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Abstract: We show that a random concave function having a periodic
hessian on an equilateral lattice has a quadratic scaling limit, if the average
hessian of the function satisfies certain conditions. We consider the set of
all concave functions g on an equilateral lattice L that when shifted by
an element of nl, incur addition by a linear function (this condition is
equivalent to the periodicity of the hessian of g). We identify the functions
in this set, up to equality of the hessians, with a convex polytope Pp(s),
where s corresponds to the average hessian. We show that the /o, diameter
of Pp(s) is bounded below by c(s)n?, where c(s) is a positive constant
depending only on s. Our main result is that, for any €g > 0, the normalized
Lebesgue measure of all points in Pp,(s) that are not contained in a n?
dimensional cube Q of sidelength 2eon?, centered at the unique (up to
addition of a linear term) quadratic polynomial with hessian s, tends to 0
as n tends to oo.
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1. Introduction
1.1. Littlewood-Richardson coefficients

Littlewood-Richardson coefficients play an important role in the representation
theory of the general linear groups. Among other interpretations, they count
the number of tilings of certain domains using squares and equilateral triangles
[19]. Let A, u, v be vectors in Z™ whose entries are non-increasing non-negative
integers. Let the ¢; norm of a vector v € R™ be denoted || and let

AL+ [p] = .

Take an equilateral triangle A of side 1. Tessellate it with unit equilateral trian-
gles of side 1/n. Assign boundary values to A as in Figure 1; Clockwise, assign
the values 0, A1, A1 + Ao, ..., |Al,|A] + w1, .-, |A] + |]. Then anticlockwise, on
the horizontal side, assign

0,v1,v1 +v2,..., V|

Knutson and Tao defined this hive model for Littlewood-Richardson coeffi-
cients in [12]. They showed that the Littlewood-Richardson coefficient cf,, is
given by the number of ways of assigning integer values to the interior nodes of
the triangle, such that the piecewise linear extension to the interior of A is a
concave function f from A to R. Such an integral “hive” f can be described as
an integer point in a certain polytope known as a hive polytope. The volumes
of these polytopes shed light on the asymptotics of Littlewood-Richardson co-
efficients [15, 16, 17]. Additionally, they appear in certain calculations in free
probability [13, 7].

The question of studying the structure of a typical real hive in a hive polytope,
sampled from the Lebesgue measure is closely linked to the question of evaluat-
ing the asymptotic value of a Littlewood-Richardson coefficient for GL, (C) as
n — oo and A, 4 and v tend to continuous monotonically decreasing functions
in a certain fashion. In order to study the scaling limits of random surfaces [20],
it has proven beneficial to first examine the situation with periodic boundary
conditions [4]. This is our goal in the present paper.
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X = (40,30, 20, 10)
= (40, 30,20, 10)
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Fic 1. Hive model for Littlewood-Richardson coefficients

X = (40,30, 20, 10)
1= (40,30, 20, 10)

v = (65, 55,45,35) 100 Y w
90, 140 z
y+w>r+2
70 170
40, 190
0 200
65 120 165

Fi1G 2. Values taken at interior vertices in the hive model
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1.2. Overview

We show that a random concave function having a periodic hessian on an equi-
lateral lattice has a quadratic scaling limit, if the average hessian of the function
satisfies certain conditions. We consider the set of all concave functions g on an
equilateral lattice I that when shifted by an element of nlL, incur addition by a
linear function (this condition is equivalent to the periodicity of the hessian of
g). We identify this set, up to equality of the hessians, with a convex polytope
P, (s), where s corresponds to the average hessian. We show in Lemma 4.1 that
the £, diameter of P,(s) is bounded below by c(s)n?, where c(s) is a positive
constant depending only on s. We show in our main result, Theorem 4.2 that
the normalized Lebesgue measure of all points in P, (s) that are not contained
in a n? dimensional cube Q of sidelength 2¢yn?, centered at the unique (up to
addition of a linear term) quadratic polynomial with hessian s for any €y > 0,
tends to 0 as n tends to co. In our proof, we construct a family F consisting
of a finite number polytopes that cover P, (s), and have the following property.
For every point « € P,(s) that is not contained in @, there is a polytope P in
F such that z € P and |F| times the normalized volume of P is bounded above
by o(1) as n — oo. A large portion of this paper is devoted to establishing that
the above property is true for 7 when s belongs to a certain subset of the set of
possible hessians. The key tool used for proving upper bounds on the volumes
of polytopes in F is an anisotropic isoperimetric inequality (see Subsection 3.2).

1.3. Preliminaries

We consider the equilateral triangular lattice L, i.e. the subset of C generated
by 1 and w = 3" by integer linear combinations. We define the edges E(L) to
be the lattice rhombi of side 1 in L. We consider a rhombus R,, with vertices 0,
n, n(1 — w?) and —nw?. Let T, be the torus obtained from R,, by identifying
opposite sides together. We define the edges F(T,) to be the lattice thombi of
side 1 in T,,, where each vertex in V(T,,) is an equivalence class of . modulo
nlL := nZ + nwZ.

Definition 1.1 (Discrete hessian). Let f : L — R be a function defined on L.
We define the (discrete) hessian V2(f) to be a function from the set E(T,,) of
rhombi of the form {a,b,c,d} of side 1 (where the order is anticlockwise, and
the angle at a is 7/3) on the discrete torus to the reals, satisfying

V2 f({a.b,c,d}) = —f(a) + f(b) = f(c) + f(d).

Let f be a function defined on L such that V2(f) is periodic modulo nlL
and the piecewise linear extension of f to C is concave. Such a function f will
be termed concave on L, or simply concave. Then VZ(f) may be viewed as a
function g from E(T,,) to R.

Let a, b, c and d be the vertices of a lattice rhombus of I, of side 1 such that

a—d=—2w° (1.1)
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b—a=z, (1.2)
c—b=—2? (1.3)
d—c=—z, (1.4)

for some z € {1,w,w?}. In the respective cases when z = 1,w or w?, we define

corresponding sets of lattice rhombi of side 1 to be Eg(L), E1(L) or Ex(L).
Note that a and c are vertices at which the angle is §. For i = 0,1 and 2, we
define E;(T,,) analogously. For sg,s1,s2 > 0 and f : V(T,) — R, we say that
g = V2(f) satisfies g < s = (50, 51, 82), if for all a,b,c and d satisfying (1.1) to
(1.4) and e = {a, b, c,d}, g satisfies

1. g(e) < sg, if e € Ey(Ty), i.e. z = 1.
2. gle) < s1,if e € Eq(T,), e z =w.
3. gle) < sq, if e € Ea(T,) ie. 2z = w?.

We will further assume that 2 = 59 < s7 < s2. Given s = (s, $1,82) € Ri”r,

let P,(s) be the bounded polytope of all functions x : V(T,) — R such that
Zvev(qrn) z(v) =0 and V3(z) < s.

Definition 1.2. Let P,(s) be defined to be the following image of P, (s) under
an affine transformation. Given s = (s, s1, s2) € R3, let P,(s) be the bounded
polytope of all functions x : V(T,,) — R such that z(0) = 0 and V?(x) < s.

We observe that the n? — 1 dimensional Lebesgue measures of P,(s) and

P, (s) satisfy

P (1 ) Clogn) < |Pa(s)|Y" < |Bus) (1 " Clogn) .
n

n

Lemma 1.3. For any such s, there is a unique quadratic function q(s) from L
to R such that V2q satisfies the following.

1. qu(e) = —Sp, Zfe € Eo(]L)
2. V2q(e) = —s1, if e € By (L).
3. V2q(e) = —sa, if e € E(L).
4- q(0) = q(n) = q(nw) = 0.

Proof. This can be seen by explicitly constructing ¢(s) when s = (1,0,0),
(0,1,0) and (0,0,1) (which are rotations of the same concave function) and
combining these by linear combination. Given a concave function f : L — R
such that V2 f is invariant under translation by elements of nl, and the average
value of V2 f on edges in E;(IL) (which is well defined due to periodicity) is equal
to —s; , and f(0) = f(n) = f(nw) = 0, we counsider (f —¢q)(s). Since the average
value of V2 f —V2q is 0, this implies that f —¢ is 0 on nlL, and more generally, is
invariant under translations in nlL. We can therefore view f — ¢ to be a function
from T,, = L/nL to R, and in fact the resulting function is in P, (s). Conversely,
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any point in Pn(s) can be extended to a periodic function on L, to which we
can add ¢(s) and thereby recover a function f on L that is concave, such that
V2 is invariant under translation by elements of nlL, the average value of V2 f
on E;(L) is —s; , and f(0) = f(n) = f(nw) = 0. O

Note on constants: We will use ¢ to denote an absolute positive constant that
is less or equal to 1, and C' to denote an absolute constant that is greater or
equal to 1. The precise values of these constants may vary from occurrence to
occurrence.

1.3.1. Convex geometry

Let 1 < ¢ € Z. Given sets K; C R™ for i € [{], let their Minkowski sum
{z1 + -+ x|Vi € [f],2; € K;}, be denoted by Ki + -+ + K.

