
ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

12
70

6v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

C
A

] 
 1

8 
Ju

n 
20

24

The Laplace asymptotic expansion in high dimensions:

a nonasymptotic analysis

Anya Katsevich∗

akatsevi@mit.edu

June 19, 2024

Abstract

We study the classical Laplace asymptotic expansion of
´

Rd f(x)e−nv(x)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 x0 ∈ (a, b), then

ˆ b

a

f(x)e−nv(x)dx =

√

2π

nv′′(x0)
e−nv(x0) (f(x0) + o(1)) , n → ∞.

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 ⊆ R

d,
the integral

´

D
f(x)e−nv(x)dx converges absolutely for all n large enough, and v has a unique strict global

minimizer x0 on D such that infx∈D,‖x−x0‖≥ǫ v(x) − v(x0) > 0 for all ǫ > 0, then [27, Chapter 9]

ˆ

D

f(x)e−nv(x)dx =
(2π)d/2

√

det(n∇2v(x0))
e−nv(x0)

(

f(x0) +

M−1
∑

k=1

akn
−k + O(n−M )

)

, (1.1)

for some coefficients ak. The order zero expansion (i.e. M = 1) is typically referred to as the Laplace approx-
imation. Explicit expressions for the coefficients ak 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 ak 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 ak 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 d2 ≪ 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−nv, but most such bounds blow up
exponentially with d. Up to the f and v dependence, [17] obtains that

ˆ

D

f(x)e−nv(x)dx =
(2π)d/2

√

det(n∇2v(x0))
e−nv(x0) (f(x0) + ǫ) , ǫ = O

(

√

d3/n
)

.

However, incorporating the v dependence, the bound on ǫ actually involves det(∇2v(x0))/(λmin(∇2v(x0)))d,
which will blow up exponentially with d unless the eigenvalues λi of ∇2v(x0) scale as λi/λmin ∼ 1 +
1/d. In the case of higher regularity, [16] proves that the O(

√

d3/n) error bound on ǫ be improved to
O(d3/n). This matches the powers of n−1 arising in (1.1). However, again, the bound on ǫ involves
det(∇2v(x0))/(λmin(∇2v(x0)))d. The work [11] also obtains explicit bounds on the error, but the bounds
also blow up exponentially with d, due to the term Kl.

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

´

e−nv or
´

fe−nv (depending on whether e−nv = likelihood×prior or e−nv = 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−nv/
´

e−nv, where the posterior is proportional to
e−nv = likelihood× 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−nv is the likelihood in a generalized linear model with d coefficients, and x0 is the minimizer of v,
then

ˆ

Rd

e−nv(x)dx =
(2π)d/2

√

det(n∇2v(x0))
e−nv(x0) (1 + ǫ) , |ǫ| ≤ C(c1, c2, c3)

√

(d logn)3/n,

where c1, c2, c3 are defined via the assumption that c1Id � ∇2v(x) � c2Id uniformly in a neighborhood of x0

and ‖∇2v(x) −∇2v(x′)‖ ≤ c3‖x− x′‖ for all x, x′ ∈ R
d. It is reasonable to assume c1, c2, 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−nv. 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 ∇kv(0) are diagonal for k ≥ 3.

Finally, [23] has also studied the Laplace expansion of
´

e−nv 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(n1/2),
then the correction term a1n

−1 in (1.1) has order O(1). They also claim that for the case of GLMs, the
correction term a1n

−1 is not small if d3/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 |a1|n−1 ≤ (‖∇3v(0)‖2+‖∇4v(0)‖)d2/n. Moreover, the work [13]
shows that for logistic regression (a standard example of a GLM), we have ‖∇3v(0)‖, ‖∇4v(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 π ∝ e−nv with the Gaussian density γ̂(x) ∝
exp(−(x − x0)⊺∇2(nv)(x0)(x − 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 π is close to γ̂ in some sense, then

´

fdπ ≈
´

fdγ̂, and the latter integral
can be more easily evaluated numerically. There have been a number of works studying the approximation
π ≈ γ̂ in high dimensions; see for example [24, 13, 12, 8, 7, 10, 9].
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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 γ denotes the standard Gaussian measure on R
d: γ(dx) = (2π)−d/2e−‖x‖2/2dx. For a function

f : Rd → R, the norm ‖f‖q always denotes ‖f‖Lq(γ), i.e. for a function f : Rd → R, we have

‖f‖q =

(
ˆ

|f(x)|qγ(dx)

)
1
q

.

We say that a . b if a ≤ Cb for some absolute constant C. We say that a .L 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 = (Ti1i2...ik)di1,...,ik=1. For two order
k tensors T and S we let 〈T, S〉 be the entrywise inner product. We say T is symmetric if Ti1...ik = Tj1...jk ,
for all permutations j1 . . . jk of i1 . . . ik. We define

‖T ‖ = sup
‖u‖=1

〈T, u⊗k〉 = sup
‖u‖=1

d
∑

i1,...,ik=1

Ti1i2...ikui1ui2 . . . uik (1.2)

By [28, Theorem 2.1], for symmetric tensors, the definition (1.2) coincides with the standard definition of
operator norm:

sup
‖u1‖=···=‖uk‖=1

〈T, u1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ uk〉 = ‖T ‖ = sup
‖u‖=1

〈T, u⊗k〉.

Finally, 1U : Rd → R is the indicator of the set U .

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
´

fe−nv, and the specialization to the case
´

e−nv. 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 : Rd → R and a twice differentiable φ : Rd → R minimized at
zero with Hessian H = ∇2φ(0) ≻ 0, note that

ˆ

g(y)e−nφ(y)dy =
1√

detH

ˆ

f(x)e−nv(x)dx, v(x) = φ(H−1/2x), f(x) = g(H−1/2x).

Furthermore, note that

‖∇kv(x)‖ = ‖∇kφ(H−1/2x)‖H := sup
‖H1/2u‖=1

〈∇kφ(H−1/2x), u⊗k〉,

sup
‖x‖≤r

‖∇kv(x)‖ = sup
‖H1/2y‖≤r

‖∇kφ(y)‖H .

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 φ. 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 ∇2v(0) = Id.

3



For a fixed radius R > 0 to be specified later, we let U = {x : ‖x‖ ≤ R
√
d} and 2√

n
U = { 2√

n
x : x ∈ U}.

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 2√

n
U , respectively, for an even L ≥ 2.

Assumption 2.3 (Growth of v and f at infinity). There exists av ∈ (0, 1] such that

v(x) − v(0) ≥ av
√

d/n‖x‖ ∀‖x‖ ≥
√

d/n. (2.1)

For the same av, there exists some bf > 0 such that

|f(x) − f(0)| ≤ bf exp(av
√
dn‖x‖/2), ∀x ∈ R

d.

Remark 2.4. This assumption ensures that the tail integral of fe−nv 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

√

d/n ≤ ‖x‖ ≤ C, we have

v(x) − v(0) ≥ ‖x‖2/4 ≥ 1

4

√

d/n‖x‖.

This follows by a Taylor expansion of v around zero, since v(x) ∼ ‖x‖2/2 near zero. Therefore, (2.1) is
satisfied for small values of ‖x‖ with av = 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 k ≥ 1, we define

ck(R) = sup
‖x‖≤R

√
d/n

‖∇kv(x)‖.

For all k ≥ 0, we define
ck,f (R) = sup

‖x‖≤R
√

d/n

‖∇kf(x)‖.

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

ǫk(R) = ck+2(R)

√
d
k+2

√
n
k

,

ǭk(R) = (1 ∨R)
k+1

ck+2(R)

√
d
k+1

√
n
k

.

(2.2)

Note that ǫk(R) and ǭk(R) both scale with n as n−k/2. In the “high-dimensional” case (log n ≤ d) in
which R is an absolute constant (see Remark 2.10), we have ǭk(R) . d−1/2ǫk(R). Next, we define compound
error terms which build on the ǫ’s.

