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ON DIMENSION-DEPENDENT CONCENTRATION FOR CONVEX LIPSCHITZ
FUNCTIONS IN PRODUCT SPACES

HAN HUANG AND KONSTANTIN TIKHOMIROV

ABSTRACT. Let n > 1, K > 0, and let X = (X1,X2,...,Xn) be a random vector in R™ with independent K-
subgaussian components. We show that for every 1-Lipschitz convex function f in R™ (the Lipschitzness with
respect to the Euclidean metric),

ct? ) t>0
- 2— b b
K?log (2+ 2/z)
where ¢ > 0 is a universal constant. The estimates are optimal in the sense that for every n > C and ¢ > 0 there exist

a product probability distribution X in R™ with K—subgaussian components, and a 1-Lipschitz convex function f,
with

max (P{f(X) — Med f(X) > t},P{f(X) — Med f(X) < —t}) <exp (

C« 2
P{|f(X) — Med f(X)| > t} > Eexp(— m)
t2/K?2

The obtained deviation estimates for subgaussian variables are in sharp contrast with the case of variables with
bounded ||.X; |, —quasi-norms for p € (0, 2).

1. INTRODUCTION

Concentration in product probability spaces is an active research direction with numerous available results
(see, in particular, monographs [21] []). Among classical examples of such results are Bernstein-type inequalities
[0, Chapter 2] for linear combinations of independent random variables, and the isoperimetric inequality in the
Gauss space which implies subgaussian dimension-free concentration [29, 8] (see also [11] 3] 5, 4] as well as [25]
Theorem V.1]).

Let (£;,%;, pi), © > 1, be probability spaces, and for a given n > 1, let F,, be a subset of real valued measurable
functions f on the product space ([T, s, [T Zi, 11 X -+« X py). A question is to estimate for every ¢ > 0 the
quantity
(1) fseug max (1 X - X pp){f —Med f > t}, (1 x - x pp){f —Med f < —t})

(we focus on deviation from the median; see, for example, |21, Propositions 1.7, 1.8] for relations between deviations
from the mean and the median).

First, let F,, be the class of 1-Lipschitz functions on R™ (here and further in this note, the Lipschitzness is with
respect to the standard Euclidean metric in R™), and p1, .. ., p,, be Borel probability measures on R. In particular,
it is known that whenever measures pu; satisfy a Poincaré inequality with a non-trivial constant A > 0, i.e

AVar,, h <E,|h'|>, 1<i<mn, forevery smooth function h: R — R,

then the product measure pq X - - - X iy, satisfies the Poincaré inequality on R™ with the same constant, which in turn
implies subexponential dimension-free upper bound exp(—ct) for (), where ¢ > 0 depends only on the Poincaré
constant [16] (see also, for example, [33, Chapter 2]). Conversely, if p = 1 = p2 = ... is a probability measure on
R, and for some ¢ > 0, () is uniformly (over n) upper bounded by a quantity strictly less than 1/2 then necessarily
u satisfies a Poincaré inequality with a non-trivial constant [13].

A connection between concentration and measure transport inequalities was first highlighted in [22] 23]. In
particular, it has been established in the literature (see [27, Section 7], [12, Section 5|, [6l, Corollary 5.1]) that
exponential dimension-free concentration for =™, n > 1, is equivalent to the inequality

. : B v L4
XNLI}gwEmqu Y|, |X Y|)§C/Rdﬂlog(d#)du
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for every probability measure v absolutely continuous w.r.t p, where the infimum is taken over all joint laws of
(X,Y) with X ~pand Y ~v.

A complete characterization of product measures which enjoy dimension-free subgaussian concentration was
obtained in [I2] (see also earlier work [32]). It was shown in [I2] that given a measure p on R, the quantity in () is
upper bounded by C exp(—ct?) for some C,c > 0 (independent of n) if and only if there is a constant D > 0 such
that u satisfies the following measure transportation inequality (the Ts-inequality):

. 9 dv dv . .
inf E|X-Y|"<2D / — log (—) du  for every probability measure v absolutely continuous w.r.t p,

Xe~p, You R du d,u
where the infimum is over all pairs of random variables X,Y on R with X ~ p and Y ~ v. We refer to [12] for a
more general statement.

We would like to mention the logarithmic Sobolev inequality as a well known sufficient condition for subgaussian
concentration [10], [21I, Chapter 5], as well as inequalities interpolating between log-Sobolev and Poincaré [20] as
sufficient conditions for dimension-free concentration estimates of the form exp(—ct?) for the quantities in ().

Following works of Talagrand [30, 31], it has been shown in various settings that by restricting the class of
Lipschitz functions to convex (or concave) functions, the worst-case concentration estimates can be significantly
improved. As an illustration, it is well known that for every n > 1, there exists a (non-convex) 1-Lipschitz function
fn in R™ such that for the random vector X (™) uniformly distributed on vertices of the cube {—1,1}", one has
Var f,(X™) = 0(\/n) (see, for example, [33, Problem 4.9]). On the other hand, a classical result of Talagrand
[301 131] asserts that there is a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that, with F,, := {Convex 1-Lipschitz functions in R"},
and with g3 = po = -+ = p, being the uniform measure on {—1,1}, the quantity in () is upper bounded by
exp(—ct?), for a universal constant ¢ > 0. An extension of Talargand’s argument shows that (1) can be upper
bounded by exp(—ct?/d?) for the class of convex 1-Lipschitz functions whenever pq,...,u, are measures with
supports of maximum diameter at most d > 0 [21, Chapter 4]:

sup max ((p1 X -+ X pn){f —Med f > ¢}, (u1 X -+ X pn){f —Med f < —t})

(2) f convex 1-Lipschitz
< exp ( — ct2/d2), t>0.

A complete characterization of probability measures p on R such that () admits dimension-free subgaussian concen-
tration for convex 1-Lipschitz functions with g = p1 = pg = ..., was obtained in [I4][I5] (see also [I] for an earlier re-
sult in this direction). Both necessary and sufficient condition in that setting is u((t+s,00)) < 2 exp(—ecs?)u((t, 00))
and p((—oo, —t — s)) < 2exp(—cs?)u((—oo, —t)) for all s,¢ > 0 for some constant ¢ > 0, which can be interpreted
as the condition that the distribution p has “no gaps”. The convex subgaussian concentration, in turn, is im-
plied by the convex log-Sobolev inequality (see [28]). For results dealing with dimension-free subexponential-type
concentration for convex Lipschitz functions, we refer to |7} [15] 2] [13].

