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Convergence in y? Distance to the Normal Distribution for
Sums of Independent Random Variables
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Abstract

Suppose n independent random variables X7, Xo, ..., X,, have zero mean and equal vari-
ance. We prove that if the average of x? distances between these variables and the normal
distribution is bounded by a sufficiently small constant, then the x? distance between their
normalized sum and the normal distribution is O(1/n).
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1 Introduction

Suppose

X1+ X+ + X,
= NG
where X; are independent, EX; = 0 and EX j2 = 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

Sh

67:1:2/2

p(z) = ﬁ7

if fairly general conditions are satisfied. The closeness of the distribution of S, 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 x? distance between
these two distributions. For a random variable Y with a density p(x) the x? distance between the
distribution of Y and that of the standard normal distribution is defined as

(Y, N) = /;Oo (328 - 1)2¢(x) d,
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where @(z) 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

1 oo 1
sup [B(Y <) = 0(u)| < 5 [ Ipla) — o (@) | dr < 53V N,
Y —0o0

where ®(x) = [T ¢(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 y?-distance is an upper bound
for the information divergence distance

/_J:Op(x) log g((z)) dr < xX*(Y,N).

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

P(Y <y) — ®(y)| < /min{®(y), 1 — &(y)}\/x2(Y. V).

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

The earliest result evaluating x*(.S,,, ) is the paper by Fomin (1982) who showed that if all the
variables X; have the same distribution and a certain condition on the moments of X is satisfied,
then 1

(S N) =0 () .

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 x? distance.

Theorem 1.1 (Bobkov, Chistyakov, and Gétze (2019)). Suppose all the random variables X; are
identically distributed. Then we have x*(S,,N) — 0 as n — oo, if and only if x*(Sn,N) is finite
for some n = ngy, and

Ee'™ < e for all real t # 0. (1)

In this case, x2-distance admits and Edgeworth-type expansion

s—2
C; 1
(SN =X 210 (=) (2)
which is valid for every s = 3,4,... with coefficients c; representing certain polynomials in the
moments EX* k=3,...,j+2.
The main result of this paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose X1, Xs,..., X, with n = 2 are independent random wvariables such that
EX; =0 and ]EXJ? =1 forall j=1,2,...,n. There exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such that if

1
— > XX N) <0.82
ni3



then

X2 (Sn, N) <

2
1 n
n]z:lX2 X]7N +C( ZX XJ7N)>

If the independent random variables Xy, Xo, ..., X, are symmetric (that is —X; and X; have the
same distribution) in addition to having zero mean and variance equal to one, then there exists an
absolute constant Cy > 0 that if

Y*(X;,N) < 1.69

M=

1
na -

J
then

G
2_11\{n

X (Sn, V) <

2
Z XJ7N )+ C (iz XJ7N>
J=1 =1

The constants C,Cy are absolute.

In other words, we prove that if the distributions of X; are, on average, sufficiently close to the
standard normal distribution in y? distance, then the y? distance between the normalized sum S,
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, C; 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 S, are identically distributed our theorem means that if
X2(X1,N) < 0.82 then x*(S,,N) = O(1/n), which according to Theorem 1.1 implies that X;
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 y? distance from the standard normal distribution does not
exceed 0.96. If the variable Y is symmetric with unit variance, we show that x?(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

S i <<S>>, @)

where H,(z) are Hermite polynomials of n-th order. His approach relied on analysis of certain
recurrence identities that quantities EH,, (S, ) 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
S, to the standard normal distribution involves bounding expectations of the form

Eg(Sn),

where ¢ is a test function satisfying



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

so that
Eg(Sn) = E(Suf(Sn) = f'(Sn))- (4)

The right-hand side of this expression can often be bounded more easily using properties of the
summands of S, 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:

Hyi1(x) = wHy(2) — Hy (),

which immediately implies
EHp1(Sn) = B(SyHum(Sn) = Hyy(Sh))-

The right-hand side is structurally identical to that in Stein’s identity (4). This identity allows us
to derive recurrence relations for EH,,(S,) that lead to sharper upper bounds for the y*-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 x? distance in the context of Poisson approximation. In the context of
Poisson approximation, we successfully obtained estimates for the y2?-distance that are comparable
to those previously derived by complex-analytic methods by Zacharovas and Hwang (2010).

