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Abstract

Suppose n independent random variables X1, X2, . . . , Xn have zero mean and equal vari-
ance. We prove that if the average of χ2 distances between these variables and the normal
distribution is bounded by a sufficiently small constant, then the χ2 distance between their
normalized sum and the normal distribution is O(1/n).
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1 Introduction
Suppose

Sn = X1 + X2 + · · · + Xn√
n

where Xj are independent, EXj = 0 and EX2
j = 1. One of the earliest results in probability theory

is the central limit theorem stating that the distribution of this sum converges to standard normal
distribution with the density

φ(x) = e−x2/2
√

2π
,

if fairly general conditions are satisfied. The closeness of the distribution of Sn and the normal
distribution can be quantified in a number of different metrics such as total variation distance,
Kolmogorov distance, etc. This work is devoted to the study of the so called χ2 distance between
these two distributions. For a random variable Y with a density p(x) the χ2 distance between the
distribution of Y and that of the standard normal distribution is defined as

χ2(Y, N ) =
∫ +∞

−∞

(
p (x)
φ (x) − 1

)2

φ (x) dx,
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where φ(x) is the density of the standard normal distribution. This distance is important as it
serves as an upper bound for several other distances. For example, a simple application of Cauchy
inequality shows that it is an upper bound for total variation and Kolmogorov distances

sup
y∈R

|P(Y ⩽ y) − Φ(y)| ⩽ 1
2

∫ +∞

−∞
|p(x) − φ (x) | dx ⩽

1
2

√
χ2(Y, N ),

where Φ(x) =
∫ x

−∞ ϕ(t) dt is the distribution function of the standard normal distribution. A trivial
application of the elementary inequality log x ⩽ x − 1 shows that the χ2-distance is an upper bound
for the information divergence distance∫ +∞

−∞
p(x) log p(x)

φ (x) dx ⩽ χ2(Y, N ).

Once established, the upper bound for χ2(Y, N ) leads to a non-uniform estimate of difference of
distribution functions with very fast decreasing tails

|P(Y ⩽ y) − Φ(y)| ⩽
√

min{Φ(y), 1 − Φ(y)}
√

χ2(Y, N ).

For more information on the relation of χ2-distance with other metrics we refer the reader to Bobkov
et al. (2019).

The earliest result evaluating χ2(Sn, N ) is the paper by Fomin (1982) who showed that if all the
variables Xj have the same distribution and a certain condition on the moments of Xj is satisfied,
then

χ2(Sn, N ) = O
( 1

n

)
.

The condition of Fomin’s paper was fairly restrictive. Recently Bobkov et al. (2019) proved necessary
and sufficient conditions under which a sum of n identically distributed random variables converges
to normal distribution in χ2 distance.

Theorem 1.1 (Bobkov, Chistyakov, and Götze (2019)). Suppose all the random variables Xj are
identically distributed. Then we have χ2(Sn, N ) → 0 as n → ∞, if and only if χ2(Sn, N ) is finite
for some n = n0, and

EetX1 < et2 for all real t ̸= 0. (1)

In this case, χ2-distance admits and Edgeworth-type expansion

χ2(Sn, N ) =
s−2∑
j=1

cj

nj
+ O

( 1
ns−1

)
(2)

which is valid for every s = 3, 4, . . . with coefficients cj representing certain polynomials in the
moments EXk, k = 3, . . . , j + 2.

The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose X1, X2, . . . , Xn with n ⩾ 2 are independent random variables such that
EXj = 0 and EX2

j = 1 for all j = 1, 2, . . . , n. There exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that if

1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N ) ⩽ 0.82

2



then

χ2(Sn, N ) ⩽ 1
n − 1

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N ) + C

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N )
2
 .

If the independent random variables X1, X2, . . . , Xn are symmetric (that is −Xj and Xj have the
same distribution) in addition to having zero mean and variance equal to one, then there exists an
absolute constant C1 > 0 that if

1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N ) ⩽ 1.69

then

χ2(Sn, N ) ⩽ 1
n2 − 1

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N ) + C1

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N )
2
 .

The constants C, C1 are absolute.

In other words, we prove that if the distributions of Xj are, on average, sufficiently close to the
standard normal distribution in χ2 distance, then the χ2 distance between the normalized sum Sn

and the normal distribution is O(1/n). The inequalities of the theorem are a consequence of more
precise estimates of our Theorem 2.10 from which constants C, C1 could be readily evaluated. It is
important to note that the constants 0.82 and 1.69 in our Theorem 1.2 are not optimal. Finding
the optimal constants would be the aim of further research in this direction.

In the case when the summands of Sn are identically distributed our theorem means that if
χ2(X1, N ) ⩽ 0.82 then χ2(Sn, N ) = O(1/n), which according to Theorem 1.1 implies that X1
satisfies the subgausian condition (1) of Bobkov et al. (2019). Indeed, independent of our main
result, we prove (see Theorem 2.13) that a random variable Y with zero mean and unit variance
satisfies the subgaussian condition if its χ2 distance from the standard normal distribution does not
exceed 0.96. If the variable Y is symmetric with unit variance, we show that χ2(Y, N ) < 1.97 is
sufficient for the subgaussian condition (1) to hold. See Bobkov et al. (2024) for further references
on subgaussian distributions.

The proofs in Bobkov et al. (2019) rely heavily on the analysis of characteristic functions. The
work of Fomin (1982) was based on analysis of the Parseval’s identity

χ2(Sn, N ) =
∞∑

m=1

(
EHm(Sn)

)2

m! , (3)

where Hn(x) are Hermite polynomials of n-th order. His approach relied on analysis of certain
recurrence identities that quantities EHm(Sn) inside the Parseval’s identity (3) satisfy. Our approach
is closer to the original Fomin’s approach with ideas from Stein’s approach involved in the crucial
step of our analysis. Specifically, Stein’s approach to assessing the closeness of a random variable
Sn to the standard normal distribution involves bounding expectations of the form

Eg(Sn),

where g is a test function satisfying ∫ ∞

−∞
g(t)φ(t) dt = 0.

