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Closeness of convolutions of
probability measures
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We derive new explicit bounds for the total variation distance between two convolution products of n € N
probability distributions, one of which having identical convolution factors. Approximations by finite signed
measures of arbitrary order are considered as well. We are interested in bounds with magic factors, that is,
roughly speaking n also appears in the denominator. Special emphasis is given to the approximation by
the n-fold convolution of the arithmetic mean of the distributions under consideration. As an application,
we consider the multinomial approximation of the generalized multinomial distribution. It turns out that
here the order of some bounds given in Roos (Theory Probab. Appl. 46 (2001) 103—117) and Loh (Ann.
Appl. Probab. 2 (1992) 536-554) can significantly be improved. In particular, it follows that a dimension
factor can be dropped. Moreover, better accuracy is achieved in the context of symmetric distributions
with finite support. In the course of proof, we use a basic Banach algebra technique for measures on a
measurable Abelian group. Though this method was already used by Le Cam (Pacific J. Math. 10 (1960)
1181-1197), our central arguments seem to be new. We also derive new smoothness bounds for convolutions
of probability distributions, which might be of independent interest.

Keywords: convolutions; explicit constants; generalized multinomial distribution; magic factor;
multinomial approximation; multivariate Krawtchouk polynomials; signed measures; total variation
distance

1. Introduction

1.1. Aim of the paper

Approximations of distributions of sums of independent random variables are needed in nearly
all branches of probability theory and statistics. Many results for normal and compound Poisson
approximations are available. However, if the distributions of the summands are similar to each
other, much better accuracy can be achieved using identical convolutions of a certain distribution.
In the present paper, we give total variation bounds for the accuracy of such approximations in
a general framework, that is, for probability distributions on a measurable Abelian group. We
also consider higher order approximations by finite signed measures. All bounds contain magic
factors, that is, roughly speaking n appears in the denominator. As a consequence, this enables
us to derive multidimensional results, some of which improve the order of bounds obtained in
Roos (2001) and Loh (1992). It should be mentioned that Loh used Stein’s method in a more
general situation of dependent random variables. However, it seems to be unclear whether Stein’s
method can be used to reproduce the results of the present paper. Furthermore, it turns out that
our bounds have a better order in the case of symmetric probability distributions with finite
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support. Our proofs are based on a combination of some Banach algebra-related techniques,
which in principle were used by Le Cam (1960). On the other hand, the core arguments given
in Sections 4.1 and 4.2 seem to be new. Further, the smoothness estimates for convolutions of
probability distributions in Section 4.1 might be of independent interest; for instance, see (35)
and (38).

We note that, at the beginning of our investigation, we tried to improve one of the central results
of Roos (2001); see (5) and discussion thereafter. But unfortunately we were not able to use the
multidimensional expansion of that paper for any substantial improvement. Surprisingly it turned
out that it is better to forget the dimension, so to speak, and to use the properties of measures on
a measurable Abelian group. This should explain why we use this somewhat abstract approach.

The paper is structured as follows: The following two subsections are devoted to the notation
and a review of known results. In Section 2, we present and discuss our main results. To get a first
impression of the results of this paper, the reader may consult (15), (16) and (18). In Section 3,
we give some numerical examples. The proofs are contained in Section 4.

1.2. Notation

Let (X, +, A) be a measurable Abelian group, that is, (X, 4) is a commutative group with iden-
tity element O and A is a o -algebra of subsets of X such that the mapping (x, y) — x — y from
(X x %, AR A) to (X, A) is measurable. We note that it is more convenient to formulate our re-
sults in terms of distributions or signed measures rather than in terms of random variables. Let F
(resp. M) be the set of all probability distributions (resp. finite signed measures) on (X, .A). Prod-
ucts and powers of finite signed measures in M are defined in the convolution sense, that is, for
V,WeMand A € A, we write VW (A) = fx V(A — x)dW (x). Empty products and powers of
signed measures in M are understood to be I := Iy, where Iy is the Dirac measure at point x € X.
Let V=V — V~ denote the Hahn—Jordan decomposition of V € M and let |V|=VT +V~
be its total variation measure. The total variation norm of V is defined by ||V = |V [(X). We
note that, in the literature, often the total variation distance sup 4 4 |F(A) — G(A)| = %H F—G]|
between F, G € F is used. In this paper, however, all distances will be given only in the total
variation norm. With the usual operations of real scalar multiplication, addition, together with
convolution and the total variation norm, M is a real commutative Banach algebra with unity /.
For V € M and a power series g(z) = Z:f;o amz™ (am € R) converging absolutely for each
complex z € C with |z| < || V]|, we define g(V) =Y >y a, V™. The above assumptions imply
that the limit exists and is an element of the Banach algebra M. On the other hand, the defini-
tion of g(V) can also be understood setwise. The exponential of V € M is defined by the finite
signed measure

o0
1
e’ =exp(V) = Z %V’" e M.

m=0

We note that eV is not necessarily a non-negative measure. Further, exp(t(F — I)) is the
compound Poisson distribution with parameters ¢ € [0,00) and F € F. If F and G are non-
negative measures on (X, A) and F is absolutely continuous with respect to G, we write
F«G.For Fe Fand A€ A, F| 4 is the restriction of F to the set A. The complement
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of A € A is denoted by A®. Set 0=@ and n ={1,...,n} for n € N = {1, 2, ...}; further, for
neZy =NU({0}, set ny ={0,...,n}. For a set J, let |J| be the number of its elements. For
xeR, let x| =sup{n € Z|n <x}and [x] =inf{n € Z | n > x}. Always let 0° =1, 1/0 = oo
and, for k € Z, let 21;1—:1]( = 0 be the empty sum and ]_[ﬁl_: lk = 1 be the empty product. Fora € C
and b € Z,, let (Z) = ]_[fn:l(a —m+1)/m.Fora,b eR,seta A b=min{a, b}.

1.3. Known results

We first discuss some important results for discrete distributions on X = R? (d € N) with the
usual addition. Let

Hy=1, H, =1, (red),
)]

d d
Fj= ij,rHr (jen,neN), f:ZﬁrHr’
r=0 r=0

where, for r € dy, pj, €[0,1] with 30 pj, =1, 5, =n"'Y_ pj, >0, and ¢, € R
(r #0) is the vector with 1 at position » and O otherwise.

