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Sharp concentration phenomena in high-dimensional Orlicz

balls

Lorenz Frühwirth and Joscha Prochno

Abstract

In this article, we present a precise deviation formula for the intersection of two Orlicz balls
generated by Orlicz functions V and W . Additionally, we establish a (quantitative) central limit
theorem in the critical case and a strong law of large numbers for the "W -norm" of the uniform
distribution on B

(n,V ). Our techniques also enable us to derive a precise formula for the thin-shell
concentration of uniformly distributed random vectors in high-dimensional Orlicz balls. In our
approach we establish an Edgeworth-expansion using methods from harmonic analysis together
with an exponential change of measure argument.

1 Introduction & Main results

Let n ∈N,1 ≤ p <∞ and let D(n,p) be the volume normalized ℓp -ball in R
n . In [46] Schechtman and

Schmuckenschläger studied the asymptotic behavior of the intersection of D(n,p) with an appropri-
ately scaled ℓq -ball and found the threshold behavior

voln

(

D
(n,p) ∩ tD(n,q)) n→∞−−−−→

{

0, t < A−1
p,q

1, t > A−1
p,q ,

(1)

where Ap,q ∈ (0,∞) is an explicit constant. Their proof mainly relied on a probabilistic representation
of the uniform distribution on ℓn

p -balls obtained by Schechtman and Zinn [47] and independently by

Rachev and Rüschendorf [44]). More precisely, for X (n,p) ∼D
(n,p) , we can write

X (n,p) d=U 1/n (Y1, . . . ,Yn)

||(Y1, . . . ,Yn ) ||p
, (2)

where U ∼ Unif([0,1]) and (Yi )i∈N are independent and identically distributed (iid) with Lebesgue
density

R ∋ x 7→
1

2p1/pΓ(1+1/p)
e−|x|p/p .

It is then possible to represent the volume in (1) as the probability that a random vector, which is
uniformly distributed in the (normalized) ℓn

p -ball, has ℓq -norm smaller than t . The probabilistic

representation of X (n,p) allows us to work with independent random variables and thus the limit in
(1) is essentially an application of the strong law of large numbers. The threshold case t = Ap,q first
remained an open problem before Schmuckenschläger proved a central limit theorem for the ℓq -
norm of a point chosen randomly in an ℓn

p -ball [49]. The existence of a probabilistic representation
as in (2) gave rise to the rich and flourishing theory of high-dimensional ℓp -geometry, which was
intensively studied over the past 15 years (we refer the interested reader to the surveys [41, 43]). One
aim of the present paper is to generalize the Schechtman–Schmuckenschläger result from (1) in a
different direction. All mentioned results above heavily use the representation in (2), which is limited
to ℓp -balls. Here we want to study concentration phenomena like (1) for the intersection of so-called
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Orlicz balls. Typically, taking a symmetric and convex function V : R → [0,∞) with V (x) = 0 if and
only if x = 0 and some R ∈ (0,∞), the associated Orlicz ball with "radius" R is defined as

B
(n,V )
R

:=
{

x ∈R
n :

n∑

i=1

V (xi )≤ nR

}

; (3)

in this work we deal with a slightly more restrictive notion of an Orlicz function (see Definition 2.1
and Remark 2.2). Orlicz spaces serve as natural generalizations of ℓp -spaces and are fundamental
elements within the class of symmetric Banach sequence spaces. They have been intensively studied
in the functional analysis literature and we direct the interested reader to [20, 26, 35, 36, 50, 42, 45]
and the references cited therein. In [22], using the maximum entropy principle from statistical mech-
anics and elements from (sharp) large deviations theory, Kabluchko and Prochno were able to bypass
the non-existence of a classical Schechtman–Schmuckenschläger-type probabilistic representation
and computed the asymptotic volume of high-dimensional Orlicz balls; independently similar prob-
lems were considered by Barthe and Wolff in [8] with a view towards confirming the Kannan–Lovász–
Simonovits (KLS) spectral gap conjecture. Although not stated explicitly it follows from the proof of
[22, Theorem B] that the convergence rate is exponential. In our Theorem A we are able to present a
precise version of [22, Theorem B], which also includes lower-order terms and could not be obtained
by the approach developed in [22]. The study of moderate and large deviations principles in the
realm of asymptotic geometric analysis has been relatively recent, pioneered by Gantert, Kim, and
Ramanan in [18], and further developed by Prochno, Kabluchko, and Thäle in [25]. In their recent
work [4], Alonso-Gutiérrez, Prochno, and Thäle uncovered a connection between the investigation
of moderate and large deviations for isotropic log-concave random vectors and the famous KLS con-
jecture. Unlike central limit theorems, (sharp) large deviation principles are highly sensitive to the
distribution of the underlying random variables. Although large deviations principles (LDPs), unlike
concentration results or large deviation upper bounds, precisely identify the asymptotic exponential
decay rate and allow for the identification of conditional limit laws (see [16, 29]), they have a notable
drawback. In general, LDPs only provide approximate estimates of the probability that a sequence of
random variables lies in an atypical region. Specifically, they characterize the limit of the logarithms
of the deviation probabilities as the dimension n tends to infinity. Sharp LDPs, on the other hand,
not only provide the precise exponential decay but also include additional subexponential factors,
offering more accurate estimates and are more in the spirit of asymptotic geometric analysis.
While numerous articles investigate the asymptotic behavior of high-dimensionalℓp -balls and spheres
(see, e.g., [5, 17, 18, 23, 24, 25, 27, 29]), the study becomes more nuanced and delicate when extending
to high-dimensional Orlicz balls. This can be seen in the work of Kabluchko and Prochno [22] and
the complexity stems from the absence of a probabilistic representation for the uniform distribution
on B

(n,V )
R

and because general Orlicz functions are not homogenous. The former problem can be
resolved by employing suitable Gibbs measures µα, distributed according to the Lebesgue density

dµα

d x
(x) =

eαV (x)

Zα
, x ∈R,

where, in statistical mechanics terminology, α ∈ (−∞,0) is referred to as the inverse critical temperat-
ure, and Zα is the partition function, i.e., the normalizing constant; this approach was initiated in [22]
and has led to successful breakthroughs in addressing geometric questions within high-dimensional
Orlicz spaces by probabilistic means (see, e.g., [3, 16, 21, 28, 29]). Turning to sharp large deviations,
those can be traced back to Bahadur and Rao [7] and Petrov [40] (see also [15]). Essentially, they
used an exponential change of measure to identify the exponential decay of the probability that the
empirical mean of iid random variables exceeds their common mean. The residual term can then
be approximated using a first-order Edgeworth expansion (see, e.g., [40, p. 293]). The proof of The-
orem A adopts a similar approach, but encounters certain challenges in establishing an Edgeworth
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expansion for the resulting sum of random variables (see Section 3.2 and the discussion therein).
After identifying the precise asymptotic formula for the Schechtman–Schmuckenschläger ratio (1)
in the case of Orlicz balls, one may raise questions about its behavior in the critical case; note that
this question could not be addressed by the methods in [22]. This inquiry is addressed in our The-
orem B, where we demonstrate that the normalized volume intersection for high-dimensional Orlicz
balls adheres to a quantitative Central Limit Theorem with a speed of order n−1/2, analogous to the
classical Berry–Esseen theorem.

Our techniques also allow to give a precise description of the so-called thin-shell concentration of
high-dimensional Orlicz balls (see Theorem C). Roughly speaking, for small values of δ ∈ (0,∞), we
provide a precise formula for

P

[∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

‖X (n,V )‖2
2

n
−m

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≥ δ

]

, (4)

where X (n,V ) follows a uniform distribution on an Orlicz ball generated by the Orlicz function V . Es-
timating probabilities of the form (4) has attracted considerable attention since the works of Sudakov
[51], Diaconis and Freedman [14], von Weizsäcker [52], and Antilla, Ball, and Perissinaki [6]. We also
highlight the breakthrough result by Klartag [30], who proved that the marginals of an isotropic ran-
dom vector are close to a Gaussian distribution. In [6], it was established that any isotropic (with
mean 0 and identity covariance matrix) random vector X (n) ∈R

n has (approximately) Gaussian mar-
ginals if ‖X (n)‖2/

p
n concentrates around 1. In other words, ||X (n)||2 concentrates in a thin-shell with

radius
p

n. This principle has led to the thin-shell width conjecture, which proposes that there exists
an absolute constant C ∈ (0,∞) such that for every n ∈N and every isotropic random vector X (n) ∈R

n

one has E
[

‖X (n)‖2 −
p

n
]2 ≤ C . This is equivalent to the famous variance conjecture, first formally

proposed in [10] (see also [1]). It asserts the existence of an absolute constant C ∈ (0,∞) such that for
any isotropic random vector X (n) ∈ R

n , it holds that V
[

‖X (n)‖2
2

]

≤ C n. The variance conjecture has
been successfully approached for various important examples of isotropic convex bodies (see, e.g.,
[53], [34] and the references cited therein). The variance conjecture is a special case of the renowned
KLS conjecture, which roughly says that, up to a universal constant C ∈ (0,∞) independent of the
dimension n, the best way to divide a convex body into two pieces of equal mass in order to minim-
ize their interface is a hyperplane bisection. For a long time the best known bound was obtained by
Bourgain [11, 12] where it is proven that C = O

(

n1/4 log n
)

. A few years ago Chen [13] accomplished
a breakthrough by obtaining a subpolynomial bound for the KLS constant. This work led to great
further improvements (e.g., by Klartag and Lehec [32]) with the currently best known estimate for
the KLS constant of O(

√

log n) obtained by Klartag in [31] (see also the recent survey [33] for a more
comprehensive discussion on the KLS conjecture and related topics).

