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1 Definitions. Notations. Previous results.
Statement of problem.

Let RY, d=1,2,... be the ordinary d— dimensional numerical (Euclidean) space
Ré={x, x=7={z(1),22),...,2(d)} }, z(j)eR, j=1,2,...,d,

and let (X, B, 1) be a non-trivial measurable space equipped with sigma-finite Borelian measure
p, where X is a measurable subset of R? having strictly positive measure u(X) € (0, co].
Introduce the following subset of the whole space R?

RY2) " (x=7 mina(i) > Z}, Z = const > 1.

We will impose in the sequel the following condition on the set X.
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Condition 1.1.
3Zy=const>1 : VZ>Zy = XnRYZ)+a, (1.1)

say for all the values Z > 1 sufficiently large.

Denote

d
A=XeRY, (:C,/\)::C-)\:;/\(i)x(i), lz] = \/(z,2),

so that dim(z) = dim(X) =d.
Define also

R ={z, z=3={2z(1),22),...,z(d)} }, z(j)=0, j=1,2,...,d;

A(N) = A =min (i), AeR%;
correspondingly

z=A(z) =minz(i), zeX.

Let also ¢ =((z), € X, be a measurable numerical valued continuous function ¢:X — R.
We assume, furthermore, that p(X) = oo, as long as the opposite (probabilistic) case is trivial
for us.

Definition 1.1. The following integral

1) = 1[I = [ X7 () (12)

is named Laplace or exponential integral.

In this article we provide asymptotical as well as non-asymptotical upper and
lower estimates of the Laplace integral I[(]()\) = I()), for all sufficiently large values
of the real vector parameter = Ae R, d=1,2,3,..., say A()\) >1 and when A - co0; we
obtain direct estimations assuming, of course, its convergence for all the sufficiently

large values of the parameter |\ :=+/()\ ).

Furthermore we also obtain an inverse evaluation, i.e. we deduce the bilateral
bounds for the source function ¢ =({(z), z>1, A(z) — oo , through its integral transform
I[¢](\) , with an inverse approach.

The case of other “octants”, for instance, \ € R% o {A}, A(j) <0 and A_ = max; A(i) > -0,
may be investigated quite analogously.

The one-dimensional case d =1 was considered in [6, 21} 22]; a preliminary result may be
found in [23].

We will generalize the main results obtained in the articles [21] 22] 23], where are described
also some applications of these estimates, in particular, in the probability theory. The estimates
given below may be considered in turn as a generalization of the classical saddle-point method

([1).

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 and in section 3 we deduce respectively an
upper and a lower direct estimate for the Laplace integral I(\); section 4 and section 5 contain
an investigation of the inverse problem and, respectively, an upper and a lower estimate for the



source function through the exponential integral. In section 6 we consider the multidimensional
Tauberian theorems for exponential integrals; in section 7 some important examples are described.
The last section contains the concluding remarks.

Denote, as usually,

0=1{0,0,...,0}, 1={1,1,...,1}; dim0=dimI=d;

Let us mention briefly a possible application. Recall that the so-called (multivariate) moment
generating function (MGF) for the random vector (r.v.) & is defined by the equality

exp (¢(\) & Eexp (€-X) =

d o N
Eexp[ ;g(i) A(i)]:/ﬂexp(§(w)~)\) P(dw) = (1.3)

(M) - (M) =In(1/fe (2))
fRde fe(x) do = /Rd e ) du, (1.4)

where fe(x) denotes the density of the r.v. &, if there exists.
So, the MGF function exp (¢¢(\)) is, on the other terms, the multivariate Laplace integral.
It will be presumed that the r.v. £ satisfies the so-called Cramer’s condition:

30 =const >0 : VA, [N <d = ¢e(N) < o0 (1.5)

and that the density function there exists.

Recall that the well-known Young-Fenchel or Legendre transform for the function (: X - R
is defined as follows

() < sup(r-z - ¢(2)), Ae R
zeX
If some function ¢ = ¢(A) is defined and is finite in a set V, i.e. dom[¢] =V, convex or not,
one can define formally

(\) = +oo, A¢V,

hence

¢ () & sup(X- i - (X)), = € RL.
XeV

This notion plays an important role in the probability theory. Namely, let & = 5 be a random
vector for which

Eexp(A-€) <exp(é(N)), Ae R4 (1.6)
Then

Te(x) <exp( ~¢*(x) ), x ¢ RY, (1.7)
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where T =Te¢(x) denotes the tail function for the r.v. &:
Te(z) & P(£2 ), z e RY, (1.8)
the so-called generalized Chernoff’s inequality, see e.g. 7] 8] 22].