3



The core idea is to express g via Stein’s equation:

g(x) = xf(x) − f ′(x),

so that
Eg(Sn) = E

(
Snf(Sn) − f ′(Sn)

)
. (4)

The right-hand side of this expression can often be bounded more easily using properties of the
summands of Sn, such as independence, weak dependence, or control of covariances. A key insight
in our work is the observation that Hermite polynomials satisfy a recurrence identity analogous to
Stein’s equation:

Hn+1(x) = xHn(x) − H ′
n(x),

which immediately implies

EHm+1(Sn) = E
(
SnHm(Sn) − H ′

m(Sn)
)
.

The right-hand side is structurally identical to that in Stein’s identity (4). This identity allows us
to derive recurrence relations for EHm(Sn) that lead to sharper upper bounds for the χ2-distance
than those obtained by more direct approach that was used by Fomin. Our approach follows the
general framework of paper by Zacharovas (2023) which also attempted to adapt the ideas of Stein’s
approach to the analysis of χ2 distance in the context of Poisson approximation. In the context of
Poisson approximation, we successfully obtained estimates for the χ2-distance that are comparable
to those previously derived by complex-analytic methods by Zacharovas and Hwang (2010).

2 Proofs

2.1 χ2 distance and Hermite polynomials
In this section we will summarize all the properties of Hermite polynomials that will be necessary
for later presentation. None of the material presented here is original, the aim of this section is
to make the later material more accessible to a reader with no previous experience with Hermite
polynomials and their properties.

Hermite polynomials can be defined in several equivalent ways. We prefer to define them as
polynomials that satisfy the identity

∞∑
n=0

Hn(x)
n! zn = exz−z2/2. (5)

Hence applying the formula for Taylor coefficients of an infinite series Hn(x) = dn

dzn exz−z2/2
∣∣∣∣
z=0

we
can easily compute any number of first Hermite polynomials. For example

H0(x) = 1, H1(x) = x, H2(x) = x2 − 1, H3(x) = x3 − 3x

and so on. In what follows we will only need the properties of these polynomials that are summarized
in the next theorem.

Theorem 2.1. The following properties of Hermitian polynomials are true:

4



1. (Parseval’s identity) If for the function f(x) defined on the whole real line the integral∫ +∞

−∞

∣∣∣f(x)
∣∣∣2ϕ(x) dx

is finite, then ∫ +∞

−∞

∣∣∣f(x)
∣∣∣2ϕ(x) dx =

∞∑
n=0

1
n!

∣∣∣∣∫ +∞

−∞
f(x)Hn(x)ϕ(x) dx

∣∣∣∣2 . (6)

2. Hermite polynomials of different order are related by the recurrent identity

Hn+1(x) = xHn(x) − H ′
n(x). (7)

3. Suppose numbers α, β are such that
α2 + β2 = 1,

then the following addition formula for Hermite polynomials is true

Hm (xα + yβ) =
n∑

k=0

(
m

k

)
Hm−k (x) Hk (y) αm−kβk (8)

and if β ̸= 0, then

H ′
m (xα + yβ) =

n∑
k=0

(
m

k

)
Hm−k (x) H ′

k (y) αm−kβk−1. (9)

Proof. All the listed properties with exception of formulas (8) and (9) are classical results that can
be found in many textbooks on mathematical analysis see e.g. Szegő (1975). Addition formula (8)
is an easy consequence of the identity

e(xα+yβ)z− z2
2 = ex(αz)− (αz)2

2 ex(βz)− (βz)2
2

between generating functions (5) of Hermite polynomials for variables x, y and xα + yβ. For
α = β = 1/

√
2 this formula also appears in Szegő (1975) and for general α, β it was already used by

Bobkov et al. (2019) for the analysis of χ2 distance. The formula (9) is obtained by differentiating
the formula (8) with respect to y and dividing both sides by β.

Let p(x) be the density of a random variable Y . If χ2(Y, N ) is finite, then the integral
∫ +∞

−∞

(
p(x)
φ(x)

)2

φ(x) dx

is also finite. Consequently, Parseval’s identity (6), applied to the function

f(x) = p(x)
φ(x) ,

yields the identity
∫ +∞

−∞

(
p(x)
φ(x)

)2

φ(x) dx =
∞∑

n=0

1
n!

∣∣∣∣∫ +∞

−∞
p(x)Hn(x) dx

∣∣∣∣2 .

5



Since p(x) is a probability density of a random variable Y , the integrals inside the Parceval identity
can be expressed as expectations ∫ +∞

−∞
p(x)Hn(x) = EHn(Y ).

Hence taking into account that EH0(Y ) = 1 we can express the χ2(Y, N ) in terms of moments of
Hermite polynomials of Y as

χ2(Y, N ) =
∫ +∞

−∞

(
p (x)
φ (x)

)2

φ(x) dx − 1 =
∞∑

n=1

(
EHn(Y )

)2

n! .

Replacing here Y = Sn we get the Parceval’s identity in the form (3) that will be used throughout
the paper.

Note that H1(x) = x and H2(x) = x2 − 1. Therefore, if the random variable Y has zero mean
(EY = 0) and unit variance (EY 2 = 1), then

EH1(Y ) = EH2(Y ) = 0.

As a result, the summation in Parseval’s identity should begin at n = 3 instead of n = 1.

