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Abstract

In many areas of engineering and sciences, decision rules and control strategies are usually designed
based on nominal values of relevant system parameters. To ensure that a control strategy or deci-
sion rule will work properly when the relevant parameters vary within certain range, it is crucial to
investigate how the performance measure is affected by the variation of system parameters. In this
paper, we demonstrate that such issue boils down to the study of the variation of functions of uncer-
tainty. Motivated by this vision, we propose a general theory for inferring function of uncertainties. By
virtue of such theory, we investigate concentration phenomenon of random vectors. We derive uniform
exponential inequalities and multidimensional probabilistic inequalities for random vectors, which are
substantially tighter as compared to existing ones. The probabilistic inequalities are applied to inves-
tigate the performance of control systems with real parametric uncertainty. It is demonstrated much
more useful insights of control systems can be obtained. Moreover, the probabilistic inequalities offer
performance analysis in a significantly less conservative way as compared to the classical deterministic
worst-case method.

1 Introduction

Decision and control are frequent problems of many areas of engineering and sciences. In general, the
object that we are facing and need to design proper control strategy or decision rule can be viewed as
a system. In most cases, we don’t have complete information about such system. In order to avoid
system failure, it is an essential task to evaluate the performance of the systems affected by uncertainty
[13, [14]. Existing methods for performance evaluation of uncertain systems are based on two completely
different paradigms. The first paradigm is to treat uncertainty as deterministic bounded parameters [3} 21].
The performance analysis is to seek the worst-case scenario. This approach can be unduely conservative.
Moreover, the resultant computational complexity can be NP hard. The second paradigm is to evaluate
system performance by assuming some typical distribution for the underlying uncertainty [I, 12]. This
approach can be conducted with Monte Carlo simulation. The computational complexity can be shown to
be independent of the problem size. The major issue of such paradigm is that the assumed distribution
may be significantly different from the actual distribution of the underlying uncertainty. Consequently, the
resultant insight from the Monte Carlo simulation can be fairy misleading.

Actually, in the analysis and design of control strategies and decision rules, due to experimental or
cognitive limitations, we only have limited information about the uncertainty affecting the systems [T11 20].
Motivated by this situation, we advocate to analyze system performance based on the limited available
information. Specifically, we represent such information by constraints of the mathematical expectation of
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functions of uncertainty. The performance measure of systems is expressed as the mathematical expectation
of certain functions of uncertainty. Consequently, the range of such expected value is a good indicator of
the performance of the associated system. In this way, we establish a close connection between probabilistic
inequalities and the analysis and design of control and decision. More formally, the general problem can
formulated as follows. Let X be a random vector representing uncertainty affecting the systems. Let
f(.) be a function of the uncertainty and D be a domain in the Euclidean space such that E[f(X)] € D.
Let g(X) denote the performance of the system. It is desirable to determine the range of E[g(X)]. This
formulation accommodate a wide range of problems on performance analysis of control systems as special
cases. A familiar problem is the robust stability of uncertain system. Within this general framework,
we derive tight bounds for E[g(X)], which can be evaluated by computational techniques such as linear
programming embedded with gradient search [2] and global optimization techniques such as branch and
bound algorithm [19].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we propose a general approach for
inferring uncertainty. Such approach is based on a probabilistic characterization of convex sets. In Section
3, we apply the proposed theory of inferring uncertainty to investigate concentration phenomena frequently
encountered in uncertain systems. We shall first establish uniform exponential concentration inequalities.
Afterward, multidimensional probabilistic inequalities are developed which are useful for analysis of control
systems. In Section 4, we apply the probabilistic theory to analyze the stability of control systems affected
by parametric uncertainty. Section 5 is the conclusion. Most proofs are given in Appendices.

In this paper, we shall use the following notations. The set of real numbers is denoted by R. The set
of nonnegative real numbers is denoted by RT. The d-dimensional Euclidean space is denoted by R%. The
set of positive integers is denoted by N. The Euclidean norm is denoted by ||.||. The diameter of S C R?
is defined as sup{||z — y||: = € S, y € S}. The supremum of an empty set is defined as 0. The set minus
operation is denoted by \. Let (£2,.%,Pr) denote the probability space. The mathematical expectation of
random vector X is denoted by E[X]. A zero-mean random vector is a random vector such that all the
elements of its expected value are zero.

Let X be a discrete random vector in R?. A vector z in R is said to be a possible value of the discrete
random vector if Pr{X = z} > 0. That is, a vector z is said to be a possible value of a discrete random
vector if z is assumed by the discrete random vector with a positive probability.

The support of a random variable X in R? is defined as the set whose complement consists of points
in R? with zero probability density. We use the abbreviation “i.i.d.” for “independent and identically
distributed”. The first and second derivatives of function ¢ (s) is denoted by 1’(s) and " (s), respectively.

[(@) < 00. The other

We use the big O notation f(z) = O(g(z)) as x — a in the sense that limsup, _,, )

notations will be made clear as we proceed.

2 A General Theory for Inferring Uncertainty

In this section, we shall develop a general theory for inferring uncertainty. To make the inference more
realistic, we avoid the assumption that the exact distribution of uncertainty is known. We shall demonstrate
that a unified theory of inference can be established upon a stochastic characteristic of convex sets.

2.1 A Stochastic Characteristic of Convex Sets

Our investigation indicates that if a set in a finite-dimensional Euclidean space is convex, then the set
contains the expectation of any random vector almost surely contained by the set. More formally, we have
established the following result.



Theorem 1 If 7 is a convex set in R", then E[X] € & holds for any random vector X such that Pr{X €
2} =1 and that E[X] exists.

Theorem [I] is established in [8]. The converse of Theorem [ asserts that if 2 is a set in R™ such that
E[X] € Z holds for any random vector X such that Pr{X € #} = 1 and that E[X] exists, then Z is
convex. This assertion is well known and is a direct consequence of the definition of a convex set.

Theorem [I immediately implies Jensen’s inequality. To see this, note that if a function is convex, then
its epigraph, the region above its graph, is a convex set. Hence, if f is a convex function, then for any
random variable X, since (X, f(X)) is contained by the epigraph of f, it follows from Theorem [ that
(E[X], E[f(X)]) is contained by its epigraph. This implies that E[f(X)] > f(E[X]) by the notion of
epigraph.

The following result is due to Isii [I§].

