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OPERATOR /, = {;, NORMS OF RANDOM MATRICES WITH IID ENTRIES

RAFAL LATALA AND MARTA STRZELECKA

ABSTRACT. We prove that for every p, ¢ € [1, 0o and every random matrix X = (X j)i<m,j<n
with iid centered entries satisfying the regularity assumption ||X; |2, < o/ X; ||, for every

p = 1, the expectation of the operator norm of X from ¢ to (7" is comparable, up to a
constant depending only on «, to
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We give more explicit formulas, expressed as exact functions of p, ¢, m, and n, for the asymp-
totic operator norms in the case when the entries X; ; are: Gaussian, Weibullian, log-concave
tailed, and log-convex tailed. In the range 1 < ¢ < 2 < p we provide two-sided bounds under
a weaker regularity assumption (]EXil)l/4 < a(EX%l)lm.
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Let X = (X )i<m, j<n be an m x n random matrix with iid entries. Seginer proved in [12]
that if the entries X; ; are symmetric, then the expectation of the spectral norm of X is of the
same order as the expectation of the maximum Euclidean norm of rows and columns of X. In
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this article we address a natural question: do there exist similar formulas for operator norms of
X from £} to 43", where p, q € [1,00]? Recall that if A = (4; j)i<m, j<n is an m X n matrix, then

HAHegHQn = Sljlgp | Atllq = sup sTAt = sup Z A jsity
teBy m

s m
teBy,s€ B t€Bp SEBL oy

denotes its operator norm from £ to £;*; by p* we denote the Holder conjugate of p € [1, oc],
i.e., the unique element of [1, co] satisfying % + pi* =1, and by ||z, = (3, |2:|?)*/* we denote
the ¢,-norm of a vector x (a similar notation, ||Z||, = (E|Z|?)!/* is used for the L,norm of a
random variable Z). If p = 2 = ¢, then HAH@;H@ is a spectral norm of A, so the case p=2=gq

corresponds to the aforementioned result by Seginer.
Let us note that bounds for E||X|l¢z—m yield both tail bounds for ||X|[¢z—¢n and bounds

for (E||X HZS _w;n)l/ P for every p > 1, provided that the entries of X satisfy a mild regularity

assumption; see [1, Proposition 1.16] for more details. Thus, estimating the expectation of the
operator norm automatically gives us more information about the behaviour of the operator
norm.

Not much is known about the nonasymptotic behaviour of the operator norms of iid random
matrices if (p,q) # (2,2); see the introduction to article [10] for an overview of the state of the
art. In the case when X, ; = g;; are iid standard A(0,1) random variables one may use the
classical Chevet’s inequality [4] to derive the following two-sided bounds (see [10] for a detailed
calculation):

m/ a1/ 2p1/eT /et =121 e p*,q <2,
E|/(9:.5) [ VPr ADogn nl/P mt /a2 fmt/e, g <2< p
i )ismj<n |lon—em nY/P" /g ALogm mt/apt/r =1/2 pr<2<yq,
Vp* ALognn'/?" + \/gALogmm'/, 2 <q,p*
0 o A Togn m (a1 DVO Ut | fr Lo (Ut —1/2V0

where

Logn = max{1,lnn},
and for two nonnegative functions f and g we write f 2 g (or g < f) if there exists an absolute
constant C' such that C'f > g; the notation f ~ ¢ means that f 2> g and g = f. We write
Sas ~K~, ete. if the underlying constant depends on the parameters given in the subscripts.
Equation (1) yields that for n = m we have

Jiilii=tlleg—en P AgALognn'/®A) - pry g > 2.

However, even in the case of exponential entries it was initially not clear for us what the order
of the expected operator norm is. This question led us to deriving in [10] two-sided Chevet type
bounds for iid exponential and, more generally, Weibull random vectors with shape parameter
r € [1,2]. In consequence, we obtained the desired nonasymptotic behaviour of operator norm
in the Weibull case when r € [1,2] (r = 1 is the exponential case). Note that this does not cover
the case of a matrix (g; ;);; with iid Rademacher entries, which corresponds to the case r = co.
It is well known (by [2, 3], cf. [1, Remark 4.2]) that in this case

e e AN AN R
2 E m/a=1/2p1/p" /e @=2=p
(2) H(Ez,J)sz,JSnHEZHEI}L TPA /et g1 2 pr=2<y,
nt/P" 4 mt/a 2510¢
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Moreover, it is not hard to show that constants in lower bounds do not depend on p and ¢,
whereas [11, Lemma 172] shows that in the case of square matrices the constants in (2) may be
chosen to be independent of p and ¢, i.e.,

E| (2i5)7 1] D LA e S
%3 74,j=1 Ln—0y nl/(p*/\q)’ p* Vg > 2.

It is natural to ask if the upper bound in (2) does not depend on p and ¢ also in the rectangular
case. Surprisingly, the answer to this question is negative — in Corollary 14 below we provide
an exact two-sided bound (different than the one in (2)) up to a constant non-depending on p
and gq.

The two-sided bounds for operator norms in all the aforementioned special cases may be
expressed in the following common form:

Zt 1,5 ZSZ i,1

Therefore, it is natural to ask if this formula is valid for other distributions of entries. We are
able to prove it for the class of random variables X; ; satisfying the following mild regularity
condition

(3) 1 Xijll2p < al|Xijll, forall p=>1.
This class contains, among others, Gaussian, Rademacher, log-concave, and Weibull random
variables with any parameter r € (0,00). Condition (3) may be rephrased in terms of tails of

random variables X; ; (see Proposition 9).
The main result of this paper is the following two-sided bound.

o
+nt sup
qA\Logm éeBm

E[|(Xi,; 1<mJ<"Henﬁem ~m'/? sup

teBy p*ALogn

Theorem 1. Let (X; ;)i j<n be #id centered random variables satisfying regularity condition (3)
and let p,q € [1,00]. Then

EH 1,7 z<m,_7<n”en4)2m ~o M /q sup
tEB"

Zt X1

Remark 2. If ¢ < 2 < p, then the assertion of Theorem 1 holds under a weaker condition that
random variables X; ; are independent, centered, have equal variances, and satisfy || X; ;|4 <
a||X; jll2. We prove this in Subsection 6.1.

m
+n1/p* sup "ZSiXi’l
1

gALogm SGB;V; p*ALogn

Remark 3. In the case when random variables X; ; are not necessarily centered, Theorem 1 and
Jensen’s inequality imply that (see Subsection 3.3 for a detailed proof)

1/q, 1
EH(Xi1j)iv-jHZ;~>ém ~Nao M /qn /p |EX1 1| +m /q Su}zHZt le EXl 1) ¢ALogm
4 + /P su si(X;1 —EX
( ) seBI;i Zz:; ( ! 171) p*ALogn
provided that iid random variables X; ;, i < m,j < n, satisfy
(5) ||Xi,j — EXlJHQp < O(HX EXi,jnp fOY all 14 Z 1.

The formula in Theorem 1 looks quite simple but, because of the suprema appearing in it, it
is not always easy to see how the right-hand side depends on p and ¢. In Section 3 we give exact
formulas for quantities comparable to the one from Theorem 1 in the case when the entries are
Weibulls (this includes exponential and Rademacher random variables) or, more generally, when
the entries have log-concave or log-convex tails.
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The next proposition reveals how the two-sided bound from Theorem 1 depends on p and ¢
in the case when n = m and p* V ¢ > 2.

Proposition 4. Let p,q € [1,00) and p* V ¢ > 2. Let X, ; be #d centered random variables
satisfying (3). Then

Zﬁ Xl,] Zsz 4,1

Moreover, if one of the parameters p*, ¢ is not larger than 2, then in the general rectangular
case one of the terms from the formula in Theorem 1 can be simplified in the following way.

x
p*ALogn e nl/(p /\q)HXl,lnq/\Logn.

o
+nt sup
gALogn éeBn

nt/q sup
teBr

Proposition 5. For ¢ € [1,2], p € [1,00) and centered iid random variables X; we have

1 -

= T =12) g ) s <

n

22 1%1la < teB

Similarly, for p € [1,2] and q € [1,0),

i, < n(l/p*_1/2)+|\X1H2-

s V24| x4 | < s stz < W2 X .

2V2

In particular, if 1 < p*,q < 2, and X, ;’s are iid random variables satisfying o || X; |l >
[Xijlla =1, then

Zt X

Theorem 1 and the last part of Proposition 5 imply that under the regularity assumption (3)
the behaviour of E[|(X; ;)7 ;1 [lep—¢n in the range 1 < p*, ¢ < 2 is the same as in the case of iid
Gaussian matrix (see (1)), whose entries have the same variance as X ;.

