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Spectral flatness and the volume of
intersections of p-ellipsoids

Michael Juhos and Joscha Prochno

Abstract

Motivated by classical works of Schechtman and Schmuckenschldger on intersections
of ¢,-balls and recent ones in information-based complexity relating random sections of
ellipsoids and the quality of random information in approximation problems, we study the
threshold behavior of the asymptotic volume of intersections of generalized p-ellipsoids. The
non-critical behavior is determined under a spectral flatness (Wiener entropy) condition on
the semi-axes. In order to understand the critical case at the threshold, we prove a central
limit theorem for g-norms of points sampled uniformly at random from a p-ellipsoid, which
is obtained under Noether’s condition on the semi-axes.
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1 Introduction and main results

The asymptotic geometry of £;-balls has been studied intensively in the last decades and ap-
plications of probabilistic methods have proved to be very powerful for those studies. One of
the earlier works is a well-known paper by Schechtman and Zinn [16] in which, motivated by a
question of V.D. Milman, the authors studied the proportion of volume left in a volume normal-
ized £}-ball after removing a multiple of a volume normalized £3-ball. A fundamental element in
their approach is a probabilistic representation of the cone probability measure on an /j-sphere
(more precisely, on the positive orthant), which can be easily extended to a representation of
the uniform distribution on the whole ball. Independently, this probabilistic representation
had been found by Rachev and Riischendorf [I4], but with a different objective: they proved
a Maxwell-principle for KZ—spheres, complementing the classical Poincaré-Maxwell-Borel lemma
for the Euclidean sphere. This representation has again been put to use in a work of Schechtman
and Schmuckenschlédger [15], where the authors investigated the limit lim,, VOln(Dg N t]D)g)
and its dependence on the parameter ¢ € (0,00). Here, we denote by D} the volume normalized
version of the closed unit ball B of £}}; recall that for 0 < p < oo and x = (x), € R,
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defines a quasi-norm on R, which is a norm whenever 1 < p < co. Using a law of large numbers,
they showed that the limit exists and is equal to either zero or one, depending on whether ¢ is
smaller or greater, respectively, than a certain threshold determined solely by the parameters
p and q. The asymptotic behavior at the threshold remained unanswered for nearly a decade
until Schmuckenschléger [17] used the Berry—Esseen theorem to show that the limit is 1/2 in the
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case p = 00, independent of g. Another couple of years later Schmuckenschliager [I8] provided a
complete answer by proving a central limit theorem for the g-norm of a vector sampled uniformly
at random from the £7-sphere; again the limit is 1 /2 irrespective of p and q.

The previous results have been revisited by Kabluchko, Prochno, and Thile in [§] (see
also [9]). Not only did they prove (multivariate) central limit theorems for g-norms of vectors
distributed uniformly in B}, but also non-central limit theorems (i.e., convergence in distribution
to exponential and Gumbel distributions) for extreme values of p and ¢; furthermore they showed
that lim,, o vol, (D) N ¢,D}) can be any number in the interval (0,1) (not just 1/2) with an
appropriate sequence (t,)nen converging to the threshold. They also present results concerning
the intersection of more than two balls, intersections of “neighboring” balls, and investigate large
deviation principles for g-norms of random vectors sampled from £7-balls, where the authors
have taken up the thread laid by Gantert, Kim, and Ramanan [2]. The topic of large deviation
principles in geometric settings has been researched much since then, but the present paper does
not touch upon it.

Another notable generalization of the results of Schechtman and Schmuckenschléger has
recently been accomplished by Kabluchko and Prochno [7]: they have considered the intersection
of Orlicz balls

n
B (nR) = {(:cl, e, Tp) €ER™ ZM(CCZ) < nR},

i=1
where R € (0,00), and M: R — [0,00) is an Orlicz-function, that is, an even, convex function
with M (z) = 0 iff z = 0. Like in the case of £}-balls there is a threshold for the parameter R,
depending only on the two Orlicz functions involved (one for each ball), such that the limit is
either zero or one; the authors conjecture that the limit equals 1/2 at the threshold. Whereas
the proof of Schechtman and Schmuckenschlager only needs a (weak) law of large numbers and
builds upon the Schechtman—Zinn probabilistic representation, Kabluchko and Prochno require
completely different and finer tools. The lack in a corresponding probabilistic representation for
Orlicz balls is overcome by means of the maximum entropy principle from statistical mechanics
and Petrov’s sharp version of Cramér’s large deviation theorem [I3], which says that, under
suitable conditions, the probability in the weak law of large numbers converges exponentially
fast towards zero with a specified rate.

Motivated by the previous body of research and by recent works in information-based com-
plexity, where the asymptotic geometry of ellipsoids is related to questions about the quality of
random information in approximation problems [3, 4, 5] and because volumes of intersections
appear naturally in tractability questions for multivariate numerical integration of certain classes
of smooth functions [6], the present paper undertakes another generalization of the results of
Schechtman and Schmuckenschlager, where, instead of the isotropic £-balls, we shall investigate
p-ellipsoids, which are defined as follows: for 0 < p < oo, n € N, and 0 = (01,...,0,) € (0,00)",
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&, = {(ml,...,xn) ER™: Z‘J—
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if p < o0, or
"y
EC?O,U = {(xly"' axn) eR™ : 112%}% U—z < 1}
if p = oo, and we refer to £*_ as the p-ellipsoid with semi-azes o1,...,0,. We shall denote

~ p70’ ~
by &), the unit volume dilation of &, (i.e., voln(Ega) = 1) and study the asymptotic of
limy,— 00 Voln(g;fan N tggfm), where p, ¢, and t are fixed, and where o,,7, € (0,00)" for each
n € N.



1.1 The main results

We shall now present our main results on the threshold behavior of the asymptotic volume of
intersections of p-ellipsoids. Note that by a simple linear transformation argument it is enough to
consider the intersection of volume normalized £-balls with volume normalized g-ellipsoids (we
shall elaborate in more detail in Remark [T below). As we will see, the result in the non-critical
case is proved under a so-called spectral flatness condition, also known as Wiener entropy, on
the semi-axes of the ellipsoid.

Before we state this and the other results, let us briefly introduce some notation. For any
p € (0,00], the p-generalized Gaussian distribution (p-Gaussian distribution for short) v, on R

is defined by
dnpla) o= | PTG
3 L (2) dz :p = oo.

We introduce the following shorthands for the moments of 7,: let X ~ =, and ¢, € [0, o0], then

M,(q) :=E[|X|7], Vp(q) := Var[| X]7], Cp(g,r) == Cov[| X9, | X]|"],

and we adopt the conventions My, (00) := 0, Vo (00) := 0, and Cx(00,00) 1= Cxo(0, q) := 0;
also note My(p) = 1 and V,(p) = p for p < co. In what follows o shall always denote an
infinite triangular array with positive real entries, namely o = ((0n,i)is1)nen € [],en(0,00)™.
For n € N and p € (0,00] let 7y, 5, := Voln(IBﬂg)*l/ " denote the radius of the volume-normalized
(n-ball D1,

The first result is a generalization of a celebrated theorem for £}-balls obtained by Schecht-
man and Schmuckenschldger in [15].

