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Abstract

We compute the number of summands in g-averages of norms
needed to approximate an FEuclidean norm. It turns out that these
numbers depend on the norm involved essentially only through the
maximal ratio of the norm and the Euclidean norm. Particular atten-
tion is given to the case ¢ = oo (in which the average is replaced with
the maxima). This is closely connected with the behavior of certain
families of projective caps on the sphere.

1. Introduction.

The starting point of this paper is a result from [MS1] which we would

like to recall. Denote by |- | the canonical Euclidean norm on R". Given
another norm || - || on IR" denote by a and b the smallest constants such that
(1.1) a x| < ||=]] £ blz|, forall z € IR".

For X = (IR, || - ||), let M = M(X) = [gu-1 ||x||dv(2) (where v is the
normalized Haar measure on the Euclidean sphere). Let, as in [MS1], k =
k(X) < n be the largest integer such that

k
n+k

Y

M
16, ({E ; 7|:1;| <||z|| £ 2M|z|, for all z € E}) >1-—
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where LG, 18 the normalized Haar measure on the Grassmanian G, j, and
let t = (X)) be the smallest integer such that there are orthogonal transfor-

mations uy,...,u; € O(n) with
M J
(1.2) 7|:1;| < ;ZHUZ:L'H < 2M|z|, for all x € IR"™ .
=1

For reasons that will become clear shortly, we shall also denote t by ;.
Combining Theorem 1.1 of [MS1] with the Observation following Theorem
2.2 there, we have

bNM NM\/_lv

or let us write this in the form
tl o (b/M)2

(Here and elsewhere in this paper, o &~ 8 means ¢ < a < Cf for some
absolute constants 0 < ¢ < €' < o0.) We shall see below that this last
equivalence contains a lot of information about the set K N M~15""! where

K is the unit ball of X.

We would like to investigate in a similar manner the sets K N rS"!
for r € (b7, M~'). For that purpose we need to extend the result above
to include {,-averages of the norms ||u;z||. First extend the definitions as
follows: For 0 < ¢ < oo, let M, = M,(X) = (fgnor ||2?dv(2))"/? and let ¢, =
t,(X) be the smallest integer such that there are orthogonal transformations
Uy, ..., uy € O(n) with

M 1 13 l/q
7q|:1;| < (;Z ||u2:1;||q) < 2M,|x|, for all x € IR™ .
=1

As is well known (and follows from the concentration of the function ||z||
on S™71), for ¢ not too large, M, is almost a constant, as a function of ¢. It
is also clear that as ¢ — oo M, — b. In Statement 3.1 below we show that
the behavior of M, can be described more precisely:

(i) My, ~ My, for 1 < g < k(X),

M, ~ b\/%, for k(X) < ¢ <n,



(iii) M, = b, for ¢ > n.
The main generalization of the result from [MS1] mentioned above is:

Theorem 3.4.
(i) t,~ty, for 1 < ¢ <2,
17 2/‘1 ~ M 2
(i) 17/ ~ (MZ) , for 2 < gq.
Consequently,
(iii) 2~ by~ () for 2 < g < R(X),
(iv) tg/q ~ ¢, for E(X)<g<n.

Moreover, with the appropriate choice of constants (implicit in the notation
A2 ), a random choice of the orthogonal transformations uy, ..., us, works with
high probability. So, essentially, a random choice of orthogonal transforma-
tions gives the same result as the best choice.

We now turn to the case ¢ = oo in which case the norm max;<;<r |u;ytz||
corresponds to the body Ko7 = Koo r(uy,...,ur) = N u;(K). Fix r with
b= <r < M~'and let T(r) = T(r, X) be the smallest T' for which there are
T orthogonal transformations wuy,...,ur with Koo r(ug,...,ur) C rD. We

shall assume that b/M < Cy/n/logn for some absolute constant C'. This
can be viewed as a condition of non-degeneracy, i.e., K is not an essentially
lower dimensional body. Recall also that any symmetric convex body can be
transformed, via a linear transformation, to a body satisfying this condition.
In fact, it is enough to transform the body in such a manner that for the
resulting body the Euclidean ball is the ellipsoid of maximal volume (see,
e.g. the proof of Th. 5.8 of [MS2]). Theorem 4.1 below is a refinement of the
following

Theorem. Under the non-degeneracy condition above, for some universal
constants 0 < ¢ < C' < oo and for r in the interval [2b™', (2M )],

cn Cn
exp () < T < e ()



t > exp (22

The geometric interpretation of this theorem is that, for r as above and
EW)’ there are ¢ rotations of the set r5"~' \ K whose union covers

rS™ 1 (and one can choose them randomly) while, for ¢ < exp (7522) no
t rotations provide such a covering. It came as a surprise to us that the
parameters involved in the Theorem and its geometric interpretation depends
on the body K only through b and M. Moreover, the dependence on M is
only to determine the range of r’s for which the statement holds.

Next we would like to observe the relation between this theorem and
Theorem 3.4. For r in the range above, pick ¢ such that M, = r~*. Note

that, by the formulas for M, above, ¢ ~ —5. It then follows from the
formulation of Theorem 3.4 (iv), that log(t,) ~ nlog(rh) - Notice the similarity

7,2 2
between the two approximate formulas for ¢ and tqé
The results described up to now are contained in sections 3 and 4. In
particular, in section 4 we treat the case ¢ = co. In section 2, we gathered
some of the more geometric preparatory results. It contains (Lemma 2.2.1)
a separation lemma in a quasi convex setting. It also contains a theorem
(2.3.1), which is an adaptation of Lemma 2.1 of [MS1], expressing b of (1.1)
in terms of the corresponding quantity for the g-averaged norm (or quasi-
norm) (1.2). We also give some geometric interpretation of this lemma,
pertaining to the behavior of family of caps on the sphere. Let us mention
here a curious application of the material in section 2.

Application. Let || - ||1,....|| - ||z be norms on IR*. Then
max (el - ol - o) > max Iy
ax 1 2" T) 2 max == - mas

In section 5 we adapt these results to the quasi-normed case and to the
range 0 < ¢ < 1.