2.2 Recurrent relations for χ2 distance
Before proving our main result on sums of random variables with equal variance, we first examine
the more general case where the summands of Sn may have different variances. Let

Sn = σ1X1 + σ2X2 + · · · + σnXn

where Xj are independent, EXj = 0 and EX2
j = 1 and σ2

1 + σ2
2 + · · · + σ2

n = 1 with σ2
j < 1 for all

j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Let us also define
Sn;k = Sn − σkXk√

1 − σ2
k

thus
Sn =

√
1 − σ2

kSn;k + σkXk.

To evaluate the right-hand side of Parseval’s identity (3), which expresses χ2(Sn, N ) in terms of the
expectations of Hermite polynomials of different orders, we will use the recurrence relation given in
the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. The identity

EHm(Sn) =
n∑

k=1

1
m

m∑
j=1

(
m

j

)
EHm−j (Sn;k) jEHj (Xk) (1 − σ2

k)(m−j)/2σj
k

holds for all m ⩾ 1 and n ⩾ 2.

Proof. Applying the identity (7) we can evaluate

EHm+1(Sn) = E
(
SnHm(Sn) − H ′

m(Sn)
)

=
n∑

k=1

(
EσkXkHm(

√
1 − σ2

kSn;k + σkXk) − σ2
kEH ′

m(
√

1 − σ2
kSn;k + σkXk)

) (10)

6



for all m ⩾ 0. The identities (8) and (9) applied with α = σk, β =
√

1 − σ2
k, y = Sn;k and x = Xk

take form

Hm

(√
1 − σ2

kSn;k + σkXk

)
=

m∑
j=0

(
m

j

)
Hm−j (Sn;k) Hj (Xk) (1 − σ2

k)(m−j)/2σj
k,

H ′
m

(√
1 − σ2

kSn;k + σkXk

)
= 1

σk

m∑
j=0

(
m

k

)
Hm−j (Sn;k) H ′

j (Xk) (1 − σ2
k)(m−j)/2σj

k.

Plugging the above two expressions into the identity (10) and taking into account that Sn;k and Xk

are independent, we obtain

EHm+1(Sn) =
n∑

k=1

m∑
j=0

(
m

j

)
EHm−j (Sn;k)E

(
XkHj (Xk) − H ′

j (Xk)
)

(1 − σ2
k)(m−j)/2σj+1

k .

Identity (7) implies that XkHj (Xk) − H ′
j (Xk) = Hj+1 (Xk), therefore

EHm+1(Sn) =
n∑

k=1

m∑
j=0

(
m

j

)
EHm−j (Sn;k)EHj+1 (Xk) (1 − σ2

k)(m−j)/2σj+1
k .

Applying the binomial identity
(

m
j

)
=
(

m+1
j+1

)
j+1
m+1 we can rewrite our expression as

EHm+1(Sn) =
n∑

k=1

1
(m + 1)

m+1∑
j=1

(
m + 1

j

)
EHm+1−j (Sn;k) jEHj (Xk) (1 − σ2

k)(m+1−j)/2σj
k.

Replacing here m with m − 1 we obtain the recurrence of the theorem.

We will routinely use the notation

B(m, k, p) =
(

m

k

)
pk(1 − p)m−k.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose

a1, a2 . . .

b0, b1, . . .

are two arbitrary sequences of real numbers, then
∞∑

m=1

∣∣∣∣∣ 1
mp

m∑
k=1

bm−kkak

√
B (m, k, p)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

⩽

 ∑
k∈Z+\J

pk−2

 b2
0

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

)
+ CJ(p)

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

) ∞∑
j=1

b2
j

 ,

where 0 < p < 1 and J is a set of indices such that aj = 0 for all j ∈ J and

CJ(p) = max
s∈Z+

hJ(s, p),

where hJ(s, p) is defined as a function

hJ(s, p) = (1 − p)s

p2

∑
k∈Z+\J

k2

(k + s)2

(
k + s

k

)
pk. (11)

Here and throughout, Z+ denotes the set of all positive integers.

7



Proof. Let us denote

cm = 1
mp

m∑
k=1

bm−kkak

√
B (m, k, p) (12)

for all m ⩾ 1. Applying Cauchy inequality we get
∣∣∣cm

∣∣∣2 = 1
m2p2

(
m∑

k=1
bm−kkak

√
B (m, k, p)

)2

⩽
1

m2p2

(
m∑

k=1
a2

k

) ∑
1⩽k⩽m

k ̸∈J

∣∣∣bm−k

∣∣∣2k2B (m, k, p)



⩽

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

)
1

m2p2

 ∑
1⩽k⩽m

k ̸∈J

∣∣∣bm−k

∣∣∣2k2B (m, k, p)

 .

Summing this inequality from m = 1 to ∞ we obtain

∞∑
m=1

∣∣∣cm

∣∣∣2 ⩽

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

) ∞∑
m=1

1
m2p2

 ∑
1⩽k⩽m

k ̸∈J

∣∣∣bm−k

∣∣∣2k2B (m, k, p)


⩽

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

) ∞∑
k=1
k ̸∈J

∞∑
m=k

∣∣∣bm−k

∣∣∣2 k2B (m, k, p)
m2p2

⩽

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

) ∞∑
k=1
k ̸∈J

∞∑
s=0

∣∣∣bs

∣∣∣2 k2B (k + s, k, p)
(k + s)2p2

⩽

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

) ∞∑
s=0

∣∣∣bs

∣∣∣2 ∞∑
k=1
k ̸∈J

k2B (k + s, k, p)
(k + s)2p2

thus
∞∑

m=1

∣∣∣cm

∣∣∣2 ⩽

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

) ∞∑
s=0

∣∣∣b(n−1)
s

∣∣∣2hJ(s, p)

where
hJ(s, p) =

∑
k∈Z+\J

k2B (k + s, k, p)
(k + s)2p2 = (1 − p)s

p2

∑
k∈Z+\J

k2

(k + s)2

(
k + s

k

)
pk

note that
hJ(0, p) =

∑
k∈Z+\J

B (k, k, p)
p2 =

∑
k∈Z+\J

pk

p2

therefore
∞∑

m=1

∣∣∣cm

∣∣∣2 ⩽

( ∞∑
k=1

a2
k

) ∑
k∈Z+\J

pk−2 +
( ∞∑

k=1
a2

k

) ∞∑
s=1

∣∣∣bs

∣∣∣2hJ(s, p).