Let K and L be compact convex subsets of R™.

Then, the Brunn-Minkowski inequality [3, 14] states that

|K + L|# > |K|= + |L|=. (1.5)
It can be shown that
. |L+eK|—|L|
llm —mM8M——
e—0t €

exists. We will call this the anisotropic surface area Sk (L) of L with respect to
K.

Dinghas [8, 9] showed that the following anisotropic isoperimetric inequality
can be derived from the Brunn-Minkowski inequality.

m—1

Sk (L) > m|K|w|L|"= (1.6)

We shall need the following result of Prékopa ([18], Theorem 6).

Theorem 1.4. Let f(x,y) be a function of R™ & R™ where x € R™ and and
y € R™. Suppose that f is logconcave in R"T™ and let A be a convex subset of
R™. Then the function of the variable x:

/A f (&, y)dy

18 logconcave in the entire space R™.

We denote the k—dimensional Lebesgue measure of a k—dimensional poly-
tope P by | P|. We will need to show that | P, (s)|}/™" is less than (1+0m(1))|Pn(s)|r%2,
for n > m. We achieve this by conditioning on a “double layer boundary” and
the use of the Brunn-Minkowski inequality. We will identify Z + Zw with Z2 by
mapping z + wy, for z,y € Z onto (z,y) € Z>2.

Given nj|ng, the natural map from Z? to Z?/(n1Z?) = T,, factors through
72/(noZ?) = T,,. We denote the respective resulting maps from T,, to T,,
by ®n, ., from Z? to T,, by ®o,n, and from Z? to T,, by ©®0,n,- Given a set
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of boundary nodes b C V(T,,), and = € RP, we define Q1 (z) to be the fiber
polytope over x, that arises from the projection map IIy, of P, (s) onto RP. Note
that Qp(x) implicitly depends on s.

Let {0} C by # {0}, be a subset of V(T,,). Given any vertex v; in by other
than 0, there is a lattice path path(vy) (i.e. a path 0 = ay,...,ax = vg, where
each a; —a;_1 is in the set {1, 14+w,w, —1,w?, 1 —w?}) that goes from 0 to some
vertex v € @, 21 (v1) that consists of two straight line segments, the first being
from 0 to some point in Z*, and the second having the direction 1 + w. It is
clear that this vy can be chosen to have absolute value at most 2n; by taking an
appropriate representative of qﬁa}h (v1). We see that [0, 1]P*\MOF C IT, P, (s) €
RP1MO} Let f; € 15,“(5). Along path(vy), at each step, the slope of f increases
by no more than a constant, due to the condition V2(f;) < s. This implies
that f; is Cny Lipschitz. Therefore, || f1]|s.. is at most Cn?. Thus Iy, Py, (s) is
contained inside a |b;| — 1 dimensional cube of side length no more than Cn3.
We have thus proved the following.

Lemma 1.5. Let {0} C by # {0}, be a subset of V(T,,). Then,
0 < In[My, Py, (s)| < (Jb1| — 1) In(Cn?).

2. Characteristics of relevant polytopes
2.1. Volume of the polytope P, (s)

Lemma 2.1. Let ny and no be positive integers satisfying ni|na. Then

~ L ~ L Clogn
L2 1P (I <P (14 TEM). (2.1)
1

Proof. The lower bound of 1 on |P,, (s)|"T follows from [0, 1]V(T=)\{0} C P, (5).
We define the set b; C V(T,,,) of “boundary vertices” to be all vertices that
are either of the form (0,y) or (1,y) or (x,0) or (x,1), where z,y range over all
of Z/(n1Z). We define the set by to be ¢, !, (by). For z € RP, let Fi(x) :=

|Qw, ()|, and for z € RP2 let Fy(z) := |Qp,(z)|. We now have

mﬂﬂ:/ﬂ@mz / F(2)da. (2.2)
)

RP1 Iy, Pnl (s

Let ¢y, ,, be the linear map from RY(Tn1) to RYV(T2) induced by ¢n,.n,. Let
Yb,,b, be the linear map from RP1 to RP2 induced by ¢, 1, Then, for z € RP1,

oy (2)) = 1 () () (2.3)

Note that that P,(s) is n?> — 1 dimensional, has an £, diameter of O(n?) and
contains a n? — 1 dimensional unit £.,—ball as a consequence of sy being set
to 2. So the |b;| — 1 dimensional polytopes Iy, Py, (5), and 1, b, (Ip, Pn, (5))
contain |by| — 1 dimensional ¢, balls of radius 1.
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Claim 2.2. Let Sp, b, (=) be the set of all y € RP? such that there exists x €

Hb1pn1 ((1_7%%)3) fOT which y_wbhbz (CU) 1 wbl,b2 (Rbl) and Hy_wbl,bz (.’E) Hfoc <
%. Then, y € S’bl,b2(#) implies the following.
1 1

1. y €y, P, ((1— 72)s) and
2. 1Qu, ()] = ™[ Qb, (Y, by ()]

Proof. The first assertion of the claim follows from the triangle inequality. To see
the second assertion, let the vector w € RY(Tr2) equal 0 on all the coordinates
indexed by V(T,,) \ bz and equal ¢, b, (z) — y on coordinates indexed by bs.
We know that z € Iy, Py, ((1 — %)5) Therefore,

(%) Qb,(¥b, by (7)) —w has dimension n3 — |bs|, and contains an axis aligned
cube of side length -5, and hence a euclidean ball of radius 5.
1 1

Since every constraint defining 15n2 (s) has the form x, + zp — 2. — xg < 84, Or
To = Oa

(+x) the affine spans of the codimension 1 faces of the fiber polytope Qn,(y) are
respectively translates of the affine spans of the corresponding codimension
1 faces of Qb,(¥b, by (2)) — w by euclidean distances that do not exceed

2o

Therefore, by () and (**), some translate of (1— %)Qb,z (b, by (2)) is contained
inside @, (y), completing the proof of Claim 2.2. O

Let K denote the intersection of the origin symmetric cube of radius % in

1

RP2 with the orthocomplement of ¥, b, (RP1). By the lower bound of 1 on the
volume of a central section of the unit cube (due to Vaaler [21]), it follows that

[bz|—by|
the volume of K is at least (#) o . The inequalities below now follow
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from (2.3) and Claim 2.2.

Poa(s)]| = / 1Qba )]y

Iy, P, (s)

vV
—
5
S
Y

<

Y,
—
o
S
Y

<

Y
S
=
=
—
Q/\
3|3
S
o
o
—
K
IS8
Q

n 2
> vol(K) / c(ﬁ)zFl(a:)(ﬁ) dx
Hblpnl((lfé)s)
[bz|—[b1] 2
n2y2 (1 ny
> ) <n‘1*> / Fl(sc)("l) dx.

Hblﬁnl((l—%)s)
By Lemma 1.5, ny €™ §~\Hblf’n1(s)\ < n™ | for some universal positive
constant C' > 1. Also, ¢|Ily, Py, (s)] < [y, P, (1 — 22)s)| < |, Py, (s)].
1

1
"2

1—(n2/n1)?
29

/ F1(x)(%)2dx > |Hblpn1((1_

Iy, 15"1((1771%)5)

()

X / Fy(z)dz
o, Py (1= )s)
D —(n2/n D 1 n2)?
> [Ty Py (5)' 020 B, (1= 9)| ()
1
: s (b o) ()
> My, Py ()]0 (el Py (9)1)
Omyi-(a/m)? B, ()| (1)
> (Cnym)t /)7 By (s)[\)
Thus,
P (%2)2 Cniy(ng/n1)?=1 (, 4\ Ib2l=Ib1| | 5
Py ()| V7)< (Cn™) (n?) [Pas (3)] (2.4)
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which gives us

B () < (onmymb-am) ()T B9 (25)
< |Bu(s)In]T (2.6)
< |13n2(s)n1%(1+0bg7“). (2.7)
ni
O

For a positive integer n, let [n] denote the set of positive integers less or equal
to n, and let [n]? denote [n] x [n]. In what follows, we will use v to denote an
arbitrary vertex in V(T,,). Then, by symmetry,

fP,La(s)x(U)d‘r B 1 fP,,LB(s)x('Ul)dﬂﬂ 2.8)
PGl (n>;) e |
- Pos(s) 29)

= 0. (2.10)

The linear map u : Py, (s) = Py, (s) defined by u(z)(v) = x(v)—z(0) is surjective
and volume preserving. Therefore,

fpns(s) z(v)dx _ an3(8) u(z)(v)dx (211)
| Py ()] | Py ()]
ang(S) z(v)dx - ang(s) x(0)dx 21
[Py (5)] | Prs ()]
= 0. (2.13)
Lemma 2.3. Let C < ny < n3. Then,
= s —n2)l
Pl 2 [Py () (1 Sl ) (2.14)

Proof. Let p: V(Tp,) — [n2]> C Z? be the unique map that satisfies ¢ n, 0p =
id on V(T,,). We embed V(T,,) into V(T,,,) via ¢on, o p, and define b to be
V(Thns) \ (60,5 © p(V(Ty,))). Note that 0 € b, since 0 & [ng]. Recall that Qp(z)
was defined to be the fiber polytope over z, that arises from the projection map
ITy, of P,(s) onto RP. Thus,

Q@I o _ fﬁn3<s>x<v>d$>
(|Pn3<s>|> = H"( Py (5)
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By Theorem 1.4, l‘gb((‘rs))ll is a logconcave function of = € P, (s). % is a
ns ns
non-negative and integrable function of x, and hence by the Brunn-Minkowski

inequality, it follows that

1

/ (C? w') Qul@)[F T da < |Qu(0)]F .