In the case d = 1, Ehm (1991), Theorem 1 and Lemma 2, proved with the help of Stein’s
method that the total variation distance between the Bernoulli convolution ]_[;le F; and the

binomial law F" can be estimated by

n
[[F-F

j=1

1
SZVzmin{l, — } 2
npipo

9 —_—— } S
npipo
where y; = 27:1 P1—r jgl)k (k € N). Here, the estimates depend on the behavior of the so-

called magic factor (nﬁlﬁo)_l (cf. Introduction in Barbour et al. (1992)), and on the closeness of
all p; 1 (j € n), which is reflected by y». In Theorem 3 of Roos (2000), a Krawtchouk expansion
was used to show that an absolute constant C > 0 exists such that, if y» > 0, then

n

[1F-F" -0 2| ¢ comi lysl 1 _»
i — 0,/ —| < COminq 1, ——+ —— 1490 0=—"").
=1 e v24/np1Pyg  "P1Po npi1Po

For example, it easily follows that || [T}_; F; — F"|| ~ 2/(e)d as & — 0 and np, py — 0.
Here, ~ means that the quotient of both sides tends to one. Further results in this and a more
general context can be found in Cekanavi¢ius and Roos (2006) and the papers cited there.

The multivariate case d € N was investigated by Loh (1992) using Stein’s method. He gave
an estimate for the closeness between the generalized multinomial distribution ]_[;le F; and the

multinomial distribution 7. This bound contains certain functions C 1,Co>00f p, (r edy),
which can be estimated from above by absolute constants, if all p,.’s are uniformly bounded away
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from O and 1. In his Theorem 5, he showed that, if » > 2 and max{Cln’l/z, Cr[2(n — 1)]’1} <1,
then

HF —F"

<2Z Y 1PinDr — PinPrlen 3)

j=10<ri<r<d

where

C> 2 —1) c \? 20
8r1,r2=n_lln( o )+<2(n_1)> +fm1n{n(l Pir)» l_[(l—p,,z)

i=1

The quantities C, C2 can be given explicitly as

Ci= sup [Ci(r,r2) ACi(r2,1D)], Co=  sup  Ca(ri,r2,13), 4
0<ri<r=<d 0<ry,r,r3<d:
FaFAr 1, I3 AT

where, for ry, rp, 13 €d,,

~ 2 3 1 172 1 1/2
Cl(rl,r2)=(_—+_—+T> +<f) )
prl pr2 eprz(l _prz) zeprz(l _pr2)2

2 2 .
_— + =, ifrp=rs,
p’”l prz

|: 1 n 2 n 2
ﬁr] eﬁrz (1 - ﬁrz) eﬁr_g (1 - ﬁrg)

2 3 1 12
+ <_— +—+ f)
prl prz epr2(1 _prz)

2 3 1 172
X<__+__+f> :I, ifr2¢r3.
pr1 pr3 epr3(1 - prg)

If d =1, then it follows from Ehm’s result and the equality ZOS” <ry<d |Pjr\Pry = Pjira Py | =
|P1 — pj,1| that Loh’s bound is not of the best possible order, because of the exponent of
|P1 — pj,1l and the logarithmic term. It turned out that a bound better than (3) can be given
using a multivariate Krawtchouk expansion, see Roos (2001), Theorem 2, Corollary 1. Indeed,

l_[F -F"

j=1

Cy(r1,12,13) =

< C{ZN ) )

where C3 = < 10.15 and

&
2-v3
4
e "PrPO

5(r>—Z(pr pir) mm{ } (red.

j=1
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A sometimes more precise bound is

n

l_[Fj—Fn

j=1

O VE)? &
< if Jvedr) < 1. (6)
1= Jes(r) ;

In contrast to (3), for d = 1, the bounds in (5) and (2) have the same order. In the general case,
from (5) and Cauchy’s inequality, it follows that || []" o Fj —F'l<Csd Zr 1 8(r). We note
that this estimate is of the same accuracy as (5) when the & (r) (r € d) are of similar magnitude. In
view of this bound, one might wonder whether the dimension factor d can be dropped. However,
as shown in Roos (2001), Remark 2 after Proposition 2, this is not generally possible. But if we
concentrate on the estimate with the magic factors, that is,

<C3d22(pr pir)? , A

n
r=1 j=1 prp()

the more general results of this paper imply that C3d can indeed be replaced by the con-
stant 21.88, see Example 2.1 below. It should be mentioned that here the H, (r € d;)) need not
just be the Dirac measures as in (1).

2. Main results

In what follows, we present bounds which are small when the F; € F (j € n) are close or when
n is large and the F; are not too different. Our first result is the following:

Theorem 2.1. LetneN, Fy,..., F,,G € F, FO_F_—ZJ 1 Fi,

12
Vie = Z H(Fj -G) (k € ng), W13=ZVkG"7k (€ € ny).

JCn:|J|=k jeJ k=0
For j.kenand meN, set Mjx = (Fj = G)GU ™0/ vy =50\ |Mj]l", and T, =
I 51 Ml Set

1 [V
New = ,fgg@ paE 4c t Vo (¢ € ng, @ €10, 00)), Mg =1y¢,0

In2 — (1 —x)e")

Ci =
1
xe(O,oo)|: x2

i| =0.694025....

(a) Leta €[0,00),Leny, and B=Ta(l+1)/2].Ifn, < (2861)_1, then

n
HFj—Wg

j=1

+1)/2
(2ecln£,a)( +1)/

(1 —/2ec;n )P+

<+ 1Pp

®)
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In particular, for o« = 0, we have

- (2eclne)(l+l)/2

n
Fi—-Wy|| < ———.
]1:[] ! || I —,/2ecyn,

(b) Assume that, for each j € ny, Bj € A exists such that Fj|ge < G and let f; denote a

(€))

J
Radon—Nikodym density of Fj|ge with respect to G. For £ € n,, we then have
J

n

1
Ny = 4—[
¢ Ll +1

— _ 1/292
(IF = G, | +1(F = G)(Bol) +@</Bc<fo - 1>2dG> }
0

" 1
+;[m(l|(Fj—G)IB].||+|(F,-—G)(B,-)I) (10)

5 1/292
()T
n B?
Yk.2

We note that, if G = F, then 7 = 0 and 1y.o simplifies to 7, , = maxXken\¢ 7157 - One might
ask why we gave the complicated estimate (8). However, it turns out that in special situations the
order of 7, , for & > 0 can be much better than that of 7,. See Proposition 2.1 below involving
a bound for n, 1 instead of just the estimate (10). Further, the reason why we formulated Theo-
rem 2.1 in its present general form without the assumption that G = F is given with Lemma 4.3
and Example 4.2 below.

Let us first discuss the simple case when o = 0.

Remark 2.1. Let the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 hold. In what follows, whenever we consider
Vi or Wy for a specified number k € Z,, we assume that k < n.

