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A NEW PROOF OF THE ABSTRACT RANDOM TENSOR
ESTIMATE BY DENG, NAHMOD, AND YUE

CLAIRE KANESHIRO

ABSTRACT. We provide a new proof of the abstract random tensor estimate. This
estimate was initially proven by Deng, Nahmod, and Yue (2022) using the moment
method. The key new tool in our proof is the direct use of the non-commutative
Khintchine inequality with the probabilistic decoupling of the product of Gaus-
sians. Hermite and generalized Laguerre-type polynomials allow us to account
for pairings in the real and complex-valued Gaussians, respectively, and remove
the square-free (tetrahedral) requirement.

1. INTRODUCTION

The non-commutative Khintchine inequality is an important estimate in random
matrix theory [13, Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.3]. For F € {R,C}, let X € F**"
be a random matrix whose entries are centered and jointly Gaussian. Then X can
be written as X = »";_; gx Ak, where (g;)5_, is a sequence of independent standard
Gaussians and (Ay);_; C F"*™ are the coefficient matrices. The non-commutative
Khintchine inequality states that
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Effectively, this allows us to bound the operator norm of random matrix by its un-
derlying covariance structure, with only logarithmic loss in terms of dimension. For
more precise discussion of this statement see Lemma 2.3. Recently, Deng, Nahmod,
and Yue [7, Proposition 2.8 and Proposition 4.14] proved the abstract random tensor
estimate, which is a higher-order generalization of the non-commutative Khintchine
inequality. Fundamentally, the random tensor estimate replaces the Gaussian g
with the product of m Gaussians g, gn,-..gn,, and replaces the coefficient matrices
Ay, by tensors (defined below).
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Definition 1.1 (Tensors). A tensor is a map h : (Z%)7 — R, where J is a finite set.
It J = {j1,.... jx}, we often write h = hy; = hn; ., , where n; = (n; : j € J) are
the input variables.

le.

When the basis is fixed, the tensor can be viewed as a higher-dimensional matrix.
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Definition 1.2 (Tensor norm). Let h = h,,, be a tensor. We say X and Y form a
partition of Jif X UY = J and X NY = (. We denote this by X UY = J. Then,
for such X, Y we define the tensor norm ||- || —n, as follows

2 2
(1.2) Hh”%xﬁny = sup{ Z Zthan : Z )vnx‘ < 1}.
nx )X

ny nx €(24
We further remark that, even for a fixed index set J, the partition X UY is
not unique. For distinct partitions into X and Y, we end up with distinct tensor
norms. However, if we fix X and Y, we can view h as a linear operator from /2 . to
@LY, where [2 , denotes the space of square-summable sequences (zy,,),, 2E€(Z4) 7 for
Z € {X,Y}. In this case, the tensor norm coincides with the usual operator norm.

The objective of this paper is to provide a new simple proof the abstract random
tensor estimate (for the original proof by Deng-Nahmod-Yue we refer to [7, Proposi-
tions 2.8 and 4.14]). Technically, we state a slightly different version of the theorem
than in [7], since we drop the square-free condition.

Theorem 1.3 (Abstract random tensor estimate [7, Proposition 4.14]). Fiz k € N.
Let h = hyynny be a deterministic tensor, where A and B are finite index sets and
J={1,2,...,k}. Let ny = (n1,na,...,nx) € (Z* and N € 2N, such that

|n1|7 ) |nk|7I§1€aj{ |na’7 Iglea’é( ’nb| <N

on the support of h, where | -| is the standard {1 norm. Functionally, the number N
18 a Tough bound on the size of the support.

Furthermore, let (gn)peza be a sequence of pairwise independent, standard complez-
valued Gaussians. Fix the signs {11, t2,..., 6} € {£1}*, with ¢* define by g1 =g
and g~ =g. Then let G = Gy, 4ny, be the random tensor defined as

— E . || Lj .
GnAnB T thTLATLB . g?’Lj t

n(]E(Zd)k JjeJ
where : Hjejgﬁfj : 18 the remormalization of the product Hjel,gf{j, which will be
defined using Laguerre polynomials (see Section 3). Then it holds for all p > 1 that
(1.3) E[IGIE )7 < Cp% (log N)

naA—np mai(]HthAnxﬁany’

k

2
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where C' = C(k,d,|A|, |B|) is a constant depending on the number of Gaussians in

the product k, the dimension d, and the cardinality of the index sets A and B.