Theorem A. Let p € (0,00] and q € (0,00), and let & = ((0n,i)i—i)nen € [l,en(0,00)" be
given. Assume that the limit
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Then, for allt € [0,00),

0 :tA, < Fyo
1 tAp > Fyo,

n—00 2,0

lim vol, (]D)Z NtEN ) = {

where we have set oy, = (0p4)1-

Remark 1.1. (1) Theorem [Al and Corollary [[.3] (below) also cover the case of the intersection
of a p-ellipsoid with a g-ellipsoid, because

voln (E, NER.) = vol,(det(S) /" ED? Nt det(T) /" TDY)



= vol, (DI Nt det(S™17) /(S 71T)DY)
= vol, (D, N tggfp),

where 0 = (0;)7_;, 7 = (1), ¥ = diag(0), T = diag(7), and p = (0; '7;)";. The sufficient
conditions must be fulfilled by p then.

(2) By the inequality of the arithmetic and geometric means we see

(ﬁlany _ <ﬂ%g>i(é) § Gi%?)é’

i=1 i=1
where equality holds true iff 0,1 = --- = 0, »; hence one sees Fy , > 1 actually.

Our second theorem is a central limit theorem (CLT) for a properly scaled g-norm of a
vector sampled uniformly at random from a p-ellipsoid and obtained under the so-called Noether
condition on the semi-axes. It thus partly generalizes |8, Theorem 1.1], which treats several
distinct values of ¢ simultaneously and in addition contains two non-central limit theorems.

Theorem B. Let p, q, o, F, - be given as in Theorem [Al Furthermore, let o satisfy (1) and

Noether’s condition

1I£1a<X Tn,i
1<n ’
lim =0, (2)
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and in the case p < oo let the following limit exist,
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For each n € N, let Z,, ~ Unif(B}) and ¥, := diag((on,i)i1). If p # q or Ggo < 1, then,
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Remark 1.2. (1) If it exists, we know G, € [0, 1] because of the comparison of the ¢;- and
¢>-norms on R™. Moreover, if F, 5 < 0o, then because of
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Note that by Remark [[LT] (2), F5; 6 > 1, and hence division by zero is precluded.



(2) Let X ~ ~,, then we can express
|X[e Gé,alep] Gioll = Gio)
- +
qMp(q) p p
and therefore s = 0 if and only if p = ¢ and G, s = 1, which is what we have excluded.

s? = Var[

The CLT in Theorem [Bl allows us to determine the asymptotic behavior in the critical
case at the threshold t.it = A;, éFq,a, which is not covered by Theorem [Al It presents the
generalization of Theorem 2.1 in Schmuckenschliger [17] for p = oo and of Theorem 3.2 in
Schmuckenschldger [18] for p < oc.

Corollary 1.3. Letp, q, 0, Fy o, Ggo, s be given as in Theorem[B, but with F, o < co. Define,
forn e N,

1 —n\ 1
(T on) " (3 S 0)

hy, =
n Fq7a

Then in the critical case teaiw = Ay L Fy o, if
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exists, it holds true that
. = z
Jgn;o vol, (D Nteitlyy,) = @(—;),
where ® is the CDF of the standard normal distribution.

Remark 1.4. Different from the case of balls treated in [8, Corollary 2.1, for ellipsoids it
makes sense to seperate the critical from the non-critical case for ¢ (the present Corollary [L.3]
and Theorem [A]l respectively), because the latter needs weaker premises compared to the former
as is evident from our formulation above.

Organization of the paper

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Section[2we discuss notation and preliminaries.
Examples of semi-axes satisfying the assumptions in our theorems are presented in Section Bl
In Sections ] and Bl we provide the proofs for our main results and of the examples, respectively.

2 Notation and preliminaries

We shall now present the notation used throughout this paper followed by a short subsection
discussing the uniform distribution on p-ellipsoids.

2.1 Notation
The Landau-symbols will be used in the proofs: for real sequences (ay)nen and (by,)nen define
an = O(by,) <= IM € (0,00)Ing > 1Vn > ng: |a,| < M|b,|,
an = o(by) <= Ve € (0,00)Ing > 1Vn > ng: |a,| < €lby|,
an = O(by) <= Im, M € (0,00) Ing > 1Yn > ng: mlb,| < |a,| < M|by|.
Mostly we will use the symbols O, o, and © loosely as stand-ins for sequences with the respective
property, e.g., 1+ (9(%) is to be understood as 1+ a,, with some a, = O(%) In particular O(1)

stands for a bounded sequence, o(1) for a null-sequence, and ©(1) for a bounded sequence which
is also bounded away from zero.



2.2 p-ellipsoids and the uniform distribution on them

We assume that all random variables are defined on a common probability space (2,.4,P); the
expected value, variance, and covariance with respect to P are denoted by I, Var, and Cov,
respectively.

Recall the definition of the p-Gaussian distribution 7, and its moments at the beginning
of Section [[LJI The uniform distribution on a set A C R™ with positive volume is denoted
by Unif(A), and the (multivariate) normal distribution with mean (vector) p and variance
(covariance matrix) v by M (u,v); note N(0,1) = ~,. Equality and convergence in distribution

are indicated by 4 and i), respectively.

Let us continue with two important properties of p-ellipsoids. The first concerns the relation
between balls and ellipsoids. Set ¥ := diag(c) € R™*". Obviously by definition = € £}, if and
only if ¥7'z € By, and therefore £, = ¥Bj. From this follows vol,(&],) = det(X) vol, (B}).
Futhermore, we have

~ & s By ¥y
51?70 - 171 1/n - 1/n n)1l/n - 1/n’ (3)
vol, (&7 ) det(X)1/" vol, (Br) det(X)

Equation (3] also implies that ggp is invariant under scaling of o, that is, for any ¢ € (0, 00) the
identity g]?,co = g]?,a holds true, where co = (co;)i" ;.

The second statement relates the uniform distributions on balls and ellipsoids: let X be an
R"-valued random variable, then X ~ Unif(B}) iff XX ~ Unif(€},). Indeed, let X ~ Unif(B})

and let A C R™ be a Borel-set, then

1, (X" 1ANB? L (X lANnT-1gn
PLX € A =P[X e ¥ 14] = voln( ») _ Yo ( )

vol, (By) voln(E_lé’ﬁo)
B vol,(S~HANEY,)) ~ vol,(ANEL,)
vol, (B71ER,)  voln(ER,)

hence ¥ X ~ Unif(£],,) as claimed. The reverse direction follows similarly.