(a) ForkeN, let Iy = Z.'/’.:l(G — Fj)¥. We have Vo =1, Vi =n(F — G),
Vo= 3(n*(F — G)* = T),

and, similarly as in Roos (2000), formula (10), it can be shown that
=
Vi=—y 2(:) Vilke;  (ken).
j=

This formula can easily be used to evaluate the signed measures W, for a given £. In particular,
we have Wy = G" and

Wi=G"+nF -GG,  Wy=G"+n(F -GG+ (n*(F - G)?*-T1)G" 2
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(b) In the important case G = F, the formulas above become somewhat simpler. Here, we
derive

Vi=0, Va=—il,  Va=—ils,  Va=405—1ry, (11)

=1ipry—1r =—Ltr4+lrr,+4ir2—1r 12
Vs = ¢l2I'3 — 5T, Vo =—zg'5 + gl2la + g5 — ¢ T, (12)
V7=—21—4F§T3+%F2F5+5F3T4—%F7, (13)
Vg = 5705 — ST30s — AToT3 + LIl + D305 + 417 — 1T, (14)

-=n

which, in particular, leads to Wo = W) = F,

W, = F' - %szn_z, Wi = F' - %Fz?n_z — %1_,3711—3.

Letting £ = 1 and o = 0, we obtain under the present assumption that

ﬁF 'l < 2am if n) < (2ec;)”! (15)
' — < —F— 1 D,
e 1 —/2ec;n,
where
Yk,2
= max &2 16
U 1522{1 X (16)

(see comment after Theorem 2.1) can be estimated with (18) below.

(c) Let us assume that, for each j € n, F; < G and let f; be a G-density of F;. Set f=
%Z’}:l fj. If in Theorem 2.1(b) we choose suitable By, By, ..., B, € {<, X}, it then follows
that, for £ € n,

n2

41

1 o _
ﬂzf—min{Zn/(f—l)sz, ||F—G||2}
4c, x

a7
~ o [2 Cae L
+j§=lm1n{n/;€(f] D*dG, ;- IF; ~ Gl }

From the definition of 5, it is clear that, if G = F} = --- = F,, then n, = 0 for each £ € n,. The
inequalities (17) and (10) reflect this fact. Moreover, in view of these bounds, if G ~ F in some
sense and if the F1, ..., F, are not too different, then a large » leads to a small bound. Speaking
in terms of Barbour et al. (1992), Introduction, our bound contains a magic factor (cf. Section 1.3
above).

(d) If G = F, then for each j € n we clearly have F i < G and therefore a G-density f; of
F; exists. In this case, (17) reduces to

- 2 | _
n@szmin{;/x(fj—l)zdﬂmllﬂ—FI|2} (L en). (18)
j=1
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We note that, in (18), f x(fi— 1)2dF is finite for all j € n, which follows from

/xf]-zdf:/xfdean/xfjdfzn.

One might ask whether the singularity in the right-hand side of (9) can be removed. The
following theorem shows that this is possible if we enlarge the leading absolute constant and
replace 1, with n, (or with n, in the case G = F).

Theorem 2.2. Let the notation of Theorem 2.1 be valid.

(a) Let £ € ny and let ug € (0, 00) be the smallest possible constant such that, without any
restriction on Nos

<ueny V2, (19)

n
[T -w

Jj=1

We have

- (zecl)(€+l)/2

; (20)
1—x¢
where x¢ € (0, 1) is the unique positive solution of the equation x**' + x /2 = 1. By (20), we get
uog<59,u1 <17.3,upy <44.5 and uz < 107.5.

(b) Let £ € n and let iy € (0, 00) be the smallest possible constant such that, under the as-
sumption G = F and without any restriction on n 1

n
HFj_W/Z

j=1

<dn\t2, Q1)

Then we get

~

{+1)/2
<(26C1)( )/

i <10.94, iy <31.5, 3z <82.2, —
1—2Xx¢

(ten\3), (22

where Xy € (0, 1) is the unique positive solution of the equation X' —X2/2 + X =1.

Remark 2.2. (a) If n,, respectively 7, is sufficiently small, the bounds given in Theorem 2.2
can be further improved as follows from Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 4.5 below. In particular, in the

case G = F, we have (cf. proof of Theorem 2.2):

n _ 1 n ~

[T1F-F sgvet [TF —wa| < (L +@ym)n. (23)
j=1 j=1

n 1 n

[TF = w2 < gvss+ |[TFi - Ws| < (V3+asym)n”,

j=1 J=1
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HF — Wy

j=1

1 ~
W3 —V42+ = (2_"”4\/’7—1)77%

In view of (23), one may conjecture that iz; > 1. Indeed, this is correct and follows from the
simple observation that, for X =7Z,n € 2N, Fi =---=F,p =1y, Fyppp1=---=F, =11, we

and, by (21) and (18), || ]_[’}:1 Fj— F'< i <2uj.
(b) From (21) and (18), it follows that

HF—F

j=1

<2u1max/(fj—1) dF.

(c) It is unclear whether it is possible to remove the singularity in (8) for any o > 0. Indeed,
since the denominator of the right-hand side of (8) contains 7; and not 7, o, we cannot argue as
in the proof of Theorem 2.2.

Example 2.1. In t_he situation of Theorem 2.1, let us assume that F; = Zf:o pjrH (j€n,
deN)and G=F = Z’rj o PrHy, where Hy, ..., Hy € F, and for r € d,,, pj, € [0, 1] with
Zf oPjr=1andp, = Z;'.:l pjr > 0. Then, for each r € d;, H, has the F-density h, and

we may assume that Zr=0 D,h, = 1. Consequently, F; has the F-density f; := Zf:o pjrhr
(j € n). Using the simple inequality

d 2 d
Qor=0r)” < Z 4 (ar €10, 00), a) € (0, 00) for r € dy), 24

we obtain, for j € n,

/(fj—l)zdf:/de 1_fM o1
x

r Oprh
2 2 d — 2
I i WS g
= Pr Jis0) by = Pr = Pr

Further, we have

d

IFj = FI <Y 1P, — pjrl-
r=0
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Therefore, in this context, (18) implies that, for £ € n,

d N~ ’
. =D _
nesjzlmm 22 — §|pr—p,-,r| : (25)

Pr

Using (24), we get

B — P _ (1= P0) (i By — pjur))? ( >Z(ﬁ, pir)?

- — d
Po Po Zr:l Pr r=1
and hence
d — d
Z (pr — Pj,r)2 < Z (p, — pj,r)2 (26)
r—0 nﬁr - =1 nﬁrﬁo

We note that (26) is non-trivial in the sense that the sum on the right-hand side does not contain
the summand for » = 0. In view of (21), (22) and (25) with £ = 1 and (26), we see that, in (7), the
factor Csd can be replaced with 2u, which in turn is bounded by 21.88. We note that, if the H,
are given as in (1), then (25) and (18) coincide. But if Hy = --- ~ Hy in some sense, then (25)
can be much worse than (18) and should therefore not be used in general.

The next proposition shows that, as claimed above, sometimes Np o (@ >0)has a better or-
der than n .- Here, we consider the case of symmetric distributions Fi, ..., F, € F with finite

support. For simplicity, we assume that G = F.