2 Proofs

2.1 y? 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

> H,(x
Z ( )Zn _ emz—z2/2' (5)
— nl
Hence applying the formula for Taylor coefficients of an infinite series H,(z) = wz—2"/2 we
z=0

can easily compute any number of first Hermite polynomials. For example
Ho(z) =1, Hi(x)==x, Hy(z)=2>-1, Hs(z)=21*-3z

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

| @) ot da

[l owar =3 5| [ @ @) s 0

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

is finite, then

Hoia(w) = 2 H, () — Hy (). (7)
3. Suppose numbers a, B are such that
@2 + ﬁZ — 1,
then the following addition formula for Hermite polynomials is true
n m B
Ho (o409 = 3 (1) s o) i () a5 ®)
k=0
and if B # 0, then
n m B _
i ooty = 3 (1) s o) H 1) a3, )
k=0

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. Szegé (1975). Addition formula (8)
is an easy consequence of the identity

2 (B2)— (62

e(a:aerﬁ)zf é _ ez(az)

between generating functions (5) of Hermite polynomials for variables z, y and za + yfB. For
o = f = 1/4/2 this formula also appears in Szegd (1975) and for general o, 3 it was already used by
Bobkov et al. (2019) for the analysis of x? distance. The formula (9) is obtained by differentiating
the formula (8) with respect to y and dividing both sides by £.

O

Let p(z) be the density of a random variable Y. If x*(Y, N) is finite, then the integral

/ j (Zz((?)f o) d

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

yields the identity

2



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

[ +: p(@)Ho(x) = EH, (V).

Hence taking into account that EHy(Y) = 1 we can express the x?(Y, ) in terms of moments of
Hermite polynomials of YV as

(Y, N) = /+°° (P(@)ZSD(QC)CI:C_ 1 i M

—oo \p (2) n!

n=1

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

Note that Hi(z) = x and Hy(z) = 2> — 1. Therefore, if the random variable Y has zero mean
(EY = 0) and unit variance (EY? = 1), then

EH,(Y) = EH,(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 x? 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 S,, may have different variances. Let

Sy =Xy +02Xo+ -+ 0, X,

where X are independent, EX; = 0 and EX? = 1 and o} + 03 +--- + 0, = 1 with 07 < 1 for all

j=1,2,...,n. Let us also define
. Sp — 01 Xy,

2
1— oy

Sn;k
thus

Sn: 1—U%Sn;k—|—0ka.

To evaluate the right-hand side of Parseval’s identity (3), which expresses x?(S,, ) 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
[ _ e
2 ( ')EHM (Su) JEH; (Xi) (1 = o) 920}

holds for all m > 1 and n > 2.

Proof. Applying the identity (7) we can evaluate

EHp1(Sn) = E(SyHn(S0) — Hy,(Sn))

n 10
= Z(EUkaHm( 1 _O_I%Sn;k"i_o—ka) —UzEH:n( 1 —aﬁSn;kjLaka)) ( )
k=1
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for all m > 0. The identities (8) and (9) applied with a = oy, 5 = /1 — 0%, y = Sy and z = X,
take form

H, < 1 — 02, + Uk:Xk:> =3 (T) Hypi (Spae) Hy (X3) (1 = 02)m=9/257

j=0
/ 2 1 & (m ) 2\ (m—j)/2 j
Hm 1—akSn;k+aka = ;Z L Hm—j (Sn;k> Hj (Xk) (1_Uk) 0p.-
k j=0
Plugging the above two expressions into the identity (10) and taking into account that S, and X}

are independent, we obtain

m

]EHm-i-l(Sn) = i ZO <?>EHm_] (S )E(XkH (Xk) HJ/ (Xk)> (1 — gz)(m_ﬂ)/Qo‘i‘H

Identity (7) implies that Xj,H; (Xy) — H} (X)) = Hjy1 (Xg), therefore

B(5) = 323 () (S B (00 1= )]
Applying the binomial identity (m) = (Tj_f) L 111 we can rewrite our expression as
- T im41 , o
EH, m+1 = Z m T 1 Z ( EH i1 (Sn;k)JEHj (Xk) (1 - UZ)(m—H ])/20#

Replacing here m with m — 1 we obtain the recurrence of the theorem. O]

We will routinely use the notation

B(m, k,p) = (Z)p’“(l —p)" .

