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Estimates of moments and tails of Gaussian chaoses

Rafat Latala

Abstract

We derive two sided estimates on moments and tails of Gaussian
chaoses, i.e. random variables of the form Y a;, .. i,9i, * - - gi,, Where g;
are i.i.d. N'(0,1) r.v.’s. Estimates are exact up to constants depending
on d only.

1 Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to give precise bounds on moments and tails
of Gaussian chaoses of order d, that is random variables of the form S =
Zi1<i2<...<id @iy .49 - - Giy- We will in the sequel only consider decoupled

chaoses S = > aiglgll) e 92'(;1)7 where g§k) are independent standard N (0, 1)
normal random variables and (a;) = (@i, ....i;)1<i1,...iu<N is & finite multiin-
dexed matrix — since, under natural symmetry assumptions, moments and
tails of S and S are comparable with constants depending only on d (cf. [H]).

For d = 1 we obviously have for p > 2
/ /
) 1wl = (32 a2) gl ~ va( Yo a2) "

For the chaoses of order 2 we have for any finite rectangular matrix (a;;)
and p > 2

1 2
2) 1> aizo gy ~ VBl (aip)ll.y + pll@i) iy oy
ij
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where ||(ai5)|l 11,2y = [l(aij)llms = (3,5 a;)'/? and

@iy = sup { 3 asgzay alle < 1, lglle < 1},
]
The upper part of the estimate (£) was obtained in [7], the lower one is much
easier, cf. [8]. One of the reasons why the case of d = 2 turned out to be
relatively simple is that every square matrix is orthogonally equivalent to

the diagonal matrix.
For d > 3 Borell [] and Arcones, Giné [3] showed that

3
(3) ) ) )
15lp ~a ZPWQESUP{ZMH%EE) H gg): lzW]s < 1,1 <1< k}
k=1

i =1 I=k+1

The above formula gives the precise dependence on p, but unfortunately
involves suprema of empirical processes that are in general not easy to es-
timate. For generalizations of (Bl) to the nongaussian case cf. [I] and [IT].
In this paper we present bounds on moments and tails that involve only
deterministic quantities.

Let us comment on the organization of the paper. In the next section we
present notation and definitions that will be used in the rest of the paper and
formulate main results. In section 3 we obtain bounds on entropy numbers
for distances on products of euclidean balls. This will provide a crucial tool
to estimate suprema of certain Gaussian processes that naturally appear in
the study of Gaussian chaoses. Finally in the last section we present proofs
of main results.

2 Notation and Main Results

We use letter C' to denote universal positive constants, that may change
from line to line and C(d) to denote positive constants, depending only on
d. (C(d) may also differ at each occurrence). We write f ~ g if %f <g<Cf
and f ~q g if ﬁ f < g <C(d)f. The canonical euclidean norm of a vector
x is denoted by ||z|]2. Recall that the p-th moment of a real random variable
X is defined as | X |, := (E|X|P)'/.

Let d > 1 and A = (ai)i<i;,...i;<n be a finite multiindexed matrix of
order d. Ifi € {1,...,n}% and I C {1,...,d} then we define i; := (i;)jer.
For disjoint nonnempty subsets Iy,..., I of {1,...,d} we put

1 k 1 k
Al g, = sup { Y aaly) -2l PPy <1 ) <.

i ir,



Thus for example

Al = (X a?)”

i
and

[(aiji)l{1y12,3) = sup {(Z (Zaijkxi)2)1/2: Zw? < 1}

gk i
= sup { < Z <Z aijkxjk>2>l/2: Z x?k < 1}.
i gk jk

By S(k,d) we denote a set of all partitions of {1,...,d} into k nonempty
disjoint sets I1,...,I;. For p > 1 we put

d
mp(A):=> " > Al

k=1 (I1,..., Ik )ES(k,d)
Our main result is

Theorem 1. For any multiindezed finite matric A = (ai)i<i,,...ij<n ond
p > 2 we have

< C(d)ymy(A).

1 T.0
@) ™ < > el

‘p

Theorem [Mlmay be easily translated into the following two sided estimate
for tails.

