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MOMENTS OF GAUSSIAN CHAOSES IN BANACH SPACES

RADOSEAW ADAMCZAK, RAFAL. LATALA, RAFAY, MELLER

ABSTRACT. We derive moment and tail estimates for Gaussian chaoses of arbitrary
order with values in Banach spaces. We formulate a conjecture regarding two-sided
estimates and show that it holds in a certain class of Banach spaces including L4
spaces. As a corollary we obtain two-sided bounds for moments of chaoses with values
in L, spaces based on exponential random variables.

1. INTRODUCTION

Multivariate polynomials in Gaussian variables have been extensively studied at least
since the work of Wiener in the 1930s. They have found numerous applications in the
theory of stochastic integration and Malliavin calculus [12] 22] 23], functional analysis
[11], limit theory for U-statistics [9] or long-range dependent processes [29], random
graph theory [12], and more recently computer science |7} [14], 19, 24]. While early results
considered mostly polynomials with real coefficients, their vector-valued counterparts
also appear naturally, e.g., in the context of stochastic integration in Banach spaces [20],
in the study of weak limits of U-processes [9], as tools in characterization of various
geometric properties of Banach spaces [11], 25] 26] or in analysis of empirical covariance
operators [, [30]. Apart from applications, the theory of Gaussian polynomials has been
studied for its rich intrinsic structure, with interesting interplay of analytic, probabilistic,
algebraic and combinatorial phenomena, leading to many challenging problems. For a
comprehensive presentation of diverse aspects of the theory we refer to the monographs
[9, T, (124 17,

An important aspect of the study of Gaussian polynomials is the order of their tail
decay and growth of moments. In the real valued case the first estimates concerning this
question, related to the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup, were
obtained by Nelson [21]. For homogeneous tetrahedral (i.e., affine in each variable) forms
of arbitrary fixed degree two-sided estimates on the tails and moments were obtained in
(in particular generalizing the well-known Hanson-Wright inequality for quadratic
forms). In [4] it was shown that the results of [I5] in fact allow to obtain such estimates for
all polynomials of degree bounded from above. Two sided estimates for polynomials with
values in a Banach space have been obtained independently by Borell [6], Ledoux [16],
Arcones-Giné [5]. They are expressed in terms of suprema of certain empirical processes
(see formula (@) below), which in general may be difficult to estimate (even in the real
valued case).
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In a recent paper [2] we considered Gaussian quadratic forms with coefficients in
a Banach space and obtained upper bounds on their tails and moments, expressed in
terms of quantities which are easier to deal with. In the real valued case our estimates
reduce to the Hanson-Wright inequality, and for a large class of Banach-spaces (related to
Pisier’s Gaussian property « and containing all type 2 spaces) they may be reversed. In
particular for L, spaces with ¢ < 0o they yield two-sided estimates expressed in terms of
deterministic quantities. In the present work we generalize these estimates to polynomials
of arbitrary degree.

Before presenting our main theorems (which requires an introduction of a rather in-
volved notation) let us describe the setting and discuss in more detail some of the results
mentioned above.

To this aim consider a Banach space (F,||-||). A (homogeneous, tetrahedral) F-valued
Gaussian chaos of order d is a random variable defined as

(1) S - Z ail,...,’idgil e gid’

1<41 <dg...<ig<n

where a;,,..;, € F and g1,...,9, are ii.d.standard Gaussian variables. As explained
above the goal of this paper is to derive estimates on moments (defined as ||S]|, =

(E ||S||")'/P) and tails of S, more precisely to establish upper bounds which for some
classes of Banach paces, including L, spaces, can be reversed (up to constants depending
only on d and the Banach space, but not on n or a;, .. ; d). We restrict here to random
variables of the form (IJ), however it turns out that estimates on their moments will
in fact allow to deduce moment and tail bounds for arbitrary polynomials in Gaussian
random variables as well as for homogeneous tetrahedral polynomials in i.i.d. symmetric
exponential random variables.
In the sequel we will consider mainly decoupled chaoses
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S'= 3" i, g 9

11,0d

where (g¥); xen are independent A(0,1) random variables — under natural symmetry
assumptions, moments and tails of S,.S” are comparable up to constants depending only
on d (cf. [10, [13]).
For d = 1 and any p > 1 an easy application of Gaussian concentration (see, e.g. [28])
and integration by parts gives
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where F™* is the dual space and ~ stands for a comparison up to universal multiplicative
constants.
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An iteration of the above inequality yields for chaoses of order 2,
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For chaoses of higher order one gets an estimate

(4) Z ail,...,idgill“'gfld ~ Z p¥?E sup Z @iy, ,@de,J H glj )

Ulyeensld P 1,.0d JjeJ JEdNT

where the supremum is taken over z',..., 2" from the Euclidean unit sphere and ~¢

stands for comparison up to constants depending only on the parameter a. To the best
of our knowledge the above inequality was for the first time established in [6] and subse-
quently reproved in various context by several authors [5] 16, [17].

The estimate () gives precise dependence on p, but unfortunately is expressed in
terms of expected suprema of certain stochastic processes, which are hard to estimate. In
many situations this precludes effective applications. Let us note that even for d = 1, the
estimate (2]) involves the expectation of a norm of a Gaussian random vector. Estimating
such a quantity in general Banach spaces is a difficult task, which requires investigating
the geometry of the unit ball of F™* (as described by the celebrated majorizing measure
theorem due to Fernique and Talagrand). Therefore, in general one cannot hope to get rid
of certain expectations in the estimates for moments. Nevertheless, in certain classes of
Banach spaces (such as, e.g., Hilbert spaces, or more generally type 2 spaces) expectations
of Gaussian chaoses can be easily estimated. The difficult part (also for d = 2 and
mentioned class of Banach spaces) is to estimate the terms in ([B]) and () which involve
additional suprema over products of unit balls. Even for d = 2 and a Hilbert space, the
2 az’jgﬂj‘
norm of a certain random matrix. Such quantities are known to be hard to estimate.
Therefore, it is natural to seek inequalities which are expressed in terms of deterministic
quantities and expectations of some F'-valued polynomial chaoses, but do not involve
expectations of additional suprema of such polynomials. This was the motivation behind
the article [2], concerning the case d = 2 and containing the following bound, valid for

can be equivalently rewritten as the expected operator

term Esup,cpn



4 RADOSEAW ADAMCZAK, RAFAL LATALA, RAFAL MELLER

p > 1 (]2, Theorem 4]),
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It can be shown that in general this inequality cannot be reversed. Hovewer, it turns
out to be two-sided in a certain class of Banach spaces containing L, spaces (see Section
[2.1] below). This observation gives rise to the question of obtaining similar results for
arbitrary d. Building on ideas and techniques developed in [I5] we are able to give an
answer to it (Theorem [2.1]). Similarly as in [2] the heart of the problem is to estimate
the expected supremum of a certain Gaussian process indexed by a product set.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we set up the notation and
formulate the main results, in particular the pivotal bound for moments of homogeneous
tetrahedral Gaussian chaoses in arbitrar Banach space (Theorem 2.1]). We also present its
consequences: tail and moment estimates for arbitrary Gaussian polynomials, two-sided
bounds in special classes of Banach spaces, inequalities for tetrahedral homogeneous forms
in i.i.d. symmetric exponential variables. In Section 3] in Theorem B.Il we formulate a key
inequality for the supremum of a certain Gaussian processes and derive certain entropy
bounds to be used in its proof, presented in Section @Ml In Section Bl we use Theorem
B to prove Theorem 2.1] from which we deduce all the remaining claims of Section
The Appendix contains certain basic facts concerning Gaussian processes and Gaussian
polynomials used throughout the article.

2. NOTATION AND MAIN RESULTS

We write [n] for the set {1,...,n}. Throughout the article C' (resp. C'(«)) will denote
an absolute constant (resp. a constant which may depend on «) which may differ at each
occurrence. By A we typically denote a finite multi-indexed matrix (a;, .. i,)1<ir,....ig<n
of order d with values in a normed space (F,|-||). If i = (iy,...,iq) € [n]% and T C [d],
then we define ir := (i;);er.

If U is a finite set then |U| stands for its cardinality and by P(U) we denote the family
of (unordered) partitions of U into nonempty, pairwise disjoint sets. Note that if U = ()
then P(U) consists only of the empty partition §.

With a slight abuse of notation we write (P,P’) € P(U) if PUP € P(U) and
PAP =0
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Let P = {L,..., Iy}, P' = {J1,...,Jm} be such that (P,P") € P([d]) . Then we
define

() Allppi=sup E|| > ai, H Hgl_, Y (a1,) <1

11,04 i1,
k
©) Al ==sw{E| S ai i, ], b e S (o1, ) <1
i150%d r=1 le[d]\(UP iy

We do not exclude the situation that P’ or P is an empty partition. In the first case
|Allp | = | All» is defined in non-probabilistic terms. Another case when [|Ap/ | » =
IA]lp is when P’ consists of singletons only.