Moreover, this assertion may be reversed under some natural conditions (smoothness, convex-
ity etc.) in the following sense. Suppose d =1 (one-dimensional case) and that the last estimate
(L0 holds true. Then, under appropriate conditions (see [22]),

Eexp(\-€) <exp(op(Cy-N)), AeR: (1.9)

for some finite constant C4.

2 Main result. A direct approach. Upper esti-
mate.

Let us introduce some preliminary notations and conditions. Put

K ()= K[XpC1(e) = [ e <) p(an), (2.1)

here and in the sequel €= const € (0,1).

Lemma 2.1. Assume X = R%. Let yu be the classical Lebesgue measure and let ¢ = ((z), = € R%,
be a non-negative strictly convex continuous differentiable function. The function K(¢), € > 0,
defined by 210), satisfies the following estimate

K(€) <C[¢,d] exp(-Coe) e, Cpy=consteR. (2.2)
Proof. There exist positive constants C7,Cs,...,Cy and a number Cpe R such that
d
(&) > Co+ Y, C>i) ().
i=1

Indeed, one can apply the well-known Fenchel-Morau theorem

((x) = sup ( (z,y) - " (),

yeRf
so that, for an arbitrary g € Rf ,

C(z) 2 (z,90) = ¢ (yo)-
Therefore

d d
K()< [ exp[( Co+ 3 C() #(i) ) ] T aw)

d
= [ [Tcw) ] e e,



Furthermore, define

Z(€) = Z[X, u, C)(e) = fxexp(é( z(1-€)) = ¢(z) ) p(dx).

Definition 2.1. Let D c X be a non-empty subset of the whole set X. We introduce the so-called
regional Young-Fenchel transform for the function ((-)

DI < sup(A\ -z - ((x)), AeRY
xeD
so that

CIXIN) = ).

We represent now three methods for an upper estimate of I(\) for sufficiently large values of
the real parameter |\l

A. First of all note that if the measure p is bounded: u(X)= M € (0,00); then the integral
I()\) satisfies a very simple estimate

I(X) < M -supexp (Az—((z)) =M -exp (¢*(N)). (2.3)
reX
Let now p(X) =00 and let € =const € (0,1).
B. It will be presumed the finiteness of the integral K(e) = K[X,u,(](€e) at least for some

positive value ¢ € (0,1), i.e.
K(e) <oo Ve2ep.

It is proved in particular in [22] that

1-e€ 1-e¢
Note that in [22] was considered the one-dimensional case d =1; but the general one may be

investigated quite analogously. In detail, let e € (0,1) be some number for which K(¢€) € (0, c0).
Consider the following probability measure, more precisely, the family of probability measures

I(/\)SK(E)-exp{(l—e)Q*( A )}SK(E).exp{g*( A )} (2.4)

1 —eC(x
VE(A):m fAe « )N(dx)a

or symbolically

ve(dz) = ﬁ e p(dz),
so that
(X :f (dz) = 1.
v(X) = [ vear)
‘We have

) / (O () <
K(e) Jx ‘ -

exp {22}3[(“) - e)<(w)]} -~ exp{(1= )¢ (M(1-))}

So, the relation (24)) is proved.

As a slight consequence:



€€(0,1 1-¢

}] (2.6)

C. An opposite method, which was introduced in a particular case in [2], [22]. Define the
following integral

) < inf)[K(e)-exp{(l-e)g*( A )}] (2.5)
A

I(\) < inf [K(e)-exp{@(l_e)

€€(0,1)

2(6) = 2[¢ s X)() 1= [ <0996 (),

if, of course, it is finite at least for some value €€ (0,1). .
Let again ¢ = const € (0,1). Applying the well-known Young inequality

(A 2) <C((1-e)z) + (A (1 =€),

we have
I\ < S (A (1-6)) / eC((lfe)r)*C(r)u(dI) = Z(e) S (A (=€)
X
Of course
: (M (1-€))
I(\) < Eel(%fl)[ Z(e) e ] (2.7)
D. Denote

R(€) = R[X,pu,(](e) :==min(K (¢), Z(€)), €€ (0,1).