Whereas necessary and sufficient conditions for dimension-free concentration are well understood, those conditions
are rather strong. For example, it is easy to construct an unbounded subgaussian distribution which does not satisfy
the condition for dimension-free subgaussian concentration mentioned above.

The main purpose of this note is to give optimal dimension-dependent concentration bound in the class of
subgaussian product measures for convex 1-Lipschitz functions. However, we would like to start with a discussion
of || - [|,-bounded variables for p € (0,2), to emphasize the difference in tail behaviour. We recall the definition of
the || - ||y,-(quasi-)norm. Given a real valued random variable Y, we set

Yy, :=inf {A>0: Eexp([Y["/X") <2}, p>0.

In particular, ||Y||, is the subgaussian constant of Y, and ||Y||, is the subexponential constant. A random variable
Y with a bounded || - [|y,-norm satisfies, in view of Markov’s inequality,

P{IY| >t} < 2exp(—t?/||Y]y,), t>0.

Theorem 1.1. For every p € (0,2) there is a ¢, > 0 depending only on p with the following property. Let K > 0,
n > 2, and let X = (X1,Xo,...,X,) be a vector of independent random variables with | Xy, < K, 1 <i < n.
Then for every 1-Lipschitz convex function f in R™, we have

P{|f(X) — Med f(X)| >t} < 2exp ( —c, t'/KP) + 2exp (— ¢, 12/ (K?(logn)*'?)), t> 0.
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We were not able to locate the above theorem in the literature, and provide its proof for completeness. Theo-
rem [[Tlis obtained by a simple reduction to Talagrand’s inequality for bounded variables. We note here that the two-
level tail behavior for functions of independent variables is a common phenomenon within high-dimensional proba-
bility, starting with the classical Bernstein’s inequality. It can be informally justified by saying that while deviation
of individual variables from the above theorem are controlled by exp(—©(t?)), linear combinations of variables of the
form Y7 | a;X; (with ||a|l« < ||al|2) exhibit subgaussian behaviour in a certain range. Notice that, in the above
statement, 2 exp (—c, t?/(K?(logn)?/P) is the dominating term on the right hand side when £ = O((log n)ﬁ)
Further, there is no concentration phenomenon when & = O((log n)'/P). For t > K(log n)ﬁ, the tail is
estimated by O(exp ( - ¢ tp/Kp)).

It can be verified that the statement of Theorem [[.T]is optimal in the following sense (we only consider the range
p € [1,2) here).

Proposition 1.2. For every p € [1,2) there is a Cp, > 0 depending only on p with the following property. Let
n > C, t >0, and K > 0. Then there exist a random vector X = (X1, Xo,...,X,,) of independent random
variables with || X;||ly, < K, 1 <14 <n, and a convex 1-Lipschitz function f such that

P{f(X) —Med f(X) >t} > ¢max (exp (— C't2/(K2(10gn)2/p),exp(— C'tp/Kp))
and
P{f(X) — Med f(X) < —t} > ¢max (exp ( — C’tz/(Kz(logn)z/p),exp(— C’tp/Kp)).

Here, ¢,C' > 0 are universal constants.

Now, let X = (X1,...,X,) be a vector of independent K-subgaussian random variables, that is, || X; |y, < K,
1 <4 < n. It is elementary to see that || X||o := max |X;| = O(v/logn) with probability, say, 1 —n~10, where the
i<n

implicit constant in O(-) depends on K. By considering the vector of truncations (X;1 {I1x:|<C \/m})?:l (for an
appropriate choice of C') and applying the Talagrand convex distance inequality, it is easy to deduce that for every
1-Lipschitz convex function f in R",

Var f(X1,...,Xn) = O(logn),

where the implicit constant depends on K only. A more elaborate argument [19, Lemma 1.8] gives, with the above
notation, the following variable-dependent estimate:

t2
P{|f(X) — Med f(X)| >t} < 2exp ( - 6—2)
I e 1Xilll,
(see also [24]). When bounding the right hand side as a function of n, K, and ¢ only, we get
ct?
P X)—Med f(X)| >t} <2 - t>0
(173) = Med /()| 2 6} < 20xp (= ). 120
which is not sharp for large ¢ as our main result below shows.
Theorem 1.3. There is a universal constant ¢ > 0 with the following property. Let K > 0, n > 2, and let

X = (X1,Xo,...,X,) be a vector of independent K-subgaussian random wvariables. Then for every 1-Lipschitz
convex function f in R™, we have

ct > t>0
K?log (2+ £32) ) '

max (P{f(X) — Med f(X) > t},P{f(X) — Med f(X) < —t}) < exp (—

The estimate provided by the theorem is optimal in the following sense:

Proposition 1.4. Let K >0, n > C, and t > 0. Then there exist a vector X = (X1, Xo,...,X,) of independent
K -subgaussian random variables, and a convex 1-Lipschitz function f such that

. Ct?
P{70) = 3ed 130 > } > e - ey )
and ~
P{f(X) — Med f(X) < ~t} > éexp (_ ce )
a - K2?log (2 + Kt—z;") '

Here, ¢,C' > 0 are universal constants.
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The structure of the note is as follows. In Section 2l we provide a proof of Theorem [[L1l Section Blis devoted to
proving Propositions and [[4l Finally, in Section [ we consider the main result of the note, Theorem [[.3

2. PROOF OF THEOREM [ 1]

Fix p € (0,2), K > 0, a natural number n > 2, and a 1-Lipschitz convex function f in R™. To prove the theorem,
it is sufficient to verify a deviation inequality for the parameter ¢t > C'K (logn)/?, where C' > 0 is a large constant
depending on p. Let X = (X1,...,X,) be a vector of independent variables with || Xy, < K, 1 <i <n.

For each number k£ > 1, denote

k
}/z( ) = Xl 1{‘X1‘S 2k—1K(410gn)1/p}-
Further, let m > 1 be the largest integer such that

(3) W > 1,

and define

(4) up = 27 CPImkl/A s
where the constant & = C(p) > 0 is defined via the relation

£y 2 Comimt 1
k=1
We start by writing
P{|£(X) — Med £(X)| > t}

<P{rm",..., Y V) — Med f(X |>t/2}+ZIP{|f Yy D) — P Y] > et}

To estimate the probability ]P’{|f(Y1 ,...,Y(l)) Med f(X)| > t/2}, we note that the diameter of the support

of each Yi(l) is at most 2 K(4log n)l/ P and hence applying Talagrand’s convex distance inequality for bounded
variables [2)), we get

2
(1) 1)y _ 1) (1) st
]P>{|f(Y1 ooy Yoy = Med f(Y7, ..., Y )| > s} < 26Xp< K2 logn)27 )’ s >0,
for a universal constant ¢ > 0. On the other hand, we observe that

min(P{f(V{",..., ¥, 1)) > Med f(X)},P{f( Yl”,. LY, W) < Med f(X)})

n

1 2 1
> 5—nmaxP{|X|>K(4logn )Py > __n_ ET

which, together with the last inequality, implies that
IMedf (VY ..., ¥, D) = Med f(X)| < CK (4logn)*/?.