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

δk(R) = ǫk(R) = ck+2(R)

√
d
k+2

√
n
k

(2.3)

For k odd, we define δk(R) as

δk(R) = min (ǫk(R), ǭk(0) + ǫk+1(R))

= min

(

ck+2(R)

√
d
k+2

√
n
k

, ck+2(0)

√
d
k+1

√
n
k

+ ck+3(R)

√
d
k+3

√
n
k+1

)

.
(2.4)
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Which term is smaller in the minimum depends on the choice of R, and on how ck+2, ck+3 scale with R.
Let us write out the first four δ’s explicitly, which will arise in error bounds on the first order expansion; see
Example 2.12 below. We have

δ1(R) = min

(

c3(R)
d1.5√
n
, c3(0)

d√
n

+ c4(R)
d2

n

)

,

δ2(R) = c4(R)
d2

n
,

δ3(R) = min

(

c5(R)
d2.5

n1.5
, c5(0)

d2

n1.5
+ c6(R)

d3

n2

)

,

δ4(R) = c6(R)
d3

n2

(2.5)

We see that the ratios dα/nβ which show up in δ1, . . . , δ4 are each bounded by some power of d/
√
n. The

only “close call” is the case k = 1, for which ǫ1(R) contains the ratio d1.5/
√
n > d/

√
n. But since δ1(R) is

defined as the minimum between ǫ1(R) and ǭ1(0) + ǫ2(R), we have that δ1(R) is no greater than a power of
d/

√
n, up to the dependence on c3(R), c4(R). This is a reflection of the fact that

ǫk(R) ≤ ck+2(R)

(

d√
n

)k

, ∀k ≥ 2,

ǭk(0) ≤ ck+2(0)

(

d√
n

)k

, ∀k ≥ 1,

(2.6)

Thus up to the dependence on ck(R), all δk(R), k ≥ 1 are bounded by a power of d/
√
n. In fact as k

increases, the ratios
√
d
k+2

/
√
n
k

and
√
d
k+1

/
√
n
k

become closer and closer to a power of
√

d/n.

2.2 Laplace integral expansion

First, we define a few more quantities. Let

Bk(s1, . . . , sk) = k!
∑

j1+2j2+···+kjk=k
j1,...,jk≥0

k
∏

i=1

sjii
(i!)ji(ji)!

(2.7)

be the kth complete Bell polynomial [1, Chapter 12]. For example, B0 = 1, B1(s1) = s1, and B2(s1, s2) =
s21 + s2. Next, we define a polynomial bk(0, x), with x ∈ R

d, as follows:

bk(0, x) = Bk

(−〈∇3v(0), x⊗3〉
2 · 3

, . . . ,
−〈∇k+2v(0), x⊗k+2〉

(k + 1)(k + 2)

)

. (2.8)

The argument 0 indicates that we evaluate the derivatives of v at zero. For example, we have

b1(0, x) = −1

6
〈∇3v(0), x⊗3〉, b2(0, x) =

1

36
〈∇3v(0), x⊗3〉4 − 1

12
〈∇4v(0), x⊗4〉.

Theorem 2.8. Let L be even. Suppose Assumptions 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3 hold, and that R ≥ 8
av

log 2e
av

≥ 8.
Then

env(0)

(2π/n)d/2

ˆ

Rd

f(x)e−nv(x)dx = f(0) +

L/2−1
∑

k=1

A2kn
−k + RemL, (2.9)

where the A2k are given by the explicit formula in Theorem 3.6, and can be written as the following Gaussian
expectation:

A2k =
1

2k!

2k
∑

ℓ=0

(

2k

ℓ

)

E
[

〈∇2k−ℓf(0), Z⊗2k−ℓ〉bℓ(0, Z)
]

. (2.10)
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Here, Z ∼ N (0, Id), and bℓ(0, ·) is the function defined in (2.8). Finally, the remainder RemL is bounded by

|RemL| .L κL + τL + τUc , (2.11)

where

κL = eǭ1(R)2+ǫ2(R)
L
∑

ℓ=0

cL−ℓ(R)
√

d/n
L−ℓ

Bℓ(δ1(R), . . . , δℓ(R)),

τL = max
0≤m≤L−1

‖∇mf(0)‖
√

d/n
m

max
1≤j≤L−1

(ǫj(0) ∨ 1)L e−(R−1)2d/4,

τUc = (|f(0)| + bf) de−Ravd/8,

(2.12)

and Bℓ is as in (2.7).

Remark 2.9 (Scaling with n of κL). Treating v and f as fixed with respect to n (which need not always be
true), the overall scaling with n of κL is κL ∼ n−L/2. This is because Bℓ(δ1(R), . . . , δℓ(R)) ∼ n−ℓ/2, which
follows from the fact that δi(R) ∼ n−i/2 and the definition (2.7) of the Bell polynomials.

Remark 2.10 (Exponentially small error terms and choice of R). Suppose for simplicity that bf , ‖∇mf(0)‖, ‖∇m+2v(0)‖,
m = 0, . . . , L−1 are all bounded by some polynomial of d. Then the remainder terms τUc and τL are exponen-
tially small in d. In particular, for a large enough constant CL, we can choose R = max( 8

av
log 2e

av
, CL(log n)/d)

to ensure τUc , τL ≤ n−L/2. Then these two terms are negligible compared to the first error term κL, which
scales with n as n−L/2. Supposing av can be chosen to be an absolute constant (see the discussion in Re-
mark 2.1), we then have R = CL max(1, (logn)/d). Recall that cL−ℓ,f(R) and δj(R) involve the supremum

of derivatives of f and v over a neighborhood of size R
√

d/n = CL max(
√

d/n, (logn)/
√
nd). Thus if d ≪ n

and log n ≪
√
nd then the neighborhood is very small.

Remark 2.11 (Relationship between d and n). From the definition of κL in (2.12), we see that this main error

term is small provided ǭ1(R) and ǫ2(R) are bounded and δk(R), k = 1, . . . , L and ck,f (R)
√

d/n
k
, k = 1, . . . , L

are small. Suppose that ck,f (R) and ck(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

ǭ1(R) = c3(R)
R2d√
n
, ǫ2(R) = c4(R)

d2

n
(2.13)

are bounded if d2 . n. Moreover, as we have discussed following (2.5), the δk(R) are no greater than some
power of d2/n under the above assumptions. We conclude that κL ≪ 1 if d2 ≪ n. This is the interpretation
of our claim in the introduction that “in a very rough sense.... d2 ≪ n is sufficient for accuracy of the
expansion”.

Example 2.12 (Leading term and error for the case L = 4). Using that B0 = 1, B1(s1) = s1, and
B2(s1, s2) = s21 + s2, we obtain

A2 =
1

2
E
[

〈∇2f(0), Z⊗2〉
]

− 1

6
E
[

〈∇f(0), Z〉〈∇3v(0), Z⊗3〉
]

+
f(0)

72
E
[

〈∇3v(0), Z⊗3〉2
]

− f(0)

24
E
[

〈∇4v(0), Z⊗4〉
]

,

(2.14)

which can be computed explicitly to be

A2 =
1

2
∆f(0) − 1

2

d
∑

i,j=1

∂if(0)∂3
ijjv(0) +

f(0)

12
‖∇3v(0)‖2F

+
f(0)

8

d
∑

i=1

(∂i∆v(0))
2 − f(0)

8

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2
i ∂

2
j v(0).

(2.15)

6



For the main error term κ4, we have

κ4 . exp
(

ǭ21 + ǫ2
)

[

c0,f
(

δ41 + δ21δ2 + δ1δ3 + δ22 + δ4
)

+ c1,f
√

d/n(δ31 + δ1δ2 + δ3)

+ c2,f
√

d/n
2
(δ21 + δ2) + c3,f

√

d/n
3
δ1 + c4,f

√

d/n
4
]

,

(2.16)

where we have omitted the argument R for brevity. Here, ǭ1(R), ǫ2(R) are as in (2.13) and the δ’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

env(0)

(2π/n)d/2

ˆ

Rd

e−nv(x)dx = 1 +

L/2−1
∑

k=1

A2kn
−k + RemL, (2.17)

where

A2k =
1

(2k)!
E [b2k(0, Z)] , (2.18)

for b2k(0, ·) as in (2.8). The A2k are also given by the explicit formula in Corollary 3.7. The remainder
RemL is bounded by

|RemL| .L κL + τL + τUc , (2.19)

where

κL = eǭ1(R)2+ǫ2(R)BL(δ1(R), . . . , δL(R)),

τL = max
1≤j≤L−1

(ǫj(0) ∨ 1)L e−(R−1)2d/4,

τUc = de−Ravd/8,

(2.20)

and BL 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

A2 =
1

12
‖∇3v(0)‖2F +

1

8

d
∑

i=1

(∂i∆v(0))
2 − 1

8

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2
i ∂

2
j v(0). (2.21)

Similarly, for the main error term κ4, we have

κ4 . exp
(

ǭ21 + ǫ2
) (

δ41 + δ21δ2 + δ1δ3 + δ22 + δ4
)

. (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/

√
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.

7



3.1 Initial simplifications

Define the functions F,W, r : R× R
d → R as follows:

F (t, x) = f(tx),

W (t, x) =











v(tx) − v(0)

t2
, t 6= 0,

‖x‖2/2, t = 0,

r(t, x) = W (t, x) − ‖x‖2/2.

(3.1)

Recall that U = {x ∈ R
d : ‖x‖ ≤ R

√
d}. Using basic manipulations, we obtain the following initial

decomposition of the integral of interest.