Evaluating hJ(s, p) with its upper bound CJ(p) on the right side of the above inequality and recalling
the definition (12) of cm we complete the proof of the lemma.
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Lemma 2.4. The following estimates for CJ(p) hold for 0 < p < 1, where J is a specific set defined
below:

1. If J = {1, 2}, then
C{1,2}(p) < 1.2183 + 1.6066 p

1 − p
.

2. For the set Jsym = {2} ∪ {2m + 1 | m ⩾ 0}, which includes the number 2 as well as all odd
positive integers, the following inequality holds:

CJsym(p) < 0.5893 + 0.9724 p

1 − p
+ 0.1405 p2

(1 − p2)2 .

Upper bounds for the first nine values of C{1,2}(1/n) and CJsym(1/n) are provided in Table 1.

n 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
C{1,2}(1/n) 2.1327 1.6582 1.5043 1.4293 1.3851 1.3560 1.3354 1.3202 1.3085
CJsym(1/n) 1.0570 0.8168 0.7387 0.7001 0.6773 0.6622 0.6515 0.6436 0.6374

Table 1: The values in the table represent upper bounds for C{1,2}(1/n) and Csym(1/n), meaning
the actual values do not exceed these estimates.

The proof of this lemma consisting of a tedious series of elementary inequalities is provided in
the Appendix A.

Theorem 2.5. Let
Sn = σ1X1 + σ2X2 + · · · + σnXn

where Xj are independent, EXj = 0, EX2
j = 1 and 0 < σ2

j < 1 for all 1 ⩽ j ⩽ n. Assume further
that the variances satisfy σ2

1 + σ2
2 + · · · + σ2

n = 1. Let us also assume that J is a set of integers such
that

EHk(Xj) = 0

whenever k ∈ J for all j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Let us also define

Sn;k = Sn − σkXk√
1 − σ2

k

.

Then

χ2(Sn, N ) ⩽
n∑

k=1

 ∑
j∈Z+\J

σ
2(j−1)
k

χ2(Xk, N ) +
n∑

k=1
σ2

kCJ(σ2
k)χ2(Xk, N )χ2(Sn;k, N )

for all n ⩾ 2.
Remark. Since each Xj has zero mean and unit variance, it follows that EH1(Xj) = EH2(Xj) = 0
for all j. Hence, the integers 1 and 2 can always be assumed to belong to the set J .
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Proof. Dividing both sides of the recurrence identity in Theorem 2.2 by
√

m!, we can rewrite it in
the following form:

EHm(Sn)√
m!

= 1
m

n∑
k=1

m∑
j=1

EHm−j (Sn;k)√
(m − j)!

j
EHj (Xk)√

j!

√
B(m, j, σ2

k).

We introduce the following notation for simplicity

b(n)
m = EHm(Sn)√

m!
, b(n;k)

m = EHm(Sn;k)√
m!

, a
(k)
j = EHj (Xk)√

j!
with these notations, the recurrence relation takes the following form:

b(n)
m = 1

m

n∑
k=1

m∑
j=1

b
(n;k)
m−j ja

(k)
j

√
B(m, j, σ2

k).

Applying here the Cauchy inequality, we obtain

∣∣∣b(n)
m

∣∣∣2 =
 n∑

k=1
σk

1
mσk

m∑
j=1

b
(n;k)
m−j ja

(k)
j

√
B(m, j, σ2

k)
2

⩽

(
n∑

k=1
σ2

k

)
n∑

k=1

 1
mσk

m∑
j=1

b
(n;k)
m−j ja

(k)
j

√
B(m, j, σ2

k)
2

⩽
n∑

k=1

 1
mσk

m∑
j=1

b
(n;k)
m−j ja

(k)
j

√
B(m, j, σ2

k)
2

here we have used the fact that σ2
1 + σ2

2 + · · · + σ2
n = 1. Summing both sides of the above inequality

over m = 1, 2, . . . and applying the estimate from Lemma 2.3, we obtain:

∞∑
m=1

∣∣∣b(n)
m

∣∣∣2 ⩽
n∑

k=1
σ2

k

∞∑
m=1

 1
mσ2

k

m∑
j=1

b
(n;k)
m−j ja

(k)
j

√
B(m, j, σ2

k)
2

⩽
n∑

k=1
σ2

k


∑

j⩾1
j ̸∈J

σ
2(j−2)
k


 ∞∑

j=1
|a(k)

j |2
+ CJ(σ2

k)
 ∞∑

j=1
|a(k)

j |2
 ∞∑

s=1

∣∣∣b(n;k)
s

∣∣∣2
 .

Hence, noting that χ2(Sn, N ) = ∑∞
m=1

∣∣∣b(n)
m

∣∣∣2, χ2(Sn;k, N ) = ∑∞
m=1

∣∣∣b(n;k)
m

∣∣∣2, and χ2(Xk, N ) = ∑∞
m=1

∣∣∣a(k)
m

∣∣∣2,
the inequality stated in the theorem follows immediately.