In particular for d = 3 we have (note that to shorten the notation we suppress
some brackets and write e.g. ||Allr2y 31 and [|All (1) | 1y 43}, instead of [[A]l(f2; (3} and

1Al 3y | (23893

1Ally 2y = 1N 2gy = swp | s
i,k 951211931
||A||@|{1},{2,3} = |||A|||{1},{2,3} = sup Zaijkxiyjk .

2 2
DA DI ijk

[Allg | q13.021. 031 = IAllay 23,80 = sup GijhTill ik
|{ }7{ }7{ } Zz l‘%ﬁl,zj' yj2_§17zk Z%Sl %’;

1Al 0343 (0 = B ||D aijhgiigi|| -
i7j7k

1Ay 21,480 = 1All2y.03 = sup E ijkGiTiYk |
1} {2).{3) ST S E;;

1Al 1y 423,431 10 = IAlle =B || D asjngidior |
ijk

1Al 3y 23 = DAy = sup B\ agrgizsgh

25 $J§1 1,5,k

The main result is the following moment estimate of the variable S’.



6 RADOSEAW ADAMCZAK, RAFAL LATALA, RAFAL MELLER

Theorem 2.1. Assume that A = (ai,,. .i,)i1,..i; 1S @ finite matriz with values in a
normed space (F,||-||). Then for any p > 1,

" @ 2 L Al <) b ann ol

d] PeP(J (AN ¥} »

<c@ Y PP Alp .
(P,PeP(ld])

The lower bound in ([7]) motivates the following conjecture (we leave it to the reader
to verify that in general Banach spaces it is impossible to reverse the upper bound even
for d = 2).

Conjecture 2.2. Under the assumption of Theorem [21 we have

(8) > a0k gh| <C Z > pP2Alp.

01,00l » Cld) PeP(J)

Example 2.3. In particular for d = 3, Theorem [21] yields for symmetric matrices

—51 > airgigigh| < C(S1+ S),

ijk
J p

where (we recall) C is a numerical constant and

St=E|Y aijugi g3k
ijk

+p1/2 sup E Zaljkgzg]xk + sup E Zamkgzxjk + sup Zazjkxz]k

llzll2<1 l[z]l2<1 l[z]l2<1

ijk ijk ijk

+p sup K Zaijkgixjyk +  sup Zaijkxijyk

lzll2:llylla<1 |15 lzllz,llyll2<1 || 57

3/2
+p/ Zaljkxlyjzk‘
||93||27||y||2,|| 2<1 |15k

SZ =K Zazﬂcgzyk +E Zazjkgz]gk +p1/2 sup Zaijkgz‘ljxk

[[z]l2<1

ijk ijk ijk

Remark 2.4. Unfortunately we are able to show (&) only for d = 2 and with an additional

factor Inp (cf. |2]). It is likely that by a modification of our proof one can show (&) for
arbitrary d with an additional factor (Inp)¢(@.

By a standard application of Chebyshev and Paley-Zygmund inequalities, Theorem
2.1 can be expressed in terms of tails.
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Theorem 2.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem [2]] the following two inequalities
hold. For any t > C(d) X prepqa 1Al prps

. 2/|P|
Z Qa Lyeeny dgl1 gzd - ~ eXP C(d) (73 Pl)ep( (HApr/ | p)

115ee08d |P|>0

and for any t > 0,

1
d d
P Z ail,...,idgill iyl 2 wE Z ail,...,idgill il T

i1,ig i1,.iq

1 C(d . . t 2/|P|
ex min min —_— .
= o) &P ) o5 ) <|||A|||p>

In view of () and [I5] it is clear that to prove Theorem 2.1] one needs to estimate
suprema of some Gaussian processes. The next statement is the key element of the proof
of the upper bound in ().

Theorem 2.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem [21] we have for any p > 1

[Pli1-d
9) E sup Z iy ,...iq 9y 1—[33@,c <C(d Z p 1Al |-

($27 de E(Bn)d ! T1yeenyld ('P773’)6'P([d])

We postpone proofs of the above results till Section [6] and discuss now some of their
consequences.

2.1. Two-sided estimates in special classes of Banach spaces.

. We start by introducing a class of normed spaces for which the estimate (7)) is two-sided.
To this end we restrict our attention to normed spaces (F, ||-||) which satisfy the following
condition: there exists a constant K = K (F) such that for any n € N and any matrix
(bi,j)i,jgn with values in F,

(10) E Zbi,jgi,j < KE Zbi,jgig;‘
i, 4,J

This property appears in the literature under the name Gaussian property (a+) (see
[20]) and is closely related to Pisier’s contraction property [25]. It has found applications,
e.g., in the theory of stochastic integration in Banach spaces. We refer to |11, Chapter
7] for a thorough discussion and examples, mentioning only that (I0) holds for Banach
spaces of type 2, and for Banach lattices (I0) is equivalent to finite cotype.

Remark 2.7. By considering n =1 it is easy to see that K > /7/2 > 1.

A simple inductive argument and (I0) yield that for any d,n € N and any F-valued
matrix (bi,,. i, )ir,....iq<n
(11) < KR

i9i

§ : d
bigzll e gid
i
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where we recall that i = (iy,...,iq) € [n]% It turns out that under the condition ()
our bound (7)) is actually two-sided.

Proposition 2.8. Assume that (F,||-||) satisfies (IQ) and (P, P’) € P(|d]). Then
[Allpr p < K197 AL,

Proof. Let P' = (J1,...,Ji), P = (I1,...,I). Then |UP'| = [P'| = K (j0i] = 1).
The proof is by induction on s := [{l : |J;| > 2}|. If s = 0 the assertion follows by the
definition of ||A]p. Assume that the statement holds for s and [{l : |J;] > 2}| =s+ 1.
Without loss of generality |J;| > 2. Combining Fubini’s Theorem with (III) we obtain

Zi:“lH i, !leHg” (Vr<mz< z,> <1

(28

1
[Allp: | p = sup E(G*- GRS

k
< KM=t gup { BGGMRES > a H v, [T 9%, 119, ‘ Vrm D <x§“)2 =1
i r=2

JEJL ir,

< KIUPI=PlAp,

where G! = (gfll )i 1) G = (¢ )g] )je Ji,iy, and in the last inequality we used the induction
assumption. n

The following corollary is an obvious consequence of Proposition 2.8 and Theorems

2.1
Corollary 2.9. For any normed space (F,|||) satisfying [I0) we have for p > 1,

D Giiadh 9| < C@ET! Z > PP A,

11,eenld p TC[d PEP(T)

and for t > C(d)K'E HZI aig;, "'gzdd )

) L\ 2P
P ol dll >t <2 K% .
2. iy 2] < eXp( C(d) oLicld pern \ [Al»

11,04

Thanks to infinite divisibility of Gaussian variables, the above corollary can be in fact
generalized to arbitrary polynomials in Gaussian variables, as stated in the following
theorem.

Theorem 2.10. Let F' be a Banach space. If G is a standard Gaussian vector in R™ and
f: R™ = F is a polynomial of degree D, then for all p > 2,

(12)  If(G) ~EFG)l,
ﬁ(mw J-EFG)+ S S S p T IEVYG)I)

1<d<D 0£TC[d) PEP(T)
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and for all t > 0,

(13)
1
B(1£(6) ~ EF@)] > 5 BIF(C) ~ EF G +1)) = o e (= CDIns(1)).
where
y t 2/IP|
w0 =z, i o (Evar@,)

Moreover, if F satisfies ([IQ), then for all p > 1,
(14)  IA(G) =Ef(G)llp

<COKPLEIFG) -EFG)+ > Y S pE IEVHG)I)

1<d<D 0ATC[d] PEP(T)
and for all t > C(D)KP~'E| f(G) —Ef(G)|,

(15) P(IA(G) ~EA@) = 1) < 2exp (= C(D) K2 2(1)).

The above theorem is an easy consequence of results for homogeneous decoupled
chaoses and the following proposition, the proof of which (as well as the proof of the
theorem) will be presented in Section

Proposition 2.11. Let F be a Banach space, G a standard Gaussian vector in R™ and
f:R™ = F be a polynomial of degree D. Then forp >1,

1£(G) ~ BG)l, ~ ZH @l ia8h |
d=1

i1,..0g=1

where the d-indexed F-valued matrices Aq = (i, iy )i, ig<n ore defined as Ag =

EVIf(G).

