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LIMIT THEOREMS FOR THE DISTANCE
OF RANDOM POINTS IN /p-BALLS

DAVID ALONSO-GUTIERREZ, JAVIER MARTIN GONI, JOSCHA PROCHNO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we prove that the Euclidean distance between two
independent random vectors uniformly distributed on [7-balls (1<p<o)or
on its boundary satisfies a central limit theorem as n — oo. Also, we give a
compact proof of the case of the sphere, which was proved by Hammersley in
[5]. Furthermore, we complement our central limit theorem by providing large
deviation principles for the cases p > 2.

1. INTRODUCTION, NOTATION AND RESULTS.

Recent developments in Asymptotic Geometric Analysis have significantly deep-
ened our understanding of high-dimensional spaces. This interdisciplinary field,
which merges techniques from analysis, geometry, and probability, has unveiled
striking regularities and patterns in geometric structures as the dimension grows.
In particular, the behavior of random objects in high dimensions has been a central
focus, revealing connections to classical probabilistic phenomena.

One prominent area of study concerns central limit theorems (CLT) in high-
dimensional geometry. Early works by Poincaré and Borel (see [2] or [16] for modern
expositions) demonstrated that as the dimension of Euclidean spaces increases, the
distribution of random points in high-dimensional spheres or balls tends to converge
to a Gaussian distribution. This convergence has since been extended to more
general convex bodies, notably through Klartag’s CLT [6} [7], which establishes that
projections of random vectors on high-dimensional convex sets exhibit Gaussian-like
behavior.

Further advances in the field have focused on understanding the probabilistic
structure of high-dimensional bodies, such as cubes and [;)-balls. The work of
Paouris, Pivovarov, and Zinn [I0] has contributed important results in this direc-
tion, providing a central limit theorem for the volume of k-dimensional random
projections (k fixed) of the n-dimensional cube as the space dimension n tends to
infinity. Prochno, Théle and Tuchel [12] generalized and complemented this con-
siderably by establishing a central limit theorem and moderate and large deviation
principles for the volume of random projections and sections of /7-balls. Moreover,
there is a central limit theorem for the volume of convex hulls of Gaussian ran-
dom vectors obtained by Barany and Vu [I] or Reitzner’s central limit theorems for
the volume and the number of i-dimensional faces of random polytopes in smooth
convex bodies [13].
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Beyond these normal fluctuations, there has been growing interest in under-
standing large deviations in high-dimensional spaces. These deviations capture
rare events where the behavior of random vectors significantly differs from typical
Gaussian outcomes, highlighting non-universal features of different convex bodies.
In particular, the study of large deviation principles (LDPs) has provided critical
insights into these rare events, offering a more complete picture of the probabilistic
behavior of random vectors in convex bodies; we refer the interested reader to [11]
and the references cited therein.

The aim of this paper is to investigate CLTs and LDPs related to the Euclidean
distance between random vectors in [;-balls, to uncover deeper connections be-
tween geometric properties and probabilistic phenomena in high-dimensional set-
tings. This problem was first researched by Hammersley in [5], where he proved
an initial CLT for the case of the hypersphere. Further, it was extended to spher-
ical distributions by Lord in [8]. In this paper, we extend those results to ly-balls
and their respective boundaries. Furthermore, we obtain LDPs for the regime
2<p< oo

We start with the central limit theorems and then present the corresponding

large deviations counterparts. For p € [1,00] and = = (x1,...,2,) € R*, n € N, we
recall the definition of the || - ||,-norm as
o, = J i )T p <o
P maxi<;<n || i p = 00.

We denote the unit ball in R™ with respect to the || - [|,-norm by By, that is,
B = {a e R" o], < 1},

and we write 9B} for its boundary. We write X ~ Unif(B}) or X ~ Unif(0B})
to denote that X is a random vector uniformly distributed on B} or on 0B,;, with
respect to the cone measure (see Section , respectively.

1.1. Central limit theorems. A cornerstone in probability theory is the central
limit theorem. A sequence (X,,)nen of random variables is said to satisfy the central
limit theorem if

X,—EX, 4

— N(0,1),
v/ VarX,, (0.1)

d e .
where — denotes convergence in distribution as n — co. That is, for every t € R,

X, —EX
lim P22 <) — &(t) = 0,
i P (e <t) 00

where ®(t) is the distribution function of the standard normal distribution. More
generally, we say that a sequence of random variables (V},),en satisfies a CLT if
Y, % N(0,0?), for some o > 0.

Let us introduce the followings quantities

M (@) o D@D/
I'(1/p)
where a > 0 and p € [1, o0].
In this paper, we are going to prove the following theorems. This first theorem
establishes a central limit theorem for the distance between X (™ and Y™, which
are random vectors uniformly distributed in [;;-balls or on their boundary.



CLT FOR DISTANCE 3

Theorem 1.1. Let 1 < p < 00, and let X, Y ~ Unif(0By)) or X)) y)
Unif(B))) be independent random vectors. Then,

1/p—1/2 n n F(3/p) 1/p d 2
ﬁQﬂ wﬂ>44m—ﬂmmmpq—amwm

where O'g > 0 is given by

o P (M) + (M,(2))%)
p= DL,2)

Note that, due to the nature of central limit theorems, the same CLT holds
when we consider XY (") to be uniformly distributed on ly-balls or on their
boundary. Independently, we obtain a similar result for the n-dimensional cube
and its boundary. Moreover, taking the limit as p — oo in Theorem it recovers
the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let X Y™ ~ Unif(0B%) or X Y™ ~ Unif(BZ). Then,

NG <n1/2||X<"> Y™y — \/§> 4N (0, ;0> :

1.2. Large deviation principles. Large deviation principles describe the asymp-
totic behavior of the probability of rare events for a sequence of random variables
by characterizing their exponential decay rate in terms of the speed and a rate
function (see section for precise definitions).

We now present the main theorems on the scale of large deviations.