Fundamentally, we bound (in expectation) the spectral norm of the random tensor
in terms of the underlying deterministic structure. We will discuss other differences
below, but one key new component of our proof is this renormalization, which allows
us to account for pairings. We first recall the definition of a pairing.

Definition 1.4. With the same assumptions as Theorem 1.3. For ni,no € 7% with
corresponding signs ¢1, 12 € {£1}, we say (gn,, gn,) form a pairing if ¢; + 12 = 0 and
n1 = ng. In the real-valued case, (gn,, gn,) form a pairing if n; = no.
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Note that if g;! and g;2 form a pairing, then the two Gaussians are not inde-
pendent and the expectation of the product g;! g;2 is not centered. Deng, Nahmod,
and Yue [7] require that there are no pairings (the product is square-free or tetra-
hedral) in ny (on the support of the deterministic tensor). Therefore, the product
does not require normalization. We give an explicit construction in terms of Her-
mite and Laguerre-type polynomials to account for the pairings in real-valued and

complex-valued, respectively (see Section 3 for details).

Example 1.5. If we let h = hgpeq be a deterministic tensor, where a, b, ¢, d are finite
indices with size at most V. Let (gq)i—; and (gp);~, be sets of pairwise independent
complex-valued Gaussians, where m,n < N. Then, it holds that

H Z habcd(ga% - 5ab)H
a,b ¢
S Cp(log N) max {HhHabc—ﬂi’ HhHac—>bd7 ||h”bc—>ad> Hth—mbd} ’

—d

where C'is a constant and (g,gs — dqp) is the renormalization of g,gp.

The abstract random tensor estimate was initially used by Deng-Nahmod-Yue
[7] for power-type nonlinear Schrodinger equations. Since then it has been used in
other dispersive PDE contexts; see also Bringmann [4], Oh- Wang-Zine [11], and
Deng-Nahmod-Yue [6]. In fact, Bringmann-Deng-Nahmod-Yue [5] proved a bilinear
random tensor estimate in the case where there is one Gaussian, instead of a product
of k Gaussians. It may be interesting to see whether our argument can be used for
variants of [5, Lemma 8.1].

The original proof of the abstract random tensor in [7] uses the moment-method
(see [13] Section 2.2). Whereas our proof uses the non-commutative Khintchine
inequality directly, by decoupling the random variables. Our proof is also more
modular and depends on the following four tools:

(i) Laguerre polynomials (in Section 3)

(ii) Tensor merging estimate (Lemma 2.2, in Section 2.1)
(iii) Gaussian case (Lemma 4.1, in Section 4)
(iv) Probabilistic decoupling (Lemma 4.2, in Section 4)

Remark 1.6. This estimate is motivated by applications to PDEs and we present
this proof in the language of this field. Though, some of the tools we use have
been known implicitly or explicitly in the free probability community. References
to higher order noncommutative Khintchine inequalities, such as in Theorem 1.3,
date back to the work of Haagerup and Pisier, see [12, Remark 9.8.9] and [8]. Also,
it is a known result that Hermite polynomials satisfy a non-square-free decoupling
inequality (see, for example, [1, Section 2]). Moreover, the construction of the
random tensor in Theorem 1.3 is similar to the matrix chaos studied by Bandeira-
Lucca-Nizi¢-Nikolac-van Handel [3, Section 2]. However, this model requires the
square-free condition, whereas our argument can account for the pairings.
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2. BACKGROUND

2.1. Deterministic background.

Lemma 2.1 (Tensor norm duality). Let h = hy, be a tensor and let X and Y be
a partition of J. We observe that the square root of (1.2) is an ly-based operator
norm of the tensor (3_,, . hn,vny). Therefore, by duality, we also have that