3 Examples

We now provide two non-trivial examples of arrays of semi-axes, either of which generalizes the
case of balls and yet can be shown directly to satisfy the conditions of Theorems [Aland [Bl Either
example is simple in that the rows of the array arise as successive initial segments of a single
sequence of positive numbers. We call (0, )nen C (0,00) eventually periodic if and only if there
exist ng € Ng and d € N such that 0,44 = 0, for all n > ng + 1.

Proposition 3.1. Letp € (0,00], g € (0,00), let (op)nen C (0,00) and define o := ((0;)1_1 )nen-
(a) Let (0,)nen be eventually periodic. Then o satisfies the premises of Theorems[Al and[B with

d 1/d 1 d 1/q
Fao = (Lowe) (3200)
i=1

=1

and Corollary [1.3 is valid with

and z=0.

Yo
G _ i=1 " ng+i
q,0

T VS )
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(b) If o, = n®*log(n +1)? for some a, 8 € R and for all n € N, then o satisfies the premises of
Theorem [Al iff o < % or a = % A B <0, and then

1
Fq7a' - 4e04(1 — aq)l/q’

with the interpretation Fy o = 00 for a =

Next, o satisfies the premises of Theorem[Bl and Corollary[L.3 iff o < 2—1q ora = i/\ﬁ < i,
and then there hold

Q=

- ifaf <0,
v1—2
Gyo=Y—"2 and z={0  ifg=0,

’ 1—aq
o0 ifaf >0 o0ra=0A8#0.
For the proof of Proposition B.I] we refer the reader to Section

Remark 3.2. Ellipsoids with semi-axes like those in Proposition Bl (b), have been studied
in geometric functional analysis and information-based complexity, see, e.g., Hinrichs et al. [4]
Corollary 6]. Moreover, they arise asymptotically as singular values of embeddings of Sobolev
spaces; see, e.g., Novak and Wozniakowski [12], Section 4.2.4 and Remark 4.43 and the references
therein.

4 Proofs of the main theorems

4.1 Proof of Theorem [Al

The proof of Theorem [Al essentially follows along the lines set out in [I5], while making the
necessary adaptations to account for the possibly unequal semi-axes.

The handling of Unif (BZ) for p < oo is made amenable to probabilistic methods by the
following representation, which has its roots in Schechtman and Zinn [16] and independently
also in Rachev and Riischendorf [14] and which was further elaborated upon in Barthe et al. [1].

Proposition 4.1. A random vector Z has law Unif(B)) if and only if there exist independent
random variables U and Xy, ..., X, with

U ~ Unif([0,1]) and X;~7, for 1<i<n

and such that
(X1,...,X5)
H(Xla s ’Xn)Hp.
The main ingredient of the proof of Theorem [Al is the following weak law of large numbers
for triangular arrays.

A g Ul/n

Proposition 4.2. Let ((Y;,:)!1)nen be a triangular array of real-valued square-integrable ran-
dom variables such that, for any n € N, the random variables Yy 1,...,Y, , are uncorrelated,
and let (by)nen C (0,00) be a sequence. If the following condition holds true,

lim 1 ZVar[Ym] =0, (4)

then



Proof. A simple application of Chebyshev’s inequality yields, for any € € (0, ),

d

n

i S (Vs — ElYo )

i=1

> o] < g var S0 - w0

2
3
n i=1

1 n
= W Z Var[Yn,i],
n i=1

and this immediately implies the conclusion. O

Proof of Theorem[Al Case p < co. Let n € N and t € [0,00). Let X, = (X1,...,Xp) ~ 73"

and U ~ Unif([0,1]) be independent, then rn,pUl/"”;((ﬁ ~ Unif(D}) and therefore, using ()

and writing ¥,, := diag(o,),

~ r X
vol, (D7 M EP, ) = P rnva%ﬁ € tdet(En)_l/"EnDﬂ
_ ol

(1 U det(S,) /787 1X,
1Xnllp

1
rr Un (57| X
L (X)) |

. 1 X; 19 _ M E[|Xa]7 —q\1/q
P U (3 2 (5] - T,,Z(iq>)+ S )

=P : < t:| 5 (5)
- nVar, (250 x0r) P

€ th}

q)l/q

-1

where in the third line we have introduced 7, ; := (H?:1 O'n,j) /n on,i for better legibility. Now

by the strong law of large numbers,
1 n
1 — .|P = =
nh_)rrgo - leXZ] My(p) = 1 almost surely,
1=

and also lim,,_,oo U™ = 1 almost surely. Furthermore, by Proposition B2

L~/ Xije M,
lim — g ( [ #) = 0 in probability;
n—roo n =\ Ty T

note that the condition () on o corresponds precisely to the condition () when applied to
Yoi = | X | while plugging in the definition of 7, ;. Therefore, the random variable on the

Tn,i
left-hand side of (Bl) converges in probability, for n — oo, towards Z=*. Since convergence in
P,q

probability implies convergence in distribution, we get

= F
lim vol,(Dy Nt&), ) = P[ﬂ < t]

n—oo

and the claim follows.
Case p = co. Again let n € N and t € [0,00). Let X,, = (X1,...,X,) ~ 72" = Unif(B2),
hence 3 X,, ~ Unif(D7% ). Again invoking (B) and writing ¥,, and 7,,; as before, we obtain

vol, (D% Nt ) = P[1 X,, € tdet(,) * £,D!]
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Tn,i S t
2T

n | X; |9\1/q
P[(Zil‘ )

q Moo(Q)) + Moo(q) zn T—q)l/q

q =1 "n,
Tn,i n ’

Tn,i

P

<t|.

(> (12
[ 2n=1ar,,

Employing essentially the same arguments as in the case p < oo, the left-hand side is seen to be

converging in probability, for n — oo, towards j‘“’ and the conclusion follows as before. U

)
0,9

4.2 Proofs of Theorem [B] and Corollary 1.3l

The proof of Theorem [Bl is more involving and requires preparations which are dealt with in
the subsequent lemmas. The general strategy underlying the proof is the same as developed by
Kalbuchko, the second named author, and Théle in [8, Theorem 1.1 (a)].

We are going to use the following multivariate version of the Lindeberg—Feller-CLT in the
proof of Theorem [Bl As usual, expectations of vectors and matrices are to be understood
component-wise; 0 € R? is the zero-vector and I; € R?*? the identity-matrix. For vectors
z = (z;){_1,y = (yi)i=; € R™ we define their tensor product by x ® y := (z;y;)7 ;- € R"*".

Proposition 4.3. Let ((X,,;))nen be an independent array of centered, square-integrable R9-
valued random variables. Define Sy, ==Y " | E[X,,; ® X,;] € R gnd s, := )\min(Sn)l/2 (the
square root of the smallest eigenvalue of Sy, ); assume s, > 0 for all n sufficiently large. If the
following multivariate Lindeberg-condition is satisfied:

1
lim _2ZE[HXnle%1[||Xn,z||2253n]] =0 fOT‘ all €€ (0,00),

n—oco Sy 4 7
1=

then
<S;1/ 2y X) % N(0, 1y).
i=1 n

eN

The proof of Proposition B3] is accomplished via the following theorem, slightly adapted
from Klenke [I0], Theorem 15.56. Here ((x;)!q, (vi)iq) := > #;y; denotes the standard
inner product on R".