Theorem 1.3. Let p > 2, and let X, Y (") ~ Unif(0By)) be independent random
vectors. Then, the sequence (dz’st(X(”),Y(")))neN = (nl/P=1/2|| X (") — Y(”)Hg)neN
satisfies an LDP with speed n and good rate function

inf A (z c2>0
oo (z,9) >
Idist(X(“)7Y(n))(z) =\ /2y V=,

+00 12 <0,

where A* is the Legendre-Fenchel transform of the function

RO e 2 p_lzlP _ |ylP 1
A(ty,ts) :log/ / ehilz—ylHtalyl" === dxdy.
N 4p*/? (T(1 +1/p))*

Remark 1.1. Let us point out that dist(-,-) denotes a normalised distance rather
than the standard Fuclidean distance. Nonetheless, they coincide if p = 2.

In contrast to the CLT, large deviation principles exhibit a more sensitive de-
pendence on the underlying distribution. As shown in the following theorems, the
LDPs for points uniformly distributed on the boundary and those in [}-balls lead
to different behaviors, reflecting the focus of large deviations on tail events rather
than fluctuations around the mean.

Theorem 1.4. Letp > 2, and let X Y(") ~ Unif(B,)) be independent. Then, the
sequence (dist(X(")7Y(”)))n€N = (nl/P=1/2| X (M) — y(m),) N Satisfies an LDP

ne
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with speed n and good rate function

inf Iy (z1,22) c2>0
2120,202>0
Idist(X(M,Y(n))(z) = z=z122
+0oo 1 2<0,
where
Iy (z1,22) :i= Iy (z1) + Iw (22), (z1,22) € sz
being
log(z :2€(0,1
IU(z):{ g(2) (0,1]
+00 : otherwise
and
mzlor,lyf>0 Az, y) :220
Iw(Z) = xl/Qy_l/”:z
+oo s 2<0,

where A* is the Legendre-Fenchel transform of the function

Aty t2) =1 /°° /OO ple w5 . dud
1,t2) = log € P P ray.
oo e 4p2/7 (D(1+1/p))”

We now turn to the case of the n-dimensional cube, where we establish a large
deviations principle for points uniformly distributed in the cube.

Theorem 1.5. Let X Y (™) ~ Unif(BZ) be independent random vectors. Then,
the sequence (dist(X (™, Y(”)))neN = (n_1/2||X(”) - Y(")||2)nEN satisfies an LDP
with speed n and good rate function

nf A'(@) 220
Lyisyxom yomy(2) = 2=y
00 s 2 <0,

where A* is the Legendre-Fenchel transform of the function

A(t) = log [2 /02 ete’ (1 - g) dx} .

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. Some notation and results needed
for the main results are collected in Section In Section we introduce the
problem considered and prove the spherical case following the idea of [5] in a more
direct way. Section [4] contains the proofs of the central limit theorems (Theorems
and |1.2) and Secti contains the proofs of the large deviation principles

(Theorems and |1.5]).

2. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. General notation. Let A C X be a subset of some topological space X, we
denote its interior as A° and its closure as A. Given a Borel probability measure
7 on R", we indicate by X ~ 7 that the random vector X has distribution 7. In
particular, we denote as X ~ N (1, 0?) that the random variable X has a Gaussian
distribution with mean p € R and variance ¢ > 0. In dimension n > 2, we write
N(p, %) to indicate the multivariate Gaussian distribution with mean p € R™ and
covariance matrix ¥ € R™ ™. Given (X,),en a sequence of random vectors in
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R™ we write ﬁ), 2 and “3 to indicate convergence in distribution, probability
and almost sure, respectively. Moreover, given two random elements X; and Xo,
we indicate equality in distribution as X3 4 X5. Given two sequences of random
vectors (X, )nen, (Yn)nen, we denote asymptotic equivalence in distribution, i.e.,

1Xn — Yall2 50, as X, 4 X,,. We write E and Var for the expected value and
variance, respectively.

2.2. Probabilistic aspects of [)-balls. Recall that for p € [1,00] and x =
(1,..,xzn) € R", n € N, we write ||z||, for the p-norm of xz. We denote the
unit ball in R™ with respect to the || - ||,-norm by B}, that is

By = {z e R" ||z]|, < 1},

and we write 9B, for its boundary. Additionally, we will write Sn=1 .= 9B to
denote the Euclidean sphere.

Let o, be the surface measure (Hausdorff measure) on 9B}, p > 1, and denote
by py, the cone probability measure on 9B;;, defined by

1
n n. <t < n
M”(A)iiol( )Vol({taGR ja€ A,0<t<1}), A cCoBy,

where Vol denotes the Lebesgue measure.
Recall that a random variable is said to be p—generalized Gaussian (1 < p < 00)
if its density function f, is given by

fo() = Cyle el g e,
with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R, where the normalization constant C,,
is given by C), := 2pt/PT (1 + %) For the case p = 0o, we define the co-generalized
Gaussian as a random variable uniformly distributed on [—1, 1]. Notice that, if g is
a p-generalized Gaussian for some p € [1,00), then for every a > 0, E|g|* = M,(«).

We recall from [I5] the following probabilistic representation for a uniformly
distributed random vector in B and in 0B,).

Lemma 2.1 (Schechtman and Zinn). Fiz 1 < p < co. Let Y = (Y1,....Y,) be a
random vector with independent p-generalized Gaussian coordinates Y1, ..., Yy, and
let U be a random variable uniformly distributed on [0, 1], independent of Y. Then,

Y
g

e The random vector and the random varianble |Y||, are independent.

is uniformly distributed on OB, according to the cone measure p .

Y
Y]l

Y
o —
g
° Ul/n

is uniformly distributed in B)).

2.3. Delta Method. We will use the following technical lemma, which charac-
terizes the asymptotic distribution of a differentiable function of a random vector
which is asymptotically Gaussian (see [9]).

Lemma 2.2 (Delta method). Let (X, )nen be a sequence of k— dimensional random
vectors such that /n(X, — p) converges in distribution to a centered Gaussian
random vector with covariance matriz X, and let g : R* — R? be continuously
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differentiable at p1 with Jacobian matriz J,. Then,

d
Vi(g(Xa) = g(1) == N (0,J,27])
provided JgEJ;‘F s positive definite.

