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Abstract

Let {X,} be a family of random variables satisfying some distribution with a parameter «,
E(X4) be the expectation, and Var(X,) be the variance. In this paper, we study the infi-

mum values of three probability functions: P(X, < yE(X,)), P <\Xa — E(X,)|< y\/Var(Xa))

and P (]Xa — E(X,)|> y\/Var(Xa)> ,Yy > 0, with respect to the parameter « for the

Laplace distribution and the student’s ¢ distribution. Our motivation comes from three for-
mer conjectures: Chvatal’s conjecture, Tomaszewski’s conjecture and Hitczenko-Kwapien’s
conjecture.
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1 Introduction and main results
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In this paper, we study the infimum values of three probability functions for the Laplace distribu-
tion and the student’s ¢ distribution. To give the motivation, we recall three former conjectures
at first.

Let B(n,p) denote a binomial random variable with parameters n and p. Let R be the family
of random variables of the form X = Y77 | axey, where n > 1, ag, k = 1,..., n, are real numbers
with > ai = 1, and ¢, k = 1,2,..., are independent Rademacher random variables (i.e.,
Plep,=1)=P(ep =—-1) =1/2).
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Now we state three former conjectures as follows:
Chvatal’s Conjecture: For any fixed n > 2, as m ranges over {0,...,n}, the probability
P(B(n,m/n) < m) is the smallest when m is closest to 2.
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Tomaszewski’s conjecture: infycr P(|X|<1) = 3.

Hitczenko-Kwapieni’s conjecture: infyc.x P(|X|> 1) = %

Chvétal’s Conjecture has applications in machine learning. Janson [7] showed that Chvatal’s
Conjecture holds for large n. Barabesi et al. [1] and Sun [12] proved that Chvatal’s Conjecture
is true for general n > 2.

Tomaszewski’s conjecture has many applications in probability theory, geometric analysis and
computer science. Keller and Klein [8] completely solved Tomaszewski’s conjecture.

Hitczenko-Kwapien’s conjecture was recently proved by Hollom and Portier [4]. In fact,
Hollom and Portier [4] found an explicit expression for the anti-concentration function y +—

Let {X,} be a family of random variables satisfying some distribution with a parameter «,
E(X,) be the expectation, and Var(X,) be the variance. For y > 0, define three functions as
follows:

Cly) = inf P(X, < yE(X.),
T(y) = inf P (|Xo — B(X,)|< y/Var(Xa))
H(y) = inf P (|Xa ~ B(X,)[> y\/Var(Xa)> .

Motivated by the above three former conjectures, the three functions C(y),T(y) and H(y)
have been studied in a series of papers recently. In the following, we recall the existing results.

e Liet al. [10] studied C(1) for the Poisson, geometric and Pascal distributions (as to the
Pascal distribution, only partial results were obtained).

e Guo et al. [3] studied C(1) for the negative binomial distribution and gave an affirmative
answer to the conjecture posed in [10] on the Pascal distribution.

e Liet al. [9] studied C(y),Vy > 0, for the Weibull distribution and the Pareto distribution.

e Hu et al. [5] studied C(y),Vy > 0, for some infinitely divisible distributions including the
inverse Gaussian, log-normal, Gumbel and Logistic distributions.

e Zhou et al. [19] studied C(y), Yy € (0, 1], for the F' distribution.
e Sun et al. [13] studied C(y),Vy > 0, and T'(1) for the Gamma distribution.

e Sun et al. [14] studied 7'(1) for some infinitely divisible continuous distributions including
the Lapace, Gumbel, Logistic, Pareto, infinitely divisible Weibull, log-normal, student’s t
and inverse Gaussian distributions.



e Sun et al. [15] studied T'(1) for F' distribution.

e Zhang et al. [17] studied T'(1) for geometric, symmetric geometric, Poisson and symmetric
Poisson distributions among other things.

e Huet al. [6] studied H(y),Vy > 0, for some familiar families of distributions, and the results
show that for certain familiar families of distributions, including the uniform, exponential,
nondegenerate Gaussian and student’s t distributions, H(y) is not identically zero; while for
some other familiar families of distributions, including the binomial, Poisson, negative bi-
nomial, hypergeometric, Gamma, Pareto, Weibull, log-normal and Beta distributions, H(y)
is identically zero.

e Xie [16] gave C(y),T(y) and H(y),Yy > 0, for the the Rayleigh distribution and the sym-
metric Rayleigh distribution.

e Zhao [18] gave H(y),Vy > 0, for the uniform, exponential, nondegenerate Gaussian and
log-normal distributions among other things.

Based on the existing results, up to now, we have known the three functions C(y), 7 (y) and
H(y) completely for all y > 0 only for the uniform, exponential, nondegenerate Gaussian (nor-
mal), log-normal, Rayleigh distribution and the symmetric Rayleigh distribution.

The motivation of this paper is to study the three functions C(y),T(y) and H(y) for the Laplace
distribution and the student’s t distribution for all y > 0.

Let X, be a Laplace random variable with the location parameter ;1 and the scale parameter
b, where p € R and b > 0. Then we know that the density function

and E(X,,) = p, Var(X,,) = 2b*. Now, for any y > 0, we have
Cly) = inf P(Xup < yp),
T(y) =infP <|Xu,b —pl< \/Eby> ,
H(y) =inf P (IXu,b — pl> x/§by) :

Theorem 1.1 Let X, be a Laplace random variable with the location parameter pi and the scale
parameter b. Then

(i) C(y) =0 ify >0 and y #1, and C(1) = 1;
(ii) T(y) = 1 — e V%, Yy > 0;
(iii) H(y) = e™V Yy > 0.

