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Two-sided bounds for L,-norms of combinations of products
of independent random variables
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Abstract

We show that for every positive p, the Ly-norm of linear combinations (with scalar
or vector coefficients) of products of i.i.d. random variables, whose moduli have a
nondegenerate distribution with the p-norm one, is comparable to the l,-norm of the
coefficients and the constants are explicit. As a result the same holds for linear com-
binations of Riesz products.

We also establish the upper and lower bounds of the L,-moments of partial sums
of perpetuities.
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1 Introduction and Main Results

Let X, X1, Xo,... be i.i.d. nondegenerate nonnegative r.v.’s with finite mean. Define
i
Ry:=1 and Ry:=][X; fori=1,2,. ... (1)
j=1
Then obviously for any vectors vg, v1,. .., v, in a normed space (F, || ||), E|| >>7"  viR;i|| <

oo lui[[ER;. In [I7] it was shown that the opposite inequality holds, i.e.

n
§ v R
=0

where cx is a constant, which depends only on the distribution of X.
In this paper we present similar estimates for L,-norms. Our main result is the follow-
ing.

E > CXZ |lvi|| ER;,

1=0
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Theorem 1. Let p > 0 and X, X1, Xo,... be i.i.d. r.v.’s such that | X| is nondegenerate,
E|X P < 0o and let R; be defined by (). Then there exist constants 0 < ¢p x < Cp x < 00
which depend only on p and the distribution of X such that for any vectors vy, vy, ..., vy
in a normed space (F,|| ||),

p n
< Cpx Yy |lillPE| RifP.

n
cpx Y ||oilPE|R[” < E
i=0 i=0

n
D ik
1=0

Remark. The assumption that |X| has a nondegenerate distribution is crucial. If P(X; =
+1) = 1/2 then (R;) are ii.d. symmetric £1 r.v’s and by the Khintchine inequality
E| S, R;[P is of the order nP/2, whereas 1" | E|R;|P = n.

In fact we prove a more general result that does not require the identical distribution
assumption. Namely, suppose that

X1, Xo,... are independent r.v.’s such that E|X; [P < oco. (2)

Further assumptions depend on whether p < 1. For p € (0, 1] we assume that

Iaat Vi BIXGP? < A(EIXIP)Y? (3)
and
350,451 Vi E(| X3P — E[XiP) Ligyx, p<|x,p<AEx,|py > OB|XG[P. (4)
Theorem 2. Let 0 < p < 1 and X1, Xo,... satisfy assumptions [@2), Bl) and {@l). Then
for any vectors vg,v1,...,vy, in a normed space (F,|| ||) we have
n n p n
w25 4) Y [lPEIRP <E|| S whi| < IR,
i=0 i=0 i=0

where ¢(p, A, 0, A) is a constant which depends only on p,\,d and A.
For p > 1 to obtain the lower bound we assume that
Fus0,4<00 Vi El|Xi| — E|X,|| = p(E|X,[P)"/7
and  E[[X;] — E[XG[| 1y x, 15 ae)xipyey < %u(E]Xi]p)l/P (5)

and
s max{p—1,1} Ir<1 Vi (EI1X;]9)Y7 < A(E|X;[P) P, (6)

For the upper bound we need the condition

Yzt [p]-1 Ire<t Vi (E|XG PRV ETR) < 6 (B| X PRV ekt (7)



Theorem 3. Let p > 1 and X1, Xs,... satisfy assumptions @), @), @) and [@). Then
for any vectors vy, vy, ...,v, in a normed space (F II'lh) we have

>k

where c(p, p, A,q,\) is a positive constant which depends only on p,u, A,q and \ and
C(p, A1, -5 A[p1—1) s a constant which depends only on p, A1, ..., Ajp)—1-

p)/Jv A Q7 Z ||UZHPE|R |p <E < O pv Al) .. 7A(p]—l) Z HUZHPE|RZ|p7

Remark. Proofs presented below show that Theorem [2] holds with
53 53 (1 — \)?

c(p, A\, 0,A) = 165" where k is an integer such that kX272 < 5124
In Theorem [B] we can take
p(p+1) 1
CPy ALy Afp—1) =2 2 11 P
1<j<[p]-1 J
and
3p 1— M\’
clp,p, A, q, \) = m where k is an integer such that kAPF < 8(%2%

24\" % @ 2?
= (1 — I-p (227 e — A8 min{p—1,1}
o= -0 (33) (G gms) =™

Another consequence of Theorem[lis an estimate for L,-norms of linear combinations of
the Riesz products. Let T = R/27Z be the one dimensional torus and m be the normalized
Haar measure on T. The Riesz products are defined on T by the formula

i
Ri(t) = H(l +cos(n;t)), i=1,2,...,
j=1
where (ng)g>1 is a lacunary increasing sequence of positive integers.

