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QUENCHED LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLES FOR RANDOM
PROJECTIONS OF /) BALLS

PATRICK LOPATTO, KAVITA RAMANAN, AND XIAOYU XIE

ABSTRACT. Let (kn)nen be a sequence of positive integers growing to infinity at a sub-
linear rate, k, — oo and kn/n — 0 as n — oo. Given a sequence of n-dimensional
random vectors {Y(”)}neN belonging to a certain class, which includes uniform distri-
butions on suitably scaled £;-balls or £;-spheres, p > 2, and product distributions with
sub-Gaussian marginals, we study the large deviations behavior of the corresponding
sequence of k,-dimensional orthogonal projections n~*/ 2an,knY(”), where a,, is an
(n x kyn)-dimensional projection matrix lying in the Stiefel manifold of orthonormal k-
frames in R™. For almost every sequence of projection matrices, we establish a large
deviation principle (LDP) for the corresponding sequence of projections, with a fairly
explicit rate function that does not depend on the sequence of projection matrices. As
corollaries, we also obtain quenched LDPs for sequences of £2-norms and £~-norms of the
coordinates of the projections. Past work on LDPs for projections with growing dimen-
sion has mainly focused on the annealed setting, where one also averages over the random
projection matrix, chosen from the Haar measure, in which case the coordinates of the
projection are exchangeable. The quenched setting lacks such symmetry properties, and
gives rise to significant new challenges in the setting of growing projection dimension.
Along the way, we establish new Gaussian approximation results on the Stiefel manifold
that may be of independent interest. Such LDPs are of relevance in asymptotic convex
geometry, statistical physics and high-dimensional statistics.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background and Motivation. High-dimensional measures are ubiquitous in math-
ematics, and are often profitably studied through their lower-dimensional projections. This
approach has been successfully applied to problems in numerous fields, including statistics
[9,10,25|, asymptotic functional analysis [16] and convex geometry [3,21]. In the case of the
uniform measure on a high-dimensional convex body (a compact convex set with non-empty
interior), low-dimensional projections are known to satisfy a central limit theorem. This
theorem states that most k-dimensional projections of an n-dimensional isotropic convex
body are approximately Gaussian in total variation norm, if n is sufficiently large and &
is sufficiently small relative to n [3,22]. The typical behavior of a low-dimensional pro-
jection is therefore uninformative about the high-dimensional convex body from which it
originated. However, it was recently discovered that the tail behavior of random orthogonal
projections retains interesting information about the original measure [11,12|. This tail be-
havior is quantified through large deviation principles (LDPs), of which there are two main
types: quenched LDPs, which provide almost-sure statements with respect to the projec-
tion or sequence of projections (which are independent of the high-dimensional measure),
and annealed LDPs, which consider an average over the measure from which the projection
directions or projection matrices are sampled. In this article, we focus on quenched LDPs
for random projections of random vectors from a class of distributions that includes the
uniform distribution on the unit ball in £, one of the most fundamental examples of a
convex body. Denoting this ball by B}, we have

B, = {azeR":Z\xi]pén}.
i=1

We consider projection directions chosen uniformly from S*~!, the unit sphere in R” (in the
one-dimensional case), or projection matrices chosen from the Haar measure on the Stiefel
manifold V,, ;, of orthonormal k-frames in R™ (in the multi-dimensional case).

We begin by reviewing previous work on LDPs for projections of By, starting with the
annealed case. Annealed LDPs are typically easier to analyze than quenched LDPs, since
averaging over the randomness of the projection renders the entries of the projected vector
exchangeable. For By, annealed LDPs for one-dimensional projections were first established
in [11,12] for all p € [1,00]. Later, annealed LDPs for the ¢ norm of k,-dimensional
projections were established in [1] for all p € [1, oo] when lim,, o by /n = A € [0, 1], with the
additional requirement that A > 0 when p < 2. The restriction that A > 0 was removed in
[19], which also proved a phase transition in the speed of the LDP with respect to the growth
rate of k,, (see [19, Remark 3.6]). Further, the article [19] established LDPs for the empirical
measures of the coordinates of the projections, in addition to the ¢ norm. Additionally,
[19] went beyond the balls B, and established results for general high-dimensional measures
satisfying an asymptotic thin shell condition, including uniform measures on Orlicz balls
and certain Gibbs measures. A more refined version of this condition, and corresponding
annealed sharp large deviation estimates for projection were also subsequently obtained in

23],
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Compared to the annealed case, much less is known about quenched LDPs. Previous
works have focused exclusively on k-dimensional projections for k independent of n. For one-
dimensional projections of the unit cube B2, and more general product measures, quenched
LDPs were established in [11]|. For one-dimensional projections of B, quenched LDPs were
established for all p € [1,00) in [12]. In the case p € (1,00], the speed and rate function
of the LDP are insensitive to the choice of projection matrix, except for a measure zero
set of so-called atypical sequences of projection matrices. (In the case p = 1, the LDP is
more subtle and depends on the sequence; see [12, Theorem 2.6]). Later, sharp LDPs that
identify the precise prefactor were obtained for one-dimensional projections of B} in [24].
Quenched LDPs for k-dimensional projections were established for p > 2 in [20], for any
fixed positive integer k. Similar to the one-dimensional case, the speed and rate function are
almost surely independent of the choice of sequence of projection matrices. Quenched LDPs
for projections of various radially symmetric measures on B} were also recently studied in
[18]. We also remark that LDPs for the £, norm of a random element of B} (with ¢ # p)
were established in [17].

In this work, we prove a quenched LDP for sequences of k,-dimensional projections of
£y balls when p € [2,00) and k, grows sublinearly in n, that is, lim, ok, = oo and
lim;, 00 kn/n = 0 (see Theorem 1.2). As in previous work, the speed and rate function
are almost surely insensitive to the sequence of projection matrices. As corollaries, we also
obtain LDPs for the sequences of ¢3 norms and ¢, norms of the projections (see Corollaries
1.3 and 1.4). The extension to LDPs for the ¢, norms of the projections for all ¢ € [1, c0)
is also possible using our methods; see Remark 5.1 below. Our results also generalize to
projections of a larger class of random vectors, including those uniformly distributed on the
3 sphere and a broad class of product measures with sub-Gaussian marginals (see Theorem
2.5). In addition to asymptotic convex geometry, LDP results of this kind are also relevant
to problems arising in statistical mechanics. Indeed, establishing the LDP for ¢5-norms of
projections is equivalent to identifying the scaled logarithmic asymptotics for expectations of
exponential functionals of the sequence of £5 norms of the projections. The latter has close
parallels with the study of the quenched log-partition function for statistical mechanical
models with random disorder, such as the Hopfield model of neural networks [7], in which the
projection matrix is replaced by an (n x kj,)-matrix of i.i.d. entries and Y™ is sampled from
a product distribution with bounded support. Similar logarithmic asymptotics also appear
in the study of the normalizing constant of the posterior distribution in high-dimensional
linear regression |26, 28|, where the distribution of Y corresponds to the prior, which is
taken to be a product distribution in [26] and uniform on S*~! in [28].

1.2. Proof Techniques. There are two primary technical challenges involved in establish-
ing our results. First, any LDP needs to be defined relative to a sequence of measures on
a single probability space, but each element of a sequence of k,-dimensional projections
has a different codomain. To remedy this problem, each projection must be embedded into
a suitable parent space. In the annealed case, the empirical measure of the coordinates
completely determines the distribution of the projected vector, due to the exchangeability
of the coordinates. Previous work on annealed LDPs for projections of growing dimension
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identified the projections with the empirical measures of their coordinates, which are prob-
ability measures on R, and established LDPs for the latter [19]. However, in the quenched
case, the lack of exchangeability of the coordinates renders the empirical measure an unsuit-
able state variable. Instead, we take inspiration from the work of Comets and Dembo on
large deviations for mean-field spin glass models |7], and embed our projections into a space
consisting of infinite sequences whose coordinates appear in descending order (in absolute
value), paired with their £ norms. This approach, while leading to some technicalities, also
captures a great deal of information about the sequence of projections, allowing us to also
prove the additional LDPs for the £, and ¢5 norms mentioned previously. We remark that
the previous works [19,20] on multidimensional projections in the annealed setting did not
address LDPs with the projection dimension k,, growing to infinity for the ¢, norm, since
the latter is not a sufficiently nice function of the empirical coordinate measure.

However, the paper [7] considers the setting where Y™ is a product measure with a
bounded distribution and the projection matrix is replaced with a matrix with i.i.d. entries.
In contrast, no similar boundedness hypothesis can be made in our work, which creates
several additional technical complications. Further, the second main technical obstacle in
our setting is that, in the course of our proof, we must show that the entries of the projection
matrix sampled uniformly from the Haar measure on V,, ;. can be well approximated by
independent Gaussians for averages of a function of the rows. This claim is made precise
in Lemma 3.6 below, and may be of independent interest, as it generalizes several existing
approximation results [14,20]. The result [20, Corollary 2.11] establishes convergence of
the empirical measure of rows of the projection matrix to a Gaussian in the space of Borel
probability measures on R (equipped with suitable Wasserstein topologies), only for fixed
k. However, such a statement does not address the case when k, grows in n, in which case
such empirical measures would live on different spaces. Instead, in Lemma 3.6 we establish
convergence of the empirical measures of scalar products of rows of the projection matrix
with a k,-dimensional deterministic vector towards a 1-dimensional Gaussian distribution
in a suitable Wasserstein topology (see Remark 3.7) on the space of probability measures on
R, uniformly over any collection of up to e®» deterministic vectors. Prior results on Gaussian
approximations for entries of Haar-distributed random matrices from the Stiefel manifold,
such as those obtained in [14, 15|, appear inadequate for our purposes, thus necessitating
our alternative approach to such Gaussian approximations using Weingarten calculus; we
expand on this point in Remark 3.8.

1.3. Definitions. For k € N, let I}, be the k x k identity matrix, and for n > k, set
Vg = {A eR™F . ATA = Ik} . (1.1)

The set V,, . is called the Stiefel manifold of k-frames in R" and consists of k-dimensional
orthonormal bases in R". We also use O,, := V,, ,, to denote the set of n x n orthogonal
matrices.
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Let £2 denote the set of infinite sequences & = (21, 72,...) € R® of real numbers such
that the norm

o 1/2
)l = (Zﬁ) (1.2)
i=1

is finite. Given x,y € (2, we define the inner product (z,y) == > o0, x;5;. We say that
x € (2 is ordered if |z| > |7pi1|, and zp > wpyy if |zk| = |2po1], for all k € N. Given a
sequence « € ¢? with a finite number of nonzero entries, let

n(z) = [{i € N:a; # 0}|

denote the number of such entries. Let [x] € 2 denote the sequence whose first n(x)
coordinates [x]1,. .., [Z]ys) are equal to the nonzero entries of x arranged so that [z] is
ordered; this implies that [2]; = 0 for 4 > n(x) + 1. Given k € N and = € R*, we define
[x] by first defining & € ¢2 as follows: &; = x; for i < k and x; = 0 for 7 > k, then setting
[x] .= [x]. We define X as the set of pairs

X = {(x,r):x € ? rec|0,00),xis ordered, ||z|y < r}. (1.3)
We equip X with the distance
d((z,7), (y,5)) = ||z = yYlloo + 7 — s]. (1.4)
For € R*, let
() = ([=], ||z]l,) € & (1.5)

denote the corresponding representative in X.
The function log(z) denotes the natural logarithm. We let Ry denote the non-negative
reals. We define the unit # ball as the set

B := {meR":Z|xi|p§n} (1.6)

i=1

and the unit #, sphere by

Sy = {meR” :Z|$i|p:n}. (1.7)
1=1

Given a sequence {kjy, }nen of positive integers, let o, be the Haar measure on V,, 5, , and
let o be a probability measure on V = ®,,V,, ., whose n-th marginal is o, for all n € N.
All statements about probabilities on V,, , and V in this work are made with respect to
the measures o, and o. For brevity, we do not explicitly denote the dependence of V, o,
and o on the sequence {k,}. We say that the sequence {k, },ecn is increasing if k, 11 > kj,
for all n € N.

Finally, we recall the definition of an LDP.
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Definition 1.1 ([8, Section 1.2]). Let 7 be a topological space with Borel o-algebra B. A
sequence {P, },en of probability measures on 7 satisfies a large deviation principle (LDP)
with speed s, : N — R, and rate function I: T — [0, c0] if for all B € B,

— inf I(x) <liminf ilog]P’n(B) < limsup 1 logP,(B) < — inf I(z), (1.8)
reB° n—oo Sy, n—soo Sn z€B
where B° and B denote the interior and closure of B, respectively. We say that {P, },en
satisfies a weak LDP when these inequalities hold for all B € B such that B is compact.
A sequence of T-valued random variables {Z(™},cy is said to satisfy an LDP with
speed s, and rate function I if and only if the corresponding sequence of image measures
{P(Z™) € )},en satisfies an LDP with that speed and rate function. When the speed is
not mentioned explicitly, we use the default s,, = n. The function [ is said to be a good
rate function if it has compact level sets Vi(a) = {x € T : I(z) < a} for all a € [0, 00).

1.4. Main Result: A Specific Setting. We begin by introducing some general notation,
which will be used throughout the paper. Let Z be a mean zero random variable

and let n: R — R, be a continuous function. We define A: R? — R U {oc} to be the
log-moment generating function of (Z,n(2)):

K(tl, tg) = KZ,n(tly tg) = logE [eXp (tlZ + tQ’I’}(Z))] . (19)

Further, let {g;}?°, be an infinite sequence of independent Gaussian random variables

with mean zero and variance one, denote g = (g1, g2, ... ), and define A : /2 x R? — RU{oo}

asl

A(u,b,c) = E[A((u,g) + bgo, )] (1.10)
The Legendre transform A* of A is defined by
A (w,r,s) = sup {{u,w) +br +cs — A(u,b,c)}. (1.11)

(u,b,c) €02 XRXR

I(w,r,s) = A* <'w, Vr— w3, .9) (1.12)

for (w,r,s) € X x Ry. Let p: Ry — Ry be a continuous function. For (w,r) € X, we
define

We also set

Z(w,r) = inf I <%,$,s>. (1.13)

We now specialize the previous definitions for the purpose of stating our main results,
concerning Bj. We fix p € [1,00), and let f, : R — R be the probability density function
of the p-generalized normal distribution:

_ 1 |z ?
fol@) = ST 1 1/p) P (—7> : (1.14)

IThe function A represents a suitable average of the log-moment generating function A over the random
“environment” (i.e. projection matrix), with the Gaussian vector (go, g) arising as an approximation to the
typical row of a Haar-distributed element of V,, ;, in the sublinear regime. See Lemma 3.6.
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Let Z, be a random variable with density f,, let na(x) = 22, and define A, = Kmezv as
n (1.9). We let A, denote the functional in (1.10) when A is replaced by A,. Also, the let
definitions (1.11), (1.12), and (1.13) hold when A*, I, and T are replaced with A}, I,,, and

Z,, respectively, and p(x) = /7. We also set

~

Ip(w,r) = iI;B I, (w,r,s). (1.15)

The following theorem is our primary result. It establishes a quenched LDP for multi-
dimensional projections of ¢7 balls when the projection dimension grows sublinearly. It is
proved in Section 5. We emphasize that in this theorem and its corollaries, a € V always
denotes a fixed, deterministic sequence of projection matrices.