We conclude

I(\) < R[X, 1, (] (€) & M=), (2.8)

Furthermore, we will use the following elementary inequality

l+e< ! <1+2¢ 0<e<1/2.
1-¢€
Let us introduce a new function ¢(\) :=(*(N),
def K K
Tr(A) = - = - , K =const € (0, 00), (2.9)
(A-¢(N)  (A-9'(N)
) =m) Y 1 ! (2.10)

(A-¢"(N) (A’ (V)
alike ones in the monograph [25], chapter 3; and suppose that

A(l;)nioow()\) =0; (2.11)

so that the value Ag=A(kx) may be chosen such that
YA: min (@) 2 A(k) = m.(N\)<1/2.
Let us impose the following condition on the function ¢(-):

2\
mine Mo (e) MA ewTeN) ) ~o0) ] = C(6.%) = O(9) < . (2.12)
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Define also

de
r(V) = (¢RI < RIX, 1, (e (N).
Choosing € =m(\) in the domain min; A(7) > A(1) , we have the following
Theorem 2.1. If the function ¢(-) = ¢*(-) satisfies the condition [2I2)), then

I(N) < €@ p(A) &™), (2.13)

Example 2.1. Assume in addition R(¢) < Cy € ?, B =const e (0,00), e€(0,1); then
I(\) <Oy €90 8 2em() 2N \(i) > A,

and, after the minimization over ¢,

I\ < Cy 9@ 28 g8 P W;ﬁ(/\) eSO,

E. Let us consider an arbitrary simple partition X = Xou X3, Xon X; =@ of the whole set
X onto two disjoint measurable subsets. We deduce splitting integral I(\) into two ones

1= [ exp(Ar = ((@) pu(dr) + /. exp(Ar = (@) p(de) = o + I

and applying the foregoing estimates:

Iy < u(Xo)exp[ Sgu)?(kx -(()) ] = u(Xo) exp[ ¢*[Xo](N) 1,

I < RIX1, 1, C1() exp[ sup O/ (1-0) - (1))

= R[X1, 1, C](e) exp[CT[X1] (A (1-€)].

Denote

WX, 1, G, e]l(A) = u(Xo) exp[ ¢*[Xo](A) ]+ R[X1, 1, ¢](€) exp [¢T[X1](A/(1-€)],

WO[X7M7C:|()‘) = infl)W[X7M7C76]()‘)' (214)

e€(0,

We obtained actually the following compound estimate.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose
Jee(0,00) : VA, A 2¢c = Wo[X,u,(](N) < oo. (2.15)
Then, YX:|X2c¢ and Yee(0,1),
I(\) < WX, p, ¢ €](N). (2.16)

As a slight consequence:
I(\) <Wo[ X, 1, C](N), A 2 e (2.17)



Remark 2.1. Introduce the following condition on the function ((-):

301 € [1,00) ¢ WolX,,CJ(N) < exp{ C(C1 ) }, W2 e. (2.15)

This condition is satisfied if, for example, the function ¢ =((z), =€ X is regular varying:
C(A) =A™ LOAD, A2 1, (2.19)
where m = const >0, |-| is the ordinary Euclidean norm (or an arbitrary other non-degenerate

vector one) and L = L(r), r > 1, is some positive continuous slowly varying function as r — oo,
and we suppose

VAeB :M(A):wa M(|z]) dz, a = const> —d,

where, as before, M = M(r), r > 1, is some positive > continuous slowly varying function as 7 — oo.
Briefly: p(dx) = |z|* M (Jx|) de. We have K(€) < K(e), €€ (0,1);

K()+= [ exp(~elal"L(lal) ) 2l M(Jal) dx.
One can apply the spherical coordinates:
/2

KO rapn

K0(6)7

where -
Ko(e) = / exp (=€ 7™ L(r)) r*41 M(r) dr.
0

We obtain, after the substitution r™e =y, dr =m™‘y'/m=1 ™y,
Zo(€) " m DI g6
= fomy(md)/m—lexp( —y L(yl/me—l/m) ) M(yl/m 6,1/m) dy
and, as € - 0+,
Zm(€) ~ M(e7H™) fo T ey L) (ard)fmt g
= M(e V™) T((a+ d)Jm) L-(erd/m(e1/my,
where I is the classical Gamma function.