2.4. Large deviations. Let X := (X,,),en be a sequence of random elements
taking values in some Hausdorff topological space X. Then, we say that X satisfies
a large deviation principle (LDP) with speed s(n) and rate function Ix if s : N —
(0,00), Ix : X — [0, 00] is lower semi-continuous, and if

1 1
_xienio Ix(z) < linrr_ligf 5 logP(X,, € 4) < h?—iip 5 logP(X,, € A) < — J3r€1fZIX(a:)
for all Borel sets A C X.

The rate function Ix is said to be a good rate function if it has compact level
sets {z € X;Ix(z) < a}, for every a € [0,00).

Let X = R? for some d € N and let A : R? — RU {+00}. Then, the Legendre-
Fenchel transform of A is denoted as A* and defined as

A*(2) i= sup [(z,u) - A(w)], @€ RY,
u€ER?

where (-,-) denotes the standard scalar product on R?. Moreover, we define the
(effective) domain of A to be the set Dy := {u € R%; A(u) < oo}

We now present some fundamental results from large deviations theory. First,
we recall what is known as Cramér’s theorem, which provides an LDP for sequences
of independent and identically distributed random vectors (Theorem 2.2.3. in [3]).

Lemma 2.3 (Cramer’s theorem). Let X, Xs,... be independent and identically
distributed random vectors taking values in RY. Assume that the origin is an in-
terior point of Dy, where A(u) = logEe{™X). Then, the sequence of partial sums
(% Yo Xi)neN’ satisfies an LDP on R™ with speed n and good rate function A*.

Next result, which will be used in the following sections, states that if (X,,)nen is
a sequence of random variables that satisfies an LDP with speed s(n) and rate func-
tion Ix and (Y, )nen is a sequence of random variables that is "close” to (X, )nen
in some sense, then the sequence (Y, )neny will also satisfy an LDP under some
conditions (Theorem 4.2.13. in [3]).

Lemma 2.4 (Exponential equivalence). Let X = (X, )nen andY = (Yy,)nen be two
sequences of random variables and assume that X satisfies an LDP with speed s(n)
and rate function Ix. Further, assume that X and Y are exponentially equivalent,
i.e.,

1

lim sup

n— 00 S(n)

for any § > 0. Then, Y satisfies an LDP with the same speed and the same rate
function as X.

logP(|X,, — Y| > 0) = —c0

Lastly, the contraction principle allows to transform a given LDP to another by
a continuous function (Theorem 4.2.1. in [3]).

Lemma 2.5 (Contraction principle). Let X and Y be two Hausdorff topological
spaces and F : X — Y be a continuous function. Further, let X = (X,)nen
be a sequence of X-valued random elements that satisfies an LDP with speed s(n)
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and good rate function Ix. Then, the sequence Y := (F(X,))nen satisfies an
LDP on Y with the same speed and with good rate function Iy = Ix o F~1, i.e
Iy (y) == inf{Ix(x); F(x) = y}, y € Y with the convention that Iy(y) = +oo if

“1({y)) = 0.

3. PREVIOUS RESULTS AND COMPARISON

In this section, we will provide a short and compact proof of Hammersley’s CLT
in the case of the n-dimensional Euclidean sphere (see [5]).

Let X Y™ be independent random vectors uniformly distributed on the Eu-
clidean n-dimensional sphere, S®~!. In [5], the author approached the problem by
studying the distribution function of the distance between X(» and Y ("), which
was shown to be close to an incomplete beta-function ratio, and therefore, tends
asymptotically to a Gaussian, as the dimension grows.

Following [5], in [8], the author proved the result by extending it to spherical
distributions, whose density function depends only on the modulus of the random
vector.

The underlying idea of the proofs relies on the rotational invariance of the sphere,
which implies that dist(X ), Y (") depends only on a single random variable. To
see this, fix a point zg € S™~ 1 on the sphere. For any z € S™~ 1,

/ 1{dist(m,y)}da(y) = / l{dist(zo,y)}da(y)v
gn—1 gn—1

where o is the normalized cone measure on S~ ! i.e., (8" ') = 1. Then,

P(dist(X™, yW) < t) = / P(dist(z, Y™W) <t | X = 2) do(z)
Sn 1

/S 1/ B 1{dm (z,y)<t} do’( )da( )

- / 1{dlst(z0 y)<t} da( )/ dO’((E)
gn—1 gn—1

= / . 1{dist(z0,y)§t} dO’(y)

= P(dist(zo, Y™) < 1).

Therefore, the problem is reduced to studying the asymptotics of the random
variable dist(xo,Y(")). For the general case, i.e., when X Y™ are uniformly
distributed on By or 9By, for p € [1,00] and n € N, we develop suitable techniques
in sections [ and [l

Let us prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. Let X(") Y ~ Unif(S™~1) be independent random vectors. Then,

dist( X, Y () — E[dist(X ™), Y ()] d
VVar[dist( X Y )]

N(0,1).

In particular,
Van (dist(X™, Y ™) = v2) 5 N(0,1).

To prove this result, let us first compute the distribution function of the distance.
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Lemma 3.1. Let X Y™ be independent random vectors uniformly distributed
on S"~1 for each n € N. Then, for every t € [0, 2]
P(dist(X™, Y ™) < t) = iﬂh /1 (1= 2?32y
Val(%57) Jim2
I'(3) / ° o 2
= ——~—~ [ (sin(f))"""d0,
Var(®5h) Jo

where s = arccos(1 — t%/2).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we fix a point on the sphere xyp = e;. Let 6 €
[0, 27] be the angle between the line joining x and the origin, with the line joining
the origin and a point 4y on the sphere.

First, note that the lenght of the chord joining xo and yp is 2sin(6/2), and so it
follows that cos(f) = 1 — dist(zq, yg)?/2.

Given an angle 6 € [0,27], the (n — 2)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the
points at distance 2sin(6/2) of xg is

(n—1)
2

2

(sin(0))" 2.