Theorem 1.2. Fizp € [2,00), and let {k, }nen be an increasing sequence of positive integers
such that limy, o0 ky = 00 and limy, o0 ky/n = 0. For each n € N, let Y be uniformly
distributed on B). Then for o-a.e. a = {a™},en €V, the sequence

{H (n—l/z(am))TY(n)) }nEN 7

with 11 defined as in (1.5), satisfies an LDP in X with speed n and good rate function I,.

(1.16)

From Theorem 1.2, we can deduce LDPs for the sequence of Euclidean norms and maxi-
mal coordinates of the random projection n~/2(a(™)TY (") We state these in the following
corollaries, which are also proved in Section 5.

Corollary 1.3. Let p, {kp}nen, and Y™ be as in Theorem 1.2. Then for o-a.e. a =
{a(”)}neN €V, the sequence
( | )
27 neN

satisfies an LDP Ry with speed n and good rate function I, given by

L, (r) = sup {tir+t2—E[A,(t190,t2)]}, (1.18)
t1,t2€R

n1/2 (am))T v ()

where A, is defined in (1.9). Furthermore, 1, is convex.

Corollary 1.4. Let p, {kn}nen, and Y™ be as in Theorem 1.2. Then for o-a.e. a =
{a™} ey €V, the sequence

{Hn—1/2(a<">)Ty<"> } (1.19)
oo neN
satisfies an LDP in R with speed n and good rate function
Tinax (1) =Zp((r,0,0...),7). (1.20)

Remark 1.5. The conclusions of Theorem 1.2, Corollary 1.3, and Corollary 1.4 also hold
when Y is uniformly distributed on Sp. The proofs of these results also contain, as
intermediate steps, proofs of the analogous claims for Sj.
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Outline. Theorem 1.2 is a consequence of a more general result, which provides LDPs for
the projections of a large class of sequences of random vectors. This general result in stated
in Section 2 below as Theorem 2.5, along with the necessary assumptions and associated
corollaries. The proof of Theorem 2.5 follows on combining an upper bound and a lower
bound, given in the next section as Proposition 2.3 and Proposition 2.4, respectively. In
Section 3, the upper bound Proposition 2.3 is proved assuming certain preliminary lemmas
compiled in Section 3.1 and proved in Section 6. The complementary lower bound is
established in Section 4, building on preparatory results stated in Section 4.1, whose proofs
are deferred to Section 7. Appendix A contains auxiliary computations for p-Gaussian
random variables. Appendix B recalls the Weingarten calculus and proves an auxiliary
lemma.

1.5. Open Problems. This work gives rise to several open problems.

(1) The case p € (1,2). It would be of interest to study the quenched LDP for the pro-
jection or its norm when Y™ is uniformly distributed on By with p € (1,2). The
sub-Gaussianity assumption p > 2 is used in several places in the proof, including in
the proof of the exponential tightness result in Lemma 3.4 and the concentration result
in Lemma 7.3. We believe that at least a weak (quenched) LDP at speed n will hold
for sufficiently slowly growing k,. But we expect a phase transition in the growth rate
of k,, wherein the speed of the LDP would change in a p-dependent way.

(2) The linear setting ky, = An for X € (0,1). It would be of interest to study the case when
ky, grows linearly in n, whis would likely require a different approach since the condition
k, = o(n) is currently being used in several places in the proof, including the Gaussian
approximation lemma, as well as to show that the tail of the ordered projection vector
has negligible ¢5>-norm, and associated concentration results.

(3) A broad class of high-dimensional vectors. It would be desirable to identify a broad
sequence of random vectors {Y (™}, cy for which the corresponding (quenched) random
projections satisfy an LDP. For example, does there exist a sufficient condition for
LDPs of quenched projections, analogous to the asymptotic thin shell condition in the
annealed setting?

The fact that all the above questions are fully understood in the annealed setting [1,12,19]
further points to the additional subtleties present in the quenched setting when compared
to the annealed one.

Acknowledgments. P.L. is supported by NSF postdoctoral fellowship DMS-220289. K.R.
is supported by NSF grant DMS-1954351 and Vannevar Bush Faculty Fellowship N0014-
21-1-2887. X.X. is supported by NSF grant DMS-1954351. The second author would like
to thank Amir Dembo for bringing to her attention the reference [7], which suggested the
convenient topological space in which the LDP in this paper is established.

2. MAIN TECHNICAL RESULTS

In this section, we list the general versions of our main technical results and the assump-
tions they require. We first recall the following concept from convex analysis.
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Definition 2.1 (Essential Smoothness). Let f : RY — (—00,00] be a convex function and

let Dy == {z € R?: f(z) < oo}. Then f is said to be essentially smooth if

(1) D} is non-empty.

(2) f(-) is differentiable throughout Dj.

(3) f(-) satisfies lim;,—,o0 [V f (An)[ = 0o whenever {A,},,cy is a sequence in D} converging
to a boundary point of D;.

Given a sequence {Y (™}, cy of random vectors Y (™ = (Y1,Y5,...,Y,) € R", we consider
the following assumptions.

Assumption 1. There exists a sequence of non-constant and independent, identically dis-
tributed (i.i.d.) real-valued random variables { X} en, a non-constant continuous function
7n: R — R4, and a continuous function p: Ry — Ry such that we have the distributional

equality
n) d 1 =
Yj( ):Xj . p(ﬁ Zn(Xi)> (2.1)
i=1
forallm € Nand j € {1,...,n}. We further suppose that p(z) > 0 for all z > 0.

Assumption 2. The variable X7 has mean zero and there exists a constant Cy > 0 such
that for all s > 0

P(|X1| > s) < 2exp(—s?/C3). (2.2)

Assumption 3. Set A(t1,t3) = Ax, ,, as defined in (1.9) and using the choice of 1 from
Assumption 1. There exists some 0 < T < oo such that A(t1,t2) is finite for all (t1,t3) €

R x (—o0,T) and A is essentially smooth. Further, the derivatives 8?826 A(ty,t2) exist for
all (t1,t2) € R x (—o00,T) and all integers a, f > 0 such that a 4+ 5 < 2.

Assumption 4. There exists a continuous function C': (—00,T) — R4 such that
2R (tl,t2)( <Clta) (1+ 1179, (2.3)
for all (t1,t2) € R x (—00,T') and all integers «, 8 > 0 such that o + 5 < 2.

Remark 2.2. In addition to the uniform measure on the /P balls considered in Theo-
rem 1.2, the framework above allows us to deal with product measures whose marginals are
symmetric and sub-Gaussian. Indeed, by taking p(z) =1 for all x € R, we see that these
assumptions are satisfied when Y () = (Y1,...,Y,) is constructed from a sequence of i.i.d.
random variables {Y}};en satisfying Assumptions 2, 3, and 4.

Additionally, we often consider increasing sequences {k;, }nen of positive integers such

that

lim k, = oo and lim Fn _ 0. (2.4)

n—00 n—oo N

The following large deviation upper bound is proved in Section 3.2.
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Proposition 2.3. Let {k,}nen be an increasing sequence of positive integers satisfying
(2.4). Suppose that {X;}jen is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables satisfying Assumptions
2, 8, and 4. Let X(") = (X1,...,X,) € R" for alln > 1. Then for o-a.e. a = {a'™},ey €
V, we have

. 1 _ n .
limsup —P ((H(n 1/2< ( ) Zn > > < —(wirvlsf;esl(w,r,s) (2.5)

n—oo N
for all closed sets S C X x Ry.
The following large deviations lower bound is proved in Section 4.2.

Proposition 2.4. Let {k,}nen be an increasing sequence of positive integers satisfying
(2.4). Suppose that {X;}jen is a sequence of i.i.d. random variables satisfying Assumptions

2, 8, and 4. Let X(") = (X1,...,X,) € R” for alln > 1. Then for o-a.e. a = {a™},ey €
V, we have

: 1 -1/2 (n) (n :
— > .
1111111 sup n]P’ ((H(n <a > X g n(X ( 71T1718f)€(9 I(w,r,s) (2.6)
for all open sets O C X x Ry..

The following theorem is proved in Section 5 using the previous two lemmas, where it is
then used to prove the main results stated in the previous section.

Theorem 2.5. Let {ky,}nen be an increasing sequence of positive integers satifying (2.4).
Let {Y™},cn be a sequence of random vectors Y") = (Y1,Ys,...,Yy,) satisfying Assump-
tions 1—4. Then for o-a.e. a = {a(")}neN €V, the sequence

{H <n—1/2(a(">)TY(">) }nEN (2.7)

satisfies an LDP in X with good rate function T.

3. UPPER BOUND

3.1. Preliminary Lemmas. In this section, we state some results required for the proof
of Proposition 2.4. The first lemma, which collects several topological properties of X, is
proved in Section 6.1.

Lemma 3.1. (1) The topology on X is equivalent to the product topology on RN x R,
where RY is itself equipped with the product topology.

(2) The topology on X is equivalent to the product topology on RN x Ry, where RY is itself
equipped with the weak-€% topology.

(8) For any fized A < oo, the set {(w,r) € X :r < A} is compact.

Our second lemma shows that the rate function in Proposition 2.3 is a good rate function
(as defined in Definition 1.1). Its proof is deferred to Section 6.2.

Lemma 3.2. The function I defined in (1.12) is a good rate function.
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To state the following lemmas, we recall the definition of exponential tightness.

Definition 3.3. A family of measures {u, }nen on a topological space space T is exponen-
tially tight with speed s, : N — R if for every o < oo, there exists a compact set K, C T
such that )
lim sup — log - (K§) < —a. (3.1)
Sp—00 T
We say that a sequences of random variables {X,, },,en is exponentially tight with speed s,
if the sequence of measures { i, }nen defined by p,(A) = P(X,, € A) also has this property.
We default to s, = n when no speed is explicitly stated.

The next two lemmas address exponential tightness of the sequence of the norms of the
projections n~1/2(a™)TX () and the sums L5~ n(X;). They are proved in Section 6.3.

Lemma 3.4. Let {X;}jen be random wvariables satisfying Assumption 2, and let X0 =
(X1,...,Xy). Let {ky}nen be an increasing sequence of positive integers satisfying (2.4).
Then there exists a constanty > 0, depending only on the sequence {ky, }nen and the constant
Cy from Assumption 2, such that for every n € N, a(™ e Vokn, and t > C3,

1
Elog]P’ <|]n_1/2(a(”))TX(")H§ >t+ 1) < -t

Lemma 3.5. Let {Xj}]o.il be i.i.d. random variables satisfying Assumptions 2 and 3. Then

the sequence of random variables {Z,}nen given by Z, = %Z?:l n(X;) is exponentially
tight.

For u(™ € RF» (™ ¢ Vokn, and ¢ € R, we let agn) denote the i-th row of a(™, and

define

n

Ey(u™ a™ ¢) = 1 E A ((u(”), \/ﬁal(")>,c> : (3.2)
n
i=1

Recall that g denotes a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and unit variance. The
next lemma shows that Fn(u("),a("),c) is closely approximated by E [K (Hu(")H2g, c)];
this holds uniformly for any subexponential collection of vectors in R*». It is proved in
Section 6.5.

Lemma 3.6. Fiz a constant D € (0,00), a deterministic sequence {dy, }nen of positive inte-
gers such that limsup,,_,.. n~'log(d,) = 0, and i.i.d. random variables {Xj};.’il satisfying
Assumptions 2—4. For every n € N, let

W, = {v("’l),v("’Q), . ,v("’d")} C RF» (3.3)

be a finite collection of vectors such that || v |y = D for allm € N and j € {1,...,d,}.
Fiz ¢ € (—00,T), where T is the constant from Assumption 3. Then for c-a.e. a =
{a(n)}nGN € V;

lim sup |F,(v™) a™ ¢)—E [A(Dg, c)]‘ =0,

where g is a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and unit variance.
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Remark 3.7. From the proof of Lemma 3.6, it is clear that the result continues to hold
if in the definition of F),, A(-,¢) is replaced by any differentiable function H: R — R that
satisfies, for some constant C' € Ry, [H(t)|? < C(1+t%) and |[H'(t)|> < C(1 + |¢]).

Remark 3.8. As mentioned in the introduction, Jiang has proved a Gaussian approxi-
mation result for Haar-distributed elements of the Stiefel manifold in [14, Theorem 5| by
coupling elements of the Haar-distributed matrix to matrices of independent Gaussians
through Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization. However, as noted in [15, Theorem 3|, this cou-
pling is effective only when k,, = o(logn/n). Further, in order for this coupling to be strong
enough to prove the almost-sure convergence in Lemma 3.6 (rather than the convergence
in probability considered in [15]), it appears that additional restrictions on k, and d,, are
required. Hence, [14, Theorem 5| is not sufficient to study the entire sublinear regime,
which motivates the alternative approach to Gaussian approximation via the Weingarten
calculus taken in our proof of Lemma 3.6 in Section 6.5.