To summarize: as € —» 0+

xd/2 M (6—1/m)
—(a+d)/m
r@d2+1) ¢ Maxd)m) (et/m)

m K(e) ~ (2.20)

Thus, in this case, the values K = K(¢) and R = R(¢), €€ (0,1), are finite with concrete
estimate following from (220)):

VA Cl¢,m,d 7d/2 —(a+d)/m I'((aa+d)/m (6_1/ ) 2.21
< . .
m (E)— [C? ) :| F(d/2 1) € (( )/ ) [(Oﬁ-d)/ (6_1/ ) ( )
If the condition of Remark 2.1 is satisfied, then
l()\) < exp( C*(CQ )\) ), L(/\) >1. (2.22)



Theorem 2.2. Let X = Rf and b be the ordinary Lebesgue measure. Suppose that the random

vector & , with non-negative entries {£(i)}, i=1,2,...,d , satisfies the Cramer’s condition:
I A= Xo = {/\0(2)}, 1=1,2,..., )\0(Z) >0 : Eexp()\o-é) < 00.
Then
Jep>0 : Ve>ey = K(e)=K[X,n,(](e) < .

Proof. Denote for brevity G(z) = G[£](z), so that
Te(#) = e @ 2 >0.

It is sufficient to consider only the two-dimensional case: assume

B=B(\pu):= /0 fo e* T Y=G@Y) dady < oo

for some positive values A, u. We have

= i i /n+l /m+l e T y=G(zy) dady >
n=0m=0 7"

m

o 0o n+1 m+1 oo o
Z Z / / e)\nﬁumfG(nJrl,erl) dIdy: Z Z e)\nﬁtnnfG(nJrl,7n+1)7
n=0m=0 7" m n=0m=0
therefore
i i e>\n+um—G(n+1,m+1) <B(}\,u) < 00,
n=0m=0
SO
e)\n+um—G(n+1,m+l) SB(/\,/L) < o0, G(n+ 1’m+ 1) <B e—kn—um’
and finally

At K@< [T [T e e ay iixp{ A~ 1)+ p(m—1)]} < oo,
if

€>€q = max(/\fl,/[l) ,

3 Main result. A direct approach. Lower esti-
mate.

We introduce additional notations.

S()\a I) = (/\7:6) - C(I)v To = IO(/\) € argmaxzeXS(Avx)a
where, by definition,

argmax,.xS(\z)={zeX : S\, z)=C"()\) }.
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Obviously, the value g =x¢()\) may be non-unique.
Furthermore, we introduce the variables

Xo=Xo(e) =Xo(e,\) ={zeX : S(\x)>C"(AM1-¢€))}, e=conste (0,1),

U@ = UL = [ ) = p(Xo(e, 1))

ole€

Theorem 3.1. Let ¢ € (0,1) be such that U(e) >0. Then, for sufficiently large values min; A\(7) >
A = const > 1, we have

I(\) 2 U[C](e,\) exp(¢*(M1-¢))), €€(0,1), rnl_in/\(i) > A.

Of course,
I(\) 2 S(%Fi)[ U[¢](e,A) exp(CT(A(1-¢))) ], ml_in/\(i) > A.

Proof.

- [X exp[ A= (@) Ju(dn)> [ exp[ Ao = (() Ju(dz)
exp[ ¢*(A(1- ) ] u(dz) = U[CI(e, A) exp[ ¢F(A(L-)) 1.

\

Xo

As a slight consequence we get:

Corollary 3.1. ,
1) 2 ULCN(eA) exp( () =€ (L ET (V) ),

and, if we choose €=m,(N\),
I(A) 2 U[C](mx(A),A) exp(¢T(A) =k ). (3.1)

Let us define the following function

V) =VIAM) < sup { UICIme(V),A) €7} (32)
so, by (3), we have
I > VICIA) € €D minA(i) > A. (3.3)

For instance, it is reasonable to suppose in addition, see e.g. Example 3.1 below, that

ULC)(mu(A),A) 2y A* &7, a, 8,7 = const € (0, 00);
then

I(A) 2y (B/e)’ A% e« ™, A =minA(i) > .

