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Abstract

We study the classical Laplace asymptotic expansion of f]Rd f (x)e*m’(”)dx in high dimensions d. We
derive an error bound to the expansion when truncated to arbitrary order. The error bound is fully
explicit except for absolute constants, and it depends on d, n, and operator norms of the derivatives of
v and f in a neighborhood of the minimizer of v.

1 Introduction

In one of its many forms, the classical Laplace approximation states [27, Chapter 2] that if f and v are
sufficiently smooth and v has a unique strict minimizer xg € (a,b), then

b
/ flz)e ™ @ dg = 27#6*””(“’) (f(zo) +0(1)), n— occ.

nv’ (xg)

More generally, the Laplace method gives a full asymptotic expansion of such “Laplace-type” integrals in
any fixed dimension d. Assuming f and v are sufficiently smooth on a possibly unbounded domain D C R¢,
the integral |, pf (z)e~™(*)dz converges absolutely for all n large enough, and v has a unique strict global
minimizer xop on D such that inf,cp |jz—zo|>e v(z) — v(70) > 0 for all € > 0, then [27, Chapter 9]

(27T)d/2
det(nV2v

M—1
/Df(x)e—nv(m)dx _ (IO))e—nU(LEO) (f(xo) + Z akn—k _|_O(n—M)> 7 (1.1)

k=1

for some coefficients ag. The order zero expansion (i.e. M = 1) is typically referred to as the Laplace approx-
imation. Explicit expressions for the coefficients aj have been obtained in [19, 26] in the one-dimensional
case, and most explicitly by [14] in the general d-dimensional case. See also [4] for a procedure to compute
the coefficients aj in the multivariate setting.

Here, we are interested in studying the expansion (1.1) in high dimension. To be self-contained, we
present our own derivation of the expansion and arrive at the same coefficients aj, as in [14], though we take
a different route that avoids series inversion. For the expansion to be useful in this high-dimensional setting,
careful error bounds on the remainder are required. The bounds should explicitly quantify the dependence
of the error on d itself, and on all quantities which might increase with dimension: namely, f and v. We
derive an error bound for the expansion (1.1) which is fully explicit up to absolute constants. It is given by
a function of d, n, and operator norms of the derivatives of v and f in a neighborhood of the minimizer of
v. In a very rough sense, the error bound reveals that d?> < n is sufficient for accuracy of the expansion.
A more precise characterization for the range of applicability of the Laplace expansion is simply that it is
accurate for any d,n,v, f for which our error bound is small.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first work to obtain such an explicit error bound on the Laplace
asymptotic expansion to arbitrary order. Explicit error bounds on the zeroth order expansion (i.e. the
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case L =1 in (1.1)) do exist for the general form of the integral [ fe~™", but most such bounds blow up
exponentially with d. Up to the f and v dependence, [17] obtains that

e @) (f(x0) +€), e=0 (\/M) .

(2m)4/2

Vdet(nV2u(zp))

However, incorporating the v dependence, the bound on € actually involves det(V2v(zg))/(Amin(VZ0(70)))¢,
which will blow up exponentially with d unless the eigenvalues \; of V2v(xg) scale as A\;j/Amin ~ 1 +
1/d. In the case of higher regularity, [16] proves that the O(y/d®/n) error bound on € be improved to
O(d?/n). This matches the powers of n~! arising in (1.1). However, again, the bound on e involves
det(V20(20))/(Amin(V?0(20)))?. The work [11] also obtains explicit bounds on the error, but the bounds
also blow up exponentially with d, due to the term Kj.

Thus in the literature focusing on the theory of the Laplace expansion in a general context, there have not
been truly high-dimensional error bounds (to our knowledge). On the other hand, in the context of Bayesian
inference, tighter dimension-dependent bounds have been obtained. See e.g. [13, 12, 25] for an explanation
of how Laplace-type integrals show up in Bayesian inference. The latter of these three paper is foundational
in introducing the Laplace approximation in statistics. In the Bayesian context, n refers to sample size and d
refers to parameter dimension. Two types of integrals are of interest in Bayesian inference: first, the posterior
normalizing constant, which is of interest in Bayesian model selection, can be written as either f e ™ or
J fe=™ (depending on whether e~" = likelihood x prior or e~"” = likelihood and f = prior. In either case,
the function v will be weakly dependent on n). Second, posterior expectations of an observable f can be
written as the ratio of two Laplace-type integrals: [ fe™"?/ [‘e~™", where the posterior is proportional to
e~ = likelihood X prior. The work [3] considers the posterior normalizing constant for a generalized linear
model. For simplicity, we relate their results in the case of a flat prior, i.e. prior = 1. The authors shows
that if e™"? is the likelihood in a generalized linear model with d coefficients, and xg is the minimizer of v,
then

/ f(@)e ™ @ dy =
D

/ e @ dy = (2m)*” e (@) (1 4 ¢) le| < C(er,c2,c3)v/(dlogn)?/n
R4 V/det(nV2u(zg)) ’ - T ’

where ¢1, ¢o, c3 are defined via the assumption that ¢y < V2U($) = ¢ol4 uniformly in a neighborhood of g
and [|[V2v(z) — V2u(z')|| < e3|lz — 2/|| for all z,2" € R?. Tt is reasonable to assume ci, ca, c3 do not blow up
exponentially with d, so this bound does not have hidden exponential dimension dependence.

The work [20] also bounds the Laplace expansion error (after truncating to arbitrary order) for the
normalizing constant [e~"". Although the formulation of the result is general, it is unclear how to express
the error bound explicitly in this general context. The author applies the general result to two-level and
multi-level random intercept models, which are kinds of generalized linear mixed models. In these examples,
the derivative tensors V¥v(0) are diagonal for k > 3.

Finally, [23] has also studied the Laplace expansion of [e~"™" in high dimensions using nonrigorous
arguments. In particular, the authors consider the normalizing constant for a posterior in the context of an
exchangeable binary array model and generalized linear models (GLMs). (The latter model is referred to as
an “exponential model” in the paper). The authors show that in the first of these models, if d = O(n'/?),
then the correction term a;n~! in (1.1) has order O(1). They also claim that for the case of GLMs, the
correction term ay;n~! is not small if d®/n is not small, and therefore the standard Laplace expansion is not
valid. However, this argument is based on counting the numbers of terms in a sum arising in the formula for
a1. But in fact, we show in Appendix A that |a;|n=! < (||V30(0)]|?+||V*0(0)]|)d?/n. Moreover, the work [13]
shows that for logistic regression (a standard example of a GLM), we have ||[V3v(0)[, || V*v(0)| = O(1).

Most other works on the Laplace method in Bayesian inference do not focus on asymptotic expansions
of integrals, but rather on approximating probability densities 7 oc e™™¥ with the Gaussian density 4(z)
exp(—(x — x9)TV2(nv)(z0)(z — x0)/2). In fact, in the context of Bayesian inference, the term “Laplace
approximation” generally refers to this approximation of a probability density, and not to the zeroth order
Laplace asymptotic expansion. If 7 is close to 4 in some sense, then [ fdr ~ [ fd¥, and the latter integral
can be more easily evaluated numerically. There have been a number of works studying the approximation
7 ~ 4 in high dimensions; see for example [24, 13, 12, 8, 7, 10, 9].

nv



Organization. In Section 2 we state our assumptions and main result on the Laplace asymptotic expansion,
with some discussion. Section 3 outlines the proof, with some lemmas deferred to the Appendix.