Returning to thin-shell concentration estimates, we mention that in 2018, Lee and Vempala [37]
proved that for t ∈ (0,∞),

P

[∣
∣
∣
∣

‖X (n)‖2

E
[

‖X (n)‖2
] −1

∣
∣
∣
∣≥ t

]

≤ e−c min{t ,t 2}
p

n and E
[

‖X (n)‖2 −
p

n
]2 ≤C

p
n;

another estimate of a similar order was obtained by Guédon and Milman [19] (see also [39], [48], and
[2] for more precise estimates in case of ℓp -balls). More recently, Prochno and Alonso-Gutierrez [3],
using a moderate deviations perspective, were able to provide precise estimates for probabilities of
the form

P

[∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

‖X (n)‖2
2

nL2
Z

−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≥ tn

]

,

where X (n) is uniformly distributed in a high-dimensional Orlicz ball B(n,V )
R

, L2
Z is the asymptotic

value of the isotropic constant (see also [3, Theorem A]) and (tn)n∈N is a sequence that grows to
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infinity slower than
p

n. Their approach requires the Orlicz function V to grow sufficiently fast; more
precisely, they assumed that

lim
x→∞

V (x)

x2
=∞.

In our Theorems A and C, we are able to weaken this assumption and we only require V to grow at
least as fast as x 7→ x2 (see also Assumption A).

1.1 Main results

Before stating our main results, Theorem A, B and C, we introduce a few quantities. An Orlicz func-
tion is a symmetric and convex function V : R → [0,∞) with V (x) = 0 if and only if x = 0, which is
essentially C2 (see Section 2.2 for a precise definition). The associated Orlicz ball B(n,V )

R
with radius

R ∈ (0,∞) in R
n is then defined as in (3). For n ∈N and R ∈ (0,∞), let X (n,V ) ∼ Unif

(

B
(n,V)
R

)

. Then, as

shown in Theorem B, for any (linearly independent) Orlicz functions V and W , the almost sure limit

m := lim
n→∞

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

∈ (0,∞) (5)

exists.
Let V ,W : R → [0,∞) be two Orlicz functions and, for (α,β) ∈ R

2, we define a measure µα,β via the
Lebesgue density

dµα,β(x)

d x
=

eαV (x)+βW (x)

Zα,β
, x ∈R,

provided Zα,β :=
∫

R
eαV (x)+βW (x)d x <∞. Gibbs measures of this or a similar form have proven to be

very useful when dealing with the asymptotic behavior of high-dimensional Orlicz balls (for more
background on the maximum entropy principle for Orlicz spaces, we refer to Section 1.2 in [22]).
Moreover, we define ϕ : R2 → (−∞,∞] with

ϕ(α,β) := log Zα,β.

Let I : R2 → [0,∞] be the Legendre transform of ϕ, i.e., for (x, y)∈R
2, we set

I(x, y) := sup
(α,β)∈R2

[

αx +βy −ϕ(α,β)
]

, (6)

which is well defined since ϕ is convex.

Assumption A. Let V ,W : R→ [0,∞) be two Orlicz functions. We say V and W satisfy Assumption A, if

liminf
x→∞

V (x)

W (x)
> 0

Assumption A essentially means that W grows at most as fast as V .

Assumption B. Let V ,W : R→ [0,∞) be two Orlicz functions. We say V and W satisfy Assumption B, if

lim
x→∞

V (x)

W (x)
=∞.

Assumption B requires V to grow much faster than W and we note that Assumption B implies A. We
highlight that similar conditions to Assumption B were already imposed in, e.g., [3, 29].

Remark 1.1. For example, Assumption B is satisfied for V (x) = |x|p and W (x) = |x|q if p > q ≥ 1. The

Orlicz functions V (x) := x4 + x2 and W (x) := x4 satisfy Assumption A, but not Assumption B (see also

Remark 3.4, where we demonstrate the necessity of distinguishing between Assumptions A and B!).
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In the theory of large deviations, functions as I from (6) are usually referred to as good rate functions
(GRF). This means that all level sets of I are compact.

Theorem A. (i ) Let R ∈ (0,∞) and V ,W : R → [0,∞) be linearly independent Orlicz functions that

satisfy Assumption A. Then there exists an ε ∈ (0,∞) such that for all t ∈ (m,m +ε), we have

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R ∩B

(n,W )
t

)

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

) = 1−
1

p
2πnσ

e−n I(R ,t )(1+o(1)), (7)

where m ∈ (0,∞) is the constant from (5), I is the GRF from (6) and σ = σ(V ,W,R , t ) is an explicit

positive quantity.

(i i ) If V ,W :R→ [0,∞) satisfy Assumption B, then (7) holds for all t ∈ (m,W (V −1(R)).

Remark 1.2. We observe that in the case of W (x) := |x|p for some p ≥ 1, we can express

P

[∣
∣
∣
∣X (n,V )

∣
∣
∣
∣

p

p ≥ t
]

= 1−
voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

∩B
(n,W )
t

)

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

) .

Hence, Theorem A generalizes [27, Theorem 11] and provides a refinement of [22, Theorem B]. In several

related works (see, e.g.,[27, 38]) the admissible values of t are non-explicit. In Theorem A (i i ) we can

identify the explicit interval (m,W (V −1(R))) such that the sharp asymptotic formula given in (7) holds

for all values of t in that interval. We consider this to be a non-trivial feature of our result (see the proof

of Lemma 3.2).

As in case of ℓp -balls, we see that the "W -norm" of a uniform distribution on a V -Orlicz ball B(n,V )
R

concentrates around a critical value m ∈ (0,∞). The following theorem shows that this concentration
happens almost surely and, under a suitable normalization, we obtain a Berry–Esseen-type result,
i.e., a quantitative central limit theorem. We denote the Kolmogoroff distance by dKol (see Equation
(11) for a formal definition).

Theorem B. (Strong law of large numbers and CLT) Let V ,W : R → [0,∞) be linearly independent

Orlicz functions. For n ∈N and R ∈ (0,∞), let X(n,V) ∼ Unif
(

B
(n,V)
R

)

, then the limit

m = lim
n→∞

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

(8)

exists almost surely with m = Eµα∗ ,0
[W (X )], where α∗ ∈ (0,∞) is chosen such that Eµα∗ ,0

[V (X )] = R.

Moreover, we can even give a quantitative version of the limit above: there exists a constant c ∈ (0,∞)
such that

dKol

(

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

[

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m
]

, Z

)

≤
c

p
n

, n ∈N, (9)

where Z ∼N (0,σ2
∗) and σ2

∗ ∈ (0,∞) is a different quantity as in Theorem C.

Moreover, the result remains valid if we choose V (x) = |x|p and W (x) = |x|q for some p, q ∈ (0,1) with

p 6= q.

Remark 1.3. It’s worth noting that Theorem B holds true for functions V (x) = |x|p and W (x) = |x|q ,

where p, q ∈ (0,1). Remarkably, these functions are neither Orlicz functions nor convex. We emphasize

that a key component of the proof of Theorem B is the establishment of an Edgeworth expansion for a

specific sequence of random vectors (see Section 3.2). We anticipate that the techniques developed in

Section 3.2 could apply to a broader class of functions beyond those considered in Theorem B, which

could be of independent interest.
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As a consequence of our CLT, we also obtain the following Corollary answering a question in [22, p.
4].

Corollary 1.4. Let V ,W : R→ [0,∞) be two linearly independent Orlicz functions. Then, for any radius

R ∈ (0,∞), we have

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R ∩B

(n,W )
m

)

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

)
n→∞−→

1

2
,

where m = m(R)∈ (0,∞) is the quantity from (5).

Another valuable application of our techniques is the following thin-shell concentration result, which
complements [3, Theorem B].

Theorem C. (Sharp thin-shell concentration) Let R ∈ (0,∞), W (x) := x2 and V : R→ [0,∞) be an Orlicz

function such that Assumption A is satisfied. Then, there exists an ε ∈ (0,∞) such that for all δ ∈ (0,ε),

we have

P

[∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

||X (n,V )||22
n

−m

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
> δ

]

=
1

p
2πnσ̃

e−n min{I(R ,m+δ),I(R ,m−δ)}(1+o(1)) (10)

where X(n,V) ∼ Unif
(

B
(n,V)
R

)

and I is the GRF from (6) and m ∈ (0,∞) is the almost sure limit from

Theorem B (see also Equation 8). The quantity σ̃ ∈ (0,∞) depends on V ,R, and δ.

Remark 1.5. In fact, we will prove a more general result as it is stated in Theorem C, where the 2-norm

is replaced by the "W -norm" with an Orlicz function W satisfying Assumption A.

In particular, we note that Assumption A is weaker than the superquadratic assumption required in [3,

Theorem B].