Remark 1.2 Theorem 1.1(ii) and (iii) show that the Laplace distribution possesses both concen-
tration property and anti-concentration property.
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Let X, be a t-random variable with v degrees of freedom, where 3 < v € N. Then we know
that the density function

NGy T2 e
(@) = ——Z (1 4+ )7,
Jo(@) ﬁr(y)( +)
and F(X,) =0,Var(X /755 Now, for any y > 0, we have

Cly) = inf P(X, < 0),

v

—j <yy | ——
T'(y) ;ggp(!Xv\_y\/UJ),

v

— i >y | ——
H(y) ;ggP(le\_y,/v_Q-

For given y € (1,v/3) U (v/3, o), define

01 = 2y + 4y s
Coi= 301+ By + 5 (Cf i +CF - y¥),
Cy = 2yt + 18y* + 205 + 11,

V; := max {100, 8y°},

V5 := max Vh%, 201}

)

1+2y72 + 1+2y }
vo(y) = max{\/},, m + 1}

V3 :=max V5,2 +

\

Define 7y(v/3) := 1318.4. Denote by ®(x) the distribution function of the standard normal distri-
1/42
bution (i.e. ®(z) = \/LZ—W [* ez du), and by F,(z) the distribution function of X.

Theorem 1.3 Let X, be a t-random variable with v degrees of freedom. Then
(i) Cly) = 3,%y > 0;

(20(y) — 1, 0<y<l,
min {minggvg[vo(y)Hg { < v” ) — } — 1} , 1<y <3,
min {mm3<v<[uo(\/) +3 { ( vg 2) } ) - 1} ) Y= V3,

| minscos s {25, (W_Q) 1}, y> V3

(mlnv:3,4{2—2F ( )} 0<y<l,

fidi) H(y) = mini’)SvS[vo(y)H?’{ —2F, ( \/_2)} 1<y<3,

Yy
MG <, <50 (+/3)] 43 {2 2L, <\/ — 2>} y =13,
-2

min § Ming<y<[u (y)]+3 { F, (y,/ )} 2—2d(y } y > V3.

Remark 1.4 In virtue of three-standard-deviation rule for the standard norm distribution, in
this remark, we consider Theorem 1.3(%i)(iii) for y =1,2,3.

(1) T(y) =

\
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(i) For y =1, we have
T(1) = 20(1) — 1 ~ 0.6826,
H(1) = min {2 _9F, ( v 2)} —2 2R, <\/§) ~ 0.1817.

v=3,4 v —
They are the same with that in [6] and [1]).
(ii) For y =2, we have

Cy = 3,0, = 140, Cy ~ 1085.82, C3 ~ 2323.97,
Vi=Vo=V3=100, vy(2)~ 4648.94,

and thus

T(2) = min {QFU (2 v )—1},
3<v<4651 v — 2

H(2) = min {%%1651 {2 _ 2R, <2 - - 2) },2 - 2@(2)} .

By a Python program, we get that

. v 7
T(2) = 3;%14%51 {QFv <2 - 2) — 1} = 2F; (2\/;> — 1~ 0.9501,

Also, by a Python program, we get that

min {2 _9F, (2 v 2) } —92_2F, (2\/5) ~ 0.0405,

3<v<4651 v —
which together with 2 — 2®(2) ~ 0.0455 implies that
H(2) =2 — 25, (2\/5) ~ 0.0405.

(iii) For y = 3, we have

Co = 3,01 = 1518.75,Cy = 18295.97, C5 ~ 37115.94,
Vi =100,V, = V3 =121.5, wvp(3) ~ 12372.98,

T(3)= min_ {2F, (3,/——) -1},
3<v<12375 v—2

H(3) :min{ min {2—211, (3 v )},2—2@(3)}.
3<v<12375 v—2

and thus

ot



By a Python program, we get that

T(3)= min {2Fv (3 - 2) - 1} — 2F; (3V/3) — 1~ 0986153,

3<v<12375 v —

Also, by a Python program, we get that

, v | 12375
3§11)211I21375 {2 - 2Fv (3 v — 2) } =2— 2F12375 <3 m) ~ 0002703,

which together with 2 — 2®(3) ~ 0.002700 implies that

H(3) = 2 — 2&(3) ~ 0.002700.

Remark 1.5 Theorem 1.3(ii) and (iii) show that the student’s t distribution possesses both con-
centration property and anti-concentration property.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3
will be given in Section 2 and Section 3, respectively.

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

The distribution function of X, is (see e.g. Appendix (i) of [14])

e ife<p
F — z’7 )
Xu,b(a:) { 1 — 16_ bu, if Z .

(i) We have the following five cases:
(i.1) > 0,y > 1. Now yu > p and thus

1 y—p 1 y—1p 1
Cly) = inf P(X,,, < yp) = inf (1 - 56_7( - ) = lim (1 - §e_< i ) =5-

(i.2) © > 0,0 <y < 1. Now ypu < p and thus

. . 1 _a-we . 1 _a-wue
o) =g PO <) == e o
(i.3) £ = 0. Now ypu = 0 = p and thus
1 _a-y 1
P(Xup < yp) = ge = 5



Hence in this case, C(y) = 1.

(i.4) p <0,y > 1. Now yu < p and thus

1 @-vu 1 @-vu

Cly) =inf P(X,p <yp)=inf-e ¢ = lim —e ® =0
M’b ’ M7b 2 %*)700 2
(i.5) £ < 0,0 <y < 1. Now ypu > p and thus
1 —Y)r 1 —Y)r 1
C(y) = inf P(X, < yp) = inf (1 _ et ) — lim (1 e ) _ -
b ’ b B 0— P 2

By (i.1)-(i.5), we obtain that (i) holds.
(ii) Since b > 0 and y > 0, we have
T(y) =inf P <|Xu,b — pl< \/§by>
1,b

= inf [Fxﬂ,b(u +V2by) — Fx,, (1~ ﬂby)}

1 wrvzem—u 1 (u—v2by)—p
1——e b — 5@ b

= inf
H,b

—1—e V2
(iii) Since b > 0 and y > 0, we have
T(y) = inf P <’Xu,b —pul= ﬁby>
= inf 1= P, (1 + V2hy) + Fx,,, (11— V2by)|

B P T e
1D 2 9

=V,

The proof is complete.