1.1 Notation

The measure v denotes the standard Gaussian measure on R%: ~(dz) = (2)~%/2¢=121°/2dz. For a function

f:R* = R, the norm || f||, always denotes || f||1, (), i-e. for a function f: R? — R, we have

i1~ ( |f<x>|w<dx>)‘l’.

We say that a < b if @ < Cb for some absolute constant C. We say that a <y, b if a < C(L)b for some
constant C'(L) depending only on L. A tensor T of order k is an array T' = (Til’i2~»ik);li1,...,ik:l' For two order

k tensors T and S we let (T',S) be the entrywise inner product. We say T is symmetric if T;, ;. = 1), .,
for all permutations ji ... jx of i1 ...75. We define

d
IT| = sup (T,u®*) = sup Z Tivin. g Wiy Wiy -+ - Uy, (1.2)

flull=1 lull=1;, a=1
By [28, Theorem 2.1}, for symmetric tensors, the definition (1.2) coincides with the standard definition of
operator norm:

sup  (Tyun ® - @ug) = ||T]| = sup (T,u®").

llwr]|=-=[lugll=1 [lufl=1

Finally, 1z, : R? — R is the indicator of the set .

2 Main results

In this section, we present our results. We start in Section 2.1 by stating our assumptions and introducing
important quantities. In Section 2.2 we present our high-dimensional Laplace asymptotic expansion of
J fe=™", and the specialization to the case [e~"". When discussing orders of magnitude throughout this
section, we will focus on the case logn < d as a model example of a high-dimensional regime. However, our
results do not require this assumption.

2.1 Assumptions and important quantities

We begin with a reparameterization: given g : R — R and a twice differentiable ¢ : R* — R minimized at
zero with Hessian H = V2¢(0) = 0, note that

1
/ g(y)e " Wdy =

vdet H

/f(x)e_"”(m)dw, v(z) = ¢(H_1/2x), fla) = g(H_l/Qx).

Furthermore, note that

[V o(@)| = IVEo(H T 22) g = sup  (VF¢(H2x),u®"),
1F/2u)|=1
sup [|[VFu(z)| = sup  [[V*6(y)|n-
el <r |2y <r

Derivatives of f can similarly be written in terms of derivatives of g. We therefore work with f and v
throughout this work. All assumptions on f and v can be translated into assumptions on g and ¢. In line
with this discussion, we have the following first assumption.

Assumption 2.1 (Minimizer of v). The function v has a unique global minimizer at the origin. Furthermore,
v is twice differentiable in a neighborhood of the origin to be specified, and V?v(0) = 1.



For a fixed radius R > 0 to be specified later, we let U = {z : ||z| < RV/d} and %U = {%x cxelU}.
As discussed below in Remark 2.10, when logn < d, we can take R to be an absolute constant; otherwise, R
should scale as logn/d.

Assumption 2.2 (Regularity of f and v). The functions f and v are L and L + 2 times continuously
differentiable in \%L{ , respectively, for an even L > 2.

Assumption 2.3 (Growth of v and f at infinity). There exists a, € (0, 1] such that
v(x) —v(0) > ay/d/n||z|| Vx| > \/d/n. (2.1)
For the same a,, there exists some by > 0 such that
|f(x) — £(0)| < byexp(a,Vdn|z||/2), VxR

Remark 2.4. This assumption ensures that the tail integral of fe™"" is exponentially small. However, it is
clearly not the only assumption that can be imposed to achieve the desired decay. Note also that there is
some C such that for all y/d/n < ||z| < C, we have

o(z) — 0(0) > lal*/4 > 3/an ]|

This follows by a Taylor expansion of v around zero, since v(z) ~ ||x[|?/2 near zero. Therefore, (2.1) is
satisfied for small values of ||z| with a, = 1/4, so in reality, (2.1) is a condition on the growth of v far away
from zero.

Definition 2.5 (Derivative bounds). For all £ > 1, we define
cr(R)= sup __ [[V*o()].
lz[|<R\/d/n
For all £ > 0, we define

cf(R)= sup  |VFf(2)].
lzl|<R+/d/n

Definition 2.6 (Key error terms). For all k > 1, define

\/Ek+2

ex(R) = Ck+2(R)W7

. (2.2)
\/E +
N
Note that e (R) and € (R) both scale with n as n=*/2. In the “high-dimensional” case (logn < d) in

which R is an absolute constant (see Remark 2.10), we have é,(R) < d~'/2¢,(R). Next, we define compound
error terms which build on the €’s.

&(R) = 1V R cri2(R)

Definition 2.7 (“Compound” error terms). Let 2 < k < L.
For k even, we define §(R) as

k42
k(1) = €ex(R) = cry2(R) \/5_,6 (2.3)

n

For k odd, we define dx(R) as
Ok(R) = min (ex(R), € (0) + €x41(R))

= min (Ck+2 (R)?, Ck+2 (0) \/—k + Cr43 (R)—



Which term is smaller in the minimum depends on the choice of R, and on how ¢y, ci43 scale with R.
Let us write out the first four §’s explicitly, which will arise in error bounds on the first order expansion; see
Example 2.12 below. We have

61(R) = min (03(R) d® d dz) |

%, 03(0)% + C4(R)g

52(R —04 R —

d2 .5 d2 d3
= min <C5 s (O)W + CG(R)E) ,

n15’

3
—
o
ot
~

d4(R) = (R)

We see that the ratios d®/n® which show up in d1,...,ds are each bounded by some power of d/\/n. The
only “close call” is the case k = 1, for which ¢;(R) contains the ratio d®/\/n > d//n. But since §;(R) is
defined as the minimum between € (R) and € (0) + e2(R), we have that §;(R) is no greater than a power of
d/+/n, up to the dependence on c3(R), cs(R). This is a reflection of the fact that

ex(R) < cpr2(R) <%)k, Vk > 2,

d

€r(0) < cx+2(0) <%)k, Vk > 1,

Thus up to the dependence on c¢i(R), all §x(R), k > 1 are bounded by a power of d/\/n. In fact as k
increases, the ratios \/EkJrQ/\/ﬁk and \/Ekﬂ/\/ﬁk become closer and closer to a power of y/d/n.

(2.6)

2.2 Laplace integral expansion

First, we define a few more quantities. Let

By(s1,...,s5) = k! > H - (2.7)

J1+2j2++kje=k i= 1
J15--5Jk 20

be the kth complete Bell polynomial [1, Chapter 12]. For example, By = 1, B1(s1) = s1, and Ba(s1, $2) =
52 + s9. Next, we define a polynomial by (0, x), with z € R?, as follows:
_ 3 0 ®3 _ k+2 0 ®k+2
bk(O,fL'):Bk <v U( ),./L' >7”'7 <v U( )VT >
2.3 (k+1)(k+2)

(2.8)
The argument 0 indicates that we evaluate the derivatives of v at zero. For example, we have
1 1 1
b1(0,2) = —E<V?’U(O),x®3>, b2(0,2) = %<V3v(0),x®3)4 - E<V4v(0),x®4).

Theorem 2.8. Let L be even. Suppose Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3 hold, and that R > ai log% > 8.
Then

en'u(O) e L/2—-1 B
W e f(x)e ( )diZ? = f(O) + Z AQkTL k + RemL, (29)
k=1

where the Aoy, are given by the explicit formula in Theorem 3.6, and can be written as the following Gaussian
expectation:

1

2k 2I€'

(%) (V2K £(0), 22280, Z2)] . (2.10)



Here, Z ~ N(0,14), and be(0, ) is the function defined in (2.8). Finally, the remainder Remy, is bounded by
Remp| Sp kr + 70 + 1ye, (2.11)

where

L
py = AR (R ¢y ( R)Van" " Bi(6i(R),....0:(R)),
=0
(2.12)

= max VSOV max (¢(0) v 1) e R

Tye = (|£(0)] + by) de™ e /?,
and By is as in (2.7).