Theorem 2 Let 2 be a family of random vectors in R% such that
Pr{iXew} =1, E[f(X) =pn €R* for cach X € X,

where <7 is a subset of R? and f(x) is a function assuming values in R* for x € o/. Let g(x) be real-valued
function of v € o such that E[g(X)] exists for each X € 2. Then,

sup E[g(X)] = sup E[g(Y)],
Xex Yew

where
% ={Y € & : Yis a discrete random vector with at most k + 1 distinct possible values}.

This result is correct. However, in his original proof, Isii made a mistake by using an incorrect probability
measure in mathematical induction (see, [I8, Lemma 2, page 191-192]).

In many applications, because of incomplete information, the equality E[f(X)] = w is hard to satisfy.
For example, in many cases, we may not know the exact value of the moment of a random variable. We
only have its range. Hence, to infer uncertainty in the most general setting, we propose to represent the
incomplete information by the constraint

E[f(X)] € #,

where 4 is a subset of R*. In this framework, we have the following result.

Theorem 3 Let X be a random vector in RY such that Pr{X € o/} =1 and E[f(X)] € B, where < is a
subset of R?, % is a subset of R*, and f(x) is a function assuming values in R* for x € /. Let g(x) be a
real-valued function of x € &7 such that Elg(X)] exists. Then,

E[g(X)] < sup E[g(Y)],
Yew

where % is the family of discrete random vectors in R such that for each Y € %,
Pr{Y e &} =1, E[f(Y)] € &,
and 'Y has at most k + 1 distinct possible values.

See Appendix [Al for a proof. Making use of Theorem Bl we have the following result.



Theorem 4 Let 2 be a family of random vectors in R? such that
Pr{X e &} =1, Ef(X) € B foreach X € X,

where 7 is a subset of RY, % is a subset of R¥, and f(z) is a function assuming values in R* for x € o .
Let g(x) be real-valued function of x € o7 such that E[g(X)] exists for each X € Z . Then,

sup E[g(X)] = sup E[g(Y)],
Xex Yew

where
% ={Y € 2 : Yis a discrete random vector with at most k + 1 distinct possible values}.

Theorem [ can be shown as follows.
By the assumption that E[g(X)] exists for each X € 27, according to Theorem [l we have that

E[g(X)] < sup E[g(Y)]
Yew

for each X € Z". Thus,

sup E[g(X)] < sup E[g(Y)],
Xex Yew

On the other hand, since % is a subset of 2", it must be true that

sup E[g(X)] > sup E[g(Y)].
XeZ Yew

So, the theorem must be true.

According to Theorem [l we have

k+1 k+1 k+1
sup E[g(Y)]—sup{Z&zg(ye): 0p>0andy, € o forl=1,--- k+1, Z@ezl, Z@ef(ye)egg},
Yew paet =1 =1

which can be computed by linear programming embedded with gradient search [2], and branch and bound
method [19].
For the important case that g(.) is an indicator function, we have the following result.

Theorem 5 Let 2 be a family of random vectors in R? such that Pr{X € &/} =1 and E[f(X)] € & for
each X € 2, where o/ is a subset of R?, % is a subset of R¥, and f(z) is a function assuming values in
R* for x € o. Then, supyxc g Pr{X € €} = max{P,; : 1 <i <k + 1} for any subset € of </, where

P, = sup{Zﬁg:GgZOforlgfgk—i—l, Yy €€ for1 <L <i, yed\Cfori<l<k+1,
=1

k+1 k+1
> 0e=1, ZWf(ye)@@}
(=1 (=1

fori=1,--- k+1.
See Appendix [B] for a proof.

Theorem [l can be applied to compute bounds for the probability that a systems fails to satisfy pre-
specified requirements based on limited information of uncertainty. The bounds can be obtained by linear
programming embedded with gradient search, and the branch and bound method. A demonstration of the
application of this theorem is given in Section 4.



2.2 Minimum-Range Random Variable Under Moment Constraints

Making use of Theorem Ml we have the following result.
Theorem 6 Let Z be a zero-mean random variable in R such that
E[Z¥] >1 for k>2. (1)

Define Ly = sup{u € R: Pr{Z > u} =1} and Uz = inf{v € R: Pr{Z < v} =1}. Then, Uz — Lz > /5.
In particular, {@) holds and Uy — Lz = /5 if Z is a random variable such that Pr{Z = p} = ;sa and

NG
Pr {Z = —é} = %, where ¢ = 1+2\/5 is the golden ratio.

Making use of Theorem [ we have the following result.

Theorem 7 Let Z be a zero-mean random variable in R such that
E[Z?] =1, E[Z¥]>1 for k>3. (2)

Define Ly =sup{u € R:Pr{Z >u} =1} andUz = inf{v € R: Pr{Z < v} = 1}. Then, max(Uyg, |Lz|) >

@, where p = 1+—2‘/5 is the golden ratio. In particular, (@) holds and max(Ugz, |Lz|) = ¢ if Z is a random

variable such that Pr{Z = ¢} = \/_%sa and Pr{Z = —%} = .

3 Concentration Phenomena in Euclidean Space

In many applications, uncertainties can be represented as random vectors in Euclidean space. Consequently,
useful insight of the impact of uncertainty to control and decision may be obtained by investigating the
concentration phenomena of the relevant random vectors. In the sequel, we shall develop concentration
inequalities for random vectors, which generalize Chernoff-Hoeffding inequalities [10, [16]. For that purpose,
we shall first propose a unified approach for deriving exponential inequalities which uniformly hold for all
values of time for stochastic processes.

3.1 Uniform Exponential Inequalities

The following results provide a unified method for deriving uniform exponential inequalities for real-valued
stochastic processes.

Theorem 8 [Chen (2012)] Let V; be a non-negative, right-continuous function of t € [0,00). Let {Xy, t €
RT} be a right-continuous stochastic process such that Elexp(s(Xy — X)) | F] < exp((Ve — Vi)p(s))
almost surely for arbitrary t' >t > 0 and s € (0,b), where b is a positive number or infinity, ©(s) is a
non-negative function of s € (0,0), and F; is the o-algebra generated by { Xy, 0 <t' <t}. Let 7 > 0 and
v > 0. Then,

t>0

Pr {sup [Xt X0y, - E gy, m} > o} < fexp (p(s) —ys)’T Vs € (0,0). 3)

In particular, if {s € (0,b) : ¢(s) < vs} is nonempty and the infimum of ¢(s) —~s with respect to s € (0,b)
is attained at ¢ € (0,b), then

P {3313 {Xt - %o =7, - Z oy, - m} > o} < fexp(p(Q) — 2OV < 1, )

andOﬁ#ﬁw.



Theorem [ is established in [6, [7]. A proof is reproduced in Appendix [Cl More generally, we have the
following results.