3 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Define the hypergeometric function F'(a,b;c; z) by (cf. [11, P. 45])

2 a)(b)s 2
F(a,b;c; z) = Z (@);(0); 2 |z|< 1,

= (9 v

where (a); :=a(a+1)---(a+j—1)for j > 1, and (a)y := 1 for o # 0. Then the distribution
function F), of X, can be expressed by

1 1 F(l v+l.§._ﬁ>

v 22 121
Fy(z) = = +aT L zER 3.1
(z) =35+ ( 2 ) Jorl(3) ve (3.1)



By the fact that E(X,) = 0 and (3.1), we have
1
P(X, <yE(X,))=P(X,<0)=F,(0) = §,Vy > 0.

It follows that for any y > 0,C(y) = 3, and thus (i) holds. In the following, we focus on the
proofs of (ii) and (iii).

By the symmetry of the density function and (3.1), we have

1) = P (1] <) )

<1
JU F(i) 1 v+l 3 2
2 MmﬁmF(iag,éa—ﬁ)
;F<1u.§_£>
1 —2)2 20 2 120 g
@(Wr)(; ) AL A
ve F<§,T;§;_®g )

o F 1v+3'§'_y_2 - v I 11}—1—1'%‘_ y?
27 2 27w (w+1w-27 \2° 2 72 v=2)

By the contiguous function relation of the hypergeometric function (cf. [11, P. 71, 21(13)]) and
the fact that F(a,b;a;z) = (1 — 2)~" (cf. [11, P. 47, Line -4]), we have

2 2 2
vtlp(lots s vy _vp(loerls vy lplvtll v
2 272 "2 v 2 272 2w 2 272 "2 w

v+1

2"\ 72 T ) Ta\ur 2

v+1

plotss v\ _ v p(loesld "\ 1 [ v \*
27 2 727w v+1 \2" 2 72" v v+1\v+y?

which implies that




Then we have

Jv+2

<1

v+1

w Vo5 l’v—i—l;é;_yj N 1 v o v’ P 171)—1—1;%;_ Y2
v+ 1 272 27w v+1\v+y? (v+1)(v—2)2 272 727 w—2

v+1

1
1 v+1 3 92 1 v 2 v 2 1 v4+1 3 y>
SF|(-,— =z —— — < Flo —;=;—
(2’ 2 72 v>+v<v—|—y2) (v—2> (27 2 720 v-2
+

v+1 T
Y yF v21) 1 ( v ) 2 /y\/DQ
s | folo)de+ T=220 = < o(z)d
o f (x) Z \/ﬁl—‘(%) v v—l—y2 0 f (x) T
v+1 T
() 1 ( v )2 /y =
& - < (z)d
Vorl(5) v \v+y? v fole)de
v+1 O] v+1

—of o (L) 7 =G (32)

Similarly, we have
J'v+2

Jo

In the following, we consider any real number v > 3. For convenience, for v > 3,y > 0 and

v € [1,,/-5], define

Gy <le > 1.

u(v) := L(v):=u(v)—1, a:=vy", (3.3)

and

Fv,2) = < vta ) (3.4)

Then u(v) > 1 and L(v) > 0.

By the properties of ¢ distribution, we have (cf. [14])

lim F,(z) = ®(x),

V—+00

where ®(x) is the distribution function of the standard normal distribution.



3.1 The case y € (0, 1]

For y € (0,1] and x > 1, we have

vty ptl a? -1 2-1 v+l
L+

=1- >1-— = .
v+ y2a? x? it a? v+a? v+ a?

By the proof of [14, Theorem 1.3 (vii)], we know that

Vi 1 v
v/ 2(v+ ) dxr > 1, Yv > 3.

1 v+ 2?2

Hence, for all y € (0, 1],
G(v,y) > 1, Yv > 3,

which implies that for all v > 3, J}f < 1. It follows that

T(y) = int P (|X = B(X)| < yv/Var(X))

= lim_ <2FU (y\/g) - 1) = 20(y) — 1,

Hy) = inf P (|X = BQO)| > y/Var(X))

:min{2—2Fv(y Y >}
v=3,4 v — 2

The proof in this case is complete. 0

3.2 The case y € (1,v/3) U (V/3, +c0)

At first, we give four lemmas, whose proofs will be postponed to next section. Recall that
L(v), f(v,z) and G(v,y) are defined by (3.3), (3.4) and (3.2), respectively.

Lemma 3.1 Let Cy =3, Vo = 100. For v > Vj, we have

1 3 Co
L(v) = - + 32 + Ro(v), |Ro(v)|< g

1

where Ry(v) := M,gbl(x) = (1-22)72,& €(0,2).

6v3 LY

Recall that C1,Cy, C3,Vy, Va and V3 are defined by (1.1).

Lemma 3.2 For v > Vi, we have
1 1
In f(v,2) = Ep(x) + ;El(x) + FRl(v,x), |Ry (v, z)|< CY,
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where

Fo(r) = (1 — %), By(z) = —(a* — 1) — 2(a? — 1), (3.5)
a2 v (3) ) a3 23) 5 PRI
Ri(v,z) := Z(:f‘—l)—l— ;—1 <¢2 6(§) ;—(bT(f)T> , (3.6)

do(2) = In(1+ ), & € (o,%), &€ (0.5).