For w = (u1,uz,...) € 2 and a given m € N, we let u< = u<,, € R™ be the vector
containing the first m coordinates of u,

U< = (uy,ug, . .. Un,0,0,...)7, (3.4)
and let u~ = u~,, € /2 denote the vector defined by u~ = u — u<, so that
s = (0,. .., 0, Upns1s Umaz, ... ). (3.5)
For u € R™ and b,c € R, and A defined as in (1.10), set
A (T, b, c) == A((@",0,0,...),b,c). (3.6)

For all w € ¢2 and b,c € R, we observe by Jensen’s inequality that?
A(u,b,c) > Ay (u<,b,c). (3.7)
Additionally, using the dominated convergence theorem and (2.3), we have the monotonic
limit
lim A, (u<pm,b,c) = A(u, b, c). (3.8)

m—0o0

3.2. Proof of the Upper Bound. We first reduce the proof of the upper bound to a
verification of the upper bound for a simpler subclass of closed sets.

Lemma 3.9. Retain the notation and hypotheses of Proposition 2.5. Suppose that for every
closed set S C X x Ry and constant A € (0,00), the upper bound (2.5) holds for the set
SNK4, where

Ka={(w,r,s):0<r<A0<s <A} (3.9)
for a set Qs A of sequences a = (a(l), a?, .. ) € V such that 0(Q2s,4) = 1. Then for almost
every sequence a € V, the upper bound (2.5) holds for all closed sets S.

2Note that for any t2 > 0, the function ¢; — K(tl, t2) is convex by Holder inequality.
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Proof. We assume the hypotheses of the lemma, and for any A € (0,00), welet L4 C X xR
denote the set defined in (3.9).

Step 1. We first fix an arbitrary closed set S C X x R and establish the claim in (2.5)
for S; namely,

lim sup — logIP’(( (n~Y2(a™M)T x (M), Zn > >§—( inf I(w,r,s)

n—00 w,r,s)ES
(3.10)

holds for g-almost every sequence a € V.

For any A € (0,00) let Qs 4 C V be as in the lemma statement, and set Qs = N5°_; Qs 1.
Then clearly o(f2s) = 1. We next observe that we have I(w,r,s) > 0 for all choices of
w,r, s; this follows on taking w = (0,0,...) and b = ¢ = 0 in (1.11). Let a € [0,00) be
a parameter such that S C {I > «a}. By Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, there exists some
m € N such that for every sequence a € V,

hmsup log P ((H(n_1/2(a(”))TX(")), S ZU(X2)> € Kfn> < —a.
n

n
n—00 i1

By hypothesis, the upper bound (2.5) holds for SN, and all @ € Qs. Since S C {I > a},
this implies that for every sequence a € (g,

hmsupnlog]P’<< (n=2(a™)T x ™), Zn >€SﬂlCm> < —a.

n—o0

Together, the previous two displays imply that for all a € Qg,

lim sup ! log P <<H(n_1/2( NTx M), Zn > > < —a.

n—oo N

We can set o := inf(y, . g5 [(w, 7, 5), since we required only that S C {I > a}, and hence
the claim of Step 1 follows.

Step 2. We next show that for og-almost every sequence a = (a(l),a(2), .. ) € V, the
upper bound (2.5) holds for all closed sets S.

Note that the space X' xR, possesses a countable basis {O; };cn since it is a separable met-
ric space. Consider the countable family of closed sets € = {N;czOf : F is finite subset of N}
and define Q = Nsecefds. Then ]P’(ﬁ) = 1. For an arbitrary closed set S, we have
S = NierOf for some F' C N. For any € > 0, there exists a finite set 7 C F' C N,
such that for C = N;erOf, we have

inf I(w,r,s)> inf I(w,rs)—ce.
(w,r,s)eC (w,r,s)ES
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Therefore, for a € SA), using & C C and the previous step, we have

lim sup ! log P <<H(n_1/2( NTx ™), Zn > >

n—oo N

< limsup ! log P <<H(n_l/2( NTx M)y, Zn ) )

n—oo N
< — inf  I(w,r,s)
(w,r,s)eC
< — inf I(w,rs)+e.
(w,r,s)eS
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, for every a € Q the upper bound (2.5) holds for all closed sets S.
The proof is complete. O

Proof of Proposition 2.3. We begin by introducing some useful notation. Given positive
integers k > m, let Jj ,, denote the set of injective mappings from {1,...,m} to {1,... k}.
For x € R* and 7 € Tk,m» we define 7(x) € R* as the vector

T(m) = ($T(1)7$T(2)7 s Tr(m)y Tm41s Tm+2, - - - ) (311)
whose first m coordinates are (1), Z;(2),---,%r(m), With the remaining coordinates taken
in their original order.

By Lemma 3.1(3) and Lemma 3.9, to prove the upper bound (2.5) for o-a.e. sequence
a €V, it suffices to prove (2.5) for compact sets. For the remainder of this proof, we fix a
compact set C and a corresponding constant A such that max (r, s) < A for all (w,r,s) € C.
The proof consists of two further steps.

Step 1: Reduction to a finite number of coordinates. We start by establishing some general
properties of the set C. Set

a=aC) = (wansf)ecl(w,r, s). (3.12)

Let 0 > 0 be a parameter and define
a5 = min(a, 1) — 6. (3.13)

Then from the definition of a in (1.12), and (1.11), we see that for every (w,r,s) € C, there
exists a triple

(u,b,c) = (u(w,r,s,5),b(w,r,s,5),c(w,r,s,5) el? xRy xRy (3.14)
such that
(u,w) + bt + cs — A(u, b, c) > ag, (3.15)
with t = \/r2 — Jw][3. By (3.8), there exists m = m(w,r, s,d) € N such that
(u<,w<) + bty + cs — Ay (u<, b, c) > ag, (3.16)

where t, = \/r? — |w<||3, and u< = u<y,.
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Consider the open set of near-optimizers
Byrs ={(w,t,s) e R™" xRy xRy tu< - w+ bt 4+ cs — A (u<,b,¢) > a5},  (3.17)

where (u, b, ¢) are chosen as in (3.14), and for (w,r,s) € X x Ry, define the set

W rs = {(w,r, s) € X xRy - (wg, \/7%— |wS|2,S> € By s <As< A} . (3.18)

This is an open set that contains (w,r,s), by (3.15). Since C is compact, there exists a
collection of finitely many open sets W) = Wawj 850 3 = 1, ,mo, with (wj,75,55) €
X x Ry, such that

mg
cclJww. (3.19)
j=1

Let BU) = By, r;,s,;, and let (w9, 509), b)) be the triple in (3.14) associated with (w;, 7, s;).

Next, we write k = k,, suppressing the dependence on n, and recall the definition of
Jk,m made before (3.11). Given w € R*, we consider the map 7% € Jr.m such that the
corresponding induced map 7%: R¥ — R™ defined in (3.11) satisfies 7% (w) <y = [w]<m.
Then we see that for any j =1,...,mg,

{(w,s) e R* x Ry : ([w)], |wl|2, ) € w<ﬂ'>} (3.20)
 {w,s) € RE x Ry (fw]<, |fw] |l2,5) € BY, Jwlls < A}
= {(w,5) ERF xRy : (7 ()<, 17 (w)s 2,5) € BY, w2 < 4} (3.21)
Now, for j =1,...,my, define, for any 7 € J m,
BY) = {(w,s) € B x Ry : (r(w) <, I7(w)s l2,5) € Bys < A, w2 < A},
and note that (3.20) implies

{(w,s) € R* x Ry« ([w], [lwl2,5) e Wy c BY = | ] BY. (3.22)

T€ETk,m

To apply these properties of C, we introduce the notation

1 n
— WO = - 12(g T x (™) _rm .1 N .
W =W .=n12@NTxm =1 n;:l”(Xl) (3.23)

By (3.20) and (3.22), if ([W],[|W|l2,Z) € W@, then (W,L) € BY. Combining this
observation with (3.19) and a union bound, we find

P ((I(W),L) € C) < §O:]P’ <(H(W), L)e vU)) < §O:IP> ((W, L)e E,g”) . (3.24)
j=1 j=1
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It therefore suffices to bound the probabilities P((W, L) € E,gj )). For concreteness, we
focus on P((W, L) € Elil)). The argument for the other terms is analogous.

Step 2: Probability bound for Eél). Set By = B,gl) and (u,b,¢) = (uM b1 D). From
(3.22), we have

Lwnesy S Do Lem) o lrm)slones) Lgwih<ayliz<ay- (3.25)
TEJk,m
Using the quantity
Hypo(B) = (Aing . {{u<,w) + bt + cs} (3.26)
w,t,s)E -

to bound the first indicator in the summand in (3.25), we obtain

< exp (— nHyp(B))

X Z exp (n(ug . T(W)S +b[lT(W)s|l2 + CL)) ]l{||W||2§A}]l{L§A}' (3.27)
Tejk,m

With a view toward bounding the right-hand side of (3.27), we first let k > 0 be a
parameter. We define

Liw.nyeBy

G = {v R ')z = b},

and let Cov(G) denote a minimal cover of the set G by open /2 balls of radius bk with
centers in G. We let U’ denote the set of the centers of balls in Cov(G), and define

U= U {v cR*: 7(v)< = u<,7(v)s €U'U {0}} (3.28)

TEJk,m
A standard volume estimate (see |32, Proposition 4.2.12|) shows that
| < (1+2/8)F™ < (1+2/k)EF.
Together with the bound |Jj.,| < &™, this implies that there exist & > 0 and ng =
no({kn }nen, £) € N such that for all n > ny,
| < exp ((1 —&)n). (3.29)

We now show that we can approximate the sum in (3.27) by a sum over elements in U.
Fix 7 € Ji,m. We first consider the event where ||[W{|s < A and ||7(W)s |2 > k. Since

g TW)>
UGN
lies in G, there exists v € U such that 7(v)< = u< and ||U — 7(v)s||2 < bx. Then
uc - T(W)< +b[m(W)> |2
=7(W)<-TW)< +U-7(W)>
=7(0)< - TW)< +7(0)s - 7(W)s + (U = 7(v)5) - 7(W)>
<wv-W + Abk, (3.30)
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where to obtain the last inequality, we used the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, and the esti-
mates ||[T(W)s|l2 < ||[W]l2 < A and ||[U — 7(v)s||2 < bk. On the other hand, on the event
[Wll2 < A and ||[7(W)s |2 < &, a direct bound shows that for any v such that 7(v)< = u<
and 7(v)s = 0 (which in particular satisfies v € ), we have

uc - T(W)< +blr(W)s 2 = 7(v)< - 7(W)< + blIT (W) [l2 < v - W + br. (3.31)
The upper bounds (3.30) and (3.31) together with (3.27) show that
P((W, L) € By) < exp(—n(Hupo(B) — (A + 1)bK)) | Tem| Y E[exp(n(v - W +cL))].

veld
(3.32)

Taking logarithms, we find
n~og P(W, L) € By,) < — (Hupo(B) — (A+ 1)bk) + n~ " 1og | Ti.m| U] (3.33)
+ maxn " logE [exp(n(v - W + ¢L))].
veld
Recalling the definitions of W and L in (3.23), the fact that the variables {X;};en are
i.i.d., the definition of A in (1.9), and the definition of F,, in (3.2), we have
n"togE [exp(n(v - W + cL))]

n kn n
=n"tlogE |exp ’I’Ll/2ZXi Zvjag'?) +CZ77(X2‘)
i=1 j=1 i=1

=n! anlogE {exp (Xi<'v, \/ﬁal(-n)> + C77(Xi)>]

i=1
= F,(v,a™,c).
Further, by (3.28), each v € U satisfies either ||[v||> = ||u<|3 or ||v]|? = ||u<||3 + b?; that is,
the £2 norms of all vectors v € U take one of two values. Recalling the previous estimate on
|U| from (3.29), taking the limit superior of both sides of (3.33), using the last display and

Lemma 3.6 to control the maximum therein, and recalling &, /n — 0 from the assumption
(2.4), we obtain

limsupn ' log ]P’((VV, L) e Ek) < —Hypo(B) + (A4 1)bk + max(A, (u<, b, ¢), Ay (u<,0,¢))
< —Hype(B) + (A+1)bk + Ay (u<, b, c).

In the last line, we used Jensen’s inequality (as in (3.8)) to simplify the maximum. By the
definitions of the sets Hy, 4. and B in (3.26) and (3.17), respectively, this becomes

limsupn ™' logP((W, L) € Ek) < —o5 — Ap(u<,b,c) + (A+1)bk + Ay (u<, b, ¢)
< —a5+ (A+1)bk.
Since this bound holds for all £ > 0, it implies that
lim sup n ! logP((W,L) € B\k) < —ay. (3.34)
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Finally, since this holds for all § > 0, we have by (3.12) and (3.13) that

limsupn ™' log P((W, L) € Ek) <—a= inf I(w,rw). (3.35)

(w,r,s)eC
Inserting this and the analogous bounds for all B,gj ), j=1,...,mg, into (3.24) completes
the proof. O

4. LOWER BOUND

4.1. Preliminary Lemmas. We begin by stating some preliminary results. Given a metric
space (T,d), to € T and r > 0, set

B(to,r) = {t € T : d(to,t) <r}. (4.1)

Given m € N and v € 2, we recall the quantities vs,, and V<, defined in (3.4). Recalling
the constant T' from Assumption 3, we set

Dy, = {(v,b,¢) : (v,b) e R xR, ¢ € (—o0,T)}. (4.2)
Let A}, denote the Legendre transform of the function A, from (3.6), defined by
A (w,t,s) = sup {(uw,w) + bt + cs — A (W, b,0)} . (4.3)

(@,b,c)ER™ X RXR
We denote the domain of A}, by
D;, = {(w,r,s): Ay, (w,r,s) < oco}. (4.4)
Finally, let VA,, € R™*2 denote the gradient of A,,:

VA (v,b,c) =
(O A (v, b, ¢), Opy A (v, b, €)oo, Oy, A (0, D, €), Op A (0, b, ), Oc Ay (0, b, €)) . (4.5)

Um

The first result pertains to the existence of a point with useful properties in any open
set O C X x R. Its proof is relegated to Section 7.2.

Lemma 4.1. Fiz ¢ > 0, an open set O C X x R, and a point (w,r,s) € O such that
I(w,r,s) < oo. Then there exist & > 0, mg € N and (w,t,35) € R™ x Ry x Ry such that
the following claims hold:

(1) (W,%,3) = VA, (0,0,¢) for some (0,b,¢) € Dyny;

(2) [w;| > |[Wj41]| >0, for all1 < j <mo—1;

(3) A, (w,1,5) < ('w r,s) +e;

(4) For all (w',r',s") € X x Ry, if

(Wegs /172 = 0L 1B, ) € B ((,7,5),7/2) (4.6)
then (w',7’,s') € O.