Remark 2.9 (Scaling with n of k1,). Treating v and [ as fixed with respect to n (which need not always be
true), the overall scaling with n of kz, is k7, ~ n~%/2. This is because By(81(R),...,d¢(R)) ~ n~%/2, which
follows from the fact that d;(R) ~ n~%? and the definition (2.7) of the Bell polynomials.

Remark 2.10 (Exponentially small error terms and choice of R). Suppose for simplicity that by, [|[V™ f(0)], || V" 20(0)]|,

=0,...,L—1areall bounded by some polynomial of d. Then the remainder terms 74 and TL are exponen-
tlally small in d. In particular, for a large enough constant C'r,, we can choose R = max(-> 8 log ,Cr(logn)/d)
—L/2

to ensure Tye, 7, <N . Then these two terms are negligible compared to the first error term K1, which
scales with n as n~%/2. Supposing a, can be chosen to be an absolute constant (see the discussion in Re-
mark 2.1), we then have R = C, max(1, (logn)/d). Recall that cr_p r(R) and §,(R) involve the supremum
of derivatives of f and v over a neighborhood of size R\/d/n = Cp max(y/d/n, (logn)/vnd). Thus if d < n

and logn < vnd then the neighborhood is very small.

Remark 2.11 (Relationship between d and n). From the definition of £, in (2.12), we see that this main error
term is small provided & (R) and e3(R) are bounded and 6 (R), k =1,..., L and ck7f(R)\/d/nk, k=1,...,L
are small. Suppose that ¢ ¢(R) and ¢, (R) are bounded by absolute constants for all k. Suppose also that
logn < d, so we can take R to be constant, as per the above remark. Then

RQd EQ(R) = C4(R)£ (213)

are bounded if d*> < n. Moreover, as we have discussed following (2.5), the 6;(R) are no greater than some
power of d?/n under the above assumptions. We conclude that x; < 1if d?> < n. This is the interpretation
of our claim in the introduction that “in a very rough sense.... d?> < n is sufficient for accuracy of the
expansion”.

Example 2.12 (Leading term and error for the case L = 4). Using that By = 1, Bi(s1) = s1, and
Bs(s1,82) = s% + s2, we obtain

Az =%1E [(V2£(0), 29%)] - éIE [(V£(0), Z)(V30(0), Z%%)]
f(O) £(0) (2.14)
+ o E [(VP0(0), 2%%)%] = S [(V'0(0), 29%)]
which can be computed explicitly to be
1o =2870) - 3 05003,00)+ %Hv%m)u%
o (2.15)



For the main error term k4, we have
< -2 4 2 2 3
K4 S exp (61 + 62) Co, f (61 + 5162 + 6103 + 62 + 54) +c1,5V d/n((51 + 6162 + 63)

2 3 4
+ o, 5V/d/n (5%+(52)+C37f\/d/n 01+ cap/d/n |,

(2.16)

where we have omitted the argument R for brevity. Here, € (R), e2(R) are as in (2.13) and the §’s have been
written out explicitly in (2.5).

By setting f = 1, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.13 (Expansion of the partition function). Under the conditions on v from Theorem 2.8, we

have
oo (0) L/2—1
—_— e T ET ey,
e L 2 A
where )

for bag(0,-) as in (2.8). The Agy are also given by the explicit formula in Corollary 3.7. The remainder
Remyp, is bounded by
[Remy| Sp kL + 70+ T, (2.19)

where

Ky = R BB (5(R),... 5,(R)),

_ ) L —(R—-1)%d/4
TL 1§r}1£z<71(e](0)\/1) e , (2.20)

TUYec = deiRaU d/8 5

and By, is as in (2.7).

Example 2.14 (Leading term and error for the case L = 4). We can obtain the leading term and error
bound by substituting f = 1 in the formulas from Example 2.12. This gives

d

_1os 2 , 1 1 2 02
Ay = S IVP(O) 1% + 5 ;(a ;Av(0 lea 0% (2.21)
Similarly, for the main error term k4, we have
ke S exp (€6 + €2) (81 + 6762 + 6103 + 63 + 64) - (2.22)

3 Proof of Theorem 2.8

In Section 3.1, we make some initial simplifications to the integral of interest. Then in Section 3.2, we employ
a Taylor expansion in the small parameter 1/y/n. This leads to a decomposition of the integral into leading
and remainder terms, which we analyze in Sections 3.3 and 3.4, respectively.



3.1 Initial simplifications
Define the functions F,W,r : R x R¢ — R as follows:

F(tvx) = f(t.%‘),

t —
i) 0
W(t,z) = t (3.1)
llI*/2, t=0,
r(t,x) =Wt z) - []?/2.
Recall that # = {z € R? : |z| < RVd}. Using basic manipulations, we obtain the following initial

decomposition of the integral of interest.

Lemma 3.1. We have

env(0) ol
(e | 1@
= / F(1/v/n,x) e—T(l/\/ﬁ,w),.Y(dI) + (27T)_d/2/ F(1/v/n, z) e~ W(A/Vw) g
u e
. T : .

where F, W, r,U are as above, and vy(dx) is the standard Gaussian measure.

See Appendix B for the proof.

3.2 Taylor expansion of local integral

In this section, we analyze the local integral I(1//n) from (3.2). We first state the main lemma, and then
outline its proof below. Recall that Z ~ N(0, Iy).

Lemma 3.2. Let
be(t, ) = By (—0yr(t, ), —0r(t,x),...,—0ir(t,x)). (3.3)

Then there exists 0 <t < 1/+/n such that
I(l/\/ﬁ) = Leady, + IiL(t) + 7L,

where

L—1 n_k/Q k k
Lead, = f(0) + ) o > (€>E [(VF=4£(0), Z25) b, (0, Z)] (3.4)
k=1 Te=0

and

_ L
wr(t) = 2 i <L) /M (VE=Lf(tx), 2278 by(t, x)e "Dy (dx),
L—

L! 14
3.5
i (3.5)
=101 = X = Y () [ 900 b0.ap(o)
k=1 =0
Using this lemma together with (3.2) we arrive at the following decomposition:
en'u(O)
— / f(2)e ™D da = I(1/+/n) + 1ye = Leadp, + k1(t) + 72 + Tye, (3.6)
(27 /n)d/2



the terms of which are analyzed in the next two sections. To prove Lemma 3.2, define the function

1) = /u Pt 2) e~ (da), (3.7)

so that the first of the two integrals in (3.2) is indeed given by I(1/4/n) according to this definition of
the function I. We first show that for each = € U, the functions F(-,z),e "("®) are L times continuously
differentiable for all || < 2/y/n, and that

max sup ‘8564“’1)
1Sk<L |y <a/v/m, el

+ max sup OFF(t,2)| < oo (3.8)
TSRSE jt<2/ym, weu o |

It then follows that I is L times continuously differentiable in (—2/y/n,2/+/n), and that to differentiate I
for || < 2/+/n, we can bring the t-derivative inside the integral.

The statement about F' is clear: F is jointly continuous in ¢ and x over ¢t € [—-2/y/n,2/y/n] and x € U,
and the t derivatives of F, given by OF F(t, x) = (V¥ f(tx), 2®F), are also jointly continuous in ¢ and z in this
region. This follows by Assumption 2.2. Thus the second summand in (3.8) is indeed finite. Next, consider
e~ ". We use the following formula for the derivatives of the exponential of a function.

