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Abstract

In the turnstile streaming model, a dynamic vector x = (x1, . . . ,xn) ∈ {−M, . . . ,M}n is
updated by a stream of entry-wise increments/decrements. Let f : Z → R+ be a symmetric
function with f(0) = 0. The f -moment of x is defined to be

f(x) :=
∑
v∈[n]

f(xv).

If C is a class of functions, a C-universal sketch can estimate the f -moment for any f ∈ C. It is
clearly desirable to have the class C be as large as possible.

Define T to be the set of tractable functions: those that can be estimated with poly(log(nM))-
space sketches. Previous efforts to build universal sketches were based on L0-sampling, or sam-
pling layers of L2-heavy hitters [7, 9, 4, 5, 11]. This line of work culminated in a C-universal
sketch [5], where C includes all functions in T , except for some “nearly periodic” functions.

In this work we take a new approach to constructing a universal sketch that focuses on a
class of basis functions {fs(x) = 1 − cos(sx) | s > 0}, so that any f -moment can be estimated
if f can be expressed as a linear combination of basis functions. We construct and analyze the
SymmetricPoissonTower sketch, which occupies O(ϵ−2 log2(nMϵ−1)) bits and is F-universal for
the function class

F =

f(x) = cx2 +

∫ ∞

0

(1− cos(xs)) ν(ds)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
c ≥ 0, ν is a positive measure, and∫∞
0

min(s2, 1) ν(ds) ≤ poly(nMϵ−1)ξ(f,M),
where ξ(f,M) = minx∈[M ]{f(x) | f(x) > 0}

 ,

i.e., given any f ∈ F , the new sketch (1± ϵ)-estimates the f -moment with probability 2/3. The
family F includes all the classic frequency moments (f(z) = |z|p, p ∈ [0, 2]) as well as a large
family of nearly-periodic functions that cannot be estimated with L2-heavy hitter machinery.
This new approach to universality requires significantly less space in comparison to previous
universal schemes [7, 5] and sheds new light on the full characterization of the class T of
tractable functions.

1 Introduction

In the turnstile streaming model ([1, 14]), a frequency vector x = (x1, . . . ,xn) ∈ Zn is initialized
as 0n and updated through a stream of pairs (v,∆), v ∈ [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n} and ∆ ∈ Z. Upon
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receiving (v,∆), xv ← xv+∆. LetM be an upper bound on the magnitude of any xv. We consider
the problem of estimating f -moments of x, where f : Z→ R+ is symmetric with f(0) = 0.

f(x) :=
∑
v∈[n]

f(xv).

An estimator V (1± ϵ)-approximates the f -moment, if for any x ∈ [−M,M ]n,

P ((1− ϵ)f(x) ≤ |V − f(x)| ≤ (1 + ϵ)f(x)) ≥ 2/3.

We say a function f is tractable [7] if for any fixed ϵ > 0, there exists a (1 ± ϵ)-approximation
algorithm of the f -moment using Oϵ(polylog(nM)) space.

The f -moments generalize the classic Lp-moments [2, 18], p > 0, where f(x) = |x|p, and the
L0-moment, where f(x) = 1 [x ̸= 0]. It is known that Lp-moments are tractable for p ∈ [0, 2]. Alon,
Matias, and Szegedy [1] estimated L2 using Rademacher random variables, Indyk [18] used p-stable
random variables to estimate Lp for p ∈ (0, 2], and Cormode, Datar, Indyk, and Muthukrishnan
[14] approximated L0 by Lp with very small p > 0; see also [21]. Bar-Yossef, Jayram, Kumar, and
Sivakumar [3] proved that estimating the Lp-moment requires Ω(n1−2/p+o(1)) space, suggesting that
the Lp-moment is not tractable for any p > 2. Upper bounds and lower bounds for large frequency
moments (Lp, p > 2) are studied in [1, 6, 19, 10, 24, 17, 13, 8].

Alon, Matias, and Szegedy [2] posed the problem of characterizing the class of tractable func-
tions f . Braverman and Ostrovsky [7] succeeding in characterizing the class of tractable, increasing
functions f .1 Roughly speaking, f must grow no faster than quadratic, even locally. Braverman
and Chestnut [4] characterized all tractable decreasing functions. Finally, Braverman, Chestnut,
Woodruff, and Yang [5] characterized generic, tractable f outside of the class of “nearly periodic”
functions. As a surprising byproduct, the sketches in [7, 4, 5] are all universal [7] for their respective
function classes. From a theoretical perspective, the pursuit of universality helps to characterize
tractability. Universal sketches are obviously attractive from a practical perspective, if one cannot
predict which query functions will be of interest in advance. See [22] for an application of universal
sketching to network flow monitoring.

Definition 1 (universal sketches [4]). Let C be a function family such that for any f ∈ C, f(0) = 0
and f(x) = f(−x) for any x ∈ Z. A (1±ϵ)-approximation algorithm of the C-moment is a collection
of estimators {Vf}f∈C such that for any x ∈ [−M, . . . ,M ]n and any function f ∈ C,

P ((1− ϵ)f(x) ≤ |Vf − f(x)| ≤ (1 + ϵ)f(x)) ≥ 2/3.

Such an algorithm is C-universal.

We now discuss the existing techniques for building universal sketches over turnstile streams.

L0-sampling. A simple universal sketch is to sample m elements xv1 , . . . ,xvm uniformly from

supp(x) and then estimate the f -moment by the empirical mean Vf = ∥x∥0
m

∑
j∈[m] f(xv1). The

sampling can be done with L0-samplers (see [15]) and the support size ∥x∥0 can be estimated
by L0-estimators [14, 21]. This scheme is natural but the estimates are poor if f varies a lot.
Specifically, for functions f such that f(x) > 0 when x ̸= 0, the number m of samples needs
to be Ω(ϵ−2maxj∈[M ] f(j)/minj∈[M ] f(j)) for Vf to be a (1 ± ϵ)-approximation of the f -moment;

1Since f is assumed to be symmetric and f(0) = 0, we say a function f is increasing if it increases on N; it is
decreasing if it decreases on Z+.
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see, Chestnut [11]. For decreasing functions, it is proved in [4] that all tractable moments can be
estimated using this scheme. However, functions like f(x) = |x|p for p ∈ (0, 2] take Ω(poly(M))
space to estimate with this method. Furthermore, Chestnut [11] shows that if f(x) = 0 for some
x > 0, then if f is to be tractable, it must be periodic with period x. Thus for a fixed periodic
function f , the smallest period d of f is a constant and therefore maxj∈[d−1] f(j)/minj∈[d−1] f(j)
is also a constant. Such function moments can be estimated by taking the vector x modulo d [11].

L2-heavy hitters. A more powerful technique, used in [7, 9, 5], is to use variations on Indyk and
Woodruff’s [20] method of collecting L2-heavy hitters at different sampling levels, and estimate f -
moments based on the f -values of the heavy hitters. This technique is powerful enough to estimate
all tractable f -moments, except for a class of nearly periodic functions [5]. One such function
defined in [5, §5] is gnp : N→ R+.

gnp(0) = 0 and gnp(x) = 2−τ(x), where τ(x) = max{j ∈ N : 2j |x}. (1)

In other words, τ(x) is the least significant bit position in the binary representation of x > 0.
For functions like gnp, the entries with large gnp-values are not necessarily L2-heavy hitters, so
sampling L2-heavy hitters are generally not helpful. However, Braverman et al. [5, §5] gave an
ad hoc sketch for approximating gnp-moments with poly(ϵ−1 log(nM)) space, showing that gnp is
indeed tractable. The characterization of tractability for nearly periodic functions remains open.

One drawback of this line of work is that the universal sketches are often quite large. For
example, the L2-heavy-hitter-based sketch in [5] occupies O(h(M)ϵ−2 log5 n log(nM) log log n) bits,
where h is a sub-polynomial function depending on the function f . The tailored sketch to estimate
the gnp-moment [5, §5] occupies O(ϵ−8 log14 n logM) bits of space.

Previous methods for universal sketching depend heavily on sampling over the support, e.g.,
taking unweighted (L0) samples in [4] or L2-heavy hitters in [7, 5]. Universality comes from the
free choice of the function f when evaluating the samples. In this work, we attack the universal
sketching problem from the dual direction. For any function f in our class F , we estimate the
harmonic components of the f -moment over the whole support of x. Universality now comes from
the free choice of weighting the harmonic moments.

We introduce a simple sketch called the SymmetricPoissonTower. It is parameterized by an inte-
ger m = ϵ−2 and maintains a vector (Xk)k∈[a,b) of integers, where a = −Θ(m log n), b = Θ(m log n).

In the pseudocode below, Yk,v, v ∈ [n], k ∈ Z, is distributed as Yk,v ∼ SymmetricPoisson(e−k/m).2

The Update(v,∆) function is implemented as follows

Update(v,∆) : v ∈ [n],∆ ∈ Z
For each k ∈ [a, b), Xk ← Xk +∆ · Yk,v

We prove that the SymmetricPoissonTower is F-universal for the function class

F =

f(x) = cx2 +

∫ ∞

0
(1− cos(xs)) ν(ds)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
c ≥ 0, ν is a positive measure, and∫∞
0 min(s2, 1) ν(ds) ≤ poly(nMϵ−1)ξ(f,M),
where ξ(f,M) = minx∈[M ]{f(x) | f(x) > 0}

 .

which includes Lp moments, p ∈ [0, 2], ln(1 + |x|), many nearly periodic functions like gnp, and the
symmetric version of the “soft cap” functions studied by Cohen [12]. The total space complexity
is O(m log2(nMm)) = O(ϵ−2 log2(nMϵ−1)) bits.