We now present the second result, whose proof is deferred to Section 7.3. Recall the
definitions of W and L™ from (3.23).
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Lemma 4.2. Fix m € N, k > 0, and (u,b,c) € D,,. Define (w,t,s) = VA,(u,b,c)
and B = B ((W,t,s),k). Then, for o-a.e. a = (aM,a?,...), the sequence {W™ LM}
n €N, satisﬁes

)

>m

liminf — log]P’((W( n)

n—oo n <m>

wi,

,L<">) e B,(

< 2m_1/2) > A* (@,t,5). (4.7)
4.2. Proof of the Lower Bound.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Recall the definitions of W™ L in (3.23). We first establish
the following claim.

Claim 1. For every € > 0, open set O C & x Ry, and point (w,r,s) € O, there exists a
set Qo ¢ (w,r,s) C V of sequences a = {a ™}, en with o(20¢,(w,r,s)) = 1 and such that

lim 1nf log]P’ (([W(”)], W), L(”)> € O) > —I(w,r,s) —e. (4.8)

n—o0
We may assume that I(w,r,s)
there exist & > 0, mp € N, and (
Lemma 4.1.
Fix m > mg such that 3m
(2) of Lemma 4.1) and set

. : K —121 — —
fﬂ:mln{g,m / 31<]I§}7% 1(|wj|—|wj+1|)}-

< 00, since otherwise the claim is trivial. In this case,
w,t,5) € R™ x Ry x R, that satisfy the properties of

12 < [@Wp,| (such an m exists since [Wy,| > 0 by property

Note that property (2) of Lemma 4.1 ensures x > 0. Set
w = (w,0,...,0) € R™, B;:=B((w,t5),k), By=B(w,15),r/2).
Property (1) of Lemma 4.1 implies that there exists u = (©,0,...,0) € R™ such that
(1, b,¢) € Dppy, and VA, (1, b,¢) = (w,7,2). (4.9)

Given (w',r’,s') € 2 x Ry x Ry with v > [|w'||2, we write

o = S Bty = ()2 = [0 B

Consider (w’,7’,s") € £ x Ry x R, with (w’gm,t'w,m,, §') € By. By the definition of By, it
follows that ||w’,, — W]« < k. The definition of k,m and the strict ordering in the first
mg coordinates of w imply that w’ satisfy the following properties:

(1) |wi| > |w) 4] >2m™ 12 for all 1 < j < mg — 1;

()|w’|<m1/2forallm0—|—1 j<m

If we further require that ||wl ,[lec < 2m_1/2 then it follows that [w']<;,, = wl,, .

The above discussion, and the definitions of ¢/, ., and ¢/, imply that

T w’ r’

{(w,r,s) el xRy xRy : (wSm,t'

w’ r’

s') € By and Hw>mH < 2m~1/?)

C{(w,r,s) € P xRy xRy : [w]<pmy = wl,,, and (wl,, .t ") € By}

w’,r 158

(4.10)
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Thus, for o-a.e. a = (a(l), a?, ... ), we see that
1
lim inf nlogIP’(([ W] W g, L )60)

>timint 1og B( (117 <y, WD, 2, 1) € By)

1 4.11
> lim inf —log]P’((I/V<m7 W mH27L(n)> € By, |W. mHoo 2m—1/2> (4.11)

n—oo N
>— A (w,t,3)
>—I(w,rs) —¢,
where we used (4.6) in the first step, (4.10) in the second step, (4.9) and Lemma 4.2 (with
0 = k) in the third step and property (3) of Lemma 4.1 in the last step. This proves the
claim (4.8).
Next let {wy, 77, 51}, be a sequence such that

lim I = inf T
ll>I£10 (wlarlvsl) (w, g}s)eo (’LU,T’, S),
and define Qp = ﬂfilQO’%(wl’ms” where €, 1 (wpore,se) is the set in from Claim 1. Then
o(Qp) =1 and
.. 1 (n) S s
hnnigonofn log P, (([ ] W g, L ) € (9) > (w,g’geol(w,r, s). (4.12)

Next, observe that since X x R, is a separable metric space, it possesses a countable basis
{O;}ien. Setting Q= NienQo,, we have J(Q) = 1. Now consider an arbitrary open set
O C X xRy and any (w,r, s) € O. By the definition of a basis, there exists a basis element
O; such that (w,r,s) € O; C O. For sequence a € Qc Qp,, the corresponding sequence
W = W™ gatisfies

lim inf — log]P’ (([W(")], HW(N)HZ,L(")> € O)

n—oo

n n n 4.13
> hnngogf—logp (W, 1w, L) € 0;) (4.13)
2 I(w7T7S)7

where the latter follows from (4.12) applied with O replaced with O;. Since (w,r,s) € O
is arbitrary, taking the supremum of the right-hand side of (4.13) over (w,r,s) € O yields
(2.4). O

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Combining Proposition 2.3 and Proposition 2.4, we conclude that,
for o-a.e. a = (a(l), a?, ... ) € V, the sequence of random variables

<n<n—1/2(<n) X<n> Zn ) nen, (5.1)
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satisfies an LDP with speed n and good rate function I(w,r,s) = A*(x,\/r? — ||z|3,72).
By Assumption 1 and the definition of IT in (1.5),

II <n_1/2 (a("))TY(")> L <n_1/2 (a(")>TX(")> X p (% gn(Xi)) ;

where p: Ry — R, is continuous. By applying the contraction principle (see [8, Theorem
4.2.1]) to the continuous map f: X x Ry — X given by f(w,r,s) = (p(r2)x, p(re)r1), we

obtain an LDP for {II(n~1/2 (a("))T Y (M)},en with speed n and good rate function

Z(y,r) = inf{l (w,r,s) : y = p(ra)x, p(re)ri =71} = mignﬂ& 1 (%, @,m) .

O

Given Theorem 2.5, the proof of Theorem 1.2 closely follows |20, Section 5]. We include
the details for completeness.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We now verify that Y(") satisfies Assumptions 1-4 when uniformly
distributed on the ¢4 sphere for some p € [2,00).

Assumption 1: By [31, Lemma 1], the relation (2.1) holds with {X;};en being the i.i.d.
sequence with common distribution equal to the p-Gaussian distribution (the probability
measure on R with density proportional to e=1¥I"/P) n(x) = |z|P, and p(y) =y~ /7.

Assumption 2: This is a direct consequence of the fact that X; is a p-Gaussian distribu-
tion, and hence sub-Gaussian for p € [2,00).

Assumption 3: It is straightforward to see that the domain of A, is R x (—oo, 2). The

1
iz
essential smoothness is established in [12, Lemma 5.8].

Assumption 4: The growth conditions on Kp and the derivatives of Kp are established in
Lemma A.2.

By Theorem 2.5, this proves the LDP when Y (™) ig uniformly distributed on S}, and the
corresponding rate function is Z,, defined in (1.13).

Next, we consider the case where Y (™ is uniformly distributed on B). Let U be a uniform
random variable on [0,1]. We recall that if the random vector X(™ € R" is uniformly
distributed on the sphere S and independent from U, then U 1/n x (") is uniform on B, [31,
Lemma 1]. Tt then suffices to prove the LDP for Y (") = U1/ X By [12, Lemma 3.3], the
sequence {Ul/"}neN satisfies an LDP with good rate function Iy given by Iy(u) = —logu
for u € (0,1], and Iy (u) = 400 otherwise. Recalling that U and X are independent,
and using Theorem 2.5, we find that {(II (n=1/2(a()TX®)) U™}, oy satisfies an LDP
in X x Ry with good rate function Iyy(u) + Z,(x, 7). By the contraction principle applied
to the continuous map X x Ry > (x,r,u) — (ux,ur) € X, and the positive homogeneity
of the map II defined in (1.5), it follows that {II (Ul/"n_l/z(a(”))TX(”))}neN satisfies an
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LDP on X with rate function

D)= inf {0+ T(y,s) : (@,7) = (uy,us)} -
. r r !
= ot { o %, (3.2) )

It is clear from the definition (1.13) that the map ¢ — Z,(tx,tr) is increasing for ¢ €
R.. Since u — u~! is monotonically decreasing, we deduce that u Ip(u_lac,u_lr) is
decreasing. Combined with the fact that —logu is decreasing, we find that the infimum in
(5.2) is attained at u = 1. Thus

-~

L(x,r) =Ty)(x,r), (x,r)e€dX, (5.3)
as claimed. O
Proof of Corollary 1.5. It was shown in the proof of Theorem 1.2 that Y™ satisfies the

assumptions of Theorem 2.5 when uniformly distributed on S}, for some p € [2,00). By
applying the contraction principle to Theorem 2.5 with the continuous projection map

X > (y,r) — r € Ry, we conclude that {||n~1/2 (a("))T Y ™) ||3}en satisfies an LDP with
speed n and good rate function

L,(r) = inf {Z,(y,r) : (y,r) € X}.

Substituting the definition of Z, from (1.13) and recalling the definition of I, from (1.12),
we have

Hp(r) = mf{Ip (w7T7 S) : (w7T7 3) € X x R+, Tﬂ?‘g’_l/p = 7‘}

™

= inf {Ip <:1:,r1, <7)p) C(x,m) € X} (5.4)
= inf {A; <:c, /3= |lz|3, (7«71);;) t(x,r) € X} .

By definitions of Aj, and A from (1.10) and (1.11), respectively, and an elementary property
of Gaussian variables, we see that

& (2= el (2))
= o S oA el (2) Ay} 59

(u,b,c)€l?2xRXR

= s St leB (L) B[R, (1w |0 |

(u,b,c)el?2xRXR

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that ||z||s < r1, we have (u, z)+by/7? — [|z||3 <
||(w,b)||2r1. Further, if 2 and r are given, there exists a pair (u,b) € ¢ x R such that
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equality is attained. Hence, (5.5) implies
71\P
* 2 2
&5 (/o = el (2)')

= s )l e ()~ E [ () (,5) agoe)] |

(u,b,c)El2xRXR

(5.6)
- e (2) - 000}
= e (R) B R},

where the last equality follows from the observation that, since 1 > 0 and g is symmetric,
replacing v by |v| increases the quantity we are taking the supremum over. Combining (5.4)
and (5.6), we have

T\P
I,(r) = inf ) ~E[A .
p(r) = inf oD {vT +e (r) [A (vg, C)]}

By [24, Lemma 2.1|, this implies

IL,(r)= sup {vr+c—E[A(vg,c)]}.
(v,c)eERXR

The convexity of I now follows from a standard result in convex analysis (see |30, Theo-
rem 11.1]). O

Remark 5.1. The space X is defined in (1.3) using the ¢ norm in one coordinate. This
allowed us to deduce Corollary 1.3 from Theorem 1.2 by applying the contraction principle
in the previous proof. The ¢ norm in this definition could be replaced by /¢, for any
1 < ¢ < o0, and a parallel argument would give the analogue of Corollary 1.3 for the ¢,
norm of the projections. For brevity, we do not take this up here.

Proof of Corollary 1.4. Consider the map 7: X — R given by w(w,r) = wj, the first
element of the ordered sequence w. By Theorem 2.5 and the contraction principle, the
sequence (1.19) satisfies an LDP with good rate function
Imax (1) = inf {Z,(w,s):r=n(w,s)} =Z,((r,0,0...),7), (5.7)
(w,s)eX
where the last inequality follows from the definition (1.13) and the fact that A is even in
its first two arguments.
The proof for B} is nearly identical, so we omit it. O

6. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS: UPPER BOUND
6.1. Topological properties of X.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Due to the ordering of the first component in X, each (w,r) € X
satisfies

lwim| < m™Y2||w|s <m0 (6.1)
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Proof of Claim (1). Suppose (wy,r,) — (w,r) in X. Then, by the definition of the
metric in (1.4), 7, — r, and w,, — w in {. The latter implies that for any coordinate
projection map p; : y — y;, we have p;(w, —w) — 0 as n — oo. Thus (wy,,r,) — (w,r)
in RY x R, when RN is equipped with the product topology.

On the other hand, suppose (wy,,r,) — (w,r) in RN x R, when RN is equipped with
the product topology. To show that (w,,r,) — (w,r) in X, by (1.4) it suffices to show
that ||w, — wl|jcc — 0 as n — oo. Pick any ¢ > 0. Then there exists N € N such that
|(wn)<n —w<n]|l,, <eand N™Y2 <e/(2r+1), and for alln > N, 7, <r+1. Let n > N
be arbitrary. By (6.1), we have

[wn — wlloe = max (|(wn)<n —wenllo [(wa)sy — wsnlly)
< max ([[(wn)<n — wenlly  N72r, + N7V27)
<e.

Sending first n — oo, and then € — 0, we obtain the desired conclusion.

Proof of Claim (2). Suppose (wn,r,) — (w,r) in X. Pick any u € ¢2. It suffices to
show that (u,w, — w) — 0. Without loss of generality, assume u # 0. Fix ¢ > 0. Since
u € (2, there exists m € N such that ||us,,|l2 <&/(2r +1). Let N = N(,m) € N be large
enough so that ||w, — w|s < em™Y2/||uly and for all n > N, 7, < r + 1. Then applying

the Cauchy—Schwarz and triangle inequalities, and invoking the identities ||w,| = r and
|lwl||2 = r (which follow from the definition of X in (1.3)), we conclude that for any n > N,

(1w, = w) = (e, (wn = W)y, ) + (s, (w0~ w).,,)

< ullzll (wn = w) <y, ll2 + lwsmll2] (wn — w) [|2
< ullz]| (wn = w) <y, lloom™? + [[tsm 2 (rn + 1)
< 2e.

Since ¢ is arbitrary, this shows (u,w,, — w) = 0, as desired.