Let us consider the following important example.
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Example 3.1. Suppose that X = Rf, du = dz and that the function ¢ =((z), x € X = Rf is
non-negative, strictly convex, twice continuous and differentiable as well as its conjugate (*(\)
and such that its second (matrix) derivative

o[ o)
¢ (=)= {fh:(z') 920))

is a strictly positive definite matrix for all sufficiently large values min; x(37).
Denote also

},i,j:1,2,...,d

o) = amaac(o) - 5265 .

20 = #[CIV) = 20[C](A) = argmas,cps S(A, ) = argmax, pa[ (A ) = (A, ) - ((x)],

A=A\ z) =S\ x)-SA(1-¢€),z0(N),
so that
grad((zo) = A, lim 2o[CJ(A) = 00
and
Xo(e,\) ={zeR? : S(\z)2¢" (M1 -¢))
={zeR? : S(\z)>S\(1-¢€),z0(N\) }.

We deduce after simple calculations, using Taylor’s formula, that the set Xg(e,\) is asymp-
titical equivalent, as € — 0+ , to the following one (multidimensional ellipsoid)

XO = {I : (Cu(x())(x - IO)) ({E - IO) ) <e (AVIO) }’

in the sense that N
X
im #(Xo) -1
<0+ p(Xo)

The case when the value ¢ = ¢(\) is dependent on A, but such that
AILH; e(A) =0,

can not be excluded. R
It is no hard to calculate the ”volume” of ellipsoid Xj :

72 [2¢- (A, 20)]
r'(d/2+1)

u(Xo) = et @) 1

Following
p(X0) 2 Cold) [ e (ol () 14 { et (o) |

If, for instance, d =1, m = const > 1,

¢(2) = Gu(z) < 2™ m,
then

2o = AN 221 pu(Xo) 2 Cpe/? A,

11



and we find, after some calculations,

I, (M) def /0 exp(Az —a™[/m) dx

where m’ =m/(m—-1), A > Ag(m) and
2 if 1<m<2

The last estimate is in full accordance, up to a multiplicative constant, with the exact asymp-
totic estimates for I,,(\), as A - oo, which may be find, e.g., in the well-known book [11], sections
1, 2:

In(\) ~/27)(m — 1) \&m/Cm=2) oy, (Am’/m') . (3.4)

The upper estimate corresponding to the lower one obtained above, for the integral I,,,(\), has
the form

In(N) <m?m=1 etm p(1/m) A= eXp(/\m’/m'), A2 Ao(m).

4 Inverse approach. Upper estimation.

Let now the representation (I2]) be given on the form of an inequality

Ae(A,m)—C(w) p(dz) > J(\), AeR? (4.1)

for a certain non-negative continuous function J = J(A). Here we derive the upper bound for the
source function ¢ = ((z) for all the sufficiently large values A(z) = min; z(7), i =1,2,...,d, of
course, under appropriate conditions.

Let us impose the following condition on our datum. Namely, assume that for some finite
constant Cio

eCD) p(N) &M < CCRIAMN ) X5 A = const > 1, (4.2)

Suppose also that the function ¢(-) is non-negative, continuous and convex. We have, by virtue
of Theorem [2.1]

e ¢*( Cr2[CI(N) ) > J()\)7 A>A,

IHJ()\) < C*(Clg)\), 012 = Clg[<] € (0, OO),

therefore

[InJ() I (2) 27 (/Chrz ).

Under the above conditions and by virtue of Fenchel-Moreau Theorem, we have

Theorem 4.1. If the function ((-) satisfies the condition @), where J = J(A) is a non-negative
function, then

() <[ InJ() I"(Cr2 ), A(x)= mzlnx(l) >1. (4.3)
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5 Inverse approach. Lower estimation.

Let now the representation (I2]) be given on the form of an inequality
fxew*“ﬂﬂ) pu(dz) < K(N), Ae R (5.1)

for a certain non-negative continuous function K = K(\). Here we derive the lower bound for the
source function ¢ = {(z).