Lemma 3.3 For v > V,, we have

f(v,z) = ePo@ (1 + Elzgx) + R2(v’$)) , |[Ra(v,z)|< Cy,

12

where

2R (v, z) + Fi(x) n Ry(v,z) - By () n Ri(v, z) + 60223, (3.7)
2 v 202 6

and F\(z) is defined in (3.5), Ri(v, x) is defined by (3.6), z := 1 E1(x)+ 5 Ri (v, x), & lies between
0 and z.

Ry(v,z) :=

Lemma 3.4 For v > V3, we have

3—a 03
Gv,y) =1+ 5 + Rg(v), [Ra(v)|< 2
where
Rg(l)) = Al -+ A2 + Rg(l)) + R4(?J),
L(v
Ay = U/ | )€E0(1+m) E—l(l +m) dm
0 v ’
L(v
Ay = v/ Y omrm Ralv L em)
0 v? ’
o 9a  avR%(v) 3a 3aRy(v)
Rg(’U) = UR()(U) — (@ + 5 + 2—’02 + aRo(U) + o s
L(v) ebs ebs a b6
Ry(v) = / —a*m*+m? (1 —am+ —a*m® | | —= + —a*m? | | dm,
. |2 2 28

Eo(+), E1(+) are defined by (3.5), Ra(-,-) is defined by (3.7), Ro(v) is defined in Lemma 3.1,

& € (—am,0) and & € (—*5,0).

Proof of Theorem 1.3 (ii)(iii) for y € (1,v/3) U (v/3, +00). We decompose the proof into two

cases: 1 <y <+/3 and y > /3. By (1.1), we have vy(y) = max{Vs, % +1}.

(1) If1 <y <+/3, then 1 < a =19 < 3. By Lemma 3.4, we get that for all v > v(y),
3 _
Gv,y) =1+ Ta + R (v)
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3—a C3 +(3—a)v—2C’3

v V2 202

> 1,

which implies that for all v > vo(y), 22 < 1. It follows that

T(y) = inf P (yX — B(X)| < y\/Va

v>3

ﬁ
—
»
S~—

N——

= min min
3<v<[vo(y)]+3

= min { min {ZFv
3<v< vo(y)]+3
H(y) = inf P (1X — B(X)| > yv/Var(X))

—  min {2—2FU (y Y >}
3<v<[vo(y)]+3 v—2

(2) If y > /3, then a = y?> > 3. By Lemma 3.4, we get that for all v > vy(y),

a—3
G =1- R
(U7 y) %N + G(U)
a—3 (s (@ —3)v—2Cs

<1- — =1- <1

2w 202 ’

which implies that for all v > vy(y), Jf’]f > 1. It follows that
T(y) = inf P (|X — E(X)| < yv/Var(X))

= min {ZFU <y v ) — 1},
3<v<[vo(y)]+3 v—2

H(y) = inf P (1X = B(X)| > y/Var(X)

:min{ min {2—2Fv
3<v<[vg(y)]+3

(%
= mi i 2 —2F, 2 —23(y) b.
i {SSUS%%)M { (y v — 2) } (y)}

The proof in this case is complete.

3.3 The case y = V3

Now a = y* = 3. Thus
3—a
2v

Hence we need retain higher order item to determine whether G(v,y) > 1 or G(v,y) < 1. Recall
that 7o(v/3) = 1318.4.

G(v,y) =1+ + Ra(v) =1+ Rg(v).



Lemma 3.5 For v > 0,(v/3), we have G (v,V/3) > 1.

The proof of the above lemma will be given in next section.

Proof of Theorem 1.2(ii)(iii) for y = v/3. By Lemma 3.5, we know that for all v > 7y(+v/3),
G (v, \/§) > 1, which implies that for all v > 75(v/3), J”j]—f < 1. Tt follows that

T(V3) = inf P (\X ~B(X)| < 3Var(X))

— min min 2F, 0 ) 1l him (2m, vy
3<v<[o(vV/3)]+3 v—2 v—+00 v —2
. . / 31}
= min min 2F, -1 ,2®(\/§) — 15,
3<v<[bo(V3)]+3

H(V3) = inf P (\X ~ EB(X)| > /3Var( X))

= min 2—2F, .
3<v<[v0(V3)]+3 2

The proof in this case is complete. 0O

4 Proofs of Lemmas 3.1-3.5

Notice that a = y?. Then as to the proofs of Lemmas 3.1-3.4, we have that a > 1 and a # 3.

4.1 Proof of Lemma 3.1

1

Recall that ¢1(t) = (1 — 2t)~2. Performing a Taylor’s expansion at t = 0 with the Lagrange’s
remainder term, we get

¢()_1+t+ t2 ¢1 (5)

ot
2 6

1\3\\1

where & € (0,1), 0% (t) = 15(1 — 2¢)~

When 0 < ¢ < 15, we have 1% (£1)]< 15 - 502 and v := 1 > 100. Thus for v > 100, we have
1 3
L) =¢1(1/v) = 1= —+ﬁ+Ro( v),
oM@ 1 _ 155 13 G
R = < —2 < ==,
[Ro(v)l 6 v 6 vd w2 3
The proof is complete. 0
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4.2 Proof of Lemma 3.2

By the definition of f(v,z) (cf. (3.4)), we have
v+1 a ax?
In f(v,z) = 5 lln <1+;) —1In <1+—>] . (4.8)

(%

Performing a Taylor’s expansion of ¢o(t) := In(1 + ¢) at ¢t = 0 with the Lagrange’s remainder
term, we get that for ¢ > 0,
670,

In(l1+t)=t— — t 4.
n(l+0) =t -+ 2L (49)

where £ € (0,1), 69 (t) = oy Let ty:= 4.ty := %= Then t; > 0,4, > 0.