2.2. L, spaces. It turns out that L, spaces satisfy (1)) and as a result upper and lower
bounds in ([7]) are comparable. Moreover, as is shown in Lemma below, in this case
one may express all the parameters without any expectations. For the sake of brevity,
we will focus on moment estimates, clearly tail bounds follow from them by standard
arguments (cf. the proof of Theorem 2.5).

Proposition 2.12. For q > 1 the space Ly(X, i) satisfies [I0) with K = C/q.

Proof. From [11, Theorem 7.1.20] it follows that if F' is of type 2 with constant 7', then
it satisfies (I0) with K = T, while it is well known that the type 2 constant of Ly (X, 1)
is of order ,/q. O

For a multi-indexed matrix A of order d with values in Ly(X,p) and J C [d], P =
(I1,..., 1) € P([J]) we define

k

jars =swd | | S (S a \MZ( )<

i[d]\J ’iJ r=1 Z]T
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For J = [d] and P € P([d]) we obviously have |||A|||7L>q = ||A|lp. The following lemma

asserts that for general J the corresponding two norms are comparable.

Lemma 2.13. For any J C [d], P = (I1,...,Ix) € P(J) and any multi-indezed matrix
A of order d with values in Ly(X, 1) we have

_q A=d+lJ]
Cd) g2 Al < Al < C(d)q"

Proof. By Jensen’s inequality and Corollary [A.7] we get

i q 1/q
IA]l» < sup / E Zai(x) H gfj ngh du(x) ‘ Vrgkz (x%>2 <
X5 jeld\g =1 Hr
2
d—|J|
<C(d)g" sup > 2 H%T ‘ Vi) < )
g\ i i

On the other hand Theorem [A. 1] (applied with p = 1) and Corollary yield

1/g
|J|—d k e
lalp = Gogrsw g (B2 ae) T o TLe, a3 (,) <1
i jeld\g =1l i
( 2
1—d2+\J\
e P> Z%H% ‘VMZ( )<
\i[dl\J i Hr

0

Theorem 2.14. Let ¢ > 1 and let A = (ai,... i )i1,....i; be a matriz with values in
Ly(X,pn). Then for any p > 1 we have

”Z ST AL < || S aiih gl

JC[d] PeP([J]) i1,..0,0g »

_1 jid) L
)¢ Y Y pr Al

JC[d] PeP([J])

Proof. This is an obvious consequence of Theorem 2] Corollary 2.9 Proposition 212
and Lemma 2.T3] O

Using Proposition 2-TT] we can extend the above result to general polynomials.
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Theorem 2.15. Let G be a standard Gaussian vector in R™ and f: R"™ — Lg(X,p)
(q > 1) a polynomial of degree D. Then for p > 1, we have

D
(—Zq%d S P TIEVY(@)IE < [1/(G) — EF(G)ly

d=1 JC[d] PGP([J])

qu— Z S T IEVA@)E

d PeP([J])

Example 2.16. Consider a general polynomial of degree 3, i.e.,

Z Gijk9i95 9k + Z b’ljg’lg] + Zczgz +d,

i,5,k=1 i,j=1

where the coefficients a;ji, bij, ¢;, d take values in a Banach space and the matrices (aijk)l-jk,
(bij)ij are symmetric. Then one checks that

EVf(G) = (Cz+3zam> )
EV2f(G) = Q(bij)i,jzl’
EV3f(G) = V3f(G) = 6(aijr)i jk=1-

2.3. Exponential variables. Theorem 2.14] together with Lemma [A.§] allows us to ob-
tain inequalities for chaoses based on i.i.d standard symmetric exponential random vari-
ables (i.e. variables with density 2! exp(—|t|)) which are denoted by (F ), jeN below.
Similarly as in the previous Section we concentrate only on the moment estlmates

Proposition 2.17. Let A = (a;,, i, )ii,...i; be a matriz with values in Ly(X, p). Then
foranyp>1, ¢ > 2 we have

d
S]] 5
i k=1

L
~4 Z Z >, e max [(ai,....iu)ire | "

P [d\I PeP([d\(IL]))

One can take C~1(d)q"/>=? in the lower bound and C(d)g**=/? in the upper bound.
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Example 2.18. Ifd = 2 then Proposition[217 reads for a symmetric matriz A = (a;j)ij
as

L pLE? 42 . 3
E aijB; E5 || ~p H%E;XH%]HLQ‘FP/ max sup g a;jT;

r€BY

Lq
} : /} : 2
max a; + max as.
o,yEBY ij Lilj i : %]

Lq J Ly

2
1/2 2 : 2 : } :
+p / sup Q5T + Sllp2 Qi Ti5
n
r€B] i j . x€BY j Ly
q

2
E a;; .
ij I

q

The proof of Proposition 217 is postponed till Section Bl

3. REFORMULATION OF THEOREM AND ENTROPY ESTIMATES

Let us rewrite Theorem in a different language. We may assume that F' = R™ for
some finite m and a;, .. ;, = (ai17~~~7id7id+1)id+lgm' For this reason from now on the multi-
index i will take values in [n]? x [m] and all summations over i should be understood as
summations over this set. Accordingly, the matrix A will be treated as a (d + 1)-indexed
matrix with real coefficients. Let 7' = Bp+ be the unit ball in the dual space F'* (where
duality is realised on R™ through the standard inner product). In the sequel we will
therefore assume that 7' is a fixed nonempty symmetric bounded subset of R™.

In this setup we have

E

(22,...,z%)e(B

=E sSup sSup Z aigi, H 25, gy

(3327 ,md)E(B” d—1 t&T

Vj:1...,kz (3352)2 =1,
i1,

d
k

(16)  [[Allp|p =sup EsupZalnx“ ngs iar1
i

where P = (I1,..., 1), P = (J1,.... J1), (P',P) € P([d]).

To make the notation more compact we define

a= 5 Al .
(P,P)eP([d])

|Pl=k

As we will see in Section Bl to prove Theorem it suffices to show the following.
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Theorem 3.1. For any p > 1 we have
d k+1—d
(17) E sup Za,gl1 H%tldﬂ < (d)Zp 2 s,(A
(22,...,x%,t)e(By )41 xT k=0

To estimate the supremum of a centered Gaussian process (Gy)ycy one needs to study
the distance on V given by d(v,v') := (E|Gy — Guw|?)Y/? (cf. [28]). In the case of the
Gaussian process from (7)) this distance is defined on (BF)4~! x T'c R™4=1 x R™ by
the formula

(18) pA((x2,...,md,t),(yz,...,yd,t'))

d d
o } : } : . . k ¢ kot
E Qi yeyiqgya Hyzk Td+1 Hxiktldﬂ
k=2

i1 12,00 8d 41 =2

(&) (@7))

where <®Z:2 xk> ®t=(z3, - detldH)m, g € R™ '™ and a4 is a norm defined on
(RM)®(@=1) @ R™ ~ R '™ given by

2y 1/2

(19) s (x):= Z Z AiXifg (13

i1 \{d+1\{1}

We will now provide estimates for the entropy numbers N (U, pa,e) for ¢ > 0 and
U C (By)* 1 x T (recall that N(S,p,¢) is the minimal number of closed balls with
diameter e in metric p that cover the set S). To this end let us introduce some new
notation. From now on Gy, = (g1,...,9n) and G, = (g¢,...,g%) stand for independent
standard Gaussian vectors in R”™. For s > 0, U = {(22,...,2%t) e U} ¢ (R")* I x T
we set

(20) Woas) =3 S W),
k=1 IC{2,..d}:|I|=k
where

d
W (aa) = sup <<®< (1—14( ))+Gk11(k))> ®t>.

(1'27...,Z‘d+1,t)6 k=2

We define a norm 84 on (R")®(d_1) ~ R by (recall that we assume symmetry of
the set T')

(21) BA( ) - Esupzalgllyz[d]\{l} Zd+1 ]Eiup

aigi1y; t; .
pe: 2 8 Yigg g s
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Following (20) we denote

(22) 7 (Ba,s) Z M VP (Ba),

Ic{2,...dy:|I|=k

where

d
VP (Ba):=sup EBa <® <w’“(1 —1;(k)) + G’“Mk))) .

(x27...7$d7t)EU k=2

Let us note that VIU(B 4) depends on the set U only through its projection on the first
d — 1 coordinates.