I ANENE]
Therefore,
1 _ P 1
/ |Qb<w>l””§“’< 3 >S< Ll )lQbm)w%—b.
E [Tp P (5)] T, Py, ()]
Iy Pryg (s)

By the monotonic increase of L,(x) norms as p increases from 1 to oo, for the

probability measure u(dz) = ‘Hblgix()7 we see that
ng (S
1+n§—\b|
1+ 51— dzr dx
e i A o B
~/ TIp P, ()] K TIp P, (5)]|
Ty, Py (5) b Py (5)
~ I T
P, 5 (bl
<|"~”(S)|> o (2.16)
[T P (3)]
It follows that
0n(0)] > eI (2.17)
T P (5]

Suppose that no+2 < ngz. Let py : V(Tp,42) — [n2+2]? C Z? be the unique map
that satisfies ¢g n,42 0 p+ =id on V(T,,12). We embed V(T,,42) into V(T,,)
via ¢g ny © P+, and define b to be V(T,,,) \ (0,05 © p+(V(Thy42))). We observe

that [P, y2(s(1+ W)M is greater or equal to |Qb(0)|(m))‘b|*|6‘, since

©0,n3 0P+, induces an isometric map from Qp(0)+|0, m]b\f’ into P, 1o(s(1+
ﬁ)) Thus,

. 2 2 ~ 2
|Pryia(s)] = (1+ m)_(”ﬁz) T Pyra(s(1+ mm
1 ~
> 672|Qb(0)|(m)lb‘f‘bl
€| Py ()| (grrlgy) PP
- [T P, (5)]

Y

|P"3 (S)‘(Ong)fcng(n37n2).
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Noting that P,,2(s) contains a unit cube and hence has volume at least 1, we
see that

~ 1 -~ A
|Pryia(8)[ 222 > [Py, p0(s)| " (2.18)
> [Py (5)] 73 (Cng) =) (2.19)
~ 1 _ 1
N ) B CED

Noting that ny + 2 < ng and relabeling ny + 2 by ng gives us the lemma. O
We will need the notion of differential entropy (see page 243 of [6]).

Definition 2.4 (Differential entropy). Let X be a random variable supported
on a finite dimensional Euclidean space R™, associated with a measure p that
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Let the Radon-
Nikodym derivative of u with respect to the Lebesgue measure be denoted f.
The differential entropy of X, denoted h(X) (which by overload of notation,
we shall also refer to as the differential entropy of f, i.e. h(f)), is defined as

h(X) = — /R @) f () dr.

We will also need the notion of conditional differential entropy h(X 1Y) (page
249 of [6)).

Definition 2.5 (Conditional differential entropy). Let (X,Y’) where X € R™,
and Y € R™ be a random variable supported on a finite dimensional Euclidean
space R™ x R™ having a joint density function f(z,y) with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on R™ x R™. Then,

WYY = = [ ey lox f(aly) dody.

Let the Radon-Nikodym derivative of  with respect to the Lebesgue measure
be denoted f. The differential entropy of X, denoted h(X) (which by overload
of notation, we shall also refer to as the differential entropy of f, i.e. h(f)), is

defined as h(X) = — /Rm f(z)In f(z) de.

The following Lemma is well known, but we include a proof for the reader’s
convenience.

Lemma 2.6. The differential entropy of a mean 1 distribution with a bounded
Radon-Nikodym derivative with respect to the Lebesgue measure, supported on
[0,00) is less or equal to 1, and equality is achieved on the exponential distribu-
tion.

Proof. Let f :]0,00) — R denote a density supported on the non-negative reals,
whose associated distribution F' has mean 1. Let g : [0,00) — R be given by
g(z) := e~ ®. The relative entropy between f and g is given by
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/Random concave functions 13

D(fllg) = /[Om) f)In (ggg) dr, (2.21)

and can be shown to be non-negative for all densities f using Jensen’s inequality.
We observe that

D(flly) = ~b(+ [ f@)n(e)ds (2.22)
[0,00)
= —h(f)+1, (2.23)
because F' has mean 1. This implies that h(f) < 1= h(g). O

Lemma 2.7. If s = 2,
|Poy1(s)| < exp (CnlnCn+ (1+ In2)n?),
Proof. Suppose without loss of generality that

¢0,n+1 ({(17 1)’ (17 2)7 (2’ 1)7 (27 2)}) € EO(T’VH-l)v

and thus that the hessian corresponding to this edge is at most sg = 2. Define
b to be V(T,i1) \ (¢o.ni1([n]?). We list [n]? in lexicographically increasing
order as

((1,1),...,(1,n),(2,1),...,(2,n),...,(n,1),..., (n,n))

and denote this sequence by ((p1, q1) (pnz ,qn2)), and iteratively define b(¥) :=
b=V U {po.ns1((pi,q))} for i = 1 to n?. We see that for each i € [n?],

¢70 n+1((pz 1 Ql)) and ¢O n-‘rl((pz 1 y i — )) and ¢0 n—i—l((pz: Qz_l)) are in b(l_l)-

Let these respectlvely correspond to b(F®) \ bEO)=1) gpgb(SE@) \ p(SEEH-1)

and b(5(®) \b D, Let z be a random sample from the uniform probability

measure on Pn+1( ). and let z(¢po n+1((pi —1,¢:))) = x;. We see that

h (Mo x| Mye-nz) = h(Hb<-)m—Hbufl)xynb(ifl)x)

I1|Hb(7 1)213)

=z (@pe) +256) — 2s8@) [Mpe-17)
< (@i =26 —Tsa) T TsE@) -
The random variable z; — ;) — Z5(;) + Tsp() is bounded above by so = 2,

and by (2.10) has expectation 0. The conditions of Lemma 2.6 are thus satisfied
by 2=z +TE(i)tTs(i) —TSE(®)
2

, giving us
h (gcz —Tp@G) — Tsa) T+ 33515(:’)) <1+ In2. (2.24)
Since
h(z) < by ) + > h([Tyoz[Mhe-n ), (2.25)
i€[n]?
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/Random concave functions 14

by Lemma 2.1 and (2.24), we have

h(x) < CnlnCn + (1 +1n2)n?. (2.26)

This implies that for all positive integers n,
|Pyy1]| < exp (CnlnCn+ (1+1In2)n?), (2.27)
implying in particular that |P, (s)\n% is bounded above by C. O

We will use the lemmas in this section to prove the following.

Lemma 2.8. Let so = 2. Then, as n — 00, |Pn(s)\n% converges to a limit in
the interval [1, 2e].

Proof. By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.7,

1 1
1 < liminf |P,(s)|»? < limsup |P,(s)|»? < 2e. (2.28)
n— oo

n—roo

Let C < n? < ny. Let n3g = (|22] + 1)n;. By Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.3,

ny

»—Aw""
|-

[Py ()™ < [Py (5)] 73

-1
< |Pu(s)]" 1C<n3—nz>m%> <1+Clogm>

(
(- .
(
(

< ‘Pnz(s) '

ni

2 -1
1cn1<1n21>) (1+Clog”1>.
ny ny

1 Cny lnng)l (1 N Clogm)

< |Py(s)]

This implies that

As a consequence,

1 1 1
<1 + Cog”l) liminf | Py, (5)| "3 > | P, (s)| 7.

’[7,1 ng—00

Finally, this gives

3
=

liminf | P, (s)| "% > limsup |P,, (s)|"%,

n2—00 ni—00
implying
1< liminf|Pn(s)|rT12 = lim |Pn(s)|n% = limsup|Pn(s)|ﬁ < 2e.
n—oo n—oo n— o0

O
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/Random concave functions 15

Together with the concavity of f,, := |P,(s)] nE , this implies the following.
Corollary 2.9. Let € > 0. For all sufficiently large n, for all s and t in Ri,

[fn(s) = fu(B)] < (2e +€)]s —t].

Proof. Consider the line through s and t. The corollary follows by the concavity
of f,, on the intersection of this line with Ri, the fact that f,, tends to 0 on the
boundary of R, and Lemma 2.1. O

Corollary 2.10. The pointwise limit of the functions f, is a function f that is
2e Lipschitz and concave.