2 Notation and Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Let X be a real-valued random variable and µ be some distribution. If X is distributed according to µ,
we write X ∼µ. We denote the Dirac-measure in some point x ∈R byδx . The mean of X is denoted by
E [X ] and for the variance of X we write V [X ], provided the respective quantities exist. Let f : R→ R

be some measurable function and µ some distribution; whenever we write

Eµ

[

f (X )
]

or Vµ

[

f (X )
]

,

we indicate that X ∼ µ. Let k ∈ N and Σ ∈ R
k×k be a positive definite, symmetric matrix and v ∈ R

k

be some vector. The (multivariate) normal distribution with mean v and covariance matrix Σ is then
denoted by N

(

µ,Σ
)

. Throughout this article we will only see the cases k = 1 or k = 2. Let X and Y be
random variables. The Kolmogoroff distance between X and Y is defined as

dKol(X ,Y ) := sup
t∈R

|P [X ≤ t ]−P [Y ≤ t ]| . (11)

Let I ⊆ R be an interval with endpoints a,b. In Section 3.2 we will frequently use the notation |I | =
b − a to indicate the length of I . Let A ⊆ R

d be a set, where, depending on the context, we will use
both notations 1A(x) and 1[x∈A] for the indicator function over the set A. Let U ⊆R

2 be an open non-
empty set and ϕ : U →R be two times continuously differentiable on U . We then write ϕ ∈C

2(U ) or
if U =R

2, we just write ϕ ∈C
2. For (x, y)∈U , the gradient of ϕ in (x, y) is defined as

∇ϕ(x, y) :=
(

∂ϕ
∂x (x, y)
∂ϕ
∂y

(x, y)

)

.
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The Hessian of ϕ in some point (x, y) ∈U is denoted by

Hϕ(x, y) :=





∂2ϕ

∂x2 (x, y)
∂2ϕ
∂x∂y (x, y)

∂ϕ
∂y∂x (x, y)

∂2ϕ

∂y 2 (x, y)



 .

Let (an)n∈N be a sequence of real numbers and (bn)n∈N a sequence of monotone decreasing and
positive numbers. We write an = o(bn), if, for all ε ∈ (0,∞), there exists an N ∈ N such that for all
n ≥ N , it holds that

|an | ≤ εbn .

We write an =O(bn), if there exists a constant C ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all n ∈N

|an| ≤C bn .

If all an are non-negative, we also use the Vinogradov notation an ≪ bn if an =O(bn). Let (Xn)n∈N be
a sequence of real-valued random variables.

2.2 Orlicz functions & Gibbs measures

Definition 2.1. A symmetric, convex function V : R→ [0,∞) with V (x) = 0 iff x = 0 is called an Orlicz

function if V is two times continously differentiable. In fact, we only need that V is C
2 except of count-

ably many points that do not accumulate anywhere. We recall the definition of the associated Orlicz

ball B(n,V )
R

of radius R ∈ (0,∞) with

B
(n,V )
R

=
{

x ∈R
n :

n∑

i=1

V (xi )≤ Rn

}

.

Remark 2.2. Our notion of an Orlicz function is slightly more restrictive than usual, since we require

that V is C
2 except of a discrete set of points. Often (see, e.g., [3, 22]) V is assumed to be just convex,

which by Alexandrov’s theorem, implies that V is C
2 almost everywhere. The set of points where V is

not C
2 could still be dense. Here we exclude such examples. We believe that this assumption could

be overcome with a significant amount of technical work in Section 3.2, which we have chosen not to

undertake.

The uniform distribution of the intersection of two Orlicz balls B
(n,V )
R and B

(n,W )
R is naturally related

to two-factor Gibbs measures µα,β defined via the Lebesgue density

dµα,β

d x
(x) =

eαV (x)+βW (x)

Zα,β
, x ∈R, (12)

where

Zα,β =
∫

R

eαV (x)+βW (x)d x

is the normalizing constant and (α,β) ∈ R
2 are chosen in a way such that µα,β exists. For instance, if

we choose α=−1 and β= 0, we always have that µα,β exists since V is convex as Orlicz function.

3 Proofs

3.1 Auxiliary Results

In this Section we work with Orlicz functions V ,W : R → [0,∞) and Gibbs measures µα,β with dis-
tribution given in (12), where (α,β) ∈ R

2 are chosen such that µα,β exists. We recall that Zα,β =
∫

R
eαV (x)+βW (x)d x, ϕ(α,β) = log Z (α,β) and define

Dϕ :=
{

(α,β) ∈R
2 : ϕ(α,β) <∞

}

.
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The following lemma gives (partial) characterisations of the set Dϕ, depending on the relation of V

and W .

Lemma 3.1. (i ) If V and W satisfy Assumption A, then

{

(α,β) ∈ (−∞,0)×R : β< |α| liminf
x→∞

V (x)

W (x)

}

⊆Dϕ.

(i i ) If V and W satisfy Assumption B, then Dϕ = (−∞,0)×R.

Proof. We start with (i ), where we assume that x̄ := liminfx→∞
V (x)
W (x) ∈ (0,∞), since the case where

x̄ =∞ is treated in (i i ). Let α ∈ (−∞,0) be fixed and take some β ∈R with β< |α| liminfx→∞
V (x)
W (x) . We

fix δ ∈ (0,∞) and take x0 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all x ∈ [x0,∞), we have V (x)
W (x) ≥ x̄ −δ. We then get

∫∞

x0

eαV (x)+βW (x)d x =
∫∞

x0

exp

(

αV (x)

(

1+
βW (x)

αV (x)

))

d x

≤
∫∞

x0

exp

(

αV (x)

(

1+
β

α(x̄ −δ)

))

d x

≤
∫∞

x0

exp

(

αV (x)

(

1−
x̄

x̄ −δ

))

d x <∞,

where the last inequality holds since 1− x̄
x̄−δ > 0, for fixed δ. Thus, as claimed (α,β) ∈Dϕ. The proof

of (i i ) works with an analogous argument.

Lemma 3.2. Let V ,W : R→ [0,∞) be two Orlicz functions. Then the mappings

β 7→ Eµα,β [V (X )] and α 7→ Eµα,β [V (X )] , (α,β) ∈Dϕ,

are well-defined and strictly monotone increasing.

Proof. Let (α,β) ∈Dϕ, then
∂

∂α
ϕ(α,β) = Eµα,β [V (X )]

exists (as a derivative of a parameterintegral). We prove in the following that, for fixed α ∈ (−∞,0),
β 7→ Eµα,β [V (X )] is strictly increasing. To that end, let β1,β2 ∈R such that (α,βi ) ∈Dϕ for i = 1,2 and
let β1 < β2. Since V is an Orlicz function (hence V takes only non-negative values) it follows that
Zα,β1

< Zα,β2
. Hence, there exists a unique point x̄ ∈ (0,∞) such that

dµα,β1

d x
(x̄) =

eαV (x̄)+β1W (x̄)

Zα,β1

=
eαV (x̄)+β2W (x̄)

Zα,β2

=
dµα,β2

d x
(x̄).

This implies that

eαV (x)+β1W (x)

Zα,β1

>
eαV (x)+β2W (x)

Zα,β2

for all x ∈ (0, x̄)

eαV (x)+β1W (x)

Zα,β1

<
eαV (x)+β2W (x)

Zα,β2

for all x ∈ (x̄,∞).

From that we infer

Eµα,β1
[V (X )] =

∫∞

0
Pα,β1

[V (X )≥ x]d x

8



= 2

∫∞

0

∫∞

V −1(x)

eαV (t )+β1W (t )

Zα,β1

d t d x

= 2

∫V (x̄)

0

∫∞

V −1(x)

eαV (t )+β1W (t )

Zα,β1

d t d x +2

∫∞

V (x̄)

∫∞

V −1(x)

eαV (t )+β1W (t )

Zα,β1

d t d x

< 2

∫V (x̄)

0

[

1

2
−

∫V −1(x)

0

eαV (t )+β1W (t )

Zα,β1

d t

]

d x +2

∫∞

V (x̄)

∫∞

V −1(x)

eαV (t )+β2W (t )

Zα,β2

d t d x

< 2

∫V (x̄)

0

[

1

2
−

∫V −1(x)

0

eαV (t )+β2W (t )

Zα,β2

d t

]

d x +2

∫∞

V (x̄)

∫∞

V −1(x)

eαV (t )+β2W (t )

Zα,β2

d t d x

= Eµα,β2
[V (X )] .

An analogous argument shows that α 7→ Eµα,β [V (X )] is strictly monotone increasing.

x̄

dµα,β1

dx
dµα,β2

dx

The picture suggests that Eµα,β1
[V (X )] < Eµα,β2

[V (X )].

Lemma 3.3. Let R ∈ (0,∞) and V ,W :R→ [0,∞) be two linearly independent Orlicz functions.

(i ) If V and W satisfy Assumption A, then there exists an ε ∈ (0,∞) such that for all t ∈ (m,m +ε), we

find (α,β) ∈ (−∞,0)× (0,∞) such that

∇ϕ(α,β) =
(

R

t

)

. (13)

(i i ) If V and W satisfy Assumption B, then, for all t ∈ (m,W (V −1(R))), we find (α,β) ∈ (−∞,0)× (0,∞)
such that (13) holds.