(2'1) Hthx—mY = sup{‘ Z thUannY Z "UnXP; Z ‘wnY’2 < 1}7

nx,ny nx €(Z4)X ny €(Z4)Y

which implies that

Hﬁ”nx—my = Hh”nx—my = Hh”ny—mx‘

Lemma 2.2 (Merging estimate [7, Lemma 2.5]). Let Ay, Ag, By, B, and C be dis-

joint finite index sets and let h(Y) = hglenBlnC and h® = hgfz?nBan be two different

tensors. Then, it holds that

1 2
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Proof. Let z 1= zn, n,, € (F4)41Y42 he arbitrary. By first applying the tensor
estimate for h? from Definition 1.2, we obtain
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Now, using the tensor bound on A1), it follows that
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the square root of both sides, we end up with the desired bound. O

By taking the supremum over all 2, n,, such that >

Zna,na,
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2.2. Probabilistic background. The non-commutative Khintchine inequality is
the key probabilistic tool in our proof of the Gaussian case (see Lemma 4.1). This
inequality is broadly useful in random matrix theory because it allows us to upper-
bound the expectation of the operator norm of a random matrix by the underlying
deterministic covariance structure of the matrix, which is a computable quantity.

Lemma 2.3 (Non-commutative Khintchine inequality). Let X € FN*N be a matriz
where the entries are jointly Gaussian and centered. Then X can be written as

follows:
S
X = Z gnAnv
k=1

where (g1, g2, ..., gn) are independent standard Gaussians and Aj, Asg, ..., As are de-
terministic coefficient matrices.
op}7

Then, for all p > 1 , we have that
(2.2) E {HXH?) ] < cy/plog(N maX{H <ZA A*>
for a constant c.

Remark 2.4. We omit the proof here; however, an elegant proof can be found in
[13, Theorem 3.2]. To recover the non-commutative Khintchine inequality as stated
above from [13, Theorem 3.2] we make a few remarks. First, we may assume, without
loss of generality, that the coefficient matrices A,, are all symmetric, since we can
reduce to this case (see [13, Remark 2.4]). For a symmetric matric X, the statement
of the non-commutative Khintchine inequality in [13] is

23) o[ e F < BT | (Y2

To lower bound the LHS of (2.3), we note that the square symmetric matrix X
is diagonalizable, so

(L)

op

1

Bl a 1
(24) E|IXI5] " =B |27, < E [T )
To upper-bound the RHS of (2.3), it holds that

s p
ol(5)
k=1
=+/2p—1 N% max

where the last inequality follows because every An is symmetric and A4, = A;. It
just remains to show that, for all p and N, the terms outside the maximum are

bounded by c¢y/plog(N) to satisfy (2.4). If 2p > log(N), then N7 < N g

1
2p

2p

<

op

EZN

k=1

op op
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bounded by a constant. Hence, we obtain the required bound. If 2p < log(N), by
Holder’s inequality it follows that

1 1
> o} og(N)
E[IX]5,] 7 < E [|1X i ] =0

Then, by applying the non-commutative Khintchine inequality to the RHS, we end

1
up with y/log(N) - Nle®) > ¢4/log(N), as required.

3. LAGUERRE POLYNOMIALS

Recall that objective is to define the renormalization : [ jed gﬁ{] : of the product

II jed gf{J that can detect and account for pairings. In the complex setting, it turns
out to be useful to define the renormalization in terms of a Laguerre-type polynomial.
For expository purposes, we also provide the construction in the real-valued case
using Hermite polynomials at the end of this section. We need the renormalization
to obtain a decoupling inequality, which is a known result for Hermite polynomials
(see, for example, [1, Section 2]). We first introduce the notation.

Definition 3.1. Let (g),cz¢ be a sequence of independent, standard, complex-
valued Gaussians indexed by vectors in Z¢. Let J := {1,2,...,k} be the index set of
ny = (n1,n2,....nx) € (ZH* and 1j = (11,19, ...,1) € {—1,1}*. For simplicity, we
write g,/ = (9545 9» -+ git. ). Since ny is an arbitrary vector in (Z%*, the entries
are not necessarily distinct. In the inductive step, we need to separate one of the
indices and so, for any j € J, we define n\; := (1, ..., Mj—1, 41, ..., M) € (Z.3)k—1
and, analogously, for ¢ ;.