Propositions 4 and 5 yield that in the case of square matrices the bound from Theorem 1 may
be expressed in a more explicit way in the whole range of p and ¢:

ml/4 sup
teBn

m

. . . _

+nt/P" sup H E siXi,lH ~g mYIpt/P Y2 g Ut 1/a=1/2,
s€B ot p*

Corollary 6. Let (X; ;)i j<n be iid centered random variables satisfying regularity condition (3)
and let 1 < p,q < oo. Then

E nt/ et/ =12 X o, P*,q <2,
|| aJ Zj 1H€"—>e" o nl/(p*/\q)HXLﬂ

p* AgALogn; p* \ q > 2.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review properties of ran-
dom variables satisfying regularity condition (3). In Section 3 we provide explicit functions of
parameters p*, ¢, n, m comparable to the bounds from Theorem 1 for some special classes of
distributions, and prove Remark 3. In Section 4 we establish the lower bound of Theorem 1,
and in Section 5 we give proofs of Propositions 4 and 5. Section 6 contains the proof of the
upper bound of Theorem 1. It is divided into several subsections corresponding to particular
ranges of (p,q), since the arguments we use in the proof vary depending on the range we deal
with. In Subsections 6.3 and 6.4 we reveal the methods and tools, respectively, used in the most
challenging parts of the proof.

2. PROPERTIES OF a-REGULAR RANDOM VARIABLES

In this section we discuss crucial properties of random variables satisfying a-regularity condi-
tion (3). We also show how to express this condition in terms of tails.
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One of the important consequences of a-regularity condition (3) is the comparison of weak
and strong moments of linear combinations of independent centered variables X; ;, proven in [9],
stating that for every p > 1 and every nonempty bounded U C R™™,

P\ 1/p
(6) (E sup‘z Xi,jui,j ) ~ Esup}z Xmum + SUPHZ Xi,jui,j
ij i, i,j

uelU uelU uelU P

Another property of independent centered variables satisfying (3) is the following Khintchine—
Kahane-type estimate, derived in [9, Lemma 4.1],

3
(7) HE u; 5 X5 , Sa (%) HE u; 5 X,
.. 1 ..
,] 2,

where 3 := % Vlog, @ and w is an arbitrary m x n deterministic matrix.
For iid random variables X; ; we define their log-tail function N: [0,00) — [0,00] via the
formula

(8) P(|Xi ] >t)=e VMO t>0.

‘ for every p1 > p2 > 1,
P2

Function N is nondecreasing, but not necessary invertible. However, we may consider its gener-
alized inverse N~1: [0,00) — [0, 00) defined by

N~Y(s) = sup{t > 0: N(t) < s}.
Lemma 7. Suppose that condition (3) holds and N is defined by (8). Then for every p > 1,
1Xillp ~a N7L(p v (2In(20)).
Proof. To simplify the notation set v := 21In(2«). Note that o > 1 and v > 1.
For t < N~1(pV ~) we have by Chebyshev’s inequality
1Xi,5llp > P(1Xi ] > )7t > e”VO/PE > 771,

Hence, N71(p V) < 4a?(| X, ;|-
To derive the opposite bound, observe that the Paley-Zygmund inequality and regularity
assumption (3) yield that for every p > 1,
1 - - 2(E|Xi,j|p)2 L -
P(1X0al 2 X)) = PUXesl? 2 27BIX 1) 2 (1 =27 p R om > Ja2 2 e,
Therefore, N~ (yp) > 3| X |, for every p > 1, so by taking p = 1V (p/) and applying (3)
multiple times we get

—_

— 1 1 — | 1O, — 10 (e
N~ (pVv~) > §|\Xi,j|\1v(p/7) 250 Mog2 711 X5 511, > = (29) 782 )| Xy 1 - O

2
Remark 8. The proof above shows that
1
N (p) < [1Xill, < 2(4In(20))°%2 N~ (p)  for p > 21n(2a).
e
The next proposition shows how to rephrase condition (3) in terms of tails of Xj ;.

Proposition 9. Let X be a random variable and P(|X| > t) = e N® for N: [0,00) — [0, c0].
Then the following conditions are equivalent

i) there exists ay € [1,00) such that | X |2, < aq|| X ||, for every p > 1;

ii) there exist g € [1,00), B € [0,00) such that N=1(2s) < aa N~1(s) for every s > f32;

iii) there exist ay € [1,00), P2 € [0,00) such that N(agt) > 2N (t) for every t > 0 satisfying
N(t) > ﬂg.
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Proof. i)= ii) By Lemma 7 we have for s > 2In(2a4),
N7H(2s) ~ay [1X]l2s < a1 ]| X]ls ~ay N7H(s)-

Equivalence of ii) and iii) is standard.
iii)= i) Let us fix p > 1. We have || X0 > t/P(|X| > t) = tre"N"). Thus N(t) > f for
t > tg = eP2/?|| X, and so

o o
I1X )12 < a2 (tﬁp n 2p/ t2p—1e_N(a2t)dt) <o (tﬁp + 2p/ t”e_N(t)t”_le_N(t)dt)
to tO

<ol (7 + 21Xl [ te M) < aF|X | 1 2)

to

< (az(e™ +v2))%| X177 O

Remark 10. Remark 8 and the proof above show that i) implies ii) and iii) with constants
as = 2ea;(4In(2aq))°8221 By = 2In(2ay), and conditions ii), iii) imply i) with constants
o] = a2(€ﬁ2 + \/5)

3. EXAMPLES

In this section we focus on two particular classes of distributions: with log-concave and log-
convex tails. They include Rademachers, subexponential Weibulls, and heavy-tailed Weibulls.
Our aim is to provide an explicit function of parameters p*, ¢, n, m comparable to the bounds
from Theorem 1; such a function in the case of iid Gaussian matrices is given in (1).

Throughout this section, we assume that X; ; are iid symmetric random variables and their
log-tail function N: [0, 00) — [0, 00] is given by (8).

3.1. Variables with log-concave tails. In this subsection we consider variables with log-
concave tails, i.e., variables with convex log-tail function N. Since N(0) = 0 and N is convex,
for every s >t > 0 we have
N
(s) , N(O)

(9) . "

In particular, Proposition 9 yields that a random variable with log-concave tails satisfy (3) with
a universal constant a. Hence, in the square case Corollary 6 and Lemma 7 imply that

B (K)o g e 4T PN L) Phas<2,
LI g=11lgn —gno T 1/(p*Aq) NT—1 (% *
»tq n Nt p*AgALogn) p*Vgqg>2
~ N7 (p* A g ALogn)n'/ P ")y (1/("Va)=1/2)V0

N(t)

In the case of log-concave tails it is more convenient to normalize random variables in such
a way that N71(1) = 1 rather than ||X; |l = 1. Observe that Lemma 7 and (9) yield that
1Xi5ll2 ~ N7HD).

Lemma 11. Let Xq,..., X, be uid symmetric random variables with log-concave tails such that
N=Y(1) = 1. Then for every p,q > 1,

n

= 1<II£13;(/\71 EYP N (q/k) 4 (g An)/ PV (/T =1/2)V0,

sup

;X5
teBp!l —

Proof. The result of Gluskin and Kwapien [6] states that

| ex| ~supd ¥ s 3 Ve <ah+va(SE)”
i=1 1 i<gAn

i<gAn i>q
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where ¢7,...,t: is the nonincreasing rearrangement of [t1], ..., |t,].

Let us fix ¢ € B),. Then for every ¢ > n,
1/2 .
Sotirva(dw?) =t <nl T = a2 R = (g Am)
i<q k>q i<n
For p > 2 and ¢ < n we have
1/2
St va(02) < g g2 )2 g Y = 2
i<q k>q
Finally, for p € [1,2], ¢ < n we obtain
1/2 B .
St va(dow?) <>+ va) R (S )
i<q k>q i<q k>q
< 2¢ VP = 2(g An)VP.

1/2 < q171/p + ql/?(tz)lfp/2

Estimates above might be reversed up to universal constants if we take ¢t = Y. | n~1/Pe; for

p>2, and t =Y " (g An)" /Pe; for p € [1,2]. Thus, in any case,
1/2 . .
sup ( Z t; + \/5(2|t:.‘|2) ) ~ (q/\n)l/(p v2), (1/p*=1/2)v0
tEB;} i<gAn i>q

Moreover, since N=(1) = 1,

va(X )" < 3w va(e)”

1>q 1<gAn 1>q
* * 12 1/2
<sup{ D tisi: Y N <ap+va( X I6P)
i<gAn i<gAn i>q
Hence, it remains to prove that

sup sup{ Z tis;: Z N(Si)Sq}ZSUP{( Z |si P*)l/p*: Z N(Si)SQ}

i<gAn i<gAn i<gAn i<gAn

~ max kYP N7 q/k).