Proof. This follows from Corollary 2.9 and the pointwise convergence of the f,
to a function f. O

2.2. Surface area of facets of P,(s)

Lemma 2.11. There is a universal constant C > 1 such that for all sufficiently

large n, the surface area of a codimension 1 facet of P,(s) corresponding to

Cs;

. s g -
E;(T,,) is bounded below by (022) O Py(s)| T

Proof. Let s be rescaled by scalar multiplication so that |P,(s)| = 1. Knowing

1
that |P,(s)|»>-1 exists and and has a limit and lies in [sg, 2es0] , we see that

|Pn(s)|17m € [2elso,é}. Let F; denote a codimension 1 facet corresponding
to an edge in F;(T,,). For all sufficiently small € > 0, we will find a lower bound
on the probability that there exists a point y € F; such that ||y —z||,, < €, when
x is sampled at random from P, (s). We identify V(T,,) with Z/nZ x Z/nZ via
the unique Z module isomorphism that maps [w'] to (1,0) and [w’exp(%)] to
(0,1). This causes the edges obtained by translating {(0,0), (1,0), (1,1),(0,1)}
to belong to E;(T,). We further identify Z/nZ x Z/nZ with the subset of Z?
having coordinates in (—%, 5]. Let T" be the set of vertices contained in the
line segment {(a,b)|(a = b)and (la| < %)} Let S be the set of all lattice
points (vertices) within the convex set {(a,b)|(Ja — b| < 3)and (Ja + b| < GS—SO" +
3)} that do not belong to T. Without loss of generality, we assume that F;
corresponds to the constraint —z(0,0) + x(1,0) — z(1,1) + x(0,1) < s;. Let
conv(X) be used to denote the convex hull of X for a set of bounded diameter.
Let U = {u_2,u_1,up} be a set of three adjacent vertices not contained in
S UT, but such that exactly two of these vertices are respectively adjacent to
two distinct vertices in S. That such a U exists follows from the presence of
long line segments in the boundary of conv(SUT). Given = € P,(s), we define
Zyin 2 conv(U U SUT) — R to be the unique affine map from the convex hull
of UUSUT to R which agrees with the values of x on U. The function xj;,
will serve as a baseline for the measurement of fluctuations. Let A7 denote the
event that V(a,a) € T,
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#((a,)) — (0, 2)) — min (““ =) - 2&»70) ‘ iy

Let Ag be the event that for each vertex v € S, we have

~ 105 S @) — wn(0) < 1

Let xg denote the restriction of = to .S, and likewise define x7, zguT etc. Let the
cube in R? corresponding to the event Ag be denoted Qg. Let the polytope in R”
corresponding to the event A7 be denoted Q7. Note that Qr implicitly depends
on xg, but only through the effect of the one constraint F;. Let zg be a point
in [—2%, 2215 Due to a double layer of separation between 7" and V(T,) \ S,
conditioned on xg being equal to zg, the distribution of z is independent of the
distribution of zy(t,)\s. Also, conditioned on =, = 2, the distribution of z7 is
the uniform distribution on a |T| dimensional truncated cube, of sidelength {8,
the truncation being due the linear constraint

(zr,¢s) = 2((1,0)) + 2((0,1)) — s

imposed by Fj, where (g is a vector in RT (taking values 1 on {(0,0), (1,1)}
each and 0 elsewhere). The euclidean distance of the center of this cube to F;
is less than £&, so together with Vaalar’s theorem [21] bounding the volume of
a central section of a unit cube from below by 1, we see that conditioned on
A1 and Ag, the probability that the distance of x to Fj is less than € is at least
€217l for all sufficiently small e. It remains for us to obtain a positive lower
bound on P[Agand Ar] that is independent of n for sufficiently large n. Note

that
P[As and Ar] = P[Ar|Ag]P[As]. (2.29)

Let pp4 denote the conditional probability distribution of xg (supported on Qg)
given Ag.

P[AT|A5] = /]P’[xT S QT‘.’ES = Zs},u,AS (dZS)
> inf ]P)[l‘T S QT|-1'S = ZS].
zs€ls

Let zg € Qg. Then, the conditional distribution of x7 given that xg = zg is the
uniform (with respect to Lebesgue) measure on a polytope that is contained in
the set of all vectors in R” which when augmented with zg are 2sq Lipschitz
when viewed as functions on SUT. The latter polytope has volume at most
(480)‘T‘. Since Qr, for any zg, contains a unit cube of side length s,,/100,

P[Ar|As] > inf Plzr € Qrlzs = zg] > 4007171, (2.30)
zZs S
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/Random concave functions 17

Finally, we obtain a lower bound on P[Ag]. We say that a vertex v € S is
reachable from U if there is a sequence of vertices u_o,u_1,ug, V1,...,0% = ¥
such that any 4 consecutive vertices form an edge in F(T,,) and vy, ...,vx € S.
By our construction of U, every vertex in S is reachable from U, and the length
of the path is at most 2|T| + 10. Consider the values of © — xy;;, on S. These
values cannot exceed (2|T'|+ 10)s3. Their mean is 0. Their joint distribution has
a density gs that is logconcave by Prékopa’s Theorem 1.4. The probability that

(z — xyin)s lies in a translate of Qg by t is equal to the value of the convolution
IS|
of gs with the indicator I(Qs) of Qg at t. Multiplying by (%) (to have

unit L7 norm), it follows that each coordinate in any point of the support of

S|
(@) I(Qg) * g is bounded above by (2|T| + 12)s;, while the mean of this

S0
distribution continues to be 0. The (differential) entropy of ¢ is bounded above
by the sum of the entropies of its one dimensional marginals along coordinate
directions, which in turn is bounded above by In (2¢(2|T'| + 11)s2) by Lemma 2.6.
]

It follows that the supremum of the density of (%) I(Qs) * g is at least
(2e(2|T| + 12)52)_|S|. It is a theorem of Fradelizi [10] that the density at the
center of mass of a logconcave density on RIS! is no less than e~ multiplied
by the supremum of the density. Applied to I(Qg) * g, this implies that

=8|
P[Ag] > (10062(2|T| +11) (”)) :
50
This shows that there is a universal constant C' > 1 such that for all sufficiently

large n, the surface area of a codimension 1 facet of P,(s) corresponding to
Cs;

. 5o\ 0 1- 5t
Ei(T,) is bounded below by (&) ™ |Pu(s)|' 77 O

By known results on vector partition functions [2], P, (s) is a piecewise poly-
nomial function of s, and each domain of polynomiality is a closed cone known
as a chamber of the associated vector partition function. For a different per-
spective, see also Lemma 2 of [5]. It follows by scaling, that these polynomials
are homogenous, of degree n? — 1. Further in the cone min(sg, s1, $2) > 0, | Py|
is C! (i. e. continuously differentiable) by Lemma 2.11.

Let

1 (3|Pn(8)| O\ Pa(s)| O|Pn(s)|

2\ 0sy ' 0s1 | 0sy >1 (w§, wi™, wi). (2.31)

n2

Lemma 2.12. Fiz s with 0 < sg < s1 < 52 and € > 0, for all sufficiently large
n, the surface area of a codimension 1 facet of P,(s) corresponding to E;(T,,)

is bounded above by (%) |Pn(3)|17ﬁ,

Proof. Note that

1 -1
2 (1 B n> siwf") = [Pa(s)],
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which in turn is bounded above by (2e+€)sq |Pn(s)|17 T for sufficiently large n.

1
It follows for each i € {0, 1,2}, that wgn) is bounded above by (Qet&) |Pn(s)|1_ n?-1,
This completes the proof of this lemma.

2.3. Bounds on the £, norm of a point in P,(s)

Our strategy will be to cover the set of points in P,(s) that are far from the
origin by a small number of polytopes, each of which is of small volume.

Lemma 2.13. Suppose that g > 0 and 2 = sp < s1 < s9. Let © € P,(s) be
such that ||x||¢, > eon®. Then, for any p € [1,00),

\/§EOTL » 607L2
> . 2.32
||x|e,,_< o) () (2.32)

Proof. Let the magnitude of the slope of z on a unit triangle ¢ with vertices
v;,v;,v% in Ty, be defined to be max(|z(v;) — x(v;)|, |z(v;) — x(vk)|, |z(vk) —
z(v;)]). Choose v_ € T, such that z(v_) is minimal and vy € T,, such that
x(v4 ) is maximal. Note that the magnitude of the slope of a triangle ¢ containing
v_ cannot exceed sy because the discrete hessian of all the rhombi containing
v_ are bounded above by ss. It is possible to go from one unit triangle with
vertices in T,, to v_ via a sequence of vertices, every 4 consecutive vertices of
which form a unit rhombus, such that the total number of rhombi is less than 4n.
For this reason the slope of z at no unit triangle can exceed 4nss in magnitude.
Let v = vy if 2(vy) > —2(v_) and v = v_ otherwise. Therefore, ||z||,.. > eon?