Theorem 4.4 (Cramér-Wold). A sequence (X,)nen of Ré-valued random variables converges
in distribution to the R%-valued random variable X if and only if, for any A € R with |||z = 1,
(X, Xn))nen converges in distribution to (A, X).

Remark 4.5. The restriction to ||A[2 = 1 in comparison to [I0] is immaterial: let A € R be
arbitrary, then in the case A = 0 we have (0, X,,) = (0, X) = 0 and the convergence is immediate;

. A _ MXn) _ /A d A — X
in the case A # 0 note HWHQ = 1, hence D = <W’X"> —= <W’X> = D and

because the map z +— ||A||22 is continuous we infer ((A, X,,))nen 4 (A, X).
Proof of Proposition -3 Note that if Z ~ N(0, 1), then (), Z) ~ N(0,1) for every A € R?
with ||A|l2 = 1. By the Cramér-Wold-theorem it is therefore enough to show

<<A,Sn”2 ZXn>> L N(0,1) forall AeR?with [Als = 1.
neN

=1



Let A € R? with ||Al2 = 1. We set Y,,; = (), S;l/sz) and will show that the array
((Yn,i)i1)nen satisfies Lindeberg’s condition (in one dimension). Obviously the latter array
is independent and centered with square-integrable entries, and for any n € N we have

Var |:Zn: anl:| - Zn:var[ynﬂ - <)\ S 1/2 ZE an ® Xn z]S 1/2)\>
i=1 i=1

=1

Hence, it suffices to prove, for any ¢ > 0,
n

. 2 _ .

Tim Y B[V Iy, 4] = 0;
i=1

then >0 | Y, = (), S 12 S X ﬁ N(0,1) it true, as desired. We can estimate

Vil = 1O S 2 X i) < (1Al 1195212 1 Xmsill2 =
HanHQ

n

= Mmax (S5 )1 Xnillz = Awin(Sn) ™72 | Xnill2 =

where |[|-||2 denotes the spectral norm of a matrix, which equals the greatest eigenvalue in the
case of a positive semidefinite matrix, here denoted by Apax. This leads to

1 5
ZE ¥zl € 7 D E[IXnill3 1, i fla>es,]
n =1
for any e € (0,00), and by the premises of the proposition this implies the claim. O

We introduce the following notation in preparation for the proof of Theorem [Bl let (X,,)nen
be a sequence of independent, ~,-distributed random variables. With these we set

Sio (Xl = Myla) S (XP - 1)
OH@ZLmﬁ%W ! ’

gn = \/@
the n,’s are going to be needed (and in fact are defined) only for p < oo.

Lemma 4.6. Let the premises of Theorem [Bl hold. Then in the case p < oo the following

convergence is valid,
fn d § - 0 1 P
(G).o® G~ ()G 1),

where

And in the case p = 0o,

(Enlnen S € ~ N(0,1).

Proof. Case p < oo: We rewrite,

1
&\ _ (Vi °
©)- (77 )
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where we have defined

0.*‘1

s i 0 | Xi|? — Mp(q)
= [ SO o= P
bn = o mdd x;P-1 )’
NG
the diagonal matrices 6, ; always are regular, and the sequence ((,)nen consists of independent
and identically distributed random vectors. We are going to apply Proposition [£3] to get a CLT
for the array ((0,,,i¢i)i—;)nen. The covariance matrix is

n qu
" V() e N ()
Sn = ZE[(Hn@CZ) ® (en,lgz)} = >, o4 i ) ’ (6)
i=1 m Cp(p, q) p

and its smallest eigenvalue is

52 o p+‘2/p(Q) B Kpﬂzfp(Q))? B

n *q
1=1 nz

(nz n U—’QQ)1/2 .

1/2

where we have abbreviated g, := By definition we know Gy o = limy, o0 gn,

therefore also

53 = lim 52 = p+ ‘2@((1) _ [(p+ ;/p(q))2 pVla) + G2 ol q)g} 1/2
= P [ - ]

exists, and by the premises of Theorem [Bl we get |p| < 1, hence sy > 0. Now there exists n; € N
such that s, > % sg for all n > ny. Next we have the estimate

*2q
—2¢q max o
Opni 1 1<j<n ™I
Henvicirr%Smax{i"” - 7—}|rcz~ué_ o G G
2 j=10ny 2 =10y

—2¢q
Un 1

=1 S o=m = = 1, there is at least one
Z] 19 n,J

where the second inequality is valid since, because of >

,gq
index i € {1,...,n} such that ﬁ >1 . We also get the similar estimate
Jj=1"n,j
O 1
Ionsilf < (s + 7 ) Wil ©
Z?:l O-n,jq n

By its definition, [|¢1]|3 is integrable and hence almost surely finite, and the family of events
([ I3 > xz])xe(om) is monotonically decreasing, which implies

xll{go 1[||<1|| >1.2] = 1“'(1”%:00} = 0 almost Surely.

Dominated convergence then leads to
: 2
xlggloE[HClHQ1[||<1||2>:1:2]] 0.

Therefore, for any ¢ € (0,00) there exists zg € (0, 00) such that, for any = > z,

2
ES
E[G15 e 3202] < 5

11



Now concerning the multivariate Lindeberg’s condition let d,e € (0,00) and let = > x as before.
By Noether’s condition (2] there exists ng € N such that, for all n > ng,

max o, ;!

1<i<n ™t 623

n —2q — 2"
ZZ 10 4z

Let n > max{ni,ny}. Together with estimate () the last display gives
[16n,i¢ill3 > 6% s7] (IG5 > 7]
for any 7 € {1,...,n}, which finally yields, employing also (§),
1
o ZE 16n.3Gill3 110, cil3202 1] < = Z( ez + ;) E[lI¢1l13 ¢, jz021]
_] 19

50
2
i s
52
50

_2q

< (141 =g,

(1+1)-%
and this proves that the array ((6,,;()i)nen satisfies Lindeberg’s condition. Now from Pro-
position B3] we conclude

(S,;W > en,ig) 4 7 ~ N(0, I).
=1

neN

From the definition of S, in (@) we see that Sy := lim,—,~ Sy, exists, and therefore via Slutsky’s
theorem we obtain

1 0 n 1 0
<£"> — [ VW@ gL/2 g—1/2 E OiC; — | VW@ si/2
T 0 % O A 0 1] *o
P =1 \/ﬁ

(Recall Slutsky’s theorem: given sequences (X, )nen and (Y, )nen of random variables and a con-
tinuous function f, then (f(Xy,,Ys))nen converges to f(X,y) in distribution whenever (X, )nen
converges to the random variable X in distribution and (Y},)nen converges to the constant y in
probability; in particular the latter is fulfilled if (Y},)nen is a convergent deterministic sequence.)