Lemma 3.3 (Chapter 2 in [21]). Let h € C*(R). Then

dF
et = M0, (h’(t), K4, ... h(k)(t)) , (3.9)
where By, is the kth complete Bell polynomial defined in (2.7).

This follows from Faa di Bruno’s formula on the derivatives of f o h, with f(x) = e”. See [21, 6] for more
on this topic. Next, we derive the following formulas for the ¢-derivatives of r.

Lemma 3.4. Let r be as in (3.1). Ifv e CL*+2 (%L{) then for each x € U the function r(-,z) is L times

continuously differentiable for |t| < 2//n. Furthermore, we have the following alternative representation for
r:

1
r(t,z) = %/0 (V3u(qtz),z®®)(1 — q)*dq Vit| <2/v/n, x €U (3.10)

and for 1 <k < L we have
1
okr(t,z) = / (VEF2(gtz), 225 F2) g% (1 — ¢)dq V[t <2/v/n, x €U. (3.11)
0

In particular, (3.11) implies

<Vk+2v(0) , x®k+2>

o0 = kT

Ve elU, V1 <k<L. (3.12)

See Appendix B for the proof. We conclude from the above two lemmas that e="(+%*) is also L times
continuously differentiable in [—2/y/n,2/+/n] for each x € U, and

e Tb) — omrt) gy (=0 (t,z), —0fr(t,z),...,—0fr(t,2)), Veeld, V1<k<L (3.13)

with 9Fr(t, ) given as in (3.11). Furthermore, we see from (3.10) and (3.11) that 7 and its t-derivatives are
jointly continuous in ¢ and z. We can therefore conclude (3.8). As discussed above, it follows that I is L
times continuously differentiable in (—2/y/n,2/v/n). Hence for some ¢ € [0,n~'/?] we have

Lol —k/2 . n—L/2 .

I(1/yn)=>" TI( )(0) + TI( )(t). (3.14)
k=0

To prove Lemma 3.2, it remains to work out the derivatives of I more explicitly using the above results; see

Appendix B for the rest of the proof.



3.3 Leading order terms

In this section, we explicitly compute the terms

1 < [k ~ _
A= (e) 750 b0, o). (3.15)

We then have that Lead;, = f(0) + Zk 1 ! Apn=*/2. As noted in the introduction, we will see that these A
coincide with the coefficients obtained in the finite dimensional Laplace asymptotic expansion given in [14].

We first separate out the case £ = 0 from the rest, and recognize that the integrals in (3.15) are Gaussian
expectations. Therefore,

A = kl' [(VE£(0), 2] Tm Z( ) [(VF4£(0), 225 be(0, 2)] (3.16)

Next, we state a useful alternative representation of the Bell polynomials; see Appendix E for the proof.

Lemma 3.5. For all k > 1, the complete Bell polynomial By, defined in (2.7) has the following equivalent

form:
k
Bk(xlw-ka):k!Z% Z Hf}:;z
r=1

mi+mo+-+mp=k =1
>1

(3.17)

We use this representation to obtain an explicit formula for b,(0,z) appearing in (3.15). We recall that
be(0,z) is defined in (3.3) and that the derivatives d{r(0,z), j = 1,...,¢ are given by (3.12). Combining
these ingredients and using (3.17), we obtain for all £ > 1 that

= By (—0yr(0 ., —0fr(0, z))
< ®3> _<VZ+21)(O), I®E+2>
Bf< TR D+ 2) )

s i)

(mj + 2)'

(3.18)

r=1 mi+mo+-tme=£ j=1
mi,...,mp>1

We are now in a position to compute the coeflicients Aj. First, we introduce some multi-index notation. For
a multi-index a = (at,...,a4), with o/ > 0 for all j, we define |a| = o + -+ + a? and a! = al!...adl.
Similarly, a!! = a;!!. .. ag!!l. If @ and B are two multi-indices, then a+ /3 is their entrywise sum, and similarly
for differences. We let 1 = (1,...,1) be the multi-index of all ones. If x € R¢ then z* = xf‘l e xfl‘d. We let

0% f(x) = 82‘11 . 8;‘: f(z) whenever this partial derivative exists.

Theorem 3.6. For all k > 1, it holds

Ay = ;k%aﬂ f(0)even(3)

B

+ zl: (=1 > > (3.19)
r! ’

(=1r=1 " mitmot- =l |Bl=k—t,|an|=mat2,... e =m,+2
Mmi,...,mpe>1

B+oar+--+a,—1
Blay!. ..«

where 0!l = 0! = 1 and even(a) = 1 if «; is even for each i =1,...,d, and even(a) = 0 otherwise.

even(B8 + a1 + - + ;) )”aﬁf(O)aalu(o) ...0%0(0),

This coincides with the formula in Theorem 1.1 of the arXiv version of [14], and Theorem 1.2 of the
published version of this work, and we have intentionally used the same notation. The only difference is
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that we have factored out the (27)%2/y/det H, and that we have separated out the ¢ = 0 case into the
first line of (3.19). In particular, note that if |« is odd, then all the indices «; cannot be even, and hence
even(a) = 0. But note that [B+ a1+ +a,| = (k=0 +(m1+2)+--+(my+2) =k —L+L+2r =k+2r
is odd if k£ is odd. Therefore the sum in the second and third line is zero when £ is odd, and by the same
reasoning, the sum in the first line is also zero when k is odd. We conclude that A = 0 for all odd k.

Corollary 3.7. When f =1, the Ay are given as follows for all k > 1:

w-y Gy 5

mi+mo+-+my=k |ai|=mi1+2,..., o, |=m,+2
fat A=k leal=mat2, e (3.20)

(a1 4+ 4+a,—1
ol o,

n
even(aj + -+ o) )"8"‘1v(0) .. 0% 0(0),

3.4 Remainder terms

Recall that the remainder is given by xr,(t) 4+ 7, + 74c, where 74¢ is the second integral in (3.2), while x,(¢)
and 7, are as in (3.5). In this section, we bound each of these three terms. Since xr(t) depends on some
t € 10,1/+/n], we will bound it uniformly over ¢.

Theorem 3.8 (Bound on kp, 7, 74c). Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.8, it holds

L
sup  kp(t) =k <1 61 (R)*+ea(R) ZCL%J‘ ,/d/n Bz (61(R),...,00(R)),
t€[0,1/v/n] =0 (3.21)
e | < (I£(0)] +by) de™ e /3, '
7l o _max IV FO)|Va/n" | max (e;(0) v 1)Fer (TR
Proof. Let hi(t,z) = (V¥ f(tx), 2®k). We first apply generalized Holder’s inequality:
L
|kp(t)] < sup He”(t")]lu||4Zn76/2|\bg( Vyllan™E=972| hp (¢, ) 1o || a- (3.22)
te[0,1/y/n] —0
Note that we have passed the n~/2 inside the summation. We know by Lemma C.2 that
sup  |le 7" || < exp(€r(R)? + ea(R)). (3.23)
te[0,1/v/n]
Next, a straightforward Gaussian integral calculation gives
n*2 sup [he(t ) Tulls Sk er,p(R)(d/n)*?. (3.24)
te[0,1/y/n]
Finally, Corollary C.5 gives
2| by(t, ) T ||l2 = 02| be(—Ber(t, - —0fr(t, )1
n , n r(t, ), ..., r(t,
[[be(t,-) L2 [[be(=0pr(t,-) pr(t ) Tull2 (3.25)

<¢ Be(01(R),...,0¢(R)), VY0<t<1/vn.