Therefore,

1 ct?
P{ (v, Y, 0) — Med £(X)| > t/2} < 2exp < - W)

for some universal constant ¢ > 0.
Further, for every k > 1 we have

P{f( 5y ) - v YY) > gt}
< P{H(Yi(kH) —y® )z 1”2 2 ug t}

K2

n 2 42
uy t
< ]P’{ ; Ly o1yt 4qy = Mmax (1, 2 K24 logn)2/p)}7

1 <1 < n, are independent Bernoulli random variables with

where 1{}2(k+1)7n(k)¢0},
2 1
< —

P{YFY v £ 0} < P{|X;| > 2¢ 1K (41ogn) P} <

~ exp(2kr—P4logn) ~ n3’
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A standard estimate s/°! (r%) < (%S)S valid for any 5 € [1,n] and s € (0, (en)™!], then implies

P{ ALy D) P Y9 > et}

w2 2
2en max (1W)
S - u2 t2
exp(287=7 - 4log n) max(1, srpasiogmers)
k ul
<e —c2"P7P(lo a (1’ )
< xp( ¢ (logn) max 22K (4logn)?/r )

for some universal constant ¢ > 0, where the last inequality follows since 2en < exp((2 + log,(e)) logn).
For k < m, we use the inequality

t2 > 2m—2k
22k K2(4logn)2/p — ’

which follows from (B]), to write
ui t?
K?2(22tklogn

exp ( _ cokp—p (logn) max (1, )2/;0)) < exp ( — ¢(logn) 2’“p—p+2m—2kui)

= exp ( — C(log n)2(m_1)p2(2_p)(m—k)ui)
= exp ( — c29o(m=1)p (log n)2(27p)(mfk)/2)’

where the last equality follows from ). Using the definition of m and assuming the constant C' in the assumption
for t is sufficiently large, we get

Z P{|f(Y1(k+1), R A Gl g f(Yl(k), LY > t} < Z exp (—cé 2m=1p . (logn) 2(2_p)(m_k)/2),

k<m k<m

g
<exp (— " - (logn) 2™) < exp ( - ;{—p)

for some ¢/, ¢ > 0 depending only on p.
For k > m, we simply write

P Ay D) — p (v Y ) > gt} < exp (= e20mmDP L2 mmIr o )

and essentially repeating the above computations, get

C/Itp
S R{A ) - Y] 2 ) < exp ( T K )
k>m

for some ¢”” > 0 depending only on p.
The result follows. g

3. PROOF OF PROPOSITIONS AND [L4]

First, consider the following basic example. Let p € [1,2], K > 0, and let 1 be the probability measure on R
defined via the relation

1 .
wllt,00)) = p((=00, =t]) = S exp (= (t/K)?), ¢=0.
It is easy to see that, with the random vector X in R™ distributed according to p*", the components of X have
|| - |ly,-norms bounded by O(K) (with the absolute implicit constant). On the other hand, with the function
f:R™ — R given by
flx1, 20, 2n) =21, (21,22,...,2,) ER",
we have
1 -
P{f(X) < =t} =P{f(X) 2 t} = S exp (= (t/K)"), t >0,
which gives the required estimates for ¢ > K (logn) @77 in the statement of Proposition L2, and for ¢t > K+/n in
Proposition [I.4]

The main statement of this section is the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.1. There exists a universal constant C' > 1 so that the following holds: Let n > C, p € [1,2],
K > 0. Further, let 0 <t < %\/ﬁ Then there exists a random vector X = (X1,...,Xy) with i.i.d components
whose || - ||y, -norm is bounded above by K such that

1 t?
P{| X ||z — Med | X |2 >t 2—exp(—C- ), and
(ht e K2 (log (2 + £32))*"
1 t2
P{|X |2 — Med || X ]2 < —t Z—GXp(—C’- )
{ 2 2 } C K2(10g (2+ Ktzn))Z/P

Together with the above example, Proposition [3.1] implies Propositions and [[L4l The “test” distribution we
use to prove Proposition 3] is the n-fold product of a 2-point probability measure defined by u({0}) =1 — 6 and
w({K log(1/6)Y/P}) = 0 where § = 6(t) is an appropriately chosen parameter.

The proof of the proposition relies on a precise lower bound for the tail probability of a Binomial random variable.
We need the following result:

Lemma 3.2. There exists universal constants ¢, € (0,1) and Cy, > 1 so that the following holds. Let n be a
sufficiently large integer. For 6 € [cl%n,cb], let Y1,...,Y, be i.i.d Bernoulli random variables with a parameter
0 > 0. Then, for any 0 <r < mn —0n, we have

2

- 1 On+r r
P Y, >0 > — —Cy1 24 —— | —— .
(5) {; > n+r}_CbeXp< Ch og< + o )6‘n+7‘>

Remark 3.3. The term % corresponds to the usual Bernstein-type tail estimate, and log (2 + %) is the

“extra” factor emerging when 6n = o (r).
Although the above statement is based on completely standard calculations, we provide its proof for completeness.

Proof of LemmalZ2 We will assume that v/0n (and 6n) is greater than a sufficiently large universal constant
and at the same time 6 is smaller than another small universal constant. Those conditions on # can be imposed
by adjusting the constant ¢, in the statement of the lemma. For every k < n, let P, := P{}_" | Y; =k} and
Pop:=P{3,Y; > k}.

We claim that in order to prove the lemma it is sufficient to establish the following inequalities:

Lexp( —Clog 2—1—#)7‘) if r > Lon,
(6) VO<r<n-—-06nwithdn+reN, Psgpir> 2

~ ) L
exp —Cﬁ 1f0§r<ﬁ6‘n,

Ql= Q

for some universal constants C ,C > 1.