On the other hand, suppose (w,,r,) — (w,r) in RY x R, when RY is equipped with
the weak-£2 topology. Pick any ¢ > 0. Choose m € N large enough such that m=1/2 <
e/(2r +1). Choose N € N large enough such that for all n > N, |[(wn)<m — (W)<m |y <€
and 7, < r+ 1. Together with (6.1), this implies that for any n > N,

wn = wlly, = maxe (|| (wn) <y = wm| [ @n)s = w5l

< max (H(wn)gm - wSmH2 7m_1/2 (7n + T))
< 2e.
Since ¢ is arbitrary, by (1.4) this implies (wy,,r,) — (w,r) in X.
Proof of Claim (3). By definition, for all (w,r) € X, |w;| < ||lw|2 < r. Therefore,
{(w,r) € X :r < A} is a closed subset of [ [;c[—A, A] x [0, A]. By item (1), the topology of
X is equivalent to RN xR where RY is equipped with the product topology, [Lien[—A, Al x



QUENCHED LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLES FOR RANDOM PROJECTIONS OF ¢7 BALLS 25

[0, A] is compact by Tychonoff’s Theorem. Thus, as a closed subset of [ [,.y[—A4, A] x [0, A],
the set {(w,r) € X : r < A} is compact. O

6.2. Rate Function.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Step 1. Fix m € N, and recall from Section 4.1 that A}, denotes the
Legendre transform of the function A,, defined in (3.6). We first show that the following
inequality holds for all (w,r,s) € X:

Tw,r,s) 2 87, (e fr2 = wcBs). (62)

If w~ = 0, then A(w,r,s) = Ay (w<,r,s), and for any u € £, (u,w) = B if and only
if (u<,w<) = p. It follows that A*(w,b,c) = A}, (w<,b,c) for all b,c € Ry. Hence, the
definition of (1.12) of I shows that the inequality in (6.2) becomes an equality if w~ = 0.

We henceforth suppose that ||ws |2 > 0, which then implies r > ||w<||2. Pick any u € R™

and b > 0. Let u = ('ﬁ, bw- //1? — HwSH%) Then by the definition of A* in (1.11), we
have for any ¢ € R that

O N O
b 2 _ 2 b 2 _ 2
> (uw) + (—V i ”’“’”2> Vr g+ es A (u —— H,”Uw'ﬂé,c)
- <

r? = Jw<|3 5

. bl|w- ||3 by/12 — |Jw]|?
P | +< || ||2) 2wl 4 cs

r? = Jw<|3 r? = Jw<|3

2 _ 2
_A<u7 2 Hw|2276)
NG
- (ws 3+~ fell) , . A<u,b 2wl )

(u,w<) + b
= y W< )
2 — Jlw<|[3 V2 = [lw<|3

= <ﬁ,w§> + b\/ r? — ”wﬁ”% +cs — Ay, (ﬁ,b,c),

where we used A(u, V', c) = Ay (u<, / (V)2 + [Jus]|3, ¢) in the last step. Taking the supre-
mum of the right-hand side over w € R™ and b € R, we obtain (6.2).

Step 2. We next claim that [ is lower semicontinuous.

First note that A, is lower semicontinuous, since it is the supremum of a collection of
continuous functions. By claim (2) of Lemma 3.1, the topology on X is equivalent to the
topology on RN xR , where RY is equipped with the weak-¢? topology. Therefore A*, which
is equal to the supremum of a collection of continuous functions, is lower semicontinuous.
Let (w™ (M (M) _y be a sequence converging to (w,r,s) in X x Ry. Applying (6.2),
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the lower semicontinuity of A¥ , and (3.6), we obtain

n— o0 n— oo

> AL, (wg, Jro o ngug,s)
e ((wg,m o ||wg||%,s) |

Recalling that w< is the abbreviation for w<,,, passing to the m — oo limit in the last
display, and using the lower semicontinuity of A*, the lower semicontinuity of I follows.
Step 3. We claim {I < a} is compact for any a > 0.
Since I is lower semicontinuous, by Step 2, {I < a} is closed. We will show that

{(w,r,;s) e ¥ xR: I(w,r,s) <a} C{(w,r)e X:r <A} x[0,B]. (6.3)

for some A, B > 0. This suffices to prove the claim, because the latter set is compact by
Lemma 3.1, and closed subsets of compact sets are compact. To show (6.3), we argue by
contradiction. Fix a > 0, and suppose that there exists a sequence

(w™,r™ sy e (I <a), neN (6.4)

such that (™ — 0o or 50" — oco. Fix 0 < ¢ < T, where Rx (—o0, T') is the domain of A from
Assumption 3. By Assumption 4 on A, and the definition of A,, in (3.6) and (1.10), it follows
that there exists an absolute constnat C' € (0,00) such that for all w = (uy,...,un) € R™
and b > 0,

lim inf 1 (w(”),r("), s(”)> > liminf A, <w(<"), \/(r("))2 - Hw(gn)

2
,S(n>>
2

A (@,,0) =E

A <Z u;g; + bgo, 0)] <C(1+ @@ b)3) - (6.5)

i=1

Suppose first that (™ — co. By (6.2) and (6.5), it follows that
n n n * n n)) 2 n n
1 (w0 507) 2 5, (w? [ 0) [l s

= sup {(ﬁ, w4+ b\/(r("))2 — w12 + es™ — A, (@, b, c)}
(@,b,c)€X xR = =

> s f@wl) +0/60) — -0 (1+ @I}
(w,b)ex - -

Using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we note that

~ n 2 n n ~
(i, w) + by (1) — w3 < r (@, b)],

and equality holds when (u,b) = oz('w(Sn), \/(r("))2 - H'w(Sn)H%) for some o € R. Therefore

s {<a,w;">> + oy () — g - ¢ (14 H(a,bw%)}
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= sup 7 u, u, - 5

where to get the last equality, we compute the supremum directly as a function of ||(@, b)]|2.
The last three displays together show that

and this lower bound goes to infinity as n — oo, due to the assumption that 7™ — oo.
However, this contradicts the assumption (6.4).
Next, suppose s — co. By (6.2) and (3.6),

1 (w7, 500) > Ay, (w;”% V) — 3, s<">> > sup {15~ A(0,0,1)}

teR

The supremum on the right side of the previous display is infinite, by (1.10), (1.9), and
(4). Again, this contradicts the assumption that (w™ ™ s() € {I < a}. The proof is
complete. O

6.3. Exponential Tightness. Our proof will appeal to the Hanson—Wright concentration
inequality for quadratic forms. We recall the following definition from [32, Section 2.5].

Definition 6.1. A random variable X is said to be sub-Gaussian if there exists a constant
C' > 0 such that

72
P(|X| > z) <2exp (—E> . (6.6)
In this case, the sub-Gaussian norm of X is defined as

X ]|y, = inf {t > 0: E[exp(X2/t2)] < 2}. (6.7)

Moreover, a random vector X € R" is called sub-Gaussian if all one dimensional marginals
(X, x), x € R" are sub-Gaussian random variables. The sub-Gaussian norm of X is defined
as
[ X1ly, = sup (X, @), -

P2 pesn-1 P2 (6.8)
Theorem 6.2 ([32, Theorem 6.2.1]). There exists a constant o > 0 such that the following
holds. Let X = (Xi,...,X,) be a random wvector with i.i.d., mean zero, sub-Gaussian
entries. Let A be an n X n matriz. Then for every t > 0,

12 t
T T -
P (‘X AX —E[X AX]‘ > t) < 2exp {—% min <R4||AH%’ R2HA||2>] : (6.9)

where R = || X||y, is the sub-Gaussian norm of X1 defined in Definition 6.1, and || A2
denotes the Frobenius norm of A.
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Proof of Lemma 3.4. For n € N, we set

1 1 1 &
A™ — ™ (g M) — 2 xN\T g (T xm = L
—a (@), Q n( ) a'™(a'™) "”221

AVXX;. (6.10)

For the remainder of this proof, we suppress the dependence on n in the notation by omitting
all superscripts. Observe that

E [XTAX} ZA”E (X2 = Z Z =" (6.11)

¢ =1
We write the matrix A as a sum of rank one matrices, A = n~! Z?gl YZYZT, where Y, =
[a1g, ..., ane]". Since a € Vo k., the vectors {Yp}1<¢<g, are orthonormal. This implies
A% = Tr AAT
K kn T
=n (Z YY) (Z YY)
=1 (=1
kn
YT
=1
=n?TrA
=n""ky. (6.12)

Further, we also have

1A[I3 = max || Av]3
foli=1

= max v' AT Av
[lv]|=1

kn
= max n 2 E v YY, v

[[ofl=1
= max n2(Yy,v)% (6.13)
[[ofl=1

The last quantity is equal to n~2 because the Y; are unit vectors. Also, note that by
Definition 6.1, [| Xy, = C2, where Cy is the constant in Assumption 2. By applying
Theorem 6.2 to the quantity @ from (6.10) (and hence with A = A™ and R = Cy), and
using (6.11), (6.12), and (6.13), we find that for any a € V,, 1,

?(

where 9 > 0 is the constant from Theorem 6.2. This implies the conclusion after noting
that since k,,/n < 1 for n € N, for t > C?, we have

min (k, ' (C5?nt)?, Cy *nt) = C3 *nt. (6.15)

”Tl 1/2 TX H2

—1> t> < 2exp [~y min (k,'Cy ' (nt)?, Cy%nt)],  (6.14)
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O

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Pick any M > 0 and fix A > 0 such that A(0,\) < co. We note that
such a A exists by Assumption 3. Fix a > 0 satisfying o > (A(0,A) + M) /A. By Markov’s
inequality, we have

e (2550000 20) <o (e Ori]

n

This implies that
1 1<
~log P <; §_1 (X)) > a) < —Aa +E[exp ()\n(Xl))] <M,

which proves the exponential tightness of (2 Y7 | 7(X;))nen- O

6.4. Preliminary Lemmas for Gaussian Approximation. Let u be the standard Gauss-
ian measure on R, corresponding to a Gaussian random variable with mean zero and vari-
ance one. Fix k,n € N with k < n, and a = a™ € Vo k- Let a; be the i-th row of a. For
any choice of u € R¥, let fin,u be the measure on R given by

1 n
Hn = Hnu = E Z_; 5<u,\/ﬁai>' (616)

Lemma 6.3. Fiz k,n € N with k < n, and w € R*. Let a be a random element of Vo k
distributed according to the Haar measure oy. Then for every m € N, the quantity p., from
(6.16) satisfies

Cm
E U " dun,u] T </xm du> (4 Tn),  [Toal < 2, (6.17)

for some Ty, , € R and Cp, > 0, where Cy, depends only on m (and not k or n).

Proof. We just treat the even m case. The odd m case is clear by symmetry, as the moments
on the left and right side of the equality both vanish. By exchangeability of the rows of a,

n [k " k "
m 1 n
E [/az d,un,u} = EE Z Zuj(\/ﬁal(.j)) =E Zuj(\/ﬁalj) . (6.18)
i=1 \j=1 j=1
We recognize this quantity as
E [(u,vna.)™"] = ||lulj3* - E [(Vna11)™] . (6.19)
where the equality is justified by the orthogonal invariance of p,. By Wick’s theorem
(Theorem B.5) and Lemma B.6,
Cn,
E [(\/ﬁall)m] = </ x™ du) 1+Tmn), | Tnn| < - (6.20)

This completes the proof.
O
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The next lemma is a minor adaptation of a modified version of Gromov’s concentra-
tion inequality for Haar measure on the special orthogonal group SO, := {a(") € O, :
det(a™) = 1} (presented in [2, Corollary 4.4.28]), tailored to the Haar measure o, = o, 1
on the Stiefel manifold V,, .

Lemma 6.4. Fiz k,n € N with k < n. Let f: V,,,, — R be a Lipshitz function with
Lipschitz constant L in the Hilbert—Schmidt norm, meaning

£(@™) = fO™)] < L]ja™ — b™||ug (6.21)
for all a™ b ¢ Vk- Then there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all 6 > 0,

o (1£@®) - Balf(a®)] 2 8) < 2exp (- ") (622
Proof. We suppress the superscript (n) in the proof for brevity. Fix k € N, and let m = 7y, :

Orn — Vi, i, be the canonical projection map, i.e. 7 :a = (aij)i<i,j<n = (@ij)1<jcn1<j<p fOT

all @ € O,,, let 7,, be the Haar measure on O,, and let E,, be the _corresponding expectation.
Then o0, = o0y, is the pushforward of 7, under 7. Finally, set f = fon and let H,, C O,
be the cyclic group generated by

-1

that is, H,, consists of the identity matrix and h. Observe that O,, = {b1bs : b; € SO,,,bs €
H,}. Fix ¢ € O,,. Then there exists ¢; € SO,, and ¢y € H,, such that ¢ = ¢jc2. Let a be
uniformly distributed on O,, with respect to Haar measure. Using right-invariance of Haar
measure in the second equality and combining the definition of f, the fact that k < n and
co € H, in the third equality below, we have

E. [f(ac)] =E, [f (acic2)] =K, [f (ac2)] = E, [ (a)].
This implies that the function O,, > ¢ — E,[f(ac)] is a constant over O,, equal to E,[f(a)].

This observation, together with [2, Corollary 4.4.28] and the definitions of @, and f, com-
pletes the proof. O

6.5. Proof of (Gaussian Approximation.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. Fix ¢ € (—o0,T) and a sequence {dy, }nen as in the lemma statement.
To rewrite F}, in (3.2) more succinctly, set A1(t) = A(¢,c¢) with A as in (1.9), and define the
maps f("’j) Vo, = R

£ (@MY = %Zn:/\l <<v<n,j>, \/ﬁaz(,”)>) L i=1,2. ., dy. (6.23)
1=1
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A direct calculation shows that, fori=1,....,nand [l =1,...,k,,
n,j n 1 n,j n n,j
duf ™ (a™) = %All (<U( ), V/nal )>) o™,

where 0 f("’j)(a(")) represents the derivative of f(™7) with respect to agln). Hence, by

Assumption 4, there exists C = C(c) < oo such that

|v f("’”<a("’>H§ _ f: i (2 f(n,j>(a(n>)>2

S () B 0
H’v /) H2 ZC <1+< "0, v/na (n)>2>
o2 (1 + H“”’”"(L)

=CD? (1+ D?).

(6.24)

Equation (6.24) implies that f (n:3) is Lipshitz continuous in the Hilbert-Schmidt topology

with Lipshitz constant /CD? (1 + D?). By Lemma 6.4 and union bound, it follows that
there exists a constant C’ > 0 such that for any € > 0,

on [ max |f™D(@™) _E [f(nvj)(a(n))”>€ < 2d,, exp 0 . (6.25)
" \1<i<dn " S D*(1+ D?)