Proof. We start with a few general observation before we prove (i ) and (i i ). It is easy to see that
ϕ : Dϕ → R is two times continuous differentiable and, for (α,β) ∈ Dϕ, the Hessian Hϕ(α,β) of ϕ
satisfies

Hϕ(α,β) = Covµα,β [(V (X ),W (X ))] .

Since Hϕ(α,β) is the covariance matrix of the vector (V (X ),W (X )), where X ∼µα,β and V and W are
linearly independent on supp(X ) = R, we can deduce that Hϕ(α,β) is a positive definite matrix. We
define α∗ ∈ (−∞,0) to be the unique point, where (see, e.g., Section 1.1. in [3])

Eµα∗ ,0
[V (X )] = R .

We are now going to prove (i ). By Lemma 3.1, there is a small neighborhood (in R
2) around α∗ which

is completely contained in Dϕ. By Lemma 3.2, the mapping β 7→ Eµα∗ ,β
[V (X )] is strictly monotone

9



increasing and hence, by continuity, there exists a δ1 ∈ (0,∞) such that for all α ∈ (α∗ −δ1,α∗), we
find a β′ ∈ (0,∞) such that

Eµα,β′ [V (X )] = R .

Since β 7→ Eµα,β [V (X )] is strictly mononote increasing, we see that β′ is unique. This defines a map-
ping α 7→β(α) for α ∈ (α∗−δ1,α∗) with the property

Eµα,β(α) [V (X )] = R .

The function α 7→ β(α) is continuous and by employing Lemma 3.3, β(α) is strictly monotone de-
creasing on (α∗−δ1,α∗). By the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, it follows that β : (α∗−δ1,α∗) →
(0,∞) is differentiable almost everywhere. Since, by construction, Eµα,β(α) [V (X )] ≡ R , we have that
∂
∂αEµα,β(α) [V (X )] ≡ 0 and in every point α ∈ (α∗ −δ1,α∗) where β(α) is differentiable, we get by the
chain rule

0 =
∂

∂α
Eµα,β(α) [V (X )] =Vµα,β(α) [V (X )]+β′(α)Covµα,β(α) [V (X ),W (X )]

We recall that Hϕ(α,β(α)) is a positive definite matrix which implies that

0 <
(

1,β′(α)
)

Hϕ(α,β(α))

(
1

β′(α)

)

=β′(α)
(

Covµα,β(α) [V (X ),W (X )]+β′(α)Vµα,β(α) [W (X )]
)

=β′(α)

(
∂

∂α
Eµα,β(α) [W (X )]

)

.

Since β′(α) ∈ (−∞,0), we have ∂
∂αEµα,β(α) [W (X )] ∈ (−∞,0). This means, in almost every point α ∈

(α∗−δ1,α∗), ∂
∂α

Eµα,β(α) [W (X )] exists and is negative. Thus, the mapping

α 7→ Eµα,β(α) [W (X )]

is continous and strictly monotone decreasing on (α∗ −δ1,α∗). Since m = Eµα∗ ,0
[W (X )], it follows

that

ε := sup
α∈(α∗−δ1,α∗)

Eµα,β(α) [W (X )]−m ∈ (0,∞),

and for every t ∈ (m,m +ε), we find a pair (α,β) ∈ (−∞,0)× (0,∞) such that

∇ϕ(α,β) =
(

Eµα,β [V (X )]

Eµα,β [W (X )]

)

=
(

R

t

)

,

which proves (i ).

−∞ α∗

Dϕ

β(α)

In (i ), we are able to construct β(α) locally to the left of α∗.
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Now we are going to prove (i i ). By Lemma 3.1, it follows that Dϕ = (−∞,0) ×R, hence for every
α ∈ (−∞,α∗), we find an unique β=β(α) ∈ (0,∞) such that

Eµα,β(α) [V (X )] = R .

The mapping α 7→β(α) is strictly monotone increasing (hence differentiable almost everywhere) and
analogously to the first part of this prove, one has that

α 7→ Eµα,β(α) [W (X )]

is continuous and strictly monotone decreasing. We define

x := sup
α∈(−∞,α∗)

Eµα,β(α) [W (X )] = lim
α→−∞

Eµα,β(α) [W (X )] .

By the continuity of α 7→ Eµα,β(α) [W (X )], for all t ∈ (m, x) we find (α,β) ∈ (−∞,0)× (0,∞) with

∇ϕ(α,β) =
(

Eµα,β [V (X )]
Eµα,β [W (X )]

)

=
(

R

t

)

.

In the rest of this proof, we will show that x = W (V −1(R)). Let M = (µα,β(α))α∈(−∞,α∗), then M is a
tight family of probability measures (otherwise R 6≡ Eµα,β(α) [V (X )]), thus every sub-family of M is also
tight. For any sequence (αn )n∈N with limn→∞αn =−∞, we have that

x = lim
n→∞

Eµαn ,β(αn ) [W (X )] .

Assume there exists a sequence (αn)n∈N tending to −∞ with

lim
n→∞

Vµαn ,β(αn ) [V (X )] = 0.

Since (µαn ,β(αn ))n∈N is tight, we find a weakly convergent subsequence (µαnk
,β(αnk

))k∈N with (weak)
limit µ∞. We trivially have that

Eµ∞ [V (X )] = R .

But, since Vµ∞ [V (X )] = 0 and by the symmetry of µ∞, it follows that

µ∞ =
1

2
δ−V −1(R) +

1

2
δV −1(R).

This gives us that x = W (V −1(R)). Now consider the case where infα∈(−∞,α∗)Vµα,β(α) [V (X )] ∈ (0,∞).
We know that x ∈ (0,∞), otherwise

lim
α→−∞

Eµα,β(α) [W (X )] =∞,

which is a contradiction to R = limα→−∞Eµα,β(α) [V (X )]. Let A ⊆ (−∞,α∗) be the set where β′

(and hence also ∂
∂αEµα,β(α) [W (X )]) exists. We claim that there exists a subsequence (αn )n∈N ⊆ A such

that

lim
n→∞

∂

∂α
Eµαn ,β(αn ) [W (X )] = 0.

If such a sequence (αn )n∈N ⊆ A would not exist, then there is an ε ∈ (0,∞) and α′ = α′(ε) ∈ (−∞,α∗)
such that for all α ∈ (−∞,α′) we have

∂

∂α
Eµα,β(α) [W (X )] ≤−ε.
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By integrating over the infinite interval (−∞,α′) we would now get x =∞, which is a contradiction.
Thus, we can assume that there exists a sequence (αn )n∈N ⊆ A with

lim
n→∞

∂

∂α
Eµαn ,β(αn ) [W (X )] = 0. (14)

We claim that, along this sequence (αn)n∈N, we have supn∈N
|β(αn)|
αn

∈ (0,∞). If this was not the case,

then, along a suitable subsequence (αnk
)k∈N ⊆ (αn)n∈N, we would have that limk→∞

|β(αnk
)|

αnk

= ∞.

Let M ∈ (0,∞) be some large number and denote xk ∈ (0,∞) to be the maximizer of x 7→ αnk
V (x)+

β(αnk
)W (x) on (0, M ) and let yk ∈ (0,∞) be the minimizer of y 7→αnk

V (y)+β(αnk
)W (y) on (2M ,3M ).

Then, since V and W are Orlicz functions, there exist constants c ,C ∈ (0,∞) such that V (yk )−V (xk )≤
C and W (yk )−W (xk ) ≥ c for all k ∈N. This leads to

µαnk
,β(αnk

) [(0, M )] =
2
∫M

0 eαnk
V (x)+β(αnk

)W (x)d x

Zαnk

≤
2Meαnk

V (xk )+β(αnk
)W (xk )

Zαnk

≤ e−αnk (V (yk )−V (xk ))−β(αnk
)(W (yk )−W (xk ))

≤ e−αnk
C−β(αnk

)c k→∞−→ 0.

This means, for every fixed M , the µαnk
,β(αnk

)-probability of (0, M ) tends to 0 as k →∞. This contra-
dicts the construction of β(αnk

), where we have

R = Eµαnk
,β(αnk

) [V (X )] .

Thus,
(
β(αn )
αn

)

n∈N
is a bounded sequence and we find a convergent subsequence (γ(1)

n )n∈N ⊆ (αn)n∈N

with limit −λ ∈ (−∞,0). Further, by de L’Hospital’s rule, we have that −λ= limn→∞β′(αn ).
Since M is tight, we find another subsequence (γ(2)

n )n∈N ⊆ (γ(1)
n )n∈N and a distribution µ∞ such that

µγ(2)
n ,β(γ(2)

n ) −→ µ∞ as n →∞ (we understand this limit as weak limit of distributions). We claim that
for all x ∈ R, we have V (x) ≥ λW (x). Assume this was not the case, i.e., we find a small interval
I = (y −δ, y +δ) ⊆R and some ε ∈ (0,∞) such that for all x ∈ (y −δ, y +δ)

V (x)−λW (x) ≤−ε.