Notice that, given t € [0, 2], the event {dist(xo,Y (™) < t} has the same pobability
as the event {2sin(6/2) < ¢}, where 6 is again the angle between the line joining
xo and the origin, with the line joining the origin and Y ("),

Therefore,
n—1
s 137’"_21) (sin(6))"—2
(st (X, Y ) <) = [ EEE
’ ey
I'(%)

where t = 2sin(s/2) or t = v/24/1 — cos(s), i.e., s = 2arcsin(t/2) or s = arccos(1 —

t2/2). Thus, we can also write is as

B([dist (X, V)] < 1) = F()) / (- a2y,

Now, we are ready to compute the expected value of the distance.
Lemma 3.2. Let X Y () ~ Unif(S™~1) independent random vectors. Then,
: 2"~1 (I(n/2))*
E[dist( X™, y(M)] = =727, /2,
[dis( ’ ) Vrl(n —1/2) n—ooo V2

Proof. By differentiating the distribution function of dist(X ), Y("), we obtain its
density function given by

ft)= \/;F((g%l) <sin (2 arcsin <;>>>n_2 \/1_72
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Applying the change of variables § = 2 arcsin(t/2), we obtain that
r

(3) / 25sin (6/2)(sin(6))"2d0.

Var(tzt)
Using the identity sin(z) = 2sin(x/2) cos(z/2) and the change of variables x = /2,

/W251n(9/2)(sm "=249 :/ sin (6/2)(2sin(0/2) cos(8/2))"2db
0

E[dist(zo, Y ™)] =

(2sin (6/2))" " (cos(6/2))"~2db

\

:2”/0 (sin(z))" " (cos(z))"“dx

:2n—lB En_l
2

27
where B is the Beta function. Thus, we conclude that
(%) n n-—1
E[dist(zo, V™) = ———22_on-1p (=
[ 18 ($07 )] ﬁr(%) 27 2
RN G) L)

277 (D(n/2))°
Jal(n—1/2)

Furthermore, using the second order Stirling’s formula,

r1em = e (2)" (14 40 (&),

and applying it to I'(n/2) and I'(n — 1/2), a straightforward computation yields

El[dist(zo, Y ™)] = V2 —

1
+o(1l/n).
T Fom)
O
In a similar way, we can compute the variance of the distance and its asymptotics.

Lemma 3.3. Let X Y (") ~ Unif(S"~') independent random vectors. Then,

—1 n 2 2

and
lim 2nVar[dist(X™, Y ™)) = 1.

n—oo

Proof. Let us compute
2
Varldist(zo, Y™)] = E[(dist(zo, Y ™))2] — (]E[dist(:co, y<n>)])
Since for every 6 € [0, 27]

1—cosf

sin(6/2) = 5



10 DAVID ALONSO-GUTIERREZ, JAVIER MARTIN GONI, JOSCHA PROCHNO

we have that

E [(dist(xo,yw))z] - ﬁrr((g;);l) /0 ﬁ(2sin((9/2))2(sin(9))"_2d9
= \/;FPE:Q:;) {/Oﬁ(SiH(Q))"_QdQ — /07T cos(0)(sin(0))"2d6

On the one hand, using the Beta function,

™

/Oﬂ(sin(é’))”_zdé? = g/of(sin(e))"—Qde =B <”gl ;) _ W

On the other hand,
/ cos(#)(sin(6))"~2df = 0.
0
Therefore,

[ﬁﬂ";l)}_ 21 (D(n/2))?
V(i) [ T(0/2) VA (n—1/2)

(2“1 <r<n/2>>2>2
=2 | " |

Var[dist(zo, Y(™)] =

Vrl(n—1/2)
Furthermore, by Lemma [3.2] taking the limit n — oo, we obtain that
lim Var[dist(X™,y™)] =0

n—oo
and
lim 2nVar[dist(X ™, Y ™) = 1.

n—oo

O

Before proving Theorem we need the following technical result (see [14],
Theorem).

Theorem 3.2. Let (p,)nen be a sequence of densities on R such that,
Jim p,(z) = p(z)

for almost every x € R. If p is a density, then

lim Spn(sr:)dxz/sp(x)dm

n—oo
uniformly for all Borel sets S in R.
Now, we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[3.1 We write 1, := E[dist(X ™,V ™)] and 02 := Var[dist(X ™, Y ™)],
whose values are provided by Lemmas and Then, note that

dist(X ™, Y ™) — g, dist(X™,Y™W) -2 1 N V2 = iy
V2no, on
By Slutsky’s Theorem, to prove Theorem [3.1] it is enough to prove that

' (n) y(n)y _
dist(X ™) Y'(n) ﬂiN(O,l),

On

sl
3

o
3
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since by Lemmas [3.2] and [3-3] we have that

2 =i e ()
— +7O —
On 4\/5”0',” On n
and
lim o,V2n = 1.
n— oo

Note that the random variable dist(X (), Y (") takes values on the interval [0, 2].
Thus, the normalized random variable v/2n (dist(X () y(n)y — \/ﬁ) takes values of

the interval | n,2v/2n — 24/n].
By Lemma (3.1 we have that for any ¢ € [—2+/n,2v/2n — 2/n],
: n n n 1
P (dlSt(X( ),Y( )) - \/Q < t) F(g) ) / (1 o $2)(n73)/2d$.

1 fl‘(” Cor(n=1y 2 4

van W Uw
Let t € [~2v/n,2v/2n — 2y/n]. We use the change of variables y/nz = y, and obtain
b (dist(X(”),Y(")) ~V2 _ t) / ( ) y2>(n—3)/2 "
\/% = \ff n 1 NG t2 B n

Let t € R. Let ny := inf{n;t € [—2y/n,2v/2n — 24/n]}. Then, note that for any
n > ng, since the integrand is non-negative and bounded above by 1, we have

St(X )y )y _
P<dlst(X LY () \/§St>

1
V2n

= — 1—= —v/n,v/n ydy
VA (v ) (-5) T e

p(%) Vn Y2 (n—3)/2 (n—3)/2
- &’ @000 1— < 1 d 1Y d
VAl (25 vn /,t < n> (v (U y+/4f < > L m ym(v)dy

a5 v <> "t o)
<

2\ (n—3)/2
1-— ’I’L) ]l[_\/ﬁﬂ/m dy+

S n—1 /
VAl (252 ) v\ -
‘We notice that
I'(3)