Recall that a body K is said to be quasi-convex if there is a constant '
such that K + K C CK, and given a p € (0,1), a body K is called p-convex
if for any A, g > 0 satisfying A? 4+ p? = 1 and for any points =,y € K the
point Az 4+ py belongs to K. Note that for the gauge || -|| = || - ||k associated
with the quasi-convex (p-convex) body K the following inequality holds for
all z,y € IR"

e+ yll < Cmaxtlle|l, lylly (= +ylI” < =]+ [l



and this gauge is called the quasi-norm (p-norm) if K = —K. In particular,
every p-convex body K is also quasi-convex and K + K C 2Y/?K. A more
delicate result is that for every quasi-convex body K, with the gauge || - ||«
satisfying

2+ yllx < Cxllx + llyllx)

there exists a g-convex body Ky such that K C Ky C 2C K, where 217 = 2C.
This is the Aoki-Rolewicz theorem ([KPR], [R], see also [K], p.47). In this
paper by a body we always mean a centrally-symmetric compact star-body,
i.e. a body K satisfies tK C K for any ¢t € [—1,1].

Section 5 deals with averaging of general quasi-convex bodies while section
6, following [MS1], with averaging quasi-convex bodies in special positions.

Throughout this paper, ¢, €' always denote absolute constants. These
constants might be different in different instances.

We thank the staff of the MSRI where part of this research has been
conducted while all three authors visited there. The second named author
worked on this project during his stay in THES also. The first named author
thanks B.M. Makarov for useful conversations concerning the material of this
paper.

An extended abstract of this work appeared in [LMS].

2. Behavior of family of projective caps on the sphere.

In this section we introduce a few auxiliary statements concerning choices
of a special vectors on the sphere possessing certain special properties with
respect to a given family of projective caps on the sphere. These statements
will serve as a technical tool mainly in the next section, but we also use them
in the proof of Theorem 2.3.1. Some geometric interpretation of these state-
ments regarding the behavior of families of caps will be discussed towards
the end of this section.

2.1. We begin with a standard inequality.
Lemma 2.1.1. Let {x;} be a set of vectors in IR". Then

)
|
]

™
3

>|p) 1/p sup, || for p > 2,

for 1 <p <2.



Equality holds if and only if the {x;} are mutually orthogonal. Moreover, for
every p > 0 we have

1/p -
s (Sledl) 2t (T

yES"‘l

where k is the dimension of Y = span{xz;}; and co = V/2e¥ < 2 (v is the
Euler constant.)

Proof: Assume first p > 1 and let ¢ be such that 1/¢+ 1/p = 1. Then

1/p
A = sup (Z|<y,x¢>|p) = sup sup ( yZaxz

yesn—1 y€S™1 [[af|g=1
S am,

Zea:z/y
i

= sup
llallg=1

> ¢sup Za22|:1;2|

llallg=1 "

= sup max
|| ll=1 5=+

by the parallelogram equality. Here a = {a;}; and || - ||, denotes norm in [,.
Equality holds if and only if the {z;} are mutually orthogonal. The desired
result follows by duality.

Assume now p > 0. Let v be the normalized rotation invariant measure
on the Euclidean sphere S*~!' = Y N S"~!. Then

= s (Sl 2 [ Sl ot

1
yeS™ Gk—1

There is an absolute constant ¢y such that
1/2

[ i) | = | [ Rl | = el

Therefore,
AP Z e kYl

which proves the lemma. a



Remarks.
1. In fact ¢y can be exactly computed through the I'-function and estimated

by co = V2e7 < 2.

2. A straightforward computation gives, for p > 1,
1/p 1/2

[ WP vty | = e |min k) [ g2l duy)
k=1 Sk—1
Thus, for p > 1, we have also

1

sup (;|<y7$i>|p)1/p Zc W' (pr)p

yesn—l

K3

An immediate corollary is:
Corollary 2.1.2. Let {z;}L, be a set of vectors on S"~*. Then there exists
ay € S™! such that
T-1/p for p > 2,

1 1/p _1/2
—Z|<y,$i>|p) > T for 1 <p <2,
(T i ;' T2 for0<p<1.

2.2. The following lemma can be viewed as “non-linear” form of the Hahn-
Banach theorem for p-convex sets.

Lemma 2.2.1. Let || - || be a p-norm. Let o € S*! be vector such that
[zl max |||
Then

—142/p
PP {z, zo)
el = (B) "0 (2 o]
2 |z]
for any = € IR".

Proof: Denote the unit ball of ||-|| by A and the unit ball of |- | by D. Fix
some « € (0,7/2) and let x be a vector in IR" such that (x,x¢) = |2|sina.
Denote r = 1/b then rD C K. To prove the claim we are going to find a
lower bound on |z| which will ensure that @ € K. For that we represent the

7



vector vag for some v as a p-convex combination of x and some y € rD. The
p-convexity of A and the maximality of b imply then that, if v > r, then
r ¢ K.

Without loss of generality we can assume that n = 2, 2o = (0,1), « =
(1, 22) = |2|(cos a, sina). Choose a vector (v, w) = r(cos 3,sin 3), where 3
€ (0,7/2) will be specified later.

By maximality of b the point y = (—v,w) € K. Thus if # € K then
AP (zy 29) + (1 = N)YP(—v,w) € K for any 0 < A < 1. Take

vP
) + P

A=

then

sin (o + ) ) c K
(|z|P cosP a4 rP cos? ﬂ)l/p '

NP (g, 0) + (1= 2P (o, w) = (07 2| r

Hence, by the definition of xg we have, if x € K,

sin (a + )

(|z|P cosP o + rP cosP ﬂ)l/p

2| <r,

or, as long as, sin”(a + ) > cos a,

rP cos? (3

P .
lof” = sin?(a + ) — cos? «

Taking 3 = 7 — a, we get

2l < rP sin? o
x —_—
— 1 —cosP«w

2 N2 P o2
a)z > Bsin®a,

2 < r(2/p)(sina)' "5 = (z)”p (<>)

p ||

and, since 1 — cos? a =1 — (1 — sin

and the lemma is proved. a

2.3. Corollary 2.1.2 and Lemma 2.2.1 imply the following extension of
Lemma 2.1 of [MS1].



Theorem 2.3.1. Let uq,...,ur be orthogonal operators on IR". Let || - || be
a p-norm on IR" and for some ¢ > 0 put

1T 1/q
el = (3 huel)

Assume |||z]|| £ C|z| for every « in IR" and some constant C'. Then

1 2
T4 foquﬁ,

ol < G001 { i e =
_p7

where C(p,q) = (C(q)) 7 Ca(p) with

L forq =35, 1 forp=1
_ —-p _ ’
Clg) = { co forq <, Cilp) = { (2/p)/P forp <1

and cg < 2 Is the same number as in Lemma 2.1.1.