It is well known that if coefficients nj, grow sufficiently fast then || Y7 aiRillz, (1) ~
(E| Y1y a;iRi|P)Y/? for p > 1, where R; are products of independent random variables
distributed as R;. Together with Theorem [l this gives an estimate for || Y77 a; Ril| 1, ()
Here is the more quantitative result.

Corollary 4. Suppose that (nk)k>1 s an increasing sequence of positive integers such that
Nig1/ng >3 and Y 72| = ai,...,ap € R andp>1,

cpZ|a2|p/|R )P dm(t) /Zal i(1)

where 0 < ¢, < C), < 0o are constants depending only on p and the sequence (ny).

D aml) < 6,3 o 1z amo.
=0



Proof. Let X1, Xs,... be independent random variables distributed as 1 + cos(Y"), where
Y is uniformly distributed on [0,27] and R; be as in ([Il). By the result of Y. Meyer [18],
LIS g aiRi||n, < (Bl X0 gaiRilP)YP < A" g a;Ry|| 1, (in particular also 4[|R;]|z, <
(ERD)YP < A|lRi||z,), where A depends only on p and the sequence (nj). Thus the
estimate follows by Theorem [I1 O

Theorem [l has also an immediate application to the stationary R% valued solution S
of the random difference equation

S=XS+B, (8)

where the equality is meant in law and (X, B) is a random variable with values in [0, 00) x R?
independent of S such that for some p > 0,

EX? =1, E|B|P <oco and P(X =1)<1. (GK1)

Over the last 40 years equation () and its various modifications have attracted a lot of

attention [T, 21 3] 5] [8) [TT] 121 13} 14} 15 16, 19, 20]. It has a wide spectrum of applications

including random walks in random environment, branching processes, fractals, finance and
actuarial mathematics, telecommunications, various physical and biological models. In
particular, the tail behaviour of S is of interest.
It is well known that in law -
S=> Ri 1B,
i=1

where R;_; = X7+ X;_1,Rp = 1 and (Xj, B;);>1 is an i.i.d sequence of r.v.’s with the
same distribution as (X, B). Under the additional assumption that

log X conditioned on {X # 0} is non lattice and EX?logt X < oo, (GK2)
S has a heavy tail behaviour, i.e. the limit

3 P _
Jim B([S]| > ) = caolX, B)

exists and ¢ (X, B) is strictly positive provided that P(Xv + B = v) < 1 for every v € R%
IfP(Xv+B =v)=1then S,, =v—R,_1v — v = 5. Assumptions (GK1), (GK2) together
with P(Xv + B = v) < 1 will be later on referred to as the Goldie-Kesten conditions. Let

Sn = Zn: Ri—lBi-
i=1



It turns out that the sequence E||S,||? is closely related to co (X, B). Recently, it has been
proved in [6] that under the Goldie-Kesten conditions plus a little bit stronger moment
assumption E(XPT¢ + || B||PT¢) < oo for some £ > 0, we have

1
lim —E|S,||P = ¢ (X, B) > 0,
n—00 NP
where p :=EX?log X.
Now suppose that X, B are independent. Then Theorem [I] implies that for every n

1
o XE|B|I” < “ElSa|l” < Cp xEl| B, (9)

which gives uniform bounds on the Goldie constant ¢ (X, B) depending only on the law
of X and E||B||P and independent of the dimension. Moreover, in some particular cases
when constants A, 9, i, ¢, A in B)—(0) can be estimated more carefully, (@) may give some
information about the size of the Goldie constant which is of some value, especially in the
situation when none of the existing formulae for it is satisfactory enough (see [7, 10, @] [4]).

We can go even further. With a slight modification of the proof we can get rid of
independence of X, B and obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 5. Suppose that F' is a separable Banach space. Let p > 0 and let an i.i.d.
sequence (X, B), (X1, B1), ... with values in [0,00) X F' be such that X is nondegenerate and
E||B|P,EX?P < co. Assume additionally that

P(Xv+ B =v) <1 for every v € F. (10)

Then there are constants c,(X, B) > 0 which depend on p and the distribution of (X, B)
and Cp(X) < oo which depend on p and the distribution of X such that for every n,

Zn: R;,_1B;

i=1

p n
< C(XE|BIPY ER . (11)
i=1

n
(X, B)E|B|PY ERY | <E
i=1

Theorem [G] specified to our situation with EX? =1 gives
1
cp(X, B)E| B[P < ~E[[Sll” < Cp(X)E[|B.

This leads to an estimate for the Goldie constant but now with ¢,(X, B), C,(X) depending
on the law of (X, B). Again, in particular cases, a careful examination of the constants
involved in the proof may give a more satisfactory answer. Also, in view of Theorem [ it
would be worth relaxing the assumptions of [6].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] and [B] we derive lower bounds in
Theorems 2] and Bl Then in Section 4 we establish upper bounds in both theorems. We
conclude in Section [l with a discussion of the proof of Theorem



2 Lower bound for p > 1

In this section we will show the lower bound in Theorem [Bl Since it is only a matter of
normalization we will assume that

X1, Xo,... are independent r.v.’s such that E|X;|P = 1. (12)

In particular this implies that E|R;|? = 1 for all i.
We also set for £k =1,2,...

i
Rpp—1=1 and Ry;:= HXZ- for i > k.
j=k

Observe that R; = Ry R4, for i > k > 0.
We begin with several lemmas.