2.3 Sums of random variables with equal variances
By iterating the upper bound provided by Theorem 2.5, we obtain an upper bound for χ2(Sn, N )
in the form of an n-th order polynomial in the variables χ2(Xj, N ), whose coefficients depend on
σ2

1, σ2
2, . . . , σ2

n. However, since analyzing such polynomials is quite intricate, we will henceforth
restrict our attention to the simplest case, where all summands of Sn have the same variance, equal
to 1/n, i.e.,

σ1 = σ2 = · · · = σn = 1√
n

.

In this case, the theorem takes the following form.
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Theorem 2.6. Suppose
Sn = X1 + X2 + · · · + Xn√

n

where Xj are independent, EXj = 0 and EX2
j = 1. Let us also define

Sn;k = 1√
n − 1

∑
1⩽j⩽n

j ̸=k

Xj

then

χ2(Sn, N ) ⩽
 ∑

j∈Z+\J

1
nj−2

 1
n

n∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N ) + CJ(1/n)
n

n∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N )χ2(Sn;k, N )

where J is a set of integers such that
EHk(Xj) = 0

whenever k ∈ J for all j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Corollary 2.7. Under the conditions of the previous theorem

χ2(Sn, N ) ⩽ 1
n(n − 1)

n∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N ) + C{1,2}(1/n)
n

n∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N )χ2(Sn;k, N ). (13)

If we additionally assume that all Xj are symmetric (that is the distribution of −Xj is the same as
that of Xj) then we get the inequality

χ2(Sn, N ) ⩽ 1
n(n2 − 1)

n∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N ) +
CJsym(1/n)

n

n∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N )χ2(Sn;k, N ). (14)

where Jsym = {2} ∪ {2m + 1|m ⩾ 0}.

Proof. Note that requirement of the Theorem 2.6 that all variables Xj have zero mean and variances
equal to one implies that EH1(Xj) = EH2(Xj) = 0. This means that we can apply this theorem
with J = {1, 2}. The sum over Z+ \ J on the right side of the resulting inequality can be easily
computed ∑

j∈Z+\{1,2}

1
nj−2 =

∞∑
m=1

1
nm

= 1
n − 1 .

In the case when all Xj are symmetric, all odd moments of these variables will be equal to zero,
and as a consequence all expectations of Hermite polynomials of odd order will also be equal
EH2m+1(Xj) = 0 for all m ⩾ 0 and 1 ⩽ j ⩽ n. This means that we can apply the inequality of the
Theorem 2.6 with J = Jsym. In this case

∑
j∈Z+\Jsym

1
nj−2 = 1

n2 + 1
n4 + 1

n6 · · · = 1
n2 − 1 .

The corollary is proved.

We will use a special case of Maclaurin’s inequality, stated in the following theorem (see Hardy
et al. (1952), p. 52, or Steele (2004), p. 179).
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Theorem 2.8 (Maclaurin’s inequality). For any sequence of real non-negative numbers a1, a2, . . . , an

holds the inequality

1
n(k)

∑
1⩽j1,j2,...,jk⩽n

j1 ̸=j2 ̸=···̸=jk

aj1aj2 · · · ajk
⩽

(
1
n

n∑
m=1

am

)k

(15)

where we have used the notation n(k) = n(n − 1)(n − 2) · · · (n − k + 1).

Proposition 2.9. Suppose we have a function µ : 2Ωn → [0, +∞) defined on all subsets of a finite
set Ωn = {1, 2, 3, . . . , n} that satisfies the inequality

µ(A) ⩽ 1
|A|

∑
k∈A

µ({k}) + C|A|

|A|
∑
k∈A

µ({k})µ(A \ {k})

for all subsets A ⊂ Ωn with at least two elements |A| ⩾ 2, where C2, C3, . . . , Cn is a sequence of
positive numbers. Then for all sets A ⊂ Ωn holds the inequality

µ(|A|) ⩽ 1
|A|

∑
k∈A

µ({k}) +
|A|∑
k=2

C|A|C|A|−1 · · · C|A|−k+2

 1
|A|

∑
k∈A

µ({k})
k

.

Proof. Applying induction on the size of set A starting with |A| = 2 we can easily prove that

µ(A) ⩽ 1
|A|

∑
k∈A

µ({k}) +
|A|∑
k=2

C|A|C|A|−1 · · · C|A|−k+2

 1
|A|(k)

∑
j1∈A,j2∈A,...,jk∈A

j1 ̸=j2 ̸=···̸=jk

µ({j1})µ({j2}) · · · µ({jk})

 .

Applying Maclaurin’s inequality (15) to evaluate the symmetric means on the right-hand side of
this identity completes the proof of the proposition.

Theorem 2.10. Suppose X1, X2, . . . , Xn are independent random variables such that EXj = 0 and
EX2

j = 1 for all j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then holds the inequality

χ2(Sn, N ) ⩽ 1
n − 1

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N )

1 +

n∑
k=2

DnDn−1 · · · Dn−k+2

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N )
k−1

 (16)

where the sequence D2, D3, . . . is a sequence of positive absolute constants such that

lim
n→∞

Dn = lim
p→0

C{1,2}(p) < 1.2183.