Substituting (3.25), (3.24), and (3.23) into (3.22) concludes the proof of the bound on s, (t). Next, consider
Tye. Note that Assumption 2.3 and the definition (3.1) of W implies that W (1/y/n,z) > a,Vd|z| for

all ||| > v/d and therefore in particular, for all € U¢. Moreover, Assumption 2.3 on f implies that
|F(1/v/m, )| < |f(0)| + by exp(a,Vd|z||/2) for all 2 € RY. Thus

Tye| < (27)" 42 F(1/v/n,z)|e=W /v gy
ITue| < (2m)

c

< (|f(0)]+0p) (27r)_d/2/ p—anValal/2gy,
el Rva

11



The bound on 774 now follows from Lemma E.2. For the bound on 77, we have the following Gaussian tail
bound
~ ({x eR? : |z > R\/E}) <exp(—(R—1)%d/2), VR>1, (3.26)

which follows e.g. from Example 2.12 of [5]. Also, recall the definition of hy(t,z) from the beginning of the
proof. Using the generalized Holder’s inequality, we have

L-1 k

7Ll SeFO) @) + >0 n 2 be(0, ) lan™F 072 hx_ (0, ) lay @) 2. (3.27)
k=1 4=0

Now, a standard Gaussian calculation gives

02| (0, g Sg IIVEFO)IV/ETR

Next, Corollary C.5 gives that

14
W0, ) = 12 (= 04r(0, ). =30 Dl S (1Y i 6(0))

Substituting the above two bounds into (3.27) gives

L-1 k
o) S22 ) 1/2( |+ZZ(1v max ¢ ( >) 94 £(O) /A" )
k=1 ¢=0
<p omax  [[VTf(0 ||\/d/n max. e](O)\/l)Lef(Rfl)zd/‘l,
0<m<L—1
as desired. O

A Comparison to [23]

The correction term ¢y from (2) in [23] (which is the same as ¢y from display (9), with g now playing the
role of ng) is the same as our Ayn~! in the Laplace expansion of the partition function,

nd/2

W / 7nv(z)d$ = 1 —+ AQTL —+ Rem4.

Recall from (2.21) that As is given by

—_

d
— 1 3 292
Ay = | VPu( 0)||% + Z (9:80(0))" = 3 Z 020%v (A1)

To see that Asn~! is the same as €y from (2) of [23], note that the terms g% are defined as §¥ =
[(8%v(0))~1i; = 0i; under our assumptions that V?v(0) = I;. The authors argue in Section 6 on GLMs,
that eg = Ay /n scales as d3. The argument for this is the fact that eg involves a sum over d* terms of order
n~!. However, we claim that

OOI)—l

|[Ao| < a@ (V20 (0)]* + V3 (0)]]) |

and therefore, |As| scales as d? if ||[V3v(0)|],|V*0(0)|| = O(1). For example, it was shown in [13] that
[V30(0)], [[V40(0)]| = O(1) for a logistic regression model with Gaussian design, which is the prototypical
example of a GLM.

The third term of (A.1) is clearly seen to be bounded by d?||V*v(0)||. To bound the first term, let
T = V3v(0) and T; be the matrix whose jkth entry is T;jr. Note that

T = sup (Thhu®v)= sup (Thuv®e) <|T|
[[ul|=(lv]=1 [lul|=(lv]=1

12



for all 4. Therefore,

T2 = Zﬁ TIT;) < ZdHTTT | < d2 max ||T 12 < d?||T||%. (A.2)
i=1 =1

Finally, note that E'Z:l (8;A0(0))? = (T, 1), where (T, I); = E‘;:l T;j;. Now, we have

||<T7 Id>H = Sup <Ta Id>Tu: sup <T7 Id®u>

[lull=1 [lull=1
d
< sup Z| (T,ej@e; @u)| < d|T||
lull=1
and hence 4
> (2iA0(0))* = (T, 1a)|* < d*|| T
=1

B Proofs from Section 3

Proof of Lemma 3.1. First we change variables as z = n~'/?y, and recognize that f(y/\/n) = F(1/v/n,v),
while nu(y/v/n) = nv(0) + W(1/y/n,y). This gives

/f(x)efm(x)dx = efnv(o)nfd/z/F(l/\/ﬁ, y)e  WAVRY) gy (B.1)

We now divide through by e="*(©)pn=4/2(27)4/2  and recognize that
(2m)~ 26~ WD) gy = =TT ()

This gives

env(O) nd/2

W/f(w)e_nv(w)dxz (277)_‘1/2/F(l/\/ﬁ,y)e_w(l/\/ﬁ’y)dy
—/Z/{F(l/\/ﬁ’y)eT(l/\/ﬁ’y)’}/(dy)—l—(%r)d/z/ PO/, y)e- Ufy)d

as desired. O

Proof of Lemma 3.4. A Taylor expansion of v gives

o

v(tz) = v(0) + 5 B

[ w0 - apan
Hence for t # 0, we have

v(tz) — v(0)
12

r(t2) = gl = g [ 9t 220 - g (5.2

2'

Recall that r(0,2) = W(0,z) — ||2]|?/2 = 0 by definition, which coincides with the righthand side of (B.2) if
we plug in ¢ = 0. Hence r is given by (B.2) for all |t| < 2/y/n and € U. Since v is at least C* on (2//n)U
we see from this representation that r(-,x) is continuous in ¢ in the range |¢t| < 2/4/n for each fixed x € U.
We now show 7(-,z) € C'((=2/y/n,2/y/n)) for all z € U. First, note that the t-derivative exists at zero,

since
r(t,z) —r(0,z) 1

= 1V3t @3 d L (v30(0), 22 B.3
A = [t 20— 0 s 5 (V0(0).0) (B3)
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as t — 0, by continuity of V3v. Next, suppose t # 0. Note that by the change of variables ¢ = s/t, we can
rewrite r in the equivalent form

—2

P /Ot<vgv(5:p)7 x®3>(t — S)st. (B4)

r(t,x) = 5

This function is infinitely differentiable in ¢ for all 0 < |t| < 2/y/n and x € U. We compute for nonzero ¢
that

r(t,z) =—t3 t 3u(sz), 2®3 — $)%ds —2 t 3u(sz), 2®3 — s)ds
dyr(t, ) t/0<v<>, )t — s)2ds + 1 /O<v<>, )t — 5)d
1 1
_— / (VPu(tg), 2%%)(1 — q)dg + / (VBu(tgr), 2%%)(1 — q)dg (B.5)

0

_/0 (V2u(tqz),2%%)q(1 — q)dg

This function is continuous in ¢ for x € U, and the limit as ¢ — 0 coincides with (B.3). Hence 9'r(t,x)
exists everywhere and is continuous, so we conclude that r(-,z) € C*((—2/v/n,2/y/n)). But from the
formula (B.5) for d;r we now see that d;r(-,x) is L — 1 times continuously differentiable, and we obtain the
desired formula (3.11) for 9Fr. O

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We first compute I*) (t). To do so, we use the definition (3.7) of I(t), the product rule
of differentiation, the formula (3.13) for the ¢ derivatives of e =", and the fact that F F(t, x) = (V¥ f(tz), z%%).
We also use the fact that the ¢ derivatives can be brought inside the integral, by (3.8). We get the following
expression:

where by is as in (3.3). Plugging this into the Taylor expansion (3.14) gives

1(1/y/m) = iz( ) [ (75000, 27 d)

L
L Lt f (40 2Lt e 0 n (da
+ZZ:% (€> /M<V f(tx), )be(t, ) y(dz).