Let us impose the following condition on our datum. Namely, assume that there exists Cy3 =
C13[¢] = const € (0,1) such that

eCE V) 8D 5 e CCC1A) X5 A = const > 1. (5.2)

Suppose, as above, that the function ((-) is non-negative, continuous and convex. We have,
by virtue of Theorem [3.1] and its consequences,

e CLCA) < K(N), AzA,

In K(X\) > (*(Ci3)),

therefore, under the above conditions and by virtue of Fenchel-Moreau Theorem, we have

Theorem 5.1. If the function ((-) satisfies the condition (&), where K = K()) is a non-negative
continuous function, then
C()>[InK() 1" (Cy3 x), A(z) > 1. (5.3)

6 Multivariate Tauberian theorems.

Preface. Tauberian theorems are named the relations between asymptotical or not-asymptotical
behavior of some function (sequence) and correspondent behavior of its certain integral transform,
for example, Laplace, Fourier or power series transform, see [32, [I9]. They play a very important
role, for example, in the probability theory (see [3]), to establish the connection between the behav-
ior of tail of distribution for a random variable and the asymptotic one of its Moment Generation
Function (MGF).

There are many results in this direction for one-dimensional case, as well as asymptotical ones,
see e.g. in [I 4} @, 10, 12| 13| 16, 17, 20l 24] 29| 33].

In this section we investigate multivariate Tauberian theorems describing relations between the
function ¢ =((x), € X and its Laplace integral transform I[¢]()\), A € R?, when A(z) - oo
or correspondingly A(A) — oco.

DIRECT APPROACH.

Theorem 6.1. (Upper limit). Under the same assumptions of Theorem [2] for the function
d(A) =C*(N), if in addition suppose that

lim  ¢()) = oo (6.1)

min; A(i)—oco
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and

1
S LA G s (6.2)
min; A(2)—>o0 ¢()\)
then Il
Moo, Aty oo en ) < 1 (6.3)

(N

Proof. Choosing € = €(A) = (X)) = m1(A) we have, for sufficiently large values A(X) =
min; A\(4),
InT(\) < [Tnr(XN)] N oA+ Am(N))
ZCYRRCY ¢(N)
The term on the left hand side tends to zero as A — oo, the limit of the quantity on the right hand
side is equal to one. In detail,

BTN | 60
o) (N
On the other hand, from the condition [2I2) it follows

P(A+2X w(A)) < C(¢) + ¢(A),
therefore, by virtue of condition (61I),

60+ AT) | | Ci()
ZCY ROV

-1,

as A(\) — oo.
This completes the proof. |

Theorem 6.2. (Lower limit). Under the same assumptions of Theorem [31] for the function
@(N) =C*(N), if in addition suppose that

In{ V(M)}

im =0, 6.4
A= C*(N) (6.4)
where V is defined in (B2), then
. InI()\)
hmA(A)ﬁO@W > 1. (65)

Proof. The proof is completely alike to the one based on Theorem [6.1] and may be omitted.

As consequence of Theorems and we have

Theorem 6.3. Suppose that all the conditions of Theorems[61] and [6.F are satisfied. Then there
exists the following limit and

InI(\)
sy .
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INVERSE APPROACH.

Given the representation (L2]), in which the function ¢ =((x) is convex and continuous, we
have

Theorem 6.4. (Lower estimate) Suppose that there exists a continuous non-negative function
Q=Q(N), e R, for which
InV(X)
11m =\,
A= Q(N)
— InT7
1imA(A)_>oon—(/\) <1

QM)

and

li ) = oo.
Ad)HlOOQ() 00

Then
((z)

Q*(z) ~
Proof. Let 6 € (0,1) be an arbitrary “small”’number. There exists a value Ag = Ag(d) > 1
such that, for all the values A,
AN)2Ag = InI(N)<(1+95) Q(N),
I(A) <exp((1+9) Q(N)).

We apply the estimation of Corollary B.1l so that

VI e D <exp((1+8) QN)),

and
22((2)) < IHQ‘ES) F(1+68)<(1+26), A(N) > 2A,.
Therefore
¢(A) < (1+20)Q(N),
and 1 .
@) 25 @ (1+25)'
Applying the Fenchel-Morau Theorem, we conclude the proof. |

Given again the representation (I.2)), in which the function ¢ =¢(\) is conver and continuous,
we have

Theorem 6.5. (Upper estimate) Suppose that there exists a continuous non-negative function
Q=Q(N), e R, for which
lnr(\)
1m =0,
A= Q(N)
InI(X\) o1,
QM)

m]\()\)—ﬂw

and
li A) = o0.
Ad)HlOOQ() 00
Then
((z)

mA(m)~>o<> — <

Q*(z) =
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Proof. The proof is quite alike as the one in Theorem Let 6 € (0,1) be an arbitrary
“small”number. There exists a value Ag = Ag(d) > 1 such that, for all the values A,

AN 2 Ag = InI(N) > (1-8) Q(N),

I(A) 2 exp((1-6) Q(N)).
We apply the estimation of Corollary B.1l so that

eC@ [N e €D > exp((1-6) Q(N)),

and

¢ C(¢) +Inr(N)

> +(1-9)>(1-26), A(N) > 2Ao.