Recalling d,, = exp(o(n)), the inequality in (6.25) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma together
imply that for g-a.e. a = (a(l), a?, .. ) ev,

709 (@) ~ B, [£09)(@™)]| = 0. (6.26)

lim max
n—00 1<;j<dy,

Next, consider the random measures

n

. 1 .
0D = 2 oy =T

i=1
By the definition of f(™7) in (6.23), we have
709 (@) = [ M a0, (6:27)
R

By Lemma 6.3, the sequence

{El [,u(l’l)} oo, Eq [,u(l’dl)} ,[Eo [,u(Z’l)} oo, Eo [u(2’d2)} ,...,E, [,u("’l)] ..., Ep [,u("’d")} ye }
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converges in the sense of moments to a Gaussian measure, with mean zero and variance D?.
Combined with [4, Lemma B.1| and |27, Theorem 1.7], this implies that for any f: R — R
with at most polynomial growth,

lim max
n—00 1< <dn

E [ / fdw’ﬂ E [f(Dg)]‘ 0, (6.28)

where g is a Gaussian random variable with zero mean and unit variance. By (6.27), (6.28)
and the fact that Ay can be bounded by a quadratic polynomial due to Assumption 4, it
follows that

lim max

s, | [f(mj) (a(n)ﬂ -k [Al(Dg)]‘ =0 (6.29)

To complete the proof, combine (6.26) and (6.29), and recall the definition of F,, in
(3.2). O

7. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS: LOWER BOUND

7.1. Notations and Conventions. We adopt the following notation for this section. Let
T be the constant from Assumption 3 and let m € N and (u,b,c) € R™ x R x (—o00,T) be
parameters. Recall that A, was defined in (3.6), and set

(w,t,s) = VAy(u,b,c). (7.1)

Let {ky}nen be an increasing sequence of positive integers such that lim, ok, = 00.
Recall that o = o, denotes the Haar measure on V,, ;.. Define m € N and b € Rf\([ by

M=M@m):=[(t+1)°m], b:= <bM—1/2,...,bM‘1/2),

(7.2)
M times
and also define a sequence of vectors {u(”)}n>m+ u € RF as follows:
"™ .= (@,b, 0,0,...,0
u'" = (u,b, 0,0,..., )
(.6, 0,0,.-.,0) (7.3)

kn,—m—M times

For j € {1,...,m + M}, define?
n 1 n n n
I/j(» )= = E 5(\/ﬁa§j),(u( ),\/ﬁal(- )>) (7.4)

Finally, define

m-+M
v; = Law (gj, Z ulgl> , (7.5)

=1

where gg, ..., gmtn are independent, mean zero, variance one Gaussian random variables.

3We sometimes write & (z) instead of d, in this subsection for legibility. The difference is only notational.
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7.2. Proof of Lemma 4.1. We begin with an auxiliary result that allows us to analyze
open neighborhoods of a point in X x R by looking at open neighborhoods around the
truncated version of the point in R™ x ]Ri, for sufficiently large m. Recall our notation for
a metric ball given in (4.1).

Lemma 7.1. Fiz an open set O C X x Ry and a point (w,r,s) € O. Then there ezists
mo € N and p' > 0 such that the following holds for all m > mg: If (w',r',s') € X x Ry

. (e PR 1) ) € 8 (e /7 = olls) ) 79

then (w',r',s") € O.

Proof. Fix (w,r,s) € O. By Lemma 3.1(1), the topology on X is equivalent to the product
topology on RN x R, x R,. Therefore, using the definition of the product topology, there
exists mg € N and 1, do, 63 > 0 such that for every m > myg, the following claim holds:

If (’IE,?,EI) € X xRy and (’lfﬁgm,?,g) S B('wgm,él) X B(?", 52) X B(S,ég),

7.7
then (w',r',s") € O. (7.7)
By increasing mg if necessary, we may also suppose that for all m > mg, we have
(527’
Hw>m||2 < 7 (78)

We set ¢ := /72 — |w||3 and p’ := min (01, d2/4, 3).
Now, let (w’,1’,s") € X x Ry be such that (7.6) holds for some m > mg and our choice
of p/, and let this choice of m be fixed for the remainder of the proof. Then clearly,

w,, € B (W<m,p') C B(wem,d1), (7.9)
s'€B (s,p') C B(s,d3), (7.10)

and

> |\ = Tl = /7 w3

Multiplying both sides by /72 — |lwl,, |5 + /72 — Jw]|5 we have

J W — il + /72 - uwua) > |2 = ()~ el + 0l — lwsmlB]

Note because that (w,r, s) and (w',r’,s") lie in X x R, we have ||w||s < r and ||w’|2 < 7.

Combining this fact with the triangle inequality, (7.8), (7.9), and the previous display, we
have

2

12 < [l wsmall3 = [[wn 3] + sl + o'+ 1)
< Jlwsm = wlll, (l0mllz + 0y 2) + r/2 4+ ol 1)

<20/ (r+7r') + or /2.
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Dividing both sides by (r + ') and recalling 2p’ < d2/2 , this implies

lr — '] < 2p' + d9/2 < 8. (7.11)
When combined, (7.9), (7.10), and (7.11) show that the supposition in (7.7) holds with
(w,r,3) = (w',r,s'). Thus (7.7) implies (w’,r’,s") € O, which proves the lemma. O

In the proof of the next lemma, we use the following concept from convex analysis.

Definition 7.2 (Relative interior). For every non-empty convex set C, the relative interior
of C, denoted ri(C'), is defined as the set

ri(C) = {x € C : for all y € C, there exists some p > 1 such that pz + (1 — p)y € C}.

Proof of Lemma 4.1. We first show that A,,, defined in (3.6), is essentially smooth for
all m € N (see Definition 2.1). The finiteness of A,, on R" x R x (—o00,T) follows
from the finiteness of A on R x (—o0,T). The differentiability of A,,, at (v/,b,c) €
R™ x R x (—00,T) is a direct consequence of the differentiability of A on R x (—o0,T),
the bounds in Assumption 4, and the dominated convergence theorem. To check the third
condition in Definition 2.1, first note that for ty € (—o0,T),

Ok (1, t2) = e AR [n(xl)etlxwtznoﬁ)} > 0. (7.12)

Hence, we have

HVAm() (U/7 bl? C/)”g >E

mo

N <Z Vg1 + b go, c’)] > 0.
=1

Taking the limit infimum over (v',b,¢’) € R™ x R x (—o0,T) above and using Fatou’s

lemma, one obtains

mo
where the last equality follows from the essential smoothness of A, which in turn follows
from Assumption 3. This establishes the essential smoothness of A,,.

Fix an open set O and a point (w,r, s) € O such that I(w,r,s) < oo. Let mg be as in
Lemma 7.1 and recall the definition of A, from (3.6), and the definitions of Ay, and Dj;,
from (4.3) and (4.4). Since A, is essentially smooth, by [29, Corollary 26.4.1] we have

VAo (Ding) C Dy - (7.13)

Note that A, (0,0,0) = 0 and the cumulant generating function A(sq, sy) = log E[es1X1+521(X1)]

satisfies A(s1,0) > E[s1X1] = 0. Hence, the mapping (v/,b) +— Ay, (v',b,0) achieves its
minimum of 0 at (0,0). Combining this with (7.12), we have VA,,,(0,0,0) = (0,0, s) for
some sg € Ry. By differentiating A,,, twice, we have

2 _ a%K(Ovo)[mo—i-l 0 . Var(Xl)ImO+1 0
\V4 Amo(oyoyo) - < OT 822K(0’0) - OT Var(n(Xl)) 5
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which is positive definite (since, by Assumption 1, X is not degenerate and 7 is not a
constant function). Thus, the inverse function theorem implies that VA, is locally a
diffeomorphism, which, along with (7.13), implies there exists 9 > 0 such that

Be,(0,0,50) C 1i(D},).

Now, pick (w,t,3) € B.,(0,0,50) such that @ is strictly ordered in the sense that |w;| >
oo > W] Set t = /12 — ||lw||3. By Jensen’s inequality, Ay (W<, t,s) < I(w,r,s) <
0o by (4.3), and hence, (W<yny,t,8) € Di,. Since (w,1,3) € 1i(D;,, ), [29, Theorem 6.1]
and |29, Corollary 26.4.1] imply that, for all A € [0,1),

MW t,8) + (1= X)(@,4,3) € 1i(Dpry) C {VAm,(y) : y € Dino }-
By the definitions of (w<y,,t,s) and (’lTJ,Z, s), note that the points on the line segment
0= (MWamgt,5) + (1= N)(@,5,5) : A € (0,1)}

are strictly ordered in the first component. Since A}, is a convex function (by definition
of the Legendre transform), it is continuous along ¢ C Dj;, . Together with Lemma 7.1 (to
establish (4.6)), this implies that there exists a point (w, ¢,5) € £ that satisfies all conditions
of the lemma. O

7.3. Proof of the modified lower bound. The proof of Lemma 4.2, which is given in
Section 7.3.2, uses a change of measure.

Throughout this section, we fix u to be the law of a random variable satisfying Assump-
tions 2, 3 and 4, with associated constants C,T" > 0 and function 5() For s; e R, s0 < T,
recalling A defined in (1.9), we define the exponentially tilted measure fis, s, by

dfis, s

a (x) == exp(s12 + san(z) — A (s1,82)), =z €R. (7.14)

7.3.1. Preparatory results. The first lemma claims that {fis, s, }(s;,s5)eRx (=o0,7) 18 uniformly
sub-Gaussian in s7.

Lemma 7.3. Fiz (s1,52) € R x (—00,T). Let X1 be a random variable on a probability
space (Q, F, Py, s,) that has law [ig, s,, and let By, s, denote expectation with respect to
Ps,.s,. Then there exists a constant C' = C(s2) > 0 such that

Bopos (1X1 = By [K0]] > 1) < 2exp(—£2/C2).

Proof of Lemma 7.3. Fix (s1,s2) € R x (—o0,T). By the definition of A in (1.9) and the
definition of fig, 5, in (7.14), we have

I~E81782 [}Zl] = /xesm—l—szfl(m)—/\(m,sz)d’u(:p) = 01\ (s1,52).
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Now Assumption 4 implies there exists a continuous function 50: (—00,T) — R such that

By, s [expAKL — By g [Xa]))] e Ber 2Kl -Ao1.92) / exp(A\z) exp(s12 + san()) du(z)
=exp(A(s1 + A, 52) — A(s1,82) — AD1A(s1, 52))
<exp (50(82)2)\2) :

The lemma then follows from a standard argument using Chernoff’s bound (see [32, Propo-
sition 2.5.2]). O

Next, we state a Gaussian approximation result for the Haar measure on V, ; in
Lemma 7.4, and establish an asymptotic decorrelation result in Lemma 7.6. The proofs of
these lemmas are deferred to Appendix C.

Recall from Section 7.1 that T denotes the constant from Assumption 3, and that M
was defined in (7.2) in terms of m and a point (u,b,c) € R™ x R x (—00,T). Recall from
(7.5) that g1, 92, .., gm+n denote i.i.d. Gaussian random variables with zero mean and unit
variance. Additionally, given any n € N and j € {1,...,k,}, and any function h : R — R,

we define a map f J(n) : Vo i, — R as follows:
n n 1 - n n n n
7 (a) = =3 Vel ((u®, Vial™)) = /xh(y) ) (2.), (7.15)
i=1

where we recall that w(™ = (uy,...,u, ) and "

. were specified in (7.3) and (7.4) respec-
tively.

Lemma 7.4. Fiz Cy € (0,00) and a function h : R — R satisfying

2 )

o <Co(1+|z['™™), a=0,1. (7.16)

Fizm € N and (u,b,c¢) € R™ x R x (—o00,T). Then for o-a.e. a = (aV,a?,..))cV, we

have for all j € {1,...,m + M} that
m~+M
gih < > Uzgz)
=1

Remark 7.5. For any fixed = € (—o00,T'), by Assumption 4, 01 A(+, z) satisfies the condition
imposed on h in Lemma 7.4.

lim f;n) <a(")> =FE

n—oo

Lemma 7.6. Fiz m € N and (u,b,c) € R™ x R x (—00,T), and retain the assumption
(7.16). Then for o-a.e. a = (aV),a®,...) €V,

kn

lim Y (fé”) <a(”)>>2:0. (7.17)

n—00
l=m+M+1
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7.3.2. Proof of Lemma 4.2. We now show how the preparatory results from Section 7.3.1 can
be combined to establish Lemma 4.2. Let m € N, (u,b,¢) € D,,, and (w, t,s) = VA, (u,b,c)
be as in the statement of the lemma. Let M be defined in terms of ¢ and m as in (7.2)
and let w(™ € RF» be defined in terms of @ and b as in (7.3). Let (X1,...,X,) be random
variables defined on a measure space (2, F) equipped with the probability measures P
and P™). Suppose that under P the variables (X1,...,Xy) are i.i.d. with a common
law 1 that satisfies Assumptions 1-4, and let p(™ = p®". Let fis,,s, De defined in terms
of 1 as in (7.14), and let P(™) be a probability measure on (€2, F) such that under P("),
(X1,...,X,) has law i, where

i = @ fin e A=A = <u(”), \/ﬁal(.")>, i=1,...,n. (7.18)

Let ()Zl, e ,)N(n) be an R"-valued random vector with law i), Let E(™ and E(™ denote
expectations with respect to P and P, respectively. Note that the Radon-Nikodym

derivative of 1™ with respect to x(™ can be rewritten in terms of the function F, from
(3.2) as follows:

() nlum L (gn) T S 2:)—n () () ¢

Cdl/’[/( )(m):e <u 7\/5((1 ) :I:>+ 21:177( Z) Fn(u 711( ),)’ \V/m:(x177$n)€Rn

Mn
(7.19)

Next, recall that k > 0 and B = B((w, t, s), k) were fixed in the statement of Lemma 4.2,
and for n such that k, > M + m, let
w™ = (wy, ... w,) = (@, tM~Y2 M2 0,...,0 ) e RF,
. ‘ ) (7.20)

M times kn,—m—M times

Fix ¢ € (0, min(x, m~'/?)) and define
E,=<3x= (21, ,x,) € R": i(CL("))Tac ! Zn:n(x) €B (('w(") s) 5) .
n ) ) n \/ﬁ ) n — 3 Y Y

Let W™ and L™ be defined in terms of (X1,...,X,) as in (3.23). Then using the defini-
tions of (™, 1™ and E,, and (7.19), we have

PO (W, [Winlla, L™) € B, Wil < 2m~/?)