(2

By (4.8) and (4.9), we get
In f(v,2) = 1 _(2 @ ) ‘a_?’) B (a_:ﬁ et o) a3x6>]

2 v 202 6 v3 v 202 6 v3
v+1 _a 2 a? 4 53)(52) a’ 9(53) a’z0
- 21— S DR T VA T
2 v( v )+2"02(x )+ 6 V3 6 v3
_2 a? 4 2
= 21— Sl Ry R D |
R F R ]
L1 a_2(4_1)+v+1 (&) @ 6(&) a'af
v2 | 4 2 6 ) 6 )
1 1
=E0($)+;E1($)+531(Ua$)7 (4.10)

where & € (0,11),83 € (0,t2).
For v >V} = max{100,8a}, and 1 <z < /- < V2, we have that 0 < t;,%, < 1 and thus
1< 69(&), 657 () < 2. Hence

N

a v+112 a® 2 a*(V2)°
<% w2y -1 e L7k
Riloa)| < (VD =1 4 5o 5 e g
3, 33 v+l
3 * 2" v
3

< 2a® + Za2 = (). (4.11)

The proof is complete. 0O

4.3 Proof of Lemma 3.3

By Lemma 3.2, we have

fv,z) = eEo(@) gy BL @)+ 1z R (v,2) (4.12)

)
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where Ey(z), Ey(x) and Ry (v, z) are defined in Lemma 3.2.
Recall that

1 1
By the Taylor’s expansion, we have
2 &4
ezzl—l—z—l—%+%z3, (4.14)

where &, lies between 0 and z. Then by (4.13) and (3.7), we get

z 1 1 1/1 1 2 654 5
ef=1+ (;El(fﬁ) + ERI(U, I)) + 5 (;El(l’) + ﬁRl(U,ZL‘)> + Fz
14 E;(z) n 2Ry (v, ) + E%(I) n Ri(v,7) - By () . R%(U,x) 6_5423
(% 2'U2 U3 2@4 6
B 1 2R (v,z) + E(x) L Rava) Bix) | R(v, z) +e—§41}2z3
v V2 2 v 902 6
E
v v

For v > V; = max{100, 8a}, we have 1 < z < ,/-Z < /2. Since E;(z) = %(x‘l—l)—%(:vz—l),
we have .
Bi(z) = a*2® — ax = a®z(2* — a) > 0,

which implies that F,(z) is strictly increasing on [1,v/2]. Thus

0< Bi(z) < Za2 - % < Za? (4.16)
We have
1 1 s 1 1 s
0223 =2 (—El(x) + — Ra(v, x)) = (—1E1(:r) + — Ri(v, x)) ) (4.17)
(% (% V3 v3

Recall that V5 = max {Vl, §a2, \/201}. For v > V3, by (4.16) and the fact that |R; (v, z)|< Cf,
we get that

Bie) _1 [Ri(v.o)] 1
v T2 v? -2
which together with (4.13) implies that for v > V5, we have |z|< 1, and thus for the &, in (4.14),
we have
|€a]< 1. (4.18)

15



For v > Vs, by the fact that |R;(v,z)|< Cy, (4.16), (4.17), and (4.18)), we get that
2R (v, z) + Fi(x) N Ry(v,z) - Ey(x) N Ri(v,x) €% ,

|R2(U,$)‘ = ‘ 9 v 21}2 + F’U z
Bi(x)  [Ri(v,2)|-Er(x) | Ri(v,z) |e™ 5 4
< ’Rl(va$)‘+ 2 + U + 202 + ?’U z
3
3 2 01 §a2 02 e §CL2 Cl
<Cl+—(—a2) 4 + 12 = 41+—4
2\ 4 Vs 27 6 \yh
3
Cy - 2a? C} 10 C
<O 4 mat AT ) L —

The proof is complete. 0

4.4 Proof of Lemma 3.4

We decompose the proof into four steps. Recall that 1 <z < /-5 = u(v) and L(v) = u(v) — 1.

Step 1. Let m := 2 — 1. Then 0 < m < L(v). By Lemma 3.3 and the definitions of Ay, Ay in
Lemma 3.4, we get that for all v > V5,

u(v) (v)
G(v,y):v/1 f(v,x)d;z::v/oL f(v,1+m)dm

L(v)
_ U/ o Eo(1-+m) <1 n Ei(1+m) n Ry (v, 1 +m)> dm
0

v v2

L(v)
= U/ P00 dm 1 Ay + A, (4.19)
0

In the following, we consider the first term v fOL(U) ePo+m) g,

By (3.5), we have

am2

Eo(14+m) = gu — (L4 m)’] = —am - ——, (4.20)
Ei(1+m) :“Z [(1+m)* —1] _g[(1+m)2_1>}

16



a*m*

4 Y

3
= (a® — a)m + (§a2 - %) m? + a®m?® +

(4.21)

and thus

By (1.1) and a = 32, WeknowthatV;),—maX{Vg,Z—l—lwf,Z—i—ffZ} For v > V3, one can

check that 0 < L(v) < 1 and 0 < aL(v),al?*(v) < 1. For v > V3 and 0 < m < L(v), we have

655 655

e ™ =1—am+ 7( am)® =1—am + 7a2m2, & € (—am,0) C (—1,0)
am? am? e am?\ ? am? e am?
e 2+2(2) 5 T, &€ (=—0 c(=1,0),

L(v) L(v) s 2 &6
v/ eEO(”m)dm:v/ 1—am+e—a2m2 1—ﬂ+e—am dm
0 0 2 2 8
L(v) s &5 2 &6
= v/ 1—am+ e—a2m2 +(1—am-+ €—a2m2 _am + e—a2m4 dm
. 2 2 2 8
L(v)
= ’U/ (1 —am)dm
0

L(v) ebs ebs a efe
—i—v/o {7am +m? (1—am+7am)<—§+§a2m>}dm

=0 (L(U) — g[ﬂ@))

L( ) 665 665 a egﬁ
+ v/ —a*m?>+m? 1 —am+ —a*m? —— 4 —a*m? )| dm.
0 2 2 2 8

By Lemma 3.1 and the definition of R3(v) in Lemma 3.4, we get

<1+%+Rg( ))—%(H%Hﬁ)( ))2]