2\ (n—3)/2
In(y) == m (1 - i) Ty, ym (¥)

is a probability density for every n € N, and that f, — \/Te —v*/2 pointwise, since
taking limits n — oo, for every y € R,

lim I(

e AT () i Vam

2\ (=B
lim (1—'”) _
n— o0 n

Then, by Theorem we have that for any t € R,

\ M\3
N
—

and
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(n) y(n)y _
lmlp<dmuX‘ ) ¢2§t>
n—o0 \/ﬁ
1—\(@) %) y2 (”_3)/2 t2
<1 2 1—= 1 —
S L ()
1—\(%) 0o . y2 (n—3)/2
- e [ () e
%d

7wl

For the lower bound, note that if n > n;

i (n) y(n)y —
IED(dlst(X , Y1) ﬂgt)

V2n
L(3) /ﬁ ( y )<" v
= ~< - dy
NGNCN/D -t n
r(2) Vi Y2\ ()72 —t 2\ (n=3)/2
= - d 1- = d
ﬁrr(";l)\/ﬁ(/t ( n “/f n v
F(%) 00 y2 (n—3)/2 —t 2\ (n—3)/2
= 1-= 1 d 1- = d
ﬁr«zlw(/_t (-4 vl y*/f D)

Tz 00 9\ (n—3)/2
- \FF(g)f ” (1‘1) Ly v (9)dy.

o2
Since we already proved that the latter expression converges to f_oj e T dy, we
obtain that

i (n) ym)y _
lim P <dlst(X ,z/' ) — V2 < t)
n—o00 \/Tin
F(%) 0o y2 (n—3)/2
: J%W L0-5) T e

N
/ —g
2
vV 2 —t

Thus, for every t € R,

st( X () Yy _ o
hmIP(dlSt(X V) ﬁ§t>:1/ % d

n—oo

8-
3

where g ~ N(0,1). O
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4. CENTRAL LiMIT THEOREMS

In this section, we are going to prove the Central Limit Theorems[I.Iland[I.2} We
divide the section into two subsections. The first one is devoted to random vectors
uniformly distributed on /3}-balls (1 < p < o0) or on their boundaries according to
the cone measure, in order to prove Theorem [I.1} and the second one is devoted to
the case of the cube (Theorem [1.2)).

4.1. CLT for [;—balls. Let X () Y(") be independent random vectors uniformly
distributed on the boundary of B)}. By the Schechtman-Zinn representation (Lemma

RO,

x () 4 G and Y £ G
Gl 16"’
where G = (¢1,...,9,) and G’ = (¢}, ..., g,,) are independent p-generalized Gauss-
ian vectors on R™, that is, their components are p-generalized Gaussian random
variables on R. Then, we can see the distance between random vectors uniformly
distributed on the boundary of B}, normalized by nt/P=1/2 a5

dist(X(n)7y(n)):nl/p—1/2 G _ G _ 1/p—-1/2 (91, -, 9n) _ (915 - 9n)
Gl 167111, TN N IRl B
ey~ e gk g0)
(o g T (e gl
nl/p—1/2

n 1 n
<g} (i lgil”) /pg,)

n 1 v n 1 2
(i Il (i g
Note that by the Strong law of large numbers (SLLN),

n py\1/p
G 0l) s,
(> izt gil”)
Thus, the idea of the proof will be to first prove that dist(X ), Y (")) and
nl/p—1/2

n 1

(T o)

have the same asymptotic distribution, and then prove a CLT for (4.1)). This will
imply that dist(X (™, Y (") satisfies the same CLT.

2

(4.1) (g = 90)iz1 |, »

Lemma 4.1. Let 1 < p < oo and let ¢;, 9, with i = 1,...,n, be independent
p—generalized Gaussian random variables. Then,
nl/p=1/2 p

n 1 n
(g, _ el “’g<> 4
n 1 v n 1 g n 1
(i o) g Ll (i le)'
Proof. Let G = (g1,..,9n) and G' = (g{,...,g,,) be independent p-generalized

Gaussian vectors on R"™. Take A, := Il\lg"ll\i and f(z) := |G — 2G'|]2, Vz € R.

By the mean value theorem, for almost every value of G and G’ there exists some
¢ € R such that

1/p—1/2
- [(9i = 90)iza ], -

F@) = f(An) = f(O)1 = Ap).
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Note that f’ is differentiable for all x except possibly when G = xG’. This event
has probability 0. Therefore, with probability 1, f is differentiable everywhere, and
the mean value theorem applies. Then,

G- &G >
—— (1-A,)G"),
[
for some £ € R. Then, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain that

G =Gl = |G = AnG'|l2] < 11— A G|

IG—GM—W?w%OM—<

Equivalently,
nV2 G = A,G |, =TG- G/HQ‘ <7V = Al Gl

Let us bound this last expression. For the first factor, by the SLLN,

G a.s.
_ Gl a

el

Ap

therefore,
I1— A, % o0.
For the second factor, again by the SLLN, there exists come constant C' := \/W >
0 such that
n~2|G . &5 C
Then, it is clear that
2 G - A,G |, —nT 2| G = Gy 0.
It follows that
w2 IG = ALG ], SR G - Gl
“3 M, (p)~'/? > 0, by Slutsky Theorem we obtain that

1
Gl

Therefore, since n!/?||G|| ;!

nl/p=1/2 1 ||G—AnG'||2 4 p1/p=1/2
Gl

IG =G, -

Let us prove Thorem in the case that X(™ Y () ~ Unif(9By)).
Proof of Theorem (boundary case). Let us define the function f : R? — R given
by
1

_ .1/2
f(x7y)_‘/1: yl/p'

First, note that
1 1 &
U126 = Gl = £ =3 (10— 6l lail?)
n 2 i gz y 194 .
HGHP n i=1

Take S1, = 230 |gi — g}|” and S5, = 137 |g;P. Thus, by Lemma [1.1] we
have that

n]/p—1/2||X(n) _ Y(”)H2 g f ((SLTHSQ,TL)) .
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By the classical CLT, (v/n(S1,n — E[S1.,]), vn(S2,n — E[S2,,])) converges in distri-
bution to N (0, X), where ¥ is the covariance matrix of (S} ,,, S2,,). Thus, applying
the Delta method (Lemma to X,, = (S1,n,52,,) and the function f, we have
that