>Pp(n) ((W("), L(")> €B ((w(")= 5)s 5))
:/ du™ () (7.21)
- ¢~ (w0 G (a0 ) il ) (.0 ) )

) ((W(m, L(n)) cB <(w<n>, 5), 5)) o~ ((@®)+bt-res—Fn(u™,a™ ) 6| (@b,0)]2)
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We show below that the following three claims hold for g-a.e. @ € V and any € > 0:

nh_}ngo]P’ (\W(" —wj| > a) =0,j=1,....m+ M, (7.22)
kn,
i p(n) (n)y2 _
lim P ( > 2&7) =0, (7.23)
l=m+M+1
(n) _ _
lim B(" ((L s( > 5) 0. (7.24)

n) . _

In essence, the limits (7.22) and (7.24) are weak laws of large numbers for Wj( J o=
1,...,m, and L™ respectively, under the tilted measure, and (7.23) states that the ¢-
(n)

norms of WJ ", are asymptotically negligible under the tilted measure.
Postponing the proofs of (7.22)—(7.24), we first note that together with (7.19), they imply
that for o-a.e. a €'V,

lim inf P(™) <<W<">,L<">) cB ((w<">, s),5>> ~ 1 (7.25)

n—oo
Moreover, F,(u™,a™, ¢) — A, (4,b,c) for o-a.e. @ € V by Lemma 3.6, with d,, = 1.
Thus, combining (7.21) and (7.25), and recalling the defining of A}, in (4.3), we conclude
that for g-a.e. a € V,
timinf 7" log PU) (WE W12, L) € B, [WE) o0 < 2m7'72)

> — ((w,w) + bt + cs — Ay, (w, b, ¢) + d]|(w, b, ¢)||2)

. A;kn(ﬁsv t, S) - 5”(’&, b, C)HQ’
Taking ¢ N\, 0 completes the proof of (4.7), given (7.22)—(7.24).

We now turn to the proofs of (7.22)—(7.24).

Proof of (7.22). By the definition of i in (7.19) and Lemma 7.3 (with s; = ); from (7.18),
and s = ¢, where ¢ is from the statement of the lemma), we have, for each i =1,...,n,

PO (1 — B [X]| > t) < 2exp(—2/C?),

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on ¢. Also, the definition of W in (3.23),
Hoeffding’s inequality for sub-Gaussian random variables (see [32, Theorem 2.6.2]), and a
union bound imply that for all @ € V,

) () _ 550 ()
B (e W7 - B 2 ef3)

n (n)

Z %(Xi —E™[x;))

<(m+M) max P™
1<j<m+M —
1=

- /3> (7.26)

2(m + M) exp(—Cne?),
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which decays to zero as n — co. Also, by the definitions of A and (™ in (1.9) and (7.19),
respectively, we have,

EM[X;] = & A (<u<">, ﬁa§">>,c) L i=1,...,n. (7.27)
By the definition of W in (3.23) and the relation (7.19), it follows that

E(" Z \/_a(n A ( ,\/ﬁal(-n)%c) , j=1,...,n. (7.28)

Then Lemma 7.4 with h = 0;A(-,¢) and Remark 7.5 imply that for o-a.e. @ and each
j=1....m+M,

m~+M
nh_)ngo E™ [W(n)] E |gjoi A ( Z ul(n)gl,c> (7.29)
=1
Let go be a Gaussian random variable independent of g1, ..., gm. Recalling from (7.3) that
uyl) =upforl=1,...,mand uinll = iﬂ-M = bM /2, we have Zﬁfnj‘ﬁl ul( )gl 4 bgo

and (go,gl,...,gm):( M—1/2 Z;n'i;nj‘ﬁlgl,gl,...,gm). Together with (3.6) and (7.1), for
j=1,2,...,m, we have

o m-+M
E |g;01A < > Ulgz7c>

=1

=E |g;01A (Z wg + bgo,c>] = 0;jApm(u,b,c) = wj, (7.30)
1=1

and for j =m+1,...,m+ M, also using (7.20), we have

=E

Z?l-i-M gz m~+M
Tty (S o2 S )
l=m+1
90O A <Zuzgl+bgo, )]

=M20,A,, (T, b, ¢)
e

. m~+M
E |g;joA ( Z ul(")gl,c)

=1

=M~'’E

(7.31)

Combining (7.26), (7.29), (7.30) and (7.31), (7.22) follows. O
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Proof of (7.23). By Markov’s inequality and the independence of {X;,i=1,...,n} under
the tilted measure P(™ (see (7.18)), we have

kn kn
) < Z (VVI("))2 > E) <e g™ Z (Wl(n))2]
l=m+M+1 l=m+M-+1
-1, -1 Z R X X;] Z agln)ag?)
=1 l=m+M+1
kn,
1, -1 ZE ] Z agln)axb)_i_
,j=1 l=m+M+1
n kn
doVar(Xy) Y <a27)>2),
=1 l=m+M+1

where %(Xi) denotes the variance of X; under the tilted measure P("). By a calculation
similar to the one carried out in (7.27), we have Var(X;) = 0¥\ (<u("),\/ﬁa§n)> ,c)
which is bounded uniformly in n € N and ¢ = 1,...,n by Assumption 4. Additionally,

El " 1@ 2(7))2 is uniformly bounded in n € N and i = 1,...,n. Therefore,

I

kn
( 5t w,>g><g—1 S Y EOEO ] S a§l>a§l>+g—lo<’;>

l=m+M+1 i,j=1 l=m+M+1

Hence, it suffices to show that for o-a.e. a € V,

n kn
; ~1 EM X EM[X. a(™ (n) —
lim n SCEMXIEMX] Y ay’al) =o0.

ij=1 l=m+M+1
Recalling EM[X,] = 8/ (( \/_ > c) from (7.27), the above convergence follows
directly from Lemma 7.6, with h = A(-,¢), and Remark 7.5. O

Proof of (7.24). Let A > 0 be a small parameter, to be chosen later. Note that E(™ [n (X;)] =
Do ((u™), \/ﬁagn)>,c), by a calculation similar to (7.27) (using (1.9) and (7.19)). Then by
Chebyshev’s inequality, the mutual independence of (X1, ..., X,,) under P, the definition
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of A in (1.9), and calculations similar to those in the proof of Lemma 7.3, we have

B (% > (n(X) —E® [ (x)]) > g)

i=1

< e Ane/2 ﬁﬁ(") [exp (An (Xi) — AE™ [ (Xi)])]
i=1

/\2 n o ) (n) c
= exXp (7;62A <<u 7\/ﬁa’i >7£Z) —Ang )
where & € (¢,c+ A), i =1,...,n. Together with Assumption 4, we have

20 (%Z (150 B [y (501 > 5) <o (e + 0+ [ulhn?)n) o0

1=1

for all @ € V, if A is chosen small enough. To prove (7.24), it suffices to show that, for
o-a.e. @ = (a(l),a(2),...) ev,

% S R (u™, vnal™), ) = O3hm (i, by c) = 5. (7.32)
i=1

Since H = O»A satisfies the conditions in (3.7) due to Assumption 4 and (7.2), and because
|[u™]y = D == /|3 +[b]? for all n € N, it follows from Lemma 3.6 and Remark 3.7

that (7.32) holds with the right-hand side equal to E[02A(Dg,c)]. Then the fact that
E[02A(Dg, ¢)] = 03M (T, b, ¢) follows after recalling (1.10), (3.6), and (u(™, g) + bgo iDg
(by (7.2)). This completes the proof. O

Since all three claims (7.22)—(7.24) have been established, this completes the proof of
Lemma 4.2.

APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF p-(GAUSSIAN VARIABLES

Lemma A.1. Fizp > 2, let X be a random variable with probability density function equal
to ¢, exp(—p~t|z|P) for a suitable normalization constant ¢,, and define

At) = log E[exp(tX)], teR.
Then there exists a constant C' € (0,00) such that the following properties hold for allt € R:
(1) 0<A(t) <C(1+12).

(2) [N (&) < C(1+ ).
(3) A"(t) < C.
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Proof. Since the distribution of X is symmetric by definition, the log moment gerating
function A satisfies A(t) = A(—t) for all t € R, so we may assume that ¢ > 0. Let

M(t) = E[exp(tX)] :Ep/

xp
exp <tm — u) dx.
R p

By the change of variables z = t*/®=1y, we have

_h 2. lyl”
M(t) =¢cptr=1 | exp (tr—T |y —— | | dy.
R p

Define S(y) =y — % for y € R. Note that yg = 1 is the unique maximizer of S, S

is smooth in a neighborhood of y = 1, and S”(1) = 1 # 0. An application of Laplace’s
method (see [33, Section 19.2.5, Theorem 2(b) & Remark 4|) shows that, as t — oo,

1 /2 2 p—1\ __» _ .
M(t) = Eptpfl ﬂ-l exp <tpp1p > t 2(;:1) (1 + O (t p§1>> ,
p= p

where in each case, the implicit constant in the big O notation depends only on p. Similarly,
as t — oo,

M'(t) = eyt 1 2m exp <tﬁp— 1> P ) (1 +0 (t—p—fl» ,
p p

M(t) = gpt71 %1 exp (tﬁp — 1) £ 2D <1 + O <t_ﬁ)) .
p— p

Therefor, as t — 0o, we also have
A(t) = tog (M(1) = 0 (17°7)
~ M'(t) 1 _p
/ = = 1P p—
|A(t)|—‘ (t)'_t 1<1—|—O<t 1>>,

o MYBM(E) — (M(£))? =
Yo"y o)

Since p > 2, the conclusions of the lemma follow from the previous displays and p > 2. [

Lemma A.2. Fizp > 2, let X be as in Lemma A.1, and define
A(t1,t2) = E[exp(t1 X + t2|X[P)], (t1,t2) € R%

Then for every pair of integers o, > 0 with a + < 2, there exists a continuous map
(0,p71) 3ty > Cy a5 € (0,00) such that

OGN (t1,t2) < Crynp (14 [0177%), t1 €R.
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Proof. Let M(t) = Elexp(tX)]. It was shown in [12, Lemma 5.7] that for (¢;,t3) € R x
(—OO,p_l),

. 1 t
A(ty,t2) = —Elog (1 —pt2) +log M <W> '
— pi2

The lemma follows from this representation and Lemma A.1. O

APPENDIX B. WEINGARTEN CALCULUS

This appendix contains some preliminary remarks on the Weingarten calculus, and then
a lemma necessary for the Gaussian approximation results proved in Section 6.4 and Sec-
tion 6.5. We recall the following definitions from [5]. Fix d € N and let M (2d) be the set of
pair partitions m of {1,2,...,2d}; these are partitions where each block of the element has
exactly two elements. They have a canonical form {(m(1),m(2)),...,(m(2d — 1), m(2d))}
for m(2¢ — 1) <m(2¢) and m(1) <m(3) < ---m(2d — 1).

Given pair partitions m,n € M(2d), we let I'(m,n) denote the graph that has vertices
{1,2,...,2d}, and edges {(m(2i—1),m(2i)), (n(2i—1),n(24))}%,. The Gram matrix G( ") =
(G (m, 1) |mnem(2q) is defined through its entries

G(n) (m, Il) _ nloop(m,n)’

where loop(m, n) is defined as the number of connected components of I'(m,n). The matrix
wg) = Wg&n) is defined as the pseudo-inverse of Gé"). We denote its entries by

We™ = [Wg™ (m, 0)]m nerm2a)-
We recall the following theorem, which was originally proved in [6].

Theorem B.1 ([5, Theorem 2.1]). Given iy,...i3q and ji,...,j2q in {1,2,...,n},

/ Girjr " Gisajoa dg
g€O0n,

d
= Z Wg™ (m, n) H (Pm(2k—1)> Im(2k) )0 (Jm(2k—1) s Jm(2k))»  (B.1)
m,neM(2d) k=1

where §(i, j) denotes the Kronecker delta function satisfying §(i,j) =1 ifi = j and 6(i,j) =
0 otherwise.

Note that the sum on the right side of (B.1) is over all choices of pair partitions that
pair indices with the same value. In particular, Theorem B.1 shows that any moment
Givjr "+ Gisjng Without an even number of entries in each row and column vanishes.

Example B.2. In the expectation of g, g3, computed according to (B.1), the only possibility
for a nonzero term in the sum is that both partitions are m =n = {(1,2), (3,4)}.
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Considering m and n as members of the symmetric group So, (products of transpositions),
we note that the value of Wg(™ (m,n) depends only on the value of & = m~'n [5, Theorem
3.1]. Consider the graph I'(c) whose vertex set is {1,2,...,2d} with edges {2i — 1,2i}
and {0(2i —1),0(2i)} for 1 < i < d. Then I'(c) has connected components of even sizes
2p1 > 2py > -+, which determine a partition p = (p1, p2,...) of d (in the number-theoretic
sense). The length ¢(p) of p is defined to be the number of elements p; that it contains. We

let Wg(™ (p) equal the value of any Wwg™) (m,n) such that 0 = m~'n has the corresponding
partition p of d.

Theorem B.3 (|6, Corollary 2.7]). Fiz d € N and a partition p of d. As n — oo,

[Icia | n 2P0+ 0(m™)). (B.2)

i>1

Here ¢j, = % denotes the k-th Catalan number, and the tmplicit constant in the as-

ymptotic notation depends on d and p, but not n.

Example B.4. If m = n = {(1,2),(3,4)} as in the previous example, then o = m~'n is
the identity permutation. The graph T'(o) has the edges {1,2} and {3,4}, so £(p) =2, and
we conclude the leading order term in the asymptotic is n=2, as in the Gaussian case. The
coefficient of this term is 1 because co = 1.

We next recall Wick’s theorem on the expectations of products of centered jointly normal
random variables.

Theorem B.5 (|13, Theorem 1.28|). Let g1, ..., gn be independent normal random variables
with mean zero and variance one. Then

E| ] 0, if nis odd, (B.3)
gl DY gn P n ' .
2 omeM(n) Hzﬁ E [gm(2i—1)9m(2i)] ~ otherwise.