Finally, we write v(U/) as 1—~(U¢) and similarly, we write each integral in the first line as [, = [pa — [;;e. O

(B.7)

Proof of Theorem 3.6. We use the formula (3.18) for b; (0, 2) and recall the formula (3.16):

Ay, kl, (V¥ £(0), Z%%)] ka( ) (V5 £(0), Z5%) by (0, 2)] (B.8)
Therefore
Ay =B [(94£(0), 255
+§;z: (—Tl!)r mﬁm(z;mwf <Vk_€(J;((i),€ i‘@’“ ‘) 1:[ vma+2m joi 2Z)®mf'+2> (B.9)

mi,...,mp>1
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For the next part of the proof, recall the notation on multi-indices « introduced before the theorem statement.
Consider the inner product (T, S) for two symmetric tensors T, S of order m; that is, T = (T},4,..4,, )¢

and similarly for S. Consider the set of multi-indices a = (a!,...,a%) such that o/ > 0, j = 1,...,d
and |a| = Z;l Lo/ = m. We define the map i = (i1,...,i,) = a = (al,...,a?) according to o’ (i) =
> 6ip.;- In other words, o (4), j = 1,...,d is the number of times j appears among the indices i1, ..., %,.

Note that to each a correspond m!/a! dlﬁerent ¢’s such that a(i) = a. Finally, since T' is symmetric we
have T; = Ty for any ¢,4’ such that a(¢) = a(i’). We therefore define T := T; for any ¢ such that (i) = a,
and similarly for S. These considerations imply that the inner product (T, S) can be written as

d
m! oo
<T5S>: § Tzl zmSil...im: § ET S,
i1eeim=1 lal=m

Furthermore, if T = V™v(0) and S = Z®™, then T* = d*v(0) and S* = Z*. We therefore have

<vmg+2v(0), Z®m£+2> _ 1 (mf + 2)' o o o «@
(me + 2)! = tme 1 2)! 2 ar 0020 = Y, %02
lo|=m,+2 |ce|=m+2
and similarly
(VE'1(0), Zz%%5)
= 0P £(0)2°
k—20)! Z !
(k=10 Bt P
so that
<Vk—€f(0),z®k ANA vmg+2 ) Z®m[+2>
(k—0) e (me + 2)!
- 1 (B.10)
= Z m 85f(0)8a1'0(0) SN 8a7"U(O)Z'B+a1+“.+ar.
1Bl=k—£,| a1 |=m1+2,..., |y |=mp+2
Finally, note that
d i i i ;
B [Zﬁ+°‘1+"'+°”] _ HE [Z_ﬁi+a1+~~+af‘] _ B+ar+- - +a.— 1) 8"+ o} + -+ al even for all i,
P ! 0, otherwise.
Thus recalling the definition of even(a) from the statement of the lemma, we conclude that
E [Zﬁ+a1+...+ar} _ (/3 a1+ Fa, — 1)![ even(,@ +oa;+-+ Oér)- (B.ll)
Using (B.10) and (B.11), we now have
k—¢ Rk— f T mz+2 ®mp+2
L [0, 2 (et 2(0), 28 2)
(k — f)' ot mg + 2)
e »— 1!
_ 3 B+ aﬂ?; ' +Of‘| 98 £(0)0%0(0) ... 0% v(0) even(B + a1 + - - + )
1Bl=k—,|cr |=m1+2,..., |ty | =my 42 L S
By a similar argument,
1 (8-
HE (VFF0,250] = > “=5—0°f(0)even(B).
1Bl=Fk '
Substituting these expressions into (B.9) concludes the proof. O
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C LY norms of exp(—r), dFr’s, p.’s, and by’s

Lemma C.1. Let r be given as in (3.1), and let vy be the probability measure such that ~vy(dz) o
1y (z)y(dx). Then

sup
t€[0,1/+/n]

< e(R)/4 (C.1)

[ttt

Proof. A Taylor expansion of r about x = 0 gives

2
—(V4o(Etx), z24)

r(t,x) = 1

t
51 (720(0), 25%) +
for some £ € [0, 1]. Since the first summand is an odd function of x and U is a symmetric set about zero, we
conclude that

2 t2
[ rttontan) = 5| [ (et o) dn)| < GedRENZIY
u A u # (C.2)
2 72 2
< %04(}2) < 04(R);l—n — es(R)/8 Ve 0,1/v/m].

Finally, recall that we have assumed R > % log i—f > 8, since a, < 1. Therefore a standard Gaussian tail
bound gives (i) > 1/2. Therefore dividing both sides of (C.2) by 1/2 concludes the proof. O

Lemma C.2. Let r be given as in (3.1). Then

sup e "1y |, < exp (pe1(R)?/8 + e2(R) /4) . (C.3)
te[0,1/v/n]

Proof. Let M = sup,c(o.1/,/m) SWzey | Va7 (t, )|, which we will quantify below. Then (D.3) of Corollary D.3
gives

le™ )1yl < exp <‘ / r(t, )y (d)

+ M2p/2) (C.4)

We have already bounded | [ r(t, z)y(dz)| in the previous lemma, so it remains to bound M. First recall
that r(t,z) = W(tz) — ||z||*/2 = (v(tz) — v(0))/t? — ||z||*/2, so that V,r(t,z) = Vu(tz)/t —z. A Taylor
expansion of Vv about x = 0 now gives

t
Var(t,o) = 5 (Voo(gte), 2%?)
for some & between 0 and 1. Hence
wp s [Varhn)] € Stey(r) < a(r) = M (©5)
€T ) = 3 > € = . .
t€[0,1/v/n] 2| <RV 2vn 2

Substituting the bound on M and on | [ r(t, )y (dz)| from Lemma C.1 into (C.4) gives the desired bound (C.3).
|

Lemma C.3. Let pp(z) = (VFT20(0), 2%%2). Define pr = pr — [ prdyu, where vy is the probability density
on R proportional to y1y.If R > 2, then for all 1 < k < L it holds

—k/2 < ex(0), k even, C.6
n IPkllq Sk.q {ek(o) A éx(0) = €(0), k odd. ’ (0

0”2 prlly S €x(0), (C.7)

where €y, € are as in (2.2).
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Lemma C.4. If R > 2 and L is even, then for all 1 <k < L and for all 0 <t < 1//n it holds

n 2 )0fr(t, ) Lullg (C.8)
ex(R), k even,
kg OR(R) = C.9
Sk k() {min (er(R), €(0) + ex11(R)), Kk odd. (C9)
Corollary C.5. We have
nH 2By (=0r(0, ), =057(0,-)) ||, Shag Br(ea(0),.. -, ex(0)), (C.10)
sup  n*2 By (<0 (t, ), —0fr(t, ) Tull, Ska Br(01(R),. .., 6k(R)). (C.11)

0<t<1/vn
The bound (C.11) requires L to be even. For each bound, we have the further upper bound

Bk(tl, e ,tk) ,Sk max (ti vV 1)k.
1<i<k

Proof. Recall that 9F7(0,-) = pi/(k+1)(k+2), where py is as in Lemma C.3. We can now apply Lemma C.3
and Lemma E.1 to prove the first bound. Similarly, we apply Lemma C.4 and E.1 to prove the second bound.
The further upper bound also stems from Lemma E.1. O

Proof of Lemma C.5. We have
lpelly = E[{V*F20(0), ZEH2)| V0 S g dWFD2[VH20(0)]] = crpz(0)d+2)/2, (C.12)
Therefore,
0 2 prllg Shg erra(0) AP 2072 = ¢(0).