Corollary 1. For anyt > 0 and d > 2 we have

1 ¢ 2/k
—e — C(d) min min _
C(d) Xp[ ( )1§kgd (In,....I1) €S (k,d) <|]AH11___Ik> ]

d .
<e(|aflor1=9

1

1 t 2/k
<0 — — mi i S .
< )exp[ Cd) 12024 (I, 1O es(k.d) <\|A||,1,_,,k> }

In view of (@) it is clear that the proof of (@) should be based on estima-
tion of norms of some random Gaussian matrices. Next theorem is in our
opinion of independent interest and has been recently applied in [2] to get
moment estimates for canonical U-statistics.



Theorem 2. For any d > 2 and any finite matriz A we have for p > 2

(5) EH (Z aigid> O (d)p1=D2m,(A).

‘{1}...{[1—1} =

REMARK. We suspect that in fact a stronger estimate may hold, namely

£ (o)

‘{1}...{61_1}

< O(d) inf (sa1(4) + 9| All ).ty + 2 Al )
< C(d) (saa(A) + AN 2LV 1A ),

where

sac1(A) = Y Allganiuy: 1<i<d-125)-

1<j<d-1

However we are not able to show this result for d > 3.

3 Entropy Estimates and Gaussian Processes

By 7n,+ we will denote the distribution of tG,,, where G,, = (g15---,9n) is a
canonical n-dimensional Gaussian vector. We also put Ggf ). (ggl), ceey gy(f ))
for i.i.d. copies of G,.

If p is a metric on a set T, N(T, p,t) is the minimal number of closed
balls of radius ¢ that are necessary to cover 1. The closed unit euclidean

ball in R" is denoted by B3.

Lemma 1. For any norms aj,ap on R", y € S C By andt > 0,

t*2/2

NI)—t

Yt (x: ay(z —y) < 4tEaq(G), a2(x) < 4tEas(G,) + ag(y)) >
Proof. Let

K :={x e R": ay(x) < 4Ea1(G,), a2(x) < 4tEay(Gp)}.
By Chebyshev’s inequality,

1 — Y (K) < P (tGr) > 4Eaq (tGy)) + P(a2(tG,) > 4Eas(tGy)) < 1/2.



By the symmetry of K we get for any y € B,

Yoty + K) = e WP/ /K W dy, ()

_ P/ / %(e<w>/t2 + e WD) dy,, 1 (2)
K

> exp(—t2/2)n(K) > %exp(—t‘2/2)-

Finally, notice that if x € y + K, then aj(x — y) < 4tEa1(Gy), as(z) <
ay(z —y) + ax(y) < 4tEay(Gp) + aa(y).

Let o be a norm on R™ "4 and the distance p, on R™ x ... x R™ be
defined by

g ; 1 d 1 d
pa(xuy) _a(z@lx _Z@y)forxz('x7 , L )7y:(y7 Y )7
d .
where i<§1 at = (zf, "'x?d)hém,m,idﬁnd- Fort >0, T CR™ x ... x R" we
put
d
T k T
Wy (a,t) = Zt Z Wi (o),
k=1 IC{l,..d}: #I=k

where

W/ () := sup Ea<<H xf’v Hgf,l:))“l)

xeT k¢l kel

To simplify the notation we will write W; and Wy instead of Wg and WIT
if T'= By x ...x By

Lemma 2. For any t >0 and x € By' X ... x By¢ we have

(6) Vit 4ng.t (Ba (x, ij}(a,4t))) > 9 d exp(—dt_2/2).
Proof. We will proceed by induction on d. For d = 1 we have
Ba(x, Wix}(a,4t)) ={y e R": a(z —y) < 4Ea(G,,)}

and (@) follows by Lemma [l
Now suppose that (@) holds for d — 1 we will show that it is also satisfied
for d.