Lemma 6. Suppose that a r.v. X satisfies E||X|—E[X|| > p and E||X| - E|X|[1{x>a} <
2u. Then for all p > 1 and u,v € (F,|| ||) we have

W 1
ElluX +v|” 2 ElluX +v|["1{x1<a}y 2 g5 min {1, W} max{|[u|”, [lv|["}.

Proof. Let Y has the same distribution as X conditioned on the set {|X| < A}. Let us
define t := EY. Then [t| < E|Y| < E|X|. Clearly, E(|X|-E|X|)+ = E(|X|-E|X|)- > $u.
Therefore,
E|X —t|1yx1<a; = El|X| = [t[|1{x1<ay = E(IX| = [t)+L1x|<a)
> E(|X| - E[X)+1{x|<a)
= E(IX| - E[X])4 — E(|X| — E|X])+ Lyx|>a
1 1 1 1

> 2 — - > - = —p.
2 oh = E[IX| = ElX[[Lyx>a) 2 gp — = gH

We obtain
[tIE[luY + o] = E|v(t —=Y) + (tu +0)Y || > |[v||E]Y —¢| — [[tu + v|E|Y].
Since E|luY +v|| > [|[uEY +v|| = |[tu + v|| and |t| < E|Y| < E|X| we have

[[v]]

ElluY >
e ol = SEIXP(X] < A)

| [v[|E[Y —t| > E|X —t[1{x1<a}

1
[+ E[Y
R

= SE[X|P(|X] < A)°




We arrive at

ElluX +v[[Plyxj<ay > (BlluX +0[l1xj<ay)” = (EuY +o|[P(X] < A))

>
~ B EX])Y

We also have
E|uY 4+ v|| = El|lu(Y —t) + tu +v|| > ||u||E]Y —¢| — |[tu +v].
Therefore
jon
= S$P(X < 4)
and as before we get that ElluX + v|[PLlix<ay > ’é—:Hqu. O

MMY+UH2¥QMY—

Lemma 7. Assume that (I2) and @) hold. Then for any vg,vi,...,v, € (F,|| ||) we have

sz

Proof. For 1 < j < n we have . jv;R; =Y + X;(vjRj_1 + X;11Z), where Y and Z
are independent of X; and Xjy;. Observe that E|X;| < 1 and E|[X,1;| < 1. Thus, using
Lemma [6] twice, we obtain

E Zn: UZ'R
1=0

2 2p 1 n
o 2 L >l
1=

4P 1<i<n

2 2p

1
E”UJ j— 1+X]+1ZHP > —”UJHPE‘R] 1P = 64PHUJHP

O

Lemma 8. Assume that (I2) holds and there exist ¢ > 1 and 0 < X\ < 1 such that for all
i, (B|X;|9)Y9 < X. Then for any vo,v1,...,v, € (F,|| ||) and t > 0,

n (1—p)
P( >tZAle up) (=Nt
1=0

> vl
Proof. Using Minkowski’s and Holder’s inequalities we obtain

1
n a\ g n | n i pei.
(E Sk ) <Y Euf q<zuvzux 3 A
1=0 1=0 1=0

1




Thus,

E

1 n . % _(p=1)q
g(ZHviuW) 1-A"7 .
=0

n
D ikt
1=0

By Chebyshev’s inequality we get

q
n 1 q n . P (d-pga _ g
SRl e (SoNullP ) | <@-n7 ¢,
i=0 =0

P

O

Lemma 9. Let Y, Z be random wvectors with values in a normed space F and let p > 1.
Suppose that B|Y||P~Y|Z|| < +E||Z|P. Then

1
Bl + 2P 2 BYIP + (55 - 2 ) ElZIP

Proof. For any real numbers a,b we have |a + b|P > |a? — p|a[P~1|b]. If, additionally,
la| < £[b], then |a+b[P > |a|P + = [b[P. Taking a = [|Y[|, b = —||Z|| and using the inequality
1Y+ Z| = [[[Y] = [|Z]|| we obtain
yZ— p p
EIIY + Z|I" = EIY + ZIPLyyy<ayzyy +EIY + Z1PLgv5 12
1
p _ p
2 EIYIPLgy<yziy + 5 BIZ 1P L gy <12y
p _ p—1
FEIVIL gy s 22y = PRIV 21 gy 12
1 -1
=E[IYI" + SEIZIPA = Ly 1yzip) — PEIYIPTIZIL gyys 12