The limit random vector follows a normal distribution with expectation 0 and covariance-

matrix
1 . 0
(m 1 ) S/ 1,81/ (m ) )
0 N/ 0 NG
X 1
) <\/W (1)> ( Vo (q) Gq,an(p,Q)> ( Vi(a) ?)
0 T Gq,o’ p(p’Q) p 0 %
1 M
VpVi(a)
= | Gu.oCr(p,9) 1
PVP(Q)
(1 r
=\, 1)
as claimed.

Case p = oo: We do not spell out any details here, because the proof is analogous to the
previous setup, apart from the fact that only the first component of every vector and the (1,1)-
entry of every matrix is taken into consideration. In that case we have S, = Sy = s2 = s3 = V},(q)

—2q
throughout, and inequality (§) reduces to the equality |0, ;¢;|* = % [<1k O
§=1%n,j

12



We are also going to use the following result, which allows the passing from convergence in
distribution to almost sure convergence; it is commonly known as Skorokhod-representation or
Skorokhod(~Dudley)-device and can be found, e.g., in [I0], Theorem 17.56.

Lemma 4.7. Let E be a Polish space and let (Xy)nen be a sequence of E-valued random variables
converging in distribution to the E-valued random variable Xo. Then there exist a probability
space (Q A, P) and E-valued random variables Xo, X1, Xo, ... defined on Q0 such that

X, L X, foralneN,

and, as n — oo, N o
X, — Xog P-almost surely.

Proof of Theorem[B. Case p < co: With Proposition Al we get (write X,, := (X;)™ )

X; |9\1/a
HE_lZ H d U% HE:LanHq _ U% (Z?:1|m ) _
n nilqg — - -

Xl (S xile) P
L (V@) (20 002) 60 4+ My(@) S0y 0,9)
(\/_77n + n)l/p

()/ = n%Q)l/Q 1/q
| Myl (s oy (U i e )

i=1""n,i

1/1’7 (1_{_\/%77”)1/1’7

L M@ (S 0, ((2?1 70i)” )

— &=
l/p Z?:l O-n,g a \/ﬁ

where we have defined the function

V. 1/2 1/
(1+ ?}Z%m x) ’

(14 py)'/»

F('Iay) =

By the Skorokhod-representation there exist a probability-space (ﬁ, .Z, IF)) and random variables
&n, n for n € N and &, 77 defined on §2 such that

Ensin) L (Enym) and  (€,7) L (€,m)
and such that B N N
((gna ﬁ”))nEN — (f, 77) P-a.s.

From condition (II) we obtain, writing 7, ; like in the proof of Theorem [Aland also respecting Re-

mark [[T],

n —2q 1/2 1 n —2q 1/2
(> 0,77 B (2 2 7Y 0o 0
n 7q - 15~ n —4q nsoo F, o
ZZ 19 n Zizl Tn,i 9,0
(Z —2q 1/2 ~ ~
and therefore (”7"(; £n> . — 0 and (%)%N — 0, either convergence being almost
i=1"n,i

sure. A Taylor expansion of F' around (0, 0) yields

L Wh@Pr oy 22 2
F(z,y) =1+ VAT \/Z_)+O( + 7).

13



Furthermore, we know UY/" = elos(U)/n — 1 4 O(%) almost surely. Putting things together, we

get
n —q\1 n —2q\1/2 ~
2_12 d Ul Mp(q)l/q (Zizl O-n,g) /i F (Zz 19 Zq) / _
125" Znllg = U™ nl/p S o4 fnaT =
i=1"n

2q)1/2

_ Mp( )1/q (Zz lanz)l/q <1_|_ VP(Q)1/2 (Zzn lanz 5
nl/p aMplg) Y700 "

~ n -2
M Dt Un,iq 1
- +O0l—————=+—-) )
VP (Citio,)”

Ile

or equivalently,
DL ( WS g 1>
n — 1/2 n — 1
(X0 2q) / My(q)V/4 (Zi:lo-ng) f

i=1""n;

g ‘/p(q)l/Q e Z? 1 7:? 77__|_
My(a) " RS, 022 VP Yot (X0,

From the definition of Gy », we obtain

n 0_72q 1/2 —
<(Zz 1 nz) + 21:1 n,z)1/2>. (9)

Z:‘L:lg;g 1 > 101:3 0-G - —0
o172 —2g\1/2 “Mgo T
(S 0 )V (S o ) e

Therefore, the right-hand side of (@) converges almost surely, and hence also in distribution

towards /2
Vp(Q) e Gq o ~ 2
- , ~N 0,s%),
M () 3 /b 7 (0,5%)
where
Vi(q) = 2Vp(9)2Gyo = .
§? = L _Var[¢] - 2L T99 Covf¢,
q*My(q)* €l qv/PMy(q) € Z
Vo) 2Vp(0)?Gyo Co(0,0)Goo  Giao
p

PMy(q)>  q/pMp(q) PVp(9)
_ %@ 26096,  Gie
7> M,(q)? pgM,(q) p

From (@) also follows convergence in distribution of the left-hand side, which is exactly what we

have claimed.
Case p = 0o: Here Z, = X,, and so we have

B n X; |4 1/q
15512l = (30 25]')
Z—l n,t
n n 1/q
( I/Q(Za ) 5n+Mm<q>Zo;‘§>
M,

=1
n Vio(gq )1/2(2 10—211)1/2 1/q
1/ 1=1"n,i
o (G) (-
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n n — 1/2 n —
= Moo (g)"/* (Z oﬂ!) l/q<1 - Voo (@2 (T 0,2") &n + 0( = >>
i1 mt qMuo(q) 37y J;? (Z?:l 0;3)2

where we have used Taylor’s expansion of x — F'(x,0) with the same F' as in the previous case;
equivalently,

2100 < 121 Znl - 1>  Vaolg)?
(S 0,2 2 \ Moo (g) V9 (S0 0, 1) 4Mo(9)

— 1/2
(2?21 Un,?q) / )
Z?:l U;,g

£n+(9<

Lemma [L.6] says that (£,)nen 4 & ~ N(0,1) here. By applying the Skorokhod-representation to
(&€n)nen and €, and observing the conditions on o as before, we obtain convergence in distribution

towards N (07 %). Note that by setting é = 0 and respecting our convention Cy (00, q) =

0 the formula for s? given in Theorem [B] also is valid for p = oo as just proved. U
The proof of Corollary [[.3]is now a straightforward application of Theorem

Proof of Corollary[I.3. Beside the actual statement we are also going to prove that the results
of Theorem [A] are reproduced by the CLT. So let t € (0,00) and n € N, then we can write

try.q

VOl (D7 MER ) = Vol (1 B Nty 4 det(5,) "5 $,BY) = P[Zn €~ det(S,) "+ LB}
n7p
t

T'n,q det(En)*ﬂ
Tn,p

= P[ Iz Zally <
_ P[ o Y i T
(Z?:l U;,?q)lﬂ My (q)V/a (Z?:l o;’?) Vi
< > i J;,g < tnt/p Tn,q det(zn)_l/n 1)]
e WY n_—q\l/a '
(Zi:l Jnjq) / T,pMp(q)/ (Zi:l O-n,?) fa