Lemma 2.3. Suppose

ay,as. ..

bo, by, . .-

are two arbitrary sequences of real numbers, then

>

m=1

2

Z bm kkak (m7 k7p)
mp =

<( z ) () rom (Sa) (1)

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

Cy(p) = max hy(s, p),

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

D™ pezn\g

Here and throughout, Z" denotes the set of all positive integers.
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Proof. Let us denote
1 m
= — > by_rkag\/B(m,k, 12
mp Z kRag (m, k,p) (12)

for all m > 1. Applying Cauchy 1nequahty we get

2
1 m
k=1

eaf =

1 m 2
212 <Z CL%) Z ‘bm—k” kQB (mv kap)
p” \x=1 1§cl;§]m

< (Z a’i) m2 2 Z ‘bm—k‘ kQB (m7 k7p)
k=1 D™\ 1<k<m

k]

Summing this inequality from m = 1 to co we obtain

i 2 1 2
Z‘Cm‘ < (Z ak) Z 2.9 Z ‘bmfk‘ k2B <m7k7p)
m=1 msp 1<ksm
keJ
2k*B (m, k, p)
a bpt| —— "2
<(£44) £ En 8
kT
e O X kK*B (k + s,k,p)
< 2 b A
(Zet) S oh
kT
s > 2 k2B (k+ s,k p)
< a2 bs ) TV
(St Sl S
kdT
thus
S fenf < (3t ) Sl haton
m=1 k=1 s=0
where k*B (k k.p) (1 ) k2 k
+87 y P —p s + s k
hj(s,p) = = ( )p
7(&:2) ke;\J (k + s)?p? p? keZZ+\J (F+s)?\ k
note that Bk ko) .
) ’p p
hiO,p)= > —H= > =
keZ\J p? keZ+\J p?
therefore

(s,p).

el < (Xt) & e (Sat) 2
m=1 k=1

k=1 / kezt\J s=1

Evaluating h (s, p) with its upper bound C;(p) on the right side of the above inequality and recalling
the definition (12) of ¢, we complete the proof of the lemma. O]
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Lemma 2.4. The following estimates for C;(p) hold for 0 < p < 1, where J is a specific set defined
below:
1. If J ={1,2}, then
Cioy(p) < 1.2183 + 1.6066%.
-D

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

2

p

Cr <05893+09724—+014057.
ey (P) 1—p (1—p?)?

Upper bounds for the first nine values of Cq12y(1/n) and Cj,,,,(1/n) are provided in Table 1.

n 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Cpugoy(1/n) | 2.1327 | 1.6582 | 1.5043 | 1.4293 | 1.3851 | 1.3560 | 1.3354 | 1.3202 | 1.3085
Cp(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 Cpy93(1/n) and Cgym(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
S :O'1X1+O'2X2+"'+O'nX

where X; are independent, EX; = 0, IEX2 =1and0 < a <1 forall 1 < j < n. Assume further

that the variances satisfy o3 + o3 + -+ 02 = 1. Let us also assume that J is a set of integers such
that

EH,(X;) =0
whenever k € J for all j =1,2,...,n. Let us also define

Then

X (S N) < 3 ( > ai‘“’) (X N) 4 - 07O () (X NN (Sies N)
k=1 \jezZ+t\J k=1
foralln > 2.

Remark. Since each X; has zero mean and unit variance, it follows that EH,(X;) = EHy(X;) =0
for all j. Hence, the integers 1 and 2 can always be assumed to belong to the set J.