Theorem 9 Let {V(s,t), t € R} be a real-valued stochastic process parameterized by s € (0,b), where b
is a positive number or infinity. Let {X;, t € RT} be a real-valued stochastic process with Xo = 0. Let
{Z(s,t), t € RT} be a right-continuous supermartingale, which is parameterized by s € (0,b) and adapted
to the natural filtration generated by {V(s,t), t € RT} and {Xy, t € RT} such that for all s € (0,b),

E[Z(s,0)] <1 and exp(sXy —V(s,t)) < Z(s,t) almost surely for all t € RT.

Let v be a real number and g(s) be a function of s € (0,b). Then,
) —
Pr {sup {Xt -y = M} > O} <exp(g(s) —vs) forall s € (0,b). (5)
t>0

In particular, the following assertions hold:

(1) If the infimum of g(s) — vs with respect to s € (0,b) is attained at ¢ € (0,b), then

Pr {sup [xt - M] > o} < exp(g(C) = 70).

t>0

(I1) If V(s,t) is a deterministic function of s € (0,b) and t € R, then

M] > o} < exp(V(s,7) — 75)

Pr {sup {Xt e S

t>0

for all s € (0,b) and T € RT.

(II1) If V(s,t) = @(s)Vi+In C, where C is a positive constant, ¢(s) is a deterministic function of s € (0,b),
and {V;, t € R"} is a deterministic or stochastic process, then

Py {sup [Xt - Sy, - m>} > o} < Cexp(mp(s) — s)

t>0

for all s € (0,b) and m € R.

Theorem [l is established in [9] and presented in SPIE Conference in April 2020. It should be noted
that if ¢(s) has the characteristic of a cumulant-generating function, then the assertion (III) of Theorem
can be applied to deduce Theorem 1(b) of [17].

To prove Theorem [@] note that for all s € (0,b),
Pr {sup [Xt —y— M} > 0}

t>0

sup s [xt M] > o}

t>0

supexp (sXe — V(s,1)) > exp(ys — g(s»}

t>0

IN

re{
pe{su
r{
Pr{sup 2(5.0) > explos 9060 |

By the supermartingale inequality, we have

e o V(s,t) — g(s) E[Z(s,0)] 1 ~ex &) — s
: {t>g [Xt ! 5 } - O} = exp(vs — g(s)) : exp(vs — g(s)) plg(e) = 719)




for all s € (0,b). This proves (@), from which the particular assertions immediately follow.

Theorem [ concerns the probability of crossing the curve in the upward direction. Similar results can
be derived for the probability of crossing a curve in the downward direction. Moreover, it is possible to

unify the inequalities for the probabilities of crossing curves in both upward and downward directions by
the following results.

Theorem 10 Let {V(s,t), t € RT} be a real-valued stochastic process parameterized by s € . C R.
Let {X;, t € R*} be a real-valued stochastic process with Xo = 0. Let {Z(s,t), t € R} be a right-
continuous supermartingale, which is parameterized by s € . and adapted to the natural filtration generated

by {V(s,t), t € RT} and {X;, t € RT} such that for all s € .7,
E[Z(5,0)] <1 and exp(sX;—V(s,t)) < Z(s,t) almost surely for all t € RT.

Let v be a real number and g(s) be a function of s € .#. Then,

Pr {igg [s(X: —7) = V(s,t) +g(s)] > O} <exp(g(s) —vs) forallse 7. (6)

In particular, the following assertions hold:

(1) If the infimum of g(s) — s with respect to s € .7 is attained at ( € ., then

Pr {sup (X0 —7) = V(G 1)+ 9(0)] o} < exp(9(C) — 10)-

t>0

II) If V(s,t) is a deterministic function of s € & and t € R, then
(

t>0

Pr {sup [5(X0 — ) — Vs, ) + V(s, 7)] > o} < exp(V(s,7) — 75)
foralls e and T € RT.

(II1) If V(s,t) = o(s)Vi + In C, where C is a positive constant, ©(s) is a deterministic function of s € .7,
and {V;, t € R"} is a deterministic or stochastic process, then

Pr{sup [5(X, ~ 2) = 9(6) (Vi = m)] 2 0} < Cexplamp(s) - 75)
for all s € & and m € R.

See Appendix [D] for a proof.
Making use of Theorem [0, we have the following result.

Theorem 11 Let Y1,Ys,--- be a sequence of independent random variables. Define X, = > i | 'Y; for
n € N. Assume that the moment generating function, E[e*X*], is bounded from above by exp(V(s,n)) ,
where V(s,n) is a function of s € ¥ CR and n € N. Let v € R and m € N. Then,

Pr {sup [s(Xn —7) = V(s,n) +V(s,m)] > 0} < exp(V(s,m) —7ys)
neN

for all s € . Specially, if the infimum of V(s, m) — vs with respect to s € . is attained at ( € .7, then

Pr {sup [C(Xn —7) = V(Cm) + V(& m)] > o} < exp(V(C,m) — 10).

neN



See Appendix [E] for a proof.
As an immediate application of Theorem [I1] we have the following result.

Theorem 12 Let Y,Y1,Ys,- -+ be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables. Define X, =Y I |'Y; for n € N.
Assume that the moment generating function, Ele®Y], is bounded from above by exp(p(s)) , where ¢(s) is
a function of s € & CR. Let § € R and m € N. Then,

Pr {sup [s(X7n —mb) — @(s)(n —m)] > O} < [exp(p(s) — 0s)]™
neN

for all s € . Specially, if the infimum of p(s) — Os with respect to s € . is attained at ¢ € ., then

Pr {sup [€(Xn —mb) — (C)(n — m)] > o} < [exp((¢) — O™

neN

It is interesting to investigate the asymptotic structure of the uniform exponential inequality as the
magnitude of deviation tends to 0. For this purpose, we have the following results.

Theorem 13 Let V; be a non-negative, right-continuous function of t € [0,00). Let {X;, t € RT} be a
right-continuous stochastic process with Xo = 0 such that {exp(sX:—p(s)V¢), t € RT} is a supermartingale
for s € (a,b) with a < 0 < b, where p(s) is a convex function of s € (a,b) such that p(0) = ¢'(0) =
0, ¢"(0) = a > 0, and has third derivative which is continuous at a neighborhood of 0. Let 7 > 0. Then,
for any real number ¢, the inequality

Pr {sup 50X, = 27) = (s)(Vi = V1)) 2 0] < [exp (o) — 2] 7
>
holds for all s € (a,b). In particular, for e satisfying limg, @ < e < limgpy “"(SS) ,
Pr{sup [CCX: = 2V7) = (O = V] 2 0} < foxp (0(0) = 201 = it fexp (o(s) 5], (8)

where ¢ is the unique root of the equation ¢'(s) = € with respect to s € (a,b),

2

ep(o(6) — <1 = (106 [op (- 2)] et FD—Eivop

as € — 0.