Let us first notice that

¢ ;, 4 1,.d .d -1 , d-1 4
(7) a(@x—q%y)éa(x—y)+aw(®x—j§y)
: b

i=1 = =1 1=

where o! and oy are norms on R"4 and R™"™d-1 respectively, defined by

al(z) = aCle 9 ® z) and  ay(z) == a(z ®@y).
Then obviously
(8) Ea'(Gy,) = Wi ().
Moreover if we put 7(x) = (z',...,2% ) and define a norm o on R by

the formula
a2(y) == Wi (1)

then

(9) tEa?(Gn,) + a?(z?) = 3 #IW I (1),
1C{1,..d}: 1£0,{d}

Notice also that by the induction assumption we have for any z € R"d,

d—1 . d-1 .
(10) Yyt dng_ it (y e RM T tnd-1, az< ®Q x' — '®1 yl) < ait(z))
1=

i=1
> 2! exp(—(d — 1)t7?/2)).
Finally let
A ni+..4+nqg. 1/,..d d 1
A(x) == {ye}R o (2% —y?) < AtEa(Gy,),
aZt(yd) < 4tEaz21t(Gnd) + ait(azd),
=1 A=l 2 (d
ayd< .(§_§>1 r = .@19 > < ag(y )}

By [@)-@) we get A(x) C By(x, Wd{x} (v, 4t)) and therefore by (), Lemma
[ and Fubini’s theorem we get

Tna+...4ng,t <Ba (X, ij} (a, 4t))) > 7n1+---+nd,t(A(X)) > 2_d eXp(_dt_2/2)'

O



Corollary 2. For any T C By' x ... x By? and t € (0,1],
N(T, Pos Wg(a,t)) < exp(Cdt™?).
In particular

N<B£“ X X B;’d,pa,Wd(a,t)) < exp(Cdt™?).

Proof. Obviously WT (a,t) > supycr ij} (a,t). Therefore by Lemma P2 we
have for any x € T,

(11) Yrit..4ngt (Ba <x, W¥(a, 4t))) > 2 4exp(—dt2/2).

Suppose that there exist xi,...,xy € T such that p(x;,x;) > Wg(a,t) >
2W T (a,t/2) for i # j. Then sets By (x;, W7 (a,t/2)) are disjoint, so by ()
we obtain N < 2¢exp(32dt=2). Hence

N(T, pa, Wy (a, 1)) < 2% exp(32dt™2) < exp(33dt™2).
O

To finish this section let us recall standard estimates for Gaussian pro-
cesses.

Lemma 3. Let (Xi)ier be a centered Gaussian process and T = UfllTl,
then

E sup X; < max Esup X; + C'v/logm sup (E(Xt — X5)2)1/2.
teT l teT; t,s€T

Proof. Obviously Esup,cr Xy = Emax;sup,eq, (Xy — Xy,) for any tg € T
The lemma follows by integration by parts and the classical estimate (cf. [9
Theorem 7.1])

P((sup(X; - X,) > Bsup X, + usup (B(X; — X,,)%) /) < exp(—?/2)
teT; teT) teTy

for u > 0. O

Lemma 4. Let (Xy)ier be a centered Gaussian process. Then for any p > 2

1
(12)  FlsupXell2 + v/po) < [[sup Xiflp < [[sup Xifl2 + Cv/po,
teT teT teT

where o := supyep(X7)1/2.

sup;er || X¢|lp and the upper one by the concentration of suprema of Gaussian
processes (cf. [9, Theorem 7.1]) and integration by parts. O

Proof. The lower bound follows by the obvious estimate || sup,cp X¢|l, >



4 Proofs

Let us start by some additional notation. For a matrix A = (ai)i<i,....i;<n
of order d > 2 we set

sac1(A) = D NAlgayny: 1<i<d-1025)
1<j<d-1

and for 1 <k<d-2

si(A) = Z [Allzy...z-

(117...7Ik)€S(k,d)
On R@=1" = (R")4~1 we introduce the distance p4 by the formula
a-1 d—1 N
pa(x,y) == (Z ( > ai(HrﬂZ - Hyfk)) ) :
ig isemia1 k=1 k=1
where x = (z!,..., 2% 1), y = (',...,y*"). We have
(13) palxy) = (B(Xx — Xy)H)'2,

d—1
where X := Zid ai [Ty xfkgid-
For T ¢ R we put

A(T) :=sup{pa(x,y): x,y € T}.
Let us notice that in particular we have
(14)  Aa((By)*!) < 2sup{pa(x.0): x € (BF)" '} = 2| All ). ay-
For aset T C RV and I ¢ {1,...,d — 1} we put
W=s (X (Y W I A
X€T Nty i apng kE{L..d—1N\I

and for 1 <k<d-1

WI(A) = > Wi(A).
Ic{1,...d=1}#I=k

Next Lemma shows how the results of the previous section may be
adapted to the case of particular metric p4.