2SymmetricPoisson(λ) is the distribution of the difference of two independent Poisson(λ/2) variables.
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Throughout the paper we work in the random oracle model, in which we can evaluate uniformly
random hash functions H : [n] → [0, 1]. (The random variables (Yk,v) are mutually independent,
generated by the random oracle H.) The tractability results in [3, 7, 5] apply to the random oracle
model, as do all lower bound reductions to problems in communication complexity, which assume
public randomness.

Organization of §1. In Section 1.1 we introduce harmonic moments, explain why previous ap-
proaches cannot approximate most of the harmonic moments, and analyze a simple 1-cell version of
the SymmetricPoissonTower. In Section 1.2 we illustrate how harmonic moments can be combined to
yield many natural, well studied functions, and how estimators for harmonic moments can be com-
bined with good estimation guarantees. Section 1.3 gives an informal development of the harmonic
moment estimators, and in Section 1.4 we give a formal presentation of the SymmetricPoissonTower’s
guarantees and other new results.

1.1 Harmonic Moments

We start by defining an important family of function moments that have been overlooked so far in
the literature.

Definition 2 (harmonic moments). For any γ > 0, define fγ(x) = 1 − cos(γx). The γ-harmonic
moment of a stream with frequency vector x ∈ Zn is

fγ(x) =
∑
v∈[n]

fγ(xv) =
∑
v∈[n]

(1− cos(γxv)).

In other words, the γ-harmonic moment is the fγ-moment.

If γ = 2π/k for some k ∈ Z+, then fγ(x) is a periodic function with period k. Such harmonic
moments can be estimated by sampling from the support of x modulo k [11]. We will show that
most of the harmonic moments cannot be (1 ± ϵ)-approximated with poly-logarithmic space by
either sampling [4, 11] or by recursively finding L2-heavy hitters [7, 5] at the end of this subsection.
To the best of our knowledge, there is no known sketch that provably estimates the γ-harmonic for
a generic γ > 0. We now describe a high-level strategy for estimating γ-harmonic moments, which
uses symmetric Poisson random variables.

Definition 3 (symmetric Poisson distribution). A symmetric Poisson random variable with rate
λ distributes as the difference of two independent Poisson random variables with rate λ/2. This
distribution is denoted SymmetricPoisson(λ).

Consider the following 1-cell linear sketch, parameterized by a level t > 0.

Rt =
∑
v∈[n]

xvYv,

where Yv ∼ SymmetricPoisson(t) are i.i.d. random variables, provided by the random oracle. The
following lemma contains the key idea.

Lemma 1. For any γ > 0,

EeiγRt = e−tfγ(x).
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Proof. Note that if Z ∼ Poisson(t), then by the Taylor expansion of the exponential,

EeiγZ = e−t
∑
j∈N

tj

j!
eiγj = e−t(1−eiγ). (2)

Thus for Y ∼ SymmetricPoisson(t) and Z ′ ∼ Poisson(t/2), Eq. (2) implies

EeiγY = EeiγZ
′
Ee−iγZ′

= e−
t
2
(1−eiγ)e−

t
2
(1−e−iγ) = e−t(1−cos(γ)). (3)

We can now relate Rt to the fγ-moment as follows.

EeiγRt = Eeiγ
∑

v∈[n] xvYv

=
∏
v∈[n]

EeiγxvYv (Yvs are independent)

=
∏
v∈[n]

e−t(1−cos(γxv)) (Yv ∼ SymmetricPoisson(t) and Eq. (3))

= e−t
∑

v∈[n](1−cos(γxv)) = e−tfγ(x). (Definition 2)

Therefore, eiγRt is an informative statistic of the γ-harmonic moment fγ(x). Specifically, since
|eiγRt | = 1, the empirical average of i.i.d. copies of eiγRt concentrates sub-gaussianly around EeiγRt .
By choosing a suitable t = Θ(1/fγ(x)) for some k ∈ Z, the γ-harmonic moment fγ(x) can be
estimated. We will discuss how this should be done in Section 1.3.

We now demonstrate why previous techniques for universal sketching will fail to estimate most
harmonic moments. The key reason is that 1 − cos(γx) can occasionally be O(1/poly(x)), which
drops too fast for previous techniques.

Lemma 2. Let γ ∈ R+ such that γ/π ̸∈ Q and let fγ(x) = 1− cos(γx). The following statements
are true.

∀k ∈ Z+, fγ(k) > 0 (fγ is positive over Z+)

∀k, j ∈ Z+, k ̸= j ⇐⇒ fγ(k) ̸= fγ(j) (fγ is not periodic over Z+)

∀k ∈ Z+,∃wk ∈ {1, . . . , k}, fγ(wk) = O(1/k2) (fγ is not slow-dropping)

Proof. The first two are trivial since γ/π ̸∈ Q. The last one comes from the following classic
pigeonhole argument. Let β = 2γ/π. For any k ≥ 1, by the pigeonhole principle, there exist
distinct a, b ∈ {1, 2, 3, . . . , k + 1}, such that |(aβ − ⌊aβ⌋)− (bβ − ⌊bβ⌋)| ≤ 1/k. Therefore,

fγ(a− b) = 1− cos((a− b)γ) = 1− cos((aβ − bβ)2π) = 1− cos(((aβ − ⌊aβ⌋)− (bβ − ⌊bβ⌋))2π)
≤ 2π2((aβ − ⌊aβ⌋)− (bβ − ⌊bβ⌋))2 ≤ 2π2/k2,

where we used the fact that 1 − cos(z) ≤ z2/2 for any z ∈ R. Define wk = |a − b| ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
Thus fγ(wk) ≤ 2π2/k2.

By Lemma 2, the ratio
maxj∈[M ] fγ(j)

minj∈[M ] fγ(j)
≥ fγ(1)

O(1/M2)
, which implies polynomially many samples are

need for the L0-sampling scheme [4, 11]. Furthermore, for any fixed γ, fγ(1) is a constant but
fγ(wk) = O(1/k2), which implies fγ is not slow-dropping (see [5, Definition 7]) and thus is out of
the reach of the technique of recursively finding L2-heavy hitters [7, 5].
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1.2 Combination of Harmonic Moments

Except for the theoretical pursuit of fully characterizing tractability, the harmonic moments them-
selves may seem to be of little interest in practice. However, as we will see shortly, the information
scattered in the harmonic moments can be combined to answer meaningful queries. We will show
that the combination of harmonic moments form a rich class of function moments that include
f(x) = |x|p for p ∈ (0, 2], f(x) = 1 [x ̸= 0], log(1 + |x|), and gnp. The combination is intuitive.

• Suppose a function f can be decomposed into harmonics f(x) =
∫∞
0 fγ(x) ν(dγ) where ν is

some positive measure.

• Suppose a universal sketch outputs a family estimates {Vγ}γ∈R+ where Vγ is an approximation
of the fγ-moment.

• Define the combined estimator of f as
∫∞
0 Vγ ν(dγ).

At the first sight, it might look like the combined estimator can have a large error, since the
estimates {Vγ}γ∈R+ are arbitrarily correlated (they are produced with a single universal sketch!).
However, Cohen [12] observed that as long as the mean and variance of each individual estimate
Vγ have good guarantees, such guarantees can be transported to the combined estimator. In [12],
Cohen developed a universal sketch over incremental streams with a min-based sampling scheme.3

In contrast to the turnstile model, incremental streams have a frequency vector x in Nn and only
positive updates are allowed. For any r > 0, let Gr(x) = 1− e−rx. Cohen’s sketch has a collection
of estimators {Vr}r>0 such that for any r > 0,

EVr = Gr(x) =
∑
v∈[n]

(1− e−rxv) (4)

VVr = O(ϵ2)Gr(x)
2. (5)

For any positive measure ν on (0,∞), let Gν(x) =
∫∞
0 Gr(x) ν(dr).

4 Cohen noted [12] that

E
∫ ∞

0
Vr ν(dr) =

∫ ∞

0
EVr ν(dr) =

∑
v∈[n]

Gν(xv) = Gν(x) (Eq. (4))

V
∫ ∞

0
Vr ν(dr) =

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
Cov(Vr, Vr′) ν(dr)ν(dr

′)

≤
∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

√
VVr

√
VVr′ ν(dr)ν(dr′) (Cauchy-Schwartz)

=

(∫ ∞

0

√
VVr ν(dr)

)2

=

(∫ ∞

0
O(ϵ1)Gr(x) ν(dr)

)2

(Eq. (5))

= O(ϵ2)Gν(x)
2.

Therefore, by Chebyshev’s inequality,
∫∞
0 Vr ν(dr) is a (1 ± ϵ)-approximation of the Gν-moment

Gν(x).
In this work we follow Cohen’s framework and construct harmonic estimators whose mean and

variance can be analyzed. Combining such estimators, one may estimate any function moment of
the form fν(x) =

∫∞
0 (1 − cos(γx)) ν(dγ).5 We note the following examples of such functions. For

3Min-based schemes are not applicable over turnstile streams.
4For Gν to exist, the measure ν has to satisfy that

∫∞
0

min(r, 1) ν(dr) < ∞.
5For fν to exist, the measure ν has to satisfy that

∫∞
0

min(γ2, 1) ν(dγ) < ∞.
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x ∈ Z,

|x|p =
∫ ∞

0
(1− cos(xγ))

1

(−Γ(−p)) cos(pπ/2)γ1+p
dγ (Lp-moment, p ∈ (0, 1) ∪ (1, 2))

|x| =
∫ ∞

0
(1− cos(xγ))

2

πγ2
dγ (L1-moment)

1 [x ̸= 0] =

∫ π

0
(1− cos(xγ))

1

π
dγ (L0-moment/support size, x ∈ Z)

1− e−r|x| =

∫ ∞

0
(1− cos(γx))

2r

π(x2 + r2)
dγ (symmetric “soft cap” moment)

gnp(x) =
4

3

∑
γ∈B

(1− cos(2πγx))2−2τ∗(γ) (the nearly periodic function example)

The set B is the set of real numbers in [0, 1) with finite binary representation. The function
τ∗(γ) = min{j ∈ N | 2−j |γ} returns the length of the binary representation of γ. See Appendix A.1
for a justification of the decomposition of gnp.