The following two corollaries follow immediately from the statement of
the theorem; the second one, by sending ¢ to zero.

Corollary 2.3.2. Under the condition of Theorem 2.3.1,
(i) ifp=1,0< ¢ < oo then

Ve for q > 2,

||:1;||§C(q)0|:1;|{ TV forg <2, for all x € IR",

(i) f0<p<1,q=2, ie if

|7 1/2
lelll = (33 e} < e,
=1

then ||z|| < Cy(p)CTz|x| for all x € IR".

Corollary 2.3.3. Let uq,...,ur be orthogonal operators on IR" and let || - ||
be a norm on IR™ then

. 1T
||| < VT (gle%(g ||u2:1;||) |z, for all x € IR™.

9



Proof of Theorem 2.3.1: Let 2o € S™! be a vector such that

lwol| = & = max ]

and set z; = u7'zo. By Corollary 2.1.2 there is a y € S™~ ', such that

/g T-1/4 for q% > 2,
(FSlwar ) 2] T2 stz
5 p=2

p —=1/p+1/2 2-p
co” TP for ¢ pp < 1.
Hence, using Lemma 2.2.1,
1 I 1/q
bl = ¢ 2 (33 lualr)
=1
bq 2-p l/q
> () S ) )
1 2 p 1/q
-1 _—
= (Tl )

_ p=2 T4/ for ¢ > 2
> O HCDT e

Sy [

]
|
3

which implies the theorem. a

2.4. Some of the results above have what seems to be an interesting
geometric interpretation.

Fix a set of points {z;}, 1 < i < T, on the Euclidean sphere S"7!, let
b > 1 and define the family of seminorms

pi(x) = b[{xi,a)|, 1<i<T.
Choose ¢; = &1 such that the Euclidean norm of
T
Z = Z@Z’l‘i
=1
is maximal. Denote A = |z] and let y = z/\ € S" 1.

10



Lemma 2.4.1.

(i)
VT <) <T,

A = /T if and only if the points {x;} are mutually orthogonal and
A =T if and only if x; = +x, for every 1.

(i)
T
(y,eqx;) > 1/X for every ¢ and Zpi(y) = b\,
=1
(iii)

< pily) <b, foralli

S| o

Proof: (i) Since

2
=T

T
Zgixi

=1

|Z|2 Z Avesi:ﬂ:l

we get the lower bound. The upper bound is obvious.
(ii) By the maximality of z, (z — &;2;,e,2;) > 0. Hence (z,¢;2;) > 1 for
every t. Clearly,

T T
=1 =1
(iii) follows from (ii) and the definitions. O

The following claim gives some information concerning the behavior of
family of projective caps on the Euclidean sphere.

Claim 2.4.2. Denote

A(t) = (t5"7) N fe | pule) 2 1)

and

Ai == Az(l) == Sn_l N {l‘ | pz(l') Z 1}, 1 S 7 S T.
Then

11



(i) the projective caps A; (A/b), 1 < ¢ < T, have a common point
(ii) for b > 1 at least
bA—T
k>
— bh-1

of the projective caps A; have a common point.

Proof: Lemma 2.4.1(iii) implies that 3y € A;(A/b) for all 1 <i < T. Let
k= |{¢]|pi(y) > 1}|. Then, by Lemma 2.4.1(ii) and (iii),

T
bA = pily) < T —k+ bk,
i=1
from which (ii) follows easily. O

Remark. The case T = 2 is easier. One may directly check that A;(v/2/b)N
As(V2/b) £ 0. We leave this easy exercise to the reader.

Corollary 2.4.3. Let || - |1,...,|| - ||r be norms on IR". Then
EdIR IS
mae (el el - ) > mas 0. may

Proof: Without loss of generality we may assume that

bi = max[z[l; =1

for all ¢ < T. Let x; € S"' for ¢« < T, be such that ||z;||; = 1. By Claim
2.4.2 there exist an © € N A;(A). Note that € A;(\) implies that |||, > 1,
SO

T
max (gl -~ lollr) = TT (lellfA) = X7
=1
Lemma 2.4.1(i) now gives the result. O

For T' > 3 we have a better result.

12



Proposition 2.4.4. Let || -||1,...,|| - ||z be norms on IR"*. Then

-T
s (el el o elle) = (co/min{Ton}) gl .omag o]l
Proof: Let z; € S™! be such that

[l = b = max[|[]:-

Let k& be the dimension of the span of the x;’s which, we assume without loss
of generality, is IR*. Then

wp T o] = exp  sup 1o (ﬁ|<y,xi>|))

yesSn—l yesk—1 i=1

([ Xt i)
= e ([t dviy)

v
@
e

e

-T
= (CO k) 5
where the last inequality follows from (2.1) and ¢ is the same constant as in

Lemma 2.1.1. The fact, already used above, that b;|(y, x;)| < ||y||; concludes
the proof. a

Remarks. (i) It should be clear from the discussion above that the extreme
case in Corollary 2.4.3 and Proposition 2.4.4 is attained for the seminorms
Il |l: = [{xs,-)]. The optimal constant in the right hand side of the inequality
of Proposition 2.4.4 is thus CF where

1/T

T
Cr = min max (H |<:1:Z,:1;>|)
=1

T1,..., 07 €SP—1 zesn—1

Taking x4, ...,x7 to be orthogonal, if T' < n, and an appropriate repitition of
an orthogonal basis, if 7' > n, and using the inequality betweed the geometric

13



and arithmetic means, one gets easily that O < 2min{7,n}~"/2, i.e., the
constant in Proposition 2.4.4 is optimal except for the choice of the absolute
constant cg. As one of the referees pointed out it may be of interest to
determine the actual value of Cr.