Lemma 5. For any 0 <t <1 and T C (B})*" we have

d—1
(15) N(T,pa, Y t"W['(A)) < exp(Cdt™).
k=1
In particular
d—1
(16) N(T, pa tW{ (A) + > tFsq_1(A)) < exp(Cdt™?).
k=2

Proof. Notice that p4 = p,, where for z € R“dil,
2\ 1/2
Of(Z) = <Z < Z aizil,...7id,1> > .
iq Ayenid_1
We have for any x € (R")4tand I C {1,...,d— 1}

sa( I1 AI)=(e( I ATI4))"

ke{l,....d=1}\I kel ke{l,....d=1}\I kel
2 1/2
k
(X ( X & II <))~
trufdy  H1,...d—1p\1  kE{l,...,d—1}\I

Hence
Wi (a) = Wi (4)

and ([H) immediately follows by Corollary B
Inequality () implies ([IH), since

W) < w4y = |4
7 (A) <W; (A) = Al 1ugay, ({3 1€t d—13\1} -

O

Now we are ready to present a stronger version of Theorem Bl To for-
mulate it let us define for T c (R™)4~!

d—1
F4(T) := Esup (Zai H a;fkgid>.
i k=1

xeT

Theorem 3. For any T C (B})4~! and p > 1,

d—1
(17) Fa(T) < C(d)(VBAA(T) + 3 7254 4(4)).
k=1



Let us notice that E[|(>_; aigi,)ll{1}..{a—1} = Fa((B)?1) and therefore
Theorem Bl implies Theorem B, since by [@), Aa((B5)*™) < 2||Allf1y.. 14
We will prove () by induction on d, but before we start the proof we
will show several consequences of the theorem. In the next three lemmas we
assume that Theorem Bl (and thus also Theorem [) holds for all matrices of

order smaller than d.
We set for x,y € (R")471,

as(x) = Z H ; aiazgj

1<j#k<d—1

pabey) = aalx=y) = > [ Y alad,—u)

1<j#k<d—1  ij

{k,d}{{1}: 1<I<d—1,0#k 5}

‘{k,d}{{l}: 1<I<d—1,l#k,j}
and for T c (R")4!

aa(T) :=sup{aa(x): x € T}
Lemma 6. For anyp>1 andl >0,

d—1
N (B354, 2713 p0 9254 4(4) ) < exp(C(d)2p).
k=1

Proof. Notice that &4 is a norm on (R?)?~1 = R(¢=Dn and

Ea(Gg-1yn) = Z EH Z 419i;

1<j#k<d—1

(k. d}{{1}: 1<I<d—1,1#k 5}

By @) (applied to a matrix of order d — 1),

EH Z aigi;
i

(k{1 : 1<I<d—1,1k,5}

<Cd)d_p N Al

=1 (11, I)ES(,d)
{k)7d}611

<C(d)Y pF I s 4(A).

Hence by Corollary B (with d = 1) we have for ¢t € (0, 1],

IS

-1
N((B3)*, i, C(d)E D p* 254 4(4)) < exp(CE7?)

k‘

=1
and it is enough to substitute ¢ = (C(d)2'\/p) ! O

10



Lemma 7. Suppose that d > 3, y € (B} and T C (B})4~'. Then for
any p > 1 and 1 > 0 we can find decomposition

N
T=|JT;, N <exp(C(d)2¥p)

such that for each j < N,

d—1

(18) Fa(y+Ty) < Fa(T;)+C(d) (aA(y)+aA(T)+2—l Zp(l_k)/st_k(A)>
k=2

and

(19) AA(Tj) < 2_lp_1/2OzA —I— 22 Zp k/2 Sd— k

Proof. For I ¢ {1,...,d—1}, x,%x € (R")%! and S C (R")4"! let us define
. N\ 2 1/2
v I J 5
e = (S 2 wllvi( I <= T #2)))
i1,0ytd—1  kEI j<d-1,5¢1 j<d-1,5¢1
Ai’I(S) = Sup{pi’l(x,i): x,%x € S}.