See Appendix [[] for a proof.
For i.i.d. random variables, we have the following results.

Theorem 14 Let Y,Y1,Ys,--- be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables such that a = inf{s < 0: E[e*Y] <
o0} <0 and b =sup{s > 0:E[e*¥] < 0o} > 0. Let p(s) = nE[e*¥ =] for s € (a,b). Let p=E[Y], 0% =
E[lY — p|?], and v = E[(Y — u)3]. Define X, = > | (Y; — u) for n € N. Assume that o > 0. Then, for

#(s)

any positive integer m and real number € such that limg @ < e < limgpy TS, the inequality

P {sup [5(Xn — me) — p(s)(n —m)] > o} < fexplp(s) — es)]” ©)
neN

holds for all s € (a,b). In particular,

Pr {Sup [((Xn —me) = @(¢)(n —m)] = 0} < lexp(p(¢) — Q)™ (10)

neN



where ¢ is the unique root of the equation ¢'(s) = & with respect to s € (a,b),

esplo(6) <" = [1+ 0] [exo (57 + 255 )] = 140 [ow (-5 )]

and
=il gror) -uron
as € — 0.

See Appendix [G] for a proof.
Applying Theorem [I] to independent bounded random variables with known means, we have the
following result.

Theorem 15 Let X1, X, -+ be a sequence of independent random wvariables such that Pr{0 < X; <
1} = 1 and E[X;] = p; for i € N. Define S, = S0, X; and i, = 230 ju; for n € N. Define
V(s,n) =nln(f,e®* +1—T1,) for s € R and n € N. Then, for all positive integer m,

- {Sup [C(S — mB) — V(C,n) + V(C,m)] > o} < {exp <91nﬁ7m +(1-6)In 11—_ﬁén)]m

neN

1 80-7,)
for all 6 € (0,1), where ¢ =1In -0

See Appendix [H] for a proof.
Applying Theorem [l to independent bounded random variables with known variances, we have the
following result.

Theorem 16 Let X1, Xa,--- be independent random variables such that E[X;] = 0, E[|X;|?] < o2, and
X, <b fori € N. Define v, = %Z?:l o? and V(s,n) = nln [% exp (—%s) + ebs} forn € N.
Then,

be \ " 2+vm € *;bz% "
1+ — (1 - —) "
VU b

b 1+ 22
= v n 1_%.

Pr {sup [€(S,, —me) = V(¢(,n) +V(¢,m)] > 0} <

neN

for 0 < e < b, where

¢

See Appendix [[l for a proof.
Applying Theorem ] to independent random variables with normal distributions, we have the following
result.

Theorem 17 Let X1, Xs, -+ be a sequence of independent random wvariables with normal distribution
such that E[X;] = p; and E[|X; — p;|*] = v; for i € N. Define S, = > | X; and i, = %E?:l Wiy Up =
% Yo, v; forn € N. Define V(s,n) =n (ﬁns + 5"252) for s € R and n € N. Then, for all positive integer
m7

pr{sup [C(S = mé) = V(C,n) + V(¢ m)] = 0} < [exp (—M)r

neN 2vm

for all 0 € R, where ¢ = O i

Um



See Appendix [J] for a proof.
Applying Theorem [I1] to independent Poisson random variables, we have the following result.

Theorem 18 Let X1, Xo, -+ be a sequence of independent Poisson random variables such that E[X;] = \;
fori € N. Define S, = > 1| X; and A\, = %Z?:l \; for n € N. Define V(s,n) = n\,(e® — 1) for s € R

and n € N. Then, for all positive integer m,
_ A\
Prqsup [C(S, —mb) —V(¢,n) +V((,m)] >0p < |exp |0 — A\ + 91n7
neN

for all § € (0,00), where ¢ =In Xi'

m

See Appendix [Kl for a proof.

3.2 Using Moment Generating Functions

Making use of moment generating functions pertained to vector magnitude of random vectors, we have
obtained the following results.

Theorem 19 Let X, Xy, ---,X,, be i.i.d. zero-mean random wvectors. Let Z be a zero-mean random
variable in R such that E[Z¥] > 1 for k > 2. Assume that there exists a function .4 (s) such that
Eles?IIXIl] < #(s) for all s € (—7,7), where T > 0. Then, for any & > 0,

1 n
Pr{ " E X; _8} _Pr{lrélﬁgn

i=1
In particular, {I) holds if the associated random variable Z has a distribution such that Pr{Z = ¢} = ——

V5 ¢
and Pr {Z = —%} = %, where ¢ = # is the golden ratio.

14

>

i=1

> ns} < tei(r(l)i)e_"tE {lzO" +[#(-0)]"}.  (11)

In the case that the moment generating function of the magnitude of a random vector exists, we have
the following result.

Theorem 20 Let X, X1, -, X, be ii.d. zero-mean random vectors such that E[e®!IXI] = g(s) for all
s € (—1,7), where T > 0. Let p = 1+—2‘/5 be the golden ratio. Define

- {[820a (2] [0 )]

fore >0 andt e (0,7). Then, for any e >0,

1
> < > < i
Pr{ > a} <Pr {1rélea<xn > na} S 7= X tel(%f”q_)h(t,a,n),

where h(t,e,n) is a convex function of t € (0,7) for fired € > 0 and n.

14

>

i=1

=1

3.3 Bounded Random Vectors

Because of physical limitations, the magnitude of uncertainty affecting systems are actually bounded.
Hence, it is of particular importance to investigate the concentration phenomena of bounded random
vectors.

10



3.3.1 Using Information of Support

In the case that the bounds on the magnitude of random vectors are available, we have the following result.

Theorem 21 Let X1, -+, X, be independent zero-mean random vectors such that Pr{||X;|| <ri} =1 for

i=1,---,n. Then, for all e > 0,
- - 2ne?
ne 2exp | —
- — 5‘7 3

!

_ 1y 2
where V.= =370 i

14

>

i=1

n

1
n X

i=1

> a} < Pr{ max
1<i<n

If the diameters of the domain containing random vectors are known, we have the following result.

Theorem 22 Let Xq,---,X,, be independent zero-mean random vectors such that X; has a support of

diameter D; fori=1,--- ,n. Then, for all e > 0,
2ne?
P > <2 —
r{ _ns}_ exp< 5V>’

where V.= 13" D2,

14

>

=1

> a} < Pr{ max
1<i<n

For vector-valued martingales of bounded increments, we have derived maximal inequalities as follows.