Proposition 2.1. Let the notation from Theorem 2.1 hold. Further, letb € N, x1, ..., xp € X\ {0},
Fj=piol + Yo pjrUy, + I,) & F (jemand G=F =Fol + Y B Uy, + Ly,
where pj , € [0, l]wnhp,o—i—ZZr lpj,—landpr— Z] \Pjr>0(reby). Fort en,
we then have

<me{ ((PO;_ZJO) +22(Pr Pjr) +Z(Pr Pj.r) )7
r=1

=1 PrPO
(27)

b 2
1 _ —
m(Wo —Pjol +ZZ P, — Pj,r|> }

r=1

We note that, in contrast to (18), the bound in (27) has the better magic factor n~2. Hence, in
the situation of Proposition 2.1, estimate (8) with « = 1 should be preferred over (9).

3. Numerical examples

In what follows we compare the available bounds in the multinomial approximation of the gen-
eralized multinomial distribution. We assume the notation given in (1) with d = 10. Further, let
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£ = 1. The following two examples show that the results of the present paper can be considerably
sharper than the bounds from the literature discussed in Section 1.3.

Example 3.1. For jen,letp;, = (‘ri)q;(l — qj)d_’ (r € d,y) be the binomial counting density
with number of trials d and success probability g; = 0.4 + %Q)u, where a > 1. Clearly we
have g; € (0.4,0.5] for all j € n. We emphasize that, with this definition, F; is not a binomial
distribution. Further, if a or n is large, then p; , should be close to p, for a sufficient number of
Jj €d and r € d, so that we expect a small distance || ]_[;le Fj— F' || here. This is reflected in

the bounds given in Table 1.

Table 1. Numerical bounds for the distance in Example 3.1

n a Cq Cy 3) (5) (6) (23) & (25) (15) & (25)
100 1 111.4 15590.9 n.a. >2 n.a. 0.197438 0.173503

1000 1 145.7 26444.8 n.a. >2 n.a. 0.026902 0.032981
100 2 154.6 29809.2 n.a. 0.107737 0.034777 0.000366 0.000954

1000 2 156.3 30455.0 n.a. 0.110925 0.035914 0.000037 0.000120

Note that the bounds for the distance are always rounded up. Further, as the distance is always
bounded by 2, larger bounds are omitted. The entry “n.a.” means “not available” and describes
a situation where the bound cannot be used since the respective condition does not hold. In all
cases, the quantities C1 and C; (see (4) for the definition) are quite large, which explains that
the condition for (3) is not valid here. This is due to the fact that, in each case, some of the p,
(r € dyy) are quite small. See Table 2 for the case n =100 and a = 1.

Table 2. Point probabilities of F in Example 3.1 when n = 100, a = 1

r 0 1 2 3 4 5
Dy 0.00416 0.03012 0.09851 0.19175 0.24611 0.21781
r 6 7 8 9 10

Dr 0.13473 0.05757 0.01628 0.00276 0.00021

In the next example, we discuss a situation where (3) gives non-trivial bounds.

Example 3.2. For j epandr € d,), let

1+ +r)/(bn+d)
Y (L4 G+ ) /(b +d)))

Pjr=
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where b > 1. Similarly, as in Example 3.1, for large n or b we expect good approximation, which
indeed is reflected in the bounds for || ]_[’}:1 Fi—F " || given in Table 3.

Table 3. Numerical bounds for the distance in Example 3.2

n b 3) 5) (6) (23) & (25) (15) & (25)
100 1 0.325253 0.008310 0.002337 0.000030 0.000098
1000 1 0.118021 0.000119 0.000033 3.9 x 1077 1.5x 1070
100 2 0.112763 0.000978 0.000267 3.3 x 107 1.2 x 1073
1000 2 0.040581 0.000014 3.8x 1070 4.4 %1078 1.7 %1077

In contrast to Example 3.1, in each case the values p, (r € d;)) are quite similar, which implies
that the condition for (3) is valid. See Table 4 for the case n = 100 and b = 1.

Table 4. Point probabilities of F in Example 3.2 when n = 100, b = 1

r 0 1 2 3 4 5

Pr 0.08807 0.08864 0.08921 0.08978 0.09034 0.09091
r 6 7 8 9 10

Dr 0.09148 0.09204 0.09261 0.09318 0.09374

In what follows, we discuss an example where the distance can actually be evaluated.

Example 3.3. Suppose now that, in Example 3.1, we change the measures H, to H, = I, on R
for r € d, that is, all distributions Fi, ..., Fy, F are one-dimensional. Then, using a computer,
it is not difficult to get the exact numerical value for the distance; see Table 5.

A basic property of the total variation distance tells us that, for distributions HeF(re dy)
in the case of a general measurable Abelian group, we have

(50 7) - (577)

j:] r=

n d d n
H(Pj,OI + ij,rler) - (ﬁol + Zﬁ,ler> .
r=1

j=1 r=1

=<

This can easily be seen by writing the difference of the measures on the left-hand side as a
polynomial in H, (r € d;) and then applying the triangle inequality. As a consequence of (28),
each bound from Table 1 is valid here as well. A comparison shows that the bounds are get-
ting closer to the actual distance as n or a is becoming large. For example, the bounds from
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(23) & (25) are about 27.6, 16.3, 6.2 and 4.9 times higher, respectively, than the values from
Table 5.

Table 5. Exact numerical values for the distance (cf. Table 1)

n 100 1000 100 1000
a 1 1 2 2
Ty Fj - yadl 0.007152 0.001653 5.9x 107 7.6 x 1070

We can apply this idea to Example 3.2 as well: If we again change the measures H,
to H. = I, for r € d,, we get the exact values of Table 6. A comparison with Table 3
shows that the bounds from (23) & (25) are about 4.8 to 4.0 times higher than these val-
ues.

Table 6. Exact numerical values for the distance (cf. Table 3)

n 100 1000 100 1000

b 1 1 2 2
Ty Fj = F"I 6.3 x 107° 9.1 x 1078 7.4 x 1077 1.1x 1078
4. Proofs

4.1. Smoothness estimates for convolutions

In what follows, we use the standard multi-index notation: For z = (zy, ..., 2q) € (o (d e N)and
w=(wi,..., wy) € Zi, we set z¥ = ]_[f:1 2, lw| = Zle w, and w! = ]_[;1:l w,!. Similarly,
for V.=(Vi,...,Vy) € M, set V¥ = ]—[‘le V. For v, w € Zi, we write v < w in the case
that v, <w, forallr ed;let v Aw= (vi Awy,...,vg Awg). Sums over v, ¥ and w are taken
over subsets of Zi as indicated. The following lemma is a counterpart of Lemma 5 in Roos
(2001).