Then (since
β(γ(2)

n )

γ(2)
n

≤−λ+ ε
2

(

supx∈I W (x)
)−1

, if n is sufficiently large)

Zγ(2)
n ,β(γ(2)

n ) =
∫

R

eγ(2)
n V (x)+β(γ(2)

n )W (x)d x

=
∫

R

exp

(

γ(2)
n

(

V (x)+
β(γ(2)

n )

γ(2)
n

W (x)

))

d x

≥
∫

I
exp

(

γ(2)
n

(

V (x)+
β(γ(2)

n )

γ(2)
n

W (x)

))

d x

≥
∫

I
exp

(

−
εγ(2)

n

2

)

d x −→∞, n →∞.

From that we deduce

µ∞ [x ∈R : V (x)−λW (x) ≤ 0] = 1 and µ∞ [x ∈R : V (x)−λW (x) ≤−ε] > 0.
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This means, for a random variable X ∼ µ∞, we have V (X ) ≤ λW (X ) almost surely and with posit-
ive probability we have V (X ) < λW (X ). By the very construction of (αn )n∈N, of which (γ(2)

n )n∈N is a
subsequence, we have by (14)

0 =Covµ∞ [V (X ),W (X )]−λVµ∞ [W (X )] .

Recall that this quantity is a (non-trivial) quadratic form of the covariance matrix C ∈R
2×2 of (V (X ),W (X )).

This means V (X ) and W (X ) are linearly dependent, or in other words, there exists a ν ∈ (0,∞) such
that V (X ) = νW (X ) almost surely (although we assumed that V and W are linearly independent
on R, this does not necessarily mean that V and W are linearly independent on supp(X )). Since
V (X ) ≤λW (X ) almost surely, we thus have ν≤λ. This leads to

0 = Covµ∞ [V (X ),W (X )]−λVµ∞ [W (X )]

=
1

ν
Vµ∞ [V (X )]−

λ

ν2
Vµ∞ [V (X )] .

Since by assumption Vµ∞ [V (X )] ∈ (0,∞), we get ν = λ. But this is a contradiction, since, on the one
hand, we have V (X ) = λW (X ) almost surely, and on the other hand, V (X ) < λW (X ) with positive
probability. This means, λ has the property that V (x) ≥ λW (x) for all x ∈ R. In particular, it is true
that

λ≤
R

W (V −1(R))
.

We now get (using that Eµ∞ [V (X )] = R and W (X ) = 1
λV (X ))

x = Eµ∞ [W (X )] =
1

λ
Eµ∞ [V (X )] ≥W (V −1(R)).

This finishes the proof.

Dϕ

α∗

β(α)

−∞

In (i i ), we construct β(α) for all α ∈ (−∞,α∗). The gray-shaded area indicates the region Dϕ.

Remark 3.4. When looking at the proof of Lemma 3.3, one is tempted to think that assuming

liminf
x→∞

V (x)

W (x)
> 0

should be sufficient to push ε as far as possible, i.e., ε= W (V −1(R))−m. But this is not the case! If we

set V (x) := x4 +x2 and W (x) := x4, then V and W are linearly independent and we have

liminf
x→∞

V (x)

W (x)
= 1> 0.
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It is clear that for R = 103 and for α=−1, we have

sup
β:(α,β)∈Dϕ

Eµ−1,β [V (X )] = Eµ−1,1 [V (X )] < R .

Thus, the construction of β(α) as in the proof of Lemma 3.10 (i i ) is possible only locally. We further

have

lim
α→−∞

sup
β:(α,β)∈Dϕ

Eµα,β [W (X )] = lim
α→−∞

Eµα,|α| [W (X )] = 0,

destroying the hope of maximizing ε by letting α tend to −∞. A better understanding of the image of

∇−1(ϕ) would help to characterize the precise value of ε in both, Theorem A and Theorem C.

Heuristically speaking, the goal of Lemma 3.3 was to maximize Eµα,β [W (X )] under the constraint
Eµα,β [V (X )] ≡R . It turned out that this can be achieved by lettingα tend to−∞ and choosingβ=β(α)
such that Eµα,β [V (X )] ≡R . In the proof of Theorem C, we need to choose a pair (α,β) ∈R

2 such that

Eµα,β [V (X )] ≡ R and Eµα,β [W (X )] is "small".

This is achieved through the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let V ,W : R→ [0,∞) be two linearly independent Orlicz functions that satisfy Assumption

A and let R ∈ (0,∞). Then, there exists an ε ∈ (0,∞) such that for all t ∈ (m − ε,m), we find a pair

(α,β) ∈ (−∞,0)2 such that

∇ϕ(α,β) =
(

R

t

)

. (15)

Proof. Let α∗ ∈ (−∞,0) be the unique solution to

Eµα∗ ,0 [V (X )] = R .

On the other hand, analogously, we can find a unique β∗ ∈ (−∞,0) such that

Eµ0,β∗ [V (X )] = R .

Thus, for any α ∈ (α∗,0), we can find a unique β=β(α) ∈ (−∞,0) such that

α 7→ Eµ0,β∗ [V (X )] ≡R .

Analogously to the proof of Lemma 3.3, we have that β(α) is strictly decreasing and hence almost
surely differentiable. Moreover, it holds that

α 7→ Eµα,β(α) [W (X )]

is strictly decreasing on (α∗,0) and thus, by defining

ε := m −Eµ0,β∗ [W (X )] ∈ (0,∞),

the claim follows.
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α∗

β∗

β(α)

Dϕ

−∞

In Lemma 3.5, the construction of β(α) changes slightly compared to Lemma 3.3.

3.2 Establishing an Edgeworth expansion

In this subsection we prove that, for linearly independent V ,W , the sequence of random variables

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

(V (Xi ),W (Xi )) , (16)

where (Xi )i∈N is an iid sequence with X1 ∼ µα,β, satisfies an Edgeworth expansion. To that end, we
need to establish a Cramér-type bound for the characteristic function ϕ : R2 →C of (16) given by

ϕ(t , s) := Eµα,β

[

exp(i tV (X )+ i sW (X ))
]

, (t , s)∈R
2 .

In the proof of Lemma 3.10 we show that

limsup
||(t ,s)||2→∞

∣
∣ϕ(t , s)

∣
∣= limsup

||(t ,s)||2→∞

∣
∣
∣
∣

1

Zα,β

∫

R

eαV (x)+βW (x)e i tV (x)+i sW (x)d x

∣
∣
∣
∣< 1. (17)

In the parlance of probabilistic number theory, (17) is satisfied if the oscillatory integral given by
the characteristic function ϕ shows at least a very small cancellation. Showing (17) is not straight
forward, since our sequence in (16) is a sequence of random vectors in R

2. In the classical theory
(see, e.g., [9, Section 2]), we would like to see that the distribution of

(V (X1),W (X1)) , X1 ∼µα,β,

has a non-degenerate (w.r.t. the 2-dimensional Lebesgue measure) component. Since this particular
sequence is concentrated on the 1-dimensional manifold

M := {(V (x),W (x)) |x ∈R} ,

the distribution of the random vector in (16) is degenerated in the 2-dimensional sense. So we need to
tackle the limit in (17) directly. The classical tool to deal with such integrals is Van der Corput’s lemma
(see Proposition 3.6). In our case, we are dealing with a phase function of the form tV + sW , where
(t , s) ∈ R

2 and V ,W are either Orlicz functions or V (x) = |x|p and W (x) = |x|q with p, q ∈ (0,1) and
p 6= q . In many cases, the function x 7→ tV (x)+ sW (x) lacks the necessary smoothness and may also
have many inflection points over R. Thus, we are not able to directly apply Van der Corput’s lemma.
Our idea is to find a family of intervals J = J(t , s) ⊆R such that the function tV + sW restricted on J is
C

2 and is strictly monotone and has no inflection points on J . On such an interval we can apply Van
der Corput’s lemma to see at least some amount of cancellation in (17). In order for everything to
work out nicely, we need to impose more regularity on V and W , which is the reason for our notion
of an Orlicz function.
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Proposition 3.6. (Van der Corput’s lemma) Let J = (a,b) ⊆ R be an interval and f : J →R be a convex

or concave function which is continuously differentiable on J and assume that | f ′(x)| > 0 for all x ∈ J .

Moreover, let φ : J →R be a C
1(J) function. Then, there exists an universal constant c ∈ (0,∞) such that

for all λ∈R\{0} , it holds

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫b

a
φ(x)e iλ f (x)d x

∣
∣
∣
∣≤ c

(

max
x∈J

|φ(x)|+
∫

J
|φ′(x)|d x

)
1

|λ|
.

Proposition 3.7. Let V ,W : R→ [0,∞) be two Orlicz functions or let V (x) = |x|p and W (x) = |x|q with

p, q ∈ (0,1) and p 6= q. For λ ∈ [−1,1], let Mλ denote the set of points in R where the function

x 7→V (x)+λW (x)

changes its curvature. Then Mλ cannot contain an interval.

Proof. The proof is done by contradiction. We assume there exists a λ̄ ∈ R and a non-trivial interval
I ⊆R such that the set of inflection points of x 7→V (x)+ λ̄W (x) is dense in I . Then, by our definition
of an Orlicz function, we find a non-trivial subinterval J ⊆ I , where both V and W are C

2. On J , the
set of inflection points of V + λ̄W is still dense and thus V ′′+ λ̄W ′′ is not continuous on J , which is
an immediate contradiction.