We have

d
(23) Vi (Bass) > s Vi (Ba)=s- sup  fa <® 90k> :
Jev k=2

(1'27---7xd7t

Observe that by the classical Sudakov minoration (see Theorem [A.2)), for any (z¥) € R,
k=2,...,d there exists Tig ,» . C T such that [Tig .« .| < exp(Ce~2) and

d
vzteTE|t'eT ok e XA <®ﬂf ® ( t—t ) <efBa (@xk) .
k=2

We define a measure ,uQT on R@=D" 5 T by the formula

pdp(C) = /R(dl)n > 1e(@ 2 ) dyas e (@F)=a,...a),

1€Tgy ok .
where 7, ; is the distribution of tG), = t(g1,...,gn). Clearly,
(24) e (R X T) < O

To bound N (U, pa,e) for e > 0 and U C (B})?! x T we need two lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. [I5, Lemma 2| For any = = (z',...,2%) € (B})?, norm o/ on R™ and
e > 0 we have

Vdn.e (Ba/(:c,r(éle, o/))) > 9 exp(—de2/2),
where

d d
r(e,a) = Zak Z Eo/ <® <xk(1 — lger) + Gk1k€1)> i

k=1 IC[d): [I|=k k=1
Lemma 3.3. For any (x,t) = (22,...,2%t) € (B))* ' x T and e > 0 we have

il (B (1), 0, WIS (s, 82) + VI (84,86)) ) = e exp (~C(d)=2) .
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Proof. Fix (x,t) € (B3)*' x T, & > 0 and consider
d d d
U:{<y2,. ) € R, <<®x ®yk>®t>+aﬂ,4 <®xk_®yk>
k=2 k=2 k=2

< Wi (a4, 4e) + VI (8, 4e>}

For any (y?,...,y%) € U there exists t' € Ty, such that as (®z22 Y@ (t— t')> <
efa (®Z:2 yk) By the triangle inequality,

k=2
d d d d
<o ((w = ) )5 Q- @) + o1 (@)
k=2 k=2
< Wi (0, 46) + 2V 50 (84,40) < WIS (@, 8) + V& (5, 80),

where in the third inequality we used (23]). Thus,

il (B (66,8), pa, WIS (@, 80) + VI*D (84,82)))
> Yd—1)ne(U) > exp(—C(d)e™?),
where the last inequality follows by Lemma applied to the norm a (- ®t) + €B4(-).

]
Corollary 3.4. For anye,6 >0 and U C (B})*! x T we have
(25) N (U7 PA, Wéj(aAa E) + VdU(/BA7 8)) < exp(C(d)&‘_Q)
and

(26) logN(Ua PA,(S)

% e
d—1 d—1
_1 _ 1
<c@|> | > WI an) | 67k + ST ovPBa) | oEe
k=1 \ 1c{2,..., k=0 \ 1c{2,....d}
|I|:k \I|=k

Proof. 1t suffices to show (23]), since it easily implies (26]). Consider first ¢ < 8. Obvi-

ously, WY (aa,€) + VI (Ba,€) > suppe e (WA (au,e) + Vi (84, ). Therefore,
by Lemma B.3] (applied with €/16) we have for any (x,t) € U,

@0)  ply (B (1) pa WY (/) + VY (Ba.2/2)) = C(d) " exp (~Cl(d)e?)
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Suppose that there exist (Xl,tl),...,(xN,tN) € U such that pa((xs,t;), (x5,t5)) >
WY (aa,e) + VY (BA, g) > 2Wd (aa,e/2) + 2V (Ba,e/2) for i # j. Then the sets
B ((x4,t:), pa, WY (ozA,s/2) + VY (Ba,2/2)) are disjoint, so by ([24) and (2I), we obtain
N < C(d) exp(C(d)e2) < exp(C(d)e2).

If £ > 8 then (23)) gives

W (aa,e) + Vi (Ba,e) > 8

g aigiq H .%'Zk Tdt1

(m, Lxd t
2y 1/2
128
=\ suza Z Z a; l_Igchkt,d+1
(@22t 0CU \ i1 \dg,oigys
> diam (U, pa) .
So, N(U, pa, WY (aa,€) + V.Y (Ba,e)) =1 < exp(e72). O

Remark 3.5. The classical Dudley’s bound on suprema of Gaussian processes (see e.qg.,
[9, Corollary 5.1.6]) gives

E sup Z:alg21 szktzdﬂ < C’/ \/logN B1)A=1 x T, pa,d)dod,
(x2,...,z4,t)€(BY)I—1xT

where A is equal to the diameter of the set (BY)4~'xT in the metric pa. Unfortunately the

entropy bound derived in Corollary[3.4] involves a nonintegrable term 6~1. The remaining
part of the proof of Theorem [31l is devoted to improve on Dudley’s bound.

For x,y € (R")4! we define a norm a4 on (R?)?1 = R@=1" by the formula

fa((2?, Z Z Z aixgj

=2 (P, PI )E‘Pd[d]\{J}) ij PP
d ' d d '
) o)
Z PN DI BEED DD DENED DI DI
=2P 6‘ l([d]\{ﬂ}) i p|p I=2i#Fk=1PeP(d }\{J EN | 4 k)| P

Pl=d
Proposition 3.6. For anyd+1>4,¢>0and U C (B4 ' xT

7

(22,...,z4,t)eU

d—2
N (U, PA, st_ksk(A) +e sup aa((2?,... ,xd))) < exp(C(d)e?).
k=0

Proof. We will estimate the quantities WY (a4,¢) and V.V (84, ) appearing in Corollary
3.4
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Since U C (B)4~! x T, Jensen’s inequality yields for I C {2,...,d},

d
28) WYau) =  sup <<®< (1— 17k )—i—leI(k)))@t)

(22,...,29 t)EU k=2

2
© (z oIt T o

($27"'71"d7t)6U 22,5 05ld 41 kel kE[d]\([U{l})

j— 3 k
(z2,....zd t)el z,u{l} d+1]\(1u{1}) ke[d]\(IU{l})

< Allg | roquy teykeiap oy < Sa—j1i(A)-

By estimating a little more accurately in the second inequality in (28) we obtain for
2<j<d,

(29)

Wiplea) s sup D, s ) D w ]] vt

(@2 D€ <i<q WPy E(BE) i1 i[d+1]\{1,a} 2<k<d
I#j k#5,
d

< sup Z Z Z aixlil

(@2 DEV (=2 pep(apiiy) || i

Pl=d-2 01

Observe that (29) is not true for d + 1 = 3 (cf. Remark B.7)).
Let us now pass to the quantity VdU(ﬁ 4,€). The definition of VIU and the inclusion
U cC (BY)*T ! x T yield

(30) VI (Ba) < Ay ser | goymetan oy < Sa-jr-1(A)  for I# 0
and
. d
(3D Vo (Ba) < (x27...s71;£t)eUlZ:;(y2,.._,y§)11€I()Bg)d 1Etsflégzalg“ i 2<kl_[<dy““ bt
*A

< S S

(x2, zd t)EUl 2 || 4 {1} | {k}: ke[d)\{1,1}
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Inequalities (28)-(31)) imply that

Wi (aa,e) + Vi (Ba,e)
—1

d-1
=> N Wl e+ M YT VB

k=2 IC{2,...d}:|I|=k k=1 1C{2,....d}:|I|=k

j=2
d—2
<CO(d)Y e Fs(A)+2  sup Z Z Z aixél
=0 (@22t €U | 122 (p Pr)ep( [d]\{l}) il PP
|P|=d—
Hence the assertion is a simple consequence of Corollary B.41 U

Remark 3.7. Proposition is not true for d +1 = 3. The problem arises in ([29) —
for d = 2 there does not exist P € P([d] \ {l}) such that |P| = d — 2. This is the main
reason why proofs for chaoses of order d = 2 (cf. [2]) have a different nature than for
higher order chaoses.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [B.1]

We will prove Theorem [B.1] by induction on d (recall that matrix A has order d + 1).
To this end we need to amplify the induction thesis. For U C (R")4~1 x R™ we define

d+1
Fa(U)=E sup Z iy, ig1 Gin H xfk
(1’2,...,1'd+1)€U i1 yeenyidi1 k=2
Theorem 4.1. For any U C (BY)* ' x T and any p > 1
-t k+1—d
(32) Fa(U) <C(d) <\/§AA(U) +) p oz Sk(A)> ;
k=0
where
AaU) = sup pA((xQ’---axdat)’(yQ,---ayd’t/)) = diam(4, pa).

(22,...,24,t),(y2,...,.y% ¢ eU
Clearly it is enough to prove Theorem E.T] for finite sets U. Observe that
AA((B)1 < T) < 2||Ally) 1jy5ea = 254(A),

thus Theorem [£.]] implies Theorem B.Il We will prove ([32]) by induction on d + 1, but
first we will show several consequences of the theorem. In the next three lemmas, we shall
assume that Theorem [ ]] (and thus also Theorem 2.6] ) holds for all matrices of order
smaller than d + 1.
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Lemma 4.2. Let p>1,1>0and d+ 1> 4. Then

d—1
N ((B’;)dl,m, 27! Zp‘“*%dskm)) < exp(C(d)2%p),

k=0
where p 4 is the distance on (R™)4~1 corresponding to the norm éa.