33—
:1+2—a+UR0(U)

v (L(v) - gLZ(U))

9a  avR3(v) 3a 3aRy(v)
<8v3 T T Tef )
3 —
O Ry(0)
For v > V3(> V5 > Vi > 100), by |Ro(v)|< %, we have
9a¢ avRi(v) 3a 3aRy(v)
’Rg(U)’ = UR()(U) - (% + 9 + ﬁ + GR()( ) %

17



3a C()

Lo, 9 jav Gp o 3a G 30 Go
v3 83 2 w3 202 v3i 20 v
20y + aCZ + 3a n 9a + 8aCy n 3aCy
N 202 8v3 204
- 2C’0+an+3a+ 9a + 8aCy i 3aCy i
202 8V3 v 2V 2
C? 3 9+8C, 3C) 1
<|lc,+ =2 Z i
_{( 0+ 2a+2a> ( SV +2V02 a 2
C3+5 1
< (C() + 9 CL) : ﬁ’
3¢9 < 1 since Cy = 3 and Vj = 100.

where we used the inequality % + g
By the definition of Ry(v) in Lemma 3.4, we know that
L(v) T &5 &s &6
Ry(v) = / Clm?m?(1—am+ Sa?m?) (-2 + S a2m? )| dm.
; 2 2 2%
Notice that &,& € (—1,0), 0 < L(v) < 1 and 0 < aL(v),al?(v) < 1. Then we get that for

v 2> Vs,
L(v)
|R4(v)| < / [a®>m®* +m*(1+ 1+ 1)(a+1)] dm
0
2
a® + 3a + 3L3(v)

L(v)
/ (a® + 3a + 3)m*dm = 3
0

(1 S+ Ro(v)>3

(

B a’?+3a+3 n
B 3 v 202
_@43a43 1 (13 LG
B 3 02 U% 21}% v3
3
a*+3a+3 [ 1 3 Co 1 2 1
— | rt—r | < ratl)
V03 2‘/03 V03 (%
Hence we have
L) 3—a
U/ 6E0(1+m) dm =1+ —1} + R3(U> + R4(U). (422)
0
Step 2. In this step, we consider A;. By the definition of A; in Lemma 3.4, we know that
L(v
A = v/ Y omim B0 m)
0 v

By (4.20), we know that Ey(1 4+ m) < 0. Notice that 0 < L(v),aL(v),aL?(v) < 1 for all v > V3.

Then for v > V3, by (4.21), we have
1 L(v)
Eltm) .| < / By (1 + m)|dm
0

L)
v / eroti+m Eil
0 v

18
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a®> ba T\ o, a®> 5a 7 13 2
—(Tz*g) L<“>—(5 T g)'(ﬂw*w))

a*> 5a 7 2 a®> ba T 3
= e e — 1 _— _ _ e —_ _
(5+240) (1rm+om) < (S+2+ D) (14 -+ 18) -5

a> ba T 3 o \? 1 1
< =+5+< ) (1+55+2)  —=0Ud+10a+7) —
(2+4+)(+2V0+v02> = (4a® + a+)v2

Step 3. In this step, we consider As. By the definition of Ay in Lemma 3.4, we know that

L(v) 1
A2 = U/ 6EO(1+m) . _R—Q(U’ 2+ m) dm.
0 v

By Eo(1+m) <0, |Re(v,1 +m)|< Csy for all v > Vi, we get that for all v > Vi,

dm

|As| =

L(v)
S/ vl—i—m‘dm
0
02 1 3
NE \ (50|
Cy
<3 (v )

02 3 2
1 —.
<+V+V2)<U2

Step 4. By Cy = 3 and the definition of C3 in Lemma 3.4, we get that

o [ ewtom, o1 )
0

02

C? + 2 13
(CO 5 a)—I—<%—|—a—|—1>+(4a2—|—10a+7)+202:§y4+18y2+202+11203.
(4.23)

By (4.19), (4.22), Step 2, Step 3, (4.23), and the definition of Rg(v) in Lemma 3.4, we get that

for all v > V3,
Cs
G(v,y) = (v), |Ra(v)[< —

The proof is complete. 0
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4.5 Proof of Lemma 3.5

We decompose the proof into seven steps. Recall that a = y? = 3, ¢1(t) = (1 — 21&)_%, Vo = 100,

1<z < /%5 =u(w),m=z—1and L(v) = u(v) — 1.

Step 1. We consider the expansion of L(v). Perform a Taylor’s expansion at ¢t = 0, we have

(4)
3 5 (5)
H=1+t+ 1>+ =¢34+ L2

01(t) 2 2 24 ’

l\.’l\lo

where, & € (0,1), ¢{"(t) = 105(1 — 2t)~

For 0 <t < 15, we have |gb1 (&)< 105- 502 and v := 1 > 100. Let dy = 5. Then for v > 100,
we have
1 1 3 5} _
L(v) = ¢1(;) —1=- + 202 +53 2 5+ Lo(v), (4.24)
[0 1 _105-5% 1 _dy
Bl == <= <

Step 2. We consider the expansion of In f(v,z). By following (4.8)-(4.10), and letting a = 3,
we get

In f(v, ) = 2(1 _ )+ % E(x‘* - ;( 2_ 1)]
e ($19 7 S0 2]
= Bo(x) + “By() + = Ry(v,2), (4.25)
where U )
o) = 2(1 _ ), Bi(z) = %(:ﬁ 1y g< 2 1), (4.26)
Rafo,2) = — 1)+ o (92553)6(55) E % . @) , (4.27)

and & € (0,t)),& € (0,8)), t) = %,té _ 32

For v > V/ := max{100,8a} = max{100,24} =100, and 1 <z < /- < V2, we have that
0 <, < 1and thus 1 < 65 (¢3), 05 (€4) < 2. Let dy = 22, Then by following (4.11), we have

_ 3
|Ri(v,2)|< 2-3% + 1-32 =d,.