To verify the claim, fix any 6 (satisfying assumptions from the beginning of the proof) and any r with 0 < r <
n —6n. We have P>gnir = P>ignir]-

First, consider the case [fn 4+ 7] — 6n > {60n. Since fn is greater than a large universal constant, we have
[On + 7] < On + 2r, whence, applying (@) with parameters 6 and [6n + r]| — On,

Psropyr) > %exp(—élog (2+ Z—;) -2T) > %GXP(—‘lC'lOg (2+ é)r),

where the last inequality holds since log(2 + 2z) < log ((2 + z)?) = 2log(2 + z) for z > 0. Further, under the

condition [n + r] — 6n > 91—8 and assuming that On is larger than a big universal constant, we have 911249 > 1.
Therefore

2

Next, consider the case 0 < r, [On+r] —0n < %. Clearly, [6n +r| —6n <r + 1, and hence

2

| D 1 g
> — - — 2= - o
P2f9n+ﬂ—CeXp( 09n+r)_cexp( 09n+r C),

where the last inequality holds since r < 91—8 and On is sufficiently large. As log (2 + #) > log(2), we obtain

~ 2

1 C r r
> — - BTN On ) O L
P> 1onqr) 2 G exp(—C) exp ( log(2) log (2 + 9n) On + r)’
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and derivation of (@) from (@) is complete.

From now on, we assume 0 < r <n —0n and én + r € N. Obviously,

_ n On+r o n—On—r
(7) Pongr = (9n+r>9 (1—10) .

Case 1: %grgn—Gn.

By the standard estimate, (en"JrT) > (W’ﬁﬁ)enﬂ, and so
on Ontr On+r
Popyr > 1—g)non—r = —1 0 1L —@g)n—on-r,
mir 2 (o) (-0 exp (=10 (255 Y00+ ) 1~ 0)

Since (1 — ) > exp(—26) whenever 6 > 0 is small enough, we get
(1—=0)""" > (1 -60)" > exp(—20n),

and therefore

0 0
Psgnir > Ponar > exp < —log ( n9+ T> On+r)— 29n> > exp ( — Clog < n9+ T>r>
= n n

for a universal constant C' > 1. This completes the proof of (@) in the regime r > %.
Case 2: O§r<91—8.
In view of Stirling’s formula,

On+r n—On—r
n n n
P e > 00n+r 1— 9 n—On—r
ont _C\/(Hn—i—r)(n—Hn—r) <9n+r> (n—ﬁn—r) ( )

- c 9 On-+r n— 971 n—On—r
“Von+r \On+r n—0n—r ’

where ¢ > 0 is a universal constant. Since log (1 + z) > z — 22 for = > 0, we get

n—On—r n—On—r 2
711_9” = 1_’_77“ >exp(r— —
n—6n—r B n—0n—r = &Xp n—nf—r)’

Similarly, since log (1 — z) > —z — 222 for z € [0, 1] and oy €10, 3] for 0 < r < 6n,

971 On-+r . r On-+r . 27”2
= - xp [ —7 — .
on+r On+r = OXP on+r

: 1 1 1 1
Hence, together using that —— < o < o, < o

when 0 < 6 < %,we get

c 372
8 Popiy > ——o LU
(8) - W+ﬁ>‘p< %M)

The bound Ps>gpntr > Pontr is insufficient to get (@) when 7 is small. We will bound P>gp4, by comparing it with
the sum of a geometric sequence starting with Py, 4.
For v’ > 0 with fn 4+’ € Nand n — 6n — ' > 0, by (@) we have

’
T

Popyryr  n—On—1r" 0 _1—m
Pongrr  On+r'+11-6 1+ L

Sinceﬁzl—xforallxz(),

/ / / /
Pen-i-r’-i-lZ 1— T 1_1+7‘ > T _1+T"
Poyrr (1-0)n on (1-06)n on
Next, with ﬁ < 121’% < % when ¢, > 0 is small enough,
4
P0n+7"+1 S 1 -~ 1 + g/r'/ '
P0n+7" a on

P
Notice that for 0 < i < max([r], [VOn]) := u, we have 1 — W > 1 — 3% where we used that v/fn is greater
than a large absolute constant. Hence, for 1 < i < u,

4u

P9n+r+i Z P0n+r(1 - 9_) .
n
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Then,

- - 4u\? 1- ( - g—Z)UJrl on
PZGnJrTZZPHnJrTJriZPGnJrT' Z(l_%) :PenJr’l"'TZPGnJrT'@
=0 i=0 on

Whers the last inequality holds since (1 — 3—Z)u+1 < exp ( — %) <exp(—4) < % since u > v6fn. Together with (g]),
we obtain

P S on c . 3r2
n+r — 5~ 0/ X - a0 . .
26n+ 8u+/On +r P On+r

With On > 225 (since 7 < %) and u < 2max(r, vVfn) (if On is large enough), g—z T 2 e (OT’)’T/B—W). Finally,

it is easy to check that

7\/@ Zexp(— r )

max(r, v/6n) On +r
Now we conclude that
c 4r?
Psopir > ﬁexp(— m)a
and the proof of (@) is finished. O

Lemma 3.4. There exist constants ¢, > 0 and C, > 1 so that the following holds. Let n be a sufficiently large

integer and let o > 0. For 6 € L%n,cb} , let Yq,...,Y, be i.i.d Bernoulli random variables with parameter 6. Set

X = (X1, Xo,..., Xp), with X; = aY;, i <n. Then, for allt € {O, —O‘Z/ﬂ,
(9) P{||X |2 > Med|| X ||> +t} > LI Cyplog 2+ i
— X - D —— T a .
2= 2 e P b8 Ona? ) o?

Proof. Clearly,

Since the mapping y — «,/y is monotone increasing for y > 0, the median estimate for Binomial random variable
[0n) < Med( Y Vi) < [on]

i=1
(see [18)]) implies

(10) ay/[0n] < Med|| X |2 < ay/[0n].
Thus,
[Med|| X ||z — aV0n| < a/T0n] — ay/[0n] < a,

where the last inequality holds when 6n > 1.
We claim that in order to verify the lemma, it is sufficient to establish the following bound:

(11) vie |:O,Oz\/ﬁ:|7 P{IX ]2 > avn +t} > éexp<—0]0g (2+ i) tQ)

2 ona? | a2

for a universal constant C' > 1. Indeed, suppose ([l holds. For ¢ € [0, %R],

1 1/t N/t 2
B{IX /2 > Med|[ X[}z + ¢} > B{[X[l2 > avBn + a + ¢} > Eexp<_c1og <2+%<5+1> ><a“) )

where the last inequality follows from (T since o+t € [O, a@] , under the assumption n > 16. Since (é +1)2 <
2(£)? + 2, we get

1 [t 2 2 2 (t)° 2 2
— (= < 2= < . < —
log (2+9n<a+1) )_log (2+6‘n+6‘n(a> >_10g<2 (2+9na2>) _210g<2+9na2>,

where we used z- < 1 in the second inequality. Then, applying the bounds (£ +1)? < 2(£)2+2 and 4~ < 1 again,
we obtain