Note that
1 _ 1 _
B (1217 + 1Y 1IP120)) Loy < (5 +2) EIVIP121 < 2Bl 21
Therefore,
1
EIY + ZIP > B|Y| + SENZ|P — 27 2P
]

We are now able to state the key proposition which will easily yield the lower bound in
Theorem



Proposition 10. Let p > 1 and suppose that r.v.’s X1, Xo,... satisfy assumptions (12,
@) and ([@). Then there exist constants €g,e1,Co > 0 depending only on p,p, A,q and A
such that for any vectors vy, vy, ..., v, in a normed space (F.|| ||) and k > 1 we have

n p
E Z UZ'RZ
=0

n
€1
> collooll” + Y (T — i) il (13)
i=1
where

=0 forl1<i<k-—1, ci:<I>Z/\jfori2k: and <I>:C’0)\(p_1)k.

=k
Proof. Define

) 1 uP uP Iu2p
=0 ::mm{m=m}= “l _mm{&v 29— 16413}60’

where the value of Cy will be chosen later. In the proof by e9,C5,C3 we denote finite
nonnegative constants that depend only on parameters p, u.A, g and .
We fix k > 1 and prove (IE{I) by induction on n. From Lemma[6land Lemma [7] we obtain

n
26
E ZviRZ =1 Z g7
=0

Therefore for n < k we have
n p c n
1
E ZZ;UZRZ > eollvol|? + A ; [|vi [P

Suppose that the induction assertion holds for n > k. We show it for n + 1. To this
end we consider two cases.
Case 1. ggflvo|? < @E?;kl N ||vg [P

Applying the induction assumption conditionally on X; we obtain

> 2e|voll”,

p n+1
€1
> EQEHUQ + 1)1X1Hp + Z (E — Ci_1> EHleU,-Hp
=2

n+1

E Z UiRz
=0

o]l + Z (5 = i) Il
"+1 n+1
> ool = @ 3 Xl + =il + > (5 —cimt) ol

n—l—l

=ololl + 3 (5 —c) Il



where the second inequality follows from Lemma [Gl

Case 2. gollvg? > @ 0N vy P
Define the event Ay € o(X1,...,Xk) by

Ap = {|X1] < A, |Rog| < 20AF1),

By the induction assumption used conditionally on X7,..., X} we have
. n+l1 p k p n+1 e ,
iZ:;’U,'RZ’ Toa, > o ;’l}iRi Tou, + i:zk;-l (E _ ci_k) Ellv:Re[PLoya,. (14)
We have by Chebyshev’s inequality and (@),
P (|Ro| > 20071) < fﬁz_”i)’z < % (15)

Together with (B]) it implies P(Ax) > 0. Let (Y,Y’, Z) have the same distribution as the
random vector (37 v Ry, S0 v Ry vy, Z?:_ol v;R;) conditioned on the event Aj. Note

that
P

14, = P(AL)E[Y + Z|.

n+1

Z 'UiRZ'
=0

Applying Lemma [6l conditionally we obtain

k—1
> vilk
i=0

L yk—1
HUOHPP(‘RZM ST M—pHvoHpil > W
P(Ag) 8P P(|Xi| < 4) — 8

E

p

1

E|Z|]P = ——FE
121” = 54

]]'{‘XI‘SA}]]'{|R2 k|§2%)\k71}

p
> 1
=g

[vol[”. (16)

Note that Y’ has the same distribution as Z?:Jrkl v;Rp41, and is independent of Z. We
have for ¢ > 0,

P
PYIP 2 E)217) < P (A2 D2E Y 2 ol
n+1
pAp-1)o L 1y = 2 W[y [|P
SIP’(A APE=D2a|Y| ztgp%;A Jlvs

n+1
=P <HY/HP > tCoez ZV_RIIWII”> < C1(tCo) 7, (17)
i=k

where the last inequality follows by Lemma [§ (recall that €2 and C) denote constants
depending on p, i, A, q and \).

10



In order to use Lemma [ we would like to estimate E|Y||P~!(|Z]|. To this end take
0 > 0 and observe first that

E|Y|P~HZ|| < E|Y P ZIL gy e<sryziey + BIY P ZILg 210 <om) 20}
+EIY P ZIL gy 1> 81 217y L 211> 68) 2 ) (18)
Clearly,
o1 p=1 Y= p=1 »
EIY [P ZI Ly p<sryzey < 0 7 (B[ Z]]P) 7 E|Z] < 6 # E[ Z]". (19)
To estimate the next term in (I8) note that
B 1P Z |1z <smyziey < 6P (B[ Z|P)VPEY [P~
Using estimate (I7]) we obtain
1 p=1 [ »_
BV = @2I)F [P (IviP 2 STEIZIP) as
0
p=1 [ -4 _ q p—1 —4
< @12 [ minf,oi6; s as < @12 (14 €0y,
0
where the last inequality follows since ¢ > p — 1. Thus,
_49
E|[Y P~ 2|1z <smy 2y < 67 (1 + C2C, ,,> E||Z|[P. (20)
We are left with estimating the last term in (I8). We have
E|Y P~ ZIL gy posom) 29y L) 2 0>05) 2]}