Theorem 23 Suppose {Xj : k = 0,1,2,3,---} is a vector-valued martingale and Pr{|| X — Xp_1]] <
¢k} =1 for k € N. Then,

2e2
Pr{[| Xy — Xo|| > e} < 2exp (—ni)
521@:10%

for all positive integers n and all positive reals €.
3.3.2 Using Information of Support and Variance
To make use of the information of each component of random vectors, we have the following results.

Theorem 24 Let X = [z1,- - ,24] be a zero-mean random vector such that E[|| X ||?] < o2, the components
X1, -, xq are mutually independent, and Pr{|x;| <r;} =1 fori=1,---,d. Then,

9062 — g2|2
Pr{||X]| > ¢} <oxp [ -2~
Zi:lr’?

fore>o.

If we know the range of each component of random vectors, we have the following result.

Theorem 25 Let X = [z, ,x4] be a zero-mean random vector such that the components x1,--- , x4
are mutually independent and that Pr{a; < x; < b;} =1 fori=1,--- ,d. Define 0? = Z?:l |a;bi|. Then,

282 —02 2
Pr{||X — pu|]| > e} < exp (—J—|4>
Zi:l |bi_ai|

fore>o.
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Making use of the variance information of random vectors, we have derived simple exponential inequal-
ities as follows.

Theorem 26 Let X1, X5, -+ be independent zero-mean random vectors such that for n € N,

ZE[||X1||2] < S?zv Pr{”XlH S cnsp fori=1,--- 7n} =1,
i=1

where ¢, > 0 and s, > 0. Let ¢ = L5 pe the golden ratio. Then,

2

‘ 22 Tpce
ZXi > xS, p < 2exp (—— (1— QOn))
pt 2 2

Pr<{ max
1<6<n

1
forO<z< e

Making use of the variance and range information of random vectors, we have derived tight inequalities

as follows.

Theorem 27 Let Xi,---, X, be independent zero-mean random vectors such that Y ., E[||X;||?] < no?
and Pr{||X;|| <r} =1 fori=1,--- ,n, where 0 >0 and r > 0. Let ¢ = # be the golden ratio. Then,
Pr{H% P XZ|| >r} =0 and
Pr{|[5 XL, Xif| = e} <Pr {maX1§e§n i Xi
M —nte T 2 0'2 0'2 n 7‘2 0'2 g 2 T n
= infysg e ™ {[% exp (—ip—r) + = exp(tcpr)} + [m exp (—WT) + % exp (%)] }

J2 \oHere _\ere—(en?] PEEn? J2 \oHere 2 o2

forO<e<r.

> ns}

To apply Theorem 27] we need to bound ||X — u|| and E[[|[X — u[?]. For this purpose, we have the
following result.

Theorem 28 Let X be a random vector with mean p = E[X] and a support of diameter D. Then,
[1X = pll < D and E[J|X — pl?) < 3.

If random vector X is bounded within an ellipse, we have the following result.
Theorem 29 Let X be a random vector such that ||AX + b|| < ¢, where A is an invertible matriz. Then,
1X = pll <A e+ [JAu+ 0l E[IX = pllP) < [JA7H] x [¢® = [|Ap + b7,
where p = E[X].

It should be noted that Theorem 29]is an extension of Bhatia-Davis inequality [4].

4 Stability of Uncertain Dynamic Systems

In this section, we shall apply the proposed theory of inferencing function of uncertainties to study the
stability of uncertain systems. Consider a system which has been studied in [I5] by a deterministic approach.
The system is shown in Figure [l

12



Figure 1: Uncertain System

s+2

The compensator is C(s) = +710 and the plant is P(s) = s(s+4f892(7§$?;:ilélo.3ng) with parametric uncer-

tainty |n;| < 0.16, |E[n;]| < 0.05 for i =1, 2, 3. The transfer function of the system is T'(s) = %.

The characteristic polynomial of the system is
(s +10)(s + 4+ 0.2m2)(s + 6 + 0.3n3) + 800(1 + 0.1 (s + 2) = s* + a15” + azs® + azs + au,
where

a; = 20 + 0.2y + 0.3n3, az = (44 0.2n2)(6 4 0.3n3) + 10(10 + 0.2 + 0.373),
az = 10(4 + 0.212)(6 + 0.3n3) + 800(1 + 0.111), as = 1600(1 + 0.171).

By the Routh stability criterion, the system is stable if and only if
a; >0, ajas —ag > 0, (aras — az)az — alas > 0, as >0,

that is, h(n1,m2,m3) > 0, where h(n1,n2,73) = min{ay, a4, ajaz — as, (a1az — az)ag — a?as}. Hence, if we
define
X = [7717 72, 773]7 f(X) =X, g(X) = ]I{h(nl,ng,n3)>0}u

o = {($1,£L‘2,£L‘3) : |$Z| <0.16, 1 =1, 2, 3}, B = {($1,£L‘2,£L‘3) : |$Z| <0.05,2=1, 2, 3},
¢ = {(v1,72,73) : h(x1, T2, ¥3) <0},

then
Pr{The system is unstable} = Pr{X € ¢},

subject to
Pr{X e &} =1, E[f(X)] € #.

Therefore, we can apply Theorem [ to compute a deterministic bound for Pr{The system is unstable}.
With less than 0.05 second, we obtained such upper bound as 0.00031 by a computer program which
implements linear programming embedded with the gradient search and the branch and bound algorithms.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have developed a general theory for inferring uncertainty. We have applied the general
theory to investigate concentration phenomena of random vectors. Uniform exponential inequalities and
multidimensional probabilistic inequalities have been developed which can be useful for the analysis of
control and decision affected by uncertainty. We have derived computable tight bounds for the expected
values of functions of uncertainty which represent performance of systems. The applications of such results
are illustrated by an investigation of the stability of an uncertain system.
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A Proof of Theorem [3

Note that since all elements in % are discrete random vectors, the associated expectation E[g(Y")] of any
Y € % must exist. Hence, supycqy E[g(Y)] is well-defined provided that ¢ has at least one element.
Therefore, it suffices to show that the family % contains at least one element Y with E[g(Y")] > E[g(X)].
Define S = {(u,v) : u = f(z), v = g(z), v € &/}. Then, Pr{(f(X), g(X)) € S} = 1. Note that the
convex hull of S, denoted by conv(S), is convex. By assumption, both E[f(X)] and E[g(X)] exist. Hence,
by Theorem [I]

(£ (X)), Elg(X)]) € conv(S).