Proof. Note that

SNCEEI S S >

J=2 (P, P‘I)EI'P (1d\{s}) i PP

Up to a permutation of the indexes we have two possibilities

HZ% i

o | Len 0 3<i<d, 125}

HZ% aig@'j‘

(33) > aig;,
ij

PP (1} | {1}:2<i<d, 1#]

. In this case

First assume that HZ% 1 0| {L2}.1{1): B<I<d, 1£7)

= HZ@] aigi;

PP

Z biy.....iq9i

i1

E aigij
i

0] {1,2},{{1}: 3<i<d, I#£5} 01{2},...{d-1}

for an appropriately chosen matrix B = (b;, . ;,) (we treat a pair of indices {1,2} as
a single index and renumerate the indices in such a way that j,{1,2} and d + 1 would
become 1,2 and d respectively).

Clearly,

(34) Y UBlpp= X Alpp< Yo Alpp = sk(A),

(P, P)eP(ld—1]) (P!, P)ec (P',P)eP((d])
(P|=k P|=k Pl=k

where C C P([d]) is the set of partitions which do not separate 1 and 2.
Thus, Theorem Bl applied to the matrix B of order d yields

i1,...,1q 91

(35) E\> aigs,
i

0] {1,2},{{1}: 3<i<d, I#£5} 01{2},...{d—1}

\P\+2 d k+2—d
<C@d >, »p 1Bllpp <C(d) ) p 7 sk(A).
(P",P)eP([d—1]) k=0
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Now assume that HZZJ aigi; = HZ% aigi; and observe that

PP {1} [ {1}:2<i<d, I1#j
!
E\> aigi; =7 e S B ?ngalgugzj It
i sleBy, 2<I<d, I#j  t€ .
g {1} | {1}:2<1<d, 1] 2 7 2<I<d, I#]
!
=E sup sup Za,glj H T3, My g
zle By, 2<I<d, I#j meM 2<i<d, l#

=K sup sup § du, Liqg9in H Ly Mg,
2l€BY, 2<I<d—1 me M i, iy

where D = (di; . .i,)i1,..i, 15 an appropriately chosen matrix of order d, the set M C
R™ ® R™ satisfies

Esupz b jgit; = sup Z b; jm; j for any matrix (b; ;)i<n,j<m,
teT m
7j 7]

and M corresponds to M under a natural identification of R™ ® R™ with R™™.
Applying Theorem B.1] to the matrix D of order d gives

E Zaigij =K sup sup. Z du, Wia9in Hx mi,

;o :BlGBn 2<I<d—-1
i (1} | {1}:2<1<d, ] meMi,...iq

\P\+2 d
< C(d) > HDHp/ P
(P',P)eP([d—1])

[PLt2-d
<c@d > »p [Allp | »
(P 7’)67’([ 1)
d—
Z k+2 d
k=
where \|D||g| p is defined in the same manner as || Al | (see [I6)) but the supremum

is taken over the set M instead of T. The second inequality in (B6]) can be justified

analogously as (34).
Combining (33)),(B3), (36) and the dual Sudakov inequality (Theorem [A3] note that

(BR)d=1 C /d — 1B;(d71)) we obtain

k+2—d
N(( 2 7pA7th 2 Sk )

<N ((Bg)d—l,ﬁA, C(d) " MEaA(G?, ..., G”)) < exp(C(d)t™2).

It is now enough to choose ¢t = (/p2!) 1. O
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From now on for U C (R™)4~! x R™ we denote

aa(U) = sup G4 <(x2,...,xd)>.
(z2,...,zdt)eU

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that d+1 >4, y= (y%,...,y%) € (BH) ' and U C (By)4~1 xT.
Then for any p > 1 and l > 0, we can find a decomposition

N
U=J U, N <exp(C(d)2%p)
j=1

such that for each j < N,

d—2
(37)  Fal(y.0) + Uj) < Fa(U;) + C(d) (aA (y) + aa(U) + 27 Zpk*%d5k<A>>

and
(38) AAU;) <27p V24, (U) + 27 QIZp 7 sp(A

Proof. Fixy € (B)4tand U C (BM)¥'xT.For I C {2,...,d},x = (22,...,2%t),% =
(#2,..., 2% ¢) € (RM)4! x R™ and S C (R")4"! x R™, we deﬁne

2

71 v ) -— ~J
LACEIESSDON IDDRECE | 17 T | R | A
i1 12,00y ld 41 kel 2<j<d 2<j<d
JEl J¢l
AZ’I(S) := sup {pi’l(x, X):X,X € S}

and

71 . j
F(S) = sup Zalgnny% H Ty | tigss-

( snsxd t)ES kel 2<j<d
J¢l
If I ={2,...,d} then for S C (B})? ! x T we have

’ 27" )
(39) FX{ ) < EiuJEZalgll Hka ias
€

< su E su a
= (i Ve(Byyit el Z n 1;[ Vidias

ia (A} (k) : k=2,....d—1



22 RADOSEAW ADAMCZAK, RAFAL LATALA, RAFAL MELLER

If I +#0,{2,...,d} then Theorem ]| applied to the matrix

I):= ZaiHyfk

ir kel .
a41)\1

of order d — |I| +1 < d + 1 gives for any S C (B})*! x T and ¢ > 1,
d—|1]—1

k+1—d+|I]
FYIS)y<cd—11) | ¢2a%'(S)+ DY ¢ = si(A(y. D)
k=0

For any 2 < k < d, y* € B} thus si(A(y, 1)) < sk+|1|(A) for k < d—1|I] — 1 and
8d—|1]-1(A(y, I)) < & (y). Hence,

d—2
(40) FY(s) < C(d—|1)) (ql/QAﬁ’I(SHdA(y)Jr q > Sk(A)>-

By the triangle inequality,

FA((y2”ydaO)+S)_FA(S)§ Z FAZJ(S)
0£IC{2,...,d}

Combining (3J) and (@0 we obtain for S C (B})?! x T and ¢ > 1,

(41) Fa((2,...,9%0) +5)

IS

-2
k+1—d

SEAS)+CW) laay)+ D ¢PA%Y(S)+D ¢ T si(A)
0£I1C{2,...,d} 0

Fix I € {2,...,d}, |I| < d —2 (we do not exclude I = {)). Taking supremum over
€ (B3)?! we conclude that

b
Il

sup dA(yJ)({xk} cke{2,...,d}\I) < sup  aal(2?,...,z%).
(22,...,29t)eU (22,...,z4,t)eU

Recall also that s (A(y,I)) < sgq7)(A), thus we may apply 24=1 _ { times Proposition
B8 with ¢ = 27/p~/2 and find a decomposition U = UN1 Uj, N1 < exp(C(d)2%p) such
that for each j and I C {2,...,d} with |I| <d—2,

(42) AUl < 27lp A, (U) + 27 QIZp 7 s(A

If |I| = d — 2 then the distance pi’l’l corresponds to a norm a4y 1) on R™™ given by

2

Ay, (x) = Z Z “ifﬂi{j,dmﬂyi g

i1 12,..0d+1 kel
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where j is defined by the condition {1, 5} = [d]\ I (cf. (I8]), (I9) and observe that A(y,I)

is an n X m matrix). We define also (as in (21)))
Ba Aly, =E sup Z AiGi Ti; H yll igi1-
lel

Recall the definitions @0) and [22) and note that (denoting by U the projection of U
onto the j-th and (d + 1)-th coordinate)

(43) WQU(aA(yJ)(X),E) =¢ sup E Z Z aiGi;tiy, H yfk

2 d
(1,‘ gyl ,t)eU i1 i27---7id+1 kel

2

<e sup Z Zai Hyfktidﬂ <ea(y).

2 d .. .
(z?,...xd,t)elU 11,85 ir kel

where we again used that y;, € BY, U C (BR)4~! x T.
We also have

V{(j}(ﬁA(y,I)) Esupzalgzlgz tlk Hyzk S Sd— Q(A)
kel
and
V[7 155 = sup E sup a3, T Z i yr < aly
1] ( A(YJ)) (@2, zd p) e t’eTZ 1 d+1]!;II K
Thus N
VY (Bagy,n),€) < edly) +&°sa2(A).

Taking & = 27/~ 'p~ /2 and combining the above estimate with @) and Corollary 4]
(applied d — 1 times) we obtain a partition U = U]\E U with Na < exp(C(d)2%p) and
(44) AZ’I(UJI’/) <27'p 2au(y) + 27 p tsa a(A)
for any I C {2,...,d} with |[I| =d —2 and j < N.

