 < p < 2 and negative for p > 2. We

put all estimates together and obtain for some absolute constants ¢, co, C1,Co > 0:

Let p > 2, then for n > ngy(p)

v (2 (#(2) ) <o
VP

Vn E h(g1, 92, g3, 94) e, < <0
Let 1 < p < 2, then for n > ni(p)
32
e (G5 (P (3) -9)) -
VnEh(g1, 92, 93, 94) Ve, > : >0

O

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Proceed as in the proof of Theorem [T}, using Lemma 4.3
and Proposition 1] O

Finally, in order to deduce Corollary [[L2] we shall compute the sign of f(&;,&,)
for p > 2 and f(&,&) for 1 < p < 2. For that matter, we denote gy,...g,, i.i.d.

copies of g and the g¢/s, and aeo = ‘% S sen(g;)[g:lP .

Lemma 4.6. Let X a be random vector uniformly distributed on Pgd.Bg, p>1
and f : S@é_ X Sed. — R given by

.f(nla 772) = E<Xa 771>2<X7 772>2 - E<X7 771>2E<Xa 772>2'

Write £, = 61552 &y = 63\;564 € Sgp. Then

_ ]ESp_lEh(gh92793794751752)1#9()@90

f(§17§2) = ESP+3E¢90E90 )
where h : RS — R is defined by
h(zy,...,xg) = xlxg - 2x%x2:173 + 21207324
ESPIESPTS

2
(xixs — 2010205 + T1T2T5T6)

(E5p+1)2

Proof. We have seen in the proof of Proposition [£.1] that

= = ESP~'E(g195 — 2979293 + 91929394) 10
E<X7§1>2<Xa €2>2 = s ]ESZH]:?’]E’(/J@ s
0 —
ESP~YE(g195 — 2919293 + 91929394) 10, e,
ESp-i-BEw@OEOU ’
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and in the proof of Lemma [Z.1]

— ~ o (ESP™Y)’E(g? — g192)(F5 — 7102) %00 Ve,
E<X7§1> E<X7§2> - (ESP+1)2E¢90E90 '

Since Eglgggfz/}goﬁeo = E§1§2g%¢90E90, we obtain the result. O

Therefore, the sign of f(£;,&,) coincides with the sign of Ehwgoﬂeo. We split
the latter quantity in four terms by using Lemma [£.4]

2 4
Lemma 4.7. Denote Yo = Z 171" sgn(g,), Ya = Z lgs|P"tsgn(gi) and Z =
i=1 i=1

Z 9.7~ " sen(g;), Z = Z lgi|P~ sgn(g;). Then,
i=3 =5

n Eh(g1, 92, 93, 94, 91 G2) V0, Vo, = Eh(91. 92, 93, 94,71, 92)E |Z| E | Z|
+E|Z|Eh(g1, 92, 93, 94: 91, 2) (IYal = | Z]) x(1va121 213
+E|Z|Eh(91, 92, 93, 94, G1, 2) (‘?2’ - ‘7’) X{|72|2|7|}

+Eh(g1, 92,93, 94,91, 92) (IYal = | Z1]) X{1va1> 121} (‘?2| - ‘7|) X{[%: |2}

Proof. First condition on the random variables g1, . . . g, and apply Lemma [£.4] with
Y; and Z. Then take expectations with respect to g1, ... gy, use Fubini’s theorem
and, conditioning on gy, ...g,,, apply again Lemma with Y, and Z. 0

Lemma 4.8. Letp > 1 and &, = el\;; , & = 63\;;4 € Sgu. For every n = no(p)
for some ng(p) € N,

f(€1,65) <0

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Proposition 1.2} _
By Lemma[48 we will compute the sign of nEh(g1, g2, 93, 94,91, G2) V6, e,- For
that matter we apply Lemma 4.7 and estimate each summand.

2
n—1 n+3 3
CESPESH L, T (1 + T) r (1 + T) L (5)

(BswinE T r(i+ ) (3)

Eh=

by definition of h and Lemma 2.2 for some absolute constant ¢ > 0. Also,
Eh%(g1, 92, 93,94,71,92) < C. In the sequel we shall use the same letter ¢, C... to
denote possibly different values of an absolute constant ¢, C... > 0.