Note that S is a subset of (k + 1)-dimensional vector space. According to Carathodory’s theorem, there
exists m < k + 2 points, x1, -+, in S such that (E[f(X)], E[g(X)]) is a convex combination of
T1,*++ ,ZTm. The points x1,--- ,x,, are vertexes of the simplex which consists of all convex combinations
of 1, -+, xy,. Consider half-line {(u,v) : v = E[f(X)], v > E[g(X)]}. There must exist w > E[g(X)] such
that (E[f(X)],w) lie in a proper face of the simplex.

Without loss of generality, let =1, -+, 2,1 be the vertex of such proper face. Then, there exist
nonnegative numbers py,- -, ppm—1 such that Z:T;l p; = 1 and that

BFCO = . pf@), w= Y gl

Hence, we can define a discrete random vector Y of (m—1) < k+1 possible values such that Pr{Y = z;} = p;
fori=1,---,m — 1. Clearly,

PrY €@} =1, EIFY) = Y pifle) =BFO € B, Blg)] = 3 plen) = w 2 Elg(X)]

This shows that the family % contains at least one element Y with E[g(Y)] > E[g(X)]. The proof of the
theorem is thus complete.

B Proof of Theorem

For y € &, define g(y) such that g(y) =1 if y € € and that g(y) =0if y € &/ \ €. According to Theorem
[ we have

k1 E+1 k+1
sup Pr{X € ¥} = sup{zwg(yg): 0p>0andy, € & for b =1,--- k+1, 295:1, Z@ef(yg)eﬂ}
Xex =1 =1 =1

max{Q; : 1 <i < k+ 1},
where
k41 k41 k+1 k+1
Qi—sup{ZWg(ye): 0 >0andy, € o for £ =1,--- k+1, Zee:L Zg(yg):i, Zt%f(yg)e%}
=1 =1 =1 =1

fori=1,---,k+1. Define B; = {(b1, - ,bgy1) : S ps be = i, where by € {0,1} for £ =1,--- ,k + 1} for
= 1," . ,k+ 1. Then, Ql = max{h(b1,~- . akarl) : (bl,' c ,bk+1) S EZ}, where h(bl," . ,bk+1) is defined
as sup{zlg;l Ocbe: 0, >0and yr € o, g(ye) =befor =1,--- [ k+1, ’;;rll 0, =1, 12;1 0of (ye) € B}, for
t=1,---,k+1. Consider (b1, ,bg11) € E; such that by, =1 for 1 <t <iand by, =0fori<t<k+1.

14



Define z; = yp, and 9y = 0y, for t = 1,--- ,k+ 1. Then, h(by, - ,bkt1) is equal to

sup{z'ﬂg: Pe>0for 1 <l<k+1, ze€Cforl<l<i, xped\Clori<l<k+1,

=1
k+1 k+1
S 0e=1, > Def(xe) egs},
=1 =1

which is the same as P;. Hence, we have established that h(by,--- ,bg41) = P; holds for all (by,- -+ ,bgi1) €
E; for 1 <i < k+1. It follows that Q; = P; for 1 <1i < k+ 1. Therefore, supyx¢ o~ Pr{X € €} = max{Q; :
1<i<k+1}=max{P; :1<4i<k+1}. This completes the proof of the theorem.

C Proof of Theorem

Define W = exp(s(X; — Xo) — ¢(s)V) for t > 0 and s € (0,b). Then, for all s € (0,b) and arbitrary
t' >t >0, we have

E[Wy | %] = E[exp(s(Xy — Xo) — p(s)Vy) | F] = E [exp(s(Xp — Xi) — o(s)(Vyr — Vi) Wy | F]

= Wy exp(—p(5)(Ver — V1)) E [exp(s(Xor — X)) | 1] < W
Hence, for any s € (0,b), (W, Z#t)ier+ is a super-martingale with E[Wy] = Elexp(—¢(s)Vo)] < 1. By the
assumption on the continuity of the sample paths of {s(X; — Xo) — ©(s)Vi}1>0, we have that almost all

sample paths of (W;);ep+ is right-continuous.
To prove (@), note that for any s € (0,b) and real number v > 0,

Pr {sup {Xt — Xo — V- — M(Vt — VT)} > 0} =Pr {sup [Xt - Xo—7Vr — M(Vt — VT)] s> 0}
t>0 S t>0 S

=Pr {sup [s(X¢ — Xo) — @(s)Ve — vsVr + o(s)V7] > 0} =Pr {sup [s(Xt — Xo) — @(s)Ve] > vsVr — go(s)VT}

>0 >0

=Pr {sup Wi > exp (ysVr — (p(S)VT)} (12)
>0

< exp (p(s)Vr — 7sVr) (13)

= [exp (¢p(s) — 7).

Here, we have used the definition of W; in (I2)). The inequality ([I3]) follows from the super-martingale
inequality. This proves ([B]) and thus () immediately follows. This concludes the proof of the theorem.

D Proof of Theorem

To prove Theorem [I0 note that for all s € .,

Pr {sup [sX: — V(s,t)] > vs — g(s)}

t>0

Pr{sup 53X, = 2) = Visit) + 9(6)] 2 0

t>0

= Pr {sup exp (s X — V(s,t)) > exp(ys — g(s))}

t>0

IN

Pr {sup Z(s,t) > exp(ys — 9(8))} :

>0
By the supermartingale inequality, we have
E[Z(s,0)] - 1
exp(ys —g(s)) — exp(ys —g(s))

Pr {sup [5(X0 = 7) = V(s,1) + g(s)] = o} < — explg(s) — 73)
t>0

for all s € .. This proves (), from which the particular assertions immediately follow.
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E Proof of Theorem [IT]
Define
o(s,n) = lnE[eSYn], o(s,n) = lnE[eSX"], Z(s,n) =exp (sX, — p(s,n))

for s € . and n € N. Clearly, Z(s,0) =1 for all s € .. For n € N, let .%, denote the o-algrbra generated
by Y1,---,Y,. Note that

E[Z(s,n+1)| %, = Elexp(sX, + sYni1 —o(s,n) —od(s,n+1))]| %,
= Elexp (sY,+1 — &(s,n 4+ 1))] X Elexp (sX,, — ¢(s,n)) | %]
= Z(s,n)

almost surely. Hence, for each s € ., {Z(s,n), n € N} is a martingale. By assumption,
exp (sXn — V(s,n)) < exp (sX, — ¢(s,n)) = Z(s,m)

for s € . and n € N. Invoking assertion (II) of Theorem [I{ yields the conclusion of the theorem.