Proof. Dividing both sides of the recurrence identity in Theorem 2.2 by v/m!, we can rewrite it in
the following form:

EHm(Sn) zn:iEH nk) EH; (Xk)
V! M=/ (m—g)!
We introduce the following notation for simplicity
Efn(Sn) iy _ BHn(Suk) o _ BH; (X)
Vml vml Vil

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

n 1 non n;k k :
b = — 33 b jaly B(m, 5. o).

B(m, j, o%).

b =

2
= (Z ben J)jag B(m, j, a,%))
< ()8 ( S B )

Xn: ( me ]]a (md}ai))

here we have used the fact that 67 4+ 03+ - -+ 02 = 1. Summing both sides of the above inequality
over m = 1,2, ... and applying the estimate from Lemma 2.3, we obtain:

2
oo 9 n oo 1 m s .
m=1 j

< Z 0-13 Z O'z(] 2) (Z |a§k)|2> + OJ Jk (Z |(l ) ,k)’
k=1 j=1 Jj=1 s=1
J¢
2 2
Hence, noting that x?(S,,,N') = ‘b , X2 (S, N) = f,f:l‘bgg;k)’ , and % ( Xy, N) = ;’;’Zl‘agj) ,
the inequality stated in the theorem follows immediately. O

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 x?(S,,, )
in the form of an n-th order polynomial in the variables x*(X;, '), whose coefficients depend on

0?,03,...,02. However, since analyzing such polynomials is quite intricate, we will henceforth

rn
restrict our attention to the simplest case, where all summands of .S,, have the same variance, equal
to 1/n, i.e.,
1
01 =09 = =0p = —F#—.
vn

In this case, the theorem takes the following form.
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Theorem 2.6. Suppose
X1_|_X2_|_..._|_Xn

vn

where X; are independent, EX; = 0 and IEX]2 = 1. Let us also define

S, =

Spik = X;
v — 1<jz;n
Jj#k
then
,W&A0<(Z 1)1§k%nN> L) S (X N (S )
b ' n]_2 n ) bl n )
]€Z+\J k=1 k=1

where J is a set of integers such that

EH,(X;) =0
whenever k € J forall j =1,2,...,n

Corollary 2.7. Under the conditions of the previous theorem

n 0{12} 1/n
(50 N) € gy T AX Caxll/m)

n

ZXXN)@WM- (13)

If we additionally assume that all X; are symmetric (that is the distribution of —X is the same as
that of X;) then we get the inequality

V(S0 N) < ifm, D) S o NS N). (1)

k:1 n k=1
where Jgym = {2} U {2m + 1|m > 0}.

Proof. Note that requirement of the Theorem 2.6 that all variables X; have zero mean and variances
equal to one implies that EH;(X;) = EHy(X;) = 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

Z i 1 1
jez\{1,23 " ma on—1

In the case when all X; 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
EHsp+1(X;) =0 for all m > 0 and 1 < j < n. This means that we can apply the inequality of the

Theorem 2.6 with J = Jg,,,. In this case
1 1 1 1 1

S gmcwtate T

2 4 6
. n n n
JEZT \Jsym

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 ay, as, . . . , ayp
holds the inequality

1 1\
—_— a . a . “ e a . < J— am
N (k) 1<j1aj;,jk<n e e (n mzzzl ) (15>
N#jF - Fik

where we have used the notation ngy =n(n —1)(n —2)---(n —k +1).

Proposition 2.9. Suppose we have a function p : 2% — [0, 4+00) defined on all subsets of a finite
set Q, = {1,2,3,...,n} that satisfies the inequality

1 Cla
n(A) < T keAu({ P+ A keAu({k})u(A\{k})

for all subsets A C €, with at least two elements |A| = 2, where Cy,Cs,...,C, is a sequence of
positive numbers. Then for all sets A C §,, holds the inequality

k
1 4] 1

A n({k}) +ZC|A|C|A| 17 Claj k42 TAl n({k}) | -
| | keA | | keA

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

T{EDES

1 4] 1

p(A) < p({k}) +ZC\AIC\AI 1 Clajr > p(inHei}) - (i)
14] & [ Al

(k) j1€A,ja€A, ... jrEA
J1#£GeFF Ik

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

Theorem 2.10. Suppose X1, X, ..., X, are independent random variables such that EX; = 0 and
EX? =1 for all j =1,2,...,n. Then holds the inequality