Lemma 3.1. We have

env(0)

(2π/n)d/2

ˆ

f(x)e−nv(x)dx

=

ˆ

U
F (1/

√
n, x) e−r(1/

√
n,x)γ(dx) + (2π)−d/2

ˆ

Uc

F (1/
√
n, x) e−W (1/

√
n,x)dx

=: I(1/
√
n) + τUc ,

(3.2)

where F,W, r,U are as above, and γ(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, Id).

Lemma 3.2. Let
bℓ(t, x) = Bℓ

(

−∂tr(t, x),−∂2
t r(t, x), . . . ,−∂ℓ

tr(t, x)
)

. (3.3)

Then there exists 0 ≤ t ≤ 1/
√
n such that

I(1/
√
n) = LeadL + κL(t) + τL,

where

LeadL = f(0) +
L−1
∑

k=1

n−k/2

k!

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

E
[

〈∇k−ℓf(0), Z⊗k−ℓ〉 bℓ(0, Z)
]

(3.4)

and

κL(t) =
n−L/2

L!

L
∑

ℓ=0

(

L

ℓ

)
ˆ

U
〈∇L−ℓf(tx), x⊗L−ℓ〉 bℓ(t, x)e−r(t,x)γ(dx),

τL = −f(0)γ(Uc) −
L−1
∑

k=1

n−k/2

k!

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)
ˆ

Uc

〈∇k−ℓf(0), x⊗k−ℓ〉 bℓ(0, x)γ(dx).

(3.5)

Using this lemma together with (3.2) we arrive at the following decomposition:

env(0)

(2π/n)d/2

ˆ

f(x)e−nv(x)dx = I(1/
√
n) + τUc = LeadL + κL(t) + τL + τUc , (3.6)
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the terms of which are analyzed in the next two sections. To prove Lemma 3.2, define the function

I(t) =

ˆ

U
F (t, x) e−r(t,x)γ(dx), (3.7)

so that the first of the two integrals in (3.2) is indeed given by I(1/
√
n) according to this definition of

the function I. We first show that for each x ∈ U , the functions F (·, x), e−r(·,x) are L times continuously
differentiable for all |t| < 2/

√
n, and that

max
1≤k≤L

sup
|t|≤2/

√
n, x∈U

∣

∣

∣
∂k
t e

−r(t,x)
∣

∣

∣
+ max

1≤k≤L
sup

|t|≤2/
√
n, x∈U

∣

∣∂k
t F (t, x)

∣

∣ < ∞. (3.8)

It then follows that I is L times continuously differentiable in (−2/
√
n, 2/

√
n), and that to differentiate I

for |t| < 2/
√
n, we can bring the t-derivative inside the integral.

The statement about F is clear: F is jointly continuous in t and x over t ∈ [−2/
√
n, 2/

√
n] and x ∈ U ,

and the t derivatives of F , given by ∂k
t F (t, x) = 〈∇kf(tx), x⊗k〉, are also jointly continuous in t and x in this

region. This follows by Assumption 2.2. Thus the second summand in (3.8) is indeed finite. Next, consider
e−r. We use the following formula for the derivatives of the exponential of a function.

Lemma 3.3 (Chapter 2 in [21]). Let h ∈ Ck(R). Then

dk

dtk
eh(t) = eh(t)Bk

(

h′(t), h′′(t), . . . , h(k)(t)
)

, (3.9)

where Bk is the kth complete Bell polynomial defined in (2.7).

This follows from Faa di Bruno’s formula on the derivatives of f ◦ h, with f(x) = ex. See [21, 6] for more
on this topic. Next, we derive the following formulas for the t-derivatives of r.

Lemma 3.4. Let r be as in (3.1). If v ∈ CL+2
(

2√
n
U
)

then for each x ∈ U the function r(·, x) is L times

continuously differentiable for |t| ≤ 2/
√
n. Furthermore, we have the following alternative representation for

r:

r(t, x) =
t

2

ˆ 1

0

〈∇3v(qtx), x⊗3〉(1 − q)2dq ∀|t| ≤ 2/
√
n, x ∈ U (3.10)

and for 1 ≤ k ≤ L we have

∂k
t r(t, x) =

ˆ 1

0

〈∇k+2v(qtx), x⊗k+2〉qk(1 − q)dq ∀|t| ≤ 2/
√
n, x ∈ U . (3.11)

In particular, (3.11) implies

∂k
t r(0, x) =

〈∇k+2v(0), x⊗k+2〉
(k + 1)(k + 2)

, ∀x ∈ U , ∀1 ≤ k ≤ L. (3.12)

See Appendix B for the proof. We conclude from the above two lemmas that e−r(·,x) is also L times
continuously differentiable in [−2/

√
n, 2/

√
n] for each x ∈ U , and

∂k
t e

−r(t,x) = e−r(t,x)Bk

(

−∂tr(t, x),−∂2
t r(t, x), . . . ,−∂k

t r(t, x)
)

, ∀x ∈ U , ∀1 ≤ k ≤ L (3.13)

with ∂k
t r(t, x) given as in (3.11). Furthermore, we see from (3.10) and (3.11) that r and its t-derivatives are

jointly continuous in t and x. We can therefore conclude (3.8). As discussed above, it follows that I is L
times continuously differentiable in (−2/

√
n, 2/

√
n). Hence for some t ∈ [0, n−1/2] we have

I(1/
√
n) =

L−1
∑

k=0

n−k/2

k!
I(k)(0) +

n−L/2

L!
I(L)(t). (3.14)

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.

9



3.3 Leading order terms

In this section, we explicitly compute the terms

Ak =
1

k!

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)
ˆ

Rd

〈∇k−ℓf(0), x⊗k−ℓ〉 bℓ(0, x)γ(dx). (3.15)

We then have that LeadL = f(0) +
∑L−1

k=1 Akn
−k/2. As noted in the introduction, we will see that these Ak

coincide with the coefficients obtained in the finite dimensional Laplace asymptotic expansion given in [14].
We first separate out the case ℓ = 0 from the rest, and recognize that the integrals in (3.15) are Gaussian

expectations. Therefore,

Ak =
1

k!
E
[

〈∇kf(0), Z⊗k〉
]

+
1

k!

k
∑

ℓ=1

(

k

ℓ

)

E
[

〈∇k−ℓf(0), Z⊗k−ℓ〉 bℓ(0, Z)
]

(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 Bk defined in (2.7) has the following equivalent
form:

Bk(x1, . . . , xk) = k!
k
∑

r=1

1

r!

∑

m1+m2+···+mr=k
m1,...,mr≥1

r
∏

ℓ=1

xmℓ

mℓ!
(3.17)

We use this representation to obtain an explicit formula for bℓ(0, x) appearing in (3.15). We recall that
bℓ(0, x) is defined in (3.3) and that the derivatives ∂j

t r(0, x), j = 1, . . . , ℓ are given by (3.12). Combining
these ingredients and using (3.17), we obtain for all ℓ ≥ 1 that

bℓ(0, x) = Bℓ

(

−∂tr(0, x), . . . ,−∂ℓ
tr(0, x)

)

= Bℓ

(−〈∇3v(0), x⊗3〉
2 · 3

, . . . ,
−〈∇ℓ+2v(0), x⊗ℓ+2〉

(ℓ + 1)(ℓ + 2)

)

= ℓ!

ℓ
∑

r=1

(−1)r

r!

∑

m1+m2+···+mr=ℓ
m1,...,mr≥1

r
∏

j=1

〈∇mj+2v(0), x⊗mj+2〉
(mj + 2)!

(3.18)

We are now in a position to compute the coefficients Ak. First, we introduce some multi-index notation. For
a multi-index α = (α1, . . . , αd), with αj ≥ 0 for all j, we define |α| = α1 + · · · + αd and α! = α1! . . . αd!.
Similarly, α!! = α1!! . . . αd!!. If α and β are two multi-indices, then α+β is their entrywise sum, and similarly

for differences. We let 1 = (1, . . . , 1) be the multi-index of all ones. If x ∈ R
d then xα = xα1

1 . . . xαd

d . We let

∂αf(x) = ∂α1

x1
. . . ∂αd

xd
f(x) whenever this partial derivative exists.

Theorem 3.6. For all k ≥ 1, it holds

Ak =
∑

|β|=k

(β − 1)!!

β!
∂βf(0)even(β)

+

k
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

r=1

(−1)r

r!

∑

m1+m2+···+mr=ℓ
m1,...,mr≥1

∑

|β|=k−ℓ,|α1|=m1+2,...,|αr|=mr+2

even(β + α1 + · · · + αr)
(β + α1 + · · · + αr − 1)!!

β!α1! . . .αr!
∂βf(0)∂α1v(0) . . . ∂αrv(0),

(3.19)

where 0!! = 0! = 1 and even(α) = 1 if αi is even for each i = 1, . . . , d, and even(α) = 0 otherwise.