Intersecting the partition (U;)i<n, (which fullfills [{#2)) with (U});<n, we obtain a
partition U = Ufil U; with N < N1 Ny < exp(C(d)2%p) and such that for every i < N
there exist 5 < N7 and [ < N such that U; C U]{ nuy/.

Inequality (37) follows by @I with ¢ = 2%p, [@2)) and (@]). Observe that [3) follows
by [#2) for I = 0. O
Lemma 4.4. Suppose that U is a finite subset of (BY)™1 x T, with |U| > 2 and U —~U C
(BM4=1 x (T —T). Then for any p > 1,1 > 0 there exist finite sets U; C (BY)? 1 x T
and (y;,t;) €U, i=1,...,N such that

(i) 2 < N < exp(C(d)2%p),

(i) U= UL (%, )+U) Ui =Uy) U=V |Uil < U] -1,
(iii) Da(U;) <272 3752 sk(A),

s + d

(iv) &a (U;) <27 3550 op sk(A),

2
1—
2
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k 1—d
(0) Fa((y:,0) + Ui) < Fa(Us) + C(d) (@ () + 27 S04 p "5 s4(4) ).
Proof. By Lemma we get
Ny
(Bt = Bi, N1 < exp(C(d)2%p),
=1
where the diameter of the sets B; in the norm & satisfies
d—1
diam(B;,a4) <273 p 7 si(A).
k=0

Let U; = U N (B; x T). Selecting arbitrary (y;,t;) € U; (we can assume that these sets
are nonempty) and using Lemma 3] (with [ + 1 instead of I) we decompose U; — (y;,0)
into Uj\gl Uij in such a way that Ny < exp(C(d)2%p),

d—2
Fa((ys,0) + Uij) < Fa(Uy) + C(d) (dA (yi) + éa (Ui — (y,,0) + 27 ZPHé_dSk(A))
k=0

d—1
< FA(UZ']') + C(d) <d,4 (y,) + diam(Bi, dA) + 2~ ZpkjL;d sk(A)>
k=0

d—1
< FA(UZJ) + C(d) <dA (U) + 2~ Zpk+%d5k(A)>
k=0

and
d—2 ’d
Ap(Uiy) <277 p 7 Pap (U = (y,0)) 27272 p 2 sp(A) <27 2l2p 2 s(A

We take the decomposition U = {J; ;((y;,0)+Ui;). We have N = NNy < exp(C(d)Qle).

Without loss of generality we can assume N > 2 and |U; ;| < |U] — 1. Obviously, Uij —
A~ ~ k 1—d

Uj CU —U; CU=U and a4 (Uyj) < aa(Us — (y;,0)) < 273971 p™25,(4). A

relabeling of the obtained decomposition concludes the proof. ]

Proof of Theorem [[.1] In the case of d+ 1 = 3 Theorem E.I]is proved in [2] (see Remark
37 therein).

Assuming ([B2) to hold for all matrices of order {3,4,...,d}, we will prove it for
matrices of order d + 1 > 4. Let U C (R™)%! x R™ and let us put Ay = Ay (U),
Ao =da ((BY)T xT) < C(d)sg—1(A),

d—1
A= 92-2 Zp%sk( A 21— ZZ ]H_l d fOI‘ [ >1.

Suppose first that U C (3(B5)?"!) x T and define

cy(r,l) := sup {FA(S): Sc(BHYIxT,S§—ScU-U,

1S] < 7 AA(S) < Apda(S) < Al}.
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Note that any subset S C U satisfies A4(S) < Ag and dy (S) < Ay, therefore,
(45) cu(r,0) > sup{Fa(S): S C U,|S| <r}.

We will now show that for r > 2,

d—1
(46) cu(r,l) <cy(r—1,14+1)+C(d) (Al + 2L /pA; + 27 Zkar%_dsk(A)) .
k=0

Indeed, let us take S C (BF)?! x T as in the definition of cy(r,1). Then by Lemma
4.4l we may find a decomposition S = U?;l((yi,O) + S;) satisfying (i) — (v) with U, U;
replaced by S, S;. Hence, by Lemma [A.4] we have

(47) Fa(8) = Cy/log NAA(S) + max Fa((y;, 0) + 5)

k+1—d

d—1
< C(d) (21\/5Al + a4 (8)+ 27" Zp 2 sk(A)> + mZaXFA(Si).
k=0

We have Ay (S;) < Ay, da (S5) < Ay, 8;—8; € S—8 c U—U and |S;] < [S]—1 <
r — 1, thus max; F4(S;) < cy(r — 1,0 + 1) and ({@T) yields (@6l). Since cyr(1,1) = 0, (0]
yields

00 d—1
cu(r,0) < C(d)> (Al + 2! /pA; + 27 Zp%skm)) .

=0 k=0

For U C (3(B5)4!) x T, we have by (&%)

1
2

Fy(U) =sup{Fa(S): S CU,|S| <oo} <supcy(r,0)

d—1
< C(d) (ﬁAA(U) + Zp‘“*%dskm)) .

k=0

Finally, if U C (B)®! x T, then U’ := {(y/2,t): (y,t) € U} C (3(B})*!) x T and
AA(U') = 2179A 4(U), hence,

d—1
Fu(U) =25 Ry (U') < C(d) <\/13AA(U) + Zp’”%‘dsk(A)) .

5. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

We return to the notation used Section 2l In particular in this section the multi-index

i takes values in [n]? (instead of [n]? x [m] as we had in the two previous sections) and
all summations over i should be understood as summations over [n]?.
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5.1. Proofs of Theorems [2.1] and

Proof of Theorem [2.l. We start with the lower bound. Fix J C [d], P € P([d] \ J) and
observe that

4 4 » 1/p
S a o] =[BT sup m@rclav |, (Z a ngkk>
i k=1l i i k=1
llell<1
N\ 1/p
e 2Pl :
> c(d) | E@)9eTpt 5 Zai Hggj
iy jeJ i
ana |l p
jradl j 1Pl
>c(dp 2 E| (Y a]]d = c(d)p 7 || Allp,

iy jed i[d]\.] P

where F* is the dual space and in the second inequality we used Theorem [A.6l

The upper bound will be proved by an induction on d. For d + 1 = 3 it is showed in
[2]. Suppose that d 4+ 1 > 4 and the estimate holds for matrices of order {2,3,...,d}. By
the induction assumption, we have

(48)

d
2_a]]
k=1

i

< C(d) Z p@ Z aigiq
)eP(

P (P,'P/ [d_l]) id P! ‘ P »

Since ||-[|p: |p is @ norm Lemma [A.B] yields

(49) > aigi < CE Y aigi, + CVP I Allp | putay -
id P! ‘ P » id P! ‘ P

Choose P = (Iy...,I;),P' = (J1,...,Jm) and denote J = |JP’. By the definition of
| Allpr | p we have

(50) Z aigi,
iq

PP

= sup E(Gl,...,Gm)

‘ Vi=1..k Z <x§§3)2 _,

i,
1

m

1 k 1 d

E il “‘ﬂfz‘ij%Jlgz'd
i =1

N 2
. 1 kE d M\° _
sup E iy, Ty G ‘ Vizt..k E (milj) =153,
ir.
J J

G\ i
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where =(9;, )i, an - |l is @ norm on 4 given by
here G' = (g, )i,, and s

I(ai,)i, Il = B> ai, H 9,
iy

Theorem implies that

AN 2
Boup | [ S aieh, ot ot | || [ Voo 3 (o2)" -
i]].

ia\g

\R
< C(k) Z IR = C(k) Z b UP' | R
(R R)eP([d]\J) (R, R)EP([d\J)
|R|—k

(R, R)eP([d])

where [|Af|z/ | is defined as [|Al|z, |z but under the expectation occurs the norm | - ||.
The above and (B0) yield

IR|—k
(51) E\> aigi, <Ck) Y. pe =
i PP (R, R)eP((d])
Since |P| = k the theorem follows from ([48]),(d9) and (GI)). O

Proof of Theorem[2. Let S = HZ aigil1 e glddH. Chebyshev’s inequality and Theorem
2.1 yield for p > 0,

(52) PlS>cCd) Y, pPPAp ] <€
(P, P)eP(ld])

Now we substitute

t=c@d) > lAlpg+C@ > PP Alp p =ttt
PreP([d) (P,PHEP([d])
|P|>1

and observe that if t; < t9 then

. 2/IP|
P2 = .
C(d) (P, 77’)‘679 (la) <HAII7>/ p)

The first inequality of the theorem follows then by adjusting the constants.
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On the other hand by the Paley-Zygmund inequality we get for p > 2,

_ 1
Pls2ci@Y ¥ o™l | 2 (s> gEs)

Je[d) PeP(J)
1\? (ESP)? c(d)
- =C(d)p
& <1 2p> ES?p 2 € '
where in the last inequality we used Theorem [Al The inequality follows by a similar
substitution as for the upper bound. ]

5.2. Proof of Proposition2.177]land Theorem [2.10l Let us first note that Proposition
21T reduces (I2)) of Theorem 2.I0/to the lower estimate given in Theorem [2.1] while (14)
is reduced to Corollary 2.9l The tail bounds (I3)) and (I5) can be then obtained by
Chebyshev’s and Paley-Zygmund inequalities as in the proof of Theorem The rest of
this section will be therefore devoted to the proof of Proposition 2111

The overall strategy of the proof is similar to the one used in [4] to obtain the real
valued case of Theorem 2101 It relies on a reduction of inequalities for general polynomials
of degree D to estimates for decoupled chaoses of degree d = 1,...,D. To this end
we will approximate general polynomials by tetrahedral ones and split the latter into
homogeneous parts of different degrees, which can be decoupled. The splitting may at
first appear crude but it turns out that up to constants depending on D one can in fact
invert the triangle inequality, which is formalized in the following result due to Kwapien
(see [13, Lemma 2|). Recall that a multivariate polynomial is called tetrahedral, if it is
affine in each variable.