As seen above, all Lp-moments (p ∈ [0, 2)) are within the span of the harmonic moments. The
symmetric version of Cohen’s basis functions G∗

r(x) = 1 − e−r|x| are in the span of the harmonic
moments, as well as their linear combinations. For example,

log(1 + |x|) =
∫ ∞

0
(1− e−r|x|)e−rr−1 dr.

Not surprisingly, the featured nearly periodic function gnp from [5] lies in the span of the harmonic
moments. Observe that gnp(x) = 1/x for x = 2−k, k ∈ N, which makes it out of the reach of
the technique of finding L2-heavy hitters [5]. Nevertheless, gnp can be accurately estimated by
combining the estimates of harmonic moments.

The L2-moment, on the other hand, lies on the “border” of the harmonic moments, since
|x|2 = limγ→0

2
γ2 (1−cos(xγ)), which will be estimated separately (see Section 3.1) in this harmonic

sketching framework.

1.3 Implicit Level Selection

The take-away message from Section 1.1 is that if one maintains the linear sketch Rt =
∑

v∈[n] xvYv,
where Yv ∼ SymmetricPoisson(t), then for any γ > 0,

EeiγRt = e−tfγ(x). (Lemma 1)

By selecting t = Θ(1/fγ(x)), the γ-harmonic moment fγ(x) can be (1 ± ϵ)-approximated with
O(ϵ−2) i.i.d. copies of Rt.

To minimize the space complexity, we will select the suitable level t implicitly.6 Instead of using
auxiliary data structures to select a proper level t, we maintain levels7 Rt with t = e−k/m, k ∈ Z,

6Kane, Nelson, and Woodruff faced a similar level selection problem in estimating distinct elements [21]. Their
approach would be to choose t from a rough estimator of fγ(x), which would return a large constant factor approximate
in the range [c1fγ(x), c2fγ(x)] with probability 1 − δ. However, here the variance is complicated to bound with
such explicit level selectors. A rough bound for the increase in variance for failed selections is O(n2) (note that
fγ(x) = O(n)), which will require δ = O(1/poly(n)) to suppress. This will add an additional log(n) factor to the
algorithm.

7While it is more common in the streaming literature [16] to maintain m i.i.d. cells at levels 2−k, k ∈ Z, here we
sample a single cell at finer levels e−k/m, k ∈ Z. This trick is known as smoothing in [23], which is used for removing
the oscillating component in the estimators.
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and aggregate them as follows.

Uγ =
∑
k∈Z

(1− eiγRe−k/m )e
1
3
k/m,

whose mean is8

EUγ =
∑
k∈Z

E(1− eiγRe−k/m )e
1
3
k/m

=
∑
k∈Z

(1− e−e−k/mfγ(x))e
1
3
k/m (Lemma 1)

= fγ(x)
1/3
∑
k∈Z

(1− e−e−(k−m log fγ (x))/m

)e
1
3
(k−m log fγ(x))/m

≈ fγ(x)1/3
∑
k∈Z

(1− e−e−k/m
)e

1
3
k/m (Shift k ← ⌊k −m log fγ(x)⌋)

Roughly speaking we have EUγ ∝ fγ(x)
1/3. Let U

(1)
γ , U

(2)
γ , U

(3)
γ be three i.i.d. copies of Uγ . We

know U
(1)
γ U

(2)
γ U

(3)
γ will be a roughly unbiased estimator for fγ(x) after normalization. The reason

that this sum implicitly chooses the correct levels is because the contribution to the mean decays
exponentially outside the suitable levels.

• When k ≫ log2 fγ(x),
(
1− e−2−kfγ(x)

)
2k/3 ≈ 2−kfγ(x)2

k/3 = fγ(x)2
−2k/3. Thus the contri-

bution to the mean EUγ is vanishing exponentially as k →∞.

• When k ≪ log2 fγ(x),
(
1− e−2−kfγ(x)

)
2k/3 ≈ 2k/3. Thus the contribution to the mean is

also vanishing exponentially as k → −∞.

The construction of Uγ is similar to Pettie and Wang’s [25] recent “τ -GRA” cardinality esti-
mators for HyperLogLog and PCSA, which aggregate statistics at each level 2−k with weight 2−τk,
called τ -aggregation. Uγ can be considered as a (−1/3)-aggregation in [25]’s framework.

Remark 1. It may seem unnatural to first construct an estimator Uγ for fγ(x)
1/3 and then estimate

fγ(x) with three i.i.d. copies of Uγ . It would be simpler to set U ′
γ =

∑
k∈Z(1 − e

iγR
e−k/m )ek/m or

U ′′
γ =

∑
k∈Z(1 − e

iγR
e−k/m )e

1
2
k/m, where by the same line of argument, one gets EU ′

γ ∝ fγ(x) and

EU ′′
γ ∝ fγ(x)

1/2. However, we note that EU ′
γ does not, in fact, exist, and E(U ′′

γ )
2 also does not

exist. Thus, for the estimator to have finite mean and variance, three copies are needed in this
approach.

1.4 New Results

We now formally state the main theorem. We first define the function family

F∗ = {f(x) = cx2 +

∫ ∞

0
(1− cos γx) ν(dγ) | c ∈ R+, ν is a positive measure},

8Later on we will establish that Uγ is absolutely convergent almost surely and the summation and expectation
can be interchanged. The construction of Uγ may look unnatural but it is just a mathematically correct ver-

sion of the following “formal” computation. If one sets U ′
γ =

∑
k∈Z e

iγR
2−k 2k, then EU ′

γ =
∑

k∈Z e
−2−kfγ(x)2k ≈

fγ(x)
∑

k∈Z e
−2−k

2k, and fγ(x) is extracted. Such computation is mathematical nonsense (
∑

k∈Z e
−2−k

2k = ∞) but
does convey the correct intuition for building Uγ .
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which is the mathematical span of the harmonic moments as well as x2. The family F mentioned
earlier is a subset of F∗ that are proved to be tractable in the main theorem below.

For any f ∈ F∗, define Cf =
∫∞
0 min(γ2, 1) ν(dγ). Note that for any x ∈ R, f(x) is finite if and

only if Cf <∞. Recall M ∈ Z+ is the frequency bound. Define ξ(f,M) = minx∈[M ]{f(x) | f(x) >
0}.

Theorem 1 (Universal Harmonic Sketch). There exists an O(ϵ−2 log2(nϵ−1M))-bit space sketch
(SymmetricPoissonTower) such that for any turnstile stream with frequency vector x ∈ {−M, . . . ,M}n,
the following statements are true.

Combination For any function f ∈ F∗ such that Cf/ξ(f,M) = O(poly(nMϵ−1)), a (1 ± ϵ)-
approximation of the f -moment can be returned with probability 2/3.

Signed combination For any functions f, g ∈ F∗ such that f(x) − g(x) = Ω(f(x) + g(x)) for
x ∈ [M ] and (Cf + Cg)/ξ(f − g,M) = O(poly(nMϵ−1)), a (1 ± ϵ)-approximation of the
(f − g)-moment can be returned with probability 2/3.

Remark 2. In the usual region where ϵ−1 = O(poly(n)) and M = O(poly(n)), the space is
O(ϵ−2 log2 n). The family F mentioned in the abstract and introduction covers the first case of
Theorem 1. The signed combination in the second case greatly expands the class of approximable
functions for the universal harmonic sketch. The condition f(x) − g(x) = Ω(f(x) + g(x)) implies
f(x)− g(x) is always non-negative, which is a necessary condition for (f − g) to be tractable [11].

We now discuss the parameters in the condition of the main theorem.

function constant Cf . For any fixed function f ∈ F∗, Cf is a constant. For example, one may
compute that for the Lp-moments where f(x) = |x|p, the constants C|x|p ≤ 2 for any p ∈ (0, 2)

and for the L0-moment, C1[x ̸=0] < 1. For the gnp function, Cgnp ≤ 2
3 ; see Appendix A.1.

However, given that the sketch is universal, when a family of functions f are considered, the
constraint Cf = O(poly(nMϵ−1)) may matter.

drop rate ξ(f,M). For any increasing function f ∈ F∗, ξ(f,M) = f(1) is a constant. The
constraint ξ(f,M) = Ω(1/ poly(nMϵ−1)) only matters when f can become very small over
the frequency range {1, . . . ,M}. Note that this condition in the main theorem is much weaker
than the corresponding condition in previous techniques. The sampling scheme [4] and L2-
heavy hitter scheme [7, 5] will fail whenever ξ(f,M) is not sub-polynomial. In our main
theorem, ξ(f,M) can decrease with any polynomial rate. This allows the harmonic sketch
to approximate gnp for which ξ(gnp,M) = Θ(1/M) and the golden harmonic function ggold
(Lemma 3, below) for which ξ(ggold,M) = Θ(1/M2).

While there are potentially many function moments covered by the main theorem that cannot
be done by previous techniques, it is not an easy task to identify a specific one. One example is
the gnp function from [5], which has an ad hoc solution, but is covered by our main Theorem 1.
To demonstrate the power of Theorem 1, we now define the golden harmonic moment, which has
no obvious ad hoc solution. We prove that the golden harmonic moment is not periodic, not
slow-dropping [5], but covered by Theorem 1. Refer to Appendix A.2 for the proof of Lemma 3.