If in addition to previous conditions we know that all X1, X2, . . . , Xn are symmetric random variables
(that is the distribution of −Xj is the same as that of Xj), then

χ2(Sn, N ) ⩽ 1
n2 − 1

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj1 , N )

1 +

n∑
k=2

LnLn−1 · · · Ln−k+2

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj1 , N )
k−1


(17)

where the sequence L2, L3, . . . is a sequence of positive absolute constants such that

lim
n→∞

Ln = lim
p→0

CJsym(p) < 0.5893.
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Proof. Multiplying both sides of inequality (13) by n − 1 we get

χ2(Sn, N )(n − 1) ⩽ 1
n

n∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N ) +
C{1,2}(1/n)n−1

n−2
n

n∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N )(n − 2)χ2(Sn;k, N )

for all n ⩾ 3. For n = 2 we have

χ2(S2, N ) ⩽ 1
2

2∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N ) + C{1,2}(1/2)
2

2∑
k=1

χ2(Xk, N )χ2(S2;k, N )

Let us define

Dn =

C{1,2}(1/n)n−1
n−2 if n ⩾ 3

C{1,2}(1/n) if n = 2

and

ν(A) =

(|A| − 1) χ2
(

1√
|A|

∑
j∈A Xj, N

)
, if |A| ⩾ 2,

χ2 (Xj, N ) , if |A| = 1 with A = {j}.

With these notations the inequality (13) will take form

ν(A) ⩽ 1
|A|

∑
k∈A

ν({k}) + C|A|

|A|
∑
k∈A

ν({k})ν(A \ {k}).

Application of Propositon (2.9) with µ = ν, Cn = Dn and A = {1, 2, . . . , n} immediately leads to
the estimate (16) of the theorem.

For the symmetric case let us define

Ln =

CJsym(1/n) n2−1
(n−1)2−1 if n ⩾ 3

CJsym(1/n)(n2 − 1) if n = 2
(18)

and

ω(A) =

(|A|2 − 1) χ2
(

1√
|A|

∑
j∈A Xj, N

)
, if |A| ⩾ 2,

χ2 (Xj, N ) , if |A| = 1 with A = {j}.

With these notations the inequality (14) will take form

ω(A) ⩽ 1
|A|

∑
k∈A

ω({k}) + L|A|

|A|
∑
k∈A

ω({k})ω(A \ {k}).

Applying again Proposition (2.9) with µ = ω, Cn = Ln and A = {1, 2, . . . , n} we obtain the estimate
(17) of the theorem.

Example 2.11. Let us consider the case of a sum of n identically distributed independent random
variables, each of which has a uniform distribution on a finite interval with zero mean and variance
equal to one. The density of such random variables is

p(x) =


1

2
√

3 , if |x| ⩽
√

3,

0, otherwise.

13



The χ2 distance from normal distribution of a random variable Y with such a density is

χ2(X, N ) =
∫ +∞

−∞

p2 (x)
φ (x) dx − 1 =

∫ √
3

−
√

3

(
1

2
√

3

)2

e−x2/2√
2π

dx − 1 = 0.3285 . . .

Thus in the case when all random variables Xj are uniformly distributed on the interval [−
√

3,
√

3]
the inequality (17) will take form

χ2(Sn, N ) ⩽ χ2(X1, N )
n2 − 1

(
1 +

n∑
k=2

LnLn−1 · · · Ln−k+2
(
χ2(X1, N )

)k−1
)

(19)

Note that the estimates of Lemma 2.4 together with the definition (18) of Ln imply that in-
equality Ln < 2.18 will be true for all n ⩾ 3 and L2 < 3.2. Thus the upper bound for the product

LnLn−1 · · · Ln−k+2 ⩽
3.2
2.182.18k−1

will be true for all n ⩾ k ⩾ 2. Applying this estimate together with χ2(X1, N ) < 0.33 to evaluate
the terms under the summation sign inside the inequality (19) we get the upper bound

χ2(Sn, N ) <
1.6

n2 − 1 ,

which is valid for all n ⩾ 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. According to the conditions of the theorem the inequality

Dj ⩽ 1.218

holds for all j with exception of a finite number of indices. This means that the product DnDn−1 · · · Dn−k+2
can only contain a finite (and bounded by an absolute constant) number of terms larger than 1.218.
Therefore

DnDn−1 · · · Dn−k+2 ⩽ D(1.218)k−1

for all 2 ⩽ k ⩽ n where
D =

∏
j⩾2

Dj>1.218

Dj

1.218 .

Hence

n∑
k=2

DnDn−1 · · · Dn−k+2

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N )
k−1

⩽ D

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N )
 n∑

k=2
(1.218 ∗ 0.82)k−2

⩽ D

 1
n

n∑
j=1

χ2(Xj, N )
 ∞∑

k=2
(0.99876)k−2 .

Hence immediately follows the first inequality of the theorem. The proof of the inequality for
symmetric random variables is identical.
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2.4 Relation between subgausian condition and χ2-distance
Theorem 2.12. Suppose Y is a random variable with a finite χ2(Y, N ) and J is a set of positive
integers such that

EHn(Y ) = 0

for all n ∈ J . If

χ2(Y, N ) < inf
x>0

(ex/2 − 1)2

ex − 1 −∑
n∈J

xn

n!

then the condition
EetY < et2

holds for all t ̸= 0.
Remark. Note that for the infimum to be non-zero one necessarily needs that 1 ∈ J , or in other
words EH1(Y ) = EY = 0.

Proof. Substituting x = Y into the generating function of Hermite polynomials,

ext−t2/2 =
∞∑

n=0

Hn(x)
n! tn,

and taking the expectation on both sides, we obtain the identity

EetY = et2/2
∞∑

n=0

EHn(Y )
n! tn. (20)

Applying Cauchy inequality to evaluate the right side of this identity and keeping in mind that
EHn(Y ) = 0 for all n ∈ J we get

EetY = et2/2
∞∑

n=0

EHn(Y )
n! tn

⩽ et2/2

1 +

√√√√√ ∞∑
n=1

∣∣∣EHn(Y )
∣∣∣2

n!

√√√√√∑
n⩾1
n̸∈J

t2n

n!



= et2/2

1 + (et2/2 − 1)

√√√√χ2(Y, N )
et2 − 1 −∑

n∈J
t2n

n!
(et2/2 − 1)2

 .