Vi (f(Xa) — £ (E[X) 3 N (0,7;577),

where Jy is the Jacobian matrix of f and E[X,,] = (2M,(2), M,(p)).
Let us compute the covariance matrix

2:[ Varllgy = g1 Covllgi — g1 [ |gu "]
Cov[lgr — gi1?, 191 17] Var[|g: "]

| 2

For the first term,

Var {Igi - gélz} = Var [|g1]* + |91 ]* — 29191]
=K [(|91\2 + g1l — 2919'1)2] — (B [lgs]* + l91* — 29191])2
=E [|g:]* + |9} * + 6191 %194 |> — 41912919} — 494 2g191] — (2E [loa[*])”
= 2E [|g1|*] + 6 |1 2] E 193] = (2E [|gn ])’
=2E [|91|4} +2(E [|91|2])2
— 20, (4) + 2(M, (2))%

For the fourth term,

2p+1 pt+1 2
Vaf[lgz"?EUglFﬂ(E[gwwF( N

For the remaining terms, note that
Covllg: — giI" ,1g:il") = Ellgi — gil” l9:I") — Ellg: — i TElgil".
Let us compute both summands. For the second one,
r(3)
r(3)

W

2
Ellg: — giI"] = 2E[|g1|*] = 2

SECS

and

P
(i
P

Ellg:l"] =

S

/N
N———

For the first one,
2
Ellg: — gil” 9"l = Ellg1[P** + |91/”1911* — 2919119117
= E[lg1[""?] + E[|g1["]E[|g1 *]

) rE)rG) ()
rG) ) rG) o 6)
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Therefore,
) )
COVng_gH ,‘gl‘p]_ 3F<Z) _2F<Z)p
or (2£3
- 3F((>> " iele D

Thus, we obtain the covariance matrix

5 [ 2Mp,(4) + 2(M,(2))*  2My(p +2) ]
ZM,(p+2) M,(p) '

For the last step, let us compute the Jacobian of f : R?> — R given by
1
_ .1/2
f(l',y)—‘T yl/p'

It is clear that

Jiwy) = | sty =E% |-

Thus, the Jacobian matrix of f evaluated at E[X,,] = (2M,(2),1/p) is
_ __pYr _ 1/p
Io=| 2amm VEVILE) |
Then, applying elementary computations, one can check that the vaue of ag is given
by

PP (My(4) + (M(2))%)

2 T
=J,2J =
Tp = e 41M,(2)

]

Now, let us work on the case where X Y (™ are random vectors uniformly
distributed on B}. By the Schechtman-Zinn representation (Lemma [2.1)),

x4 Ul/ni and Y £ t/n ¢
Gl 1G"1lp”
where G = (g1, ..., gn) and G’ = (g1, ..., ¢,,) are independent p-generalized Gaussian
vectors on R™, and U, U’ are uniformly distributed in the interval [0, 1] and inde-
pendent of G and G’. Then, similarly to the previous case, we can see the distance
between random vectors uniformly distributed on B”, normalized by n/?P=1/2 ag

p,
'
nl/p71/2HX . Y||2 _ ‘ Ul/n G . U/l/n G;
Gl 1G5 1l
_ pl/p-1/2 gt Ut Gl
Gl vt Gl

where there is an extra U'/" factor. Note that since U™, U/ 3 1 and UY™, U/ >
0 almost surely, we have that

U/l/n
Ul/n

a.s.

= 1.
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Thus, again we will first prove that dist(X™), Y () and
nl/pfl/Z
n 1
(i gl

have the same asymptotic distribution, and then prove a CLT for (4.2]). This will
imply that dist(X ()Y (")) satisfies the same CLT.

(4.2) U™ [(gi = 9iall,

Lemma 4.2. Let 1 < p < oo and let g;, g, with i = 1,....,n, be independent
p—generalized Gaussian random variables and U,U’ be independent uniform ran-
dom wvariables on the interval [0,1]. Then,

nl/p=1/2 utin _ u/n Gy 4 n1/p71/2L/n G — G/|| .
1G]l vt G Gl ?
Proof. The argument is the same as in the proof of Lemma [£.1] replacing
oGl UG,
G tUtmE,
In particular, defining f(z) = ||G — G’||2, the same mean value theorem argument

yields
fn*1/2||G — A,G s = V2|G = G2 | <|1- A4, n=2| G|, a.s.
By the SLLN, ||G|,/G'|l, — 1 a.s. and n=2||G'||s — /M,(2) a.s. Moreover,
UY™ =1 and U'Y/™ — 1 as., hence A, — 1 a.s., and therefore [1 — A4,,| — 0 a.s..
Consequently, the right-hand side converges to 0 a.s., which implies that
nV2|G — 4,62 £ V2YG - G o

Finally, since nl/pHGH;l — M,(p)~/? > 0 a.s., an application of Slutsky’s theorem
gives

3 Ul/n d 3 Ul/n
MmlﬂwﬁwaAwﬂbNMM1ﬂwﬁwG7Gm.
p p

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem (Br-case). Let X™ Y™ ~ Unif(B?) be independent. By
Lemma it is enough to prove a CLT for (4.2). In particular, notice that

Ul/n :e%log(U) ie—%7

where F is an exponential random variable with mean 1. Therefore, using the series
expansion of the exponential,

E
e =1-=+R,,
n

where R,, denotes the Taylor reminder term, and |R,,| < E?/2n?. Then,
E 1
67%:1**+0E (2),
n n
where the Landau symbol Og depends on the realization of the random variable
E. Since E? < oo almost surely, the bound above also implies that

E 1
1 Eio(1)
n n

(&

3|
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almost surely. Therefore, we have that

i s (1-£+0 (%))
o IG =Gy = = G- |
Gl ? Gl 2
d 1
—>WIIG—G’H2'
p

This last expression coincides with the case where X ()| Y™ are uniformly dis-
tributed on the boundary of B). Thus, the Theorem follows. O

4.2. CLT for the cube. Let X Y be independent random vectors uniformly
distributed on BZ. Then X (™ 4 (u, ..., up) and Y 4 (uf,...,u,) where u;,u}

U
are independent random variables uniformly distributed on the interval [—1,1].
Thus, the proof of the CLT for this case is a straightforward computation.