(0] . ZL’(W) 1
Sues of v satisfies 20 2

implies that any vertex v within a lattice distance of

implying that |z(0)| > # The number of vertices within a lattice distance of

2
cn’ of 4 is at least 3 (m) . Therefore,

8nsa 8s2

|| >3 (9" NI (2.33)
b = 859 2 ' '

This implies the lemma. O

2.4. Polytopes used in the cover

We will map V(T,,) onto (Z/nZ) x (Z/nZ) via the unique Z module isomorphism
that maps 1 to (1,0) and w to (0,1). Without loss of generality (due linearity
under scaling by a positive constant), we will assume in this and succeeding
sections that that

lim | Py (s)| 77 = 1. (2.34)

n—oo
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Let €y be a fixed positive constant. Suppose = € P, (s) satisfies
|zlle.. > €on?. (2.35)

Given nj|na, the natural map from Z? to Z? /(n1Z*) = V(T,, ) factors through
72/ (naZ?%) = V(T,,). We denote the respective resulting maps from V(T,,) to
V(Tn,) bY $ng.nys from Z2 to V(T,,) by ¢o.n, and from Z? to V(T,,) by ¢on,-
Given a set of boundary nodes b C V(T,,), and z1, € RP, we define Qp(7) to
be the fiber polytope over xp, that arises from the projection map Iy, of Py, (s)
onto RP. Note that Qp,(z) implicitly depends on s.

Given positive €, ..., e we will denote by €41, a positive constant whose
value may depend on the preceding €; but not on any €, for r > k. We will
associate with x, a polytope Q,(€1,s,x) containing z. Let o € V(T,,) be an
offset that we will use to define b.

The polytope Q, (€1, s,x) is defined as follows. Let ny be the largest multiple
of |e;'|+1 by an odd number, such that the product is less or equal to n. Note
that ny 4 2|e; '] +1 > n. Let

n2

n=-—-—.
TS

We note that by design, n; is odd.

We define the set by C V(T,,,) of “boundary vertices” to be all vertices that
are either of the form (0,y) or (1,y) or (x,0) or (x,1), where z,y range over all
of Z/(n1Z). We define the set by C V(T,,) to be ¢!, (by).

Let po : V(T,,) — {0,...,n2 — 1}2 C Z? be the unique map with this range
that satisfies ¢gn, 0 po = id on V(T,,). We embed V(T,,) into V(T,) via
®0.n © po, and define

b := (0,5 © po(b2)) U (V(Tn) \ (¢0,05 ({0, ..., n2 — 1}%))) .

In other words, b is the union of the image of by under ¢¢ 4 © po, with the set
of vertices that do not belong to the range of ¢g ., ({0,...,na — 1}?). Finally
we define b to be b + o0, i.e.a translation of b by the offset 0. Given b, define
(b ) quant to be the closest point to zp, every coordinate of which is an integer

: 1

multiple of 5-5.

Definition 2.14. We define the polytope @, (b, s, z) as the preimage of (b) quant+
[— 525, 325]P under the coordinate projection IIy, of P,(s) onto RP.

Finally, let o, = omm(i), s,x) be a value of the offset o for which the volume
of Qn(b+ o, s,x) achieves its minimum as o ranges over V(T,,). We define

Qn(ela S, {E) = Qn(f) + Oomin, S, (E)
Lemma 2.15. Let ¢; > 0. Then, for sufficiently large n, the total number of

distinct polytopes Q. (€1,8,x) as x ranges over all points in P, (s) is at most
n9(8er Hyn+2.
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Proof. The number of vertices in b is bounded above by 861_171. Also, x € P,(s)
implies that ||z]|,., < Cn?. The number of distinct points of the form (zp)quant
can therefore be bounded above by n?B3¢ )" when n is sufficiently large. Since
the number of possible offsets is n2, this places an upper bound of n(8er nt2
on the number of possible polytopes Q(e1, s, ). O

3. Upper bounds on the volumes of covering polytopes

In this section, s and = and €; will be fixed, so the dependence of various

parameters on them will be suppressed. For 1 < 4,57 < 22 and offset o, we
ni

define the (i, )" square

09 := 0+ don <<{(an)n2+1m2] X {MHWD m22> . (3.1)

1 nq n1 ni
We also define
0° := 0+ o, (([1,n2] x [1,n2]) N Z?). (3.2)

We note that the boundary vertices of each square L7; are contained in b. Let
A7; denote the orthogonal projection of RY(T») onto the subspace

> u=0p. (3.3)

kellg;

A% =y e RYS

For any z € Qn(f) + 0) — z, the euclidean distance between z and this subspace
is less than C'n? by virtue of the upper bound of Cn? on the Lipschitz constant
of z and z. For sufficiently large n, we eliminate the C' and bound this euclidean
distance from above by n*. Therefore, for any fixed o,

2
_4n2

n (@b +o)—a)| < [I A5(@Qub+o)—a) (34)

i/n1€ZN[1,52]

)E

j/n1€ZN[1, 2

- I1 ‘A%(Qn(ﬁ—&—o)—x) . (3.5)
i/n1€ZN[1,52]

Yy

j/m1€ZN[1,22]

Yy

3.1. Choice of t.

Let C denote the open cone in Ri consisting of points @ = (g, U1, @2) such that
min ({ig(0) + (1) = fo(2)) > 0,

where o ranges over all permutations of {0, 1,2}.
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Lemma 3.1. Suppose 0 < eg = e < es. then denoting (eg, e1,e2) by e, we have
(s (e), i (e), wy™ (e)) € C.

Proof. By the anisotropic isoperimetric inequality (1.6), applied to K = P, (k)
and E = P,(e), we have

Sk (E)Sp(K) > (n? —1)%|K||E|. (3.6)
Let k = (2,2,2).
Then,
<(n e 62)) 2™ (@) 2 (n DIKI S i e)er

This implies that

wy () + wi”(e) + wi (e) | wi (e)eo + wi (e)er + wy” (e)es

3.7
3 - ep+ e +es (3.7)

Observe that, eg = e; < es and so by symmetry, w(()n)(e) = wgn)(e). Thus,

(3.7) implies that wgn)(e) < wgn)(e) = w(()n)(e). Putting this together with

Lemma 2.11 shows that (wén) (e),w%n)(e), wén)(e)) ecC. O
We will handle the following cases:

(I) sis in the closure of the set of all points # such that f is once differentiable
at t and Vf(t) € C.
(I1) s = (so, S0, $2), for some sg, o € Ry, where sg < so.

Note that by Alexandrov’s theorem, (see [1]) the set of all s € R3 where f is
not twice differentiable is of measure 0.

3.1.1. Case (I)

Let fn(s) = \Pn(s)|ﬁ and f = lim,_,00 fn. Let w(f) = Vf(#) be the gradient

of f at a point #, assuming that f is differentiable at . We will call a point
a surrogate of s if f is once differentiable at ¢ and the following hold. The dot

product between w(t) and s satisfies
0<w(t) s—1<e, (3.8)
and
ft) =1. (3.9)

Let us now rescale i, := t by multiplying it by a suitable positive scalar A
to get u, =t such that f,, (u,) = 1.
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3.1.2. Case (II)

Suppose that the restriction of f to the convex set
U = {(UO,UO,U2)|R+ > U2 Z Uug S R+}

is differentiable at f. Suppose also that the dot product between w(#) and s
satisfies

0<w(t) s—1<ey, (3.10)

and

f@) =1. (3.11)
Recalling (2.31), for any 1 € Z, let

% <8|];,z§t)|, az;zl(t)vallgfgit)l) w00 (1), w$P (1) = w® (1),

By the concavity of the f,, and the pointwise convergence of f, to f, the differen-
tiability of f restricted to U at f together with the symmetry w(()") (t) = w%") (1),
we see that lim,, . w(™ (f) = w(f).

We now state Minkowski’s theorem [11] for polytopes and explain that it is
applicable in our context.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose ei,es,...,e, are unit vectors that do not all lie in
a hyperplane of positive codimension, and suppose that ai,qq,...,ar > 0. If
>, aie; = 0 then there exists a polytope P, having facet unit normals ey, e, . .. ey
and corresponding facet areas oy, ...,ar. This polytope is unique up to transla-
tion.

In order to check that these conditions are satisfied by the facet normals of
the P, (s), it suffices to consider the case where s = 0 and show that P,(0)
contains no vectorspace of positive dimension. This is indeed the case as we
now see. Suppose x € P,,(0). Then = has mean 0. The constraints enforce that
locally as a function from V(T,) to R its slope is constant. Being a function
from the discrete torus to the reals, this slope must be zero.