This holds for all k. But if & is odd, then py = pi, and therefore the bound ||prlly < € (0) we are about to
prove also applies to ||pk|lq- Thus we obtain ||pg|lq S €x(0) A €(0) for odd k.

Next, consider pi. We introduce another set V = {z € R? : |[jz| < SV/d}, for some S > 1 that is
sufficiently large to ensure v(V) > 1/2. We will optimized over all S in this range. We now have

IPkllq = Hpk - /pkd”m < Hpk - /pde + ‘/pkd”YZ/{ - /pkd”Yv‘
q q

(C.13)
< — [ prdw) 1y|| + — [ prdyw ) Tve|| + | [ prdy — [ predyv|.
< (= frt) ], <= f) ], |~
Next, note that
’/pkdw - /pkdw‘ = ’7(7/1)_1 (/pkdv—/ pkdv) - (/pkdw —/ pkdv>}
S =20 s + [ dar+ [ el
¢ ¢ C.14)
YU) + (V) / / (
<kl + [ lpkldy+ [ |prldy
'Y(u)'Y(V) H Hl Ve | | e | |
S (VU)W llpklly + Ipellzv/ (Vo) + lIprll2v/ (W)
S el vy (Ve) + llpell2 v/ (U©)
using that v(U),v(V) > 1/2. Furthermore,
| (o = [ ) 1ve | < lpwllagy(v) /2 (C.15)
Substituting (C.14) and (C.15) into (C.13) gives
I5ellg < || (pe = [prdw) 1o]| + oy (V)72 + Ipellon/AT°) (C.16)
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For the third term, we have using (3.26) and (C.12) that

VAU Iprl2 Sk exp(—(R = 1)%d/4)cp12(0)d 272 (C.17)
For the second term, we have using (3.26) and (C.12) that
1Prll2g7 (V)2 Sieg exp(=(S = 1)%d/4q) ers2(0)d /2 (C.18)
Finally, for the first term we use (D.4) of Corollary D.3 with f = p;. We have

sup [Vok(x)|| < (k + 2)err2(0)(SVA)FH = M.

Therefore,
/ Pk — /pkd7v|qd7 Sq M*
%

and hence
(o = [praw) ﬂqu <y M <o csa(0)(SVA)H, (C.19)

Using (C.19), (C.18), (C.17) in (C.16) gives

1Brlg Sak crr2(0)(SVA)* ! + exp(—(S — 1)%d/4q) c+2(0)d* /2 + exp(—(R — 1)%d/4)cg12(0)d /2
= ¢pp2(0)dFD/2 (Sk“ + Vdexp(—(S —1)%d/4q) + Vdexp(—(R — 1)%1/4)) .
(C.20)

We now choose S = 1++/2qlog(d + 1)/d, so that d(S—1)?/4q = log(d+1)/2 > log v/d, and hence the second
term in parentheses equals 1. Note that this choice of S also satisfies the required property that v(V) > 1/2.
Indeed, using that ¢ > 1 and d > 1, we have v(V¢) < exp(—d(S — 1)?/2q) < exp(—log(d + 1)) < 1/2.

For this choice of S, the first term in parentheses is then bounded by some constant depending on k and
q. Finally, since R > 2, the third term is bounded by an absolute constant uniformly over d € N. Thus in
total we get the bound |[prly Sqk chra(0)d /2 and hence

. dk+1)/2
n 1Dkllq Sak CkH(WW = €(0).
O
Proof of Lemma C.4. Recall from Lemma 3.4 that for all 1 <k < L, it holds
1
okr(t,x) = / (VFF2p(Mtx), 2®F AR (1 — N)d. (C.21)
0

Using that
sup  [(VEFRu(Ma), a5 WE(1 = A) < cppa(R)||2)*F2
A€[0,1],t€[0,1//n]

for all ||z|| < RVd, we get
1
107 () Lutlly < cura(R)E [1Z15499) " Sy enpa(R)AFTDL2,

~

from which the bound n=*/2||0Fr(t, ) 1y||ly Sk.q ex(R) immediately follows, for both k odd and k even. To
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bound ||9Fr(t,-)||, in the case of odd k < L — 1, we first Taylor expand (C.21) further as follows:

k+2 Rk+2 1
oFr(t,x) — (V" 0(0), 27) / (VER2u(Mtz) — VFH20(0), @K AR (1 — N)dx

(k+1)(k+2) 0

1 A
=t/ d)\/ ds(VFF3u(stx), z®F 3N (1 - N)
0 0

= t/l ds(V 3y (sta), z®F3) /1 (1= N)dA (©22)
0 s
- m /01<Vk+3v(st:v), @Y (1 — (k +2)s" ! + (k +1)s"72) ds
=: tug+1(t, x)
Therefore, recalling that py(z) = (VF20(0), 22F+2) and that t < n~'/? we have
WMokt il < P 0 1, (©:23)
(k+1)(k+2)
Using the bound (C.6) for odd k, we get
02 lprllq < € (0)
For wuj41(t, ) we proceed as above, noting that
sup |(VFF30(str), 25 13)| < cpps(R)||z)|"T2 vz eld,
te(0,1/+/n],s€[0,1]
and |1 — (k+2)s* + (k 4+ 1)sF12| = |1 — s**1 — (K + 1)s*1 (1 — 5)| < k + 2. Hence
ki (Nl < g s (REIZI /0 S s (RAEHD2.
Substituting these bounds into (C.23) gives
nF 20t ) Lullg Saue € (0) + craa(R)n™FFD2A0FD2 = &,(0) + e (R),
as desired. O

D Lipschitz concentration

Theorem D.1 (Theorem Al in [22], Theorem 2.1 in [15]). LetU C R? be a convex set and ju be a probability
measure on R? given by p(dr) = Z;le_H(””)]lu(:C)d:v, where Z,, is the normalization constant. Suppose
H € C*(U), and V?*H(z) = aly for all x € U. Then p satisfies LSI(ct), where LSI is the log Sobolev

inequality.

In particular, therefore, the measure 7y, the restriction of the standard Gaussian v(dx) o e~ I121°/2gy to
U, satisfies LSI(1) for any convex set U. Note that we consider 4y, to be a measure on R<.

Theorem D.2 (Proposition 5.4.1 in [2]). Let f : R — R be M-Lipschitz, and X ~ p for a probability
measure p1 on R? satisfying LSI(1). Then the random variable f(X) is M? sub-Gaussian, which by definition
means that

/e”d,u < exp <)\/fdu + )\2M2/2> , YAER. (D.1)

[l

This in turn implies that

q
du < (2y/qM)?, VqeN. (D.2)
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Note that (D.2) follows from (D.1) by a standard Chernoff bound and the formula E [| X[7] = [~ qt?'P(]X| >
t)dt.