1/t N[t 2 #2 £\? #2 t\?
log(2+—(—+1 —+1) <4dlog(2+ — ] +1)<4log(3)+8log|(2+— |(—] ,
on \ a o Ono? o Ono? o




DIMENSION-DEPENDENT CONCENTRATION FOR CONVEX LIPSCHITZ FUNCTIONS 9

where we applied the inequality log (2 + 95&2) < max (log( ), log (2 + 9na2) (a) ) Therefore,

1 2 t\°
P{HXHQ > Med|| X ||2 + t} > ol exp(—41log(3)C) exp ( —8C'log (2 + 0na2) (—) ),

«
and (@) follows from () with C, = max(C exp(41log(3)C),8C). The claim is established.
Now we prove (II)). First, since || X|j2 = ay/> ., Vi,
. t  t?
P{| X2 > avVn +t} —]P{ ;Yi —On > 2\/9715 + }

—_—————

T

For 0 < % < V6n, we have 0 < r < 36n. We apply Lemma B2 and use that log(2 + %) < log(6), to conclude
1 2
P{| Xz > Vabn +t} > o exp ( — Cyplog(6) - g_)
b n

1 t2 1 91og(6) t2 t?
> — — 90— | > = — — ).
o exp( Cy log(6) -9 2) o exp ( Cyp Tog(2) log [ 2 + Ino 3

For von < é < %\/ﬁ, we have On < r < ‘%2 < %n < n — On where the last inequality holds when ¢; > 0 is chosen
small enough. Applying Lemma again, we obtain

P{| X2 > avn +t} >t —Clo 2+ﬂ 3t2
- G P bio8 Ona?

012

We have log (2 + eﬁt;) < 3log (2 + %), and hence

— 1 2\ ¢

a?

Now () follows by choosing C := max (glizg;;) : 9) Cp. O

Proof of Proposition [l Let X(0) = (X1(0),...,Xn(0)) be the random vector defined in Lemma B4 with parame-
ters 0 € [ﬁ, cp) and a := K (log(1/6))'/? (the actual choice of # will be made later in the proof). Then, {X;(6)}7_,

are i.i.d random variables with the || - ||,;,-norm bounded above by K. We want to emphasize that the distribution
of X depends on the parameter ¢, and that our future choice of 8 will also depend on t.

Applying Lemma B4 with 0 <t < K\/_ < O“/_ and any 6 € [c ,Cp), We get
t2 t2
K29n(10g(1/9))2/p) K?(log(1/0))*/» ) '

1 ~
(12 P{IXOl = Med|X(O)l+ ¢} = 2 oxp (- Cyog (2+
b

Case 1: t € { K (logn)?/7 \/Cbﬂf"] In this case, we define

3ch
0:=0(t) = (%(log (%))2/1)>_

Since t — 6(¢) is a monotone increasing function for ¢ < K+/n/3, our choice of 8 satisfies
1 (logn)?/» Ch

— < ﬁ Sclh
oz (3))
—_———

<
can cpn 2/p =
cpn ( log (7(1og wyTs ) )

2
when t= K2(log n)?/P when t=1/ LI; -
\/ 3¢

which conforms to the conditions in Lemma B4 and therefore the estimate (I2]) is valid. Our choice of § implies
log(1/6) > log( ) and thus

) 312 32, (o (5" 312
8 (2+ g 7 ) 7otos (e~ (2 gt ) R
3log(3)t?
K2 (log (572))°
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Further, the assumption that ¢ < 4/ @ and ¢, > 0 is sufficiently small implies that £ 2" > 9 and therefore

s o () e () - (527 2 057,

We conclude that

\%

&, 3log(3) t?

K2(log (£ ))2/p>

1
P{ X (6(t))]2 > Med|| X (0(2))|2 +t} > N exp (— s
t2 )
K2(log (2 + £2m))*7 )

Next, we will handle the lower tail estimate. We can assume that [fn| > 6n/3 since On > % and ¢, > 0 is

sufficiently small. Then, by (I0) we have
Med|| X (6(1))l2 > K (log(1/6))"/7\/16n] > K (log(1/6))"/7\/6n/3

K2n K2n\\ 2/\ \ 2/P 2
\/< o8 (7 (o8 (5°)) )> (log(K2n/3t2))2/v =
As a consequence,

P{IX(0(t) ]2 < Med|| X (0(1))]l2 — t} = P{]| X (0 ())|\2_0}_(1—9) > exp (- 20n)

1 ~
> —exp ( —3-4%/7Cylog(3)
Cy

- )
K2(10g(K2n/3t2 2/e
Finally, by ([3),

2
P60 < Med|X(60)]a =1} > exp ( 64— e (2: Kzn))z/p)'

We have shown that for Kg(lg%bnwp <t <4/ #, the proposition holds with C' = max(48C} log(3), 6-16), since
p>1

Case 2: 0<t< KQ(log" LI Set tg 1= /X lgi" , and let X := X (0(ty)). We have, by the above,

_ . 1 t3
P{IX]2 - Med [ X > t} > owp (-~ € 0 )
¢ K2 (105 (2 + 32)) "
When n is greater than a sufficiently large constant,
t3 (logn)?/? < (logn)?/? < 2
2/p on 2/p — 3
K?(log (2 + £~ )) 3cy ( log (2 + (10‘; e )) 3cb(10g(\/ﬁ))

where we used that p > 1. We conclude that for ¢ € [0, o],

- - ~ ~ 1 2C
P{IXe - Mod | K]l > 1) = P{IKll ~ Med [ X > t} = Zexo (= 20 ).
The lower tail is treated the same way. By adjusting the constant C, it implies the proposition for ¢ € [0, ¢o], and
completes the proof. O

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.3]

Our proof of Theorem [[.3]is based on a modification of the induction method of Talagrand. In fact, the first part
of the proof which deals with setting up a recursive relation for a modified convex distance, essentially repeats, up
to minor changes, the standard account of the method (see, for example, [21, p. 72-79]).

We recall that Talagrand’s convex distance between a point z € R™ and a set A C R™ is given by

max mlng a; Lig, 2y,
a: [lall2=1 yE€A 4 {wirti}

Since we work with measures with (possibly) unbounded supports, it is crucial for us to track the “quantitative”
distance between x; and y;, i < n, and to consider the differences |x; — y;| instead of the indicators gty
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Definition 4.1. Given a point x € R™ and a non-empty subset A of R™, we define the modified convex distance
between x and A as

n
dist®(z, A) = . fﬁﬁlegéi,ﬁl; ai|i — yil.