o0
-1
= D E|YIPHZIL omsmyzip< gy [p<2m 168 22} L 20> o) 211}

m=0
= (m—i—l)E 2=l p el
<Y "2 v v E(E(Z]P) 7 121 Lpomsm)z e <y 23 () 2| >0E) 2|7}
m=0
o p—1
p=1 et ZIP\ T
<§r Y 2SR <%> 1211 L g2m s z 1P <)y 1P}
m=0
0 1
+1ye=t
= > 2T E| 2P L pamsmy i <y ey
m=0

Recall that Z and Y’ are independent. Therefore as in (7)) we get
ElZ1PLpamemyzip <)y oy < BIZIPLyyy o somocoe, S xib oo}
n+1 '
= E[Z|’P (I!Y'Hp > 2"0C0es Z/\’_kllvi\\p)
i=k
< E||Z|°C1(275C0) 7.

11



We arrive at

o0
- _4a 1)p—1
E|Y P~ ZI| Ly om0 Ly zipsoryziey < BIZIPCL0Co)» > 20" D%

m=0
_9

< E|Z|PC3(6Co) »,

where we have used the fact that ¢ > p — 1.
Estimates (I8)—(2I]) imply

_ _4a q
E|Y |1 2] < E| | (6% L5+ CaCy ) +C3(500)_5> .

(21)

Now we choose d = §(p) sufficiently small and then Cy = Cy(p, A, p.q, ) sufficiently large

to obtain

_ 1
E[Y[PHZ] <

E||Z]P.
< ol

iJFrom Lemma [0 we deduce

1
EIY + 2P = E|[Y [P + 5= El Z]"-

2.3p
Hence
n+1 p k-1 p n+1 p
E|>_vili| 14> 5B | > viRi| La +E||> viRi| La.
i=0 i=0 i=k
Lemma [0l and (I5]) yield
k-1 p P . 1w
R. Ll p 7)\k—1 -2 P
E Z:;R L, 2 GlloolPB(| Rox| < 20071 > - w1
It follows that
1 k—1 p k—1 P
7" 3pE ZU,’RZ' ]]'Ak > EQHUQ”p + eoE ZviRi ]].Ak.
i=0 i=0

By the induction assumption we obtain

n+1 p n+1

Z UZ‘RZ'
i=k

E

1=k+1

12

€1
1a, > coBllvrRelPla, + > <E — i) Eljo; B[P La,

(22)

(23)

(25)



Combining (23), [24)) and ([25]) we get

n+1 p k—1 P
E ZU,’RZ' 1y, > E()H’UQHP—I-E()E ZviRi 1a, —l—EoE”UkRka]lAk
=0 =0
n+1 c
1
+ Z <? — Ci—k) El||v; Ri||P1 4,
i=k+1
c k p n+1 c
0 1
Z EOHUO”p + 2p_1E ZviRi ]]'Ak + Z (E — Ci—k) E|’UiRka]lAk.
=0 i=k+1
This inequality together with (I4]) and Lemma [7] yields
n+1 p c k p n+1 c
0 1
E Z'UiRi > €0H’L)Q||p + 2p_1E Z'UiRi + Z <? — Ci—k) EHUZRka
=0 =0 i=k+1
c k n+1 c
1 1
> zolleoll? + - 2ol + D2 (G i) lil?
=1 i=k+1
n+1

9
> sollvoll” + Y- (5 =) il
i=1

O
We are ready to prove the lower L,-estimate for p > 1.
Proof of the lower bound in Theorem[3. For sufficiently large k we have for all 7,
q))\k C(])\pk €1
Ci > = < —
1—A 1-A 2
Thus, Proposition [0 yields
n p c n n
1
E sz’Ri 2 eoflwoll” + o Z [[os][” > EZ [[vsl|?,
=0 =1 =0
where ¢ := min{eo, 5} }. O

Remark. Observe that p < E||X;| — E|X;|| < 2E|X;| < 2(E|X;[?)/? = 2. This shows that

P
T 8k - 2100 . 30

1P %
8240 17T 2pipar

€ € d i {5 o1 }
0= o an min § g, —
2k

13



Other constants used in the proof of Proposition [[0l may be estimated as follows

uPAP _p 3A\P (1-pyg —4 a-pa /24\1¢
- 271> (22 —(1- A P < (1A 2
€2 BPAPEO = <2A ) Cl ( ) PoEyT S ( ) P 3\ )

r—1 . 4 C 27 < C
_— an = .
Sg+rl-p ! Ty T T g+ 1-p)n2

Co

A

Hence we can for example take

2 P

___ 2A\? 2p ¢ 2
§:=48 w1 and Cp:= (1 -7 (=) [ ——F——= | 4870010
S G ey <3A> <<q+1—p>1n2> S
then each term o®—1/p §1/p, 51/pC’2C'0_q/p and C3(6Cy)~ 9P is not greater than 4877 <
(16p3P)~! and ([@2)) holds.
3 Lower bound for p <1