Fix ny € (Z%)*. Then, we define the two functions o,,, : Z¢ — Z>o and p,, :
Z* — Z, by

on,(n)=HjeJnj=n}| and p,(n)= )

jeJnj=n

where n; and ¢; are the jth coordinates of the vectors n; and ¢, respectively. For
each n, the function o counts the number of times ¢! appears in the product.
The function p is the signed difference between the number of g,’s and g,,’s in the
product. Lastly, we let sgn(uy,(n)) € {—1,1} denote the sign of . We will consider
the p = 0 case separately.

Definition 3.2 (Standard Laguerre Polynomials). Since we will require the gen-
eralized (associated) Laguerre polynomials, we provide the recursive construction.
For every a > 0, the first two Laguerre polynomials are

Li(x)=1 and L{(z)=1+a—=z.
For k > 2, the Laguerre polynomials are given by the recurrence relation

N 2k+14+a—2x)Lf — (k+ o)L {(x)
(@) = k41 :
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We often care about the simple Laguerre polynomials, which are the a = 0 case.
For the reader’s reference, we provide the first few simple Laguerre polynomials
LO(:U):l Ll( >:_x+17 LQ(x):%($2_4$+2)7
Ls(z) = (—2® + 92° — 182 + 6), Ly(z) = F(z* — 162° + 722% — 967 + 24).

For further reference on Laguerre polynomials, see [2, Section 13.2]. We now
construct our Laguerre-type polynomials, which are inspired by the use of Laguerre
polynomials in the work of Oh-Thomann [10].

Definition 3.3 (Laguerre-type polynomials). Suppose ¢ € Zg and p € Z>(, where
o > i, then we define

[’(Ua K, gn) = (_1)

o—|u|

() L (galyat

2

In what follows, ‘“ | will be an integer. Let (gn),eza be as given in Definition 3.1.
Fix some nj = (nl,... k) € (ZHF and 1y = (11,...,t) € {1, —1}*, then define
L(g,) == ] L(on, (), ptn,(n), gn).
nezd

Although it appears that we are handling an infinite product, all but finitely
many terms are equal to 1. Indeed, for all n € Z% where g,, does not appear in the
product and, hence, o, ,(n) = 0, the polynomial L(oy,,(n), fin,(n),gn) = 1.

We first discuss a few examples, then we will show that this polynomial satisfies
the required properties.

Example 3.4. Let g, be a standard complex-valued Gaussian. Consider the prod-
uct g%g,”, where a > . The renormalization is given by

L(a+B,a—B,9.) = (=1)?BILG " (gn[*)gle .

Let ¢ and p be as in Definition 3.3. We can check that, when o > 3, % equals
the number of times g, appears in the product and “5# is the number of times g,
appears in the product. We will use this observation in Lemma 3.7.

Example 3.5. We list the three possible polynomials for the normalization of the
product g 1gi2gt3gta  depending on the set of signs {i1, 2, 13,04} € {—1,+1}%.

(1) gt is normalized to £(4,4,g,) = go.

(2) g2y is normalized to £(4,2,g,) = gogn — 392.

(3) 929n? is normalized to £(4,0,g,) = g2Gn2 — 49n0n + 2.
Since Gaussians are rotation invariant, g>g, and g,g,°> have the same normalization
(up to conjugation). We make a few remarks that made evident here. First, the
polynomials indeed have a monomial equal to the product g gi2g-3 gt that we are
renormalizes. Second, o denotes the degree of the polynomial L(o, u, g,) and this
is precisely equal to the number of Gaussians in the product.

In the following lemma we will check that £(g;/ ) is indeed the renormalization.
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Lemma 3.6 (Expectation of the Laguerre-type polynomials). In the present setting,
for allny € (ZH* and vy € {1,—1}*, it holds that

E [L(g;7)] = 0.