Given a non-empty A C R™ and 2 € R", we denote by U(x, A) the set of all vectors in R} of the form
Uz, A) := {(|a:Z - yz|) Y€ A},

and let V(z, A) C R™ be the convex hull of U(z, A).
Lemma 4.2. We have

(14) dist®(x, A) = dist(0, V (z, A)),
where the distance on the right hand side is the usual FEuclidean distance in R™. Furthermore, when A is convex,
(15) dist®(x, A) = dist(z, A).

Proof. The first assertion of the lemma can be derived following Talagrand’s treatment for the original convex
distance (see, in particular, [21], p. 72-73]).

We will provide the proof for the second assertion of the lemma for reader’s convenience. Let A be a non-empty
convex set. Without loss of generality, A is closed, and z ¢ A. By a compactness argument, there is a vector
y € x — A with ||y||2 = dist(0,2 — A) = dist(x, A). The extremal property of y implies that for all z € x — A, we
have z -y > y - y.

Now, for any z € R", let Z be the vector obtained from z by replacing each component of z by its absolute value.
For each point 2’ € U(x, A), there exists 2 € z — A such that 2/ = Z. Since Z-§ > z -y > ||y||3, the set U(z, A) is
contained in the half-space {w € R™ : w-§ > ||y[|3}, and the same is true for its convex hull V(x, A). Therefore,
dist (0, V(z, A)) > [|7]l2 = |lyll2- On the other hand, since z —y € A, we have g € U(z, A) C V(z, A), and therefore
dist(0, V(z, 4)) < ||7ll2 = |lyll2. We conclude that dist(0,V(z, A)) = ||y||2, and the result follows. O

The main technical result in this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 4.3. Let K > 0, and let py,po, ..., u, be K-subgaussian probability measures in R. Let X =
(X1,Xo,...,X,) be distributed in R™ according to p1 X po X -+ X ty, and let A C R™ be a non-empty Borel
subset. Then, for any ¢ € (0, %],

. < & (dist®(X, A))? ) g 4
Xp - < :
K2 log (2+ W) P{X < A}(S

where ¢ > 0 is a universal constant.
Before we consider the proof, let us show how to derive Theorem [[.3] from the above proposition.

Proof of Theorem [[.3. First, note that it is sufficient to prove the statement for ¢ > C’ K +/logn for a large constant
C' > 1. For the upper tail, we let A :={z € R" : f(z) < Med f(X)}. By Proposition [£3] for any ¢ € (0, %],
¢ (dist®(X, A))? 8
o (LWIEAR Y 8
K 10g (2 —+ m) 5
Let A; := {z € R" : dist°(z, A) < t}. Observe that, since f is convex, so is the set A, and therefore 4, = {x € R™:
dist(z, A) < t}, in view of Lemma [£2] Applying Markov’s inequality, we get
P{f(X) = Med f(X) +t} <P{X & A;}
<8, b ( ct? )
< —exp| — —~ .
5 K2log (2 + rmlm)

We choose & := exp ( — %) (we can assume that 6 < 1/2 if C’ is sufficiently large). Observe that
ct2/4
~ .2
log(2 + 1) > log(1/6) = Klg(t% and hence
t2/4

K2n 2 2

m(ﬂ@) §1og<2+ét2/4log(2+£2_/71)> Smog(“;{tg—ﬁ)-
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Therefore,

ét?/4 ét? ct?
P{f(X) > Med f(X)+t} < 8exp 7l =8exp | — ————77 |,
og(2—|—ct2/4) 2K? log(2—|—ct2/4) K2log(2 + &)

where c : % By assuming C’ > 1 to be sufficiently large, we get

Se ( ct? > o ( ct?/2 >
p| - ———— | <exv | - —5—F——— )
K2log(2+ 1) K?log(2 + £37)
which completes treatment of the upper tail.
For the lower tail, we take A := {z € R" : f(z) < Med f(X) —t} and define A; := {x € R : dist®(z, A) < t} =
{z e R": dist(z, A) < t} (with the last equality due to convexity of A). Then {x € R™ : f(x) > Med f(X)} C AY
and therefore P{X € A¢} > 1. For § € (0, 3], we have, in view of Proposition 3 and Markov’s inequality,

P{X € A} < L4 exp ( 3 ét2 )
T P{XeAp log (2 + ozt /-

N)I)—l

which implies
P{f(X) < Med f(X) — t} = P{X € A}
< § exp ( — et* ) .
0 log (2 + m)
Now, the same choice of § leads to the desired bound. g

As we have mentioned above, the proof of Proposition [£3]is based on the induction on dimension. The next
proposition sets up the argument.

Proposition 4.4. Let n > 1, and let piy, lia, . . ., fins1 be probability measures in R. Let A C R™*! be a non-empty
subset, and for each o € R, denote

Ala) :={veR": (v,a) € A}.
Let X = (X1, Xa,...,Xn11) be distributed in R"™ according to puy X pig X -+ X pint1, and X' be the vector of first
n components of X. Then for every k > 0,

E exp (FL - (dist® (X, A))2)

<Ex,., irI}f [exp <m- (/ | X1 — du(a)>2/Rlog (EX/ exp (k- (dist®(X’, A(a)))ﬂ)du(a))] )
R

where the infimum is taken over all discrete probability measures v in R with a finite support.

Proof. Take arbitrary element (z,s) € R” x R = R""1. Observe that
U((z,s),A) = U (U(w,A(a)) EB(|s—a|)),
a€R: A(a)#£D

where the notation “@” should be understood as vector-wise concatenation producing vectors in R"*!. Therefore,
every vector of the form

J et (s - ab)avie) = ([ ol@avta). [ 1s - aldvie) e e,
R R R

where v(a) € V(z, A(a)), a € R, and v is a discrete probability measure on R with a finite support, belongs to the
convex hull V((z, s), A) of U((x, s), A).
Further, we have for every Borel probability measure v on R and every choice of v(a) € V(z, A(a)):

| / ) dv(a _Z< / <v<a>>idu<a>>2s / ()3 dv ()

=1
by Jensen’s inequality. Hence
/Hv I3 dv(a </|s—a|du > .

(Jsowin fo-aoc).
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Recall from ([I4) that dist®((z,s), A) = dist(0,V ((z,s), A)) and dist®(z, A(«)) = dist(0, V(z, A(«))). Thus, taking
v(a) € V(z, A(a)) so that ||v(a)|2 = dist®(z, A(a)) for all «, we obtain that

(16) (distc((x,S),A))2 < inf </(dist (z, A(@))) (/|s—a|dy ) )
R

where the infimum is taken over all discrete probability measures v on R with a finite support. Clearly,
Eexp (k- (dist®(X, A))?) = Ex,,,Ex: exp (k- (dist® (X', X, 11), 4))?).
Further, applying (8 we get
Exexp (k- (dist®((X’, X;41), A))?)