In this section we prove the lower bound in Theorem 2l We will also assume normalization
(I2) and use similar notation as for p > 1.
We begin with a result similar to Lemma

Lemma 11. Let X be a random variable such that E|X|P = 1. Then for every A > 1 and
u,v in a normed space (F, | ||) we have

EfluX + [P > ElJuX + v|PLyxjpca) > Smascul?, o]},

where

Proof. Since E|X P =1 we have
5 < E(XP — ) pepxpy = E(L— [XP)Txper < P(XP < 1) <P(XP < A). (26)
The triangle inequality yields [[uX + v[| > [[u[|[X] — ||v/||. Thus, it suffices to prove
E| X = [0l Lgxpeay = Smascul”, o]}, (21)

If w = 0 then this inequality is satisfied due to (26]). In the case u # 0 divide both sides of
@7) by ||ul[P to see that it is enough to show

E|[X] —tP1{xp<ay > dmax{t’, 1}  for ¢ > 0.

14



To prove this inequality let us consider two cases. First assume that ¢ € [0,1]. Then we
have

E[|X| = tPLxp<ay > ElIX| = tPLu<ixpcay = BIXP — ) Lu< xp<ay
2 E(|X|P — 1)]].{1§|X‘p§A} == 5 == 5max{tp, 1}
In the case t > 1 it suffices to note that
E[[X] = tPLyxp<ay 2 E[|X] =t Lxp<ay 2 B — [X[P)Lxp<n
> tpE(l - |X|p)]]_{‘X|pS1} > otP = 5max{tp, 1},
where the last inequality follows from (20]). O
As a consequence, in the same way as in Lemma [7, we derive the following estimate.

Lemma 12. Let r.v.’s X1, Xo, ... satisfy (I2)) and {@). Then for any vectors vy, vy, ..., v, €

F we get
n
> u
i=0

Lemma 13. Suppose that random variables X1, Xs, ... satisfy assumptions [I2)) and ().
Then for all vectors vy, va,... in (F,| ||) we have

p<'_

n
> vilt
=0

E

p 52 n
> 0% max [luil” = 37 il
1<i<n n

o & 1
> — ZAZHUZ-H”) < for t > 0.
i=0

=Y

Proof. Note that

p/2
E

n
D ikt
=0

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

n 2 n n n
(Z Aiuwup”) <N NP < ﬁ > X wil.
1=0 =0 =0 =0

Thus, using Chebyshev’s inequality we arrive at

n p n

t .
P E i R; >—E o IP ) <P
<i:0vR _1_>‘i:0)\”UH>_

<D IulPPEIRPZ < Y X fuil P2,
=0 1=0

p/2

n
> vk
i=0

> VY NP
1=0

2
p/ 1

< —.
TVt
]

n -1 n
< (\/ZZ )\i”vin/z) E|Y wiR;
=0 i=0

15



Our next lemma is in the spirit of Lemma [@ but it has a simpler proof.

Lemma 14. Let Y, Z be random vectors with values in a normed space (F,|| ||) such that

1
Bl ZIIPLgy o> 1ey2pry < gE”Z”p-
Then !
ElY + | 2 E[Y|” + SE[[ Z]}".
Proof. For any u,v € F we have |[u + v|[? > |||lu]| = [[v]||” > |[u[|P — ||v|[?, therefore
ENY + ZIP = E(IYI7 + 1 ZIP = 21217 Lo 3120
+E([Y”+1Z]P - 2||Y||p)]1{||Y||p<§JE||Z||p}
p p_ P _ P
> E[[Y][” + B[ Z]1” = 2| ZIP1 gy o> 1gy zpy = ZEIYIPL gy o < L5y 2110
1 1 1
2 E|[Y|P +E[[Z]P - 2- SEIZ|” - 2. SE|Z|” = E[[Y][” + SE| Z]]".
]

The proof of the lower bound for p < 1 is similar to the proof for p > 1 and it relies on
a proposition similar to Proposition

Proposition 15. Let 0 < p < 1 and suppose that r.v.’s X1, Xo,... satisfy assumptions

@2, @) and ). Then for any vectors vg,vi,...,v, in a normed space (F,| ||) and any
integer k > 1 we have

E

n
>un
=0

where g9 = 0/8, e1 = 63/8 and

p n
€1
> collwoll” + Y (5 — ) il
i=1

284

A2,
11—\

i
G =0for1<i<k-—1, Ci:(I)Z)\ijTiZk and & =
j=k
Proof. For n < k the assertion follows by Lemmas [[T] and [[2] since ¢g < /2 and €1 /k <
e1/n < 6%2/(2n). For n > k we proceed by induction on n.
Case 1. of[vg [P < & S0 N[[vg|P.
In this case the induction step is the same as in the proof of Proposition

Case 2. ggf|lvg|? > q)zrrkl Ao [P

16



Let us define the set
A = {|X1|P <A |RolP < 4A2k—2}.