Proof. For distinct n € Z%, the Gaussians g, are independent. Hence,

B[2(4)] ~E| T £on, 0, (0).90)| = TT B0, 00y (). 000

nezd nezd

Suppose first that i, ,(n) # 0. Referring back to the construction in Definition 3.3,
observe that L£(0,,(n), fin,(n), gn) is composed of a polynomial in terms of |g,|? and
gn. Therefore, every monomial in £(o,,(n), tin,(n), gn) has an asymmetric number
of g,’s and g,’s and consequently has expectation zero, as required. Now suppose
that p,,(n) =0, then

on j(n) on . (n
L0, (), (W), 90) = (<175 (74) L,y (l9nf?).
2

The random variable |g, | has probability density e~* for > 0. By the orthogonal-
ity of the Laguerre polynomials with respect to the inner product fooo f(x)g(x)e *dz

(see [2, Section 13.2] for details), for any o > 1, it follows that

E[Lq(192|*)] = E[Lo(l9n|*) - Lo(lga|*)] = /La(fv) “Lo(z)e”*dx =0,
concluding the proof. O

In probabilistic decoupling, we will need to interpolate between two independent
families of Gaussians. The following lemma will allow us to set up the inductive
argument, using independence of (9,(gn(¢)))neze and (gn(¥))pezd- For a more
precise explanation see Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 3.7 (Partial derivatives of the Laguerre-type polynomials). With the same
assumptions as above and k > 1, let (Gn)pecze be an independent copy of (gn)nezd-

Then for any ¢ € [0,5], define gn(gp) = sin(p)gn + cos(¢)gn. We use g,/ (¢) to
denote (g}, (¢), o Grk (gp)) Then
Dy [ g;i{] Za gn] g:i{/\\JJ (¢))-
jeJ

Proof. We will require the following two properties about the derivatives of gener-
alized Laguerre polynomials:

(31) L) = ()L )
and
(3.2) inr:O‘L(“) (z) = (m+ a)z* LD ().

dx m
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For further reading on the properties of Laguerre polynomials see [2, Section 13.2].
By repeatedly applying product rule and chain rule, we obtain that

0oL(i?,(9) = 0y [T Lo, (), s (0), 9n())
nezd
= ) 0p[Lon,(m), pin, (M), gm(@)]  []  L(on, (), pin, (n), gn(s0)).
mezZa neZ n#m

The polynomial L(oy,,(m), fin,(m), gm(¢)) = 1 when o,,(m) = 0 and vanishes
under taking the partial derivative. Therefore, the only nonzero terms of the sum
are those where m = n; for some j € J.

For simplicity, we denote sgn(py,(m)) by sgn(u). We first evaluate the partial

sen(l) e may assume there exists at least one index

|2 / g;LSgn(u)

derivative with respect to gp,

j € J such that n; = m and ¢; = sgn(p). By expanding goBn) - |gm
sgn(k)

and viewing g, as constant, we may directly apply (3.2) as follows

o—|u|
0 san) [(—1) ’ ( M)'L'M'w(\gmw

_ 0+|u|(_1)”}‘ ( |M|>| =1 (’gm‘ ) gl (n—sgn(w))

(e=1)— (\MI 1)

(UNJ (m) - 1a Hny (m) - Sgn(ﬂ)a gm(@))
(om0, (M), iy (M), G (2)).-

L
o+
2|u r

Recall from Example 3.4 that < H“ L is precisely equal to the number of distinct j € J,
gn(p)

such that n; = m and ¢; = sgn( ). Equivalently, this is the number of times gn;
appears in the product.

We now evaluate the partial derlvatlve with respect to gmsgn(“ ). Just as above,
we may assume there is an index j' € J such that ny = m and ¢y = —sgn(u).
Viewing grg ") as a constant, we apply chain rule and (3.1) as follows

a—lul
ag;lsgn(,u) |:(_]~) 2 < IMI)‘ L‘f‘ |/4| (|gm|2) g#l:|

- o-lpl-1 1 +1 n
_ "2|“|(—1) £ ( \ul )| L‘(i‘ L <|m+1)(’9m| ) g (p+sgn(p))

= T Lo,y (M), n 0 (M), g ()