Observe that on the right-hand side, we have

D im1 U;g o and nl/Pr,  det(L,)"1/" Apg
—2q\1/2 — ,
(2?21 Un,iq) /2 n—ooo rn,pMp(q)l/q (Zlnzl Jn,?) /4 n—oo Foo

and so, if tA,, < F, o, then the term in parentheses converges towards a negative number and
the volume in question converges towards zero, and simlarly if tA,, > F, 5, then the volume
converges towards one. It remains to examine the critical case tA,, = Fj, 5. Closer inspection
of the convergence towards A, , (for which see [8], proof of Corollary 2.1) reveals

1/
s = A (140(3)).

thus we can rewrite

1/ —-1/n
Foon'Pry odet(2,) S <1 n @(l))i 1
Ap,qrn,pMp(Q)l/q (Z?:l Ur:,g) i h

n

- O(l> B hnh; -
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By the comparison of the f1- and fs-norms, we see

Z?:l U;?
1< ——=—— 55 <V,
(Zizlam )

and together with lim,,_,o h, = 1 there follows

2?21 U;,? ( Fq,anl/p "n,q det(zn)_l/n — 1> —z
—_og\1/2 —n 1 :
(Z?:l Un,iq) / Ap,qupMp(q)l/q (Z?:l Un,g) fa e
This leads to the desired result. O

5 Proof of the examples

Part (a) of Proposition 3.1l shall be tackled directly. In order to prove Proposition B (b), we
need a few elementary preliminary lemmas, all of which concern the asymptotics of the terms
involved. Their proofs are included for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 5.1. For any o € R, as n — oo,

2 (1 222 o 1)) - 2 1 of )

Proof. This is little more than an application of Stirling’s formula and Taylor’s expansion of the
exponential function: we have

nl/n — ( 27m<ﬁ)neR”>Z
e

«

nle/n =

et
eOé
_ ﬁ(l . alog(2mn) n aR, +(9<[10g(27m) N &}2»
e 2n n 2n n
The claim follows by observing R,, = O(%) and (% + 71°g(22n’m))2 = 0(%)' 0
Lemma 5.2. Let o, 5 € R. Then, as n — oo,
(1) ra<—lora=-1AN3< -1,
log(log(n + 1)) (1 + O (ioearrry) 10 =06=-1,
2 gt U (1 1 Oty ca=—1AB> -1
Zia log(i +1)" = na+16+1 ( +5 (1og(n+61()f:;()12) - o ’
i=1 at11 log(n +1) (1—W) ta>—1AB#0,
ot (1+0(5)) ta€(-1,0)AB=0,
2l (1+0(1)) ca>0AB=0,

(Here ©(by,) is intended to denote sharp asymptotics, that is, it should be read b, (c+ o(1)) with
some ¢ #0.)

Proof. Case a < —1: This is clear because the series converges.
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For the remaining (mostly diverging) cases we recall the Euler-Maclaurin formula: for any
differentiable function f: [1,00) — R with f’ Riemann-integrable over compact intervals, and

for any n € N,
/ flx)dz + / H(x (10)

where H: R — R is defined by H(az) =z — |z] — 1; note |H(z)| < 3 for any z € R. In the
sequel we take f(z):= 2®log(x + 1)%. Let n € N.
Case « = =1 N < —1: Observe % =1t ﬁ, and the latter terms satisfies # <

—m(:vlJrl) < m% for all z > 1. This yields

/" log(x +1)# d log(n + 1)%! —log(2)7+1 /" log(z +1)#
T = e
1 1

x g+1 xz(x +1) dz, (11)

where the second integral converges as n — oco. Next, f is decreasing, therefore the middle term

in (I0) converges; and f’ < 0, therefore

2

x)dz

wherefore also the third term converges. Because of § + 1 < 0 the right-hand side of ([I0)
converges, and thus so does the left-hand side.
Case o« = 8 = —1: The techniques are the same as before, but now

1
x(x 4+ 1)log(z + 1)

n 1 "
————— dx = log(l 1)) — log(log(2 d
/1 xlog(x + 1) z = log(log(n + 1)) — log(log(2)) + /1 z,

where the second integral converges still, so log(log(n + 1)) dominates. The second and third

terms of (I0) also converge, and this results in

n

1
izl m = log(log(n + 1)) + ¢+ o(1),

with a certain ¢ € R; to be precise, ¢ > 0 holds true for the following argument, exploiting
monotonicity throughout,

n 1 n+1 1 n+1 1
;ilog(i—i—l) = /1 zlog(z + 1) dr = /1 (x +1)log(x + 1) dz
= log(log(n + 2)) — log(log(2)) > log(log(n + 1)) — log(log(2)),

hence ¢ = limy 00 (>0 m —log(log(n+1))) > —log(log(2)) > 0. This implies the claim.
Case « = —1 A B > —1: The second and third terms of (0] still converge; the first term,
that is, the integral, is the same as in (III), where again the second integral converges, but now

log(n + 1)5+1 is unbounded and therefore dominates the scene, hence

Zn: log(i+1)7  log(n + 1)°*1
i N B+1

+c+o(1),
i=1

again with a certain ¢ € R (whose value in this case cannot be estimated so easily), and this

case is accounted for. (That much may be said about ¢: For 8 < log(4), f is decreasing, and

then ¢ > f > % dz > 0 can be proved. For 8 > log(4), f is only eventually decreasing.)
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Case o > —1 AN B # 0: Depending on the values of @ and S the second and third terms
of (I0) either both remain bounded or both are of order O(n®log(n 4 1)%). The first term is
tackled with partial integration as follows,

n®+log(n 4+ 1)% — log(2)? B nopetl
a+1 a+l/; z+1

/ % log(z +1)% dz = log(z + 1)t dz.
1

Now note % < 755 < 1, therefore the last integrand behaves like ¢ log(z + 1)#~1. Using

L’Hospital’s rule we recognize

" z*Htlog(z +1)° B(1+ o(1))
a B :
/1 x%log(z + 1)P da = 1 <1 ( Dlog(n 1)), (12)

therefore by now we have

= . , ~ a®og(z + 1)° B(1+ o(1))
Z:Z log(i+1)” = a+1 (1_(a+1 ) log(n 1))

n®log(n + 1)% + log(2 / Hiz
2

In the case a < 0 or a = 0A B < 0, f is eventually decreasing and converging to zero; hence,
with 1 < M < n sufficiently large, we have

/M ) @) do < 5 [ ) do = LRI L SO0

SO fl x) dz converges absolutely, and we have, again for n sufficiently large,

dx—/ H(z)f (z) d // '(m)\dxg@,

that is, [|" H(z)f'(z)dz = ¢+ O(f(n)) with some constant ¢ € R. In the case a« = 0A 8 > 0 or
a > 0, f is eventually incrasing and unbounded; so let again 1 < M < n sufficiently large, then