By the induction hypothesis we have

n+1 p k p n+1 -
1

E Z’UiRi ]]'Q\Ak > eoE Z’L)iRi ]lQ\Ak + Z <Z — Ci—k) EHUiRka]lQ\Ak- (28)

=0 i=0 i=k+1
By Chebyshev’s inequality and (B]) we get
_ E|RyxP? 1
P PNty < 28 < 2
(|R2,k| > 4\ )— N1 =9 ( 9)

in particular P(A;) > 0. Let Y,Y’, Z be defined as in the proof of Proposition As in
([@6) we show that Lemma [ yields E||Z|[P > §|lvo|P. We have ||Y|[P < 4AX2F=2| Y|P,
variables Y/ and Z are independent and Y’ has the same distribution as Z?:Jrkl Vi Rp41 4.
Thus,

ElIZIPL gy o> te)ziey < BIZIPLpaaxan—2py o2 oo oy

1
~E12P® (V1P 2 ol

26 n+1 ‘
T Z)‘Z_kH’Uz'Hp>
i=k

n+1 p

> iRkt
i=k

<E[Z|"P (

1
< ZE||Z|P
< ZE|Z|P,

where the second inequality follows by the assumptions of Case 2 and the definition of ®
and the last one by Lemma Hence, Lemma [I4] yields

1
E[lY + |l 2 E[Y|” + SE[[ Z]}".

Thus,
n+1 p 1 k—1 P n+1 P
E|> iRl 1a, > 5E|> iRl 1a, +E|> vl La,. (30)
1=0 1=0 1=k

Using Lemma [T and (29]) we obtain

p

k—1
_ )
Lay > 6lluolIPP(| Ry k| < 4N72) > o fluo .

Z ’UZ'RZ'

=0

E

17



Since g9 < i and g9 < 0/8, it follows that

k—1 p k—1 p
1
SE > wiRi|| 1a, > eollvollP + 2o || D viRi|| 1a,. (31)
i=0 i=0
By the induction assumption we obtain
n+1 p n+1 c
1
E|S wRi| La, > coBllopRillPLa, + 3 <? — i) Elloi Rl La,. (32)
i=k i=k+1
Combining (B30), 1)) and ([B2) we arrive at
n+1 p k—1 D
E (> wiRi|| 1a, > eollvoll” + oF | > wiRi|| 1a, + oEllogRi[[P14,
i=0 =0
n+1 -
1
+ Z (E — Ci—k) EHU,’Rk”p]lAk
i=k+1
k p n+1 -
1
> eol|vol|” + €oE Z’Uz’Ri La, + Z <? - Cz’—k) EllviRg[[P1 4, -
=0 i=k+1
Combining this inequality with (28]) yields
n+1 p k P n41 .
1
E ZviRi > eo||vo|” + o ZviRi + Z (f - ci_k) E||v; Ry ||?
=0 =0 i=k+1
c k n+1 -
1 1
> collwoll? + 7 D lillP + D (5~ einie) il
=1 i=k+1
n+1 c
1
> colluol? + Y- (5 — i) il
i=1
where in the second inequality we used Lemma O

We are now ready to establish the lower L,-bound for p < 1.

Proof of the lower bound in Theorem [2. To show the lower bound let us choose k such that

§3(1 —\)?
2k—2
e

Then
)\k - 28A)\2k—2 £1

< @ - <2
AETTTNT AN T %

18



Therefore, Proposition [I5] implies

n p

Z ’UZ'RZ'

=0

E

> Dol + 23 2 S
=8 Taee & T = a6k &=

4 Upper bounds

The upper bound in Theorem [ immediately follows by the inequality (a + b)P < af + bP,
a,b >0, p e (0,1]. To get the upper bound in Theorem [B] we prove the following result.

Proposition 16. Let p > 0 and X1, Xo,... be independent random variables such that
E|X;|P < oo for all i and

Vichep] Innct Vi (BIXGIPR)V PR < N (B| X, P~HH) Y =R, (33)

Then for any vectors vg,v1,...,vy, in a normed space (F,|| ||) we have

n
Sun
=0

where C(p) =1 forp <1 and for p > 1,

p n
E <C(p) Y IlvilPE| Ry P, (34)
=0

Clp-1)

At
Cp)=2|1+Cp—1)———— §2p1_)\p_1.
1

-1
-\

Proof. We have || 3" jviRil| < Yo |Jvil||Ri| and |R;| = H;:l | X[, so it is enough to
consider the case when F' = R, v, > 0 and variables X; are nonnegative. Since it is only a
matter of normalization we may also assume that EX? =1 for all 4.