According to Lemma 4] and Lemma [22] the second summand has absolute
value bounded by

_ _ C
E|Z|(ER*)Y/2(E[Y2|?)Y? < —E|Z
|Z|(ER") /= (E[Y2]7) 7 |Z]
and in the same way, the third summand has absolute value bounded by
C
E|Z|(ER*)Y2(E|Y4|?)Y? < —E|Z
|Z|(ER") /= (E[Ya]") 7 |Z|
Similarly, the forth summand has absolute value bounded by % and finally, Lemma

A3 implies c@ <E|Z|,E |7‘ < O@ whenever p < n.
VP VP
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We put all estimates together and conclude that for 1 < p < n and some absolute
constants:

npESPH3Ehg,
ESp—1
The result now easily follows. O

Yoy f(€1,&) < —Cin+ Cav/n+ Cs3y/n + Cy.

In the following lemma we compute the value of f(&1,&2).

Lemma 4.9. Let X be a random vector uniformly distributed on P(,DLB;}, p>1,
and f: S‘gd_ X Sed_ — R given by

f(771= 772) = ]E<X7 771>2<X7 772>2 - E<X7 771>2]E<X7 772>2'
Write & = 61762563764, & = 81782;83”%4. Then

ESpilEh’(glv 92, 93, 94, glv g2)¢90E90
ESP+3Eqg, 1,

f(§17§2) =

)

where h : RS — R is defined by

1 3 1
_ 4 3 2.2 2 2
h(xl, T9, xg,x4,3:5,3:6) = —T] —X7T2 — SXT]TH + x7x2X3 — 51713:23:3:174 + r175

ESP-IESP+3
W(m%x% — 2217272 + T1T275T6).
Proof. We have seen in the proof of Proposition ] that
E(gi — 49192 — 39195 + 12919293 — 6g192939a)te, = -
= 4E(G,&)%(G, &), — 4E(G,1)*(G, E2) e,

and then, taking into account that

E(G,€)%(G, &) Ve, = E(9195 — 2959295 + 91929394) Ve,

we obtain that

ESP—!
B, 60°(X8)" = gy, B(G. 601G &) o,
0
ESP—t Ly 3 399, o 1 2\ D
~ ESPTEdn g, (E(Z% ~ Y192 — 79192 + 919203 — 591929394 + 9192)1/)901/190)

Since, by Lemma [£.1]

(ESP~1)2E(g3 — 9192)(TT — §192) %0, Vp,
(ESP+1)2Eapg, g,

and Eg19295 v, 09, = EG1929700,1g,, we obtain the result. O

E(X, &)’ E(X, &) =

Lemma 4.10. Let & = %7 §o = % S S‘gé_- There ezists ng € N
such that for everyn > ng and 1 <p <2

f(€1,€2) <0

Proof. By Lemma 4.8 we must compute the sign of Eh(g1, g2, g3, 9%?17?2)1/’90690-
For that matter we apply, Lemma 4.7 with the same choice of random variables
and h as above. The behaviour of the sign is determined by the sign of
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2 2
r3 r(3)
P P
< —506-3-4)=-——".
AT (l) AT ( l)
P P
As in Proposition 4.3, we bound the terms in Lemma 4.7 in the same manner and
conclude as before that for some absolute constants,
npESPT3Eg,
ESp—1

1Z)@"f(é“l,&) < —Cin+ Cav/n + Csy/n + Ci. 0

Proof of Corollary 1.2. It follows from Lemmas 4.8 and 4.10 and Theorem 1.2. [

Remark. By a closer study it is possible to state the results of this section letting

p grow with n. Using the estimate c/\/‘/; < Eag, < C:/‘?, p > n, proven in [AB3],
our method works for at least p < cn?. However, by viewing the situation at
p = oo mentioned in the introduction, we believe Corollary 1.3 should hold for C'

independent of p.
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