Let us first prove that the case where X(™ V(") are uniformly distributed on
the cube, is asymptotically distributed as the case where X Y™ are uniformly

distributed on the boundary of the cube.

proof of Theorem[I.4 Let X () Y™ be random vectors uniformly distributed on

BZ. Then X 4 (u1, ..., u,) and Y () 4 (uf,...,ul) where u;, u} are independent

ey Uy

random variables uniformly distributed on the interval [—1, 1].
Note that

n—1/2||X(n) _ y(”)H2 = l(ut, ooy up) — (ul, ..oy un,)||

1/2
1 n
= (} j|uz-—u;|2> .
n
i=1

For each n € N, we take

1 2
4.3 Sp = — i — i)
(4.3) 2 2l
By the classical CLT, it is clear that v/n (S, — i) — N(0,0?), where
2
pi=Eflur —uyf’] = 3
and
o? = Var [|uy — v} )] = E [Jus — u}[*] = (E [|u —u’|2])2:2—4— 2 2:§
' e e o 5 \3) 5

Thus, taking the function f(z) = /x, we have that
n2IX M =y (M = £ (S,).

Applying the Delta method (2.2), we have that
7
Vi (X Y = 40) N 0.0 ) = (0,55 ).

Now, let X(")| Y(") be random vectors uniformly distributed on 0B, . Note that
any point on the boundary of the hypercube has one coordinate either 1 or —1,
and the rest of coordinates are uniform random variables on the interval [—1,1].
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Therefore, we take X = (uy,...,u,) and Y = (u},...,u!,) as before, and we

define X" = (y, ..., a,) as

b = Ui, ifi 7é KX
" Sy ifi=Kx
where Kx ~ Unif({1,...,n}) and Sx ~ Unif({—1,1}), and Y™ = (a/1,...,u/,,) as

-, ifi# Ky
u,; =
Sy ifi=Ky

where Ky ~ Unif({1,...,n}) and Sy ~ Unif({—1,1}). For each n € N, we take
Sy 1= 1 z": lu; —ul?, and S, := 1 z”: |i; — u'i]?.
s [t
Note that S,, differs from §n in at most two summands, for which
|(ui —ul)? — (@ — ﬁ’i)2| < 8.

since |ug|, ||, ], |u/;] < 1, for any i € {1,...,n}. Then, it follows that

> ((ui = uf)? = (@ — u'y)?)

i=1

< 8_16
n n

(4.4) S — S| =

S|

almost surely. Note that,

n V2| XM —y M|, — 2 X0 }7(")”2‘ = ’, /S, — /S,
Sp — Sn
V8. + VS,

almost surely, since S,,, S, > 0 with probability 1. Therefore, since S,, “3 E[S,,] > 0

and S, “3 E[S,,], there exists some ¢ > 0 such that /S, + /S, > ¢ almost surely,
and using (4.4]), we obtain that

waﬂxm>_ymWZ_nfwﬂXw»_ymWQ<
which implies that
2| x ™) —ym), & 12 X0 — yi,,

Therefore, n='/2|| X () — Y ("), satisfies the same CLT as n~'/2|| X" —y ™ ||,. O

5. LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLES

In this section, we are going to prove the Large Deviation Principles results. We
divide the section into two subsections. The first one is devoted to random vectors
uniformly distributed on /;-balls (2 < p < o0) in order to prove Theorems and
and the second one is devoted to the case of the cube (Theorem [L.5)).
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5.1. LDP for [}—balls, p > 2. As in the previous section, instead of proving that
an LDP is satisfied by n'/P=1/2|| X(™) — Y ||,, we show that it is satisfied by

1/2

.— pl/p—1/2

W’rl =N (Z |g |p 1/]7 <Z ‘g’t gz > b
=1 197

where (g;)7_; and (g;)7—, are independent p-generalized Gaussian random variables.
For that, we need to first prove that these two expressions are exponentially equiv-
alent. In that case, by Theorem both will satisfy the same LDP with speed n
and the same rate function.

Let us first see that the two expressions are exponentially equivalent.

Lemma 5.1. Let p > 2, and let G = (g1,...,9n), G’ = (g}, -..,9,,) be indepen-
dent generalized p— gaussian vectors, and let U, U’ be independent uniform random
variables on the interval [0, 1], independent of G and G'. Let
_ Gl _ UV |Gl
n ’ or Ap = /n Al
1G" [l untim |Gl

Then,

nl/p—1/2 )

BES |G — A G|,
is exponentially equivalent to

nl/p—1/2

W IG =Gl

P
Equivalently, for every § > 0,
nl/p—1/2 G- AG, nl/p—1/2 G- G’
lim sup — logIP’ [ —_ — A, ] = —00.
n—o0 Gl > Gl

Proof. Let f(z) = |G — xG’|]2. Arguing as in the proof of Lemma we obtain
that

G = Glla = |G = AnG' 2] < 1= An][IG]2
almost surely. Now, note that for any § > 0 and € € (0, 1), we have that

| e e I kP d
- J— n - J— >
| TeT, 2~ T, :
nl/p=1/2 / /
[ 16 = 4G~ 16— Gyl > ]
TET,
| /e e
<P 1—A4, 21 >4
<P |~ A7 | > 9
r.,,1/p G/
<P | >a}+P[|1—An>B]+P[” 1/”2227]
Gy
G|P G’
_p [1C15 <}+PH1A sgep|] nlel

where o = 1/M,(p)"/? + ¢, v = (M,(2) + €)*/? and 8 = §/(ay). In particular,
noticing how a7y increases with e, we can take ¢ > 0 big enough such that § €
(0,1/2].
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Let us bound these three terms. For the first term, by Cramer’s theorem,

wa } [XMW 1+A£%m4gfm

for some ¢; > 0.
For the third term, by Cramer’s theorem,

)]

for some ¢y > 0.
For the second term, we differenciate two cases of A,,. If A, = ‘ll‘g,l‘llp , we have
that for every 6 > 0, and taking a suitable € > 0 such that 5 € (0,1/2],

n p\1/p
P(Vziﬁznup 1>B>
(S lgil”)

1 (p\1/p 1 ¢n /P
SP((nZi_l s )1/ <1_5>+P<(n2¢_1 ‘gz|p)1/ >1_|_,6>
(20, g (% Xt lail”) "

( Zlgz\p B)P/2 My ( ) < Zlgzlp — B) P2 M, (p ))
(Zlgzlp (1+ B)P> My (p ) <Zlgllp (1+8)" p/QMp(p)>~

By Cramer’s theorem, the four terms decay exponentially with speed n.