1<k<gAn

The lower bound is obvious since N(N ~!(u)) < u for every u > 0. To show the upper estimate
let

- 1/p* a7—1
a: 1§%§§Ank N~ (q/k),

where the maximum runs through integers k satisfying 1 < k < g An. Then (9) implies that

sup /P N"(g/t) < 2a,
1<t<gAn

where the supremum runs through all ¢ € R satisfying 1 <t¢ < ¢ A n. Hence,
p* «
N(s) > q(Qi) whenever 2a > s > 2a(g A n)_l/” .
a

Therefore, condition > N(s;) < q yields that s; < a and so

1<gAn
x x 1 1 *
p - _ . *
PIEAECOLEDY (qAn+qN(sz>) < 2(20)"" < (4a)™ O
i<gAn i<gAn

Theorem 1 and Lemma 11 yield the following corollary.
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Corollary 12. Let (X; ;)i<m,j<n be tid symmetric random variables with log-concave tails such
that N=1(1) = 1. Then for every p,q > 1,

EH 7,9 z<m,]<nHEn*>E7n

ml/q 1/2n1/p +n1/P*—1/2m1/q p*)qSQa

7 (Vo AmATognmY/aTY2 4 sup  pMaNTH(ELkesR)) /e, g <2<
I<p*ALognAm

n'/P" +m1/q(\/q/\n/\Logmnl/p*fl/Q+ sup kl/P*Nfl(qAngm)), p* <2<gq,

~a k<gALog mAn
/P ((p* Am A Logn)/ + sup ll/qN—l(p*AL#))
I<p* ALognAm
+m1/q((q/\n/\LOgm)1/p* + sup kl/p*N—l(q/\L%)), 2§p*,q

k<gALog mAn

3.1.1. Subexponential Weibull matrices. Let X; ; be symmetric Weibull random variables with
parameter 7, i.e., N(t) = t". If X;; are subexpenential, i.e. r > 1, then N is convex, and
1 X:51l, = ((1 + p/r)/P) ~ p'/". Thus, Corollary 6 implies that

(X, )0, mrww{

~ (p* A g A Logn)/mnl/ @ A2, (1/ " Va)=1/2)v0,

nl/a+1/p*=1/2 P ,q<2,

(p* A g ALogn)t/rnt/(P"AD - pry g <2

To obtain a formula in the rectangular case we first observe that N='(1) = 1 and

sup kl/p*N—l(q/k> _ ql/rl(l/p*—l/r)VO.
1<k<I

If r € [1,2] then 1/p*—1/r < 0 for p* > 2 and Corollary 12 allows to recover the following bound
from [10, Corollary 6].

EJ|(x

i, z<m ]<n||€"—>€m

m/ a1/ 2pL/eT g t/et =121 e

Pq<2,
(p* A Logn)l/rnl/p*m(l/qfl/r)\/o 4 /p* A Lognnl/p*ml/qfl/Q + ml/q7 q< 2 < p*,
n'/?" 4 (g A Logm)Y/rm/an(/p"=1/mVO0 L S A Togm mt/ ant/P =12 pr <2 < ¢,
(p* A Log n)l/rnl/p* + (q A Log m)l/Tml/q 2<p*q

(i e a=1/rVo, 1 /" (1/q-1/2)v0,,1/p"
(p* A Logn) p* A Lognm

+(q /\Logm)l/’” (1/p"=1/r)VO,p /g 4 /q ALogmn (1/p"=1/2)v0,,1/q
In the case r > 2 Corollary 12 yields the following.
Corollary 13. Let (X; j)i<m,j<n be tid Weibull random variables with parameter r > 2. Then

for every p,q > 1,
E[(x

i.g)i<m J<"||en—>ém
ml/ =1/ 2p1/p" 4 p1/e" =121/
mY =12 (p* A Logn)Y" (p* ALogn Am)Y/2-Yrpl/p" Lplla, ¢ <2< p*
p g p g q p
~ /P /P12 (g A Logm) T (g A Logm An)Y/2Yrmt/a gt <2 < g,
(p* ALogn)'/"(p* A Logn A m)(/a=1/mVOp1/p"
+(g A Logm)'/" (g A Logm A n)/P"=1/mV0pl/a 2 <p*q
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~ m(l/q71/2)\/0(p* /\Logn)l/r(p* /\Logn/\m)(l/(q\/?)fl/r)vonl/p*
+n(l/p*71/2)\/0(q/\Logm>1/r(q/\Logm/\n)(l/(p*\/?)fl/r)voml/q.

In particular, when r = oo we get the following two-sided bound for matrices with iid
Rademacher entries ¢; ;.

Corollary 14. If 1 <p,q < oo, then

ml/ =1/ 2p1/p" 4 p1/e" =121/ p*q <2,
E| (e:,5) | P Ammt a2/ 4o t/a q<2<pt
€i,j)i<m,j ~ . .
pasmIst e T pU e R /P = 2/, pr<2<q,
(p* A m)/anl/P 4 (g A n)YP me 2 <p* g

~ (p* A )Y (@) (Fa=1/2V01 /0" (g p )1 @7V (/7 =1/2)V0, 1 g,

Remark 15. In [10, Theorem 11] we provide two-sided bounds for E|[(a;b;Xi,;)i<m,j<nllen—em .
where the vectors a € R™ and b € R™ are arbitrary, and X; ;’s are Weibull random variables
with parameter r € [1,2]. We do not know similar formulas for r > 2.

3.2. Variables with log-convex tails. In this subsection we assume that X; ; have log-convex
tails, i.e., the function N given by (8) is concave.

Lemma 16. Let (X; ;) be iid symmetric random variables with log-convex tails and assume that
(3) holds. Then for every p,q > 1,

Zt X

Proof. Tf ¢ < 2, then (7) yields

Zt XUH ~q SUp

teBy

sup ~a 1 Xijllg + Vall Xijllant/P"—1/2V0,

teBy

sup
teB)

ZtXuH = sup [l Xgll = nP MDY

~ [ Xi5llq + vall Xi,jll2n 1/p —1/2)vo

Now assume that ¢ > 2. By [7, Theorem 1.1] we have

n n 1/q " 1/2
H > X1, L (Z |fj|qE|X1,j|q) + \/C_I(Z |tj|2E|X1,j|2)
= — —

= [1tllall X jllq + Valltll2[| Xijll2 2 [[Hllooll Xijllq + valltll2l X ;12

We shall show that the last estimate may be reversed up to a constant depending only on a. To
this aim assume put a := [|t[|oo || Xi 51l + /@l t]|2]| Xs,5]l2. Then

gl X5l < Ultlloo | Xagll) =279 201 X 110)* < all Xiglla/ 1 Xi4112)*% Sa a
where the last estimate follows by (7). Thus, for ¢ > 2,

Zt X

sup
teBn

2) ~ |1 Xijllq + /@l Xi jl|an/P" - 1/2VO

~a SUp ([[tlloo [ Xijlla + v/alltll2] Xi ]
tEB;}
]

Remark 17. Since N is concave, N~! is convex and N='(0) = 0, hence N~'(¢q) > 2N~1(2)
whenever ¢ > 2. So (3) and Lemma 7 imply that || X; |, ~o N71(q) Za ¢l Xi ;ll2. Thus, we get
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by Lemma 16,

sup
teBr

~ao | Xijlly for p*,q > 2.

Zt X

Theorem 1, Lemma 16, and Remark 17 yield the following corollary.

Corollary 18. Let (X; ;)i<m,j<n be iid symmetric random variables with log-convez tails such

that (3) holds. Then

EH ,J z<mj<nH€n_>gm
(m1/a=12pl/P" 4 /P =121/ 9) || X 4|2, p*,q <2,
P (mM et 2 pe A Dognl| X jll2 + 1 X, jllpe avog n) +m U Xigllz, g <2<,
“ Xijllz +m! (P =12 /g A Logm| Xy 2 + || XijllorLogm),  P* <2 <4,
nMP | X [l ALog n + MU XijllgaLog ms 2<p*q

3.2.1. Heavy-tailed Weibull random variables. Weibull random variables with parameter r €
(0,1] have log-convex tails. Moreover, in this case || X; |, = (T(1 + p/r)'/?) ~. p*/", so X; ;s
satisfy (3) with o ~ 2%/7 and thus Corollary 6 implies that

nl/a+1/p"—1/2 p*q <2,
E[(x tnsen

o (p* AgALogn)!/mnt/P"AD - prvig <2
~ (p* A g A Logn)Y/ !/ (" Aa)p(1/(p7Va)=1/2)v0
In the rectangular case Corollary 18 yields the following.