3.2. Bounding Skg (Lg;) from above

We recall from (1.6) that the anisotropic surface area of L with respect to K,
denoted Sk (L), satisfies

m—1

Sk (L) > m|K|=|L|" .
For i,j € n1Z/(n2Z), let P¥°(t) be a copy of L = P,, (t) in RY. Taking LY,

ni

to be PZ°(t) (note that |P7°(t)] = 1), KJ; to be A%;(Qn(b + 0) — x), and
m = n? — 1, this gives us

m\Kfj

W< Ske, (Lg))-
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Thus,
- Skce (L) \ "
11 ‘A%(Qn(b—i—o)—x)‘ < 11 (mJ .
i/na €201, 22 i/n1€2ZN[1, 2]
§/n1€ZN[1,22] §/ni€ZN[1, 2]

‘nq ‘mq

This implies that

. o Sko (LY)) "
= 2 wbto)-a)] < mi 11 T )

(” U min |(Qu(b+o) “‘”) = eev(m, . ( "
i/n1€ZN[1, 2]

3/ €ZN[1,32]

(3.12)

Recall from Subsection 1.3 that for a,b,c and d the vertices of a lattice
rhombus of side 1 such that a —d = —2w?, b—a=2,c—b= —2w?, d—c= —2z,
for some z € {1,w,w?}. In the respective cases when z = 1,w or w?, we define
corresponding sets of lattice rhombi of side 1 to be Ey(L), E1(L) or Ex(L).
This structure is carried over to T, by the map ¢¢ , defined in the beginning
of Subsection 2.4. Recall from the beginning of Subsection 2.4 that we have
mapped V(T,) on to (Z/nZ) x (Z/nZ) by mapping 1 to (1,0) and w to (0,1)
and extending this map to V(T,,) via a Z module homomorphism. In particular,
this maps 1+ w to (1,1).

Let us examine Skp (L;) for a fixed i,j and o. Note that 0 € K¥;. Let us
identify (09, with V(T,,) labelled by [1,7:]* N Z* by mapping the south east
corner of LJ¢; onto (1,1). For r € {0,1,2} and 1 < k, £ < ny, let uy, := up, (i, j, 0)
denote the unit outward normal to the facet of Lf; that corresponds to the edge
in F,(T,,), whose south east corner is (k, £).

Consider hl,, = h}, (i, j,0) to be the maximum value of the functional a(a) =
(a,up,) as a ranges over K;. We see that

Sko L) = 3w [ X m]. (3.13)

re{0,1,2} 1<k £<ny

Now, for each r € {0,1,2}, we define a linear map D, from RV T to
RE+(Tw) where n’ will be a positive integer made clear from context. Let
f e RVTw) and (vy,v2) € V(T,). We use e,(v1,vs) to refer to an edge in
E.(T,) whose south east corner is the vertex (vi,vs2). Then,

(0) Dof(vi—1,v2—1) = V2f(eo(v1—1,v2—1)) = — f(v1,v2—1) — f(v1,v2) +
f(U1 —1,v9 — 1) + f(’Ul =+ 1,1}2).

(1) Dif(vi,v2) = V2 f(e1(v1,v2)) = f(v1 +1,02) + f(v1,02 +1) — f(v1,v2) —
f(’l)1+1,’l)2+1).

(2) Daf(vi—1,05—1) = V2f(ea(v1—1,v0—1)) = — f(v1,v2) — f(v1 —1,v2) +
flor,v2+1) + f(vr — 1,02 = 1).

imsart-generic ver. 2014/10/16 file: limit_of_concave_Oct_23_2019.tex date: April 24, 2020



/Random concave functions 24

Recall that K7, is A%(Qn(f) +0) — ). For linear maps Dy, D1 and Dy described
above, taking n’ = n; we have for 1 < k, £ <n; —2, and r € {0, 1,2},

0<hiy =8 —Dypx(oy+i+k,00+j+ ). (3.14)

When either k or £ is one of the numbers n; — 1 or ny, we see that hj, can be
larger due to the possibility of the constraints wrapping around. However, it is
always true due to the quantization in Definition 2.14, that

0<hl,<2n %+s.—Dyx(og +i+k,o0+7+7). (3.15)

Let A = A; be the function from V(T,,) to R, uniquely specified by the
following condition. For any f : V(T,) — R, and (vy,v2) = v € V(T,),

28 %)) = wg™ (©)(Dof(vr = 1,02 = 1) + Dof(vr = 1,v2))
—+ wgnl)(t)(le("Ul,'UQ) + le(vl - ]-3'1}2 - 1))
+ W™ ()(Daf (v — 1,05 — 1) + Do f(vy, v — 1)). (3.16)

Note that A can be viewed as a self adjoint operator acting on CV(T») equipped
with the standard inner product, but we will find it convenient to define it as a
function from V(T,,) to R that acts via convolution on complex valued functions
defined on V(T,,). Let ® be the function from V(T,) to R, given by

T(00, — ni+l ni+1
(b = ( 11 ( 2 ’ 2 ))’ (317)
m

where for a subset S of V(T,), Z(S) is the indicator function of S, and O0f; —
(MTH’ ”ITH) denotes a centered copy of (19, that is symmetric around the origin,
whose existence is made possible by the fact that nq is odd. Again, ® can be
viewed as a self adjoint operator acting on CV (™) equipped with the standard
inner product.

Lemma 3.3. For sufficiently large n,

Sko (LY)) 2,,2
DS (ﬂi) 0 (1 2.
o i/n1€Zﬁ[O,%—1]

J/n1€2n[0, 72 ~1]

IN
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Proof. From (3.13), (3.14), (3.15) and (3.16), we observe that

S o L;)J wfﬂnl)
s(7) - 22 (2

i,5,0 i,4,0r€{0,1,2} 1<k,0<n;

Z 2n”%nj Zre{o,l,Z} wgnl)(t)

<

i.3,0 m
" Z Zre{O,l,Z} n%Sng’nl)(t)

_ m

1,7,0

.onp+1 Com+1

— Z(@*A*x)(ol—i—z—i— ! ,00+ 7+ 12 )

%,7,0

(3.18)
Note that (1)
n

Z Zre{o,m} n%trwr V(1) _ n2n%
£ m o2
1,7,0

and that x has mean 0 and so
Z (®xAsxz)(o+i+k0o+5+0)=0.
i,7,0,k,0

Thus, the expression in (3.18) can be bounded above, for sufficiently large n,
using volumetric considerations and (3.8), by

3 n°n (m1) -3
w1 Y@M (s~ 1) < n
1 T
n2n2
+ —52(1+2e)
ny
2,,2
< 00 B2(1 4 36y).

For a real number a, let |a|+ denote max(a;,0).

Lemma 3.4. For sufficiently large n,

2 Sko (L) omp+1 . omp+1
<n27lz§)z Z <” _1+(<1>*A*x)(ol+z+1,02+3+ - )

. m 2 2
o i/n1€Zﬂ[0,%71]

j/ma€zno, 22 —1]

+

(3.19)

18 bounded above by

imsart-generic ver. 2014/10/16 file: limit_of_concave_Oct_23_2019.tex date: April 24, 2020



/Random concave functions 26

Proof. Note that by (3.8),

>oref0,1,2} ”%Swﬁnl) (t)

S 1 + €9.
m
We see that
Sice, (L) W™ (1)
ij 2] T T
A A Lo - . .
( - > — (—t, 4+ hiy) (3.20)
re{0,1,2} 1<k, l<n;
We see that (P x A x)(v)
(n1)
t
- Z w02 ()(Dox(vl—l—k—1,U2+€—1)+D0x(vl+k—1,1}2+€))
—(n1—1)/2<kl<(n1—1)/2 m
(n1)
t
+ Z w12m( )(Dlx(vl +Ekvg+0)+ Dix(vi +k—1,ua+£—1))
—(n1—1)/2<kt<(n1—1)/2
(n1)
t
+ Z w22m( )(Dgx(vl—i—k—l,vg +€—1)+D2x(v1+k,vg+€—1)).

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2

We will examine the above expression term by term when v = o+ (4, ) + ((n1 +
1)/2,(n1 +1)/2).

w(”l)(t)
Z 02 (Dol‘(vl+k’*1,’02+£71)+D0I(’01+k71,’[}2 +£))
—(n1—1)/2<k <(n1—1)/2 m
(nl)(

_ Z wOmt (Dox(vl+k71,1}2+f*1))

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
ZS ny—

—(n1-1)/2<<(na—1)/2
(n1)
w, t
+ Z O2m( ) (Doz(vy + k — 1,02 + £ — 1))
—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
te{(ni+1)/2}
(n1)
w, t
- > Ozm( )(Dox(vl+k— Lvy+£—1)).

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
te{~(m—1)/2)
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The above expression is less or equal to

(n1)
Z Yo W ®) (2n76 + 50 — h%e)

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
—(n1—1)/2<0< (n1—1)/2

(n1)
wo () (o, -
+ g 02m (2n 64 59— h%z)
—(n1—1)/2<k<(ni—1)/2
ee{(n1+1)/2}

(n1)
t
- > O m).
2m
—(n1-1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
te{—(n1—-1)/2}

This equals

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
—(n1—-1)/2<¢<(n1~-1)/2

(n1)
wy () .
—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
te{(n1+1)/2}
wg™ (1)

- > o (= i)
—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
te{—(n1-1)/2}

Adding this to

wi" (¢)
| X ]

m
re{0} 1<k, t<n,

from (3.20), we get

—(n1-1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
—(n1—1)/2<0<(n1—1)/2

(n1)
> wy " (t) o
+ 02 (2n 6_h2£)
m
—(n1-1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
Le{(n1+1)/2}
(n1)
wy (1) 0
B o0 (_npy).