< Ex infexp (” : / (dist*(X', A(e))” dv(a) + & - (/|Xn+1 —a du(a)>2>
R

< inf Ex' exp (m-/(distc(X’,A(Oé))) dv (e (/'X"+1 —ofdva )>2>
R

(17) = inf [exp (m- (/ | Xni1 — 0 du(a)>2> Ex: exp (m : / (distc(X’,A(a)))Qdu(a))}.

\/\/e WI‘ite
s X eX[) (].S‘ .XI A « :X/ eX[) dlSl .;(l A [0 U{ }

where the product is taken over all o in the support of v (which is a finite set in R), and v{a} is the probability
mass of a. Since ) v{a} =1, in view of Holder’s inequality, the quantity in (I7]) is majorized by

2
v{a}
inf {exp </§- (/ | Xnt1 — dl/(oz)) ) H (IEX/ exp (k- (diStC(X/,A(oz)))Q) }
v R a€cR
and the result follows. g

Remark 4.5. The class of measures v in the above proposition is restricted to discrete measures to avoid any
discussion of measurability.

By considering two-point probability measures v of the form \x,,, + (1 — A)d,, from the last proposition we
get the following corollary.

Corollary 4.6. Let A, X, X' and  be as in Proposition[{4 Then
Ex exp (k- (dist®(X, A))?)

2
<E inf . X1 —ald
= TXnt1 u—Aéxn+1+(1iI;)5y,AE[O,I]JJGR|:exp (H (/' +1-af V(a)) )
R

o ([ 1og (@ exp (- (@8, )l |
1
B oo (v (@80 (0 A, )P)

o (X =) a-x2)|

— A log

inf ex
v=Xdx,,  ; +(1-X)dy, A€[0,1], y€R

—(1=X)log

= EX71+1

1
EX/ exXp (H . (diStc(X/v A(y)))2

Next, we record the following elementary fact.
Lemma 4.7. Let —oco < b<a < 400, and let co >0, R > 0. Then
—a+ coR?, if (a — b) > 2coR?
b— @ i (a—b) < 2¢,R2.

4C[)R2 ?

1 i (== 0=t o) = {
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Proof. We have

i —Ab—(1=2) R2(1-)N?)=— i R21-=XN?4+Xa—0b
Aren[(l)r,lu( ( Ja + coR*( )) a—i—Aren[%)r’ll] (co ( )*+Aa—10)

—b
- R? min (1 ( - 2))\ A2 ).
a+ co fé}éﬁ] ( + NE +

The expression (1 + (;};{; —2)A+ %), A €[0,1], is minimized at A = max(0,1 — 3 RQ) And ([I8) follows since

a—>b a—b a—b a—>b a—b (a—0)?
14+ (222 o) (1-222 1-272) —1-(1- - - .
+ <coR2 ) < 2coR2) + < 2coR2) < 2coR2) coR?  AGR?

O

As an immediate consequence of Corollary and Lemma L7 by considering two-point measures we obtain
the following proposition.

Proposition 4.8. Let n > 1, and let ju1, fio, . . ., fins1 be probability measures in R. Let A C R™"*! be a non-empty
subset, and for each o € R, denote

Ala) :={veR": (v,a) € A}.
Let X = (X1, Xa,..., Xn11) be distributed in R"1 according to py X pg X -+ X jiny1, and X' be the vector of first
n components of X. Then for every k > 0,

Eexp (k- (dist®(X, A))?) <E i]telﬂfQ exp (H(Xn+1,9)),
y

where

H{(t.y):= min (= (1) = (1= Dh(y) + (1= 1) (s = 1)°).

and h : R — R is any function satisfying
1
E exp (k- (dist®(X’, A(z)))?)’

Moreover, the function H (t,y) can be represented as

—h(y)+ k-1, ifh(y)—h(t)>26@y-1)°,
H(t,y) = w@—ﬂﬁﬂﬁ,WKm>hm<%< —)°,
) <

h(z) <log z €R.

4r(y—t)2
—h(t), if h(y)—h(t

Remark 4.9. Repeating the optimization argument from [2I p. 74], we get for every pair numbers ¢,y with
h(y) > h(t), and for every number Q > 4k (y — ¢)°:

H (t,y) = —h(y) + min (4n (y —t)? <(1 _)\)2/4_AM>)

A€[0,1 (y — t)2

- 2 (1 h(t) = h(y) [ h(t) = h(y)\®
= —hly) +4s (v -1) <4 Linwonay o ypp) + (_ b (y—1° (4/-; (= t)Q) ) Huooney 1/2}>

h(t)—h
< —h(y)+ 4k (y — 1)’ log (2 — exp (()7@2))
Ak (y —t)
h(t) —h
< —h(y) + Qlog <2 ~exp (%))
where in the second line we applied Lemma (7] with a := 0, b := r®=h) .04 ¢oR? — 1 and where in the last

4k (y—t)2 4

line we used that the function s — slog (2 — exp (M)), s > 0, is non-decreasing.

The next lemma encapsulates the initial step of the induction:

Lemma 4.10. Let u be a K-subgaussian probability measure on R, and X be distributed according to u. Then for
any choice of the parameter L > /2 K and any non-empty Borel subset A C R,

(dist®(X, A))2 4
e () <
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Proof. Since A is a subset of R, the convex distance dist®(-, A) coincides with dist(-, A). Without loss of generality,
the set A is closed. Let © € A be a point with dist®(0, A) = dist(0, A) = |z|.

Then
dist®(X, A))? 2X2 + 222 222
Eexp (%) < Eexp <T> < 2exp (F)
It remains to note that
1(A) <P{IX| > |z[} = P{exp(2X?/L?) > exp(22®/L*)} < exp(—22°/L*)E exp(2X*/L?).
The result follows. O

In the next lemma, we deal with “the main part” of the induction argument. The basic idea is to split the
argument into two cases, according to how much of the “total mass” of a set A is located far from the origin.

Lemma 4.11. Let m > 2, and let A be a non-empty Borel subset of R™. For each x € R, let
Alz) :={y e R™ " (y,z) € A}.