Lemma B.6. Fiz k,n € N, and suppose a € V,, ;. is a random matriz distributed according
to the Haar measure on V,, .. Then for all m € N,

E H\/ﬁalji] = [th
i=1

where the g; are independent standard Gaussian random variables, and the implicit constant
depends only on m.

(1+0(n ™). (B.4)

Proof. By symmetry of Haar measure and Gaussian random variables, both sides of (B.4)
are zero when m is odd. It remains to consider the case m = 2d for some d € N.
Let (o) denote the coset type of o € Syq and set

< 22d> H 5Zn1(2l 1),m(20) "
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Let 194 € Soq be the identity permutation. With these notations, we have

2d
E|]] \/ﬁalji] (B.5)

1=1

Sy Wg(")(m,n)<j1”n'j2d> (B.6)

m,neM(2d)

p E(m—ln)=p
+al 3 W™ () Y < " ) (B.8)
Ju---ded)’ '

H 93i
pi-d ”(mflﬂ)=p

p#Laq
where the first equality follows from Theorem B.1, the second equality follows from the fact
that Wg(™ (m,n) depends only on the coset type of m~'n (see [5, Theorem 3.1]), and the

third equality follows from Wick’s Theorem, Theorem B.5.
By Theorem B.3, the first term in (B.8) is

HQJL

and the absolute value of the second term of (B.8) is upper bounded by

2d
nE [ngi] > W™ (p)| < C4E Hggz] (B.10)

i=1 pHd i=1
p#Laq

for n sufficiently large, where Cy = max,4 Hi21 Cpi—1 +1 < oo.
Combining (B.8), (B.9) and (B.10), we obtain the desired conclusion. O

=n? Wg(") ((12q),

(1+0(n™)), (B.9)

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF AUXILIARY LEMMAS IN SECTION 7

Maintain the notations in Section 7.1. The proof of Lemma 7.4 is split into several parts,
which we first briefly summarize:

(1) Establish the concentration of the quantity of interest around the expectation taken
over the projection direction a. This step requires a truncation argument and good
control of the truncated part , which is the subject of Appendix C.1 (see Lemma C.2).

(2) Prove the Gaussian approximation using the result of the first step. This second step
is achieved through moment calculations, which are the subject of Appendix C.2 (see
Lemma C.3 and Lemma C.4). Lemma C.3 uses the Weingarten calculus (see Appen-
dix B) and Lemma C.4 is a multi-dimensional moment convergence theorem, which we
include for completeness.

(3) Finally, Appendix C.3 contains the proof of the asymptotic decorrelation result of
Lemma 7.6.
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C.1. Preliminary estimate.

Remark C.1. In this appendix, we will use the fact that the rows {al(")}?zl of the matrix
a™ ¢ V., are exchangeable. This follows from the fact that a™ has the same distribution
as the matrix obtained by taking a Haar-distributed element of O,, and removing the last
n — k, columns.

Lemma C.2. Fiz C,R € (0,00), and let hg : R — R be a function satisfying |hr(y)| <
CR~Y? for ally € R. Then the measure 1/](»") defined in (7.4) satisfies

(n) 12
E[/ th(y)dV](-n)(x,y)H SM, forji=1,....m+ M, (C.1)
R2 R
where the constant Cp > 0 depends only on C. We also have the deterministic bounds
n 1 .
/ ]az\duj(»)(a;,y)é—, forj=1,...,m+ M. (C.2)
{l2]> R} xR R

Proof. For j = 1,...,m, applying first Jensen’s inequality, next the Cauchy-Schwartz in-
equality and the fact that (a(")’T) j» the j-th column of a™ lies in S"!, then Remark C.1,
the rotational invariance of the Haar measure o,,, and the fact that \/naj; is sub-Gaussian
with |[\/na11 |y, bounded by a constant independent of n [32, Theorem 3.4.6], we have

n A 2
<E ;aﬁ)hR <<u(”)7\/ﬁa§")>)]> <E <;a§;¢>hR (<u<n>, \/ﬁa§">>>>

< S ((u. i) |
1 o (. )|

=nE [hR (HU(")|I2\/ECL11>2]

n Vnan)*
< Ol | W11
_ Cunflu]8

Inequality (C.1) now follows by the definition of I/T(Lj ). The inequality (C.2) can be proved

by noticing that

(0 <1/ 20y (1) = L3 (a)? = L
/{DR}XR‘”U"”J @) < [, P @ = 53 () = 5

where the last inequality uses the fact that (a(")’T) j € Sn—1 O
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C.2. Proofs of Gaussian approximations.

Lemma C.3. For any fized o, f € NU {0}, we have

[fevar]-(fovm) of2)

where the implicit constant depends only on «, 5.

Proof. Using first (7.4), then Remark C.1, and then Lemma B.6 with m = a + 3, we have

E, [/ xayﬁdyj(-")} = (\/_aw > < E")>B]
: 8
E, nalj (Z Ug\/ﬁagz)>

- Z H ugl) "By [( nalj ) H \/_am] (C.3)
i1, yig=1r=1
SR 1
= Z Huz? K [(gj)a : Hgir <1 +0 <E>>
i1, ,ig=1r=1 r=1
kn g 1
2 [ () T (100 (2))
i=1
where the implicit constant depends only on «, 3. By the definition of v; in (7.5), we have

kn A
9;)" - (Z U§")9i> = /xayﬁd%"
=1

Together with (C.3), this proves the lemma. O

Lemma C.4. A sequence of probability measures {y,} on R? converges weakly to a proba-
bility measure i if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) All moments of u are finite.
(2) All moments of py, are finite and

/ 2P dpn(@,y) = e Va8 € NU {0},

where
Yo = [ 2P dun(e.y). Va5 € NU {0,

(3) w is uniquely determined by {Va,s}a,senvio)-
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Proof. By property (1) and (2), for each polynomial P, we have

Cp = sup/Pd,un < 0. (C4)
n>1
Let B == {x € R? : ||z||2 < R}. Then Markov’s inequality implies that
c Cp2y,2
i (BR)%) < 2. (©5)

Therefore, p, is tight. By Prokhorov’s Theorem, it suffices to show that if j,,, — v weakly,
then v = p.

Pick any polynomial P. For any R € (0,00) define ¢ to be a nonnegative continuous
function such that 1p, < ¢r < 1p,,, and ¢ is monotonically increasing in R. We write

[ Pdun = [ onPia, + [0~ o) Pdi,. (C.6)

For the first term the right-hand side of (C.6), since p,, weakly converges to v, and prP
is bounded and continuous, it follows that

lim /(pRPd,unk = /ngPdV. (C.7)
k—o0

For the second term, by the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, (C.4), and (C.5), we have

\ [0 enpau, "< (BR)) [ P, < SRl (©3)
Moreover, properties (1) and (2) imply that
kh_}ngo Pduy,, = /Pd,u < 0. (C.9)
Combining (C.6)-(C.9), we have
Rh—?;o erPdv = /Pd,u. (C.10)

Since P is arbitrary, replacing P by P? in the above display and applying the monotone
convergence theorem implies that

/P2d1/ = lim orP?dy = /P2 dp < 0.
— 00

Therefore, P € L?*(v) € L'(v). An application of the dominated convergence theorem
shows that the left-hand side of (C.10) is equal to [ P dr and hence that

/PdV:/Pd,u.

Again, since P is arbitrary, setting P = 2%y” (a, 5 € NU {0}), and invoking property (3),
we have p = v. This completes the proof. O
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Proof of Lemma 7.4. In this proof, we use C' to denote a constant that may depend on Cj,
whose value might change from line to line.

A straightforward differentiation of the function f](") defined in (7.15) shows that for
t1=1,....,nand [ =1,2,... k,,

. s ((u® Vel )) +aii v ((ut), via™) ) u, 1=,
E?z'lf} ) (a(")> _ {;/g;;)hgézu(n)7jgagnzg;u?n;’ <<u na >> u; l#;

Hence, by (7.16) and the definition of u(™ in (7.3), it follows that for j = 1,...,n that

o ()= S5 (s (o)

i=1 [=1

() (C.11)

)

—C (1 + a2 + b2)

This implies that f](") is Lipshitz continuous with Lipshitz constant \/ C(1+ |al}+ v?).
By Lemma 6.4, there exists C’ > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0

ou (|7 () ~ B, [£7 (a)]] > <) < exp G%) . (C.12)

Together with the Borel-Cantelli lemma, this implies that, for o-a.e. a = (a(l), a?, .. ) €
v,

lim ( £ <a<">) _E, [ e (awﬂ ‘ — 0. (C.13)

n— o0

Recall the definition of V](-") in (7.4), we may rewrite

7 (a®) = /R a0 (y,0) () (C.14)

By Lemma C.3, Lemma C.4, and [27, Theorem 1.7], it follows that E [f fdl/](-n)] — [ fdv;
for all f: R? — R with polynomial growth. By Assumption 4, f(x,y) := 20;A(y, c) can be
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bounded by a quadratic polynomial. Hence, by (C.14)

E, [fj(n) (a(")ﬂ - /]Rz 201 A(y, c)dv;

Combining (C.13), (C.15) and recalling the definition of v; in (7.5), the proof of the lemma
is complete. O

lim
n—o0

~0. (C.15)

C.3. Proof of asymptotic decorrelation. The proof of Lemma 7.6 relies on the sub-
Gaussianity of a random vector chosen uniformly from a “large enough” portion of the scaled
unit sphere, which is the content of the next lemma. We recall that the sub-Gaussian norm
| - ||po was defined in (6.8).

Lemma C.5. There exists a universal constant K € (0,00) such that the following holds.
Fiz m,n € N such that m < n/2, and a collection vy, ..., v, € R™ of random vectors that
are almost surely orthonormal. Let v be a random vector whose distribution conditional on
{v;}™, is uniform on the subset of S"~! orthogonal to the subspace generated by {v;}™ .
Then

Vvl < K. (C.16)

Proof. Let O € O,, be a random matrix such such that Ov; = e; foralli = 1,...,m. By the

assumption that v is perpendicular to each v;, it follows that (Ov); =0foralli=1,...,m

and ¥ = ((Ov););_,, , is distributed uniformly on S"~". Hence, by the definition of the

sub-Gaussian norm in (6.8), which shows it is invariant under orthogonal transformations,
v|,,. = ||Ov],,. = su Ov,x = su Ov,x = ||v]|,,. -

Iolle, =100, = sup 1O @)y = 5o IO0@ iy = Bl

z;=0,1<i<m

Since v is uniformly distributed on S"~™, by [32, Theorem 3.4.6] there exists a universal
constant K € (0,00) such that

IV =)ol < % (C.18)

Combining (C.17), (C.18), and using the hypothesis that m < n/2, the proof is complete.

O
Proof of Lemma 7.6. Let
S (n) 2
Sat) = 3 (17 (a"))
l=m+M+1
Fix A > 0, and let Z := (Zyipr41, - -5 Zk,) " be arandom vector of i.i.d. standard Gaussian

random variables independent of a(™. Since E [exp (£7;)] = exp(x?/2) for any = € R and
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{=m+M+1,... k,, we have, recalling the definition of f,(a(™) in (7.15),

e o (5@ 2| T 2o (3 (17@)") a0

Ll=m+M+1

- .

—=| I E[exp (M@ 2,) a<n>H

Ll=m+M+1

- . (C.19)
=E |E [exp ()\ Z fz(")(a("))Zg> a(”)”

L l=m+M+1

- .
=E |exp ()\ > fén)(a("))Zg>

L {=m~+M+1

Next, note that since {Zg}?im 441 are symmetric and independent of a™, we have

kn kn
EN Yz fg(a("))] =2 Y E[Z]E [fg(a("))} ~0. (C.20)
t=m+M+1 (=m+M+1
Now, for i =1,...,n, set
(n) 1 m+M
Y, =Y," (a™) = Eh Z \/ﬁujagl) , Y =Y®™(a™) = (vi,....Y,)", (C.21)
j=1

A= A" = (Vaal ) icicnmins1<ochn
Since Z is a vector of standard Gaussians (and in particular has a rotationally symmet-
ric distribution), there exists a REn=—m=M o REn=m=M _yalued, Haar-distributed random
orthogonal matrix O such that OTZ = || Z||ze1, where e; € RF»="=M_ By the identity
OOT =1, it follows that

kn
S Zf(aW) = YTAZ L Z|,Y T AOe, (C.22)
l=m+M+1
Note that gOel has norm 1 and lies in the subset of S*~! orthogonal to the first m + M
columns of a(™ (that is, (al(-;))lgign,lgggm_i_ M ). Moreover, conditional on the first m + M
columns of a(™, it is uniformly distributed on this subset (since O is Haar-distributed).

By Lemma C.5, with m in that lemma statement equal to the quantity m + M in this
proof, there exists a constant K € (0,00) such that for all sufficiently large n (depending

only on the choice of m and (u,b,c)), we have HA\Oeluw < K, where || - ||y, denotes the
2

sub-Gaussian norm defined in Definition 6.1. Then it is immediate from (6.8) that the
sub-Gaussian norm of YT AOe; satisfies the estimate

YT AOe1 |y, < K[Y 2. (C.23)
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Combining (C.20), (C.22), (C.23), (6.1), and the exponential moment estimate [32, Propo-
sition 2.5.2(v)], we have

kn
Elexp (A > Zifola™) )| <exp (K*N(Y|3]2]]3). (C.24)
l=m+M+1

By (C.21) and the assumption (7.16) on h, there exists a constant C' € (0, 00) such that

C < 2 C
2 - 2 (n) (n) “ (n)|2
IYIE< o3 <1+<u Vna >>< —(1+ ). (C.25)

Set A == Combining (C.19), (C.24) and (C.25), with Markov’s in-

_____n
\/ SCRZ (L [u™3)"

equality, and recalling the moment generating function for a Gaussian, we have

/\2 )\2 )\2 k‘n Zl? _+()2 4 k)n/2
]P)(Sn > 6) g e—TEE |:6257L:| < 6_75 H E |:68:| —e 16C K2 (14| ul™ ||2) <_> .

l=m+M+1 3
Since k, = o(n) by assumption, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we have S,, — 0 o-a.s. O
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