(SN < nll( >y Xj,m) L+ DuDys D (iixQ(Xj,N)) (16)

k=2
where the sequence Dy, D3, ... is a sequence of positive absolute constants such that

lim D, = hm C’{l 21 (p) < 1.2183.

n—oo

If in addition to previous conditions we know that all X1, X, ..., X, are symmetric random variables
(that is the distribution of —X; is the same as that of X;), then

k—1
1 1 n n
X2(S’I’L7N) < TL2 1 (n ZX2(Xj17N)) 1 + Z LnLn—l o 'Ln—k+2 ( ZX le,N))
j=1 k=2 j=1
(17)
where the sequence Lo, Ls, ... is a sequence of positive absolute constants such that

lim L, = hm CJoym(p) < 0.5893.

n—o0

12



Proof. Multiplying both sides of inequality (13) by n — 1 we get

12 C 1/n —1 n
X2(Sn, N (n — 1) 52 (X, N {”}(n/ =2 5" (X N) (1 = 2)X% (St N)
k=1 k=1
for all n > 3. For n = 2 we have
1 2 C’ (1/2) &
SZ: 5 Z Xka {1 2} / Z Xk7 (SZ;kaN)
k=1 k=1

Let us define

and

— 2(_1 <. ) .
V(A): (|A| 1)X <\/|72]6AX],N), 1f|A|>2
X (Xj’N)’ if |[A] =1 with A = {j}.

With these notations the inequality (13) will take form
1 A
WA < o S o) + TS (kAN (k)
[4] | iea Al i

Application of Propositon (2.9) with u = v, C,, = D,, and A = {1,2,...,n} immediately leads to
the estimate (16) of the theorem.
For the symmetric case let us define

n?—1 .
Ln _ {Cngm(léTL) (n—1)2—1 ifn > 3 (18)

Crm(l/n)(n*=1) ifn=2

and

2 1)y (¥, , :
OJ(A): (|A| ].)X (ﬁZJEAXJ7N>, 1f|A|>2
X (X5 N, if |A] =1 with A = {j}.

With these notations the inequality (14) will take form

1 L b
w(A)<|A‘Z w{kD + 74

keA

> w({kHw(A\ {k}).

keA

Applying again Proposition (2.9) with y = w, C,, = L,, and A = {1,2,...,n} we obtain the estimate
(17) of the theorem. O

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

0, otherwise.
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The x? distance from normal distribution of a random variable Y with such a density is

+oo
P () r—1=0.3285...

XZ(XvN):/

- 2
oo () 36“”2

Thus in the case when all random variables X; are uniformly distributed on the interval [—+/3, /3]
the inequality (17) will take form

2 X n —
X2 (Sn, N) < w (1 +> LyLypy- Ln—k+2(X2(X17N))k 1) (19)

1 k=2

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

3.2
LoyLy 1+ Ly jrg < ——2.18%1
1 B2 S 57g 8

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

1.6
X2 (Sn, V) < 21

which is valid for all n > 2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. According to the conditions of the theorem the inequality
D; <1.218

holds for all j with exception of a finite number of indices. This means that the product D, D,,_1--- D, 12

can only contain a finite (and bounded by an absolute constant) number of terms larger than 1.218.
Therefore
DyDy_y - Dy_jio < D(1.218)F

for all 2 < k < n where

D.
D= T]] I
s 1218
D;>1.218
Hence
n 1 n k;_l 1 n n
> DpDyi Dyjio (Z (XJ,N)) <D (Z XJ,N> > (1.218  0.82)"
k=2 "= = k=2
( Z (X;,N) ) 3 (0.99876)F7
7j=1 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 y?-distance

Theorem 2.12. Suppose Y is a random variable with a finite x*(Y,N') and J is a set of positive

integers such that
EH,(Y)=0

foralln e J. If

x/2_12
2 : (e )
Y, N) < inf -
X(a ) ;I;OEx_l_ZneJ%

then the condition
EetY < et

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 EH,(Y) =EY = 0.
Proof. Substituting x = Y into the generating function of Hermite polynomials,

o~ ()

xt—t2/2 . n
e = t",
nz:% n!
and taking the expectation on both sides, we obtain the identity
> EH,(Y
EetY = ¢f*/2 Z '( >t". (20)
n=0 n.