Corollary 19. Let (X, ;)i<m,j<n be iid Weibull random variables with parameter r € (0,1].
Then for every 1 < p,q < oo we have

E||(Xi,; 1<mj<ann_>gm ~or (g A Logm)Y/2p(/P" =1/2V01/a | (4 A Logm)V/rm/e
+(p* /\Logn)l/Qm(l/q—l/Q)VOnl/p* +(p*/\LOgm)1/rn1/p*.

3.3. Non-centered random variables. In this subsection we prove (4) under centered regu-
larity assumption (5). Let || - || denote the operator norm from £} to £7". Note that

a\ 1/a
) = [EX14] - m}/?
teBn?

X ) = (B0 - 1ol = [EX |- sup (3[04
tEB;} i=1 j=1

= ml/qnl/p*|EX111|_
By the triangle inequality we have
E(Xig)|l < E[[(Xij — EXig)|| + IEXi )| = E[[(Xiy — EXig)|| +m!/ /P [EXy 4],

so Theorem 1 implies the upper bound in (4). Moreover, Jensen’s inequality yields E||(X; ;)| >
II(EX; ;)||, so applying triangle inequality we get

1 1
| (Xi)l > BN (i)l + 5 (B (Xes — EXi)|| ~ 1EX)I) 2 5Bl (Xes —EXi )]

Hence, Theorem 1 and another application of inequality E||(X; ;)| > [[(EX; ;)| = m!'/an!/?"
yield the lower bound in (4).
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4. LOWER BOUNDS

In this section we shall prove the lower bound in Theorem 1. The crucial technical result we
use is the following lower bound for £,-norms of iid sequences.

Lemma 20. Let r > 1 and Y1,Yo,...,Y be iid nonnegative random variables satisfying the
condition ||Yi|l2r < ||Y;||, for some o € [1,00). Assume that k > 4a>". Then

k 1/r 1 .y
E(Y V)" = gk IVl
; i = 192802 || 1”
Proof. Define
k
1
Z:=S 14, A= {W > —EW}.

The Paley-Zygmund inequality yields

Since k > 4", this gives
k
k
EZ =) P(A4)>-a"?>1
; (Ai) > Ja7 >

and i
EZ>=2 Y  P(A)P(4;)+ > P(4) < (EZ)’ +EZ < 2(EZ)”.
1<i<j<k i=1
Applying again the Paley-Zygmund inequality we obtain

P(Z > %EZ) > =
Hence,

- 1/r 1/r 1/r
(550" e(e > o) (et 2 )
=1

> EVTYll- O
128a2
Proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1. Let us fix t € By and put Y; := |37, ¢;X; j|. Then
Yi,...,Y,, are iild random variables. Moreover, by (7), [|Yill2r < @| Y|, for » > 1, where
a constant & > 1 depends only on a.

If m > 4629, then by Lemma 20 we get

i 1/q 1
E[|(Xig)i<m.j<nllgpom 2 ]E(Z Yiq) > —128d2m1/qlmllq-
=1
If m < 4a*, then by (7) we have
E[|(Xi g)i<m.i<nllgy e = 1Yillt Za [¥illLogm ~o m*/ 7| YilarLogm-

If 46* < m < 4&%, then m = 4627 for some 1 < § < g. Moreover, in this case m/9 ~4 1 ~g
m/? and G ~4 g A Logm. Hence, Lemma 20 and (7) yield

m 1/q Mo \1/d
E||(Xi,j)i3m,j§n||g;_>g;n = E(Z Yiq) ~a ]E(Z Yiq)
=1

i=1
1
12842

> m ¥ Y;llg ~a mYYillgnLog m-
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The argument above shows that

EH " l<m’]<nHenﬁem Rt tseljgpn Zt X1 gALogm.
The bound by the other term follows by the following duahty
(10) || i.d)i<m J<n||gn_>gm H ji)i<n, 1<7n||em - o

5. FORMULA IN THE SQUARE CASE

This section contains proofs of Propositions 4 and 5, which immediately yield the equivalence
of formulas from Theorem 1 and Corollary 6 in the square case.

Proof of Proposition 4. By duality it suffices to show that for p* > qV 2,

ZtXLJ Zsz 11‘

The lower bound is obvious (with constant 1). To derive the upper bound we observe first
that if we substituted ¢ and p* by ¢ A Logn and p* A Logn, respectively, then the RHS of (11)
would increase, whereas the LHS would increase only by a constant factor. So it is enough to
consider the case Logn > p* > q Vv 2.

Now we shall show that

*/\Logn ~a nl/qHXl’lHq/\LOgn-

+n P sup

(11)  n'7 sup
qALogn sEBT,

teB)

(12) szijlyqu ol X1ally  for every ¢ € BY.
J=1

To this end fix t € Bg and assume without loss of generality that ¢ > to > --- > ¢, > 0. If
1 < g <4, then by (7) we have

HE :tj‘(lyjH <0¢
J=1 a
If ¢ > 4, then

H St Xl < D IllXiallg <e

j<eta j<eta

||, = Izl Xralle < all Xually < allXaa, .

1 X11llq < eI X1allg-

Moreover, by Rosenthal’s inequality [5, Theorem 1.5.11],

| 3t < O )t ol Xl + 185 ) el X1 o)

j>eta

If j > e, then t; < j71/P < e19/P 50 for p* > ¢ > 4 we have
2—p)/2 — — —
1(t3)setallg < Nt senallo < N/ mmas 62797 < el et/ < e

and (12) follows.
To conlude the proof it is enough to show that for Logn > p* > ¢V 2,

Zs XnH i <o n'? sup Zt X1,

teBy
Fork =0,1,...define p; := 3282 Log® (p*), where Log(kH) 2 = Log(Log™® z), Log® z == x,
and 3 = 1 Vlog, a. Observe that (py)x is non-increasing and for large k we have py, = 3232,

(13) P sup
sEB"

+n1/‘1||X1,1||q.
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If p*/q < 3232, i.e., p* < 322¢, then (7) implies that

n p* B
IS ka5 () I =
i=1 r q i=1 a

* . .
Moreover, Bg. C plt/a=1/p By, so in this case

n
E 5 X1

’ q

Zs X“H <a nt/a sup

tEB"

1/p*
n sup
sEB"

Zt X

and (13) follows.
Now suppose that pr < p*/q < pr—1 for some k > 1. Define qi := 2p*/p. > q V 2. Estimates
(7) and (12), applied with p* := g and ¢ :== g > 2, yield

ZS leH . S_,a pﬂ
=1 sE

Since gy > ¢ we have B}. C nlt/a=1/a By Therefore,

sup
sEB *

B
i, SelIXualla So (ZF) 1Xuale
9k

n

. p*\P . p*\P

W sup S s Sa (B) et x ) = (B 0 S X,
seBn 1 P q q

Hence, it is enough to show that

*

B 2-
(14) (p—) n e <1
q

Observe that p*/q > 3232 > 8, so Logn > p* > 8¢ > 8, Log(p*/q) = In(p*/q), and Logn = Inn.
Thus, (14) is equivalent to

Pr — 2* - P
23 Tog(Z) — Logn

(15)

We have p*/Logn < 1 and

pr—2  _ 2457Log™(p) | 2487~ 28 + 28Log(p7) _
28Log(L) ~ 28Logp—1  281n(326%) +28Tog™ () ~

)

where in the first inequality we used Log(k) x > 1 and 832 > 2, in the second one Log(ab) <
Ina + Logb for a > 1, and in the last one In(32¢4%) < 124 for 8 > 1/2. O

Now we move to the proof of Proposition 5. Observe that m,n are arbitrary (not necessarily
m=n).

Proof of Proposition 5. It is enough to establish the first part of the assertion. We have

ZtXH < sup

teBy

sup
teBy

Zt x|, = S [e] Xall

and the upper bound immediately follows.
If p <2 then (1/p* —1/2)1 = 0 and the lower bound is obvious (with constant 1 instead of
1/2v/2). Assume that p > 2. Let (X 7)j be an independent copy of (Xj);, and let €;’s be iid
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Rademachers independent of other variables. Then

> l —1/p

> —-1/p
Zn 2

- 1
> (X - X)) ‘ = o P
— i 2

1 n- /P XH|| = L 9
= 3" HZ% Bl =3" HZIEJ‘X
pm

Moreover, Khintchine’s and Holder’s inequalities yield (recall that ¢ € [1,2])

sup
teBr

> ei(X; - X)) ’
=1 !

n _ . n q/2 . ) n ) . ) .
E’Z stj’q > 27 (Y ij)q > 279232 IE Y X, |7 = 272 TPEX . O
j=1 j=1 j=1

6. UPPER BOUNDS

To prove the upper bound in Theorem 1 we split the range p*,q¢ > 1 into several parts. In
each of them we use different arguments to derive the asserted estimate.