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
te{—-(n1—-1)/2}

imsart-generic ver. 2014/10/16 file: limit_of_concave_Oct_23_2019.tex date: April 24, 2020



This is bounded above by

_|_

IN

_|_

/Random concave functions 28

>

—(n1—-1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2

m

<(2n—6 + 50— to)wém)(t)> (3.21)

—(n1—1)/2<4< (n1—1)/2

(n1)
wy V(t) .
+ > 02m (2075 + hY)) (3.22)
—(n1-1)/2<k<(n1-1)/2
te{=(m—1)/2}
< w20 —to) £ g 00

2m

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
te{—(n1—1)/2}

Similar calculations done for r = 1 give us the following.

2.

wi™ (1)

—(n1—1)/2<k,£<(n1-1)/2

5 wﬁ;;)(t)

re{l}

om (Diz(vi + k,v2 + £) + Diz(vi + k= 1Lva + £ — 1))

—(n1—1)/2<k < (ny 1) /2

—(n1—1)/2<8<(n1—1)/2

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1-1)/2

>

this is less or equal to

N

>

(n1)
w12m(t (D1z(vy — (n1 +1)/2,v9 + £) — Diz(vy + (n1 — 1)/2,v9 + £))
wi™ (1)

12m (D1z(vy + kyvg — (ng +1)/2) — Dyx(vy + k,ve + (n1 — 1)/2)).

(26 + 51 — t)w{™(t)

—(m1—1)/2<k,0<(n1—1)/2

>

—(n1—-1)/2<€<(n1—1)/2

m
(n1)
wy (1) —6 1
o (2077 4+ hipy—1)/20)
(n1)
wy U (t) —6 1
o (207" + hy (1) 2)

—(n1-1)/2<k<(n1—-1)/2

wgnl)(t)h%nl—l)/QZ
2m

—(n1—1)/2<0< (n1—1)/2

D

wgm)(t)(h,lc (na—1)/2 T 2n1(s51 — t1))
2m

(3.24)

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2
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Another calculation for » = 2, in which the expressions closely resemble the case
of r =0, gives us the following.

(n1)
Z U}22m( ) (Daw(v1 +k — 1,02 + £ — 1) + Dox(v1 + k,vg + £ — 1))

—(n1—1)/2<k,£<(n1-1)/2

_|_

re{2}

w™)
SO S )

1<k,0<n,

m

—(n1—1)/2<k<(n1—1)/2

—(n1—1)/2

+ Z w22m )

<0< (n1—1))2
(nl)(t

(Dzl‘(’l)l +k—1,v3+£€— 1))

—(n1—1)/2<€<(n1 —1)/2
ke{(n1+1)/2}

w t)
a Z 22m

(n1)
( (DQ$(U1+I€_1702+€_1)>.

—(n1-1)/2<€<(n1-1)/2
ke{—(n1-1)/2}

This is less or equal to

2 —6 _ (n1)
7(n171)/2gk‘§(n171)/2 m
—(n1—-1)/2<€<(n1—1)/2
(n1)
wy () o _
+ > 22m (2076 — h2,) (3.26)
—(n1-1)/2<¢<(n1-1) /2
ke{(ni1+1)/2}
(n1)
wy (1)
- el Gl (3.27)
—(n1—1)/2<4<(n1—1)/2
ke{—(n1-1)/2}
(n1) 2
t)(h 2 —1
5 Z Wy ( )( ke ;_m 711(82 2)) (328)
—(n1—1)/2<0< (n1 1) /2
ke{—(n1-1)/2}
From (3.23), (3.24) and (3.28), it follows that
Skeg, (L)) +1 +1
Z (‘ij —14+(PxAxax) <01+i+n12 ,02+j+n12 >
©,7,0 +

is bounded above by

2,],0
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Using Lemma 3.3, this is in turn bounded above by

(W™ (1) - (s — 1)) (” ’212> + 222 (14 3ey).

ni ni

3.3. A lower bound on ||® * Ay * x||e, when ||z|o. > eon.

We will first obtain a lower bound on ||® * z||,_ . Let v be a vertex such that
|z(v)| > €gn?. As we observed in the proof of Lemma 2.13, it is possible to go
from one unit triangle with vertices in T,, to any other via a sequence of vertices,
every 4 consecutive vertices of which form a unit rhombus, such that the total
number of rhombi is less than 4n. For this reason the slope of x at no unit
triangle can exceed 4nt, in magnitude. This implies that a sufficient condition

for (@ xx)(0) > 602”2 is that n; < g3, and that the lattice distance between v

and 0 is less than 36‘2):; This is readily achieved, for example, by setting
€0
—. 3.29
S Gt (3.29)
This implies that
9 2
€gn €Egn \ P
P > — ] . 3.30
o, > 5= () (3.30)

We have thus proved the following.

Lemma 3.5. Assume that €, < git-. Then, for all p € [1, 0],

9 2
€Egn €Egmn \ P
P > .
195 2lle, > =5 (3%)

We will now examine || ®+A;*z||¢,, where t = u,. The convolution of functions
over (Z/nZ) x (Z/n7Z) is a commutative operation, and so

DxApxx =0y xDxux. (3.31)

For (k,?) € (Z/nZ) x (Z/nZ), and w = exp(2m1/n), let ¢r, be the character of
(Z/nZ) x (Z/nZ) given by ¢pe(i, j) = wh+4.

Let y := %2 be decomposed in terms of the characters as
[ e,
y=> O, (3.32)
k.l
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where, since y € RY(T») | we have 0y = 0_j, _,. Writing

Srn,valz — [(1Rer®xolE) g e 3.33
| * t*mﬂez = W l *IHez, (3.33)
= A xyllZ, 1@ 27, (3.34)

Let us now study [|A; y||7, by decomposing y using the characters of (Z/nZ) x
(Z/nZ). Let At * dpe = Apedre. We see that

Avxy = Oue(Aredne). (3.35)
k.l

In the interest of brevity, we shall drop the allusion to ¢ for the rest of this
subsection. We shall now compute the A, explicitly in terms of w(”l)(t). Recall
from (3.16) that
2A %)) = wi™ @) (Doy(vr — 1,02 = 1) + Doy(vr — 1,2))
+ ™ ()(Diy(vr,v2) + Diy(vr — 1,02 = 1))
+ wém)(t)(Dw(Ul — 1Lvg = 1) + Day(vi, vz — 1)).

A rearrangement of this gives us

28 %) (0,5) = (—wd™ + ™ £ wl )y, 5 +1) - 2y(i,5) + y(i,j — 1))
+ @™ =™ w0l i+ 1,5+ 1) = 290, 5) + y(i — 1,5 — 1))
+ (™ +wi™ = wl (g +1,7) - 29(i,5) + y(i - 1,5)).

Let

o= —w(()"l) + wgnl) + wém),

Bim uff) —ul) )
= w(()nl) + w%nl) — wém).
Substituting ¢, instead of y, we see that
2(A % o) (i,5) = awr (W —24 w7
/Bwki+fj (wk+€ -9 + w*k*[)

_|_
+ vwkiHj (wk -2+ w_k).
Simplifying further, we obtain

Axopy = 2<asin2(7:f)+ﬁsin2(_7r(k+€)

)+ sin(T5) ) e
Thus,
Ake = —2 <a sin2(%£) + 65111%@) + 'ysin2(7;k)> . (3.36)
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Recall from Subsection 3.1 that we let C denote the open cone in Rﬁ_ consisting
of points & = (@, 1, U2) such that

min (i (o) + (1) = le(2)) > 0,

where o ranges over all permutations of {0, 1, 2}.

3.3.1. Case (I)

Let t = u, and t = i,. We know from Subsection 3.1 that f(#) = 1 and that
f is differentiable at £. We already know that f is concave on Ri. For each
finite n, 0f,(t) consists of a single point because we have already shown that
fn is C' in Lemma 2.11. Further, we see that the solution to the Minkowski
problem of finding a polytope with facets having outer normals corresponding
to edges in F(T,,) and surface measures corresponding to w(™) has a unique
solution from Theorem 3.2, and so f, is strictly concave. Next, we see that
w(()nl)(f) + wgnl)(f) + wénl)(f) > fn,(£) > 0.99 when n; is sufficiently large
because we know from Subsection 3.1 that f() = 1 and that f is differentiable
at £. As a result lim,, . 9f,(t) = 0f(t). Now, because € C, and we know that
for r € {0,1, 2},

Ctp

- t to
() () > | —2 ) .
wlt@) > (2

from Lemma 2.11. The second largest among «, 3, v must be at least min,. w™) (1).
Since we are considering Case (I), and at least two of k,¢ and k + ¢ must be
nonzero modulo n (as  is mean 0), this implies that for any k, ¢, |Ax¢| is bounded

min, w1 ({ ..
below by C’niu}{l(t) From (3.34), (3.36) and the self-adjointness of A;, we
see that

1+ Ay * zle, 1A # ylle, || e,

- Cta
th o || x xHez
Cfg n2
- G2
(e) " (@)
Cty Cts
59

Csy
CSQ 082 '

Cso

s 2
S0 =0 €pn
dx A > = —_— . .
|| ¥ Bua *~17||£2 - (CSQ) (CSQ) (3 37)

Thus,
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3.3.2. Case (II)

The argument above applies to Case (II) as well and gives us

Cso 9
so \ o [ egn
O x A > = - . .
o acal > (Z2) " (22) (333)

3.4. Upper bound on |Qn(f) + 0, 8, )|

Lemma 3.6. Let s be as in Case (I) or Case (II), and suppose that x € Py, (s)

satisfies ||zo. > eon?. Let e = Tocs; - Lhen, the volume of the polytope

Qn(e1, s,x) can be bounded from above as follows.