Lemma 3 (golden harmonic moment). Let ggold(x) = 1− cos(1+
√
5

2 · 2πx) for x ∈ Z. Then

• ggold is not periodic over Z.

• ggold is not slow-dropping since ggold(1) > 1.7 and ξ(ggold,M) = O(1/M2).

• ggold is covered by Theorem 1 since Cggold = 1 and ξ(ggold,M) = Ω(1/M2).
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notation definition name note

∥x∥0
∑

v∈[n] 1 [xv ̸= 0] support size x ∈ Zn

∥x∥p (
∑

v∈[n] |xv|p)1/p p-norm x ∈ Zn, p ∈ (0,∞)

∥x∥∞ maxv∈[n] |xv| maximum norm x ∈ Zn

fγ(x)
∑

v∈[n](1− cos(γxv)) γ-harmonic moment x ∈ Zn, γ ∈ R+

VZ E((Z − EZ)(Z − EZ)) variance complex random variable Z

Table 1: Notations

1.5 Organization

In Section 2, we construct the SymmetricPoissonTower sketch to estimate all harmonic moments.
We analyze the combined estimators in Section 3. We assemble the proof of the main theorem in
Section 4.

2 The SymmetricPoissonTower Sketch

Recall that a SymmetricPoisson(λ) random variable distributes as the difference of two independent
Poisson random variables with rate λ/2. We first list a few more properties of symmetric Poissons.

Lemma 4. Let Y ∼ SymmetricPoisson(λ).

• EY = 0, EY 2 = VY = λ, EY 4 = λ+ 3λ2, VY 2 = λ+ 2λ2.

• EeizY = e−λ(1−cos(z)) for any z ∈ R.

• P(Y = 0) = e−λ/2.

Following the discussion in Sections 1.1 to 1.3, we now formally define the SymmetricPoisson-
Tower sketch.

Definition 4. An abstract SymmetricPoissonTower is parameterized by a single integer m, which
controls the variance of the estimates, and consists of an infinite vector (Xj)j∈Z of cells, initialized
as 0Z. For any j ∈ Z,

Xj =
∑
v∈[n]

xvZv,j ,

where Zv,j ∼ SymmetricPoisson(e−j/m). All Zv,js are independent and assigned by the random
oracle. In other words, Update(v, y) is implemented as follows.

Update(v, y): For each j ∈ Z, set Xj ← Xj + Zv,jy, where Zv,js are independent Poisson(e−j/m)
random variables.

The [a, b)-truncated SymmetricPoissonTower only stores (Xj)j∈[a,b).

We will first analyze this abstract (infinite) SymmetricPoissonTower and then prove that it
suffices to store an [a, b)-truncated SymmetricPoissonTower with b − a = O(m log(nmM)) cells, at
a cost of O(1/ poly(nmM)) to the bias of the estimates. See Table 1 for notations.
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2.1 (−1/3)-Aggregation

As discussed in Section 1.3, the γ-harmonic moment fγ(x) can be inferred from eiγXks where
e−k/m = Θ(1/fγ(x)). The estimator is based on the following statistic which selects suitable levels
implicitly.

Definition 5 ((−1/3)-aggregation). For any γ ∈ R+, define

Uγ =
∞∑

k=−∞
(1− eiγXk)e

1
3
k/m.

To invoke Fubini’s theorem when computing EUγ and EU2
γ , we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5. The following statements are true. For any γ ∈ R+ and m ∈ Z+,

•
∑∞

k=−∞ E|1− eiγXk |e
1
3
k/m ≤ 14m∥x∥1/30 ,

•
∑∞

k=−∞ E|1− eiγXk |2e
2
3
k/m ≤ 44m∥x∥2/30 .

Proof. Recall that Zv,k ∼ SymmetricPoisson(e−k/m) and thus by Lemma 4, P(Zv,k = 0) = e−e−k/m/2.
Since Xk =

∑n
v=1 Zv,kxv,

P(Xk = 0) ≥ P(∀v ∈ supp(x), Zv,k = 0) = e−e−k/m∥x∥0/2.

Note that |1−eiγXk | ≤ 2. Thus E|1−eiγXk | ≤ 2P(Xk ̸= 0) ≤ 2(1−e−e−k/m∥x∥0/2) and E|1−eiγXk |2 ≤
4P(Xk ̸= 0) ≤ 4(1− e−e−k/m∥x∥0/2). Now we compute

∞∑
k=−∞

E|1− eiγXk |e
1
3
k/m

≤ 2
∞∑

k=−∞
(1− e−e−k/m∥x∥0/2)e

1
3
k/m

= 2

∞∑
k=−∞

η1(k/m; a, b, c)

where η1 is defined in Lemma 15 and a = 0, b = ∥x∥0/2, c = 1/3

≤ 2m

∫ ∞

−∞
η1(x; a, b, c) dx+ 2

∣∣∣∣∣m
∫ ∞

−∞
η1(x; a, b, c)−

∞∑
k=−∞

η1(k/m; a, b, c)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ 2(−Γ(−1/3))m(∥x∥0/2)1/3 + 2(3 + Γ(2/3))(∥x∥0/2)1/3 (Lemma 15(1,6))

≤ 14m∥x∥1/30 .

Along the same lines, we have

∞∑
k=−∞

E|1− eiγXk |2e
1
3
k/m

≤ 4

∞∑
k=−∞

η1(k/m; a, b, c)
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Figure 1: Gamma function Γ(x) over (−1, 0) ∪ (0, 1)

where a = 0, b = ∥x∥0/2, c = 2/3

≤ 4(−Γ(−2/3))m(∥x∥0/2)2/3 + 4(6 + Γ(1/3))(∥x∥0/2)2/3 (Lemma 15(1,6))

≤ 44m∥x∥2/30 .

We now compute the mean and variance of Uγ . Note that we will use the Gamma function
Γ(x), which is negative over (−1, 0) and positive over (0, 1). See Fig. 1.

Lemma 6 (mean of Uγ). For any γ ∈ R+,

m−1EUγ = (−Γ(−1/3) +O(m−1))fγ(x)
1/3,

as m→∞.

Proof. By Lemma 5, we invoke Fubini’s theorem and exchange the order of expectation and sum.

EUγ =
∞∑

k=−∞
(1− EeiγXk)e

1
3
k/m

By Lemma 1,

=
∞∑

k=−∞
(1− e−e−k/mfγ(x))e

1
3
k/m

=

∞∑
k=−∞

η1(k/m; a, b, c),

where a = 0, b = fγ(x), c = 1/3. By Lemma 15, we know∣∣∣EUγ −mfγ(x)1/3(−Γ(−1/3))
∣∣∣ ≤ (3 + Γ(2/3))fγ(x)

1/3.
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Lemma 7 (variance of Uγ). For any γ ∈ R+,

m−1VUγ = 22/3(−Γ(−2/3))(1 +O(m−1))fγ(x)
2/3,

as m→∞.

Proof. We first check the integrability.

∞∑
k=−∞

∞∑
j=−∞

E|1− eiγXk ||1− eiγXj |e
1
3
(k+j)/m

≤
∞∑

k=−∞
E|1− eiγXk |2e

2
3
k/m + (

∞∑
k=−∞

E|1− eiγXk |e
1
3
k/m)2

≤ 240m2∥x∥2/30 <∞. (by Lemma 5)

Then, by Fubini’s theorem, we have

VUγ = EUγUγ − EUγEUγ =
∞∑

k=−∞

∞∑
j=−∞

E(1− eiγXk)(1− e−iγXj )e
1
3
(k+j)/m

−
∞∑

k=−∞

∞∑
j=−∞

E(1− eiγXk)E(1− e−iγXj )e
1
3
(k+j)/m

=

∞∑
k=−∞

(1− |EeiγXk |2)e
2
3
k/m

=

∞∑
k=−∞

(1− e−2e−k/m[x;γ])e
2
3
k/m

= η1(k/m; 0, 2fγ(x), 2/3).

By Lemma 15, we know∣∣∣VUγ −m(2fγ(x))
2/3(−Γ(−2/3))

∣∣∣ ≤ (6 + Γ(1/3))(2fγ(x))
2/3

2.2 Triple SymmetricPoissonTower

As in Section 1.3, the final trick is to store three independent copies of the SymmetricPoissonTower

and obtain three i.i.d. copies of Uγ , denoted as U
(1)
γ , U

(2)
γ , U

(3)
γ . Define Vγ as

Vγ = (−Γ(−1/3))−3m−3U (1)
γ U (2)

γ U (3)
γ .

Theorem 2 (triple SymmetricPoissonTower). Let X = (X
(j)
k )k∈Z,j=1,2,3 be a triple SymmetricPois-

sonTower. For any γ ∈ R+, let

Vγ = (−Γ(−1/3))−3m−3
3∏

j=1

( ∞∑
k=−∞

(1− eiγX
(j)
k )e

1
3
k/m

)
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Then

EVγ = (1 +O(m−1))fγ(x)

VVγ = (m−1 +O(m−2)) · 3 · 2
2/3(−Γ(−2/3))
(−Γ(−1/3))2

· fγ(x)2.

Proof. Recall that (−Γ(−1/3))3Vγ = m−3U
(1)
γ U

(2)
γ U

(3)
γ , where U (j)γ s are i.i.d. copies of Uγ . We

first compute the mean. By Lemma 6,

EVγ =
(
(−Γ(−1/3))−1m−1EUγ

)3
=
(
(1 +O(m−1))fγ(x)

1/3
)3

= (1 +O(m−1))fγ(x).

We now compute the variance.