6.1. Case p*,q < 2. In this subsection we shall show that the two-sided bound from Theorem
1 holds in the range p*, ¢ < 2 under the following mild 4th moment assumption

(16) (EX{ )" < o(EXT )V,
Observe that then Holder’s inequality yields
EX1 1> (EX1 1 1/3(E|X |)2/3 < a4/3(IEX12,1)2/3(E|X1,1|)2/3,
S0
(17) E|X14] > o 2(EX2,)"/2

Let us first consider the case p = ¢ = 2. Then we shall see that it may be easily extrapolated
into the whole range of p*,q < 2.

Proposition 21. Let (X; j)i<m,j<n be iid centered random variables satisfying (16). Then
EH i.g)i<m J<ann_,gm ~a (EX12,1)1/2(\/E+ Vm).

Proof. By [8, Theorem 2] we have

E||(Xig)izmiznllpg_ypp S me /ZEXﬁijm?X\/ZEngJr > EXY
J %,

< (EXil)m(\/ﬁJr Vim + a/nm) Sa (EXT)V2 (V0 + v/m).

To get the lower bound we use Jensen’s inequality and (17):

Q’EH |X1J| J<"H }

> max{H (B[ X1 ])i<m]|y» || (BIX150) anHQ} > o 2(EX2)Y2V/nVm. O

E|(X: g)icmicnl gy > max{ Bl (X1 il

Corollary 22. Let (X j)i<m,j<n be @id centered random variables satisfying (16). Then for
p*,q <2 we have

E||(Xi)i<m,j<n | yom ~o (BXF )2 (mM a7 2107 4 g l/07=1 2 /1),
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Proof. Let (¢;,)i,; be iid symmetric +1 random variables independent of (X; ;). Symmetrization
(as in the proof of Proposition 5) and (17) yields
1 1
]EH(Xi,j)?gm,jgnHe;%;n > §EH(Ez‘,j|Xi,j|)?gm,jgnH¢;%;n > iEH(Ei,jE|Xi7j|)iSm7j§"Hl;al;ﬂ
Za (EX12,1>1/2EH(Eiyj)?gm,jgnu'

We have

EH(EZ’])’ILSmJSHHESA)ZZIn > n_l/pE

1/
)

(5o, ), @l 5

n

.
ZEWH ~ /P =121
j=1 ¢

i<m i<m

.
— /P =11/

where in the first line we used the Kahane-Khintchine and in the second one the Khintchine
inequalities. By duality (10) we get

EH(Eivj)iSmJS”HZgaé;" = EH(Eivj)iS"ngmH%ri_,g;* 2 ml/Q—l/in/p*,

so the lower bound follows.
To get the upper bound we use Proposition 21 together with the following simple bound

H(Xi,j)igm,mHeg%gL < Hldl\e;ﬁe;lH(Xz',j%sfn,jénﬂeg%gxHIdHegwe;n

- n1/2—1/pm1/q—1/2||(X 0

i )im.j<nl| g -

Corollary 22, Proposition 5 and (17) yield that under condition (16) Theorem 1 holds whenever

p*,q < 2. Moreover, one may prove by repeating the same arguments that the two-sided estimate
EH(Xi,j)iSm,anHgn_wm ~e ml/q—l/in/p* 4 nl/p*_l/le/q
P q

holds for every p*,¢ < 2 and independent random variables X; ; satisfying (16) and EXZ% ;=1
(we do not need to assume that X; ;’s are identically distributed).

6.2. Case p* > Logn or q > Logm. In this subsection we shall show that Theorem 1 holds
under the regularity assumption (3) if p* > Logn or ¢ > Logm.

Remark 23. For p* > Logn, ¢ € [1,00) and iid random variables X; we have
n
1Xills < sup Y4 < ellxala
teBp ! q
Similarly, for ¢ > Logm and p € [1, c0),
n
1Xills < sup >4 < ellXalls
teBp i P

Proof. The lower bounds are obvious. To see the first upper bound it is enough to use the
triangle inequality in Lz and observe that [|¢]; < n'/?"||t||, < e for p* > Logn and t € By. O

By Remark 23, Theorem 1 in the case p* > Logn or ¢ > Logm reduces to the following
statement.
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Proposition 24. Let (X; ;)i<n,j<n be iid centered random variables such that (3) holds. Then
for ¢ > Logm,

EH i, 7'<m1.7<77/Hen*>enL o Sup HE t; X1,
teBP i<n Logm

+ nl/p* HXl,l ||p*/\Logn-

Analogously, for p* > Logn,

ZSiXiJH erl/qHXLlHq/\Logm-
Logn

i<m

EH i, Z<m3<nH€"—>Z’" [eY E%E)n
Proof. The lower bounds follow by Section 4 and Remark 23. Hence, we should establish only
the upper bounds.
By duality (10) it is enough to consider the case ¢ > Logm. We have [[(2;)i<m]loo <
[(@)i<mllg < ell(zi)i<mlloc, s0

il g ~ ol (X )i

Note that for arbitrary random variables Y7, ..., Y; we have
1/ Logk
Log k
(18) EmaX|Y| < HmaX|Y|HLng < (;E|Y| og ) < er?SaIfHEHLogk,
(2
Hence,

EH .7 z<m j<ann_>gm ~ |||| Xl])

Inequality (6) (applied with m =1, U = {1} ® B}, and p = Log m) implies

X o) ~o Bl[(X1 ) ,
HH( 17.7) < Logm H( lu) < 7 Log m
If p* > Logn then

E[|(X1,5)i<nll,. ~ Emax | X 5] S [ X1 Logn,

where the last bound follows by (18). In the case p* < Logn we have

=\ 1/p"
< ( p*) ="
= P

6.3. Outline of proofs of upper bounds in remaining ranges. Let us first note that we
may assume that random variables X; ; are symmetric, due to the following remark.

O

Remark 25. It suffices to prove the upper bound from Theorem 1 under additional assumption
that random variables X;; are symmetric.

Proof. Let (X] ;)i<m,j<n be an independent copy of a random matrix (X;;)i<m,j<n, and let
Yii=Xi; X’y Then (3) implies for every p > 1,

1Yisll20 < 1 Xijll2p + 1X7 jll20 = 201X 5ll20 < 201X 5ll, = 20| X5 —EX] ],
< 20X 5 — Xl = 2a]Yi -

Therefore, (Y j)i<m,j<n are iid symmetric random variables satisfying (3) with « := 2a. More-
over,

sup Z Xiﬁjsitj =E sup Z (Xi,j — EX{ﬁj)Sitj

sES teTz<m J<n ses’teTigm,jgn
li
<E sup g (Xij— X )sit; =E sup E Sty
SESIET i< j<n SESIET i< j<n
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so it suffices to upper bound Esupcg er

ZtYu

< 2m'/? sup
teBy

i<m,j<n Y; jsit; by

P sup HZSYzl

qALogm sE€B

Ztle

We shall also assume without loss of generality that o > v/2. Then (7) holds with 5 = log, a.

One of the ideas used in the sequel is to decompose certain subsets S of Bt and T of By
in the following way. Let T' be a monotone subset of B) (we need the monotonicity only to
guarantee that if ¢ € 7" and I C [n], then (tIj;eny) € T). Fix a € (0,1] and write t € T as
t= (ti1{|ti\§a}) + (tij{\tiba})' Since aP |{’L |t1| > a}| < Hth <1,weget T CTy+Tp, where

mi/q sup
teBy

p*ALogn

O

+2n1/P" sup HZS X; 1’

gALogm sE€B

*/\Logn

T, =TNaB%, Ty ={te€T:|suppt| <a P}
Choosing a = k=1/P we see that for every 1 <k <n we have T' C T} + T3, where
Ty =TNE"YPB",  Ty={teT: |suppt| <k}

Similarly, we may also decompose monotone subsets S of By! into two parts: one containing
vectors with bounded /,-norm and the other containing vectors with bounded support.

Once we decompose B and Bt as above, we need to control the quantities of the form
Esup,cs e 2 Xi jsitj provided we have additional information about the £o-norm or the size
of the support (or both of them) for vectors from S and T'. In the next subsection we present
a couple of lemmas allowing to upper bound this type of quantities in various situations.