Step 3. We consider the expansion of f(v,x). By (4.25), we have

f(vax) — @E ( )eilJEl( )+U%R1('u,a:).

20



Define

1 - 1 -
Z = ;El(zrj) + ﬁRl(v,x). (4.28)
By (4.14) and (4.15), we get that for all v > V/,
=14 Eq(z) L 2Ri(v,7) + Ef(2) . Ri(v,) - Eq(2) . R}(v, z) n 6_5‘,*@223
v v? 2 v 202 6
P _
N Rz(z;, w)’ (4.29)
v v
where &) lies between 0 and Z, and
Ro(v.2) — 2R1(U,x)2+ E?(x) N Ri(v,z)- Ey(z) Rv,x) €%, 4

—“Z°. 4.
» + 5y2 +6vz (4.30)

For v > V/, we have 1 < 2 < /=% < /2. By Ey(z) = $(2* — 1) — (2? — 1), we have

27
Notice that max {V/, 2, /2d; } = {100, %, \/12} =100 = V/. For v > V{, by (4.31) and the
fact that | Ry (v, z)|< di, we get that
- v T2 v? 2

which together with (4.28) implies that for v > V], we have |z|< 1, and thus for the &) in (4.29),
we have

&)< 1. (4.32)

Let dy := 2dy + 2 -3 + 2 (dj - 35 + dj ~3%>. For v > V/, by the fact that |R,(v,z)|< di,
(4.31) and (4.32), we get that

_ 9 25 3/ 2 i
Ra(v,2)| < g+ 5 -3+ 5 () 33 + ] - 35)
Hence for all v > V7,

v v2

f(v,z) = ePo@ (1 LB, R2(U’x)> ,

Step 4. We consider the expansion of G(v,y). By Step 3, we get that for all v > V7,

u(v) L(v)
G(v,y) :v/l f(v,a:)dx:v/o f(v,1+m)dm

21



where

L) _ ” >
_ 7J/ oBo(14+m) (1 " Ei(1+m) n Ry(v,1 —l—m)> dm
0

v v2

= A1+ Ay + A3,

L(v) _ L(v) _ I
1211 = U/ eEO(ler)dm, 1212 = U/ ebol+m) . —El(l + m) dm,
0 0

v
Ag = U/L(U) eE‘o(l—i—m) . M
0

dm.
02

In the rest of this step, we consider the first term A;.

By (4.26), we have

and thus

Notice that maX{Vl',Q—kﬁ 24 2 } = max{lOO,Q—l—L 2+&} = 100
v > V], one can check that 0 < L(v) < 1 and 0 < 3L(v),3L*(v) < 1. For v

_ 3m2 _ OmA
E0(1+m):—3m—%, E1(1+m):6m+12m2+9m3+%,

- L(U) 3m2
A = v/ e 3. e~ dm.
0

14-2y7 14+2y2 1423 1+6

0 <m < L(v), similar to Step 1 of Proof of Lemma 3.4, we have

9 5 9 9t
e3m:1—3m+§m2+%‘(—3m)3:1—3m—|—§m2— Zm?’,
3m? el 3m2\” 3m?  9ef 4 , 3m?
_ —1— _ -1
2 + 9 ( 2 ) 2 ) m-, 56 ( 2 70) - ( 70)7

2

L) 9 Oett
:v/ [1—3m+3m2+—m3+(1—3m)-%6m4
0

() 9 (0 )

22

v

(4.33)

(4.34)

(4.35)

(4.36)

V. For
V] and

& e (—=3m,0) C (—1,0),



Notice that &,&; € (—1,0) and 0 < 3m,3m? < 1 for 0 < m < L(v). Then we get that for all
v >V,

_ L) rg 3 9 ,/m my 9 11
Ry(v)] < S (L 1) o 4 o (2 ) S (1S4 )| d
|3(v)|_v/0 {2m+(+)8m+2m 5 tg)tgm (1t +g)|dm

L(v)
<v/ [(6+3+3+9)-m’|dm
0

1 3 5 !
_ 4 _ D
—5U-L(U)—5U(;+2—’U2+2—03+R0(U))
5 3 5 _ Y os . 80

By Step 1, we get

v (L@) - ;LQ(U) + L%))

1 3 5 _ 3 /(1
(;+5ﬁ+zﬁ+%@0—§<;+

=0

2v
:1—%+U-R0(0)—3§ %+2Rg<v>+(%+2i3+}zo(v)>2
+v(ﬁ+%+Ro(v)> (%+%+253+R0(v))2+<%+%+%+Rosv)>]
1 (3

1512 4y Ry(v) 2+ 2y Dy Ro(v)
20 202 0 20 202 0

For all v > V{, by |Ro(v)|< %, we have
2y (3 1 do\’
5*77*(5*5*&)]
(2l D 142D 2+ gy Sy 0
2 2 0?2 20 202 3 2v 202 03
1 3
<E'{d°+§'[5+1+(2+1)2]+(2+1)'KHDZHHU}}

87 1

3

_ 1
|R4(U)| < F . {do + § .
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Hence for all v > V], we have

_ _ _ 80 - do+ %

1 _
Ar=1- 2 + R3(v) + R4(v), |R3(v,x)|< et |R4(v, z)|< (4.37)

3

Step 5. In this step, we consider A, in (4.33). By (4.34), (4.36) and the Taylor’s expansion
of the function e*, we have

Lw) _ F
Ay = U/ eFoll+m) —El(l +m) dm
0 v

L(v) 2 9m
= / e~3m . o= 75" <6m +12m? 4+ 9m? + %) dm
0

L(v) . " 3 9
:/ (1—657-3m>-<1—e ?)-(6m+12m2+9m3+—7})dm
0
L(v) L(v) / 3m2 9
= / 6mdm +/ {Gm (—e£7 -3m — e - % + €57t §m3>
0 0

4
+<1—65/7-3m)'(1—el 37;) (12m +9m? —1—9%)} dm

L(v) _
= / 6mdm + Rs(v),
0

2

where & € (=3m,0),& € (—22-,0).
By (4.24), we have

L(v) 1 B 2
/ 6mdm = 3L*(v) = 3 - (; +55+535+ RO(U)>
0
5} 3 5 _
+2— Ro( ))'(24-%‘1'2—02—}-1)'}%0(1)))

3 3 /(3
BECRRTAC)

3

— + Re(v).