(−Γ(−1/3))6EVγVγ =
(
m−2EUγUγ

)3
=
(
m−2VUγ +m−2EUγEUγ

)3
(−Γ(−1/3))6EVγEVγ =

(
m−2EUγEUγ

)3
(−Γ(−1/3))6VVγ =

(
m−2VUγ +m−2EUγEUγ

)3 − (m−2EUγEUγ

)3
= m−3

(
m−1VUγ

)3
+ 3m−2

(
m−1VUγ

)2 (
m−2EUγEUγ

)
+ 3m−1

(
m−1VU

) (
m−2EUγEUγ

)2
.

Note that by Lemma 7,m−1VUγ = (22/3(−Γ(−2/3))+O(m−1))fγ(x)
2/3 and by Lemma 6, |m−1EUγ | =

(−Γ(−1/3) +O(m−1))fγ(x)
1/3. Thus the last term dominates and we have

= 3m−1
(
m−1VUγ)(m

−2EUγEUγ

)2 (
1 +O(m−1)

)
= 3m−1

(
22/3(−Γ(−2/3))

)
fγ(x)

2/3(−Γ(−1/3))4fγ(x)4/3
(
1 +O(m−1)

)
.

We conclude that

VVγ = (m−1 +O(m−2)) · 3 · 2
2/3(−Γ(−2/3))
(−Γ(−1/3))2

· fγ(x)2.

2.3 The Truncated Tower

We now consider a finite truncation (Xk)a≤k<b. The discussion in Section 1.3 suggests that we only
need to store an interval of cells in order to estimate the γ-harmonic moment fγ(x). Define the
[a, b)-truncated (−1/3)-aggregation as

Uγ;a,b =

b−1∑
k=a

(
1− eiγXk

)
e

1
3
k/m,

The statistic Uγ;a,b can be obtained by maintaining only (b− a) cells. We now formally show that
the contribution to the first and second moments being truncated decays exponentially in both
directions.

Lemma 8. Let A = Uγ, B = Uγ;−∞,a and C = Ub,∞. Define ∥x∥0 =
∑

v∈[n] 1 [xv ̸= 0]. Then
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1. E|A| ≤ poly(∥x∥0m).

2. |B| ≤ e
1
3
a/m poly(∥x∥0m).

3. E|C| ≤ e−
2
3
b/m poly(∥x∥0m).

4. E|A|2 ≤ poly(∥x∥0m).

5. |B|2 ≤ e
2
3
a/m poly(∥x∥0m).

6. E|C|2 ≤ e−
4
3
b/m poly(∥x∥0m).

7. E|A||B| ≤ e
1
3
a/m poly(∥x∥0m).

8. E|B||C| ≤ e
1
3
a/m− 2

3
b/m poly(∥x∥0m).

9. E|C||A| ≤ e−
2
3
b/m poly(∥x∥0m).

Proof. 1. Follow from Lemma 5 by noting that E|
∑

k∈Z(1−eiγXk)e
1
3
k/m| ≤

∑
k∈Z E|1−eiγXk |e

1
3
k/m.

2. |B| = |
∑a−1

k=−∞(1− eiγXk)e
1
3
k/m| ≤ 2

∑a−1
k=−∞ e

1
3
k/m = e

1
3
a/m ·O(m).

3. E|C| ≤
∑∞

k=b E|1 − eiγXk |e
1
3
k/m. As in Lemma 5, E|1 − eiγXk | ≤ 2(1 − e−e−k/m∥x∥0/2) ≤

e−k/m∥x∥0. Thus E|C| ≤
∑∞

k=b∥x∥0e
− 2

3
k/m = ∥x∥0e−

2
3
b/m ·O(m).

4. Proved in Lemma 7.

5. By part 2.

6. As in Lemma 5, we have E|1 − eiγXk |2 ≤ 4(1 − e−e−k/m∥x∥0/2) ≤ 2e−k/m∥x∥0 and for j ̸= k,
E|1− eiγXk ||1− eiγXj | = E|1− eiγXk |E|1− eiγXj | ≤ e−(k+j)/m∥x∥20. Thus

E|C|2 ≤
∑
j≥b

∑
k≥b

E|1− eiγXj ||1− eiγXk |e
j+k
3

/m

≤
∑
j≥b

∑
k≥b

e−(j+k)/m∥x∥20e
j+k
3

/m

= ∥x∥20(
∑
j≥b

e−
2
3
j/m)2

= e−
4
3
b/m poly(∥x∥0m).

7. By parts 1 and 2.

8. By parts 2 and 3.

9. Follows from parts 4 and 6. Note that E|A||C| ≤
√
E|A|2E|C|2 by Cauchy-Schwartz.

Theorem 3 (truncated harmonic estimator). For any γ > 0, define the truncated estimator

Vγ;a,b = m−3(−Γ(−1/3))−3
3∏

j=1

(
b−1∑
k=a

(
1− eiγX

(j)
k

)
e

1
3
k/m

)

For any a ≤ 0 ≤ b,

|EVγ;a,b − EVγ | ≤ (e
1
3
a/m + e−

2
3
b/m) poly(∥x∥0m)

|VVγ;a,b − VVγ | ≤ (e
1
3
a/m + e−

2
3
b/m) poly(∥x∥0m).
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Proof. Let the A(j), B(j), and C(j) be i.i.d. copies of A, B, and C, defined in Lemma 8. Recall that
the infinite SymmetricPoissonTower has estimator

Vγ =
A(1)A(2)A(3)

m3(−Γ(−1/3))3

and the truncated SymmetricPoissonTower has estimator

Vγ;a,b =

(
A(1) −B(1) − C(1)

) (
A(2) −B(2) − C(2)

) (
A(3) −B(3) − C(3)

)
m3(−Γ(−1/3))3

.

We first bound their difference in the mean.

|EVγ − EVγ;a,b|
=
∣∣(E(A−B − C))3 − (EA)3

∣∣
≤ 3(E|A|)2(E|B|+ E|C|) + 3(E|A|)(E|B|+ E|C|)2 + (E|B|+ E|C|)3

According to Lemma 8, we know E|B| ≤ e
1
3
a/m poly(∥x∥0m), E|C| ≤ e−

2
3
b/m poly(∥x∥0m), and

E|A| ≤ poly(∥x∥0m). Since we assume a ≤ 0 ≤ b, we have

≤ (e
1
3
a/m + e−

2
3
b/m) poly(∥x∥0m),

Now we bound the difference in the second moment.∣∣E|Vγ |2 − E|Vγ;a,b|2
∣∣

=
∣∣∣(E|A−B − C|2)3 − (E|A|2)3∣∣∣

=
∣∣∣(E(|A|2 + |B|2 + |C|2 −AB −AC −BA+BC − CA+ CB))3 − (E|A|2

)3∣∣∣ ,
where the dominating term (E|A|2)3 is canceled and we have

= O((E|A|2)2 · (E|A||B|+ E|A||C|))

Similarly by Lemma 8, we know E|A|2 = poly(∥x∥0m), E|A||B| = e
1
3
a/m poly(∥x∥0m), and E|A||C| =

e−
2
3
b/m poly(∥x∥0m). We thus have

≤ (e
1
3
a/m + e−

2
3
b/m) poly(∥x∥0m).

We have proved first and second moment have vanishing differences, which implies the difference
in variance is also (e

1
3
a/m + e−

2
3
b/m) poly(∥x∥0m).

3 Analysis of Combined Estimators

Let {Vγ;a,b}γ>0 be the truncated harmonic estimators in Theorem 3. We just showed that the mean
of Vγ;a,b can be made arbitrarily close to the mean of Vγ by picking small enough a and large enough
b. Choosing a = −Ω(m log(mn)) and b = Ω(m log(mn)), the difference |EVγ;a,b − EVγ | becomes
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O(1/ poly(mn)). For a function f(x) =
∫∞
0 (1− cos(xγ)) ν(dγ), to estimate the f -moment one may

try to combine the individual estimates as discussed in Section 1.2. However, note that

E
∫ ∞

0
Vγ;a,b ν(dγ) =

∫ ∞

0
(EVγ +O(1/ poly(mn))) ν(dγ) (Theorem 3)

=

∫ ∞

0
((1 +O(m−1))fγ(x) +O(1/poly(mn))) ν(dγ) (Theorem 2)

= (1 +O(m−1))f(x) +O(1/poly(mn)) ·
∫ ∞

0
ν(dγ),

where in general
∫∞
0 ν(dγ) can be infinite. For example, to estimate the L1-moment, we have

f(x) = |x| =
∫∞
0 (1 − cos(xγ)) 2

πγ2 dγ. For this function f , we have
∫∞
0

2
πγ2 dγ = ∞. Recall that

for
∫∞
0 (1− cos(xγ)) ν(dγ) to be well-defined, one only needs

∫∞
0 min(γ2, 1) ν(dγ) to be finite. The

reason that the attempt above fails is that, when γ is near 0, the density ν(dγ) is unbounded and
any non-zero additive bias is too large for the combined estimator. We thus need to split f into two
parts f<ζ(x) =

∫ ζ
0 (1− cos(xγ)) ν(dγ) and f≥ζ(x) =

∫∞
ζ (1− cos(xγ)) ν(dγ) for estimation, where ζ

is to be determined later.
Before we proceed, we first define a quantity that measures the “size” of the function f .

Definition 6 (function constant Cf ). For any f =
∫∞
0 (1 − cos(xγ)) ν(dγ) where ν is a positive

measure, define Cf =
∫∞
0 min(γ2, 1) ν(dγ). Note that for any x ∈ R, f(x) is finite if and only if

Cf <∞.

3.1 Estimation of the f<ζ-Moment

We first show that, when ζ is small enough, the f<ζ-moment can be approximated by the L2-
moment ∥x∥22.