6.4. Tools used in proofs of upper bounds in remaining ranges.

Lemma 26. Assume that k,1 € Z4, p*,q > 1, a,b > 0 and (X, j)i<m, j<n are @id symmetric

random variables satisfying (3) with o > V2, and IEXQ- = 1. Denote g = log, a.
Ifg>2,SCBNaBY and T C{t € B} : [supp(t )| < k}, then

(19)

(n A (kLog n))ﬂk(l/p**1/2)V0a(2*q*)/2_

n
sup Z Xijsit; S ml/qsupHZXthj +
= q

SGS t€TZ<ijn teT

Ifp*>2, 8 C{s€ Bj: [supp(s)| <} and T C By NbBL,, then
(20)

E sup Z Xi jsitj Sa nt/P” susz:X“sZ

Jr m A (I Log m))ﬁl(l/q71/2)vob(2,p)/2.
SESHET sES p*

i<m,j<n

Proof. Tt suffices to prove (19), since (20) follows by duality.
Without loss of generality we may assume that k& < n. Let Ty be a %—net (with respect to
r-metric) in T' of cardinality at most 5" A ((7)5%) < 5™ A (5n)% = e, where d = n A (kIn(5n)).
Then by (18) we get

d\1/d
E sup Z X j8:t; < 2K sup sup Z X 58it; <268up(Esup Z X jsit; ‘)

SES,tGTZSm i<n teTy sesS i<m,j<n teTy seS i<m,j<n
1/d
(21) < 2e sup(Esup E Xi jsitj ) .
teT seSs

i<m,j<n
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Fix t € T. By (6) applied with U = {(s;t;);;: s € S} and p = d we have
i _

(22) (Esup Z Xi jsitj ) <o Esup Z X”s it

seS i<m,j<n sES

,J

Since S C B!,

(23) E sup Z Xi,jsitj‘ < (EH(Z Xiyjtj).
J g=1

i<m
sES i<m,j<n hS

1/
D=y

Since o > V2, f = % V log, «, so by inequality (7)

— /2 .
su it S @ sup_[sllaltl < 0 sup [l &2 /2 sup k021D g
s€S i<m.i<n d SEStET s€S teT
(24) < dPR/PT=1/2V0,(2-47)/2,
Inequalities (21)-(24) yield (19). O

In the sequel (g j)i<m,j<n are iid standard Gaussian random variables.

Lemma 27. Let (X j)i<m j<n be iid symmetric random variables satisfying (3) and EX7; =1
Let B =logy a. Then for any nonempty bounded sets S C R™ and T' C R™ we have

sup Z X jsit; Logﬁ( sup Z Gi,jSitj.

SES teT SGS teT

i<m,j<n i<m,j<n

Proof. Since X; ;’s are independent and symmetric, (X; ;)i<m,j<n has the same distribution as

€i.i|Xi il)i<m.i<n, Where (&; )i<m. i<n are iid symmetric +1 random variables independent of
G148 1)i<m, i< g )i<m,j< Y p

X ;'s. By the contraction principle

E sup Xisitj=E sup i 51 Xi 5|8t
,Jot 2,7 ,31°t%]
> S, 2

i<m,j<n i<m,j<n

(25) <E max |X;;|-E sup Z €i,jSitj.
i<m,j<n sESHET ;1=
Moreover, by (18) and regularity assumption (3) we have
(26) E <rrnnagx 1 X5 < el X11llLogmn) S Log” (mn)|| X1 1|2 = Log® (mn).
Jensen’s inequality yields
(27) E sup Z g;8it; ~E sup Z ei,iElgi jlsit; S sup Z i jSit;-
sESHET ;A sESHET ;A=) sES teT ey,

Inequalities (25)-(27) yield the assertion. O

The next result is an immediate consequence of the contraction principle (see also (25) together
with (27)), but turns out to be helpful.

Lemma 28. Let (X, j)i<m,j<n be centered random variables. Then

E su Xi jsit; <maxX su sitj.
o Y Xigsi 1XilleE sup DT

1<m,j<n i<m,j<n
Let us recall Chevet’s inequality from [4]:
(28) E sup Z GijSit; S sup IIs HQESUPZ git; + sup [[£||2E sup Z 9iSi-
s€SteT i<m,j<n _]<n se <m

We use it to derive the following two lemmas.
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Lemma 29. Let ¢ >2,p>1,S C{s€ BJ*: |supp(s)| <I}NaBY, and T C B}. Then

(e op)

E sup Z gijsiti < \/IFQ(Q*q*)/in/p* 4+ n/p"=1/2)v0 /Logmll/q.

sES,teT i<m,j<n

If we assume additionally that | = m, p* > 2, and T' C bB[,, then

(29) sup Z Gi,jSit; <\/_a(2 a’)/2p1/p" +\/_b(2 P)/2,

‘SES teT i<m,j<n

Proof. We have
suthHz < d [tl]2 = n /P 1/DVO,
teB

sup |||z < sup ||s]| %72 [|s[| @79/ < oGma/2,
sesS seS

)1/17 = |lg1llp-n Ut <\ /prnt/PT

Esunggt <E s Zg; i = Ell(g)j=1llp- < (Ell(g5)5=

r j=1
and
Esup) gisi <E  sup (ZIQI ) < V9B max |g;| < 119\ /Togm,
$€5 1 IC[m],|1|<1 i<m

The first assertion follows by Chevet’s inequality (28) and the four bounds above.
In the case when [ = m, p* > 2, and T' C bB], we use a different bound for sup,c ||t]|2,
namely

sup |[t[|2 < sup [[¢][/2][¢]| 27/ < p2P)/2)
teT teT

and for Esup,cg > i, ¢;8i, namely

IEsungzsZ <E sup ZglsZ <\/_m O

SGS e

The next lemma is a slight modification of the previous one.

Lemma 30. Let 2 <p*,q <+, SC{s€ Bj:: |supp(s)| <I}NaBY and T C Bj. Then

E sup > gigsity S vA(a® 20 4 Tog(m/1M/1).
SESIET j<m j<n

Proof. We proceed as in the previous proof, observing that \/p* < /7 and, by [10, Lemmas 19
and 23],

w (Slar) " VAo .

IC[m] 1<t

The next proposition is a consequence of the ¢ — ¢5* bound from [8].

Lemma 31. Let (X, j)i<m. j<n, be be iid symmetric random variables satisfying (3) with o > /2
and EXiQJ- =1. Then for M > 0,

1
B (Xos x5 1200 s allg o S (VA4 Vi) exp (=M 952,
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Proof. By [8, Theorem 2] we have

1/2 1/2
2
EH(Xivj[{‘Xi,j|2M})i§m7j§nH€g~>€;" = 22%35(2 EXZ'JI{|X1',J‘\2M}) + max(z EX; JI{IXU\>M})
- Jj<n - i<m
1/4
4

+( ) EXivjf{\Xi,jeM}) :

i<m,j<n

Regularity condition (3) and the normalization || X; |l = 1 yields || X; |, < «!°82# for all
p > 1. Thus, for all p > 4,

logy p\ p/4
2 1/2 4 1/4 4— 1/4 o L
(EX2, 0 gx,,120m) " < (BXE T, o)t < P EXE )YV < M (S=)"

Let us choose p := 2 M/1822 If M > a3, then p > 4, so

1
M(a ngp)pM — Ma—P/4 = Mexp( an‘Ml/logza) <a exp(fln_O‘Ml/logza)_
M 8 10

If M < a?, then

1/2 4 1/4 4 In logs a
(EXE L., 120n) " < BXEIgx,,2an) ' < BXEY < a So exp(—5 M/ ). O

6.5. Case p* 2, Logm or q 2, Logn.
Proposition 32. Theorem 1 holds in the case p* 2, Logm or q 2, Logn.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that || X; ;|2 = 1. By Remark 25 it suffices to
assume that X; ;’s are symmetric and o > V2, and by duality (10) it suffices to consider the
case ¢ > Cp(«) Logn, where
Co(a) = 88 = 8log, .

In particular ¢ > 4, so ¢* < 4/3. By Subsection 6.2 it suffices to consider the case p* < Logn.

Define

S1=BjiNe "B, Sy={s€ By |[supp(s)| < e }.

Then Bgl C S+ Se.

If s € S5, then

sl < [lsllq|supp(s)| /4 FH < et < €'/,

so Sy C e*/3B™. . Thus, Proposition 24 and (7) imply

565521,11:23" Z X jsit; ]EH Xij z<mJ<nHenaem

P i<m,j<n
~a sup Y 45X + 0P X1
teBy i<n ogm
Logm
5 (1\/ ) sup tXl H +n1/p X11 .
- i) gl 11,1l

Since the function 0 < ¢ — %hﬁm + Blng attains its minimum at ¢ = Inm/g, where the

function’s value is equal to —31n(3/e) + BInlnm, we have (Logm/q)? <, m'/9. Hence, the
previous upper bound yields

(30) E sup Z X sty So mY9 sup
5E€8a,t€ BT teBn

ZtleH +nt/P sup HZS X“H )

P i<m,j<n SEB’"
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Moreover, (19) from Lemma 26 applied with S = S1, T'= By, a = e~ %, and k = n, together
with the inequality ¢* < 4/3, implies that

(31) E sup Z Xiisit; Some sup thXl,jH 4 A/ =1/2)V0) ~a/3,
sES1,teB™ teB» q

P i<m.j<n pj<n

Since g > Cy(a) Logn > 3(F+1/2)Inn and || X1 1]/p+ Za [[X1,1]l2 = 1, inequalities (30) and (31)
yield the assertion. O

6.6. Case p*,q > 3. By Subsection 6.2 we may assume that p* < Logn and ¢ < Logm. In this
subsection we restrict ourselves to to the case p*,q > 3. However, similar proofs work also in
the range p*,q > 2 + ¢, where € > 0 is arbitrary — in this case the constants in upper bounds
depend also on £ and blow up when ¢ approaches 0. If p* or ¢ lies above and close to 2, then we
need different arguments, which we show in next subsections.