For v > V/, we have

R He) 3 3 2
o< [ om (sme ) 4 (vom s am 4 2
0

Lo 5 1 3 5 ’
< i 48m=dm = 16L°(v) = 16 - ;—l—ﬁ—l-ﬁ—l—Ro(v)
16 128

3
3
3

|6 (v)] <
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Hence for all v > V], we have

_ 3 _ _ 128~ 18

Ay = 2 Ro(0) + Ro(v), | Rs(v,2)|< . |Ro(v,2)]< . (4.38)

Step 6. In this step, we consider A% in (4.33). By (4.35) and (4.30), we have

L(v) _ >
Az = U/ eFolltm) .. —Rz(v’ L+m) dm
0

U2
Lw) _
— / €E0(1+m)
0

(v, 1 B (1 (v, 1 St
LR dam) Bil4m) R lem) e o) (4.39)
2 203 6

Ri(v,1+m) Ei(1+m)
+
v 2v

l
T
3

Let V3 := max {V{,

—{—1}—198 Forv>V2and1<x<w/ <\/_wehavethat

=1

0<t) =231 =3"< 2 — 1, and thus | < o (€]), o9 (€4) < 2 for & € (0,t]),&, € (0,,). In
addition, one can check that for v >V, we have 0 < L(v),3L(v),3L*(v) < 1.

Then for v > V3, by Ey(14+m) <0, (4.27), (4.24) and |Ro|< %, we have

Lv) _ > L) | p
/ 6E0(1+m)_R1<U71+m)dm S/ Rl(v,l—l—m)‘dm
0 v 0 v
| i@ LTo® ey 27 o) 97 (14 m)6
:_/ ?[(1+m)4_1]+v+ ) (52)'_7_% (53)_ 7 ( +m) dm
v Jo 4 2 6 v 6 v
9 L) 1 v+ 1 3, ;
<o || Um e )+ | [67(6) — o8 ()L m)°| | dm
0
9 L(U) M 4 4 (3 (3) . 6
<— @m+%w»m+—m 2 |[68&) - @ &) - o (&) [+ m)° = 1] | am
4v J, 9 3
9 [T 175
< \@ (&) — 5 (&) +§-\¢§")(5§,> [(Hm)“ﬂ” dm
0
L) 1
<% ; 2L75 +§+§(m + 6m® + 15m* + 20m> + 15m? —|—6m)]dm
<2 o 1—75 1 5 L + 2m—|—5m—|—20m—|—5m—|—6m dm
S, |tz T e Ty
L(v
< / ( +100m> dm
0

1
v
1/3

= — | =L(v) + 50L*(
v (4 + v))
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1 3 5 1 3 5 2
44 = 2+ =4+ —— 4+ R
(U t 52T 58 +R0(v)> + 50 (v tozT o5t o(v)) ]

3 1103 (3 5 , - 3 5 _ ?
= p |2 (242 +®R 50- (14 —+-—=+uv-R

102 T o [4 (2+2U+v o(v))—i— (+2U+2U2—|—v 0(1}))]
3 13 (/3 1 ,] 3 403

e T i 141 = =
<41)2+v3[4 <2+2)+5O(+)} 102 208

For v > Vj, by the fact that Ey(1+ m) < 0, we have

L(v) JFo(ibm) | Ri(v,1+m)- Ey(1+m) + évzi% dm
02 6
0
L(v) 1 Rl('U 1+m) E1(1+m) e
’ =3
< /0 ‘ V2 ‘ sz } "

L(v) _dl'% 1. 1 3
</0 507 —|—v<;E1(1—|—m)—l—ﬁR1(v,1+m)) dm

) /LW 274, NENCI 3 e /L@) 4dy +343
0 2 w2\ 4 4 0 v?

Ady + 343 Ady +343 /1 3 5
:T'L@):T(EW_WW_W“%(“))
Ady + 343 8dy + 636
<%.(1+1):%,
v v

where we used the inequality 2 + 52 + v - Ro(v) < 1 and M <3
|Ri(v,14+m)| <dy =1 v > V) =198 and dy = 5.

L(v) _
/ €E0(1+m) .
0

Then for all v > VJ, by (4.39) and the above discussions, we get

since |Ro(v)|< %,

Notice that - ) - )
E1(1+m) +R1(v,1+m)
2v 203

dm > 0.

. 3 403 8d, + 686 3 16d; + 1775
/TS R M e

4.40
492 23 v3 492 2u3 ( )

Step 7. Define

87 16d, + 1775
ds := 80 + (dg—l-?) +128+18++ = 1648.

By (4.33), (4.37), (4.38) and (4.40), we get

G (0, VB) = 1= 5+ Ry(o) + Ra(w) + 5+ Ro(v) + Relv) + 4y
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2 3 dy 5 dy

v 4?3 42 3

By (1.1), we know max {VQ’, %dg} = %dg = 1318.4 = 7y (\/3) Then for all v > vy (\/3),

G(v,\/§)>1+5v_—4d321.

4993

The proof is complete. 0O
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