. 1/n G
In the second case, if A, = [(JJT |‘\|G"||\p J
P

suitable € > 0 such that 8 € (0,1/2],

P((ﬂ“(zﬁdzﬁwp_4>ﬁ>

U'l/n (Zz 1| /‘P)l/P

1 n 1

p (U G lo?) N (U G )

— U/l/n 1 /P l/p _ﬁ + U/l/n 1 i\ 1/p >1+
(5 21 lgil”) (7 i1 lgil”)

< Zlgz|p — B/ My (p ) ( Zlgzlp — B) P M, (p ))
P(;Zlgzlp (1+ B)P/4 M, (p ) ( Zlgzlp 1+ﬁ)p/4Mp(p)>

2
G5

n

< e—CQ’!L

[l
T2 > > M,(2) +e¢

note that for every § > 0, and taking a

<P

_|_

P (Ui/n < )p/4) LPp (U/l/n 1- 5)—1)/4)

B
(Ul/” 1+ﬂ)p/4>+IP’(U/1/” (1+B)*p/4).
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Applying Cramer’s theorem as before, the first four terms decay exponentially with
speed n. Since

P (Ul/” < m) = e los@I if 1 e (0,1)
and
P(Ul/" >x) —0, ifz>1,

the remaining four terms either decay exponentially with speed n or their value is
0. O

Now, we are ready to prove both LDP’s.
Proof of Theorem[I.3 As before, for n € N, we recall the random vector

1 < 2 1
Sn - (Sl,naSQ,n) = <n2|gl _g” 7nZ|gz|p> .
i=1 i=1
Then, for t = (t1,t2) € R?,
Alty,t2) = logE [e“v(\gl—gilzalgl\”))]
> > p_ =P _ |ylP 1
= 10g/ / ettle—y|* +tay| e sdxdy.
R 4p*/v (T(1+1/p))
Note that if ¢; > 0, using the inequality |z — y|> < 2(|z|> + |y|?), we obtain that

R 2 p_l=IP _ |yIP 1
Aty t2) = log/ / ehlemyl byl =57 =5 dzdy
S 4p*/? (D(1+1/p))*

R 2ty |22ty [y|2 o |ylP— 22 1ul® 1
< log o2t tylP+taly | - 2dxdy
R 4p*/P (T'(1+1/p))

= log /Oo €2t1\$|27¥d1‘ /00 €2t1|y‘2+(t2*%)\y|p 1 Qd%
oo oo 4p*/7 (T(1+1/p))

and if £; <0, then

o oo 2 p_ lz|?  |y|P 1
A(tl,tg) = log/ / etl\ac—yl +taly| — ==l dxdy
—00 J —00 4p2/p (F(]. 4 1/p))2

Rl e y|P— 1zlf _lvl? 1
< lOg et2lY P P 2d:vdy
CeoJ—co Ap*/? (T (1 +1/p))

= log/ e~ Wp‘p dx/ e(tzfi)‘ylp 1 Qdy.
—o —o0 4p*/P (T(1+1/p))

Notice that if p > 2, its domain contains the set (R x (—o0,1/p), where the origin
is an interior point. And if p = 2, then the domain contains the set {(t1,t2) € R? :
2ty < 1/p,2t; +t2 < 1/p,ta < 1/p}, where again the origin is an interior point.
Therefore, by Cramer’s theorem the sequence (S, ),en satisfies an LDP in R? with
speed n and good rate function A*.

Next, we define the continuous function f(x,y) = 2/2y~1/P. As stated before,

for each n € N, W, 4 f(Sp). Thus, by the contraction principle, the random
sequence W = (W,,),en satisfies an LDP on R with speed n and good rate function
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inf  A"(z,y) :z2>0
z>0,y>0
Iw(z) = ml/nyl/p:z
400 12 <0.

O

Proof of Theorem[T4} In the case of X Y™ ~ Unif(By'), then by Lemma

n'/P=1/2|| X (") _y (") ||y satisfy an LDP with the same speed and same rate function
as

nl/pfl/2L (zn: lgi — g’|2> v
e, e\ S '

Then, let us define the random variables V,, := (U 1/ " W), where W, is defined as

in Theorem As proved in Lemma 3.3 of [], U := (UY"),cy satisfy an LDP
on R with speed n and rate function

—log(z :2€ (0,1
iy {~lEe ze0
+00 : otherwise.

As UY™ and W,, are independent, the sequence V := (V},),en satisfies an LDP on
R? with speed n and good rate function

Iv(Zl,ZQ) = IU(21)+Iw(22), (21,2’2) ERQ.

Finally, applying once again the contraction principle, now to the function f(z,y) =
xy, we conclude that the sequence of random variables

pl/p=1/2) x () _y (), L yt/nyy,

satisfies and LDP on R with speed n and good rate function

inf Iy (z1,29) :2>0
— inf _ ) 2120,222>0
IHX—YHQ(Z) = 1 IV(Zl,ZQ) = z=2z122
z=z122 .
400 : otherwise.

O

5.2. LDP for oo-balls. In this section, we provide a proof of the LDP for the
cube.

Proof of Theorem[I.5. Using the same notation as in Section let X; = |u; —ul|?
and S,, = %Z?Zl X;. By Cramer’s theorem, we have that the sequence (S,)nen
satisfies an LDP on R with speed n and good rate function A*, where

A(t) =log E [e*] =log {2 /02 ete” (1 — g) dx] .

Now, using the contraction principle with the function f(z) = /z, one can see

that f(S,) < dist(X (™) Y (") satisfies a LDP with the same speed and good rate
function A* o f~!. That is,
inf A*(z) 122>0
x>0
Liise(xm,y ) (2) = 2=va
+00 : otherwise.
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