Corollary D.3. Suppose f € CH(R?) and let U C R be convez. If sup,cy, |V f(2)|] < M, then

el Lol = /”(x) d 1/A< d M2)\/2 D.3
e Ty » % v(dx) <exp| [ fdw + /2], (D.3)

- [ rd '

Proof. Since U is convex, the bound sup, ., |V f(z)|| < M implies f is M-Lipschitz on U. Let f be a

Lipschitz extension of f to R?; that is, f|y = f o, and f is M-Lipschitz on R%. Such an extension exists
by [18]. Note that if X ~ 7, then f(X) is equal to f(X) in distribution. By Theorem D.1, the measure 7
satisfies LSI(1). Therefore by Theorem D.2, we have

/ eMdy < / Mdyy = / Mdyy < exp (/\ / fdyu + M2)\2/2> = exp ()\ / fdyy + M?)\? /2) .
u

Similarly by (D.2) we have
a q ~ e
i< [|r= [ sow] dw= [|7- [ an

/u‘f—/fdvu

and
dy < (2yM)". (D.4)

d’)/z,[ S (2\/6M)q

E Auxiliary results and postponed proofs

Proof of Lemma 3.5. In this proof, we use [m] to denote the set {1,2,...,m}. It is well known [6, 21] that
for k£ > 1, we have

Bi(x1,...,2k) = > Bro(@1,. .., Thorp1), (E.1)
where
k—r+1 ;
B (1, Tp_yyr) = k! > 11 Z' " (E.2)
Jit+2je+-H(k—r+1)jr—rp1=k =1

Jit Atk —r1=T

§i>0 Vie[k—r+1]
are the partial Bell polynomials. For convenience, we will instead sum over all j1,..., ji such that j; + 2js +
-+ kjr=kand j1 +---+jr =7 and j1,...,jr > 0 for all k. One can show that the only solutions to this
equation have ji,...,jr—r4+1 nonzero, but including j;’s such that j; = 0 does not affect the product, since

% = 1if j; = 0. Therefore another valid formula for By, , is

x ’L' Ji
Bir(x1,...,x) = k! > H 1/ (E.3)
J1+2j2++kjr=k i=1
Jit-tik=r
i >0 Vi€ k]
Now, we let y; = x;/i! for : = 1,...,k, and separate the numerator from the denominator in (E.3), to get

k!
B (21, . zl E4.
k, ( 1 k) T' Z (]17"'7]k) Hy ( )

J1+2j2+-+kj=Fk i=1
Jitetie=r
ji>0 Vie[k]
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Consider the product Hle yji in (E.4) for a fixed choice of ji,...,ji satisfying the constraints. Note that

K3
there are j; copies of y1, jo copies of yo and so on, up to ji copies of yx. There are r total terms in the

product, including copies. For example if £k = 11, r = 6, j; = 3,j2 = 1,j3 = 2 and the other j;’s are zero,
then the terms arising in the product are

Y1,Y1,Y1,Y2,Y3,Y3.

Note that there are r!/j1!...jx! permutations of this list which correspond to the same set of y;’s and
therefore to the same product. To each permutation, assign m; to be the index of the y in position i. In the
example given above, in that order, we would have m; = 1,ms = 1,m3 = 1,m4 = 2, ms = 3, mg = 3. For
the permutation

Y1,Y3,Y2, Y3, Y1, Y1,

we would take my = 1,ms = 3,m3 = 2, my = 3,ms = 1, mg = 1. For each assignment, we have my + --- +

m, =k, and
k ) T
Hyii = Hymr
i=1 (=1

Let M(j1, ..., jk) be the set of distinct assignments my, ..., m,; we know that |[M(j1, ..., k)| = r!/71!. .. 5kl

We conclude that .
r N
<j1,...,jk) 1;[19 = > 1vm.

(m1,ecmyp)EM(G1,...,Jk) £=1
Finally, it is clear that for distinct ji, ..., jk, the sets M(j1, ..., ji) are disjoint, and

U M@G1,-oge) ={(my,...omy) s mi 4+ +m =k 1<m, <kVle]r|}.

Ji+2j2++kjr=k
Jittje=r
Ji>0 Vie[k]

In fact, if my + -+ +m, = k and my > 1 for all £, then it automatically follows that m, < k for all £, so we
can omit this condition. We conclude that

| k . | "
Bk,r(xl,...,:vk):% Z (jl T‘ jk> HyZZ:% Z Hyme.

D ji42j2+ - +ki=k =1 " matetme=k (=1
it ie=r me>1VLeE(r]
3i>0 Vie[k]
Summing over all 1 <r < k and recalling that y,,, = x,,/m! concludes the proof. O

Lemma E.1. Let fi,..., fo: R* = R. If there exist €y, ...,€e0 > 0 such that

[n=2 fillpe < Cp, O)e; Vi=1,...,¢,

then )
0P Bu(fr, o fOllp Spe Beler, - ye0) Spoe (1 v max ei> (E.5)
Similarly, if there exist €1,...,e > 0 such that
=2 i Tullpe < Cp, e Vi=1,...,¢,
then .
n= P\ Bo(fr - 1) Tullp Spoe Belen, . e) Spu (1 v E%q) : (E.6)
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Proof. Using the definition (2.7) of the Bell polynomials, we have

H fjl

i=1

[ Be(fry-- s fo)llp < 2! )

J1+2j2+-+Lje=L
Jis--3¢20

H 1
Next, using the generalized Holder’s inequality, we have

V4 ¢ 1/p
ji ji il
ITT AN = <||Hfé‘” |I1> < Hllf” = Hl\fz i
i=1 i=1
We conclude that

B l<n XTI, _H i

J1+2j2+ ALlj=C i=1
]1 ..... @>0
and hence
1

plj ey j'(l')]l

n7£/2|‘Bz(f1a---aff)||pSé' Z HH 71/2

J1+2J2+ ALlje=C i=1
Jiy--Je 20

Substituting the bound ||n="2f; ||, < ||n_i/2fi||p42 < C(p,0)e; now gives

02| Bo(fry - fO)llp Spe !

14
—B €1,... < [ 1V max ¢
f( 1 B é),-\_, 1<i<e 1 5
J142j2+-+Lje=L i= 1
J1s--:320

as desired. To prove (E.6), it suffices to note that By(f1,. .., fo)ly = Be(filuy,- .., foly), since (1y)* = 1y
for any k£ € N. O

Lemma E.2 (Lemma F.1 in [13]). Let a,b > 0. Then

1 o d 1

In particular, if a > %log% then

I< Sl(f‘lbd/‘l.
e

Proof. Switching to polar coordinates and then changing variables, we have

Sdfl /oo d—1 _—b\d Sdfl /OO d—1 —
I = uw e Ydy = ————— u e du, E.9
(2m)3/2 Jova (2m)4/2(by/d)e Japa (£:9)

where S;_1 is the surface area of the unit sphere. Now, we have

Sq_1 2md/2 - (2¢/d)¥/?>1 (E)%*l

@m)? ~ T(d/2)2m)d? = 212 d

using that T'(d/2) > (d/2¢)%?~1. To bound the integral in (E.9), we use Lemma E.3 with A = abd and ¢ = d.

Combining the resulting bound with the above bound on Sy_1/(27)%?, we get
e\ $-1 d \* d/ e \*

I< (_) p/d)—de—tabd (4 ) _ @ —tabd E.10

<(g) @va 1t e\b1-1t) © (£.10)

Taking ¢ = 1/2 and noting that 21/e < e concludes the proof. O
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Lemma E.3 (Lemma F.2 in [13]). For all A\,c > 0 and t € (0,1) it holds

/ ule T du < e M _c .
N 1—t

Proof. Let X be a random variable with gamma distribution I'(¢, 1). Then the desired integral is given by
I'(c)P(X > \). Now, the mgf of I'(c,1) is E [eX?] = (1 — ¢)7¢, defined for ¢ < 1. Hence for all t € (0,1) we

have
P(X >\ <e M1-t)c (E.11)
Multiplying both sides by I'(¢) and using that I'(c) < ¢© gives the desired bound. O
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