(ii) A related question is the following: Given T" and b find the configuration
of T projective caps, A; = {z € S"7'; b|{z;,z)| > 1}, with centers x; € S"7,
for which the measure of their intersection is minimal. We remark that it is
not hard to see that even for 7" << n the extremal situation is not when the
z; are orthogonal. We may even have projective caps { A;}7_, with orthogonal
centers with non empty intersection but such that N u;(A;) = @ for some
orthogonal transformations u;, ¢ = 1,...,T. The analogous question for
(non-projective) caps was solved by Gromov [G] for T < n. For the best of
our knowledge the case T' > n is still open.

(iii) Let || - || be a norm on IR" satisfying (1.1) then, specializing to the two
norms || - || and || - ||*, we have the following curious inequalities,
!
ab > max||z||||x||* > =ab.
Sn—1 2

The formal use of Corollary 2.4.3 gives 1/4 in the right side. However the case
of two norms (i.e. T' = 2) is simpler and stronger as we noted in the Remark
after Claim 2.4.2. We may use /2 (instead of 7' = 2) twice in the right
side of the displayed inequality of Corollary 2.4.3 which gives a factor of 1/2.
Simple examples show that 1/2 can not be improved even in two-dimensional
(n = 2) case.

3. g-averages of norms.

In this section we consider averages of norms under unitary rotations.
The expression in Theorem 2.3.1 is a typical one.

We will study a normed spaces equipped, in addition, with an Fuclidean
norm, i.e. the spaces X = (IR",||-||,|-]), where || - || is a norm and || is some
fixed Euclidean norm on IR™ which, without loss of generality, we assume is
the canonical one. The parameter M, = M,(X) below was introduced at the
beginning of the Introduction. Throughout this section, as before, we denote

b= |[fd: (", |-[) — (" |- D] = max[l],
i.e. the best possible constant in the inequality ||z|| < blz|, x € IR".

14



Statement 3.1. For 1 < ¢ <n and any normed space X = (IR",|| - ||)
b b
max § My, ¢ Vi < M, € max{2M,c, v ,
Vn N

where ¢y, ¢y are some absolute constants. Moreover,

%_1‘< b Ve
M, - My n

Proof: By the usual concentration inequalities ([MS2])

v ({:L' e S" s ||x|| = M| > t}) < 2exp (—cth/bQ).
So, _
o el = Ml dv(e) < 2 [0 exp (=t i?) i =

— (\/g_”) B Qq/ooo s exp (—s?)ds < (0 (%(_])q,

where (' is an absolute constant. Thus

bv4

My =My < [ [le]l = My, < C\/ﬁ,
which gives the right hand side inequality.

To prove the left hand side inequality, notice that the unit ball K of X

is contained in a symmetric strip of width 1/b. Indeed let xy € S™! be such

that ||ao|| = b then K C {y| |{y, z0)| < 1/b}. It follows that for every ¢t > 0

LK C{y 5 [y, zo)| < t/b}

and
{res iz >t} 8 :={yes; |{y.xo)] > 1/b}.
S ’
’ v({ze sy flo] = t}) = v(S).

We shall show below that v (S) > ¢y/n £ exp(—cnt?/b?), for t < b/3 and
some absolute constant ¢. Thus, for every t € (b/\/n,b/3),

2 o (fr €57 2 ) > ctenn (2525,

15



Choosing t = %% we get the result.
It remains to prove that v (S) > ¢/n § exp (—ent?/b%) for t < b/3. Let

/2
I, = / cos” 0d#,

—7/2

then 1 < I,,4/n < /7/2 (see, e.g. ch. 2 of [MS2]) and

2 /2
v(S)= T /6 cos" 2 0d0,

for ¢ = arcsin (¢/b). Hence,

>4/ n—2/ 08" "2 0d0 > (g1 — ¢) (n—2) cos" gy

for some ¢ € (e,7/2).
So, if t < b/3, we can chose ¢, = arcsin (2¢/b) and obtain

v(S)> c\/bﬁt

exp (—cntz/bz)

for some absolute constant ¢ and n > 3. O

Remarks. 1. Obviously M, < b. It follows that if b is of order of magnitude
larger than M; then M, is of the same order as b if and only if ¢ is larger
than a constant times n.

2. It follows from a recent results of [La] that for every 0 < ¢ < 1 and every
normed space X we have cM; < M, < M.

Let ¢ > 0 and let T' be a positive integer. Denote

1z 1/q
E,r= E (TZH%Hq)
=1

where E is the expectation with respect to the product measure on (S”_I)T.

16



Lemma 3.2. Let 1 < ¢ < n and o = 1/ max{q,2}. There is an absolute
constant C' such that for any normed space X = (IR", |- |,|-|)

b4
0< M, —E,r <C .
= e et = e
In particular, there exists some absolute constant Cy such that, if T* > Cy,
then
E,r < M, < 4/3E,r.