Lemma 4.1. Let k,n € Z,d € N and a, € R for v € Zi with [v| = k. Let X = (X,)red be
a random vector in R? with E[(Zf:1 |X,)¥1 < o0 and put Xo = Zle X,. Let p=(pr)red €
0, V¥ such that po=1—Y"2_, p, € (0, 1). Further, let H = (H,),cq € F%, Ho € F,

d d d k
a
G=2 pt e Ur=), Tl]tH —H". U2=E<§ jXr(Hr—Ho>) ,
1

r=0 =k " r= r=1
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where, in the definition of Uj, the expectation is defined setwise. Then we have

U,G"| < V! wik — [w)! a1\ 29
”l ”_m Z k—|w| ZFH Wy ’ ( )

wi<k P"Po lol=k ~ r=1
—1/2 d Xy ky\ 1/2
||UzG"||s<”:") <E<Z—>) , (30)
Dr
r=0

where the random vector Y = (Y;)req is an independent copy of X and Yo = Zf:] Y,.

Proof. Let
n!
_m w . d <
Mult(w, n, p) = w!(n—|u)|)!p by ifweZi, |wl<n,

0, otherwise

denote the multinomial counting density with parameters n and p. For f:Z¢ — R and
red,let A, f:Z¢ — R with (A, f)(w) = f(w —e,) — f(w) for w € Z¢. Products and
powers of A-operators are understood in the sense of composition. Further, let A9 f=1f.
Clearly, Ay, Ay, f = A Ay, f for ri,rp €d. For veZ4, let AVf = A"~ AY f. We set
AYMult(w, n, p) = (AY Mult(-, n, p))(w) for w € Zi We use the following properties of the
multinomial distribution (see Roos (2001), formulas (20), (21) and (4)): For v € Z4 ,

Y AMultw, n, p)H" Hy !

lw|<n+]v]

) (31)
=G" [ [(H, — Ho)*"
r=1
d
and, for v, w € Z¢,
AYMult(w, n, p)
vin! 2
= Kraw(v; w, n + [v], p) Mult(w, n + [v], p)——————,
(n+D!p?p,
where
~ -y 9 d
_ B n—lwl\lv=2(=p)"""py wy
Kraw(v,m&]ﬁ—%(lv_m) (v —7)! rljl v, (33)

is a Krawtchouk polynomial of degree v. Note that there is another set of Krawtchouk poly-
nomials, which forms, together with the one from (33), a bi-orthogonal system of polynomials
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with respect to the multinomial distribution (see also Tratnik (1989)). From the more general
Lemma 2 in Roos (2001), it follows that, for v, v € fo_ with |v| = |v], we have

Z Mult(w, n + v, p) Kraw(v; w, n + |v|, p) Kraw (¥; w, n + |v|, p)

|w|<n+]|v| .
_ Z n+ v — w|gpv+5—wp(|)w+u\

wn!(v — w)!(@ — w)!

w<vAD

We note that the right-hand side of (34) is always positive, which shows that, if d > 2, then
the Krawtchouk polynomials given above are not orthogonal with respect to the multinomial
distribution. However, we do not need such a property. Using (31), (32) and Cauchy’s inequality,
we now obtain

[|U1 Gn” = Z a_l; Z AV Mult(w, 1, p)HwH(l)l-Hvl—lwl

lvl=k =" |w|<n+|v]

Z Mult(w, n + k, p)

2.

(n—i—k)' 2 = Pk
n! | ay, 1/2
(n+k)' Z Mult(w, n + k, p) Z v—pkKraw(v,u),n_Fk,p) ) = T.
ZJr lv|=k 0

Using (34), we get

<Z Z Ayay Z (7’l+k)!(k—|1,U|)!pv+5wpou’|+k)l/2
(n+k)‘ lv|=k [¥]= kpv+vp(2)k — winl(v — w)!I(@ — w)!

__ w!(k — |w))! d 2
_«/(n+k)!<|2|<:k popk T L;k H<w’>|;k H<w>D
W w(k — [w])! 2\ /2

B «/m(u;k pwpg fwl |:|;k H(Wr>:| ) '

Inequality (29) is shown. Since U, = Zlv\ k E[X"] ]_[, ((Hr — Hp)", (29) gives

2\ 172
jusG) < K (Z ’”’(""w')'[z = ] ) /
2 = Tz k
(I”l—i—k)‘ [wl<k p Do [w] vk v! iy wr

L VR (5w ol 5 X H( ) iﬁ(a) ”2
T VR 2z prph et T vt e ) = '

r=1
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For |w| < k, we have

XV d v, waé()_lwl
|§=:k7r1:[1 <w) T wltk - wh!

Indeed, this follows from the identity theorem for power series taking into account the following
equality of the corresponding generating functions

o0 v d lw| yw 0 Xka*|w|
Uy k_Z X X0 _ 0 X (C
S AT =S e- S D ceo
k=0|:|v=k vt wy w! Pt w!k — |w])!
From the above, we get

“12 k! A S A N
G n—}-k) . ! < 0 0) ( r r)
1 ||§< i ( [Z Wik —[wh!\ po [,

lw|<k r=1

)

r=0

which completes the proof of (30). (]

The following lemma is an important application of Lemma 4.1 and generalizes formula (37)
in Roos (2000). Another application is given in the proof of Proposition 2.1, see Section 4.3
below.

Lemma 4.2, Let k e N, n € Zy, G € F and U € M, where we assume that |U| < G and
that U(X) = 0; let f* denote any Radon—Nikodym densities of UT with respect to G and put

f=fT—f".Then
—12 k)2
Uk G| < (”:") (/ fsz) . (35)

Proof. If [ f 2dG = oo, then (35) is trivial. In what follows, we assume that N 2dG < oo. Let
¢ € (0, 1) be fixed. Then afg € [0,00) (j € Z) and pairwise disjoint B; . € A (j € Z) exist
such that

o0 o

UBje=% f5:=) a 1(Bj.), and 0<f*—fF<e

Jj=0 j=0
Here 1(A) is the indicator function of a set A. Let U‘,EjE be the measures on (X, A) with G-
densities fgi. This implies that UsjE = Z?O:o qjie Hj ., where, for j € Z,

G(Bj:N-)/G(Bj,), if G(Bj) >0,
I,

+ _ + . R
qj,s_ajyeG(BJ’S) and H/’S_{ otherwise.
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Set gj = q;-fg — 4 fo = fF = fo,and U, = U} — U; . We note that the latter equality
indeed indicates the Hahn—Jordan decomposition of U,. Then ||U¢|| < ||U|| and ||U — U,|| =
ST =D+ (" = f,7))dG <e, giving