FyI —EsupZaIHylk H :Efjgid.

€SN kel j<d—1,j¢I
Notice that if I # () then () applied to the matrix

Ay, I) := <Z a; H ylk)

iy kel

and

of order d — #I < d gives for any S C (B%)¢ ! and ¢ > 1,

d—#I-1

FYN(9) < 0= #0)(a28%" )+ Y0 ¢ supr iAW D))
k=1

But sq_u1-k(A(y,I)) < sq—x(A) for k > 2 and sq_x7-1(A(y,I)) < aaly),
hence

d—1
(200 FY'(S) < C@)(a"2A%(9) +aaly) + 0" s n(4)).
k=2

11



Since E} - ai [[1<4 4 yfkgid =0, we get

(21) Faly +S) — Fa(8) < > FYNs).
0AIG{1,....d—1}
Notice also that for any I C {1,...,d — 1}, 0 < #I < d — 3 we have
WL (A(y, I)) < sup{a(x): x € T} = aa(T).

Thus we may apply 2~ — d times @) with ¢t = 27lp=1/2 and find a de-
composition 7' = U;V:1 Tj, N < exp(C(d)2%p) such that for each j and
Ic{l,...,d—1},0<#I<d-3,

(22) A1) < 27 Paa( +2_2l2p %sq-1k(A

Moreover if I C {1,...,d — 1} with #I = d — 2, then A(y,I) is a matrix of
order 2 and for S C (By)41,

(23) FY(8) < AW, Dllns < @a(y)-
Estimate ([22)) reduces to ([[d) for I = () and ([IX) follows by @0) with
g = 2"'p and (EI)-E&3). O

Lemma 8. Suppose that S is a finite subset of (BY)4™" with #S > 2 such
that S — S C (B3)4=1. Then there exist finite sets S; C (BY)4' andy; € S,
i=1,...,N such that:

i) 2 < N < exp(C(d)2%p),

i) S = Ui (yi +Si), Si — S; €S — S, #8; <#S —1,

iii) Aa(S;) <272 ST p R 25, 4(A),

iv) @A(S,) < 270 Y pUR 2, ()

and

v) Falyi + 8i) < Fa(Si) + C(d)(@a(S) + 27" X432y p /24 1 (A)).

Proof. By Lemma [l we get

1
S=Ji+T). N <exp(C(d)2%p),

i=1
y; €.5,0¢€T; and
d—1
aa(T;) <270y plU R sy i (A)
k=1



Notice that 7; € S —y; € S — S C (B)4"!. Hence by Lemmal[ (with [ + 1
instead of ) we get

Na
T=J Ty, Na < exp(C(d)2%p),
j=1
where
d—1
Fa(y: + T j) < Fa(T; ) + C(d) (aA(Yi) +aa(T;) +27 Zp(l_k)/zsd—k(A))
k=2
d—1
< Fa(Ty) + C(d) (@a(8) + 273 p0 /250 4(4))
k=2
and
Ap(Tyy) <277 p M Pa (1) + 277 2210 ?s5q-1k(A
<272 ZP %sa-1k(A
Therefore

S = U(Yz + T 5)-
i7j
We have N = N1 Na < exp(C(d)2%p), we may obviously assume that N > 2
and making the sets T; ; disjoint that #71; ; < #S—1. Obviously T; ; —T; ; C
S — S and aa(T; ) < aa(Ti) <27 lzd Lp(=k)/25, 1 (A). O

Proof of Theorem [3. We proceed by induction on d. For d = 2 and A = (aj;)
we have

Fa(T) < Fa(BY) = (Z(Zang)) < Al = 1(4).

Suppose that d > 3 and (I7) holds for matrices of order smaller than d. Let
us put Ag := Au(T), Ag := as((BHT) < C(d)sq_1(A) and

d—1
— 92-2 Zp Sd k Kl — 9l—l Zp(l—k)hsd_k(A) for I > 1.