B2 oo ()2 (1-20), A 220

Therefore 1
x
* % < * .
@) <55 @ (1—25)

Applying the Fenchel-Morau Theorem, we conclude the proof. m

To summarize.

Theorem 6.6. (Hybrid estimate). Suppose that all the conditions of Theorems and[6.4) are
satisfied. Then the following limit there exists and

)
@)oo Q*(z)

1.

7 An important example.

In this section we consider X = R% as well as A € R%.

Definition 7.1. Recall that the function ¢ = g(x) : R? - R is said to be radial, or equally
spherical invariant, iff it depends only on the Euclidean norm |z| of the vector = = Z, namely
there exists go : R - R such that

g(x) = go(|z]).

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that the function g: R* - R is radial and such that its Young-Fenchel
transformation g*(y) there exists. Then it is again a radial function, namely there is a function
go: R = R for which
9" () = 90 (lyl) = sup(ly| z - go(2)). (7.1)
zeR
As a consequence, it is an even function.

Moreover, the optimal value in the definition of the Young-Fenchel transformation, i.e. the
variable

z(y) = z[g](y) = argmax, ga ((z,y) - g(2)),

so that g*(y) = (y,z[9](y) — g(x[g])(y)), is also a radial function if, of course, there exists and is
uniquely determined.
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Proof. Let U:R? - R? be an arbitrary linear unitary operator and let U* be its conjugate
(linear) operator, also unitary. Recall that a function f: R? - R is radial iff for an arbitrary
linear unitary operator U, it is f(Ux) = f(x), = € RY.

‘We have
g"(Uy) = Su}g((:v,Uy) -g(x)) = Slﬁ((U*way) -g())
= S:l}g((U*:v,y) -g9(U"z)) = Sg%g((z,y) -9(2)) =g"(y).

Therefore the function ¢g*(y) is radial.
The second proposition has an alike proof. |

Remark 7.1. The radiality of the Fourier transform of a radial function is well-known, see e.g.
[31], chapters 2,3.

Let us consider the following family of Young-Fenchel functions

de - K K
Cot V) R N LY (A1), A 2 e

Ce(N) =C M%) ) <e.

where k=const >1,0=r/(k-1), L(r), r>e is a slowly varying at infinity, twice continuous and
differentiable function, such that

L
tim —20)
r=eo L(r/L(r))
The Young-Fenchel transformation for these functions is calculated in particular in the monograph
[30], chapter 1, sections 1,3,4: as x — oo

Gro(@) ~ 07" [of” LV (2).
One can apply our theory of Tauberian theorems.

Theorem 7.1. Denote .
Lor(\) = f M) =C (@) gy (7.2)
X

We have
| Inl; ()
im ———=
A(N)—oo CK,L()\)

Furthermore, the inverse conclusion holds true. Namely, if for some Young-Orlicz function ( =

- 1. (7.3)

¢() I I¢T(A)(JA)
A G () -
then
=D (7.5)

Aw)~eo Cr 1 (|2])

A particular case:

C(x) = Gup(x) =m " |z|™ In"(|z]), |z|>e, m=const>1, r=const e R.

17



We obtain, after some calculations, as |y| - oo,

* 1 r/(m— m' —r/{(m-—
Cma(y) ~ — (m—1) 1=y ()] =/,

where m’ =m/(m-1).

8

Concluding remarks.

A. Tt is interesting, by our opinion, to generalize the estimates obtained in the second section to
the case of infinite-dimensional linear spaces, as well as to generalize our estimates for the more
general integrals of the form

1AM = [ expcna) u(d).

B. One can consider also the applications of the obtained results in the Probability theory,

namely, in the theory of great deviation, asymptotical or not.
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