If the condition of the theorem is satisfied, then

χ2(Y, N ) <
(et2/2 − 1)2

et2 − 1 −∑
n∈J

t2n

n!

for all t ̸= 0, which leads to inequality

EetY < et2/2
(
1 + (et2/2 − 1)

)
= et2

for all t ̸= 0. The theorem is proved.
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Corollary 2.13. Below are three sufficient conditions under which the random variable Y satisfies
the subgaussian condition EetY < et2 for all t ̸= 0.

1. If EY = 0 and

χ2(Y, N ) < inf
x>0

(ex/2 − 1)2

ex − 1 − x
= 1

2

2. If EY = 0, EY 2 = 1 and

χ2(Y, N ) < min
x>0

(ex/2 − 1)2

ex − 1 − x − x2

2!
= 0.96116 . . .

3. If Y is a symmetric random variable with zero mean and unit variance, and

χ2(Y, N ) < min
x>0

(ex/2 − 1)2

ex+e−x

2 − 1 − x2

2!
= 1.97044 . . .

Proof. The proof follows immediately from Theorem 2.12 by considering special cases J = {1},
J = {1, 2} and J = Jsym .

The upper bound constants in the above theorem are unlikely to be optimal. Proposition 18.1
in Bobkov et al. (2019) presents an example of a distribution Y with zero mean and unit variance
for which χ2(Y, N ) is finite, yet the subgaussian condition (1) fails to hold.

A Appendix: Upper bounds for CJ(p)
Instead of dealing with hJ(s, p) we will consider a simpler upper bound estimate h0

J(s, p) for this
function which is more convenient to deal with, without sacrificing too much in terms of precision.

Lemma A.1. The inequality
hJ(s, p) ⩽ h0

J(s, p)

with

h0
J(s, p) = (1 − p)s

p2

 p2

(1 − p)s+1 + p

s

1
(1 − p)s

−
∑
k∈J

k
(k + s − 2)!
(k − 1)!s! pk


holds for any set J ⊂ Z+ and all s ⩾ 1 and 0 < p < 1.

Proof. We express the binomial coefficient
(

k+s
k

)
in the definition (11) of hJ(s, p) as a ratio of

factorials
(

k+s
k

)
= (k+s)!

k!s! , since k+s−1
k+s

< 1, it follows that

hJ(s, p) ⩽ (1 − p)s

p2

∑
k∈Z+\J

k
(k + s − 2)!
(k − 1)!s! pk

= (1 − p)s

p2

 ∞∑
k=0

k
(k + s − 2)!
(k − 1)!s! pk −

∑
k∈J

k
(k + s − 2)!
(k − 1)!s! pk

 .

(21)
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Making use of identity ∑∞
k=0

(k+s)!
k!s! pk = 1

(1−p)s+1 we can compute the series

∞∑
k=1

k
(k + s − 2)!
(k − 1)!s! pk = p2

(1 − p)s+1 + p

s

1
(1 − p)s .

Inserting this expression into the right side of the formula (21) we complete the proof of the lemma.

As a special case when J = {1, 2} we get

h0
{1,2}(s, p) = 1

1 − p
− 2(1 − p)s + 1 − (1 − p)s

ps
. (22)

For the set Jsym = {2} ∪ {2m + 1|m ⩾ 0} note that the Taylor expansion of (1−p)s

p2 h0
Jsym

(s, p) can
be obtained from the Taylor expansion of (1−p)s

p2 h0
J{1,2}

(s, p) by removing all terms corresponding to
odd powers of p. Hence

p2

(1 − p)s
h0

Jsym
(s, p) = 1

2

(
p2

(1 − p)s
h{1,2}(s, p) + p2

(1 + p)s
h{1,2}(s, −p)

)

hence
h0

Jsym
(s, p) = 1

2

(
h0

{1,2}(s, p) + (1 − p)s

(1 + p)s
h0

{1,2}(s, −p)
)

. (23)

We will need several elementary estimates collected in the following lemma.

Lemma A.2. Inequalities

0 < esp − (1 + p)s <
sp2

2 esp, (24)

0 < e−sp − (1 − p)s <
sp2

2(1 − p)e−sp (25)

and

0 < e−2sp − (1 − p)s

(1 + p)s
<

2
3

sp3

(1 − p2)2 e−2sp (26)

hold for all 0 < p < 1 and s ⩾ 1.

Proof. The lower bound of the first inequality follows from the well-known elementary inequality
1 + p < ep. For the upper bound, note that this inequality also implies (1 + p)e−p < 1. Therefore,

esp − (1 + p)s = sesp
∫ p

0
((1 + x) e−x)s−1xe−x dx < sesp

∫ p

0
xe−x dx <

sp2

2 esp.

In a similar way

e−sp − (1 − p)s = se−sp
∫ p

0
((1 − x) ex)s−1xex dx <

sp2

2 e−spep.
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Evaluating ep < 1/(1 − p) in the last estimate immediately leads to the upper bound of the second
inequality. Note that

d

dx

(
e2x 1 − x

1 + x

)
= − 2e2xx2

(x + 1)2 < 0,

when x ̸= 0 from which is the lower bound of the third inequality follows. For the upper bound

e−2sp − (1 − p)s

(1 + p)s
= e−2sps

∫ p

0

(
e2x 1 − x

1 + x

)s−1 2e2xx2

(x + 1)2 dx

< e−2sps
∫ p

0

2e2xx2

(x + 1)2 dx

< 2e−2sps
∫ p

0

x2

(1 − x2)2 dx

<
2
3

sp3

(1 − p2)2 e−2sp,

here we used the inequality e2x < 1/(1 − x)2 to evaluate e2x under the integration sign.