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 (2π)d/2/
√

detH , and that we have separated out the ℓ = 0 case into the
first line of (3.19). In particular, note that if |α| is odd, then all the indices αi cannot be even, and hence
even(α) = 0. But note that |β+α1 + · · ·+αr| = (k− ℓ) + (m1 + 2) + · · ·+ (mr + 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 k is odd, and by the same
reasoning, the sum in the first line is also zero when k is odd. We conclude that Ak = 0 for all odd k.

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

Ak =

k
∑

r=1

(−1)r

r!

∑

m1+m2+···+mr=k
m1,...,mr≥1

∑

|α1|=m1+2,...,|αr|=mr+2

even(α1 + · · · + αr)
(α1 + · · · + αr − 1)!!

α1! . . .αr!
∂α1v(0) . . . ∂αrv(0),

(3.20)

3.4 Remainder terms

Recall that the remainder is given by κL(t) + τL + τUc , where τUc is the second integral in (3.2), while κL(t)
and τL are as in (3.5). In this section, we bound each of these three terms. Since κL(t) depends on some
t ∈ [0, 1/

√
n], we will bound it uniformly over t.

Theorem 3.8 (Bound on κL, τL, τUc). Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.8, it holds

sup
t∈[0,1/

√
n]

κL(t) = κL .L eǭ1(R)2+ǫ2(R)
L
∑

ℓ=0

cL−ℓ,f(R)
√

d/n
L−ℓ

Bℓ(δ1(R), . . . , δℓ(R)),

|τUc | ≤ (|f(0)| + bf) de−Ravd/8,

|τL| .L max
0≤m≤L−1

‖∇mf(0)‖
√

d/n
m

max
1≤j≤L−1

(ǫj(0) ∨ 1)L e−(R−1)2d/4.

(3.21)

Proof. Let hk(t, x) = 〈∇kf(tx), x⊗k〉. We first apply generalized Hölder’s inequality:

|κL(t)| ≤ sup
t∈[0,1/

√
n]

‖e−r(t,·)
1U‖4

L
∑

ℓ=0

n−ℓ/2‖bℓ(t, ·)1U‖2n−(L−ℓ)/2‖hL−ℓ(t, ·)1U‖4. (3.22)

Note that we have passed the n−L/2 inside the summation. We know by Lemma C.2 that

sup
t∈[0,1/

√
n]

‖e−r(t,·)
1U‖4 ≤ exp(ǭ1(R)2 + ǫ2(R)). (3.23)

Next, a straightforward Gaussian integral calculation gives

n−k/2 sup
t∈[0,1/

√
n]

‖hk(t, ·)1U‖4 .k ck,f (R)(d/n)k/2. (3.24)

Finally, Corollary C.5 gives

n−ℓ/2‖bℓ(t, ·)1U‖2 = n−ℓ/2‖bℓ(−∂tr(t, ·), . . . ,−∂ℓ
tr(t, ·))1U‖2

.ℓ Bℓ(δ1(R), . . . , δℓ(R)), ∀0 ≤ t ≤ 1/
√
n.

(3.25)

Substituting (3.25), (3.24), and (3.23) into (3.22) concludes the proof of the bound on κL(t). Next, consider
τUc . Note that Assumption 2.3 and the definition (3.1) of W implies that W (1/

√
n, x) ≥ av

√
d‖x‖ for

all ‖x‖ ≥
√
d and therefore in particular, for all x ∈ Uc. Moreover, Assumption 2.3 on f implies that

|F (1/
√
n, x)| ≤ |f(0)| + bf exp(av

√
d‖x‖/2) for all x ∈ R

d. Thus

|τUc | ≤ (2π)−d/2

ˆ

Uc

|F (1/
√
n, x)|e−W (1/

√
n,x)dx

≤ (|f(0)| + bf ) (2π)−d/2

ˆ

‖x‖≥R
√
d

e−av

√
d‖x‖/2dx.
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The bound on τUc now follows from Lemma E.2. For the bound on τL, we have the following Gaussian tail
bound

γ
({

x ∈ R
d : ‖x‖ ≥ R

√
d
})

≤ exp
(

−(R− 1)2d/2
)

, ∀R ≥ 1, (3.26)

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

|τL| .L |f(0)|γ(Uc) +
L−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

ℓ=0

n−ℓ/2‖bℓ(0, ·)‖4n−(k−ℓ)/2‖hk−ℓ(0, ·)‖4γ(Uc)1/2. (3.27)

Now, a standard Gaussian calculation gives

n−k/2‖hk(0, ·)‖q .k,q ‖∇kf(0)‖
√

d/n
k
.

Next, Corollary C.5 gives that

n−ℓ/2‖bℓ(0, ·)‖4 = n−ℓ/2‖bℓ(−∂tr(0, ·), . . . ,−∂ℓ
tr(0, ·))‖4 .ℓ

(

1 ∨ max
1≤j≤ℓ

ǫj(0)

)ℓ

.

Substituting the above two bounds into (3.27) gives

|τL| .L γ(Uc)1/2

(

|f(0)| +

L−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

1 ∨ max
1≤j≤ℓ

ǫj(0)

)ℓ

‖∇k−ℓf(0)‖
√

d/n
k−ℓ

)

.L max
0≤m≤L−1

‖∇mf(0)‖
√

d/n
m

max
1≤j≤L−1

(ǫj(0) ∨ 1)L e−(R−1)2d/4,

as desired.

A Comparison to [23]

The correction term ǫ0 from (2) in [23] (which is the same as ǫ0 from display (9), with g now playing the
role of ng) is the same as our A2n

−1 in the Laplace expansion of the partition function,

nd/2

(2π)d/2

ˆ

e−nv(x)dx = 1 + A2n
−1 + Rem4.

Recall from (2.21) that A2 is given by

A2 =
1

12
‖∇3v(0)‖2F +

1

8

d
∑

i=1

(∂i∆v(0))2 − 1

8

d
∑

i,j=1

∂2
i ∂

2
j v(0). (A.1)

To see that A2n
−1 is the same as ǫ0 from (2) of [23], note that the terms ĝij are defined as ĝij =

[(∂2v(0))−1]ij = δij under our assumptions that ∇2v(0) = Id. The authors argue in Section 6 on GLMs,
that ǫ0 = A2/n scales as d3. The argument for this is the fact that ǫ0 involves a sum over d3 terms of order
n−1. However, we claim that

|A2| ≤ d2
(

‖∇3v(0)‖2 + ‖∇4v(0)‖
)

,

and therefore, |A2| scales as d2 if ‖∇3v(0)‖, ‖∇4v(0)‖ = O(1). For example, it was shown in [13] that
‖∇3v(0)‖, ‖∇4v(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 d2‖∇4v(0)‖. To bound the first term, let
T = ∇3v(0) and Ti be the matrix whose jkth entry is Tijk. Note that

‖Ti‖ = sup
‖u‖=‖v‖=1

〈Ti, u⊗ v〉 = sup
‖u‖=‖v‖=1

〈T, u⊗ v ⊗ ei〉 ≤ ‖T ‖

12



for all i. Therefore,

‖T ‖2F =

d
∑

i=1

Tr(T ⊺

i Ti) ≤
d
∑

i=1

d‖T ⊺

i Ti‖ ≤ d2 max
1≤i≤d

‖Ti‖2 ≤ d2‖T ‖2. (A.2)

Finally, note that
∑d

i=1 (∂i∆v(0))
2

= ‖〈T, Id〉‖2, where 〈T, Id〉i =
∑d

j=1 Tijj . Now, we have

‖〈T, Id〉‖ = sup
‖u‖=1

〈T, Id〉⊺u = sup
‖u‖=1

〈T, Id ⊗ u〉

≤ sup
‖u‖=1

d
∑

j=1

|〈T, ej ⊗ ej ⊗ u〉| ≤ d‖T ‖

and hence
d
∑

i=1

(∂i∆v(0))
2

= ‖〈T, Id〉‖2 ≤ d2‖T ‖2.

B Proofs from Section 3

Proof of Lemma 3.1. First we change variables as x = n−1/2y, and recognize that f(y/
√
n) = F (1/

√
n, y),

while nv(y/
√
n) = nv(0) + W (1/

√
n, y). This gives

ˆ

f(x)e−nv(x)dx = e−nv(0)n−d/2

ˆ

F (1/
√
n, y)e−W (1/

√
n,y)dy. (B.1)

We now divide through by e−nv(0)n−d/2(2π)d/2, and recognize that

(2π)−d/2e−W (1/
√
n,y)dy = e−r(1/

√
n,y)γ(dy).