IU* — US| < kU0 = Ul < kU e,

Hence
IU*G™ | < I(U* —UHG" | + 1ukG" | < kU e + UG

Since [ fdG = U(X) = 0, we have |Z§io‘]j,a| =|[(fF = f7)dG| < |U — Ug|| <&, and
therefore, for each m € N,

o k m k
(qu,gHj,g) — (qu,s(Hj,g - Ho,8>>
=0

J=0

00 00 k—1
k<e+2 > |q,-,g|> <2Z|q,-,g|>
j=0

j=m+1

00 00 k—1
5k(£+2 > Iq‘/,gl) <ZZI61/,8|) :
j=0

Jj=m+1

Hence, we obtain

lukG|

00 k /oo n
(ZCIj,sHj,s> (ZG(Bj,s)Hj,e>
=0

j=0

IA

+

m k /0o n
<Zq,~,g(Hj,s—Ho,g)> (ZG(B,,8>H,~,8> :

j=1 j=0

From (30), it follows that the norm term on the right-hand side is bounded from above by

—-1/2 2 k/2 —1/2 [/ m kj2
n—+k C]j’g _(n iy N o
( k ) ( Z G(B,"E)) _( k ) (Zo(aj,a_aj,s) G(Bj,e)
. iz

Jjemy:G(Bj¢)>0
—1/2 k/2
ORI
Letting m — oo, we obtain

. 0 k=1 nk —-1/2 ) k/2
||UEGn||ske<2Z|qj,g|) +( . > (/fsdG) :

j=0

Since

' f (f* = fHdG

Eflf_f£|(|f|+|f8|)dG§5(”U”+||U8||)§28”U”a
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we obtain (35) by letting ¢ — 0. This completes the proof. ]

It may happen that the assumption in Lemma 4.2 does not hold directly. However, this can
sometimes be overcome by shifting U. The following corollary is needed in the proof of Theo-
rem 2.1.

Corollary 4.1. Letn € Zy, G € F, Uy, Uz € M and U = U) + Us. We assume that |Uz| < G
and that both U2i # 0. Put U2jE = Uzi/||U2i||. Let f* denote any Radon-Nikodym densities

of ﬁzi with respect to G and set f = fT — f~. Then

IIUG”IIS||U1||+IU2(3€)I+M</f2dG>W~ (36)
Vn+1

Proof. The assertion easﬂy follows from the tnangle inequality, Lemma 4.2, and the simple
fact that U, = Uz(.’{)UT + (||U+|| N2y ||)(U+ U ), where 7 denotes + or — according to
whether [|U,f || > U5 || or not. O

Remark 4.1. (a) Let the assumpt10ns of Corollary 4. 1 hold. If u is a o -finite measure on X and
if G < u, then G and U have pu-densities v and g%, say, and, letting g = gt — g~, we can

write [ f2dG = f{v>0} g2vldu.

(b) Sometimes it is useful to simplify further the bound (36) by using the following inequality:
U IANUS 1D? [ f2dG < [ h*dG, where h = h™ —h~ and h* denote any G-densities of Uzi.
Indeed, this follows from the representation

+32 ]’l_)2
2dG:/ D) dG+/ ( d
/f A U2 A U |12

whenever A € A with U; (A) = U, (A®) =0.

The next corollary is an extension of Lemma 4.2 to compound distributions and may be par-
ticularly useful in the compound Poisson approximation.

Corollary 4.2. Let k € N, G € F and U € M, where we assume that \U| < G and that
U(X)=0; let f* denote any Radon—Nikodym densities of UT with respect to G and put

f=ft— f~. Let N be a random variable in 7., and ¢(z) =E[zN] (z € C, |z| < 1) be its
generating function. Set (G) = E[GN] € F, where the expectation is defined setwise. Then we

have
1 12 k/2
||U"go(G>||s(k / xk—lw(l—x)dx) (/ deG) . (37)
0

If N has Poisson distribution exp(t (I — 1)) with t € (0, 00), then

1 k/2
1U56(G) 1 = 7y VEPN = ) ( |1 dG) . G38)
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Proof. Using the triangle inequality, Lemma 4.2 and Jensen’s inequality, we obtain
—1\ 1/2 k/2
1U*p(G)) <EIUAGY) < (E(N,j") ) (f f2dG> .

-1
The integral representation of the beta function implies that E(N ;rk) =k fol x o1 — x)dx,
which, in turn, leads to (37). Inequality (38) easily follows from (37) and the series representation
of the lower incomplete gamma function. (]

We note that (38) is comparable to previous results of Roos (2003), Lemma 2, but is however
much better because of the more general assumptions used in Corollary 4.2.

4.2. A general lemma

The results of Section 2 are based on the following general lemma. Here, a distribution G € F
is called infinitely divisible if, for each n € N, there exists a G, € F such that G} = G. We
note that, in general, such an nth root G, need not be unique (see Heyer (1977), proof of Theo-
rem 3.5.15, pp. 222-223); let G!/” denote any fixed nth root of G.

Lemma 4.3. Let n €N, Fi,...,F,,G € F, Li,.... Ly e M. Set L= +"_|Lj, K; =

Fje™%i (j en), Ko=Ge™*,

( —
Vi= Y JI&j—Ko)  (keny)., We=) WG (beny).
JCn:|J|=k jeJ k=0

K — Ko)(G" M /keL  if G is infinitely divisible,
", _{( j — Ko)(G" k) if G is infinitely Gikem,

(Kj — Ko)G Ln—k)/k] ez, otherwise

(ken,meN).

n
Ve = Y _IMil™, V=
j=1

n
> Mk
Jj=1

Let c| be defined as in Theorem 2.1. Then, for £ € n,

n n ~2 k/2 k
2ec, (Vg Vi1
JIIIFJ“”” =2 [(T(Tcl+vk»2>> AT

k=0+1

The following two examples show possible applications of Lemma 4.3. As a byproduct, results
in the compound Poisson approximations can be derived.

Example 4.1. 1f we consider the case L1 = --- = L, =0, we see that Theorem 2.1(a) is a direct
consequence of Lemma 4.3 (cf. proof of Theorem 2.1).
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Example 4.2. Suppose that, for jen, Hje F,pj €[0,1],L; =pj(Hj—1)and F; =1+ L.
Put L=n""! Z?:l Ljand G = el. Then Lemma 4.3 implies that

n n 1 n k
[TF-6"<> 4 (Z ||Mj,k||) , (39)
j=1 k=1 j=1

where, for j, k en,

Kj=(I+pjH;=D)e P10 Ko=1,
Mjj = (Kj — Ko)(G" ™)kl = ((I + Lye™ti — 1) exp(%z).

In principle, (39) is the same as estimate (26) in Roos (2003). The approach used there is based
on a slight modification of an expansion due to Kerstan (1964). It is, however, not sufficient to
get the results of the present paper.