Lemma 33. Assume that 3 < p*,q¢ < Log(mn), (Xi;)i<m,j<n are @d symmetric random
variables satisfying (3) with o > /2, EXiQJ- =1, 85 cC BN Logfsﬁ(mn)Bm and T C

By N Log~ % (mn) B, where 8 = logy ov. Then

007

E sup Z Xiyjsitj 5 ml/q + nl/p* .

sES,teT i<m.j<n

Proof. Lemma 27 and inequality (29) yield
(32)

E sup Z X jsit; < Log' > (mn) (ml/q Log~*#C2=P)(mn) + n'/?" Log74ﬁ(27‘1*)(mn)).

sES,teT i<m.j<n

Since p* >3, (2—p) > 1/2, s0
Log~*#2=P)(mn) < Log™?"(mn) < Log=?~1/2(mn),
and similarly
Log~*2=9) (mn) < Log™?~'/2(mn),
This together with bound (32) implies the assertion. O

Now we are ready to prove the upper bound in Theorem 1 in the case when p*, q are separated
from 2.

Proposition 34. Let (X; j)i<m,j<n be iid symmetric random variables such that (3) holds with
a > /2. Then the upper bound in Theorem 1 holds whenever 3 < g < Logm and 3 < p* < Logn.

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that EX% ; =1 and that ¢ > p* (the opposite case
follows by duality (10)).
Recall that 3 = logy @ > 1/2 and let us consider the following subsets of balls B; and By :

S1=BjiNe "BY, Sy ={s€ By.: [supp(s)| < et Y,

Ss = Bl (Log % (mn)BX, Sy = {s € BI: |supp(s)] < Log®" (mn)},
Th=BynN e BY, Ty={te By [supp(t)| < PP,

and
T3 =B, N Log %/ (mn)B%, T,={tec By« [supp(t)| < Log®? (mn)}.
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Note that Bt C S1 + S2, Byt C S3+ Sa, By CTi + T, and By C T3 + Ty. In particular

33 Xii)i<m. = X, jsit;
) N Xiidizmonllyey = o0, 30 Koo
S sup Z Xiﬁjsitj + sup Z Xiﬁjsitj + sup Z Xiyjsitj.

s€Sy,teTy s€Sy,teB™ SEB;',Lk,tETQ

i<m,j<n P i<m,j<n i<m,j<n

If s € S5, then
slli < ||s]|g+| supp(s -1/ 1<eq*<e3/2<5,
H H H ||q | pp( )| > >

so So C 5B =5B7. and we may proceed as in the proof of (30) to get

thXl,j + P sup HZS X“H .

34 E su X isit §am/qsu
(34) p Z 3 8ity p ey

s€S2,teBn teBy

P i<m,j<n
and, by duality,
(35) E  sup Z Xijsit;j Sam 1/q sup

SEBJ €Ty A= teBy

Zt XUH + /P sup HZSX“H )

sEBm

Bounds (33)-(35) imply that it suffices to prove that

Zt Xy

Recall that ¢ > p* > 3. Let us consider three cases.

Case 1, when ¢,p* > 6032 LogLog(mn). Then e, e ?" < Log~%(mn), so S; C S3 and
T, C T5. Thus, (36) follows by Lemma 33.

Case 2, when ¢ > 604” Log Log(mn) > p*. Then S; C S3 and T C By} C T3 + Ty, so

+n p’ sup

(36) sup Z X jsit; So m'/9 sup i
ée m

s€S1,teTy i<m,j<n tEB"

Eszzl

E sup Z Xi,jsitj <E sup Z Xi,jsitj +E sup Z X@jSﬁj.

s€S1,teTy s€S3,teT3 s€S1,teTy

i<m,j<n 1<m,j<n i<m,j<n

The first term on the right-hand side may be bounded properly by Lemma 33. In order to
estimate the second term we apply (19) from Lemma 26 with a = e~¢ and k = |Log'?” (mn)| >
|Log®?(mn)| (the inequality follows by p < 3* = 3) to get

ZXLJ

E sup Z X jsit; So mY9sup

s€S1,teTy i<m,j<n teTy

+ (Log'*? (mn))Pe—a2=a")/2,
q

Since ¢* < 3* = 3/2, we have
(Log'*? (mn))Pe=12-4)/2 < LogmB2 (mn)e~9/* <1,

0 (36) holds.
Case 3, when 6052 Log Log(mn) > q,p*. Since Ty C T3 + Ty and S C S3 + Sy, we have

E sup Z Xiyjsitj S E sup Z Xm-sitj + E sup Z Xiyjsitj
s€Sq,teTy s€S3,teTs SGB;’;}k RASY

1<m,j<n 1<m,j<n 1<m,j<n
+E sup E Xi7j8itj.
SESy,teEB™

P i<m,j<n

The first term on the right-hand side may be bounded by Lemma 33. Now we estimate the
second term — the third one may be bounded similarly (by using (20) from Lemma 26 instead
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of (19)). By (19) applied with a = 1 and k = |Log"**(mn)| > |Log®?(mn)| we have

ZXLJ

For a fixed 8 = log, @ > 1/2 there exists C(f) > 3 such that for every x > C(8) = Cop(a) we
have 284%Inx < z/(603%Inz). Hence, if mn > e“0(®) and p* < ¢ < 6052 Log Log(mn), then

<o mY 9 sup —|— Loglw2 (mn).

~

E  sup E Xijsit;
tETy i<m,j<n teTy

SGB;’i

1
143% InLog(mn) < = In(mn)/q < 2(lnm/q—|—1nn/p ) < max{lnm/q,Inn/p*},

2

so for every m,n € N,
LogMB2 (mn) So max{m!/ n'/?"},

and (36) follows. O

6.7. Case ¢ > 248 > 3 > p*. In this subsection we assume (without loss of generality — see
Remark 25) that X; ; are iid symmetric random variables satisfying (3) with o > /2. We also use
the notation 5 = log, a > 1/2. In particular 243 > 3 and ¢* < 3/2 whenever ¢ > 245. Once we
prove the upper bound in the case ¢ > 245 > p*, the upper bound in the case p* > 245 > q follows
by duality (10). By Subsections 6.2 and 6.5 it suffices to consider the case Log mAC(a) Logn > q.
In this case Theorem 1 follows by the following two lemmas.
Lemma 35. If Logm > ¢ >3 > p*, n'/3 > m!'/%%, and | X11]l2 =1, then
E||(Xs5)i<m,j<nllen—em S nt/P

Proof. By (7) we get

m
sup ‘ZtiXi,lH <q’ sup ’Zt Xi 1H = sup |2 =
teBy, ! q teBy,, ! .1 teBy),
This together with the assumption n'/3 > m'/9¢? and the estimate in the case p* = 3 < ¢

(already obtained in Subsection 6.6) gives E|[|(X; ;)ler,, »em < nl/3. Therefore, for every p* <3,

3/2

E|(Xi)lepoep < 11l og ENXi)lleg ,sem S 023 170M/5 = /0", =

3/2 3/2

Lemma 36. Assume that Logm A C(a)Logn > q > 245 > 3 > p* and qﬂml/q > nl/3. Then
the upper bound in Theorem 1 holds.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that IEXZ-Q, ;= land C(a) > 2. Let
Sy = {s e B |supp(s)| < Log?7" (mn)}, Si1=BpnN Log™* (mn)B™.