This gives

env(0)nd/2

(2π)d/2

ˆ

f(x)e−nv(x)dx = (2π)−d/2

ˆ

F (1/
√
n, y)e−W (1/

√
n,y)dy

=

ˆ

U
F (1/

√
n, y)e−r(1/

√
n,y)γ(dy) + (2π)−d/2

ˆ

Uc

F (1/
√
n, y)e−W (1/

√
n,y)dy,

as desired.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. A Taylor expansion of v gives

v(tx) = v(0) +
t2‖x‖2

2
+

t3

2!

ˆ 1

0

〈∇3v(qtx), x⊗3〉(1 − q)2dq.

Hence for t 6= 0, we have

r(t, x) =
v(tx) − v(0)

t2
− 1

2
‖x‖2 =

t

2!

ˆ 1

0

〈∇3v(qtx), x⊗3〉(1 − q)2dq (B.2)

Recall that r(0, x) = W (0, x)−‖x‖2/2 = 0 by definition, which coincides with the righthand side of (B.2) if
we plug in t = 0. Hence r is given by (B.2) for all |t| < 2/

√
n and x ∈ U . Since v is at least C3 on (2/

√
n)U ,

we see from this representation that r(·, x) is continuous in t in the range |t| < 2/
√
n for each fixed x ∈ U .

We now show r(·, x) ∈ C1((−2/
√
n, 2/

√
n)) for all x ∈ U . First, note that the t-derivative exists at zero,

since
r(t, x) − r(0, x)

t
=

1

2

ˆ 1

0

〈∇3v(qtx), x⊗3〉(1 − q)2dq → 1

3 · 2
〈∇3v(0), x⊗3〉 (B.3)
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as t → 0, by continuity of ∇3v. Next, suppose t 6= 0. Note that by the change of variables q = s/t, we can
rewrite r in the equivalent form

r(t, x) =
t−2

2

ˆ t

0

〈∇3v(sx), x⊗3〉(t− s)2ds. (B.4)

This function is infinitely differentiable in t for all 0 < |t| < 2/
√
n and x ∈ U . We compute for nonzero t

that

∂tr(t, x) = − t−3

ˆ t

0

〈∇3v(sx), x⊗3〉(t− s)2ds + t−2

ˆ t

0

〈∇3v(sx), x⊗3〉(t− s)ds

= −
ˆ 1

0

〈∇3v(tqx), x⊗3〉(1 − q)2dq +

ˆ 1

0

〈∇3v(tqx), x⊗3〉(1 − q)dq

=

ˆ 1

0

〈∇3v(tqx), x⊗3〉q(1 − q)dq

(B.5)

This function is continuous in t for x ∈ U , and the limit as t → 0 coincides with (B.3). Hence ∂tr(t, x)
exists everywhere and is continuous, so we conclude that r(·, x) ∈ C1((−2/

√
n, 2/

√
n)). But from the

formula (B.5) for ∂tr we now see that ∂tr(·, x) is L− 1 times continuously differentiable, and we obtain the
desired formula (3.11) for ∂k

t r.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. We first compute I(k)(t). To do so, we use the definition (3.7) of I(t), the product rule
of differentiation, the formula (3.13) for the t derivatives of e−r, and the fact that ∂k

t F (t, x) = 〈∇kf(tx), x⊗k〉.
We also use the fact that the t derivatives can be brought inside the integral, by (3.8). We get the following
expression:

I(k)(t) =

ˆ

U

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)

∂k−ℓ
t F (t, x)∂k

t e
−r(t,x)γ(dx)

=

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)
ˆ

U
〈∇k−ℓf(tx), x⊗k−ℓ〉bℓ(t, x)e−r(t,x)γ(dx),

(B.6)

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

I(1/
√
n) =f(0)γ(U) +

L−1
∑

k=1

k
∑

ℓ=0

(

k

ℓ

)
ˆ

U
〈∇k−ℓf(0), x⊗k−ℓ〉bℓ(0, x)γ(dx)

+

L
∑

ℓ=0

(

L

ℓ

)
ˆ

U
〈∇L−ℓf(tx), x⊗L−ℓ〉bℓ(t, x)e−r(t,x)γ(dx).

(B.7)

Finally, we write γ(U) as 1−γ(Uc) and similarly, we write each integral in the first line as
´

U =
´

Rd −
´

Uc .

Proof of Theorem 3.6. We use the formula (3.18) for bk(0, x) and recall the formula (3.16):

Ak =
1

k!
E
[

〈∇kf(0), Z⊗k〉
]

+
1

k!

k
∑

ℓ=1

(

k

ℓ

)

E
[

〈∇k−ℓf(0), Z⊗k−ℓ〉 bℓ(0, Z)
]

(B.8)

Therefore

Ak =
1

k!
E
[

〈∇kf(0), Z⊗k〉
]

+

k
∑

ℓ=1

ℓ
∑

r=1

(−1)r

r!

∑

m1+m2+···+mr=ℓ
m1,...,mr≥1

E





〈∇k−ℓf(0), Z⊗k−ℓ〉
(k − ℓ)!

r
∏

j=1

〈∇mj+2v(0), Z⊗mj+2〉
(mj + 2)!





(B.9)
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For the next part of the proof, recall the notation on multi-indices α introduced before the theorem statement.
Consider the inner product 〈T, S〉 for two symmetric tensors T, S of order m; that is, T = (Ti1i2...im)di1,...,im=1

and similarly for S. Consider the set of multi-indices α = (α1, . . . , αd) such that αj ≥ 0, j = 1, . . . , d

and |α| :=
∑d

j=1 α
j = m. We define the map i = (i1, . . . , im) 7→ α = (α1, . . . , αd) according to αj(i) =

∑m
k=1 δik,j . In other words, αj(i), j = 1, . . . , d is the number of times j appears among the indices i1, . . . , im.

Note that to each α correspond m!/α! different i’s such that α(i) = α. Finally, since T is symmetric we
have Ti = Ti′ for any i, i′ such that α(i) = α(i′). We therefore define Tα := Ti for any i such that α(i) = α,
and similarly for S. These considerations imply that the inner product 〈T, S〉 can be written as

〈T, S〉 =

d
∑

i1,...,im=1

Ti1...imSi1...im =
∑

|α|=m

m!

α!
TαSα.

Furthermore, if T = ∇mv(0) and S = Z⊗m, then Tα = ∂αv(0) and Sα = Zα. We therefore have

〈∇mℓ+2v(0), Z⊗mℓ+2〉
(mℓ + 2)!

=
1

(mℓ + 2)!

∑

|α|=mℓ+2

(mℓ + 2)!

α!
∂αv(0)Zα =

∑

|α|=mℓ+2

1

α!
∂αv(0)Zα,

and similarly
〈∇k−ℓf(0), Z⊗k−ℓ〉

(k − ℓ)!
=

∑

|β|=k−ℓ

1

β!
∂βf(0)Zβ,

so that

〈∇k−ℓf(0), Z⊗k−ℓ〉
(k − ℓ)!

r
∏

ℓ=1

〈∇mℓ+2v(0), Z⊗mℓ+2〉
(mℓ + 2)!

=
∑

|β|=k−ℓ,|α1|=m1+2,...,|αr|=mr+2

1

β!α1! . . .αr!
∂βf(0)∂α1v(0) . . . ∂αrv(0)Zβ+α1+···+αr .

(B.10)

Finally, note that

E
[

Zβ+α1+···+αr
]

=

d
∏

i=1

E [Z
βi+αi

1+···+αi
r

i ] =

{

(β + α1 + · · · + αr − 1)!!, βi + αi
1 + · · · + αi

r even for all i,

0, otherwise.

Thus recalling the definition of even(α) from the statement of the lemma, we conclude that

E
[

Zβ+α1+···+αr
]

= (β + α1 + · · · + αr − 1)!! even(β + α1 + · · · + αr). (B.11)

Using (B.10) and (B.11), we now have

E

[

〈∇k−ℓf(0), Z⊗k−ℓ〉
(k − ℓ)!

r
∏

ℓ=1

〈∇mℓ+2v(0), Z⊗mℓ+2〉
(mℓ + 2)!

]

=
∑

|β|=k−ℓ,|α1|=m1+2,...,|αr|=mr+2

(β + α1 + · · · + αr − 1)!!

β!α1! . . .αr!
∂βf(0)∂α1v(0) . . . ∂αrv(0) even(β + α1 + · · · + αr)

By a similar argument,

1

k!
E
[

〈∇kf(0), Z⊗k〉
]

=
∑

|β|=k

(β − 1)!!

β!
∂βf(0)even(β).

Substituting these expressions into (B.9) concludes the proof.
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C Lq norms of exp(−r), ∂k
t r’s, pk’s, and bk’s

Lemma C.1. Let r be given as in (3.1), and let γU be the probability measure such that γU (dx) ∝
1U (x)γ(dx).Then

sup
t∈[0,1/

√
n]

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

r(t, x)γU (dx)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ǫ2(R)/4. (C.1)

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

r(t, x) =
t

3!
〈∇3v(0), x⊗3〉 +

t2

4!
〈∇4v(ξtx), x⊗4〉

for some ξ ∈ [0, 1]. Since the first summand is an odd function of x and U is a symmetric set about zero, we
conclude that

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

U
r(t, x)γ(dx)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
t2

4!

∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

U
〈∇4v(ξtx), x⊗4〉γ(dx)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ t2

4!
c4(R)E [‖Z‖4]

≤ t2d2

8
c4(R) ≤ c4(R)

d2

8n
= ǫ2(R)/8 ∀t ∈ [0, 1/

√
n].

(C.2)

Finally, recall that we have assumed R ≥ 8
av

log 2e
av

≥ 8, since av ≤ 1. Therefore a standard Gaussian tail
bound gives γ(U) ≥ 1/2. Therefore dividing both sides of (C.2) by 1/2 concludes the proof.

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

sup
t∈[0,1/

√
n]

‖e−r(t,·)
1U‖p ≤ exp

(

pǭ1(R)2/8 + ǫ2(R)/4
)

. (C.3)

Proof. Let M = supt∈[0,1/
√
n] supx∈U ‖∇xr(t, x)‖, which we will quantify below. Then (D.3) of Corollary D.3

gives

‖e−r(t,·)
1U‖p ≤ exp

(∣

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

r(t, x)γU (dx)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+ M2p/2

)

(C.4)

We have already bounded
∣

∣

´

r(t, x)γU (dx)
∣

∣ in the previous lemma, so it remains to bound M . First recall
that r(t, x) = W (tx) − ‖x‖2/2 = (v(tx) − v(0))/t2 − ‖x‖2/2, so that ∇xr(t, x) = ∇v(tx)/t − x. A Taylor
expansion of ∇v about x = 0 now gives

∇xr(t, x) =
t

2
〈∇3v(ξtx), x⊗2〉

for some ξ between 0 and 1. Hence

sup
t∈[0,1/

√
n]

sup
‖x‖≤R

√
d

‖∇xr(t, x)‖ ≤ R2d

2
√
n
c3(R) ≤ 1

2
ǭ1(R) =: M. (C.5)

Substituting the bound on M and on
∣

∣

´

r(t, x)γU (dx)
∣

∣ from Lemma C.1 into (C.4) gives the desired bound (C.3).

Lemma C.3. Let pk(x) = 〈∇k+2v(0), x⊗k+2〉. Define p̂k = pk−
´

pkdγU , where γU is the probability density
on R

d proportional to γ1U .If R ≥ 2, then for all 1 ≤ k ≤ L it holds

n−k/2‖pk‖q .k,q

{

ǫk(0), k even,

ǫk(0) ∧ ǭk(0) = ǭk(0), k odd.
, (C.6)

n−k/2‖p̂k‖q .k,q ǭk(0), (C.7)

where ǫk, ǭk 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−k/2‖∂k
t r(t, ·)1U‖q (C.8)

.k,q δk(R) =

{

ǫk(R), k even,

min (ǫk(R), ǭk(0) + ǫk+1(R)) , k odd.
(C.9)

Corollary C.5. We have

n−k/2
∥

∥Bk

(

−∂tr(0, ·), . . . ,−∂k
t r(0, ·)

)∥

∥

q
.k,q Bk(ǫ1(0), . . . , ǫk(0)), (C.10)

sup
0≤t≤1/

√
n

n−k/2
∥

∥Bk

(

−∂tr(t, ·), . . . ,−∂k
t r(t, ·)

)

1U
∥

∥

q
.k,q Bk(δ1(R), . . . , δk(R)). (C.11)

The bound (C.11) requires L to be even. For each bound, we have the further upper bound

Bk(t1, . . . , tk) .k max
1≤i≤k

(ti ∨ 1)k.

Proof. Recall that ∂k
t r(0, ·) = pk/(k+1)(k+2), where pk 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.

Proof of Lemma C.3. We have

‖pk‖q = E [|〈∇k+2v(0), Z⊗k+2〉|q]1/q .k,q d(k+2)/2‖∇k+2v(0)‖ = ck+2(0)d(k+2)/2. (C.12)

Therefore,
n−k/2‖pk‖q .k,q ck+2(0)d(k+2)/2n−k/2 = ǫk(0).

This holds for all k. But if k is odd, then p̂k = pk, and therefore the bound ‖p̂k‖q . ǭk(0) we are about to
prove also applies to ‖pk‖q. Thus we obtain ‖pk‖q . ǫk(0) ∧ ǭk(0) for odd k.

Next, consider p̂k. We introduce another set V = {x ∈ R
d : ‖x‖ ≤ S

√
d}, for some S > 1 that is

sufficiently large to ensure γ(V) ≥ 1/2. We will optimized over all S in this range. We now have

‖p̂k‖q =
∥

∥

∥
pk −

ˆ

pkdγU
∥

∥

∥

q
≤
∥

∥

∥
pk −

ˆ

pkdγV
∥

∥

∥

q
+
∣

∣

∣

ˆ

pkdγU −
ˆ

pkdγV
∣

∣

∣

≤
∥

∥

∥

(

pk −
ˆ

pkdγV
)

1V
∥

∥

∥

q
+
∥

∥

∥

(

pk −
ˆ

pkdγV
)

1Vc

∥

∥

∥

q
+
∣

∣

∣

ˆ

pkdγU −
ˆ

pkdγV
∣

∣

∣
.

(C.13)

Next, note that

∣

∣

∣

ˆ

pkdγU −
ˆ

pkdγV
∣

∣

∣
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

γ(U)−1

(
ˆ

pkdγ −
ˆ

Uc

pkdγ

)

− γ(V)−1

(
ˆ

pkdγ −
ˆ

Vc

pkdγ

)∣

∣

∣

∣

.
∣

∣γ(U)−1 − γ(V)−1
∣

∣ ‖pk‖1 +

ˆ

Vc

|pk|dγ +

ˆ

Uc

|pk|dγ

≤ γ(Uc) + γ(Vc)

γ(U)γ(V)
‖pk‖1 +

ˆ

Vc

|pk|dγ +

ˆ

Uc

|pk|dγ

. (γ(Uc) + γ(Vc))‖pk‖1 + ‖pk‖2
√

γ(Vc) + ‖pk‖2
√

γ(Uc)

. ‖pk‖2
√

γ(Vc) + ‖pk‖2
√

γ(Uc)

(C.14)

using that γ(U), γ(V) ≥ 1/2. Furthermore,
∥

∥

∥

(

pk −
ˆ

pkdγV
)

1Vc

∥

∥

∥

q
. ‖pk‖2qγ(Vc)1/2q . (C.15)

Substituting (C.14) and (C.15) into (C.13) gives

‖p̂k‖q .
∥

∥

∥

(

pk −
ˆ

pkdγV
)

1V
∥

∥

∥

q
+ ‖pk‖2qγ(Vc)1/2q + ‖pk‖2

√

γ(Uc) (C.16)
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For the third term, we have using (3.26) and (C.12) that

√

γ(Uc)‖pk‖2 .k exp(−(R − 1)2d/4)ck+2(0)d(k+2)/2 (C.17)

For the second term, we have using (3.26) and (C.12) that

‖pk‖2qγ(Vc)1/2q .k,q exp(−(S − 1)2d/4q) ck+2(0)d(k+2)/2 (C.18)

Finally, for the first term we use (D.4) of Corollary D.3 with f = pk. We have

sup
x∈V

‖∇pk(x)‖ ≤ (k + 2)ck+2(0)(S
√
d)k+1 =: M.

Therefore,
ˆ

V
|pk −

ˆ

pkdγV |qdγ .q M q

and hence
∥

∥

∥

(

pk −
ˆ

pkdγV
)

1V
∥

∥

∥

q
.q M .q,k ck+2(0)(S

√
d)k+1. (C.19)

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

‖p̂k‖q .q,k ck+2(0)(S
√
d)k+1 + exp(−(S − 1)2d/4q) ck+2(0)d(k+2)/2 + exp(−(R− 1)2d/4)ck+2(0)d(k+2)/2

= ck+2(0)d(k+1)/2
(

Sk+1 +
√
d exp(−(S − 1)2d/4q) +

√
d exp(−(R− 1)2d/4)

)

.

(C.20)

We now choose S = 1+
√

2q log(d + 1)/d, so that d(S−1)2/4q = log(d+1)/2 ≥ log
√
d, and hence the second

term in parentheses equals 1. Note that this choice of S also satisfies the required property that γ(V) ≥ 1/2.
Indeed, using that q ≥ 1 and d ≥ 1, we have γ(Vc) ≤ exp(−d(S − 1)2/2q) ≤ 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 ‖p̂k‖q .q,k ck+2(0)d(k+1)/2 and hence

n−k/2‖p̂k‖q .q,k ck+2(0)
d(k+1)/2

nk/2
= ǭk(0).