L ) = F(M)
5 :

x)dx

and therefore [}* H(z)f'(z) dz = O(f(n)). So in either case we get, with some suitable constant
c€eR,

- n**t1log(n B 0
Z i®log(i + 1) = lag,:(_ 1+ D <1 @ f(ll)lggi)j— 1)) + ¢+ O(nlog(n +1)%)

n®tllog(n + 1)# B(1+ o(1)) cla+1) 1
a+1 <1_(a+1)log(n+1)+n°‘+1log(n+1)5+0< )>

Therefore the error term is dominated by %.
Case a« > —1 A = 0: This is a consequence of McGown and Parks [I1] who provide the

exact asymptotics for diverging sums of non-integral powers. The proof is complete. U

The next lemma extends upon the statement for the case @« = 0A 8 # 0. Obviously it could
be done for any o > —1; we restrict ourselves to said case solely because it is the only one we
need, and we do not wish to overburden the present article.
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Lemma 5.3. Let § € R\ {0} and let N € N, then the following holds true, as n — oo,

n N-1
, 1+ 0(1))
1 D8 — nl 18 kB v B (
; og(i + 1) = nlog(n +1) (kzo< e e A e M e ey
where (B)y := f:ol(ﬂ — 1) is the falling factorial.
Proof. As before we use the Euler-Maclaurin formula,
. " 1 1)% +1 1 1
Zlog(i + 1)5 - / log(x + 1)5d og(n + ) + log(2 / H(x ﬁ og :cj—l )’~ dm,
" 1 T

where H is the same as in the proof of Lemma We see immediately that the last integral
behaves like ¢ + O(log(n 4 1)#), that is, it is comparabale to the middle term. It remains to
evaluate the first integral; repeated partial integration reveals

N-1

/f log(z +1)7dw =} (=1)*(B)x(n+ Dlog(n+1)"" +c+ (-1)¥ (B)n /1 log(x + 1)~ da,
k=0

where we have gathered all constants in the symbol ¢. From (I2) we know already that

/ "log(z + 1)PN = nlog(n + 1)V (1 + o(1),
1

and therewith we continue

N-1

" Bk
log(z + 1)’ dz = (n+1)lo n+1< —1]“(7
| gt + 1 do = (n-+ 1)log(n+ 1 > DTy
¢ ~n_n(B)n(+o0(1))
+ 5+ (—1) I
(n+1)log(n+1) (n+1)log(n+1)
and since 25 = 1— n}H we can absorb this term into the already existing 14 o0(1); next, the term
W is negligible compared to the other, purely logarithmic terms; also n+1 = n(1—|—%),
and as the asymptotic part is of order 1 — %, we can safely replace the leading factor n+1
by n. In total we get
n N-1
. 1+ 0(1))
log(i +1)° = nl 1 b BB+ o(1)
; og(i+1)7 = nlog(n + )(kZ_O< oz F T gty D
c 1
g 90))
* nlog(n +1)8 + n >
and the last two terms are clearly immaterial. O

Lemma 5.4. The following holds true as n — oo,

M 1 7 95 + o(1)
<£[1 10g(2+1)> = log(n+1) (1_ log(n+1) 2log(n+1)2 6log(n+1)3 24log(n + 1)4)'
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Proof. First we take the logarithm, so we can work with %Z;;l log(log(i + 1)). Then we are
going to employ the Euler—-Maclaurin formula,

Z log(log(i + 1)) = /n log(log(x + 1)) dz
i=1 1

log(log(n + 1)) + log(log(2)) " H(z)
* 2 +/1 (x +1)log(x + 1)

)

where H is the same as in the proof of Lemma By repeated partial integration, the first
integral can be seen to be

/1n log(log(x 4+ 1)) dz = (n + 1) log(log(n + 1)) — 2log(log(2))

n+1 n 2 n+1 n 2
log(n+1) log(2) log(n+1)2 log(2)?

n 1
—o |l — _du,
/1 log(z +1)3

and from Equation (I2)) we already know

/" 1 d n ( 3+ 0(1) )

T = — ).
1 log(z+1)3 log(n + 1)3 log(n + 1)
The usual estimate also yields

" H(x) log(log(n 4+ 1)) — log(log(2))
/1 (x4 1)log(z +1) dx‘ = 2 ’

Putting things together shows us

1< 1 1
2 6+ o(1) log(log(n + 1))
Clog(n+1)3  log(n+1)4 * O( n )’

and obviously the last big-O term even may be neglected. Taking the exponential again on both
sides and using the Taylor series of the exponential function on the right-hand side leads to the
claimed result. O

Proof of Proposition[3]. (a) Using division with remainder, write n — ng = my,d + r, with
My, Tn € Ng and r, < d— 1, for each n € N with n > ng + 1. Then lim,,_,oo m, = oo and
lim,, e min = d hold. These imply

n 1/n ng 1/n , d mn/n s Tn 1/n d 1/d
(7)) =(I%) (o) (o) oo (Howrs)
i=1 i=1 i=1 =1

i=1
and analogously
no

1 1 My 1 1Y
B _ B n B B B
EE:% ~ o; + n E:UnoJri—i_EE:anoJri n%OCfEE:O’nOJri
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1 i—1
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for any 5 € R. From these results it follows that

d 1/d 1/q
() )
=1

as well as (referring to Remark [[.2))

Yo
G _ 1 no—l—z
q,0 d —2q 1/27
V(3 Tpoti)
and (w.l.o.g. n > ng+ d)
max o, —2 max o 24
1<i<n 1<i<n "oTe

= 0
—2 -2
Z?:l Uz‘ ! 2?01 0; I + Mn Zz 1 n0+z + ZZ 1 Uno+z oo

Recall the definition of h, and z in Corollary [.3t concerning z, we obtain

2105 Jn i o 4 M 10n0+l+ DI .
(o2 (; z ﬁ e o i o)
( ), o) _ 1)
1/d d 25:1 U;q)l/q

% Z@'=1 T +O(3) .
i no+l+0( ))1/2

no

i=1

— s
(e (D)™ o)™
(

(hn - 1)

i=1
n—nmog—"Tn le 10q+221 n0q+z>1/q_1>

d —q
n ZZ 1 n0+l

- on((io)( o))

(b) Throughout we have, by Lemmas [5.1] and [5.4]

(llj[l O'i) " = (ﬁ (i* log(i + 1)ﬁ)> v = nl*/"log(n +1)# (1 - %)6

=1
B {e ape (1 4 loaln) >(1+o(1))) if 8=0,
e n®log(n +1)#(1 - bg(Tl)(1+0( ) if B#O.