Proposition 3.8. Let V ,W : R→ [0,∞) be two Orlicz functions or let V (x) = |x|p and W (x) = |x|q with

p, q ∈ (0,1) and p 6= q. Then, there exists a compact interval I ⊆ R, some δ ∈ (0,∞) and a family of

intervals (Jλ)λ∈[−1,1] with Jλ ⊆ I for all λ ∈ [−1,1] and infλ∈[−1,1] |Jλ| ≥ δ such that, for λ ∈ [−1,1], the

function

x 7→V (x)+λW (x)

is C
2, strictly monotone and does not change its curvature on Jλ.

Proof. First we show that there exists a compact interval I ⊆ R and some δ′ ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all
λ ∈ [−1,1], there exists an interval J ′

λ
⊆ I with x 7→V (x)+λW (x) being strictly monotone throughout

J ′
λ

and |J ′
λ
| ≥ δ′. We claim that there exists an interval I ⊆ R such that for all λ ∈ [−1,1], the function

V +λW is not constant on I . If such an interval I would not exist, for every M ∈ (0,∞), we would find
a λ ∈ [−1,1] such that V +λW is constant (and hence 0) on [−M , M ], which is a contradiction to the
linear independence of V and W . Since, for every λ ∈ [−1,1], the function V +λW is not constant on
I , we can define J ′

λ
⊆ I to be the largest subinterval of I such that V +λW is either strictly monotone

increasing on J ′
λ

or strictly monotone decreasing on J ′
λ

. Moreover, we claim that there exists a δ′ ∈
(0,∞) such that infλ∈[−1,1] |J ′λ| ≥ δ′. Assume that such a positive δ′ with infλ∈[−1,1] |J ′λ| ≥ δ′ does not
exist. Then, for every n ∈ N, we find a λn ∈ [−1,1] such that |J ′

λn
| < 1

n
. Since (λn)n∈N is a bounded

sequence, there exists a convergent subsequence (λnk
)k∈N with limit λ̄ ∈ [−1,1]. By construction,

V + λ̄W is constant on I which is an immediate contradiction. Thus, there exists a δ′ ∈ (0,∞) with
infλ∈[−1,1] |J ′λ| ≥δ′.
Now, for all λ ∈ [−1,1], let Jλ ⊆ J ′

λ
be the largest subinterval of Jλ such that x 7→ V (x)+λW (x) does

not change its curvature throughout Jλ. By Proposition 3.7 it follows that there must exist a δ ∈ (0,δ′)
such that infλ∈[−1,1] |Jλ| ≥δ.
The case where V (x) = |x|p and W (x) = |x|q can be argued similarly.

Proposition 3.9. Let ((tn , sn))n∈N ⊆R
2 be a sequence with |tn| ≥ |sn | for all n ∈N and limn→∞ |tn | =∞.

Further, let V ,W : R→ [0,∞) be two linearly independent Orlicz functions or V (x) = |x|p and W (x) =
|x|q with p, q ∈ (0,1) and p 6= q. Then, there exists an ε ∈ (0,1) and some sequence (δn)n∈N with δn → 0
such that ∣

∣
∣
∣

1

Zα,β

∫

R

eαV (x)+βW (x)e i tnV (x)+i sn W (x)

∣
∣
∣
∣≤ 1−ε+δn , n ∈N .
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Proof. We prove this proposition by applying Van der Corput’s lemma (see Proposition 3.6). For n ∈
N, define λn := sn

tn
(we can assume that tn 6= 0 for all n ∈N, since limn→∞ |tn| =∞). Then λn ∈ [−1,1]

for all n ∈N by assumption. By Proposition 3.8, there exists a δ ∈ (0,∞), a compact interval I ⊆R and
a sequence of intervals (Jλn

)n∈N with infn∈N |Jλn
| ≥δ and Jλn

⊆ I for all n ∈N such that the function

x 7→V (x)+λnW (x)

is C
2, strictly monotone and does not change its curvature on Jλn

. By Proposition 3.6, we thus get
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

Zα,β

∫

Jλn

eαV (x)+βW (x)e i tn(V (x)+λn W (x))d x

∣
∣
∣
∣≤

cn

|tn|
,

where we have

cn = c

(

max
x∈Jλn

[

eαV (x)+βW (x)
]

+
∫

Jλn

∣
∣αV ′(x)+βW ′(x)

∣
∣eαV (x)+βW (x)d x

)

.

The construction of Jλn
implies that all cn are uniformly bounded by some absolute constant C ∈

(0,∞). We thus have
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

Zα,β

∫

Jλn

eαV (x)+βW (x)e i tn(V (x)+λn W (x))d x

∣
∣
∣
∣≤

C

|tn|
=: δn . (18)

Since all intervals Jλn
are contained in a fixed compact interval I ⊆R and all Jλn

have length of at least
δ ∈ (0,∞), there must exist an ε ∈ (0,1) such that

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

Zα,β

∫

Jc
λn

eαV (x)+βW (x)e i tn(V (x)+λn W (x))d x

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ 1−ε. (19)

The estimates in (18) and (19) now show the claim.

Lemma 3.10. Let V ,W : R→R be two linearly independent Orlicz functions or V (x) = |x|p and W (x) =
|x|q with p, q ∈ (0,1) and p 6= q. Let (α,β) ∈R

2 such that µα,β exists and let (Xi )i∈N be an iid sequence

with X1 ∼µα,β. We assume that there exists a k ∈N≥2 with

Eµα,β

[

||(V (X ),W (X ))||k2
]

<∞. (20)

We set (R , t ) := (E [V (X1)] ,E [W (X1)]) and, for n ∈N, we denote the distribution function of the vector

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

(V (Xi )−R ,W (Xi )− t )

as Fn . Then, for any (x, y)∈R
2, we can write

Fn(x, y)=GΣ(x, y)+
k∑

j=1

n− j /2F j (x, y)+Rn(x, y),

where the remainder Rn satisfies Rn(x, y) = o(n−k/2), uniformly in (x, y) ∈ R
2. GΣ is the distribution

function of a normal distribution with mean 0 ∈R
2 and covariance matrix Σ ∈R

2×2 given by

Σ= Cov [(V (X1),W (X1))] .

Moreover, the functions F j , for j = 1, . . . ,k, can be computed via

F j (x, y)=
∫x

−∞

∫y

−∞
gΣ(t , s)π j (t , s)d t d s, (x, y)∈R

2,

where gΣ is the density of GΣ and π j is a polynomial in two variables of degree at most 3 j .
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Proof. Since V ,W are linearly independent, the covariance matrix Σ := Cov (V (X1),W (X1)) ∈ R
2×2

(which exists by (20)) is positive definite. Thus, the result is a consequence of the elaborations in [9,
Chapter 2], provided the assumption

limsup
||(t ,s)||2→∞

∣
∣
∣Eµα,β

[

e i tV (X )+i sW (X )
]∣
∣
∣< 1

is satisfied. To that end, let ((tn , sn))n∈N be a sequence of real numbers with ||(tn , sn)||2 →∞ as n →∞,
where we need to show that

limsup
n→∞

∣
∣
∣Eµα,β

[

e i tnV (X )+i snW (X )
]∣
∣
∣< 1. (21)

We define two sequences of natural numbers (nk )k∈N and (mk )k∈N recursively (we set n0 := m0 := 0)

nk := min{n ∈N : n > nk−1, |sn| ≤ |tn|} mk := min{n ∈N : n >mk−1, |sn| > |tn|} , for k ∈N .

Then, by construction, (nk )k∈N and (mk )k∈N form a partition of N. In the following, we only consider
the case where both those sequences tend to infinity. The limit in (21) can then be written as

limsup
n→∞

∣
∣
∣Eµα,β

[

e i tnV (X )+i snW (X )
]∣
∣
∣= limsup

k→∞
max

{∣
∣
∣Eµα,β

[

e i tnk
V (X )+i snk

W (X )
]∣
∣
∣ ,

∣
∣
∣Eµα,β

[

e i tmk
V (X )+i smk

W (X )
]∣
∣
∣

}

.

By Proposition 3.8, we find ε,ε′ ∈ (0,1) and two sequences (δk )k∈N and (δ′
k

)k∈N with δk → 0,δ′
k
→ 0

such that

limsup
k→∞

max
{∣
∣
∣Eµα,β

[

e i tnk
V (X )+i snk

W (X )
]∣
∣
∣ ,

∣
∣
∣Eµα,β

[

e i tmk
V (X )+i smk

W (X )
]∣
∣
∣

}

= limsup
k→∞

max
{

1−ε+δk ,1−ε′+δ′k
}

= 1−min{ε,ε′} < 1.

This shows the desired result.

3.3 Proofs of the Theorems

We start by proving a general lemma needed in several of the upcoming proofs.

Lemma 3.11. Let the assumptions of Lemma 3.10 be satisfied for a pair (α,β) ∈ (−∞,0)×(0,∞). Then,

for the sequence of distribution functions (Fn)n∈N, we have

∫∞

x=0

∫0

y=−∞
e
p

nαx+
p

nβy dFn(x, y) =
∫∞

x=0

∫0

y=−∞
e
p

nαx+
p

nβy dGΣ(x, y)+o(n−1).

If β= 0 in the integral above and t ∈R, then we get

∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
e
p

nαx+
p

nβy dFn(x, y)=
∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
e
p

nαx dGΣ(x, y)+O(n−1),

where the implicit constant in the O-term is independent of t .