Observe that 0;‘” s precisely the number of times that g;Lsgn(” ) appears in the
product. There is one technicality concerning p,,(m) = 0. One can check that by
direct application of (3.1) and chain rule (as done above) that we obtain the desired
equation. Moreover, whenever n # n;, it follows that

on,(n) = On (n) and p,(n)= Fou gy (n).
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Combining the above, it holds that

> 0p[L(on, (M), pns (M), gm(@)]  [] £(0n, (1), hn,s (n), gu(0))

mezd n€eZ ntm
= Zacp(ggj‘)ﬁ(an]\j (nj)7/”’n]\j (nj)agnJ- (¢)) H L( UnJ\J NnJ\J( n), gn(9))-
jed neZ n#n;

The desired bound follows directly by recalling the definition of [,(gn],\\]] (p))-
U

We conclude this section by providing the construction for the polynomial that
renormalizes the product of real-valued Gaussians. We will only state and prove the
abstract random tensor estimate for complex-valued Gaussians, but the analogous
statement for real-valued Gaussians follows by an almost identical argument.

Definition 3.8 (Hermite Polynomials). Let H,(z) denote the nth single variable
Hermite polynomial. Set Hy = 1. We recursively construct H,, for n > 1 by
requiring that

(i) %Hn(x) =nH,_1(x) and

(ii) E[Hn(X)] =0, when X is a standard real-valued Gaussian.

This uniquely defines the nth Hermite polynomial, because (i) determines the

terms of degree > 1 and (ii) determines the constant terms. We can use this to
compute the first few single variable Hermite polynomials:

Hi(z) =z, Hy(x)=2*—-1, Hz(x)=2>-3z, Hy(x)=2"—62%+3.
For reference on the Hermite polynomials, see [9, Section 2].

Definition 3.9 (Hermite-type Polynomials). With the same notation as above.
Let (gn)neza be a sequence of pairwise independent, real-valued Gaussians and fix
some ny = (n1,n9,...,ng) € (Z)*. Then, the renormalization : [1;cs gn; © of the
product [[;c; gn; is given by

gnJ . H n](n gn

neza

Lemma 3.10 (Properties of the Hermite-type Polynomials). Moreover, the Hermite-
type polynomials satisfy the following two properties:
(i) E[H(gn,)] =0,
(ii) With g(v) as defined in Lemma 3.7, the partial derivative with respect to ¢
s given by

gnJ Za gn] gnj\j (QD))

jeJ

Remark 3.11. While we omit a full proof, we provide a sketch below. The proof of
(i) follows from the independence assumption on the sequence (gy,),cz¢ and property
(ii) in Definition 3.8. The proof of (ii) follows by using chain rule and product rule as
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in the proof of Lemma 3.7. Then, by using property (i) in Definition 3.8, if m = n;
for some j € J, we observe that

89mH0nJ(m) (gm> = 0Ony (m) ) Hanj(m)—l(gm) = Ony (m> -H (m) (gm)v

T\

where o, ,(m) is precisely the number of times g¢,, appears in the product.

4. THE PROOF OF THE ABSTRACT RANDOM TENSOR ESTIMATE

We begin by recalling the statement that we will prove. We omit the proof of the
real-valued case since it follows by an analogous argument to the complex-valued
case.

Under the same assumptions as Theorem 1.3, let G = Gy, ,n, be the random
tensor defined as

Gnang = Z thnAnBE(g;l{])'
TLJE(Zd)k
Then it holds for all p > 1 that
1 3 3
E[IGIR,—np]? < Cp2(log N)2 max [[hllnnx—npny

nA—NRB XUy

where C' = C(k, d, |A|,|B|) is a constant.

The proof will proceed by induction on the number of Gaussians in the product,
which is equivalent to the size of J or the degree of the renormalizing polynomial. We
use two key lemmas: the Gaussian case is the base case and probabilistic decoupling
is the main tool in the inductive step. The key new tools in our proof are (1) the
direct use of the non-commutative Khintchine inequality in the Gaussian case and
(2) the use of Laguerre-type polynomials in the probabilistic decoupling to account
for pairings, allowing us to remove the the square-free requirement. Note that if we
replace the Laguerre-type polynomials in this proof with Hermite polynomials, the
real-valued case follows by an almost identical argument.