First we are going to check whether the conditions of Theorem [A] are met.
Case o > % or o= % A 8> 0: The condition (] is violated since

- o)

n 2g/n 1 n »y n2q@¢—2 log(n + 1)2qﬁ
Hai 2 9; e2qa ’
=1

= =1
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which does not converge to zero as n — oo.
Case a = % A B < 0: Looking back to (I3]), now () is satisfied, and

NS g log(n+ 1)
<1_[10> nz;a =2 —gp L+ o),

(2

hence Fj, 5 = 0.
Case a < %: From Lemma note that

20;2(1 = (’)((1 + n_2qo‘+1)(1 + log(n + 1)_2‘15“)),
i=1

so even if the series diverges, it does so of order at most n~29%+1log(n + 1)~24%+1 hence (I is
fulfilled, and

- alng & n9® 1 log(n + 1)78 n~1F 1 log(n 4 1)~
)= 1= 1 1 1 1
(=) 13- e L )
1
=——(1 1
e (1 o)

which implies the stated value of Fj, 5.
Now we are going to investigate the premises of Theorem [Bl and Corollary 3l
Case o > i or a = i AB > z—lq: Noether’s condition (2)) is not satisfied as

maxX;e[1, Ji—zq _ MaXe[1 p] n~24%log(n + 1)~24°

>ie Uz‘_zq > n2log(n + 1)72a8

and both enumerator and denominator are of order ©(1).
Case o = 2—1q ANB < 2%: The enumerator in Noether’s condition still is of order ©(1), but the
denominator is unbounded, thus (2)) is satisfied. From Remark [[.2] (1), we recall that, provided

. C L . Fg
F, s < oo— which we have—, G, exists iff Iy, , exists, and then G, o = F2§—° For 8 = 2—1q
q,0

we get

- 2a/ny og(n
(ITor) 5 2o = PECT gttt + 1)1+ 0(0)

1= 1=1

hence G4, = 0, and for 8 < %,

_ log(n + 1)
e(1 —2¢8)

Ut ‘ e —2q6+1

(14 0(1))

n 2g/n 4 n 2¢8 —2¢B+1
NI R M e (14 (1),
=1

hence again Gy o = 0.
The calculations concerning z require more attention. For § = i we have

B, = el/(20) <l)1/q n!/0) log(n + 1)1/ (1- 1+ o(1) )
2 el/(29) 2qlog(n +1)
1 (nY?log(n +1)"1/2 1+ 0(1) 1a
. nl/Q< 1/2 (1+10g(n+1))>
1+ o0(1)
2qlog(n +1)’

22



and therewith (calling (z,)nen the defining sequence of z)

nt/2log(n+1)~1/2 (1 1+0(1) )

L 172 Tog(n-1) L+o(l) _ n'log(n+1)7372 1+ o(1))
log(log(n + 1))1/2(1 + @(m))lﬂ 2¢log(n+1)  qlog(log(n + 1))1/2
and this converges to infinity. For 8 < i with 8 # 0 we have
h — et/ (1)1 n!/0 log(n + 1) (1- B0+ o)y
2 el/(29) log(n + 1)
L (nlosn + ), | 2001+ 0(1)y v
nt/a 1/2 log(n + 1)
B+ o)
log(n+1)’
leading to
nl/2 logl(n;rl)*qg (1 n 2q16(1+i8))) B+ o(1)  28(1— 2qﬁ)1/2n1/2
on = ! el = (1+ o(1)),

n log(n+1)l/2fqﬁ (1 i O( 1 1/2 log(n + 1) log(n + 1)3/2

(1-2q8)'72 g ==7))

again converging to infinity if 5 > 0, or to negative infinity if 5 < 0. Lastly for 8 = 0 we have
(with some c € R\ {0})

o — et/ (1)1 () et o(L)y L (n” (14 o<1>>)>1/q

2 el/(29) 4qn ni/a\ 1/2 nl/2
c(1+4 0(1))
e 1 + T,
and consequently
n1/2 C 1-‘1—0 1
L oy (14 ) c(1+0(1)) _ 2e(1+ (1)
" log(n+ D2(04 Olgdgy) P Tl DV

which yields z = 0.

Case a < 2—1q: The denominator for Noether’s condition now always reads nl 7R 1(3(2;1)_2(15 .
(I1+ o(1)). For @ > 0 the enumerator grows at most logarithmically, and hence Noether’s con-
dition is fulfilled then. For o < 0, n=24%log(n + 1)*2q5 is eventually increasing and unbounded,

therefore the whole defining fraction is of order %, and Noether’s condition is satisfied.

Next, we know Fo, 5 = ; exists, which leads to the claimed value of Gy o

1
e (1—2qa)t/ (24
In the subcase 8 # 0 we get

g N log(n + 1)8 B(1+ o(1))
Y e (1 ~ log(n+1) >
1 [(n'"9%log(n + 1)~ qB(1+ o(1)) 1/q
'nl/q< T—qa <1+<1—qa>1og<n+1>)>
qgaf + o(1)
(1 —ga)log(n+1)’

hy =e*(1 — qa)
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and therewith

n! =9 log(n+1)~ %" a8+Q1)
1—qa (1 + (1—qa) log(nJrl)) qafs + 0(1)
nl/2—ax Jog(n+1)—4P 2¢B+0(1) 1/2 ] +1
(1—2qa)1/2 (1 + (1—2qa) 1og(n+1)) Og(n )

(1 —2qa)'/2 /2

-1 ga log(n+1) (qaﬁ + 0(1))’

Zn =

which converges to plus or minus infinity, with the same sign as af, provided o # 0. The
subcase o = 0 A 8 # 0 requires the more delicate asymptotics of Lemmas 5.3 and B4} we have

hy = log(n +1)° (1 ! L+o(1) )2>ﬁ

Clog(n+1)  2log(n+1

a8 qﬁ(q6+1)(1+0(1)))>1/q
log(n + 1) log(n + 1)2

1
sy <n log(n + 1)~ (1 +

_ ., 1820 +0(1)
B 2log(n +1)%’

and thus

L nlogn )P4 0(1) g8+ o) _ gFn'(1+o(1)
" nl/2log(n + 1)~ (1 + 0(1))/2 2log(n + 1)2 2log(n+1)2

whence z = oo as claimed. For § = 0 we have (again with some ¢ € R\ {0})

h = €2(1 — ga) 1/ Z_j (1 L alog(m)(1 + 0(1))> 1 (”Ha (1 c(1+0(1)) ))”q

m nl/q 1— qo nmin{l,l—qa}
alog(n) c
~1 ( . ) 1+ o(1
* 2n gnmin{l,1-qa} (1+0(1)),
this yields
1—qa c(140(1))
L o (1 + pmmtri—aar) <a10g(n) ¢ )( +o(1)
n 1/2—qo c/(1+0(1)) min{1,1—qa}
(1"/_2(104)1/2 (1 + nmin{l,l—Qqa}) 2n qn
1 —2ga)Y? salog(n c
1—qo onl/2 qnmln{l,l ga}—1/2
which converges to zero irrespective of « since in any case min{l,1 — ga} — % > 0 because of
a < %. This completes the proof. ]
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