Proof of Lemma C.4. Recall from Lemma 3.4 that for all 1 ≤ k ≤ L, it holds

∂k
t r(t, x) =

ˆ 1

0

〈∇k+2v(λtx), x⊗k+2〉λk(1 − λ)dλ. (C.21)

Using that
sup

λ∈[0,1],t∈[0,1/
√
n]

∣

∣〈∇k+2v(λtx), x⊗k+2〉
∣

∣λk(1 − λ) ≤ ck+2(R)‖x‖k+2

for all ‖x‖ ≤ R
√
d, we get

‖∂k
t r(t, ·)1U‖q ≤ ck+2(R)E

[

‖Z‖(k+2)q
]

1
q

.k,q ck+2(R)d(k+2)/2,

from which the bound n−k/2‖∂k
t r(t, ·)1U‖q .k,q ǫk(R) immediately follows, for both k odd and k even. To
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bound ‖∂k
t r(t, ·)‖q in the case of odd k ≤ L− 1, we first Taylor expand (C.21) further as follows:

∂k
t r(t, x) − 〈∇k+2v(0), x⊗k+2〉

(k + 1)(k + 2)
=

ˆ 1

0

〈∇k+2v(λtx) −∇k+2v(0), x⊗k+2〉λk(1 − λ)dλ

= t

ˆ 1

0

dλ

ˆ λ

0

ds〈∇k+3v(stx), x⊗k+3〉λk(1 − λ)

= t

ˆ 1

0

ds〈∇k+3v(stx), x⊗k+3〉
ˆ 1

s

λk(1 − λ)dλ

=
t

(k + 1)(k + 2)

ˆ 1

0

〈∇k+3v(stx), x⊗k+3〉
(

1 − (k + 2)sk+1 + (k + 1)sk+2
)

ds

=: tuk+1(t, x)

(C.22)

Therefore, recalling that pk(x) = 〈∇k+2v(0), x⊗k+2〉 and that t ≤ n−1/2 we have

n−k/2‖∂k
t r(t, ·)1U‖q ≤

n−k/2‖pk‖q
(k + 1)(k + 2)

+ n−(k+1)/2‖uk+1(t, ·)1U‖q (C.23)

Using the bound (C.6) for odd k, we get

n−k/2‖pk‖q ≤ ǭk(0)

For uk+1(t, ·) we proceed as above, noting that

sup
t∈[0,1/

√
n],s∈[0,1]

∣

∣〈∇k+3v(stx), x⊗k+3〉
∣

∣ ≤ ck+3(R)‖x‖k+3 ∀x ∈ U ,

and |1 − (k + 2)sk+1 + (k + 1)sk+2| = |1 − sk+1 − (k + 1)sk+1(1 − s)| ≤ k + 2. Hence

‖uk+1(t, ·)1U‖q ≤
1

k + 1
ck+3(R)E [‖Z‖(k+3)q]1/q .k,q ck+3(R)d(k+3)/2.

Substituting these bounds into (C.23) gives

n−k/2‖∂k
t r(t, ·)1U‖q .q,k ǭk(0) + ck+3(R)n−(k+1)/2d(k+3)/2 = ǭk(0) + ǫk+1(R),

as desired.

D Lipschitz concentration

Theorem D.1 (Theorem A1 in [22], Theorem 2.1 in [15]). Let U ⊂ R
d be a convex set and µ be a probability

measure on R
d given by µ(dx) = Z−1

µ e−H(x)
1U (x)dx, where Zµ is the normalization constant. Suppose

H ∈ C2(U), and ∇2H(x) ≻ αId for all x ∈ U . Then µ satisfies LSI(α), where LSI is the log Sobolev
inequality.

In particular, therefore, the measure γU , the restriction of the standard Gaussian γ(dx) ∝ e−‖x‖2/2dx to
U , satisfies LSI(1) for any convex set U . Note that we consider γU to be a measure on R

d.

Theorem D.2 (Proposition 5.4.1 in [2]). Let f : R
d → R be M-Lipschitz, and X ∼ µ for a probability

measure µ on R
d satisfying LSI(1). Then the random variable f(X) is M2 sub-Gaussian, which by definition

means that
ˆ

eλfdµ ≤ exp

(

λ

ˆ

fdµ + λ2M2/2

)

, ∀λ ∈ R. (D.1)

This in turn implies that
ˆ

∣

∣

∣

∣

f −
ˆ

fdµ

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dµ ≤ (2
√
qM)q, ∀q ∈ N. (D.2)
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Note that (D.2) follows from (D.1) by a standard Chernoff bound and the formula E [|X |q] =
´∞
0

qtq−1
P(|X | ≥

t)dt.

Corollary D.3. Suppose f ∈ C1(Rd) and let U ⊂ R
d be convex. If supx∈U ‖∇f(x)‖ ≤ M , then

‖ef1U‖λ =

(
ˆ

U
eλf(x)γ(dx)

)1/λ

≤ exp

(
ˆ

fdγU + M2λ/2

)

, (D.3)

and
ˆ

U

∣

∣

∣

∣

f −
ˆ

fdγU

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dγ ≤ (2
√
qM)q. (D.4)

Proof. Since U is convex, the bound supx∈U ‖∇f(x)‖ ≤ M implies f is M -Lipschitz on U . Let f̃ be a

Lipschitz extension of f to R
d; that is, f |U = f̃ |U , and f̃ is M -Lipschitz on R

d. Such an extension exists
by [18]. Note that if X ∼ γU , then f(X) is equal to f̃(X) in distribution. By Theorem D.1, the measure γU
satisfies LSI(1). Therefore by Theorem D.2, we have

ˆ

U
eλfdγ ≤

ˆ

eλfdγU =

ˆ

eλf̃dγU ≤ exp

(

λ

ˆ

f̃dγU + M2λ2/2

)

= exp

(

λ

ˆ

fdγU + M2λ2/2

)

.

Similarly by (D.2) we have

ˆ

U

∣

∣

∣

∣

f −
ˆ

fdγU

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dγ ≤
ˆ

∣

∣

∣

∣

f −
ˆ

fdγU

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dγU =

ˆ

∣

∣

∣

∣

f̃ −
ˆ

f̃dγU

∣

∣

∣

∣

q

dγU ≤ (2
√
qM)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

Bk(x1, . . . , xk) =

k
∑

r=1

Bk,r(x1, . . . , xk−r+1), (E.1)

where

Bk,r(x1, . . . , xk−r+1) = k!
∑

j1+2j2+···+(k−r+1)jk−r+1=k
j1+···+jk−r+1=r
ji≥0 ∀i∈[k−r+1]

k−r+1
∏

i=1

xji
i

(i!)ji(ji)!
(E.2)

are the partial Bell polynomials. For convenience, we will instead sum over all j1, . . . , jk such that j1 + 2j2 +
· · ·+ kjk = k and j1 + · · ·+ jk = r and j1, . . . , jk ≥ 0 for all k. One can show that the only solutions to this
equation have j1, . . . , jk−r+1 nonzero, but including ji’s such that ji = 0 does not affect the product, since

x
ji
i

(i!)ji (ji)!
= 1 if ji = 0. Therefore another valid formula for Bk,r is

Bk,r(x1, . . . , xk) = k!
∑

j1+2j2+···+kjk=k
j1+···+jk=r
ji≥0 ∀i∈[k]

k
∏

i=1

(xi/i!)
ji

(ji)!
, (E.3)

Now, we let yi = xi/i! for i = 1, . . . , k, and separate the numerator from the denominator in (E.3), to get

Bk,r(x1, . . . , xk) =
k!

r!

∑

j1+2j2+···+kjk=k
j1+···+jk=r
ji≥0 ∀i∈[k]

(

r

j1, . . . , jk

) k
∏

i=1

yjii (E.4)
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Consider the product
∏k

i=1 y
ji
i in (E.4) for a fixed choice of j1, . . . , jk satisfying the constraints. Note that

there are j1 copies of y1, j2 copies of y2 and so on, up to jk copies of yk. There are r total terms in the
product, including copies. For example if k = 11, r = 6, j1 = 3, j2 = 1, j3 = 2 and the other ji’s are zero,
then the terms arising in the product are

y1, y1, y1, y2, y3, y3.

Note that there are r!/j1! . . . jk! permutations of this list which correspond to the same set of yi’s and
therefore to the same product. To each permutation, assign mi to be the index of the y in position i. In the
example given above, in that order, we would have m1 = 1,m2 = 1,m3 = 1,m4 = 2,m5 = 3,m6 = 3. For
the permutation

y1, y3, y2, y3, y1, y1,

we would take m1 = 1,m2 = 3,m3 = 2,m4 = 3,m5 = 1,m6 = 1. For each assignment, we have m1 + · · · +
mr = k, and

k
∏

i=1

yjii =

r
∏

ℓ=1

ymℓ
.