F Proof of Theorem [13

We need some preliminary results.

Lemma 1 Define h(s,e) = ¢(s) — se for s € (a,b) and limg, ‘p(ss) <& < limgpyp “"(SS). Then, there exists a
number ¢ such that 0 < ¢ < min{|al,b} and that for e satisfying —@ <e< @, the infimum of h(s,¢e)
with respect to s € (a,b) is attained at the unique root, ( = (), of the equation ¢'(s) = € with respect to

s € (—¢,¢). Moreover, ¢ =(() = £ + O(g?) for _@ <e< @'

Proof. Let ¢'(s), ¢”(s), and ¢®)(s) denote the first, second, and third derivatives of ¢(s), respectively.
By assumption,
(0)=0, ¢(0)=0, ¢"(0)=a>0.

Clearly, h(s,¢e) is convex with respect to s € (a,b). By the assumption on ¢ and the convexity of (s), we
e ) < 1 £0) o)
lslfltllcp (s) < lslﬁle <e< 151%)17 < 151%130 (s).

Since ¢(s) is convex for s € (a,b), it follows that ¢'(s) is increasing for s € (a,b). Hence, the equation
¢ (s) = e with respect to s € (a,b) has a unique root, ¢ = ((¢), for € such that limg, @ < e < limgypyp @.
Moreover,

((e) <0 for limyy, €2 < ¢ <0,

(=14¢()=0 fore=0,
C(e) >0 for0 < e < limgypy @

Since h(s,e) is convex with respect to s € (a,b), it follows that

inf h —h .
At (s,€) = h(C,¢)

By assumption, ¢”(0) = o > 0. Since ¢”(s) is a continuous function of s € (a,b), it follows that there
exists a positive number ¢ such that 0 < ¢ < min{|a|, b}, the third derivative ¢(®)(s) is continuous, and
that ¢"(s) > § for all s € [—c,c]. By Taylor series expansion formula,

©'(s) = ¢'(0) + 9" (ns)s = " (ns)s > %s for s € (0,¢],
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where 1 € (0,1) is a number dependent on s. Similarly, ¢'(s) < §s for s € [—¢,0). As a consequence

of the convexity of ¢(s), it must be true that ¢’'(—c) < ¢ < ¢'(¢) for e satisfying —@ <e< 29

C
Since ¢'(s) is monotonically increasing with respect to s € [—c, ], it follows that —c¢ < ( = ((¢) < ¢ for

—@ <e< @. From now on, we restrict € to satisfy the constraint —“0(% <e< @. Therefore,
e=¢(¢) > ¢ for 0<a<@
2 c
and
Ech'(C)S%C for —L_C)<£<O.
c
Hence, g = g <Zfor0<e< “a(cc) and —@ < & < 0. This shows that

(=((e)=0() (14)

for —@ <e< @. By Taylor series expansion formula,

1
o'(s) = as + 590(3) (ns)s* for s € [—c,d],

where n € (0,1). Hence,
1
#'(Q) = aC + 5P ()¢

for —@ <e< @, where 1 € (0,1) is dependent on e. Since ¢ (s) is continuous with respect to
s € [~c,c], there exists K > 0 such that |¢®)(s)| < K for all s € [~¢,c]. Recall that h(s,¢) is minimized
at s = ¢ = ((¢) such that ¢’({) = e. Hence, ( satisfies the equation

a¢+ 36O ()¢ = ¢

and thus
€ 1 (

(== ——o® @) (15)

a 2

for _sa(C—C) <e< 4/’520)' Since |¢®) (n¢)| < K, it follows from () and (H) that

€ 1 €
(=5 L mO0E” = = 1 o)
for € satisfying —@ <e< @. This completes the proof of the lemma.

We are now in a position to prove the theorem. The inequality (7)) immediately follows from assertion
(IT) of Theorem[IO The inequality () follows from (@) and the convexity of ¢(s). It remains to investigate
the asymptotic expression of the probability bound [exp(¢(¢) — EC)]VT and the ratio #.

Let ¢ be the number in the context of Lemma [l Using Taylor series expansion formula, we have

©(s) = (0) + ¢'(0)s + %4,0"(0)82 +0(s%) = %82 +0(s®) for s € [—c,d].

Making use of this expression of ¢(s) and the expression of ¢ in Lemma /[l we have
2

P(Q) = 2+ 0 = 2 [E 1 0] + 0 = £+ 0,
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h(G.e) = —eC+9() = == + O(e") + 0= + O(%) = —— + O("),
[exp((Q) = Q)Y = [exp(h(¢, )]
— exp (—% 4 0(53)>r
= exp (_%) exp (o@)]w
= fexp (_%)]V fexp (0(%))]”"
= lexp (—%)]v [1+ 0]
= [1+0()] [exp (—%)]V

and

10 _ B0 ivop

¢ O(e2) 2

for € satisfying —@ <e< @. This completes the proof of the theorem.

G Proof of Theorem [14

We need some preliminary results.

Lemma 2 Define h(s,e) = ¢(s) — se for s € (a,b) and limg, @ < e < limgyp @. Then, there exists a
number ¢ such that 0 < ¢ < min{|al, b} and that for e satisfying —@ <e< @, the infimum of h(s,¢e)
with respect to s € (a,b) is attained at the unique root, ¢ = ((e), of the equation ¢'(s) = ¢ with respect to
5 € (—c,c). Moreover, ( =((e) = & — % + O(g3) for —@ <e< @.

Proof. Let ¢/(s), ¢"(s), ¢ (s), and ¢*(s) denote the first, second, third, and fourth derivatives of
©(s), respectively. Note that

©(0) =0, (p/(O) =0, 90”(0) = 027 90(3) 0) =

Clearly, h(s,¢) is convex with respect to s € (a,b). By the assumption on e and the convexity of p(s), we
have (s) (s)

. . pls . pls . /

lim ¢’ (s) < lim —= lim ——= <1 .

lim ¢'(s) < lim == <& < i == < lim ' (s)
Since ¢(s) is convex for s € (a,b), it follows that ¢'(s) is increasing for s € (a,b). Hence, the equation
¢'(s) = e with respect to s € (a, b) has a unique root, ¢ = ((¢), for € such that limg, @ < e < limgypyp “"(SS).
Moreover,