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

EetY — /2 i

n=0

~ |[EH,(Y
<6t2/2 1+ ZM

|
n=1 n.

et — 1 — t2n
=214 (e - 1)J X2(Y,N) (772 ?T;f = ) '

If the condition of the theorem is satisfied, then

<€t2/2 . 1)2

21 _ t2n
e e

(Y, N) <

for all ¢t # 0, which leads to inequality
RetY < t*/2 <1 + (€t2/2 _ 1)) — ot

for all ¢ # 0. The theorem is proved. m
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Corollary 2.13. Below are three sufficient conditions under which the random variable Y satisfies
the subgaussian condition Ee®™ < e for all t # 0.

1. If EY =0 and

x/2_12 1
(Y, N) < infu = -

x>0 —1 — g 2

2. FEY =0, EY? =1 and

2 (em/Z —1)?
X (Y,N) < min > =0.96116...
>0 e? —1 —x — o

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

(em/Z _ 1)2
% — 1=

o =1.97044 ...

2!

2 .
X (Y, V) < min

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

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 x*(Y, N\) is finite, yet the subgaussian condition (1) fails to hold.

A Appendix: Upper bounds for C;(p)

Instead of dealing with h;(s,p) we will consider a simpler upper bound estimate h%(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(Sup) < h3(87p)

with

(1=p) P’ p_1 ka k)

0 _ L _
hy(s,p) = 0 (1—p)stt + s(l—p)y = (k=1 b

holds for any set J C Z* and all s > 1 and 0 < p < 1.

Proof. We express the binomial coefficient (kzs) in the definition (11) of h,(s,p) as a ratio of

factorials (kzs) = (ZT;!)!, since kzif: < 1, it follows that
(1—p)° (k+s—=2)! 4
hy(s,p) < >k p

P? kEZA\J (k —1)ls!

(21)

o _2p)s (ik(k +_s —3)! - Zk(kz+s —3)!pk> |

p k=0

16



(k+s)! k 1
Ksl P = (1—p)s+t

Making use of identity > 7, we can compute the series

i k+s—2)pk_ p? WP 1
P )ls! (L=p)ytt  s(1=p)*

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

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

1 1—(1-p)
h® =— 21 —p)’ 4+ ———.
{172}(8,]?) 1—p ( p)°+ s

(22)

For the set Jym = {2} U {2m + 1Jm > 0} note that the Taylor expansion of =2 p) hy,,.(8,p) can

(- p 0
hJ{l 2}

be obtained from the Taylor expansion of ¢ (s,p) by removing all terms corresponding to

odd powers of p. Hence

2

P 0 1 p2 2
1—pp Ny (8,P) = 5 mh{lz}(sap) + Wh{lﬁ}(sa —p)

hence
W (5.0) = & (Mg (som) + S0 (s ) (23)
Jaym \5> P {1235 P (1+p) 2 5 =P) -
We will need several elementary estimates collected in the following lemma.

Lemma A.2. Inequalities

2

0<e?—(1+p)Q°< %es”, (24)
2
_ s Sp _
P (1 — o =sp 25
and

_ 1—p)?® 2 sp®
0 2sp ( “ 2sp 26
= T+pr 302" 2

hold for all0 <p<1lands>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 ? < 1. Therefore,

s S P —x\s—1 —x S P —x Sp
—(1+7p) zsep/((l—i—x)e ) e dx<sep/ xe Tdr < — 5 e’.
0 0
In a similar way
2