Theorem 5.1. If X = (X3,...,X,) where X; are independent symmetric random vari-
ables, @ is a multivariate tetrahedral polynomial of degree D with coefficients in a Banach

space E and Qg is its homogeneous part of degree d, then for any symmetric convex func-
tion ®: E — Ry and any d € {0,1,...,D},

E®(Qa(X)) < E@(CpQ(X)).

It will be convenient to have the polynomial f represented as a combination of multi-
variate Hermite polynomials:

D
(53) f@r, o) =Y > aaha (1) ha, (zn),

d=0 deA?

where

B={d=(di,,dp): Vi dx > 0 and dy + -+ + d,, = d}

and hy,(z) = (—1)7”6“”2/2%—26_’“2/2 is the m-th Hermite polynomial. Recall that Hermite
polynomials are orthogonal with respect to the standard Gaussian measure, in particular
if g 1 a standard Gaussian variable, then for m > 1, Eh,,(g) = 0 (we will use this property
several times without explicitly referring to it).

In what follows, we will use the following notation. For a set I, by I® we will denote
the set of all one-to-one sequences of length £ with values in I. For an F-valued d-indexed
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. d .
matrix A = (ai,,..i,)ir,..ig<n and x € R™ o~ (R™)®4 we will denote
$> = § iy, igliy,... ig-
11,04

Let (Wt)iejo,1) be a standard Brownian motion. Consider standard Gaussian random
variables g = W7 and, for any positive integer IV,

!Jj,NZ\/N(W%—W%l), j=1,...,N.

For any d > 0, we have the following representation of h4(g) = hq(W7) as a multiple
stochastic integral (see [12, Example 7.12 and Theorem 3.21]),

1 pty to
g):d!/o /0 /0 AWy, -+ - dWy,  dWy,.

Approximating the multiple stochastic integral leads to

ha(g) = d! ]\}gn N2 Z 95j1,N " 9ja,N
> 1<j1<+<ja<N

: —d/2
= Jm N 2N N Gy
JEIN]L

where the limit is in L2(Q) (see [12, Theorem 7.3. and formula (7.9)]) and actually the
convergence holds in any LP (see [12, Theorem 3.50]).

(54)

Now, consider n independent copies (Wt(i))te[og} of the Brownian motion (i = 1,...,n)
together with the corresponding Gaussian random variables: ¢( = Wl(i) and, for N > 1,
N =VNWY W), j=1,....N.

N N
Let also

GqnN) — = ( (1) (1) (2) (2) (n) (n) ) =

(4)
glNa"'agNN7 glN7"'7gNN7 ctt glN7"'7gNN

(g ,N) 3,J)E[n] X [N

be a Gaussian vector with n x N coordinates. We identify here the set [nN] with [n] x [N ]
via the bijection (i,5) <> (i — 1)N + j. We will also identify the sets ([n] x [N])? and
[n]? x [N]¢ in a natural way. For d > 0 and d € A", let

Ig = {i € )" Ve #i({1}) = di},
N)

and define a d-indexed matrix B((1
and j € [N]4,

By {%N—dﬂ if i € Iq and (i,7) := ((i1,51),- -, (ia, Ja)) € ([n] x [N])4,
)

of n? blocks each of size N as follows: for i € [n]?

(B

Proof of Proposition [Z11. Assume that f is of the form (53)), By [4, Lemma 4.3|, for any
p>0,

0 otherwise.

<B G(nN))®d> N—oo hdl( a ))hdn(g(n)) in Lp(Q),
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which together with the triangle inequality implies that
D (N) ®d
Jim | ; <d§g aa B, (GO >Hp = ||l£(©) - Ef(@)|,

for any p > 0, where G = (g(l), ce g(”)) and we interpret multiplication of an element
of F' and a real valued d indexed matrix in a natural way. Thus, by Theorem 5.1l and the
triangle inequality we obtain

Citim 3| 5 wutt? (@)

d=1 deA}
< |IF(G) —Ef(G)lp

<t 3 (X a0

d=1" deAn

(recall that the matrices B((iN) have zeros on generalized diagonals and so do their linear
combinations).

Denote by GU»N-1D - GNd) independent copies of GN).

By decoupling inequalities of Theorem [A.9] we have

9 [( a0 0o,

P
To finish the proof it is therefore enough to show that for any d < D,
) Jlim H< S aaBY, G0N @ - G("Nd)>H (Ad,G1 ® -+ ®Ga)llp,
deAy]
where G1,...,Gp are independent copies of G.
Fix d > 1. For any d € A} define a symmetric d-indexed matrix (ba);cpnje as
dildp!  ip s
(ba)i = o e L.i’
0 otherwise.
and a symmetric d-indexed matrix (BfiN))(z‘,j)e([n}x[ N])d as
(B((iN))(m) = N~¥2(bq); for alli € [n]? and j € [N]%.
Using the convolution properties of Gaussian distributions one easily obtains
(57) H< Z adB((iN),G(n’N’l)@)' . '®G(n’Nd H H< ad bd i€n ]d,G1® ®Gd>H
P

deAn deAn
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n : () (N) 4
On the other hand, for any d € A}, the matrices By’ and By ’ differ at no more
than |I4] - [([N]?\ [N]2)| entries. Thus

B0 0060

< C(d)p? [la]| - H<B<(1N) - BSN)a R R T }

< p¥aall \/ ral (B ) o - ) o

as N — oo, where in the first inequality we used Theorem [ATl
Together with the triangle inequality and (57)) this gives
(58)

(5 aanf? 0005 5607 )| (5 e - 54
deA}

d

Finally, we have

(59) EV/F(G) =d Y aalba)ieps

deAr

Indeed, using the identity on Hermite polynomials, -Lhy(z) = khy_1(z) (k > 1), we
obtain Edd—;lhk(g) = k!1;—; for k,1 > 0, and thus, for any d,! < D and d € A},

(Evdhdl (gM) - hg, (g(")))i = d!(bq)ilg—; for each i € [n]%
Now (B9)) follows by linearity. Combining it with (58] yields (56]) and ends the proof. [

5.3. Proof of a bound for exponential chaoses.

Proof of Proposition[2Z17. Lemma [A.8 implies

d
k d
2 a[LEL ~) > mH%k ,
i k=1 »

p 11,0024

(60)

where

Qiy,... igq *= aily---vid1{i1:id+17---7id:i2d}'

Let A = (@i, ip,)ir.....ins- Theorem 214 and (60) yield

d
61) ==Y S pE A < | ] B
i k=1

JC[2d] PeP([J]) p
-1 2Ly AL
Oz Y Y pr Al
Jc2d) PeP([J])
P
We will now express 3~ ;- iaq 2opep () p‘2‘ |||A|||73 in terms of the matrix A. To this
end we need to introduce new notation. Consider a finite sequence M = (J, I1,..., Ix)

of subsets of [d], such that JUL U...UIy =[d], I1,...,I; # () and each number m € [d]
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belongs to at most two of the sets J, I1,...,I;. Denote the family of all such sequences

by M([d]). For M = (J, I1,...,I}) set M| =k + 1 and

2

k
<A>ﬁ/ql := sup Z Z aj Hﬂ:%’lr ‘ Vr<kz< ) )

i‘] i[d]\J r=1 ’L[,r

where we do not exclude that J = (). By a straightforward verification

(62) SO PR A~ Y p M Ay

Jc2d) PeP([J]) MeM([d]