Then BJ? C S1 + Si.
If Logm < C?(a)Log?n, then inequality (20) from Lemma 26 (applied with b = 1, p A 2
instead of p and | = Log(mn)*??" < Log(mn)®?) yields

+ (Log n)cl(”‘)
p*V2

E sup Z Xijsitj San 1/(r"v2) susz:X“sz

Sesl7teBp/\21/<mJ<n SEST =1

S nM PV sup HZlesz +nt/3
p*

SGBm

504 nl/(p*\/2) Sup H E Xi7181:
; p
1

SEB;Q
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In the case Logm > CQ(a)Log2n we have ml/4 > elogm/(Ca)Logn) > e(Log’")l/2

inequality (20) yields

, SO Now

E  sup Z X jsit; Sa nt/(P7V2) sup HZ Xi18i + (Logm)c2(°‘)
éESlateBPAQ i<m,j<n 5651 i=1 prV2
,Sa nl/(p*\/Q) sup HZ Xz 184 +m /
sEB"’ p*
Thus, in any case
E sup Z Xijsity < n(/P"=1/2V0 R sup Z X j8it;
s€S1, teBY i<m,j<n s€S1, te€B] .5 i<m,j<n
(37) <o 0?7 sup HZ Xisil| +mb/ap(/p=1/2)v0,
s€BR iz P

Let
={se B |supp(s)| < mLog_‘J(B‘H)(mn)} N Log™* (mn)B™,
S3 = BN m~ Y9 LogPHVY e (;mn)B™

Then S C Sy + S3.
Lemmas 27 and 29 (applied with [ = m Log~?**Y (mn) and a = Log™**(mn)), and inequality
< § yield

sup Z X jsit;

SESQ’tEBP i<m,j<n
< Log”(mn) ( Log=2PC=9) (mp)n'/P" 4 n(1/P"=1/2V0p1/a Logfﬁ*l/Q(mn))
(38) < /P 4 (/P =1/2v0,1/q.
Moreover, if Logm < C2%(a)Log?n, then inequalities n'/3 < m!'/4¢? < m/4Log® m and
q/(3q%) = 4B + q/(12¢") imply
mi/a Log*(ﬁﬂ)q/q* (mn) > nd/(34") Log*ﬂq/q* mLOg*(ﬁH)q/q* (mn) >, nf,
and if Logm > C?(a) Log® n > Log® n, then
mM 4 Log=FHDIT () > eloem/a" [og=Ca(@d > exp((Logm)/2 — Cy(a) Logn - In(Logm))
S oLogn)/4 > 48
Since ¢* < %, in both cases we have
(mM 7 Log=PTD/a" (;n))2=a7)/2 > B
Therefore, inequality (19) from Lemma 26 (applied with a = m~1/¢ Log#tVa/a* (mn) and
k =mn) yields

(39) sup Z X st So mY9 sup

éESs,tEB teBy

ZXut H 1 p(1/p7=1/2)v0,

P i<m,j<n

Since

n
n/7 120 = sup [l < sup |30 X5t
tGB;” tGB;” j=1 q

estimates (37)-(39) yield the assertion. O
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6.8. Case 245 > q > p*. Once we prove the upper bound in the case 245 > ¢ > p*, the upper
bound in the case 248 > p* > ¢ follows by duality (10). We first deal with the case p* > 2 and
then move to the case 2 > p* at the end of this subsection.

Let us begin with the proof in the case p* = ¢ > 2, when an interpolation argument works.

Lemma 37. If p* = q > 2, then the upper bound in Theorem 1 holds.

Proof. By Subsections 6.1 and 6.6 we know that the assertion holds when p* = ¢ € {2} U3, 0.
Assume without loss of generality that EX?, = 1. Fix p* = ¢ € (2,3) and let § € (0,1) be

such that % =4+ 139, ie, -=1- % =44 13;*9. Then (7) implies that
n
thXl,j Zt X1,
j=1 e

(40) sup =1

~q SUP
gALogm teBp

)

and similarly

(41) sup H Sz 7,1
SEB"i ;

~a 1

p*ALogn ’

By the Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem, Holder’s inequality, (40) and (41) we get

EH(Xi7j)i7jH€;l~>€gL < E(H(Xivj)ivjue;%e;n“ 2 vJHe" aem)
1-6
< (Bl )i g ) (BN i)l i)
<o (nVm)?2(n v m)I=03 = (n v m)Y4 ~ptPT 4oml/a, O

Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1 in the case 248 > q > p* > 2. By Remark 25 it suffices
to assume that X; ;’s are symmetric and o > v/2. Then 8 = log, @ > 1/2. Inequality (7) implies
that in the case 245 > ¢ > p* > 2 the upper bound in Theorem 1 is equivalent to

(42) E[[(Xi,5)i,5]

Observe first that we may assume that m > n. Indeed, if m < n then Lemma 37 yields

1/p* 1
e ,Ean/p +m!/1.

BNl (Xi5)ssllen e < ey men, B (X 5)igllen, —em < 0T TVPRI(XG 3 )igllen, em S 0P
Thus, in the sequel we assume that 2 < p* < ¢ < 248 and m > n. Define
52—
ko :=infq k € {0,1,...}: 2F >
Observe that
10 2 —¢*
(43) ko=0 or 2F < _— Logm
Ina ¢*

By Lemma 31 and the definition of ky we have
B[ (Xig I{1x: 512040} scmjznlensem < BN (KigTx, 512000} i< jenlleg e

So Viltexp(—ath)
2—g*

< m%_W —ml/a,
By Lemma 28 and two-sided bound (1) we have
E||(Xiglqix.1<1y)

igm,jane;He:;l S Ell(gig)igmi<nllez—ep Sa !/ e,
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We have Bt C 51 + S2, where
Sy ={se Bgz: | supp(s)| < ml/@ﬁ'])}, Sy = B;’l N m*l/(QﬁQq*)BO”;.
Inequality (20) from Lemma 26 applied with b = 1, [ = m!/(2#9) shows that

(44) E sup Z Xijsit; San'/P 4+ mb/a.
s€Sy,teB®

P i<m,j<n
Since 28gq* < 1005? we have
_ 2
So C S5 = Bt nm /00 g,

Thus, to finish the proof it is enough to upper bound the following quantity

ko
E sup E Xi,jI{1§|Xi,j\<ak‘o}5itj < E sup E Xi,jl{ak*1§|Xi,j|<ak}sitj'
SE8EBY < j<n k=1 SESIEBY g i<n
Let wy,...,uy, be positive numbers to be chosen later. We decompose the set S3 in the

following way, depending on k:
S3 C Sai + Ss.k,

where

1/q"
Sik:={s € Byt: |supps| <m/ui}N m_l/(100ﬂ2)Bg, S5 = Byt N (%) BZ.

m o0
Thus,
E  sup Y XigIar-1<ix,,|<akySit;
sESs,tEB) i<m,j<n
< E sup Z Xi,jl{|Xiyj\<ak‘}5itj +E sup Z Xi,jl{ak*1§|xiyj|}5itj-
S€S4wk,t€Bg i<m,j<n S€S5wk,t€B;L i<m,j<n
Observe that B)) C By and
AN
*/2 2—q%)/2 k) 2"
sup [lsfl2 < sup [|s|lq-/?s| &2 < (S2)
SESs kK s€Ss5 kK m
Hence, Lemma 31 yields
N
k 2q*
E  sup Y Xijliar-r<ix,,psity < (—) Ell(Xijltar—1<ix,513) leg ey
s€S5, 1, tEBY i<m.j<n m
2-¢" Ina
<. ml/qukm eXp(_1—02k 1)_
Thus, if we choose
( ¢"Ina k)
U = exp| ——
CEe mE )
we get
ko = Ina
1 1
ZE sup Z Xi,jl{ak*1§|Xi,j|}Sitj ,Sa Zm /a exp(fEQk) Sa m /q.
=1 S€SsmtEBN Ty =1

Lemmas 28 and 30 applied with [ = 7>, a = m~1/(1008%) and = 248 yield

_(2-q") *
E sup Z Xi1j1{|xiyj‘<ak}sitj Sa ak (m 200432 nl/p + A /Loguk(m/uk)l/Q).
S€S4’k’t€Bgi§m,j§n
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Property (43) yields
ko * x
_(2=q") " _(2=q") *
Yo alfm i pP Sakory Loym w0 nt S, (
k=1

— g 1 —q*
10 2—¢q Logm) ngae*foo%z) nm 1/p*
Ina g*

1/p* 1 - 1/p*
<o n'/P sup !Bz eemr < pl/P7
>0

Finally, since ¢ < 248 and uy, > 1 we get v/Logug(m/ug)*/? <, ml/qulzl/@q), SO

ko

*Ina
Zak\/Loguk(m/uk)l/q <, m'/e Zak exp(—mﬂc) <, m'/. O

k=1 E>1

The proof in the case 248 > g > 2 > p* is easy and bases on the already proven case when
q > 2 = p* (see the proof above).

Proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1 in the case 243 > q > 2 > p*. Inequality (7) implies that
in the case 243 > ¢ > 2 > p* the upper bound in Theorem 1 is equivalent to

(45) EIl(Xi)igllenmem San'/? 4 ml/ant/v =12,
In particular, an already obtained upper bound in the case 245 > g > 2 = p* yields
El[(Xij)illeg»em Sa n/? 4 mb/a,
S0
El|(Xi)ijlenser <ITd|en ey BI(Xij)islley sem Sa n'/P 12 (02 4 m!/9)
P a P 2 2 q

=nl/P" p mtapt/rT =172,

and thus, (45) holds. O
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