(1 T 1/q 1 T
—aninq) <L (anv)
Ti:l T =1

we get from concentration inequalities for (S”_I)T (cf. [MS2], 6.5.2) that

1 I 1/q
PI‘Ob( (T;Hleq) —qu

for some absolute constant ¢. Following the first part of the previous proof

Proof: Since
1/2

> t) < 2exp (—thnTza/bz)

we get

<oV

1 T 1/q
- e _E
(FXtel) —£r) <o

Thus, for 1 < ¢ < n,

Ly

1/q 1/q \/§b
Eyr= Z ]| <M, = Z ]| < Ly r+C :
vnTe
Il La
By (3.1)
b
Mq Z (8] ﬁ
N
So, if
13
4C
Cl—F— \/_ > \/_TO‘
then b
E,+>3C
q, T — \/_Ta
ie if T*> Cy then E, 0 < M, <4/3F, 1. O

17




Proposition 3.3. Let X = (R",||-||,|-|) and let ¢ > 1. Foreverye € (0, 1)
there exists a constant C., depending on & only, such that if T® > C. &

M 2
with a = 1/ max {q,2}, then there exist orthogonal operators uy, ..., ur such
that

1 I 1/q
B G-l < (F X luel) <042k
=1

for all x € IR" and E,7 < M, <4/3 E,r. Moreover, one can take

1n(3/€)‘

e

C.=c

Proof: Let § = ¢/3 and let V" be a §-net in S"~!. By Lemma 2.6 of [MS2], A/

can be chosen with |N| < (%)n Using again the concentration inequalities

n (S”_I)T ([MS2], 6.5.2) we get, for the normalized Haar measure Pr on
(O(n))T, that

1 I 1/q
(| (FXtvalr) - Eor
=1

for all z € S"!. Hence, if

> (5Eq7T) < cexp (—c §El g nTQa/bz)

In(1/6) b?

T?* > ¢
2 2
6 Eir

then, with positive probability {uy,...,ur} satisfy

1/q
(1-4) EqT<( Znuan) <(1+8)E

for all z in V. A standard successive approximation argument gives (3.1) for
all z € S ! as long as

In(3/¢)

T > ¢ )
€ Loy
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Take

In (3
(. = max {QCM,CO},
3

where Cy is the constant from Lemma 3.2. By this lemma if 7% > C.b/M,
then M, < 4/3 E,r and hence

c b Zc\/ln(i%/e) b

ﬁq & qu '

Thus if 7% > C.b/M, we get the result. O

Remark. The case ¢ = 1 is implicitly contained in ([BLM]). The proba-
bilistic estimates there are obtained in a different form (using the fact that
one can estimate the ¥y-norm of sums of independent random variables in
term of the ¢y-norms of the individual variables). A similar proof can also be
used here. One needs to use a generalization, due to Schmuckenschlager ([S]),
of the fact concerning ¥9-norm above to the setting of general ¥;-norms.

We turn now to the study of k(X)) and ¢,(.X), which we introduced in the
Introduction.

It was proved in [MS1] that for every n-dimensional normed space X the
product k(X) - t;(X) is of order n, or, in other words, #1(X) ~ n/k(X) ~
(b/My)?. We will study now the relation between ;(X) and #,(X) for any
g > 1. This will provide a similar asymptotic formula (in n) for #,(.X).

Theorem 3.4. There are absolute constants c¢i, ¢y such that for every
normed space X = (IR™, || - )

(i) if ¢ > 2 then
e (X) - (%)2 < 2X) < - (X)) - (—)2,

(ii) if 1 < ¢ < 2 then
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Proof: By Corollary 2.3.2 we have for every ¢ > 0 that

w02 ()

A:{l for ¢ > 1,
co forg<1

where

and s =max{2, ¢}.

Since t,(X) ~ (b/M;)* we get the left side inequality.

Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.2 imply that, if 7% > CMLq, with a =

1/ max {¢,2} and C' = (3 an absolute constant, then there exist orthogonal
operators uq, ..., ur such that

| 2 |z e
Il < 3Bkl < (7 lell) <473 Eyrle] < 201
=1

for all * € IR". Hence we get that, for ¢ <1,

b

X)) < O —.
) <0y

Thus

4. oo-averages (intersection of rotated bodies).

Let || - || be a norm and K be the unit ball of this norm. Let ¢ > 0 and,
given orthogonal operators uq, ..., ur, denote

1 T 1/q
el = (7 S losel)  ond - flelr = g el

To avoid cumbersome notation, we ignore, in this notation, the concrete
choice of the operators {u;}, which of course influence the resulted norms.
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We shall be mostly interested in the dependence of the quantities above on
T. Let K,r denote the unit ball of || - [|,r. Of course,

T
Ker={(u'K
=1
and, for ¢ > InT, Koor C Ky C eKoor.
The question we would like to study is: Given r with M;' > r > b7,
how many orthogonal operators we need in order to have

KerCrD?

More precisely, what is a correct order of the minimal number T (r) such
that there exist T'= T (r) orthogonal operators such that

KerCrD?

In the following theorem M denotes the median of the function || - || on
the sphere S"~1. A similar statement with almost identical proof holds when

M denotes the average of || - || (in which case M = My).

Theorem 4.1. There are absolute constants ¢y, Cy, ¢z, Cy such that if
b>1/r > M then

Cyexp (g%) < T (r) < Cyn®log (1 +n) (1 - (rlT)?) _n/z.

In particular, if% > 1/r > 2M (say) and % > /187 then

n 7

(i) <ro=on(i)

Con?log (1 4+ 1) (1 - (:T)Q) _m]

Moreover, for

T =

(or T' = exp ((%7;2) in the case % > 1/r > 2M and % > \/105”), a random

choice uy, ..., ur satisfies, with high probability, K..r C rD.
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Proof: Let zo € S"7' be such that |zo|| = b and let § € [0, 2] be such that
cos) = & For x € 57! and ¢ € [0,Z] denote by S(z,¢) the cap

S(z,e) = {y e S ply,x) < 5} = {y €S (y,x) > cose},

where p is the geodesic distance on S"7!.
For 3 to be chosen later, choose 6 = 36-net, N, on the sphere S"~* (with

respect to the geodesic distance p) satisfying |NV] < (g—g)n(cf. Lemma 2.6

of [MS2]). If, for some set {51?2'}?:1 of points on the sphere, the union of the
caps S (z;,0 — &) covers N, then the union of the caps {5 (z;, 0)}?:1
S™=1, In this case for any orthogonal operators u; with x; = u;2¢ we have

covers

1
max |[u;'z]] > beosh = —
1<e<T r
for any z € S™ !, ie. Koo CrD.