Lemma 9. Recall that f<ζ(x) =
∫ ζ
0 (1−cos(γx)) ν(dγ). The f<ζ-moment of x ∈ Zn can be bounded

as follows. (
1− ζ2∥x∥22

12

)
· 1
2
∥x∥22

∫ ζ

0
γ2 ν(dγ) ≤ f<ζ(x) ≤

1

2
∥x∥22

∫ ζ

0
γ2 ν(dγ).

Proof. We first note the following approximation of (1− cos(x)). For any x ∈ R,

x2/2− x4/24 ≤ 1− cos(x) ≤ x2/2.

On the one hand, we have∑
v∈[n]

∫ ζ

0
(1− cos(γxv)) ν(dγ) ≤

∑
v∈[n]

∫ ζ

0
γ2x2

v/2 ν(dγ)

=
1

2
∥x∥22

∫ ζ

0
γ2 ν(dγ).

On the other hand,∑
v∈[n]

∫ ζ

0
(1− cos(γxv)) ν(dγ) ≥

∑
v∈[n]

∫ ζ

0
(γ2x2

v/2− γ4x4
v/24) ν(dγ)

=
1

2
∥x∥22

∫ ζ

0
γ2 ν(dγ)− 1

24
∥x∥44

∫ ζ

0
γ4 ν(dγ)

≥ 1

2
∥x∥22

∫ ζ

0
γ2 ν(dγ)− 1

24
∥x∥44ζ2

∫ ζ

0
γ2 ν(dγ).
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Finally we note that ∥x∥4 ≤ ∥x∥2.

Thus by choosing ζ = O(1/ poly(m∥x∥2)), 1
2∥x∥

2
2

∫ ζ
0 γ

2 ν(dγ) will be a (1±O(m−1))-approximation
of the f<ζ-moment. It suffices now to approximate the L2-moment ∥x∥22. The classic L2-moment
can be estimated with a separate AMS sketch [1]. Nevertheless, to demonstrate the universality of
the SymmetricPoissonTower sketch, we will use its cells X0, . . . , Xm−1 to estimate L2, which are not
independent from the harmonic estimators {Vγ;a,b}.

Lemma 10 (L2-moment estimator). Let (Xk)a≤k<b be a truncated symmetric Poisson tower with
parameter m where a ≤ 0 and b ≥ m. Then we define the L2-estimator,

Ψ =
1

m

m−1∑
k=0

X2
ke

k/m.

We have

EΨ = ∥x∥22
VΨ ≤ (3 + e)m−1∥x∥42.

Proof. Recall that Xk =
∑

v∈[n] Zv,kxv where Zv,k ∼ SymmetricPoisson(e−k/m). By Lemma 4, we

know EZv,k = 0, EZ2
v,k = e−k/m, and EZ4

v,k = e−k/m + 3e−2k/m. Thus similar to the AMS sketch,

EX2
k =

∑
v∈[n]

x2
vEZ2

v,k = e−k/m∥x∥22.

Thus EΨ = ∥x∥22. Then

EX4
k =

∑
v∈[n]

x4
vEZ4

v,k + 6
∑
s<t

x2
sx

2
tEZ2

v,sEZ2
v,t

≤ (e−k/m + 3e−2k/m)∥x∥42

Now

EΨ2 ≤ 1

m2

m−1∑
k=0

EX4
ke

2k/m + (
1

m

m−1∑
k=0

EX2
ke

k/m)2

=
∥x∥42
m2

m−1∑
k=0

(ek/m + 3) + ∥x∥42

≤ ∥x∥
4
2

m
(3 + e) + ∥x∥42.

Thus VΨ ≤ EΨ2 − (EΨ)2 ≤ (3 + e)m−1∥x∥42.

3.2 Estimation of the f≥ζ-Moment

We proceed as in Section 1.2. Let {Vγ;a,b}γ≥ζ be the set of harmonic estimators generated from the
truncated triple SymmetricPoissonTower in Theorem 3. For f≥ζ(x) =

∫∞
ζ (1− cos(xγ)) ν(dγ), define

ϕf≥ζ ;a,b =

∫ ∞

ζ
Vγ;a,b ν(dγ).
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By Theorem 3, we know EVγ;a,b = EVγ +O(δ) where δ = (e
1
3
a/m + e−

2
3
b/m) poly(∥x∥0m).

We have

Eϕf≥ζ ;a,b =

∫ ∞

ζ
EVγ;a,b ν(dγ)

=

∫ ∞

ζ
((1 +O(m−1))fγ(x) +O(δ)) ν(dγ)

= (1 +O(m−1))

∫ ∞

ζ
fγ(x) ν(dγ) +O(δ)

∫ ∞

ζ
ν(dγ)

note that since ζ < 1, we have
∫∞
ζ ν(dγ) ≤ ζ−2

∫∞
0 min(γ2, 1) ν(dγ) = ζ−2Cf

= (1 +O(m−1))

∫ ∞

ζ
fγ(x) ν(dγ) +O(δ)ζ−2Cf .

The variance can be bounded similarly and we will leave it in the proof of Theorem 4.

3.3 Combination

We now prove the main technical theorem.

Theorem 4 (“frequency-domain” estimator). Let x ∈ Zn be the input frequency vector and

(X
(j)
k )a≤k<b,j=1,2,3 be a [a, b)-truncated triple SymmetricPoissonTower with parameter m. For any

function f(x) = σ2x2/2+
∫∞
0 (1−cos(xγ)) ν(dγ) where ν is a positive measure with Cf =

∫∞
0 min(γ2, 1) ν(dγ).

Denote the estimator for f as

ϕf ;a,b =
1

2

(
σ2 +

∫ ζ

0
γ2 ν(dγ)

) ∑3
j=1

∑m−1
k=0 (X

(j)
k )2ek/m

3m

+

∫ ∞

ζ

∏3
j=1

(∑b−1
k=a(1− eiγX

(j)
k )e

1
3
k/m
)

m3(−Γ(−1/3))3
ν(dγ).

Set ζ = O(1/ poly(∥x∥2m)). If a = −Ω(m log(∥x∥2m)) and b = Ω(m log(∥x∥2m)), then ϕf ;a,b is a
(1±O(m−1))-approximate of the f -moment with negligible bias.

Eϕf ;a,b = (1 +O(m−1))
∑
v∈[n]

f(xv) +O(
Cf

poly(∥x∥2m)
)

Vϕf ;a,b ≤ O(m−1) ·

∑
v∈[n]

f(xv)

2

+O(
C2
f

poly(∥x∥2m)
).

Proof. For simplicity, we write ϕf ;a,b as αA+B where α = 1
2(σ

2+
∫ ζ
0 γ

2 ν(dγ)), A =
∑3

j=1

∑m−1
k=0 (X

(j)
k )2ek/m

3m ,

and B =
∫∞
ζ

∏3
j=1(

∑b−1
k=a(1−e

iγX
(j)
k )e

1
3 k/m)

m3(−Γ(−1/3))3
ν(dγ). By Lemma 10, we know

EA = ∥x∥22
VA ≤ (1 + e/3)m−1∥x∥42.
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With Lemma 9, we know

EαA = (1 +O(m−1))f<ζ(x)

V(αA) ≤ (1 + e/3)m−1 (f<ζ(x))
2 (1 +O(m−1))

Since x ∈ Zn, we always have ∥x∥0 ≤ ∥x∥22. By the calculation in Section 3.2 and the assumptions
on ζ, a, b, we have

EB = (1 +O(m−1))
∑
v∈[n]

f≥ζ(xv) + Cf ·O(1/ poly(∥x∥2m))

Similarly, for the variance we have

VB ≤
(∫ ∞

ζ

√
VVγ;a,b ν(γ)

)2

≤
(∫ ∞

ζ

√
VVγ +O(1/poly(∥x∥2m)) ν(γ)

)2

(Theorem 3)

≤
(∫ ∞

ζ

√
(m−1 +O(m−2)) · C · fγ(x)2 +O(1/poly(∥x∥2m)) ν(γ)

)2

(Theorem 2)

note that fγ(x) ≤ 2∥x∥0 ≤ 2∥x∥22 and
∫∞
ζ ν(dγ) ≤ ζ−2

∫∞
ζ min(γ2, 1) ν(dγ) = ζ−2Cf .

≤
(∫ ∞

ζ

√
(m−1 +O(m−2)) · C · fγ(x)2 +

√
O(1/ poly(∥x∥2m)) ν(γ)

)2

≤
(√

(m−1 +O(m−2)) · Cf≥ζ(x) +
√
O(1/ poly(∥x∥2m))ζ−2Cf

)2
Note that we have 1 + e/3 < 2 and C = 3·22/3(−Γ(−2/3))

(−Γ(−1/3))2
< 2. We conclude that

E(αA+B) = (1 +O(m−1))f(x) + Cf ·O(1/ poly(∥x∥2m))

V(αA+B) ≤ (
√
V(αA) +

√
VB)2

≤
(√

2(m+O(m−2))f(x) +O(1/ poly(∥x∥2m)) · Cf

)2
We know f≥ζ(x) ≤

∑
v∈[n]

∫∞
ζ 2 ν(dγ) = O(ζ−2Cf∥x∥0) and f<ζ(x) ≤ 1

2∥x∥
2
2Cf (Lemma 9). There-

fore f(x) = O(ζ−2Cf∥x∥0). We have assumed ζ = O(1/ poly(∥x∥2m)) and thus

≤ O(m−1) (f(x))2 +O(1/ poly(∥x∥2m)) · C2
f .