13



Suppose first that 7' C 1(B5)4~1 and define

ep(r,1) :==sup {Fa(S5): S C (BMIL S — ST —T,#8 <r As(S) <A,

as(S) < Kz}
Obviously ¢r(1,1) = 0, we will first show that for r > 2,
(24)
_ d—1
er(r,l) < ep(r—1,141) 4+ C(d) (Al + 2L /pA; + 27 Zp(l_k)/2sd_k(A)).

k=1

Indeed, let us take S C (B5)4! as in the definition of cr(r,l), then by
Lemma B we may find decomposition S = Ui]il(}’i + S;) satistfying i)-v).
Hence, by Lemma Bl and (3]) we have

(25)

Fy(S) < Cy/log NAA(S) + max Fa(y; + S;)

d—1
< C(d) (aA(S) +2hpA +27 Y p<1—k>/2sd_k(A)) + max F4(S;).
k=1 !

We have A4(S;) < A1, @a(S) < Ajyq, S5 —Sic S-S cT—T,
#S; <#S —1<r—1, thus max; F4(S;) < cp(r — 1,0l + 1) and EZH) yields
(&).

By (4 we immediately get
d—1

(&l + 21\/]79Al + 2—1 Zp(l_k)/2sd—k(f4))
k=1

NE

cr(r,0) <ep(l,r—1)+ C(d)

N
Il
o

U
—_

< 0(d) (\/m A(T) + p(l_k)/2sd_k(A)).

=1

=

However we have for T' C %(Bg’)d_l,

Fao(T) =sup{Fa(S): SCT,#S < oo} =supecp(r,0)

d—1
< C@)(VPAAT) + > 1 250 4 (4)).
k=1

14



Finally if T C (Bg)?!, then 7 C $(B3)? L and A4 (3T) = 2'79A4(T),
hence

d—1
Fa(T) = 2d_1FA(%T) < 0(d) (VBAAT) + 3 p1 25, 4(4)).
k=1
O

Proof of Theorem . First we prove by induction on d the estimate from
below. For d = 1 it follows by (). Suppose that the lower estimate holds
for matrices of order smaller than d, then by the induction assumption we
have for any matrix B = (b3)i,,...i, ,

D3 ng 1,2 c-vva(3)™ = cw | Shal,

and therefore by (2,
(26)

[l
i Jj=1

> C(d) " ol Al a

‘p > C(d)‘lH > aigiia 105y )

Let (I,...,Ix) € S(k,d) with k > 2 and }_, ( ) <lforl=1,...,k.

Then by the induction assumption applied tw1ce (first condltlonally on
( (4)

9, )jer,) we have

D30 L e D

i jen

> (C(d —#L)C(#h)) 1’“/22%1}6

and hence

(27) |2 ﬁ g

Inequalities (28] and 1) imply the lower part of estimate (H).
Now (again by induction on d) we prove the estimate from above. For d <
2 the estimate follow by ([{l) and (). Suppose that d > 3 and the estimate

\p > C(d) """ Allr, 1.

15



holds for choses of order smaller than d. By the induction assumption we
have

28) > [1s I,
i =1
d—1
DD DN [OaEE

>1/p
Il '
(I1,....Ix)€S (k,d—1) Lotk

However for (Iy,...,I) € S(k,d — 1) we have by (),
(29)

(B)(Zast?)
id
Theorem [ gives

(30) Bl[(Xmay)|, , <Cth+1p my(a).

p

)" < oAl + B (X o)
iq

Il---Ik: Il...Ik.

Inequalities (28)-(@0) yield upper estimate in (E) O

Proof of Corollaryl. Let S =3, a; HJ 1 gl . By Chebyshev’s inequality
and (@) one gets for p > 2

(31) P([S] = C(d)my(A)) < P(|S] = e||S]lp) < e

Since ||S]l2p < C(d)||S]lp (cf. [I0, Section 3.2] or use @) and mgy(A) <
24/2m,(A)), we get by the Paley-Zygmund inequality and (@) as in [6],

(32) P(|S| = C(d)™'my(A)) = min(C(d) ", e7P).
Finally notice that if m,(A4) = s > my(A) then
p ~q min{(s/||Al|p,..0.)"*: 1 <k <d, (I1,...,I;) € S(k,d)}
and therefore Corollary [ follows by @I and (B2). 0
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