Let Pr be the normalized Haar measure on (O(n))T Then

Pr(axe/v;xg@swxo,e—&)) < Zpr(xggswxo,e—@)

i=1 zeN
IV ( Pr (z ¢ S (uyzo,0 —6)))"
V(1= v (S (x0,0 — 6)))"

exp (n In (2—2—) —Tv (S (xo,0 — 5))) :

IA

So if

nln (3Z
T>B:= (”) ,
v (S (29,0 — 0))

then there are u; such that

1 1
max ||u; || > —
1<e<T r

for all x € S™1. To estimate B note that as we saw in the proof of State-

ment 3.1

2(n — 2)

s

v (S (xo,e)) >

(e —e1)sin" ey,
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for any 0 < gy < ¢. Therefore

A = v (S (20,0 —9))
2(n—2)

s

(0 — B0) — (0 — B0 — ab))sin" (0 — B0 — ab)

as long as a + 4 < 1.
7€ (0,1) and 0 € [0, 7],

2(n —2 N2 ¢
A> L(1——) —sin"72 4.

T n 2n

Set o = = ;= then, since sinyf > v sinfd for

Hence,

n In (?2’—2) n (ln (;’—g) +In (Qn)) en?? 1o (1+n)
B = < < :
A B A - f2sin"%4
Since 6% > 1 — cos* 8 for 6 € [0, 7], we have

3/2
B < en?* In (1 4 Z)
(1 — cos? (9)n/

and we get that, for

—n/2
1
T = Czn3/210g (1+n)[l-—=
(rb)
with an absolute constant (s, there are orthogonal operators uy, ..., ug such

that Koor C rD.
To prove the lower bound let us point out that if
T
(JwK CrD

=1

then, for S; = {x € S™'; ra ¢ int w,K}, where int K is the interior of K,
UL, S; covers S™"'. So, if A := v (S;) = v (S) for

S:{xESWleHZl}
;
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thenT-A>1,1e. 1T > %.

Denote a = ﬁ —1,1e r= m
(see, for example, ch. 2 of [MS2]. See also Proposition V.4 in the same book
for a similar inequality when M denotes the average):

v({z; o] > M +be}) < &exp (_527@ - 2)

Recall the concentration inequality

for any ¢ > 0. Take ¢ = %, then, since be = % - M,

7 M?*a? n—2 7 n—2(1—rM)2
A< /=—exp|— =4/=—exp|— 5 .
8 b? 2 8 2 (rb)

Hence
81 1
T >1/——exp L 2(1—7“M)2 \
T e 2 (rb)

which proves the theorem. a

Remarks. 1. Let K be a strip {« ; |#1| < 1} (or a bounded approximation
of the strip). Then M/b ~ 1/y/n and we need at least n rotations to get a
bounded K,. This shows that a condition ensuring that M/b is of order of
magnitude larger than 1/y/n is necessary. In fact a more careful examination
shows that M/b > c\/% is the right condition.

2. It may be instructive to notice that, for any (fixed) ¢’ > 2, the in-
equality in the “In particular” part of the theorem for r in the interval

[(CM)™", (2My)7'] can be written as
(rM)~ kX < T () < (rM)7e2R),

The left hand side inequality continues to hold also for r close (but smaller

than) M~'. More precisely, for 1/r = (1 + )M one has
' exp (c@zk(X)) <T(r)

for €'y being the constant from Theorem 4.1 and some absolute constant c.
Note that in contrast to the exponential behavior of T'(r) above, if 1/r =
(1-6)M,0 <0 <1, then



This easily follows from the main result of [BLM] (see also [S]) together with
the fact that

max ||u; :1;||> ZHu :1;||
1<e<T

5. Averages of quasi-norms.

We explained the notion of p-norms in section 2. The results of section 2
can be applied to the case of p-norms in a similar manner as they were applied
for norms. However, the use of the p-triangle inequality, leads sometimes to
gaps between the upper and the lower estimates. We still get some interesting
versions of the convex case. As the proofs are quite similar to the respective
ones in the convex case, we do not repeat them here. The real difference
between the proofs here and those in the convex case is the use of the non-
linear separation result, Lemma 2.2.1, in the proof of Theorem 2.3.1 and
through it in Corollary 5.4 below.

Claim 5.1. Let 1 < ¢ < n and let X = (IR",||-||) be a p-normed space.
Then

1/p=1/2 b
maX{Ml,clb<g) } < M, < maX{2M1,02 \/5}7
n Vn

and

E,r

)

cb\/q
< M, < maX{ZEqT, ,
| ﬁTa}

where o = 1/ max {¢, 2} and ¢, ¢y, ¢y depend on p only.

Let us point out, that using ideas of [La] one can get that for every
1 > ¢ > 0 and every p-normed space X

CMI S Mq S M17
where ¢ depends on p but not on ¢ ([L1], chapter 5). In [La] this is proved

in the normed case.
Note also that if || - || is p-norm then for every integer T

1T 1/q
el += (3 el
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is s-norm for s = min {p, ¢}. For s-norm it is more convenient to use concen-
tration inequalities not for the function ||z||,7 but for the function ||z||? .

Thus if we define
s \1/s
Loz = (B llelr) "
where E is the expectation with respect to the product measure on (O(n))T,

which is equivalent to £, r by Latala’s theorem, then repeating the proof of
Proposition 3.3 we obtain

Proposition 5.2. Let ¢ > 0,1>p >0 and X = (IR",|| - ||) be a p-normed
space. For 1 > ¢ > 0 denote

1/s 2
C. = (i) log —,

s& 9

where s = min{p,q}. If T* > C. ;- with a = 1/max{q,2} then there are
q
orthogonal operators uy, ..., ur such that

1/q
1 T
(=) Eyrlel < (X husel) < 1+ <)Ll
=1

for all z € IR™.

These statements allow us to extend the results of [MS1] and of the pre-
vious section concerning the relation between k(X), t;(X), and ,(X) in the
following way.

Corollary 5.3. Let ¢ > 0. Let X = (IR",|| -||) be a p-normed space for
some p € (0,1]. Denote s = min {p, ¢} then there exists an absolute constant

¢, such that for ¢ > 2
c q/p b \?
t,(X) < |- —
=) ()

N b\
t,(X) < |- — .
(X) < (5) (Mq)
As we noted after Claim 5.1 in the second case, ¢ < 2, the term (b/]wq)2 can
be estimated by ¢, (b/My)*, where ¢, is a constant depending on p only.

and for 0 < ¢ <2

The proof of this fact is analogous to the proof of Theorem 3.4.
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The following fact is a corollary of Theorem 2.3.1. Recall that, for the
p-convex part of Theorem 2.3.1 a crucial role was played by the “non-linear”
form of Hahn-Banach theorem for p-convex sets (Lemma 2.2.1).