For the proof of Lemma 4.3, we use formal power series over M. In the following lemma,
some basic properties in connection with the norm on M are summarized. The proof is simple
and therefore omitted.

Lemma 4.4. For n € N and k € n, let WIEO) () = Z?O:O Wj,kzj (W x € M) be a formal power
series over M with variable z and let Coeff(z/, w,go) (2)) be its jth coefficient W . Further,

consider the formal power series 1//151)(1) = Z?‘;O IW;kllz/ and 1//,52)(1) = Z?":O ajz’! for
ajk €[IW;kll,o0) and k € n. Then, for j € Z,

||C0eff(zj, %(m (Z)) || = Coeff(z-j, Iﬂl(l)(z)),

Coeff(zj NIE (z)) < Coeff(zj T1 w,ﬁ“w) < Coeff(zj NIE (z)).

k=1 k=1 k=1

Proof of Lemma 4.3. We first note that

n n n n
1_[ Fj= (H(Kj — Ko+ Ko))C"L = Z Vngfke"L = Z Vi G kekL — W,
=1 =1 k=0 k=0

Fork en,let A(n,k) =0or A(n, k) =n—k —k|(n — k)/k] according to whether G is infinitely
divisible or not. For £ € n,, we obtain

ﬁ Fj=We= Z VG rett = Z > (1_[ MjJ«) GHm
j=1

k=0+1 k=t+1JCn:|J|=k \jeJ
(40)

n
= > Coeff(z*, Y (2))G*"P,
k=L+1
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where Y (z) = H?=1(1 + M z) is regarded as a formal power series for k € n. It should be
mentioned that it is essential here to extract the kth coefficient of a formal power series which
itself depends on k. By Lemma 4.4, for k € n, we get

n l)k
I Coeff(z", yi ()] < Coeff<zk, [Ta+ ||Mj,k||Z)> < Coeff( 19 = =2 @)
j=1 ’

On the other hand, using

Yi(z) = exp (Z MmZ) (e™™5 (1 + Mjx2))

j=

—

j=1

n n 00 l—m .
=exp Mj’kZ Z T(_Mj’k) Z y
Jj=1 J '

j=1Lm=0

we derive

| Coeff(z*, ya ()l < Coeff(zk, e [ TeIM ||z>), (42)

Jj=1
where, for y € C,

| 2 3 4

o0
1—m yooy Ly
g =) " =2- (-t =1+ bt

m=0

From the definition of ¢, we obtain that

18] < g(lyl) <P (43)

Here, we note that A(x) :=In(2 — (1 — x)e)“)/x2 for x € (0, 00) attains its maximum ¢, =
0.694025.. .. at point xo = 0.936219. ... This can easily be shown using the representation

1 [ld ! t
h(x):—/ —1n(2—(1—tx)etx)dt=/ —ds,
x2 o dr 0 27 —1+41tx

which, after differentiation of the integrand, leads to a useful integral formula of the derivative

1 (¥ 2Qe'=1)
Wx)=— | ———_dr.
x) x3Jy Qe t—141)2

As a consequence, we learn that &’ (x) = 0 has exactly one positive solution x = x¢, which can
easily be calculated numerically. Let

o]

2 m b4
Bessel(0; y) = Z O /D7 _ L exp(ycos(t)) dr (ye©
m=0

mH2 2w ),
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be the modified Bessel function of first kind and order 0. Using (42), Cauchy’s integral formula,
and (43), we derive, for k € n and arbitrary Ry € (0, 00),

|| Coeff(z*, v ()| <

| I . ,
- / e ‘“(1‘[ g<||M,-,k||Rke”>> exp(¥, Rie™) dt
k —T1

j=1

/ exp(V R cos(t)) dt [ [ g (IM;xllRi)

= k
2nRy J—x el

IA

1 ~ 9V Ry) iy
—- Bessel(0; v, Ry) exp(c,v R?) = k ex - +cv R? ,
leC (0; v Ri) exp(cy vy, Ry) Rl]§ p 4 1Yk2 ) R

where ¢(x) = Bessel(0; x)e_x2/4 <1 (x € R). Choosing

R _( k >1/2
T2 o)

we get
i 2ec, '\7,% k/2
| Coeff(z", Y () < < + Vo . (44)
1

Taking into account (40), the fact that A(n, k) € n; and (41) and (44), we obtain

e Z k - 2ec, 3,% k/2 v,];l
Jlj[lF] _W@ E Z ||C0‘3ff(2 ,1//k(2))|| S Z [(T(E‘i‘vk’z)) A 7:|

k=0+1 k=0+1

The proof is completed. U

4.3. Remaining proofs

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Part (a) follows from Lemma 4.3. Indeed, for n, < (Zecl)_l, we have

n n ~2 (+1)/2 ~2 (k—t—1)/2
2ec; (Vg a(t+1)/2 2ec; (Vg
| | Fi—Wy| < E (k1+a <4—C + Vk,z)) k — \a + v
j=1 k=t+1 1 1

n
5(266177@,(1)(“1)/2 Z kﬁ(ZCCIr]@)(k_Z_l)/z
k=041

+1)/2
(26617]@’0[)( +1)/

(1—/2ec )P+

<@+ 1B
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Here we used that, for x € [0, 1),

(k+ﬂ) d B!
kzg;lkﬂ k=t= 1<(z+1)ﬁ2 (z+1)ﬂ@1_ (z+1)ﬂm

Part (b) is shown by using Corollary 4.1 together with Remark 4.1. In fact, for j, k € n, we obtain

o 1/2\ 2
IMji]* < <H(Fj—G)|Bj H+|<Fj—G)(B,->|+\/;</Bc<f,-—1>2dc;> ) ,

since, for k € n,

>

SE

{n — kJ s max{nk— k, k)

Similarly, we have

2 1/21 2
W= k| < (nu(f— G)lp, | +nl(F — G)(Bo)| + Jzkn</ (fo— 1)sz> ) :
B;
This yields (10) and completes the proof. U

For the proof of Theorem 2.2, we need the following lemma.