Further, let p1,pa, ..., um be K-subgaussian measures on R, let X = (Xi,...,X,n) be distributed according to
1 X fhg X+ X f, and let X' be the vector of first m — 1 components of X. Assume that for some R > 1, L > 16K
and every x € R,

(dist®(X’, A(x)))? R
B exp ( 2 ) S BX e A@@)}
Then

e 2 _ _72 2)Y)—2
Eexp (dist®(X, A)) < R(1 — exp(—L*/(64K%))) '
L2 P{X € A}
Proof. Without loss of generality, A is closed. Moreover, by an approximation argument, we can (and will) assume

that the measures pq, ..., tm—1 are supported on finitely many points. Define parameters L= L/4 and M :=
L/(8K). Our goal is to show that

(dist®(X, A))? R(1 — exp(—M?)))~2
Fexp ( 2 ) =T P(XeA)

We consider two cases. First, assume that
(19) P{X € Aand X,, € [-L, L]} > (1 — exp(—M?))P{X € A}.

In this case, we essentially repeat the standard “induction method” argument employed in the proof of dimension-
free subgaussian concentration on the cube. Let x; be a point in [—L, L] such that P{X’ € A(zp)} > P{X' € A(x)}
for all x € [-L, L]. In view of Proposition L8]

Eexp ((dist®(X, A))?/L?) < E exp (H(Xn, ),

where
H (t,xp) : = Arexl[éfll] (= AR(t) — (1= Ah(zs) + (1 — A (2 — t)? /L?)
—h(xy) + (xp — t)> /L2, if h(xp) — h(t) > 2 (xp —t)* /L2,
= Q= (t) = LR i 0 < () — B (1) < 2 (0 — 1)? /T2,

~h(t), if h (2) — (1) <0,

and
L (P{X’ € A(u)} 1

(20) h(u) = log (#) < log (@sex, Ay <%

Using the definition of x}, the equation 1%2 =1, and Remark with parameter @ := 1, we get

H(Xom, xp) < —h(xp) + log (2 — exp (M(Xm) — h(zp))), whenever X,, € [-L, L]
On the other hand, for all realizations of X,, ¢ [—L, L] we can crudely bound the function as

H( X, x) < —h(xp) + (w3 — Xin)? /L2
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Combining the relations, we get

E exp ((distc(X, A))2/L2)
<E {exp(—h(mb))@ — exp (h(Xm) - h(ivb))) Ly, e-i.ipy

+exp (— h(zp) + (25 — X)® /L?) 1{Xm§2[i,i]}:|

R Px{X' € A(X,

where the equality follows from the definition of A. Observe that

Py {X" € A(X,)} B - P{X €A and X,, € [-L, L]}
B (2 SR Ay ) Loertin = 2Pl < £ - HES R SR
., P{XeA and X, € [-L, L]}
= P{X’ € A(zy)}

P{X' € A(xp)}
T P{X €A, and X, € [-L, L]}’

(22)

where the last inequality follows as 2 — z < % for any « € [0,1], and since
]P){X S A, and X,, € [—E, E]} = EXm [1{\Xm|§L}]P)X/{X/ S A(Xm)}] < P{X/ S A(Ib)}
Next, we estimate the second summand inside the expectation in (2I]). We have

E exp (26 — Xm)? /L) Lix, o z.iy < B [exp (4X2 /L) 1 x. o1y] = EZ4K2/L21{Z>exp(@/K)2)}
where
Z = exp(X2 /K?)
is a non-negative random variable satisfying EZ < 2 since X,, is K-subgaussian. As L > 16K and by applying
Holder’s and Markov’s inequalities, we get
]EZ4K2/L21{Z>cxp((Z/K)2)} < EZ1/21{Z>cxp((i/K)2)} < (E2)V?(P{Z > exp((L/K)*)})'/?

1/2

(23) <212 (2exp(—(L/K)?)) " = 2exp(—2M?) < exp(—M?),

where the last inequality holds since M > 2.
Hence, combining (I9), 1)), [22), and [23]), we obtain
E exp ((dist®(X, A))?/L?)
< R I Rexp(—M?)
T P{XeAand X,, € [-L, L]} P{X' € A(x)}
R(1 = exp(~M?)~!  R(1 - exp(~M?)) "L exp(~M?)
P{X € A} P{X € A} ’

implying the result.
Now, consider the second case: P{X € A and X,, ¢ [-L, L]} > exp(—M?)P{X € A}. Observe that since
P{X € A and X ¢ |-L, ]} :/
R\[-L,L]
there must exist a point z; € R\ [~L, L] with Px/{X’ € A(x;)} > 2P{X € A} exp(2z7/L?). Indeed, if we assume
the opposite then, by the above (using that % >2),
exp(—M?*)P{X € A} <P{X € A and X,, ¢ [-L, L]} < 2P{X € A}Ex,, (exp(2X}, /L")l x 27})

2 2
=2P{X € AYREZ*M /P, iy S AP{X € AYexp(—2M?) (by (@3))

]PX/{X/ S A(s)}dum(s) = EXm (PX/{X/ (S A(Xm)}l{\Xm|>l~/})7

leading to contradiction.
Applying again Proposition 4.8 we can write

Eexp ((dist®(X, A))?/L?) <E exp ( — h(z;) + (20 — Xm)? /L?),



DIMENSION-DEPENDENT CONCENTRATION FOR CONVEX LIPSCHITZ FUNCTIONS 17

where h is given by (20). Hence,

R
g 2,72 272 2 /72
Eexp ((dlst (X, A)) /L ) S m exp(?xt/L )]E eXp(2Xm/L )
R
< 2¢2/L%) -EZ
S 3P(X € A} exp(zat/L7) P22t/ 17) -EZ,
and the result follows. O

Proof of Proposition[{.3. Let 6 € (0, 3] which could be an n-dependent parameter. Define a positive parameter L
via the relation
L2 =512K%log (2 4+ — ).
o8 ( T g2 +1/9)
Clearly, L > max{16K,+/2K} which satisfies the assumptions of both Lemmas 10 and EIIl Hence, applying

Lemma and then Lemma HTT]inductively n — 1 times, we get
4(1 — exp(—L/(64K2))) 21

E exp ((distc(X7 A))2/L2) < P{X € A}

Note that
( ) n —8\ —2(n—1)
1— —L?/(64aK*H)) 2D = (1 - [24 ——M—
(1 — exp(—L%/(64K2))) (1- 2+ s ) )
< anf24+ — " -
= exp A +1og(2—|—1/5)
-7
ol o sten) )
2+m 10g(2+1/5)
<(2+ 1/5)4(2+W) < (2+1/6)F <1/6,
since 1/§ > 2. The result follows. O

Remark 4.12. As we already mentioned, our proof of the main result uses a modified convex distance which is
crucial in dealing with unbounded random variables. The second main feature of our approach, compared to the
original argument of Talagrand, is that we estimate the product P{X € A} Eexp ((dist®(X, A))?/L(6)?) from above
by the quantity 1/§ depending on n and ¢ rather than by a universal constant. The parameter ¢ introduces the
necessary additional flexibility.
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