Corollary 5.4. Let X = (IR",||-]||) be a p-normed space for some p € (0,1].

Let ¢ > 0. Then
b B
L, (X) >
q( )—(ZAMq) Y

where
g  lorq> 3%, 2=
p={ i wd A= G0 C)
2—p 2—p

for C1(p) and C(q) defined in Theorem 2.3.1.

Claim 5.5. Let X = (IR",|| - ||) be a p-normed space for some p € (0, 1].
Then there exists a constant Cy(p), depending on p only, such that

2M1)22Tpp

Cg(p)n<%)2 < B(X) < n( )

b

Proof: The standard concentration-phenomena methods ([MS2]) on the
sphere implies the lower bound. This fact was already used by S.J. Dilworth
in [D].

Using the same scheme as in the proof of Theorem 2.2.b of [MS1] and
p-convexity of || - || we get that

n o\ M1/
< -
ll<e(gi) W

for all x € IR*. That proves the upper bound. a

We conclude this section with a variant of Theorem 4.1 for p-norms.
Proposition 5.6. Let X = (IR",| - ||) be a p-normed space for some p €
(0,1]. There are absolute constants Cy, Cy such that if b > 1/r > M then

Crexp (g%) <T(r) < Con*log (1 4 n) (1 _ <cprb>—2%)‘”/ g
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Where2c_p = (p/2)"/?. In particular, if ¢,b/2 > 1/r > 2M (say) and % >

(k’%) °? then there are constants c,, ¢, depending on p only, such that

exp (c;n (rb)_Zp) <T(r) <exp (cgn (rb)_;fpp).

Proof: The proof of this proposition essentially repeats the proof of Theo-
rem 4.1. To prove the upper bound we only need to substitute the inclusion

1 1
{ees ez -} o {oess a0 2
T T

with the inclusion

1 1 \™"
{:1;65”_1;||$||Z—}D{:1:ES”_1;|<$7$0>|Z( ] }
r Cpr

which follows from Lemma 2.2.1. In other words, in the proof of Theorem 4.1
one should chose 0 € [0, 7] such that cos = (L) 7

2 cprb
To prove the lower bound we have to apply concentration inequalities to

the function || - ||. O

6. Averages of quasi-convex bodies in M-position.

Recall that for any subsets K7, K3 of IR" the covering number N (K, Ks)
is the smallest number N such that there are N points yq, ..., yn in IR" such
that

N
Ky C (i + K2).
i=1

Define the volume radius r of a star-body K by the formula |K| = |rD|,
where | K| denotes the n-dimensional volume of K.

Let C, (for p € (0,1]) be the constant from J. Bastero, J. Bernués, and
A. Pena’s extension [BBP] of the second named author’s reverse Brunn-
Minkowski inequality for p-convex bodies, i.e.

c/p
2
Cr = (z)

(see [L2] for the dependence of the constant on p). Let us recall this result.
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Theorem 6.1. Let 0 < p < 1. For all n > 1 and all symmetric p-convex
bodies Ky, Ky C IR" there exists a linear operator U : IR" — IR" with
|det(U)| =1 and

UKy + KV < Co(| K[V + [ Ko7

In terms of covering numbers this theorem can be formulated in the fol-
lowing way.

Theorem 6.1'. For every symmetric p-convex body K in IR" with volume
radius r there exists a linear operator U : IR" — IR™ with |det(U)| = 1 such
that

exp n(Cp/t)p/Z) for t > C,,
max {N(UK,trD), N(rD,tUK)} < { exp (nln (31/7C, /1)) for 1 <1< C,,
cy fort =1.

If the operator U in Theorem 6.1” can be taken to be the identity operator
then we say that the body K is in M-position.

Remark. If the bodies Ky, K,,..., K; are in M-position then, as in the
convex case ([P], pp. 120-121),

Ky + Ky 4 o K7 <O P17 (K 4 [+ KM

The following theorem has been recently proved in [MS1].

Theorem 6.2. Let || - || be a norm on IR" and assume that its unit ball
K is in M-position. Assume further that for some T orthogonal operators
Uy, ...,ur and for some constant C,

1 T
ol < 53 el < Clal
=1

for all x € IR". Then there are an orthogonal operator u and a constant Cy,
depending on T' and C only, such that for some R
Rle] < [z]] + [luz]] < CiRlz|

for all z € IR™.

By duality this theorem is equivalent to the following statement.
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Theorem 6.2'. Let a symmetric convex body K be in M-position. Assume
that for some T orthogonal operators uq, ..., ur and for some constant C,

1 T
D — K CD.
C T;u C
Then there exist an orthogonal operator u and a constant C, depending on
T and C only, such that for some R
RD Cc K+uK C CiRD.

In this section we shall extend both theorems to the quasi-convex case.
Because duality arguments can not be applied in the non-convex case these
two theorems become different statements.

Lemma 6.3. Let ¢ > 0 and B > 0. Let K be a star body such that for any

t>B
B\ 1
N(K,tD) < exp (n (7) )

Then there exists an orthogonal operator u such that

KNnuk CCYaiBD.

Remark. An immediate corollary is that if a p-convex body K is in M-
position then there exists an orthogonal operator u such that for all z € IR"

1

Tk + ||ux||k 2 ——
el + luallc 2 7705

|z,

where r is the volume radius of K. Here and everywhere in this section we
denote a function of the type (2/p)*/? by C'(p). The absolute constant ¢ may
be different in different places. Therefore the product of two functions of
that type is again a function denoted by C(p).

Proof of Lemma 6.3: Let the constant Cy satisfy

B q
— (=) <1
« (00) <



By the definition of covering numbers for N = [¢®"], there exist {x;}}¥ such
that

N
K c | J(z: 4+ CoD).