Lemma4.5. LetneN, L;,...,L, € M with 27:1 Lj=0and, fork € nyandm €N,
n
Vi= > [ILi  om=D LI
JCn:|J|=k jeJ J=1
Then we have
7 1 7 1 7 1492
IVall < 1oo, VA< los,  |IVall < 1o,
Vsl < 20203, IVl < 1393, IVall < 40305

Proof. The first two inequalities are easy. Taking into account (11)—(14), it is not difficult to
show that, letting I,,, = Z?:l (—L )™ (m eN),

IVall = §IT3 — Tl — Tull < 2AIT3 — Tall + T4l < §93,

IVs] = LI[T2Ts — Ts] = L1Ts)l < Loas,

Vel = 57 13[T3 — 3T T4 +2T6] — 9[ToT — T'g] — 8[TF — Te] + g
7 B3 — 30204 + 2061 + D204 — D6] + 8[05 — P6] + V)
7393 + 8[0F — V6] — 206) < 13193,
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V71l = ghg I135[T3T3 — 2115 — T3l + 2171 — 14[T%Ts — T'7] — 35[T5 1% — T91 + T4l
< 535 (35[0393 — 20205 — V304 + 2071 + 14[0205 — 7]+ 35[0304 — O7] + ¥7)
= o5 (28[9393 — 20205 + V7] + 79303 — 607) < 49303

Observe that, in order to obtain good constants, a convenient grouping of terms is essential.
Further, for the bound of || V||, we used the inequality (1932 —U6)/ 193 <4~ which can be proved
by using

192_296 n 3 2 n n
3 B (fo/ ) =D oxt =) a1 xp) =g ),
j=1 j=1

93 =
where x; = [|L;[2(37_; ILiI*)~!, and the fact that the functions g,((x1,...,x,)) for n €
{3,4,...} and (xq,...,x,) € [0, 1]" with Z’}zl xj =1 satisfy
gn((x1, ., Xn)) < gn—1((x1 + X2, X3, ..., Xn)),
whenever 0 < x| <-.- <x, < 1. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2. In order to prove the assertions, we need a further bound. In fact, simi-
larly as in the proof of Lemma 4.3, we get that, for £ € n,

n 14 n
[1F - we > Coeff(zk JJa+ M,-,kz)> GHm-b

S+ Well =2+

=1 k=1 i=1
¢ L 2—t—tH
<2 =
+> p—
k=1
where 1 = /2ec|n,. Similarly, if G = F, then, for £ € n,
n ¢ ~ 72 T+
2—2t+1t"—t
[TF —we|=<2+) = ;L ~ ;
j=1 k=2 -1

where 7= | /2ec n,. We now prove (a). Let £ € ny. If ¢ € [0, x¢], then (9) gives

n
l—[ Fi— W,
j=1
On the other hand, if ¢ € (x¢, 00), then

li[F W 2_t_ti+1 t€+l (2_t_t(+l)<2_x£_x£+l>—l t€+1
= We
j=1

t@-‘rl t[+1
=—= .
1—t~ 1—xg

=<

= <
1—t 1—xp \ 2011 —1) xf“(l—xz) “1—x
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since P e el +ZH1 = s decreasing on (0, 0o). This yields (19) and (20). The proof

t(+1(1 —t)
of (a) is easily completed. Let us now show (b). Set G = F. In a way similar to that used above,
one can show that, for £ € n,

Tt

_fe'

n
HFJ'—W(
=1

This proves one part of (22). Using the norm inequalities in Lemma 4.5 and (9), we derive, for
te3,

W,

HF — Wy

Jj=1

+ [|W7 — We||

Wr | + Z IVeF" ™ Il < gy,
k=C+1
where, for x € [0, (Zecl)_l),
5°/2 15 772 2ec,x)*
Q) =x+ A ot g 52 g 3 T g GeOOT

6 2 24 1—/2ec;x’

552 15 77/2 2ec. )t
n) =i 2?4 2 B T ap G

6 2 24 1—/2ec,x’
53/2 15 7772 (2ec x)*
X P S Ty T
bl = 6 2" T4 1— J2ec,x
Note that, for ¢ € 3, we have Ce(ny) < #fﬂ, if and only if n, € [0, s¢], where s =
0.182839...,50=0.196439..., and s3 = 0.205094 ... . If n; € [0, s¢], then || ]_[’}:1 Fij— Wl

+1)/2 +1)/2 . ~
Q(nl)<§‘g(w)n( D2 % _If 1, € (s¢, 00), then, letting 7 = /2ec,s¢,

IA

2 "‘Z 1
%12 2+1 +
te+1(1 _ l)

S I s
<;z+12_2t€+te — §z+1)/2 e(se) '
-1 Séi—t—l)/z

W

Numerical calculations give the bounds for uy (£ € 3) as claimed in (22). This completes the
proof. (]

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Consider fixed j, k e n. Letd =2b, p=(Py,..., Pps P1s--+» Pp) €
Z4 and p = [(n — k)/k]. Further, for v € Z4 with |[v| =2, let ay = P, — pj,r if vy = Vpyr = 1
and a, = 0 otherwise. Let

Hy=1, H=|w <L
0="5 "=\, red\b.
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Then we have F = Y°_ 5, H, and

b

Fi—=F=(pjo—P) + Y (pjr =P )Ux, + 11,
r=1

b

(Pjr =PI, + Ly, =20 =Y (B, = pj)U—y, = DUy, = 1)
1 r=1

d
Z v—”]_[ (H, — Hp)"" .

Il
M=

‘
I

Here and henceforth, sums over v and w are taken over subsets of Z‘i as indicated. In particular,
we obtain

b 2
1M l* = II(F; — FYF°|* < ||F; — F||I* < (|Pj,0 — Dol +2) Ipjr - m) :
r=1

On the other hand, in view of

d P
”Mj,k”2 =|I(F; — F)Fp”z H ( l_[(H HO)U,> (Zﬁrl—[r>
[v|=2 =0

'r]

2

’

2
1 < 4k

we see that (29) can be applied, which together with the simple fact that =)l +2), < GrDE =0

gives

d 2
o! w!(2 — w|)! ay Uy

M kl* < E: ——2—Tw| |:Z ot < >j|
( +2)' P po |v]=2 v! r=1 Wr

[w|<2
2
D r R e ot (6]
=2 \|=2 o —w— ol
APl v w1 P POy Vo N

|§2 " vaz I <w>]2)

The special definition of a, (v € 74, lv| =2) implies that e, +e, 0 = 0 for r (1), r(2) € d with
[r(1) — r(2)| # b and therefore the terms on the right-hand side can be evaluated as follows:

2
2 (Pj.0 — Po)*
= [Z ﬁ] _—2[2(1% Pjr)} ZJZT’

P [v|=2
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e )] - Sz (0] -5 250

wl vl=2 1 PrPolyis Po
Z w'|:Z avli[<vr>j|2 Z w! |:aw:|2 Xb:(pr p]r)
= | 22 o =2 || T
lw|=2 p ) v: el Wr [w|=2 p w: r=1 pr

We note that some of the binomial coefficients above are equal to zero. This implies that

4k2 ((Po — p; L B, = pjs)?
||Mj,k||2 < = (Po _P2],0) +ZZ (pr — Pj, r) n Z (P, _f],r) .
n 2Dy = PrPo o Dy

Using this together with

Vi 2 1 ¢ 2
= max —— = max | — M ;
e,y = max 5= = max | -5 j}_l 1M 1

(see the comment after Theorem 2.1) the proof is easily completed. [
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