Proof. We start with the first case, where (α,β) ∈ (−∞,0)× (0,∞). Since µα,β exists for a pair (α,β) ∈
(−∞,0)× (0,∞), we have that

Eµα,β

[

||(V (X ),W (X ))||22
]

<∞,

and thus we can write

Fn(x, y)=GΣ(x, y)+
2∑

j=1

n− j /2F j (x, y)+Rn(x, y),
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with Rn(x, y) = o(n−1), uniformly in (x, y) ∈ R
2 and the density of F j is of the form gΣ(x, y)π j (x, y)

with π j having degree 3 j . This leads to (recall that α ∈ (−∞,0))

∫∞

x=0

∫0

y=−∞
e
p

nαx+
p

nβy dRn(x, y)≤ Rn ((−∞,0)× (0,∞))

= o(n−1).

There exist constants c1,c2 ∈ (0,∞) such that, for j = 1,2, we have

∣
∣gΣ(x, y)π j (x, y)

∣
∣≤ c1e−c2(x2+y 2), for all (x, y)∈R

2 .

From that we infer (we denote γ := min{|α|,β})

∫∞

x=0

∫0

y=−∞
e
p

nαx+
p

nβy dF j (x, y)≤
∫∞

x=0

∫0

y=−∞
e
p

nαx+
p

nβy c1e−c2(x2+y 2)d yd x

≤ c1

(∫∞

0
e−

p
nγx e−c2x2

d x

)2

=O
(

n−1) .

This implies that
2∑

j=1

∫∞

x=0

∫0

y=−∞
e
p

nαx+
p

nβy d
(

n− j /2F j (x, y)
)

= o(n−1).

This establishes the first claim. Now let α ∈ (−∞,0) and β= 0. Then, again, we have

Eµα,0

[
||(V (X ),W (X ))||22

]

<∞,

allowing us to write

Fn(x, y) =GΣ(x, y)+n−1/2F1(x, y)+Rn(x, y),

with Rn(x, y) = O(n−1), uniformly in (x, y) ∈ R
2 and the density of F j is of the form gΣ(x, y)π1(x, y)

with π1 having degree 3 and gΣ is the density of a bivariate normal distribution with mean 0 and
covariance matrix Σ ∈R

2×2. As before, we get

∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
eα

p
nx dFn(x, y)=

∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
eα

p
nx dGΣ(x, y)+

∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
eα

p
nx d

(

n−1/2F1(x, y)
)

+O(n−1).

We further find constants c1,c2 ∈ (0,∞) with

∣
∣π1(x, y)gΣ(x, y)

∣
∣≤ c1e−c2(x2+y 2).

This implies

∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
eα

p
nx d

(

n−1/2F1(x, y)
)

≪ n−1/2
∫∞

x=0
eα

p
nx e−c2x2

∫t

y=−∞
e−c2y 2

d y

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≪1

d x

≪ n−1/2
∫∞

x=0
eα

p
nx d x

≪ n−1.
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The next lemma gives an estimate for the asymptotic volume of a high dimensional Orlicz ball. Such
a result was first obtained in [22, Theorem A], where the error term was of order o(1). For the proof
of Theorem B, we need an error of order O(n−1/2).

Lemma 3.12. Let R ∈ (0,∞) and V : R→ [0,∞) be an Orlicz function. Then the asymptotic volume of

B
(n,V )
R is given by

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

)

=
e−α∗nR Z n

α∗,0p
2πnσ∗|α∗|

(

1+O
(

n−1/2)) .

Remark 3.13. We note that Lemma 3.12 is a special case of [8, Theorem 1.1]. Nevertheless, in the

following, we present an alternative proof, resting on the methods developed in this article.

Proof. (Lemma 3.12) We have

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

)

=
∫

R
n
1

B
(n,V )
R

(x)d x1 . . .d xn

= Z n
α∗,0

∫

R
n
1[

∑n
i=1 V (xi )≤nR]

1

Z n
α∗,0

e (α∗−α∗)
∑n

i=1 V (xi )d x1 . . .d xn

= Z n
α∗,0e−nα∗R

∫0

x=−∞

∫∞

y=−∞
e−α

p
nx dFn(x, y),

where Fn is the distribution function of the vector

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

(V (Xi )−R ,W (Xi )−m) ,

with (Xi )i∈N being an iid sequence all distributed according to µα∗,0. By Lemma 3.10 together with
Lemma 3.11, we get

∫0

x=−∞

∫∞

y=−∞
e−α

p
nx dFn(x, y) =

∫0

x=−∞

∫∞

y=−∞
e−α

p
nx dGΣ(x, y)+O(n−1)

=
1

p
2πσ∗

∫∞

x=0
eα∗

p
nx e− x2

2σ∗ d x +O(n−1)

=
1

p
2πnσ∗

∫∞

x=0
eα∗x e− x2

2nσ∗ d x +O(n−1)

=
1

p
2πnσ∗

∫∞

x=0
eα∗x d x +

1
p

2πnσ∗

∫∞

x=0
eα∗x

(

e− x2

2nσ∗ −1

)

d x +O(n−1)

=
1

p
2πnσ∗|α∗|

+
1

p
2πnσ∗

∫∞

x=0
eα∗x

(

e− x2

2nσ∗ −1

)

d x +O(n−1).

We take a closer look at the second integral in the expression above, where we get (we use the estimate
|e t −1| ≤ |t |max{e t ,1} for t ∈R)

1
p

2πnσ∗

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫∞

x=0
eα∗x

(

e
− x2

2nσ∗ −1

)

d x

∣
∣
∣
∣≪

1

n3/2

∫∞

x=0
x2eα∗x max

{

1,e
− x2

2nσ∗

}

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≤1

d x

≪
1

n3/2
.

This finishes the proof.
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Proof. (Theorem A) We only prove (i ), since the proof of (i i ) can be carried out in a similar way. By
Lemma 3.3, there exists an ε ∈ (0,∞) such that, for all t ∈ (m,m +ε), we find a pair (α,β) ∈ (−∞,0)×
(0,∞) with

(
R

t

)

=
(

Eµα,β [V (X )]
Eµα,β [W (X )]

)

.

Let (Xi )i∈N be an iid sequnce of random variables with X1 ∼µα,β. Then we can introduce the follow-
ing sequence of centered random variables

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

(Yi , Zi ) :=
1
p

n

n∑

i=1

(V (Xi )−R ,W (Xi )− t ) , n ∈N .

We denote the distribution function of this sequence by Fn and recall that Fn has an Edgeworth ex-
pansion by Lemma 3.10. We now get

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

∩
(

B
(n,W )
t

)c)

=
∫

R
n
1

B
(n,V )
R

(x)1(

B
(n,W )
t

)c (x)d x1 . . . d xn

= Z n
α,β

∫

R
n
1[

∑n
i=1 V (xi )≤nR]1[

∑n
i=1 W (xi )>nt]

1

Z n
α,β

e (α−α)
∑n

i=1 V (xi )+(β−β)
∑n

i=1 W (xi )d x1 . . . d xn

= Z n
α,βe−nαR−nβt

E

[

1[ 1p
n

∑n
i=1 Yi≤0

]1[ 1p
n

∑n
i=1 Zi>0

]e
p

nα 1p
n

∑n
i=1(Yi−R)+

p
nβ 1p

n

∑n
i=1(Zi−t )

]

= Z n
α,βe−nαR−nβt

∫∞

x=0

∫0

y=−∞
e−

p
nβx−

p
nαy dFn(x, y).

By Lemma 3.10, we can write

Fn(x, y)=GΣ(x, y)+
2∑

j=1

n− j /2F j (x, y)+Rn(x, y),

where GΣ is the distribution function of a normal distribution with mean 0 and variance matrix Σ ∈
R

2×2 and Rn(x, y)= o(n−1), uniformly in (x, y)∈R
2. By Lemma 3.11 we get

∫∞

x=0

∫0

y=−∞
e−

p
nβx−

p
nαy dFn(x, y) =

∫∞

x=0

∫∞

y=0
e−

p
nβx+

p
nαy dGΣ(x, y)+o(n−1)

=
∫∞

x=0

∫∞

y=0
e−

p
n(βx−αy) 1

2π|Σ|1/2
e
− 1

2 (x,y)Σ−1
(

x
y

)

d xd y +o(n−1)

=
1

2πn|Σ|1/2

∫∞

x=0

∫∞

y=0
e−βx+αy e

− 1
2n

(x,y)Σ−1
(

x
y

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=: fn(x,y)

d xd y +o(n−1).

We now observe that fn(x, y) ≤ 1 for all (x, y) ∈ R
2 and for all n ∈N. Since e−βx+αy is integrable, the

dominated convergence theorem yields

1

2πn|Σ|1/2

∫∞

x=0

∫∞

y=0
e−βx+αy fn(x, y)d xd y =

1

2πn|Σ|1/2

∫∞

x=0

∫∞

y=0
e−βx+αy d xd y +o(n−1)

=
1

2πn(−α)β|Σ|1/2
+o(n−1).