=1
Consider the normalized rotation invariant measure on the sphere R Cy S™71,
where R > 0 will be specified later. Since the measure of the intersection

(2 +4CoD) (VR Co 5™

A= e (_ﬂ (1 —4/§>2 <n—z>)

for any z; ([MS2], ch. 2), we obtain that if N*A < 1 then there exists an
orthogonal operator, u, such that

does not exceed

RCou(a;/|xi]) & x; +2CoD
for any ¢ and j. But the union of (ux; + CoD) covers
u(K(RCoS™™) = u(K)(RCo 5",

Therefore
KOwWK)(RCo 5" =90.
Take ) A
2/q
then N?A < 1 and RCy < 4651/q2qﬂB. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.4. Let B > 0. Let K;, ¢ =1,...,T, be symmetric p-convex bodies
such that |K;| = |D| and for any t > B

NUIUQ)gam(n<§)j

for all 1 <1 <T. Then

1/n

> f(T)-|DIM",

N K
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where .

f(ry = (C.B.QT/p_Al/q)

PR PR R 1

In particular, if all the K;’s are in M -position then

A1) = (O(p) 9Tl min{T, %}z/p) _1.

This lemma easily follows from the following claim.

Claim 6.5. Under the assumptions of Lemma 6.4
B\
N(D,t 2T/ (1K) <exp (n (7) A).
Proof: Let two star-bodies By and B, satisfy

N
By C U(zi + Ba).
=1
Then it is not hard to see that there are points y; in By such that
N
=1

Indeed,
N
By C U ((:1?2 + By) ﬂB1)
=1

and if
zi € Bi( (@ + B2)
then
Bi(\(@i+ Ba) C zi+ (B:— By).
Analogously,
(6.2) Bi(\(z+B2) C z+ (B —Bi)[) B2
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for any = € B;. Hence, using p-convexity and the assumptions of the claim,

we get from (6.1) that, for Ny = N(D,t; K1) and for «; € D,
N Ny
Dc U ((zi+n2K)O\D) ¢ U (i+ (027 Ki()2D)) .
=1 =1

For Ny = N(D,t3K5) and for y; € 2D Nty 2P K, we get by (6.1) and (6.2),
that

N No
Dc (xi+ (QDﬂtl 27 kYU (v +221/pt21(2))) C

i=1

Ni Ny

C U (=4 (4D 1227 K (0227 Ky))
=1

for z; = x; + yx. Continuing in this way we get
Ni...Np
Dc U (w+ (@ D02 Ky t2220 0 Ky (1277127 Ky )
=1

for some v;’s, where

B¢
N; = N(D,t; K;) <exp (n (t_) )
Setting
to=t- 9(i=1)(=14+1/p) 7
we obtain that
T
N(D,t2™* N K;) < [[ N(D,t:K;) <
=1

BN T ' B\1
< exp (n (7) ;2_‘1(2_1)(_1"'1/77)) < exp (n (7) A).
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Lemma 6.6. Let K;, :+ = 1,...,T, be symmetric p-convex bodies in M-
position. Let || - ||; denote the gauge of K;. Assume that for any « € IR"

< .
2] < max ;.

Then there exist a number k € {1,...,T} and an orthogonal operator u such
that )
x| < ||z||k + ||ux |k,
C(p)| | < l[flx + fJuzl]

where f(T') was defined in Lemma 6.4.

Proof: Since |z| < maxi<r| ;i

ﬂ[ﬁ Cc D.
Let rq,...,r7 denote the volume radii of Ky, ..., Ky and
Ty = 1;21%17“2
Then by Lemma 6.4
L |11/n
NLK; LINEY" 1

) <

< —
[DIYr T [DIY Ty

Hence by Lemma 6.3, there exists an orthogonal operator such that
|z] |z]

rC(p) = f(T)C(p)

@/l + [Juellx =
O
Now we are ready to extend Theorem 6.2 to the quasi-convex case.

Theorem 6.7. Let || - || be a p-norm on IR" and assume that its unit ball
K is in M-position. Assume further that for some T orthogonal operators
Uy, ...,ur and for some constant C,

1 1/p
o] < [llelll = (Tz ||uix||p) < Claf
for all x € IR". Then there exists an orthogonal operator u such that

f(T)
C(p)

This theorem is a direct consequence of the previous lemma. To extend
Theorem 6.2" we need the following two lemmas.

o] < llall + [lua]] < 277 C a].
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Lemma 6.8. Let B > 0. Let K be a symmetric p-convex body such that

for any t > B
B\ ¢
N(rD,tK) < exp (n (7) ) \

where r is the volume radius of K. Then there exists an orthogonal operator

uw such that
C(p)- B - /e

DcC (K +uk).

The proof of this lemma is almost identical to the proof of Theorem 2’ of
[LMP]. Note also that if the body K is in M-position then B - ¢'/? = C(p)
and C(p)- B - c'/? can be replaced by C(p).

Lemma 6.9. Let K;, :+ = 1,...,T, be symmetric p-convex bodies in M-
position. Assume that for some constant C' > 0

! D C ! ZT:K' cD

C T =1 Z ‘
Then there exist a number k € {1,...,T} and an orthogonal operator u such
that

D C CC(p)T" (Ki + uky).

Proof: Let rq,...,rp denote volume radii of Ky, ..., Ky and

TR = maxr; .
i<T

By the assumption of the lemma and the remark after Theorem 6.1° we have

1/n

1|2 KT ST

< < C(p\ TP ==L < () T3Py, .
o = D < C(p) 7 S C@T"n,

Therefore, by Lemma 6.8, we get

pc (K + uKy) C CC(p)T? (Ki + uky)

Tk

for some orthogonal operator wu. O

This lemma gives us the following extension of Theorem 6.2’
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Theorem 6.10. Let a symmetric convex body K be in M -position. Assume
that for some T orthogonal operators uq, ..., ur and for some constant C,

1 T
D Cc =Y wK c CD.
T =1
Then there exists an orthogonal operator u such that

1

G D C K uk 27 D.
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