Lemma 4.1 (Gaussian case). Let h = hponang and (gn),eza be as given in Theo-
rem 1.83. Then, for all p > 1,

p v

naA—NB

[[por——
no

< ov/p1og N max { ngn sns g g + 1 non ans oy g |

where ¢ is a constant in terms of |Al|, |B|, and d.

Proof. There are two important ingredients in this proof. On the probabilistic side,
we use the non-commutative Khintchine inequality (see Lemma 2.3), to bound the
expectation of the operator norm of the random tensor by the operator norm of some
deterministic tensor. Then, on the deterministic side, we use the merging estimate
(see Lemma 2.2) to bound the operator norm of this deterministic tensor in terms
of tensor norm of h.
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For each ng € Z4, we let T, : (2 — (2 be the linear operator:
(Tno2)np = Z hngnang Zna -
na

Then, using the definition of 7,,,, we can write

2

2
)
op

(4.1) ‘

E hTLO’VlAnt’VlO
no

> o Tno
no

where || - [|op is the usual operator norm. The equality follows from the observation
that, when the tensor is viewed as a linear operator, the tensor norm corresponds
with the usual operator norm.

Taking the expectation of (4.1), we can use the non-commutative Khintchine

inequality (Lemma 2.3) as follows
1
2
(4.2) E[H 3" Too G ST T Op},
no no
where ¢ is a constant in terms of the dimension of the spaces to and from which we
are mapping. This dimension is at most DNP for a for a constant D depending on
|A|, |B|, and d.

We estimate the two arguments in (4.2) separately. Observe that (3, Tp Tno)
is a linear operator mapping /7, — Ei,A and, similarly, (3_, Tno7,) is a linear

naA—NB

1
2
)
op

1
p ]ch plogNmaX{HZ’ﬁm’ﬁfo
op o

operator mapping Ei, — E%B. Using the definition of 7,,, we can express the first
B

argument in the maximum as
§ £3
( no 7;10)
no

Then, using the merging estimate (Lemma 2.2), we have that

= Z hnon%nB hnonAnB .

/
n,n
AlA no,"B

* JE—
27;107710 - Z hnon;,thﬂonAnB
/

no op no,NB NA—NY
< [[Anonans|| Fomgry s |
— IIT"MONANB |In g —nonp 11" "N LB lingng—n’,
—|In 2
- H TonNATE HnA—>nonB’

where the last equality follows from duality of the tensor norm in (2.1). Analogously,

Z 7;107;:0

no

2
< ”hnOnAnB HnOnA—mB '

op

Therefore, we can combine these bounds with (4.2), to get the desired inequality.
O
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Lemma 4.2 (Probabilistic decoupling). Let hp n ny and (gn)peze be as in Theo-
rem 1.3 and let (Gn),eczae be an independent copy of (gn)peza. For allp > 1, it holds
that

3=

Bl| X humanolat)

ny€(Zd)k

p
naA—Np

3=

T L
= 5 ZE[H Z thnAntnJL(gnI]\\]J)

jGJ nJE Zd

p
naA—NRB

Proof. We prove this by induction on the size of J. When J = {1}, we have that
L(g,) = gn, and E(gn‘]J\\]J) = 1. The inequality follows immediately.

Now, consider k¥ > 2 and J = {1,2,...,k}. For expository purposes, we write E,
and E; to denote the expectations taken over g and g, respectively. Furthermore,
for any a = (an, )y c(zeyx, we introduce the notation

g thnAnBanJ

ny€(Z4)k

(4.3) F(an,) =

I
naA—NRB

which is convex and one-homogeneous.
By Lemma 3.6, we have that E[£(g;/,)] = 0 when k > 1. Consequently, it holds
that

1
p

=By [F(L(g:7,))"]

=

. p
EQ [H Z thnATLBE(gnJJ)

nyE(Z)k A

— B, [F(L(gt,) — B5lL(G5))7)7

ny

1
< EoB; [F(L(g),) — L&)
where the last line follows by Jensen’s inequality. For any ¢ € [0, 5], we define

(4.4) g(p) = sin(p)g + cos(¢)g-

By definition, g(0) = g and g(5) = g, and thus g(y) interpolates between g and g.
We also observe that

0,9(p) = cos(p)g — sin(p)g.