—s S —s P r\s—1 T sp —s
e —(1—-p) =se p/((l—x)e) re dx<7e PeP.
0

17



Evaluating e? < 1/(1 — p) in the last estimate immediately leads to the upper bound of the second
inequality. Note that

d (,,1—z 2e%7
A (plory 2
dx l+z (x+1)2

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

s -1 2z .2
em2P 7(1 —7) = ¢ 2P /p <€2x - 33'>s s dx
(1+p)* 0 l+z (x4 1)2

P 229: 2
<e’23ps/ €T dz
0 (z+1)2
p 72
o [P
e “Pg ) (1= 1) T

< 278]93 e~ 2P
31-p?)*
here we used the inequality e** < 1/(1 — x)? to evaluate e** under the integration sign. [

Lemma A.3. The function h?m}(s,p) satisfies the following inequalities:

g(sp) < By (s, p) < g(sp) + <1 + 1) P (27)

ve)l—p

and

2 ) P 4e3/2 — 1 p?

1 1
0 —2s
W (3:9) < 5 (9(5p) + €7 g(=sp)) + 3 (1 TEA) 1T T 6 (=) (28)

for0<p<1andse€Z", where

1—e"

X

glx)=1—-2e""+

Proof. The expression (22) for h?m}(s, p) leads to the identity

p —s s 1
h{12y(s,p) — g(sp) = T—p + (6 "—(1-p) ) (2 + 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

1
{1 9y(s,p) — g(sp) < lfp (1 +e™*P (sp + 2)) . (29)

Since the function 1+ e™* (x + %) has a unique maximum for z > 0 equal to 1 + %7 the upper

bound of the theorem follows.

Formula (23) allows us to express hgsym (s, p) in terms of the functions hf{)m} (s,p) and h?m} (s,—p),
while inequality (27) suggests that Y, » (s, p) and h{, 5, (s, —p) can be approximated by g(sp) and
g(—sp), respectively. With this in mind, we can write:

1
Wy (5:0) = 5 (9(sp) + € *g(=sp)) + Ry + Ry + Ry

18



where

Ry = 5 (W) (5.9) — 9(s0))
1((1=p) /.,
Ry = B (M (h{1,2}(37 —p) — 9(_317)))
_ 1 (1 _p)s _ 6—2317 -5
Ry = 5 <(1+p>s >g( p)

Note that the quantity Ry can be expressed by substituting the expressions for g(—sp) and h?m}(s, —p)

into it as
_A=p (= s (o L
RQ—Q(HP)S(HPH <1+p>>(2 p))

1
Dropping here the negative terms and (e — (1 +p)’) (—) and making use of inequalities
sp

+p
24) and (26) of the Lemma A.2 we get
( g
(1-p) s sy SD” sp® sp?e P
R, < P _ (1 < 2l pop 2 oo o 207

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

1 p _ 1 1 2 P
Rom < (e (i ) <L (ih 2) 2
1+ 2\21_p +e Sp+2 S5 +65/4 —p
since max,-q (1 +e” (2:16 + %)) =1+ 63%

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

1 2 sp 4e32 -1 p?
R, < —= —2sp . (__ I - <
2=y )y T e Ges  (1—p2)?
since 32
4e°/= — 1
—2x( - -
max e (—g(z))z 505

By combining the obtained estimates for Ry, Rs, and Rj3, we derive inequality (28) of the lemma. [

Proof of Lemma 2./. The proof follows immediately from the fact that hy(s,p) < h%(s,p), as estab-
lished in Lemma A.1. This implies that C;(p), defined as the maximum of h, (s, p) over s € [1,4+00),
cannot exceed the corresponding maximum of hY(s,p). The inequalities in the lemma then follow
directly from the upper bounds for hY(s,p) provided by Lemma A.3, while also taking into ac-
count that g(x) and (g(x) + 6*2“9(—@)/2 attain their unique maximum values of 1.21824 ... and
0.58921 ..., respectively, on the interval (0,+o00) (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) + 6_2’”9(—95))/2

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

(1-p) p s [t B (k+s) 4
e e )

keJ

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

p 15 B s—1 (_1>j+8+1 P Jj+1 .
/0 mdt—z (1_p) +(=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 h,,,. (s, p) in terms of h;(s,p) using the relation
1—p)*

1
Ry (8,0) = B <h{1,2}(87p) + Mh{m}(& —P)> :
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