The the “frequency domain” estimator above might look daunting but in practice f can usually
be approximated with a few main harmonic moments. In the case where f cannot be approximated
by sparse harmonics, we provide the following alternative estimator, which can be computed with
at most O(m3 log3(nMm)) evaluations of the function fζ .
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Corollary 1 (“time-domain” estimator). With the setup in Theorem 4, define ψf ;a,b as

ψf ;a,b =
1

2

(
σ2 +

∫ ζ

0
γ2 ν(dγ)

) ∑3
j=1

∑m−1
k=0 (X

(j)
k )2ek/m

3m

+m−3(−Γ(−1/3))−3
b−1∑
j=a

b−1∑
k=a

b−1∑
l=a

e
k+j+l
3m

(
f≥ζ(X

(1)
j ) + f≥ζ(X

(2)
k ) + f≥ζ(X

(3)
l )

−f≥ζ(X
(1)
j +X

(2)
k )− f≥ζ(X

(2)
k +X

(3)
l )− f≥ζ(X

(3)
l +X

(1)
j ) + f≥ζ(X

(1)
j +X

(2)
k +X

(3)
l )
)
.

Then ψf ;a,b is a (1±O(m−1))-approximate of the f -moment with negligible bias. In particular,

ψf ;a,b = Re(ϕf ;a,b).

Proof. Note that

3∏
j=1

(
b−1∑
k=a

(1− eiγX
(j)
k )e

1
3
k/m

)

=
b−1∑
j=a

b−1∑
k=a

b−1∑
l=a

(1− eiγX
(1)
j )(1− eiγX

(2)
k )(1− eiγX

(3)
l )e

1
3
(k+j+l)/m

where for any integers A1, A2, A3

(1− eiγA1)(1− eiγA2)(1− eiγA3)

= 1−
∑
j

eiγAj +
∑
j<k

eiγ(A1+A2) − eiγ(A1+A2+A3)

= (1− eiγ(A1+A2+A3)) +
∑

(1− eiγAj )−
∑
j<k

(1− eiγ(Aj+Ak)).

Note that Re(1 − eiγk) = 1 − cos(γk) for any k ∈ Z. Thus by change the order of the triple-
summation and integration we have what we want. Finally, note that for any complex random
variable W , VW = VReW + VImW and thus Vψf ;a,b ≤ Vϕf ;a,b.

3.4 Signed Combination

As in [12], the transportation of the mean and the relative variance of {Vγ}γ>0 in the combined
estimator

∫∞
0 Vγ ν(dγ) relies crucially on the fact that ν is a positive measure. In general, when ν

is a signed measure, the combined mean Eq. (4) still holds but the combined variance Eq. (5) now
depend on |ν|.

Corollary 2 (signed combination). Let f(x) = σ21x
2/2 +

∫∞
0 (1 − cos(xγ)) ν1(dγ) and g(x) =

σ22x
2/2+

∫∞
0 (1−cos(xγ)) ν2(dγ) where ν1, ν2 are positive measures. Let ϕf ;a,b and ϕg;a,b be generated

from a same truncated triple SymmetricPoissonTower sketch in Theorem 4. Then

E(ϕf ;a,b − ϕg;a,b) = (1 +O(m−1))(f(x)− g(x)) +O(
Cf + Cg

poly(∥x∥2m)
)

V(ϕf ;a,b − ϕg;a,b) ≤ O(m−1) · (f(x) + g(x))2 +O(
C2
f + C2

g

poly(∥x∥2m)
).
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Proof. Both follow from Theorem 4. The mean results from the linearity of expectation. For the
variance, note that

V(ϕf ;a,b − ϕg;a,b) ≤ (
√
Vϕf ;a,b +

√
Vϕg;a,b)2.

Thus for (ϕf ;a,b−ϕg;a,b) to be a multiplicative approximation of the (f − g)-moment, one needs
f(x) + g(x) = Ω(f(x)− g(x)) for any x ∈ Zn.

4 Proof of the Main Theorem

The main theorem (Theorem 1) almost directly follows from Theorem 4 and Corollary 2. We
only need to analyze the space and translate the variance guarantee to (1± ϵ)-approximation with
Chebyshev’s inequality.

The truncated tower stores Xjs from a = −Ω(m log(∥x∥2m)) to b = Ω(m log(∥x∥2m)). Suppose
b − a = C1m log(∥x∥2m) for some C1 > 0. Each cell j stores an integer. Specifically Xj ∼∑

v∈[n] xvYv where Yv ∼ SymmetricPoisson(e−k/m). By a simple coupling argument, we have

|Xj | ≤ MY where M is the frequency upper bound and Y ∼ Poisson(ne−k/m). Therefore by
Markov’s inequality,

P(|Xj | ≥ C2m log(∥x∥2m)Mne−k/m) ≤ P(Y ≥ C2m log(∥x∥2m)ne−k/m) ≤ 1

C2m log(∥x∥2m)
.

Choosing C2 = 18C1, by the union bound, with probability 1 − C1m log(∥x∥2m)
C2m log(∥x∥2m) = 17/18, that

|Xj | < C2m log(∥x∥2m)Mne−k/m = O(poly(Mmn)) for all j ∈ [a, b), where we bound ∥x∥2 by
nM2. With probability at least 5/6 that this event occurs for all three truncated towers.

By Theorem 4, an estimate of the f -moment can be returned with O(m−1) relative variance
and an O(Cf/O(poly(∥x∥2m))) additive bias. Note that for any non-empty stream, the f -moment
f(x) is at least ξ(f,M). Thus the additive bias can be absorbed in the multiplicative term since
we have ξ(f,M) = Ω(Cf/ poly(nMm)) by assumption in Theorem 1. Therefore, the estimator is
a (1 ± O(m−1/2))-approximation with probability 1/6 by Chebyshev’s inequality with a suitable
constant in O(m−1/2). It suffices to set m = Ω(ϵ−2) for a (1± ϵ)-approximation.

By a union bound, with probability 2/3 the estimate is a (1 ± ϵ)-approximation and at the
same time O(log(Mmn)) bits suffice to store every cell for the three i.i.d. copies of truncated
tower. There are O(m log(∥x∥2m)) = O(m log(nMm)) cells. Thus the total space in bits is
O(m log2(nMm)) = O(ϵ−2 log2(nMϵ−1)). The proof for the signed combination goes the same
with the variance guarantee provided by Corollary 2.

5 Conclusion

Theoretically, understanding which function moments can be approximated over streams has been
a central problem in the streaming literature [16, 1, 18, 3, 7, 4, 5]. There has been little progress on
this problem since the work of Braverman, Chestnut, Woodruff, and Yang [5], who characterized
tractability outside of the class of nearly periodic functions. In this work we took a completely
different approach to the tractability/universal sketching problem, which is based on estimating
harmonic moments. This has greatly expanded the class of nearly periodic function moments that
can be sketched efficiently, in polylog space.
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Universal sketches should be attractive for those practical applications where the future query
functions cannot be predicted in advance. Our new universal harmonic sketching scheme based
on the SymmetricPoissonTower does not require any auxiliary data structures to sample from the
support of the input vector x, nor find heavy hitters. It uses only O(ϵ−2 log2 n) bits and covers all
commonly used function moments (frequency moments |x|p, p ∈ (0, 2]; support size 1 [x ̸= 0]; soft
cap 1− e−|x|; logarithm log(1+ |x|)). The new sketch matches the space bound of an L0-sampling-
based estimator [11, 4] with a much larger family of estimable functions, and is more space-efficient
than the L2-heavy hitter framework [5] which occupies O(h(M)ϵ−2 log5 n log(nM) log log n) bits,
where h is a sub-polynomial function depending on the function f .
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A Example Functions

A.1 Nearly Periodic gnp

The function gnp is constructed in [5] for the purpose of showing there are tractable functions
outside the reach of L2-heavy hitters framework. We decompose gnp into harmonic moments and
compute its function constant Cgnp in this section. Recall the following definitions.

• B = {
∑k

j=1 aj2
−j | ∀j, aj ∈ {0, 1}, k ∈ N} is the set of finite-precision binary numbers in

[0, 1);

• τ : Z+ → Z+ with τ(x) = max{j ∈ N | 2j |x} which returns the position of the least significant
bit of x;

• τ∗ : B → Z+ with τ∗(r) = min{j ∈ N | 2−j |r} which returns the length of the binary
representation of r.

Lemma 11. For any x ∈ N,

gnp(x) = 2−τ(x) =
4

3

∑
γ∈B

(1− cos(2πγx))2−2τ∗(γ)

Proof. Partition B as B0, B1, B2, . . . where Bk = {r ∈ B | τ∗(r) = k}. We have B0 = {0},
B1 = {1/2}, B2 = {1/4, 3/4}, B3 = {1/8, 3/8, 5/8, 7/8}, and so on. By symmetry, for k ≥ 2

∑
γ∈Bk

(1− cos(2πγx)) =


2k−1, τ(x) ≤ k − 2

2k, τ(x) = k − 1

0, τ(x) ≥ k

where in the first case
∑

γ∈Bk
cos(2πγx) = 0, in the second case cos(2πγx) = −1 for any γ ∈ Bk,

and in the last case, cos(2πγx) = 1 for any γ ∈ Bk. Thus if τ(x) ≥ 1, i.e., x is even, then∑
γ∈B

(1− cos(2πγx))2−2τ∗(γ) =
∑
k∈N

∑
γ∈Bk

(1− cos(2πγx))2−2k

= 2τ(x)+12−2(τ(x)+1) +
∞∑

k=τ(x)+2

2k−1 · 2−2k

= 2−(τ(x)+1) + 2−(τ(x)+2)

=
3

4
2−τ(x).