((e) <0 for limy, 24 < ¢ <0,
(=14¢()=0 fore=0,
C(g) >0 for0 < e < limgy, 22

S
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Since h(s,e) is convex with respect to s € (a,b), it follows that

inf h(s,e) = h(C,
it hs.e) = H(G.e)
Note that ¢”(0) = 02 > 0. Since ¢”(s) is a continuous function of s € (a,b), it follows that there exists a
positive number ¢ such that 0 < ¢ < min{la|, b} and that ¢"(s) > %2 for all s € [—c¢, c]. By Taylor series

expansion formula,
2

P(5) = ¢'(0) + ¢ (ns)s = ¢"(ns)s = s for s € (0,0,

where n € (0,1) is a number dependent on s. Similarly, ¢'(s) < %25 for s € [—¢,0). As a consequence

: - s (=o) (©)
of the convexity of ¢(s), it must be true that ¢'(—c) < e < ¢'(c) for € satisfying —£== < ¢ < £2.
Since ¢'(s) is monotonically increasing with respect to s € [—c, ], it follows that —c¢ < ¢ = ((¢) < ¢ for

—M <e< “’( ). From now on, we restrict € to satisfy the constramt ( ) ce< “’( ), Therefore,

2
52@’(()2%{ for O<5<<P()
and 5
5—90’(§)§%C for S0(_)< <0
Hence, g :gg%for0<s<@and ‘p( 9 <& < 0. This shows that

¢=¢(e) =0(e) (16)
for —@ <e< @. By Taylor series expansion formula,
1 1
P(5) = s+ 5p P (O0)52 + 5o (s)s® for s € [—e.d]

where n € (0,1). Hence,
() =+ 5o O + 2oV (0

for —@ <e< @, where 1 € (0,1) is dependent on e. Since p¥(s) is continuous with respect to
s € [—c,c], there exists K > 0 such that ¢ (s)| < K for all s € [~¢,c]. Recall that h(s,¢) is minimized
at s = ¢ = ((¢) such that ¢’({) = e. Hence, ( satisfies the equation

o2+ = so D) + P ()" =

and thus

1 1
= = = 5292006 = D (0)¢ (7)
for — “’( J<e< “0 . Since | (n¢)| < K, it follows from (I8) and (I7) that
1 1
¢ = 55797006 - P m)0E)
= % +0(2) (18)

for e satisfying — “"( dce< ‘p . Again, since | (n¢)| < K, it follows from (7)) and (I8) that

2 3
¢ = g—ﬁmm (5 +0@)] -~ P00 [ + 0]
e el 5
= 7,0 TOE)
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for € satisfying —@ <e< @. This completes the proof of the lemma.

We are now in a position to prove the theorem. The inequality (@) immediately follows from Theorem
The inequality ([I0) follows from (@) and the convexity of ¢(s). It remains to investigate the asymptotic
expression of the probability bound [exp(p(¢) — e¢)]™ and the ratio #.

Let ¢ be the number in the context of Lemma[2 Using Taylor series expansion formula, we have

2
o(s) = 0(0) + ©'(0)s + %@1/(0)82 + %cp(?’) (0)s® + O(s*) = %52 + %53 +0(s*) for s € [~¢,q].

Making use of this expression of ¢(s) and the expression of ¢ in Lemma [2] we have

o0 = Te+Le o
c? e wve? > ufe w2 3
= S|=- ﬁ+0(g3)} +3 [g ~ 55+ 0| +0E
= % - ;Tiz +0(eh),
h(Ce) = —eC+¢(()
— —222 + ;%36 +0(eh) + 2522 - ;%z +0(eh)
- 2222 - giz + 06D,
[exp(p(€) =)™ = [exp(h(¢, )™
= |ew (- 2222 + gj_z + 0(54)>]m
- :exp (— 2222 + gEZ) exp (0(54))} "
- :exp (—% - gj;)]m [exp (O(e*))]™
= :exp (—2222 ggﬁ)]m [1+0@EM]™
— 1+ 0(EY] [exp (_;‘2 i g)]
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and

PO _ 5 tm +OEY
¢ 052 V€2 (e3)
B E% 21/5 +O(53)
S E o)
_ elo5f 0l
21— 55+ 0(e?)
_ %{1 ;”i+0( )M +2V—€4+O(52)}
= Sl-g o
= S[+00)

for € satisfying —@ <e< @. This completes the proof of the theorem.

H Proof of Theorem

Define h(p,s) = In(ue® +1 — p) for pn € [0,1] and s € R. It is shown by Hoeffding in [I6] that

exp <sin>] <Zh (i, 8) < V(s,n)
i=1

for all s € R and n € N. Let v = m#. Note that V(s,m)—~s = m[h(g,,, s) — 0s]. By differentiation, it can
be readily shown that the infimum of h(z,,, s) — 0s with respect to s € R is attained at ¢ and accordingly,

InE

exp (V(¢,m) —~C) = {exp (9 In %’” +(1-6)In 11__%")]7” .

Finally, invoking Theorem [I] yields the conclusion of the theorem.

I Proof of Theorem

With the independence of the random variables, it is shown by Hoeffding in [I6] that

= - 01'2 01'2 bs
InE lexp <52X1>] Z Lﬂ = 2 <—75) + P o2t } <V(s,n)
=1 7

for all s € Rand n € N. Let v = me. Note that V(s,m)—ys =mln [b2+u exp ( ) + b2+V ebs} —mes.

By differentiation, it can be readily shown that the infimum of V(s, m)—~s with respect to s € R is attained
at ¢ and accordingly,

_ vm+tbe b2 _pe 1T
(1+b_5> b2 v (1_5);2?7”]
VUm b

Finally, invoking Theorem [I] yields the conclusion of the theorem.

exp (V(¢,m) —~() =
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By the independence of the random variables,

exp (siXJ} =V(s,n)

for all s € R and n € N. Let v = m#f. Note that V(s,m) —vys =m (ﬁms + E’552 — 95). By differentiation,

InE

it can be readily shown that the infimum of 7,,s + ’””752 — 0s with respect to s € R is attained at ¢ and

exp (V(¢,m) —7() = [eXP (—w)]m~

2Um,

accordingly,

Finally, invoking Theorem [1] yields the conclusion of the theorem.

K Proof of Theorem [1§

By the independence of the random variables,

exp <52X1>] =V(s,n)

for all s € R and n € N. Let v = mf. Note that V(s,m) — vs = nA\,(e® — 1) — mfs. By differentiation,
it can be readily shown that the infimum of V(s,m) — s with respect to s € R is attained at ¢ and

InE

accordingly,
_ A1
exp (V((,m) — () = [exp (9—/\m+6‘1n7>} .

Finally, invoking Theorem [[] yields the conclusion of the theorem.
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