To finish the proof it is enough to show that

(63) > p T Ak~ Z ,
Me

MeM([d]

where

C= {M = (J.L,.... It) € M([d)) ‘ Jn <U1l> g,
=1
Vl,mgk I,,N1I 75 0= (|Il| = |Im| =1, I; = Im)}

Indeed assume that (63]) holds and choose M = (J,I1,...,I;) € C. Consider I =
{t | Ji<m<k {i} =1, = I,}. Then JN I = and we have

(64)
2\ /2
L q
() =sd [ | 2| oIl T4, | | oo
ijc lel <k
ILNI=0
Vi<i<k Z(xé,l)Q <1, Vier Y (W)’ <1
i]l Z‘l
2\ 9/2
= max sup / Z Zailw"yid H xlill ‘V1<l<k Z “l >
17 X i iJc\] 1<k Lni=

LNT=0

q L. \4
= e (@i dire Iy rcay) = m (M@nei)ire I77)
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where in the second equality we used the fact that (yél:cﬁl)il € BT together with
convexity and homogeneity of the norm

q/2\ V4

G ilge = | [ (S22
iy

By combining the above with (G1)-(G3]) we conclude the assertion of the proposition.
The proof is completed by showing that

IM|—1 IM|—1
Yoo @hi<c@Y pr (A
MeM([d)) Mec

(the second inequality in (63) is trivial), which will be done in two steps. Let us fix
M= (J.I,.... Ix) € M([d)).

(1) Assume first that J N (, I;) # 0. Without loss of generality we can assume
that 1 € J N I;. Denote I; = I; \ {1} and for any matrix (zi,)i; such that

Zill (CC%II )2 <1, set (bil)il = ( Z (lefl )2)1'1. Clearly,

i

iy \{1}

Observe that for any f1,..., f, € LY(X,du) the function

a/2
[0, +00)" 5 v — /X (Z f;(x)v,> du(x)
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is convex (recall that ¢ > 2). Therefore, we have

((5)" = sup /X >0 0)* | D b@:ﬁ% dpu(x)

iy ige =2

Vicisk Y (7,)* <1

i[l

xl

k
i
< max sup / E E Qiy ... ig bll Hxlizl du(z)
1 X 11

{1} \ tJc

Vicicr )}, )7 <1

ir,

<macsupd [ 30 S L, | ] duto)

iJ\{l} ijc =2

=

Z(y@'il)Q <1, Vi<i<k Z(l“lzjl)z <1

i ir

It I # 0 let M = (J\{1},{1},{1}, 11, L5, ...,I;), otherwise set M’ = (J \
{1}’{1}’{1}51%--- ,Ik)

By the same argument as was used for the second equality in ([64]) we obtain
that the right-hand side above equals <A>ij,, which gives

L L
(A) i < (A)0 -
Observe that
3 I _ L n_ L
pIMIDP2 Gyt < M2 (s, < M2 (g
By iterating this argument we obtain that p(MI=1)/2 (A>/L\fl < plIM7I=1)/2 <A>i/qt”
for some M" = (J", I{,...,I},) such that J" N (Uﬁl Il”) = 0.

(2) Assume that for some I,m <k ;N I, # 0 and |I;| > 2 or |I,,| > 2.
Without loss of the generality 1 € I; N I3 and |I;]| > 2. Clearly,

2\ 9/2
2l 22k

Lo\ ¢ i, i
<<A>,/\gl) = sup /); Z Zail,...,idbilcilTh C‘IQ Hwéll d,LL(.%')
11 11 l:3

iy \ije

Viciek Y (7, )? <1¢,

i]l
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where (bil)il = ( zill\{l} (lell )2)i17 (Ci1)i1 = ( ZiIQ\{l} (x?h )2)i1 € Bg Since
(bi iy )iy € BY'

1’1 2 .%'2 2
i i
2 1 <1 E —2 <1
11 ' bil = - A Cl'l = b
tr\{1} Up\{1}

and for any (f;;)i; in L9(X, du), the function

2\ 4/2
R">v— /X Z Zvjfz'j(l“) dp(z)
{ J

is convex, we obtain similarly as in step 1,
pMI=1)/2 <A>./L\gl < pMI=1)/2 <A>if(/ < pMI=1)/2 <A>/L\g‘,

where M’ := (J,{1},{1}, 1 \ {1}, L\ {1}, I5,..., I}) if [\ {1} # 0 and M’ :=
(J, {1}, {1}, Ih \ {1}, I3,...,I;) otherwise. An iteration of this argument shows
that indeed one can assume that M satisfies the implication I, N I[; # 0 =
(0] = m| =1, Iy = I).

Combining Steps 1 and 2 we obtain that for any M € M([d]) there exists M’ € C
such that p(IMI=1)/2 <A>5\fl < pIMI=1)/2 <A>/L\ft/ which yields (G3]). O
APPENDIX A.

In this section we gather technical facts that are used in the proof.
Theorem A.1 (Hypercontractivity of Gaussian chaoses). Let
S=a-+ Zahgil + Z @iy i9Gir Gig T - T Z Qiy,...iq9i1 " Gig>
i1 11,12 11,000y0g

be a non-homogeneous Gaussian chaos of order d with values in a Banach space (F, ||-||).
Then for any 1 < p < q < oo, we have

/2
E[IS19Y7 < C(a) (%) E[S]7)7 .

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of [9, Theorem 3.2.10] and Holder’s inequality. [

Theorem A.2 (Sudakov minoration [27]). For any set T C R™ and £ > 0 we have

ey/InN(T,dz,e) < CEsup Y _ tigi,

teT P
where do is the Fuclidean distance.

Theorem A.3 (Dual Sudakov minoration [I7, formula (3.15)]). Let a be a norm on R™
and po(x,y) = a(x —y) for x,y € R". Then

5\/log N(BY, pa,e) < CEa(G,) fore > 0.
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Lemma A.4. [15, Lemma 3| Let (Gi)ier be a centered Gaussian process and T =
UL, T;, m > 1. Then

Esup Gy < maxEsup Gy + C+/In(m) sup /E(G; — Gy )?.
teT Ism  geTy tt'eT

Lemma A.5. [I5, Lemma 4| Let G be a Gaussian variable in a normed space (F,| - |).
Then for any p > 2,

Gl +vp sup Elp(G)] | < [IG]l, <|[Gll, + Cvp sup Elp(G)],
pEF™ pEF™
el <1 el <1

where (F™*,||-||,) is the dual space to (F,|-]|).

1
C

Theorem A.6. [I5] Theorem 1| For any real-valued matriz (a;, .. i, )i,..i; and p > 2,
we have

d k
ZaBHggj 4 Z pIP\/2 sup ZaiH:Cng | H(:cflk)”k
Jj=1 j=1

i PeP(ld]) i
=151k

<1

2

p

Corollary A.7. Assume that for any i1,...,iq, i, 4, € R. Then for allp > 1

1 1 d /2
C(d) \/ﬁ Z alzl?"'vid S Z ail""’idgil e gld S C(d)p / Z alzlv"'vid‘
Ul,enlg Uiy » Uiy

Proof. Tt is an easy consequence of Theorems [A. ] and O

Lemma A.8. [3| Lemma 9.5| Let Yl-(l) be independent standard symmetric exponen-

tial variables (variables with density 271 exp(—|t|)) and YZ-(Z) = g2, Yi(g) = g4}, where
gi, g, are i.i.d. N(0,1) variables and &; — i.i.d. Rademacher variables independent of

(YD), (Y®), (Y®). Then for any Banach space (F,||-||) and any vectors vy, ..., v, € F

the quantities

Z Uieiy;'(j)
7
are comparable up to universal multiplicative factors.

E ;o J=1,23,

We remark that the above lemma is formulated in [3] in the real valued case, however
the proof presented there (based on the contraction principle) works in arbitrary Banach
spaces.

We will also need decoupling inequalities for tetrahedral homogeneous polynomials.
Such inequalities were introduced for the first time in [I8] for real valued multi-linear
forms and since then have been strengthened and generalized by many authors (see the
monograph [9]). The following theorem is a special case of results from [13] (treating also
general tetrahedral polynomials) and [8 [10] (treating general U-statistics).

Theorem A.9. Let X = (X1,...,X,) be a sequence of independent random variables
and let X' = (XL,...,XL), 1 = 1,...,d, be i.i.d. copies of X. Consider a d-indeved



symmetric matriz (a;,,. i )%
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' ig=1, with coefficients from a Banach space F'. Assume
PARAS

that a;,...;, = 0 whenever there exist 1 < k < m < d such that iy, = i,,. Then for any

p=1,
n n
XX~ oxl o xd
Aix,.yigNin iq d Qi yyig g ig
= p = p
01,0 ytg=1 81 ,e.ytg=1
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