2
4ang

|Quler,s,2)] <n T exp(—(nf — 1)eg/24).
Proof. We need a suitable bound from below on

TL1+1 . Tl1+1
,02 + )+ 5 .

inf Z (@*A*x)(m—i—i—i—

o
i/n1€ZN[0, 22 —1]

Yy

j/n1€ZN[0, 22 —1]

Yy
Such a bound can be obtained by first observing that
do(Axa) (o) =(-1) > (Axz)(v,0).
velde veV(Tyn)\O°
Recall from (3.16) that for any f: V(T,) — R, and (vi,v2) = v € V(T,),
20+ f)(v) = wg™ (B)(Dof(vr — 1,02 = 1) + Dof(vy — 1,v2))

+ w™ (@)(D1 f(vr,v2) + Dy f(vr — 1w — 1))
+ wy™ (D2 f (01 = 1,02 = 1) + Daf(vr, 02 — 1)).

This expression on the right, is less or equal to 2.02.
This implies that

(-1.01) Y (Axa) () > (—LOL)|V(T,)\ D
veV (T,)\Oe

> (—1.01n)(4e;* + 2).

Thus, we have proved the following.

. onp+1 o +1 n _
1rgf Z (P x A xx) (01 +i+ 5 02 +j+ 5 ) > —1.01 (E) (4671 +2)
i/nleZﬁ[O,:—ff ]

j/m1€ZN[0, 22 —1]

‘ny

> —1.01 <C> e2.(3.39)

n

imsart-generic ver. 2014/10/16 file: limit_of_concave_Oct_23_2019.tex date: April 24, 2020



/Random concave functions 34

Similarly, from (3.16) we observe that for all o,

1 1 —-1.01
inf (P xAxx) (01 +i+n1+ , 09 +j+n1+ ) > () [V (T,)|,
i/n1€ZN[0,22 —1] 2 2 m

-5
(%) o

j/m1€ZN[0, 22 —1]

‘ny

\%

when n, is sufficiently large.
Recall from Lemma 3.4 that for sufficiently large n,

2 Sk (LY))
nj Ko, L Conp+1 .onp+1
(2%>§ ()—1+(¢*A*x)<01+1—|— ;02 +J +

— 2 2
2,750 +
is bounded above by (w(?) - (s — 1)) + n% (1 + 3e2) . This is in turn less or equal
to €2 + i (1 + 362) < 2€s.
Pick a 0 uniformly at random. By Lemma 3.4, and Markov’s inequality, with
probability greater or equal to 1/2,
2 S 6(];5)
ni K2\ Hij _ oo +1 .o +1
— —2 | -1+ (PxA
(n%>z ( - > + (P x *m)<01+z+ 502t
i, +
<i4€2.
Let
Sk (LY;) ny+1 ny+1
n(i,j) == ‘ (Jj — 14 (PxAxa) <01+z'+ L G4+ — )
m 2 2
+
Thus, with probability at least %,
. 16€
> (i g) < —
— €3
i
(3.41)

Recall from (3.37) that

Csy 5
S0 \ 0 [ e€jn

D x A, > (20 S

|| * a >k‘/l’.||e2 — <O$2> <052>

Therefore, for A that equals A,, Markov’s inequality informs us that with
probability greater or equal to %,

onp+1 o oni+1 2 _
Z (@*A*x)<51—|—z—|— 12 ,00+7+ 12 ) > eger”.
i/n1€ZN[0 Lf—l]

‘n
§/n1€2n[0,22 —1]

‘ny

(3.42)
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Let

ny +’1 ny +’1

5 > + (4, 7).
(3.43)

762 +]+

G(0.0)i= (1) @) (4

Recall from (3.12) that

_ing - Swo (LI)\ "
(n "I min (Qn(b—i—o)—ac)‘) <  min H (w(J)) )
o€V (Tn) o€V (T™) m
i/nlezm[l,%]
J/mi€Zn(1, 32

We observe that the right hand side above can be bounded above as follows.

Sice (L) \ ™
min Y < 1 AN
Jamn ] ( - < I a+cay
i/nleZm[l,% i/nleZm[l,%
j/nleZm[l,:—f j/meZn[l,:—f

For our purposes, it therefore suffices to get a good upper bound on

I a+can (3.44)
i/n1€ZN[1,~2]

e
J/m€ZN[1, 2]

By the inequality

(a—1)?

lna<a—1— ——— A4
na=a 2max(a, 1) (345)
for a € (0,00), we see that
. . ¢(i j)?
In(1+C(i,§)) < C(i,§) — —>2I) 3.46
DL+ ) < Cd) - oD (3.46)
By (3.40) and (3.41), it follows that
5416 6
max(C(i,5),1) < 22 < 2 (3.47)
€1 €1
Now further using (3.39), (3.41) and (3.42) we have
C 16 ale?
ST m(+¢(ig) <101 (n) e+ 6—262 - 601/261. (3.48)
i/n1€ZN[1,22 1 7

Tng

j/m1€ZN[1, 2

‘g
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When, n — oo, we have ¢; < 62—22 (thus fulfiling the requirements of Lemma 3.5)

and suppose that €5 to tend to 0 in such a way, that for all sufficiently large n,

472062

1 472
~1.01 <C) s 102 601/;1 > 2 b ed/12 (3.49)
n €3 = €3
1
> /24 (3.50)
This gives us
[T (+CG)™ < exp(-mel/24). (3.51)
i/n1€ZN[1, 2]
J/n1€Zn(1, 32
It now follows from (3.12) that
n < = i ~n B - 352
Qs = min [(@u(b+0)~a) (352)
a3
< n" exp(—mey/24). (3.53)

4. Existence of a scaling limit

Recall from Subsection 1.3 that given s = (sg, s1, $2) € Ri, we define P, (s) to be
the bounded polytope of all functions  : V(T,,) — R such that }_, .y p, ) 2(v) =
0 and V3(z) < s.

Lemma 4.1. The ly, diameter of P,(s) is greater than (si + s2)|n/2|?/4 for
all n greater than 1.

Proof. Recall from Lemma 1.3 that there is a unique quadratic function ¢ from
L to R such that V2gq satisfies the following.

1. V3q(e) = —sy, if e € Ep(L).
2. V%q(e) = —s1, if e € By (L).
3. V3q(e) = —s2, if e € Fa(L).
4. ¢(0) = ¢q(n) = q(nw) = 0.

We define the function r from R? to R to be the unique function that agrees
with ¢ on nlL, but is defined at all points of R?\nlL by piecewise linear extension.
In other words, the epigraph of —r is the convex hull of all points of the form
(v, —q(v)) as v ranges over nlL. The function r — ¢ restricted to L is invariant
under shifts by elements in nlL and so can be viewed as a function from V(T,,)
to R. The function from V(T,) to R obtained by adding a suitable constant &
to r — ¢ such that it has zero mean is a member of P,(s). We readily see, by
examining one of the sides of a fundamental triangle in nL that ||r — ¢ + &l|e,
is at least (s1+ s2)[n/2]?/4. Since the constant function taking value 0 belongs
to P, (s), the lemma follows. O
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Recall from Subsection 3.1 that we denote by C, the open cone in Ri con-
sisting of points @ = (g, 1, U2) such that

min (i (o) + (1) = le(2)) > 0,

where o ranges over all permutations of {0, 1, 2}.

Theorem 4.2. Let s = (sg, S1,52) € Ri where sg < s1 < so and either of the
following two conditions is true.

(I) s is in the closure of the set of all points t such that f = lim,, . | P, (s) e
is once differentiable at t and V f(t) € C.
(II) s = (so, S0, 82), for some so,s2 € Ry, where sg < ss.

For ey > 0, let pu(s,e0) denote the probability that a point sampled from the
normalized Lebesgue measure on P, (s) has {s norm greater than eon?. Then,

nl;ngopn(s,eo) =0.

Proof. Recall from Lemma 2.15 that for sufficiently large n, the total number
of distinct polytopes @, (€1, s, ) as x ranges over all points in P, (s) is at most
n%Ber n+2 Together with Lemma 3.6, this implies that the volume of the set
of all points = in the polytope P,(s) whose £, norm is at least eyn? is less than

"2
4ng

RO nt2, T exp(—(n? — 1)et/24)|Pa(s)).

_ and
The multiplicative factor nd®er n+2y 1 exp(—(n? — 1)e3/24) tends to 0 for
any fixed ¢y > 0 as n — oo, completing the proof. O
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