Since (sin(¢),cos(¢)) and (cos(y), —sin(p)) are orthonormal in R2, the rotational
invariance of Gaussians implies that, for all ¢ € [0, 5], the follovvlng are equal in
distribution:

d

(9(2),0p9(9)) £ (9p9(9), 9(2)) £ (g,7)-
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By substituting in (4.4) and the triangle inequality, it follows that

(4.5) < s [F (9£(3%, () )p] 4o

By Lemma 3.6 and the triangle inequality, the integrands in (4.5) are given by

o [F (0r£ts (@)))p} % b [F < ; 0 [gm, ()] £ (907, () > ”] %
DI [ (95 [om, ¢ ﬂﬁ(gnﬁ\z(so)))”]’l’.

JjEeJ

Using that (g(¢),0,9(¢)) and (g, §) are equal in distribution and evaluating the
integral, we find that

(4.5) /ZJEE F (g, £ (gilﬁ\\fj))p}fl’dso

JjeJ
pd
3 D EoBs | F (3n,(9%,)) |
]GJ
By recalling the definition of F', we have our desired inequality. O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The proof follows by induction on |J|. When J = {1}, then
L(gyL) = gy, the inequality follows directly from the Gaussian case (Lemma 4.1).
Let k> 2 and J = {1,2,...,k}. By probabilistic decoupling (Lemma 4.2), it follows

that
1
1 p »
EIGIZ, pny]? = [H S hymann L(al) ]
ny€e(Zd)yk nA—NB
1
T p P
(49 <3ve| T s |
jEJ 1’LJ€ Zd) naA—Np

_ We estimate each term in the sum separately. Given some j € J, we define
J:=J\jand nj= (n1,...,nj_1,nj41,...,n%) € (Z3)*=1. By viewing

LJ\
Z P ynang £ gnJ\]g)
nye(zd)k
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as the tensor, we may apply the Gaussian case to g,‘{] as follows

1
p P
nA—NRB

Z ( Z thnAnB'c(g;ij)>§nj

JEZd  n;e(zd)h-1

(4.7) < Ciy/plogN max{ }{Eg

[H S hngnansit £(g:))

nJE(Zd

B =

=E4E;

p
nA—NRB

Ly P %
‘ Z thnAnB’C(gan) ] },
naAnNx —-nNpny

n y€(Zd)k-1
where C is a constant in terms of |A|, |B|, and d. By the inductive hypothesis, the
argument in the maximum in (4.7) can be estimated by

1
p P
Bl X ko) }
n- E(Zd k—1 naAnx —npny
< CQP z (logN) max ~”h”TLAanZ‘>anYnW7

where C» is a constant dependent on |A|, |B], d, and k. Thus, we have that (4.7) is
bounded by

(47) < C1 pH(log N)¥ _ max {021?2 (log V)5 max~uhummzﬁn3nynw}
XUY={j} ZuW=J

k k
= C1C9p2 (log N) 2 max - { HthAnxnz—mBnYnW}
XUY={j},Zu0W=J

[MIES

k
= C1Cap2(log N)2 max {[[hflnsnx—snpny}

where the last equality follows by observing that, for every pair of partitions X, Y of
{j}and W, Z of J = J\{j}, the sets X UZ, Y UW form a partition of {j}UJ = J.
We now have a bound on each term in the sum (that is independent of the particular

j € J), so we may rewrite (4.6) as
1
p P
nA%nB:|

%lf}x {HthAnX—mBny}

™ ~
Z2E[H Y hoynansn, Lgn)
JjeJ

nJE(Zd)
< Z TC1Cy pE(IOgN)
jeJ

= Cp(logN)

k
2

k
2 Xrgf}ij {Hh”nAanany} )

where we set C := k- 5 - Cy - C2, which is a constant depending only on |A|, |B|, d,
and k, concluding the proof. O
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