When x is odd, then∑
γ∈B

(1− cos(2πγx))2−2τ∗(γ) =
∑
k∈N

∑
γ∈Bk

(1− cos(2πγx))2−2k

= 2 · 2−2 +

∞∑
k=2

2k−1 · 2−2k

=
3

4
.
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Lemma 12. Cgnp ≤ 2
3 .

Proof.

Cgnp =
4

3

∑
γ∈B

min(4π2γ2, 1)2−2τ∗(γ) ≤ 4

3

∞∑
k=1

∑
γ∈Bk

2−2k =
4

3

∞∑
k=1

2k−12−2k =
2

3
.

A.2 The Golden Harmonic Moment ggold

The gold harmonic moment ggold is constructed for additional examples that are tractable in the
harmonic sketching framework but out of the reach of prior techniques.

With the pigeonhole argument in Lemma 2, it is clear that ξ(ggold,M) = O(1/M2). We now
bound ξ(ggold,M) from below, which is based on the theory of continued fractions.

Lemma 13. Let ggold(x) = 1− cos(1+
√
5

2 · 2πx) for x ∈ Z. Then ξ(ggold,M) = Ω(1/M2).

Proof. The convergents of 1+
√
5

2 are (Fn+1/Fn)n∈N where (Fn)n∈N is the Fibonacci sequence. It is

known that for any p, q ∈ N such that q ≤ Fn, |1+
√
5

2 − p/q| ≥ |1+
√
5

2 − Fn+1/Fn|. Thus for any

x ∈ N, let 1+
√
5

2 x = w + r where w ∈ N and r ∈ (−1/2, 1/2). Let Fn ≥ x. Then

|r/x| = |1 +
√
5

2
− w

x
| ≥ |1 +

√
5

2
− Fn+1/Fn| ≥ |

1 +
√
5

2
− Fn+2/Fn+1|

Thus

2|r/x| ≥ |1 +
√
5

2
− Fn+1/Fn|+ |

1 +
√
5

2
− Fn+2/Fn+1|

≥ |Fn+1/Fn − Fn+2/Fn+1|

=
1

FnFn+1

Note that Fn = Θ((1+
√
5

2 )n) and thus we may choose Fn, Fn+1 that are O(x). Therefore |r| =
Ω(1/x), which implies 1 − cos(1+

√
5

2 · 2πx) = 1 − cos(w2π + 2πr) = 1 − cos(2πr) ≤ 2π2r2 =
Ω(1/x2).

B Mathematical Lemmas

This section we estimate the rate that sums like 1
m

∑
k∈Z(1 − e−e−k/m

)e
1
3
k/m converge to its limit∫∞

−∞(1−e−e−k/m
)e

1
3
r dr as m increases, supporting our analysis of the smoothed (-1/3)-aggregation.

Lemma 14. Let h : R→ C be a differentiable function. If both h and h′ are (Lebesgue) integrable,
then ∣∣∣∣∣

∫ ∞

−∞
h(s) ds− 1

m

∞∑
k=−∞

h(k/m)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ m−1

∫ ∞

−∞
|h′(s)| ds.
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Proof. We bound the difference∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

−∞
h(s) ds− 1

m

∞∑
k=−∞

h(k/m)

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑
k=−∞

(∫ 1/m

0
h(k/m+ s) ds− 1

m
h(k/m)

)∣∣∣∣∣
≤

∞∑
k=−∞

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ 1/m

0
h(k/m+ s) ds− 1

m
h(k/m)

∣∣∣∣∣ .
Note that ∣∣∣∣∣

∫ 1/m

0
h(k/m+ s) ds− 1

m
h(k/m)

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣∣
∫ 1/m

0

∫ s

0
h′(k/m+ t) dtds

∣∣∣∣∣
≤
∫ 1/m

0

∫ s

0
|h′(k/m+ t)| dtds

≤
∫ 1/m

0

∫ 1/m

0
|h′(k/m+ t)| dtds

=
1

m

∫ 1/m

0
|h′(k/m+ t)| dt.

Thus ∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

−∞
h(s) ds− 1

m

∞∑
j=−∞

h(j/m)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∞∑

k=−∞

1

m

∫ 1/m

0
|h′(k/m+ t)| dt

=
1

m

∫ ∞

−∞
|h′(t)| dt.

Lemma 15. Let a, b ∈ C and c ∈ R. Define

η1(x; a, b, c) = (e−ae−x − e−be−x
)ecx, η2(x; a, c) = ae−xe−ae−x

ecx.

If Re(a) ≥ 0, Re(b) ≥ 0 and c ∈ (0, 1), then

1.
∫∞
−∞ η1(x; a, b, c) dx = (ac − bc)Γ(−c), where Γ(·) here denotes the Gamma function (Fig. 1);

2. η′1(x; a, b, c) = cη1(x; a, b, c) + η2(x; a, c)− η2(x; b, c);

3.
∫∞
−∞ |η1(x; a, b, c)| dx ≤ 2

(
1
c +

1
1−c

)
|b− a|c.

4.
∫∞
−∞ |η2(x; a, c)| dx ≤ |a|

cΓ(1− c).

5.
∫∞
−∞ |η

′
1(x; a, b, c)| dx ≤ 2

(
1 + c

1−c

)
|b− a|c + (|a|c + |b|c)Γ(1− c).

6. ∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

−∞
η1(x; a, b, c) dx−

1

m

∞∑
k=−∞

η1(k/m; a, b, c)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ m−1

(
2

(
1 +

c

1− c

)
|b− a|c + (|a|c + |b|c)Γ(1− c)

)
.
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Proof. Part 1. Integral by parts.∫ ∞

−∞
(e−ae−x − e−be−x

)ecx dx

= (e−ae−x − e−be−x
)c−1ecx

∣∣∣∞
−∞
−
∫ ∞

−∞
(ae−xe−ae−x − be−xe−be−x

)c−1ecx dx

Since Re(a) ≥ 0, Re(b) ≥ 0 and c ∈ (0, 1), (e−ae−x − e−be−x
)c−1ecx

∣∣∣∞
−∞

= 0,

= −c−1

∫ ∞

−∞
ae−(1−c)xe−ae−x

dx+ c−1

∫ ∞

−∞
be−(1−c)xe−be−x

dx.

Set z = ae−x and we have

c−1

∫ ∞

−∞
ae−(1−c)xe−ae−x

dx = c−1

∫ ∞

0
acz−ce−z dz

= ac
Γ(1− c)

c
= ac(−Γ(−c)). (6)

Thus ∫ ∞

−∞
(e−ae−x − e−be−x

)ecx dx = −ac(−Γ(−c)) + bc(−Γ(−c)) = (ac − bc)Γ(−c).

Part 2.

η′1(x; a, b, c) = (e−ae−x − e−be−x
)cecx + (ae−xe−ae−x − be−xe−be−x

)ecx

= cη1(x; a, b, c) + η2(x; a, c)− η2(x; b, c).

Part 3. Define the path ϕ(t) = (1− t)a+ tb and gx(r) = e−re−x
. By the path integral,∣∣∣e−ae−x − e−be−x

∣∣∣ = |gx(a)− gx(b)| = ∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0
g′x(ϕ(t))ϕ

′(t) dt

∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0
e−ϕ(t)e−x

(−e−x)(b− a) dt
∣∣∣∣ ≤ |b− a|e−x

∫ 1

0
|e−ϕ(t)e−x | dt

We assumed Re(a),Re(b) ≥ 0 and thus Re(ϕ(t)) ≥ 0 for any t ∈ [0, 1], which implies |e−ϕ(t)e−x | < 1.
We then have∣∣∣e−ae−x − e−be−x

∣∣∣ ≤ |b− a|e−x.

On the other hand, since Re(a),Re(b) ≥ 0, we have
∣∣∣e−ae−x

∣∣∣ , ∣∣∣e−be−x
∣∣∣ ≤ 1 and thus∣∣∣e−ae−x − e−be−x

∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣e−ae−x
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣e−ae−x

∣∣∣ ≤ 2.

We conclude that for any q ∈ R∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣(e−ae−x − e−be−x
)ecx

∣∣∣ dx =

∫ q

−∞

∣∣∣e−ae−x − e−be−x
∣∣∣ ecx dx+

∫ ∞

q

∣∣∣e−ae−x − e−be−x
∣∣∣ ecx dx

≤
∫ q

−∞
2ecx dx+

∫ ∞

q
|b− a|e−xecx dx

= 2
ecq

c
+ |b− a|e

(c−1)q

1− c
,
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since c ∈ (0, 1). Now set q = log |b− a| and we have∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣(e−ae−x − e−be−x
)ecx

∣∣∣ dx ≤ 2

(
1

c
+

1

1− c

)
|b− a|c.

Part 4. ∫ ∞

−∞

∣∣∣ae−xe−ae−x
ecx
∣∣∣ dx = |a|

∫ ∞

−∞
e−xe−Re(a)e−x

ecx dx

by Eq. (6), since Re(a) ≥ 0

= |a| 1

Re(a)
(Re(a))cΓ(1− c)

≤ |a|cΓ(1− c).

Part 5. Follows from 2, 3, and 4.

Part 6. Follows from 5 and Lemma 14.

29


	Introduction
	Harmonic Moments
	Combination of Harmonic Moments
	Implicit Level Selection
	New Results
	Organization

	The SymmetricPoissonTower Sketch
	(-1/3)-Aggregation
	Triple SymmetricPoissonTower
	The Truncated Tower

	Analysis of Combined Estimators
	Estimation of the f<-Moment
	Estimation of the f-Moment
	Combination
	Signed Combination

	Proof of the Main Theorem
	Conclusion
	Example Functions
	Nearly Periodic gnp
	The Golden Harmonic Moment ggold

	Mathematical Lemmas