Let M(j1, . . . , jk) be the set of distinct assignments m1, . . . ,mr; we know that |M(j1, . . . , jk)| = r!/j1! . . . jk!.
We conclude that

(

r

j1, . . . , jk

) k
∏

i=1

yjii =
∑

(m1,...,mr)∈M(j1,...,jk)

r
∏

ℓ=1

ymℓ
.

Finally, it is clear that for distinct j1, . . . , jk, the sets M(j1, . . . , jk) are disjoint, and

⋃

j1+2j2+···+kjk=k
j1+···+jk=r
ji≥0 ∀i∈[k]

M(j1, . . . , jk) = {(m1, . . . ,mr) : m1 + · · · + mr = k, 1 ≤ mℓ ≤ k ∀ℓ ∈ [r]} .

In fact, if m1 + · · · + mr = k and mℓ ≥ 1 for all ℓ, then it automatically follows that mℓ ≤ k for all ℓ, so we
can omit this condition. We conclude that

Bk,r(x1, . . . , xk) =
k!

r!

∑

j1+2j2+···+kjk=k
j1+···+jk=r
ji≥0 ∀i∈[k]

(

r

j1, . . . , jk

) k
∏

i=1

yjii =
k!

r!

∑

m1+···+mr=k
mℓ≥1 ∀ℓ∈[r]

r
∏

ℓ=1

ymℓ
.

Summing over all 1 ≤ r ≤ k and recalling that ym = xm/m! concludes the proof.

Lemma E.1. Let f1, . . . , fℓ : Rd → R. If there exist ǫ1, . . . , ǫℓ ≥ 0 such that

‖n−i/2fi‖pℓ2 ≤ C(p, ℓ)ǫi ∀i = 1, . . . , ℓ,

then

n−ℓ/2‖Bℓ(f1, . . . , fℓ)‖p .p,ℓ Bℓ(ǫ1, . . . , ǫℓ) .p,ℓ

(

1 ∨ max
1≤i≤ℓ

ǫi

)ℓ

(E.5)

Similarly, if there exist ǫ1, . . . , ǫℓ ≥ 0 such that

‖n−i/2fi 1U‖pℓ2 ≤ C(p, ℓ)ǫi ∀i = 1, . . . , ℓ,

then

n−ℓ/2‖Bℓ(f1, . . . , fℓ)1U‖p .p,ℓ Bℓ(ǫ1, . . . , ǫℓ) .p,ℓ

(

1 ∨ max
1≤i≤ℓ

ǫi

)ℓ

. (E.6)
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Proof. Using the definition (2.7) of the Bell polynomials, we have

‖Bℓ(f1, . . . , fℓ)‖p ≤ ℓ!
∑

j1+2j2+···+ℓjℓ=ℓ
j1,...,jℓ≥0

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

ℓ
∏

i=1

f ji
i

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p

ℓ
∏

i=1

1

ji!(i!)ji
. (E.7)

Next, using the generalized Hölder’s inequality, we have

‖
ℓ
∏

i=1

f ji
i ‖p =

(

‖
ℓ
∏

i=1

fpji
i ‖1

)1/p

≤
ℓ
∏

i=1

‖fpji
i ‖1/pℓ =

ℓ
∏

i=1

‖fi‖jipℓji .

We conclude that

‖Bℓ(f1, . . . , fℓ)‖p ≤ ℓ!
∑

j1+2j2+···+ℓjℓ=ℓ
j1,...,jℓ≥0

ℓ
∏

i=1

‖fi‖jipℓji
ℓ
∏

i=1

1

ji!(i!)ji

and hence

n−ℓ/2‖Bℓ(f1, . . . , fℓ)‖p ≤ ℓ!
∑

j1+2j2+···+ℓjℓ=ℓ
j1,...,jℓ≥0

ℓ
∏

i=1

∥

∥

∥
n−i/2 fi

∥

∥

∥

ji

pℓji

ℓ
∏

i=1

1

ji!(i!)ji

Substituting the bound ‖n−i/2fi‖pℓji ≤ ‖n−i/2fi‖pℓ2 ≤ C(p, ℓ)ǫi now gives

n−ℓ/2‖Bℓ(f1, . . . , fℓ)‖p .p,ℓ ℓ!
∑

j1+2j2+···+ℓjℓ=ℓ
j1,...,jℓ≥0

ℓ
∏

i=1

ǫjii
ji!(i!)ji

= Bℓ (ǫ1, . . . , ǫℓ) .

(

1 ∨ max
1≤i≤ℓ

ǫi

)ℓ

,

as desired. To prove (E.6), it suffices to note that Bℓ(f1, . . . , fℓ)1U = Bℓ(f11U , . . . , fℓ1U), since (1U )k = 1U
for any k ∈ N.

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

I :=
1

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

‖x‖≥a
√
d

e−b
√
d‖x‖dx ≤ d

e
exp

([

log
(e

b

)

− 1

2
ab

]

d

)

(E.8)

In particular, if a ≥ 4
b log e

b then

I ≤ d

e
e−abd/4.

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

I =
Sd−1

(2π)d/2

ˆ ∞

a
√
d

ud−1e−b
√
dudu =

Sd−1

(2π)d/2(b
√
d)d

ˆ ∞

abd

ud−1e−udu, (E.9)

where Sd−1 is the surface area of the unit sphere. Now, we have

Sd−1

(2π)d/2
=

2πd/2

Γ(d/2)(2π)d/2
≤ 2

(2e/d)d/2−1

2d/2
=
( e

d

)
d
2
−1

,

using that Γ(d/2) ≥ (d/2e)d/2−1. To bound the integral in (E.9), we use Lemma E.3 with λ = abd and c = d.
Combining the resulting bound with the above bound on Sd−1/(2π)d/2, we get

I ≤
( e

d

)
d
2
−1

(b
√
d)−de−tabd

(

d

1 − t

)d

=
d

e

( √
e

b(1 − t)

)d

e−tabd (E.10)

Taking t = 1/2 and noting that 2
√
e ≤ e concludes the proof.
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Lemma E.3 (Lemma F.2 in [13]). For all λ, c > 0 and t ∈ (0, 1) it holds

ˆ ∞

λ

uc−1e−udu ≤ e−λt

(

c

1 − t

)c

.

Proof. Let X be a random variable with gamma distribution Γ(c, 1). Then the desired integral is given by
Γ(c)P(X ≥ λ). Now, the mgf of Γ(c, 1) is E [eXt] = (1 − t)−c, defined for t < 1. Hence for all t ∈ (0, 1) we
have

P(X ≥ λ) ≤ e−λt(1 − t)−c. (E.11)

Multiplying both sides by Γ(c) and using that Γ(c) ≤ cc gives the desired bound.
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[5] Stéphane Boucheron, Gábor Lugosi, and Pascal Massart. Concentration Inequalities: A Nonasymptotic
Theory of Independence. Oxford University Press, 02 2013.

[6] Louis Comtet. Advanced Combinatorics: The art of finite and infinite expansions. Springer Science &
Business Media, 2012.

[7] Guillaume P Dehaene. A deterministic and computable Bernstein-von Mises theorem. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1904.02505, 2019.

[8] Adrian Fischer, Robert E Gaunt, Gesine Reinert, and Yvik Swan. Normal approximation for the
posterior in exponential families. arXiv preprint arXiv:2209.08806, 2022.

[9] Tapio Helin and Remo Kretschmann. Non-asymptotic error estimates for the Laplace approximation in
Bayesian inverse problems. Numerische Mathematik, 150(2):521–549, 2022.

[10] Jonathan H Huggins, Trevor Campbell, Mikolaj Kasprzak, and Tamara Broderick. Practical bounds
on the error of Bayesian posterior approximations: A nonasymptotic approach. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1809.09505, 2018.

[11] Tadeusz Inglot and Piotr Majerski. Simple upper and lower bounds for the multivariate Laplace ap-
proximation. Journal of Approximation Theory, 186:1–11, 2014.

[12] Mikolaj J Kasprzak, Ryan Giordano, and Tamara Broderick. How good is your Gaussian approximation
of the posterior? Finite-sample computable error bounds for a variety of useful divergences. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2209.14992, 2022.

[13] Anya Katsevich. The Laplace approximation accuracy in high dimensions: a refined analysis and new
skew adjustment. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.07262, 2023.

[14] William D Kirwin. Higher asymptotics of laplace’s approximation. Asymptotic Analysis, 70(3-4):231–
248, 2010.

23



[15] Alexander V Kolesnikov and Emanuel Milman. Riemannian metrics on convex sets with applications
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