Lemma A.3. The function h0
{1,2}(s, p) satisfies the following inequalities:

g(sp) ⩽ h0
{1,2}(s, p) ⩽ g(sp) +

(
1 + 1√

e

)
p

1 − p
(27)

and

h0
Jsym

(s, p) ⩽ 1
2
(
g(sp) + e−2spg(−sp)

)
+ 1

2

(
1 + 2

e3/4

)
p

1 − p
+ 4e3/2 − 1

6e3
p2

(1 − p2)2 (28)

for 0 < p < 1 and s ∈ Z+, where

g(x) = 1 − 2e−x + 1 − e−x

x
.

Proof. The expression (22) for h0
{1,2}(s, p) leads to the identity

h0
{1,2}(s, p) − g(sp) = p

1 − p
+
(
e−sp − (1 − p)s

)(
2 + 1

sp

)
.

Since the right-hand side of this identity is always positive by inequality (25) of Lemma A.2, the lower
bound of inequality (27) follows immediately. For the upper bound, application of the inequality
(25) of Lemma A.2 leads to the estimate

h0
{1,2}(s, p) − g(sp) ⩽ p

1 − p

(
1 + e−sp

(
sp + 1

2

))
. (29)

Since the function 1 + e−x
(
x + 1

2

)
has a unique maximum for x > 0 equal to 1 + 1√

e
, the upper

bound of the theorem follows.
Formula (23) allows us to express h0

Jsym
(s, p) in terms of the functions h0

{1,2}(s, p) and h0
{1,2}(s, −p),

while inequality (27) suggests that h0
{1,2}(s, p) and h0

{1,2}(s, −p) can be approximated by g(sp) and
g(−sp), respectively. With this in mind, we can write:

h0
Jsym

(s, p) = 1
2
(
g(sp) + e−2spg(−sp)

)
+ R1 + R2 + R3
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where

R1 = 1
2
(
h0

{1,2}(s, p) − g(sp)
)

R2 = 1
2

(
(1 − p)s

(1 + p)s

(
h0

{1,2}(s, −p) − g(−sp)
))

R3 = 1
2

(
(1 − p)s

(1 + p)s
− e−2sp

)
g(−sp)

Note that the quantity R2 can be expressed by substituting the expressions for g(−sp) and h0
{1,2}(s, −p)

into it as
R2 = 1

2
(1 − p)s

(1 + p)s

(
−p

1 + p
+ (esp − (1 + p)s)

(
2 − 1

sp

))
.

Dropping here the negative terms −p

1 + p
and (esp − (1 + p)s)

(
− 1

sp

)
and making use of inequalities

(24) and (26) of the Lemma A.2 we get

R2 ⩽
(1 − p)s

(1 + p)s (esp − (1 + p)s) ⩽ e−2sp sp2

2 esp ⩽
sp2

2 e−sp <
sp2e−sp

2(1 − p) .

Note that R1 can be readily evaluated using the inequality (29), applying which together with the
above estimate of R2 we obtain the upper bound for the sum of these two quantities

R1 + R2 ⩽
1
2

p

1 − p

(
1 + e−sp

(
2sp + 1

2

))
⩽

1
2

(
1 + 2

e3/4

)
p

1 − p
,

since maxx>0
(
1 + e−x

(
2x + 1

2

))
= 1 + 2

e3/4 .

Since both the quantity g(−x) and its multiplier in the expression for R3 are negative when
x > 0, it follows that R3 is positive. Applying inequality (26) from Lemma (A.2), we obtain:

R3 < −1
2e−2spg(−sp)2

3
sp3

(1 − p2)2 e−2sp ⩽
4e3/2 − 1

6e3
p2

(1 − p2)2

since
max
x>0

e−2x(−g(x))x = 4e3/2 − 1
2e3 .

By combining the obtained estimates for R1, R2, and R3, we derive inequality (28) of the lemma.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. The proof follows immediately from the fact that hJ(s, p) ⩽ h0
J(s, p), as estab-

lished in Lemma A.1. This implies that CJ(p), defined as the maximum of hJ(s, p) over s ∈ [1, +∞),
cannot exceed the corresponding maximum of h0

J(s, p). The inequalities in the lemma then follow
directly from the upper bounds for h0

J(s, p) provided by Lemma A.3, while also taking into ac-
count that g(x) and

(
g(x) + e−2xg(−x)

)
/2 attain their unique maximum values of 1.21824 . . . and

0.58921 . . ., respectively, on the interval (0, +∞) (see Figure 1). Furthermore, replacing the irra-
tional constants involved with their numerical upper bound estimates we complete the proof of both
inequalities of the lemma.
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Figure 1: Graph of g(x) and
(
g(x) + e−2xg(−x)

)
/2

For the computation of the items in the Table 1 we used the exact expression for hJ(s, p). One
can easily show that function h(s, p) can be expressed as:

hJ(s, p) = (1 − p)s

p2

 p

(1 − p)s+1 − s

ps

∫ p

0

ts

(1 − t)s+1 −
∑
k∈J

k2

(k + s)2

(
k + s

k

)
pk

 .

The integral term in this expression can be evaluated explicitly as:∫ p

0

ts

(1 − t)s+1 dt =
s−1∑
j=0

(−1)j+s+1

j + 1

(
p

1 − p

)j+1

+ (−1)s+1 log(1 − p)

when s is a positive integer. This provides an expression for h(s, p) in terms of finite sums and
elementary functions. The first row of the Table 1 was computed applying the resulting expression
with J = {1, 2}. For the second row we expressed hJsym(s, p) in terms of hJ(s, p) using the relation

hJsym(s, p) = 1
2

(
h{1,2}(s, p) + (1 − p)s

(1 + p)s
h{1,2}(s, −p)

)
.
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