By Lemma 3.12, it holds that

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

)

= e−α∗nR Z n
α∗,0

1
p

2πnσ∗|α∗|
(

1+O
(

n−1/2)) ,
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where σ2
∗ =Vµα∗ ,0 [V (X )]. This implies that

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

∩B
(n,W )
t

)

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

) = 1−e−n(ϕ(α∗,0)−ϕ(α,β)+(α−α∗)R+βt) |α∗|p
2πn|α|βσ̄

(1+o(1)) ,

where

σ̄2 =
σ2
∗

|Σ|
is the second entry in the diagonal of Σ−1. Since, by construction,

(
α

β

)

=
(

∇ϕ
)−1

(
R

t

)

and

(
α∗

0

)

=
(

∇ϕ
)−1

(
R

m

)

,

we recover the definition of I and thus the estimate in (7).

Proof. (Theorem C) We prove a more general result, where instead of the ℓ2-norm we work with
another Orlicz function W , such that V and W satisfy Assumption A. We define ε ∈ (0,∞) to be the
largest constant such that, for any δ ∈ (0,ε), we find pairs (α1,β1) ∈ (−∞,0)× (0,∞) and (α2,β2) ∈
(−∞,0)2 with

∇ϕ(α1,β1)=
(

R

m +δ

)

and ∇ϕ(α2,β2) =
(

R

m −δ

)

. (22)

This is possible by Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.5. We now obtain

P

[∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≥ δ

]

=P

[

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

≥ m +δ

]

+P

[

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

≤ m −δ

]

.

Analogously to the proof of Theorem A, we now get

P

[∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≥ δ

]

=
1

p
2πnσ1

e−nI(R ,m+δ)(1+o(1))+
1

p
2πnσ2

e−nI(R ,m−δ)(1+o(1)),

where I is the same GRF as in Theorem A and

σ2
i :=Vµαi ,βi

[V (X )] , i = 1,2.

The claim now follows by defining

σ̃ :=







σ1, if I(R ,m +δ) > I(R ,m −δ)

σ2, if I(R ,m +δ) < I(R ,m −δ)
σ1σ2

σ1+σ2
, if I(R ,m +δ) = I(R ,m −δ).

Proof. (Theorem B) We start with the proof of the Berry–Esseen result, where we recall that there
exists an α∗ ∈ (−∞,0) such that

(
Eµα∗ ,0 [V (X )]
Eµα∗ ,0 [W (X )]

)

=
(

R

m

)

.

This leads to

P

[

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

[

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m
]

≤ t

]

=
1

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

)

∫

R
n
1
B

(n,V )
R

(x)1[ 1p
n

∑n
i=1(W (xi )−m)≤t

]d x1 . . .d xn

22



=
Z−n
α∗

enα∗R

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

)

∫

R
n
1
[

1p
n

∑n
i=1[V (xi )−R]≤0

]
1
[

1p
n

∑n
i=1[W (xi )−m]≤t

]eα∗
∑n

i=1[V (xi )−R]d x1 . . . d xn

=
Z−n
α∗

enα∗R

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

)

∫0

x=−∞

∫t

y=−∞
e
p

nα∗x dFn(x, y),

where Fn is the distribution function of the vector

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

(V (Xi )−R ,W (Xi )−m) ,

with (Xi )i∈N being an iid sequence with X1 being distributed according to µα∗,0. By Lemma 3.12, it
holds that

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

)

= e−α∗nR Z n
α∗,0

1
p

2πnσ∗|α∗|
(1+O(n−1/2)).

Together with Lemma 3.11 we now get (let Σ= (σi , j )i , j=1,2 and Σ
−1 = (ρi , j )i , j=1,2 and recall the iden-

tity ρ2,2 =
σ2,2

|Σ| )

P

[

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

[

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m
]

≤ t

]

=
p

n|α∗|σ∗p
2π|Σ|1/2

∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
e−

p
nα∗x e

−(x,y)Σ−1
(

x
y

)

d xd y +O(n−1/2)

=
p
ρ2,2p
2π

∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
e−xe

−
(

xp
n

,y
)

Σ
−1

(
xp
n

y

)

d yd x +O(n−1/2).

(23)

We take a closer look at the integral above, where we get

∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
e−xe

−
(

xp
n

,y
)

Σ
−1

(
xp
n

y

)

d yd x =
∫p

n

x=0
e−x

∫t

y=−∞
e
−

(
xp
n

,y
)

Σ
−1

(
xp
n

y

)

d yd x +
∫∞

x=
p

n
e−x

∫t

y=−∞
e
−

(
xp
n

,y
)

Σ
−1

(
xp
n

y

)

d yd x

=
∫p

n

x=0
e−x

∫t

y=−∞
exp

(

−
x2ρ1,1

2n
−

x yρ2,1p
n

−
y2ρ2,2

2

)

d yd x +O
(

n−1/2)

±
∫p

n

x=0
e−x

∫t

y=−∞
exp

(

−
y2ρ2,2

2

)

d yd x

=
∫p

n

x=0
e−x

∫t

y=−∞
exp

(

−
x2ρ1,1

2n
−

x yρ2,1p
n

−
y2ρ2,2

2

)

−exp

(

−
y2ρ2,2

2

)

d yd x

+
∫p

n

x=0
e−x

∫t

y=−∞
exp

(

−
y2ρ2,2

2

)

d yd x +O
(

n−1/2) .

We aim to show that the first integral in the expression above is of order O(n−1/2). We recall the trivial
estimate

∣
∣e t −1

∣
∣≤ |t |

(

1+e t
)

, t ∈R .

This yields (we use that
∣
∣
∣

x2ρ1,1

n + x yρ2,1p
n

∣
∣
∣≪ xp

n
(|y |+1))

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫p
n

x=0
e−x

∫t

y=−∞
e− y2ρ2,2

2

[

exp

(

−
x2ρ1,1

2n
−

x yρ2,1p
n

)

−1

]

d yd x

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
≪

1
p

n

∫p
n

x=0
xe−x

∫t

y=−∞
(|y |+1)e

− y2ρ2,2
2 − x yp

n d y

︸ ︷︷ ︸

≪1

d x

≪
1
p

n

∫p
n

x=0
xe−xd x
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≪
1
p

n
.

From that we infer

∫∞

x=0

∫t

y=−∞
e−xe

−
(

xp
n

,y
)

Σ
−1

( xp
n

y

)

d yd x =
∫∞

x=0
e−x

∫t

y=−∞
e− y2ρ2,2

2 d yd x +O
(

n−1/2)

=
∫t

y=−∞
e− y2ρ2,2

2 d y +O
(

n−1/2) .

Combining this estimate with Equation (23) gives us

P

[

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

[

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m
]

≤ t

]

=φ(t )+O
(

n−1/2) ,

where φ is the cumulative distribution function of a normal distribution with mean 0 and variance
ρ−1

2,2.
Next we prove the strong law of large numbers using the convergence Borel–Cantelli lemma. To that
end, let ε∈ (0,∞), where we will show that

∞∑

n=1
P

[∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
> ε

]

<∞.

Let n ∈N be large, where we have (using an analogous argument as in the first part of this proof)

P

[∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
> ε

]

=
∫∞

x=0

∫

|y |≥
p

nε
e−α∗

p
nx dFn(x, y)

(

1+O
(

n−1/2))

≪
∫∞

x=0

∫

|y |≥
p

nε
e−α∗

p
nx dFn(x, y).

Since
Eµα∗ ,0

[
||(V (X ),W (X ))||32

]

<∞,

we can write

Fn(x, y)=GΣ(x, y)+
3∑

j=1

n− j /2F j (x, y)+Rn(x, y),

with Rn(x, y) = o(n−3/2), uniformly in (x, y) ∈ R
2 and the density of F j is of the form gΣ(x, y)π j (x, y)

with π j having degree 3 j . This implies

∫∞

x=0

∫

|y |≥
p

nε
e−α∗

p
nx dFn(x, y)=

∫∞

x=0

∫

|y |≥
p

nε
e−α∗

p
nx dGΣ(x, y)+

3∑

j=1

n− j /2
∫∞

x=0

∫

|y |≥
p

nε
e−α∗

p
nx dF j (x, y)+o(n−3/2)

=
∫∞

x=0

∫

|y |≥
p

nε
e−α∗

p
nx dGΣ(x, y)+o(n−3/2)

≪
∫∞

x=0
e−α∗

p
nx

∫

|y |≥
p

nε
e−c(x2+y 2)d yd x +o(n−3/2)

≪
∫∞

x=0
e−α∗

p
nx−cx2

e−c ′nd x +o(n−3/2)

= o(n−3/2),

where, in the second last line, we used that
∫

|y |≥
p

nε
e−c y 2

d y ≪ e−c ′n ,
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for some constant c ′ ∈ (0,∞). This implies that

∞∑

n=1
P

[∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
> ε

]

=
∞∑

n=1
o(n−3/2) <∞.

Proof. (of Corollary 1.4) We recall that

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

∩B
(n,W )
m

)

voln

(

B
(n,V )
R

) =P

[

1

n

n∑

i=1

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

≤ m

]

=P

[

1
p

n

n∑

i=1

[

W
(

X (n,V )
i

)

−m
]

≤ 0

]

,

where X (n,V ) is uniformly distributed on B
(n,V )
R

. The last probability in the expression above con-
verges to 1

2 by Theorem B, which proves the claim.
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