We proceed by induction on m := [p]. If m = 1, i.e. 0 < p < 1 then the assertion
easily follows, since (x + y)? < P + yP, z,y > 0.

Suppose that m > 1 and (34]) holds in the case p < m. Take p such that m < p < m+1.
Observe that

(z +y)P < aP 4+ 2P(yzP~t +yP)  for z,y > 0. (35)

Indeed, either z < y and then (z + y)? < 2PyP, or 0 < y < x and then by the convexity of
P, ((z+y)P —aP)/y < ((22)P — aP) [z = (2V — D)aP~ !,
We have by (B3]

n
g v R
=0

p—1
vy
+ v

p

P
E <E + 27 | voE

En: ’UZ'RZ'

i=1

n
E v R,
i=1

19



Iterating this inequality we get

n p n—1 n p—1 n—1
E|> wiRi| <olERL+2° > wERy ( > viR,) + ) o'ER?
=0

k=0 i=k+1 i=0
However, ERy (Y, 1 vil;)P~t = ERVE(Y 1, 1, viRps1,)P " and ERY = [[V_  EX? = 1.
Hence
n p n n—1 n p—1
E Z viR;| < 2P va + 2P Z v E < Z viRk+17i> .
i=0 i=0 k=0 i=k+1

The induction assumption yields

n p—1 n i
E ( > viRHLi) <C(p-1) Z WBRY L, =C(p—1) Y o ] EXPT

i=k+1 i=k+1 i=k+1 j=k+1

where the last inequality follows by ([B3]). To finish the proof we observe that

ka Z AR ¢ 3 <—vk TU;}) A=)

= i=k+1 0<k<i<n

-t &
M ]
Jj=

Remark. It is not hard to show by induction on [p] that

C(p) < 21’(1’;1) H 1

p—J°
1<i<ipl-1 1N

5 Stochastic recursions

The proof of Theorem Blis only a slight modification of the proof of Theorem[Il Normalizing
we may always assume EX? = 1. The upper bound follows as in the proof of Proposition
16 (see more details below). To show the lower bound we consider two cases:

There are w,u € F such that w4+ B+ Xu =0 a.e. (C1)

20



or
P(w + B+ Xu = 0) < 1 for every w,u € F. (C2)

In case (C1) we get

ZR 1B = ZRH —w — X;u) ZR, 1w — ZRU

= _ZRi_l(w +u) +u— Ryu.
i=1
Notice that

P
= ||lw + u|[PE

n p

Z Ri—1(w+u)

i=1

£ > cpxnfjw + ull?,

ZRi—l

i=1

where the last inequality follows by Theorem [l with /" = R and v; = 1. Assumption (I0)
implies w + u # 0. Moreover,

Ellu — Roull” < 2°[[ulP (1 + ER}) = 277 [lul|P.

Hence for n > ng = ng(X, B) and ¢ = ¢(p, X, B) = z2rcp x|lw + ul/?,

n p
18|l =E ZRi_l(w +u) — (u— Ryu)|| > en.
i=1
To get the lower bound in (II]) for 1 <n < ny we observe that
nng p no—1 (k+1)n p
enng < E ZRi_lBi —E Z Z R;_1B;
1=1 k=0 i=kn+1
no—1 || (k+1)n no—1 (k+1)n P
<nf Y E|| Y RiaBi| =nf Y ERLE| > Riny1i1bi
k=0 i=kn+1 k=0 i=kn+1
n P
= ngnok ZRi—lBi ,
i=1

(k+1)n

where the last equality follows since ) .7, ‘1

Yo Ri1B;.
It is worth mentioning that the estimate E(} " | R;—1)? > cn was first observed in
[4] under the Goldie-Kesten conditions. In fact, a stronger statement was proved there:

Ryyt1,i—1B; has the same distribution as

21



lim,,— 00 %E(Z?:1 R;_1)P exists and it is strictly positive. Note also that if u = —w, i.e.

assumption (I0) is not satisfied, then

n
Z R;,_1B;
i—1

and the lower bound in (1] cannot hold for large n.
In the sequel, to derive the lower bound it is enough to consider case (C2). The following
lemma, is then a counterpart of Lemmas [6] and [Tl

p

E = Ellu — Rpul” < 27+ ul/”

Lemma 17. Suppose that X is a nonnegative, nondegenerate r.v., B is a random vector
with values in a separable Banach space F, EXP E|B|P < oo and for any u,w € F,
P(B+ Xu =w) < 1. Then there exist constants A < oo and § > 0, depending only on the
distribution of (B, X) and p, such that

Ellw+ B + Xul[PLix<ay 2 6 max{[jw|]?, [[u]?, B[ B["}.

Proof. By 61 and J2 we will denote in the sequel positive constants depending only on the
distribution of (B, X) and p. Lemmas [6] and [IT] yield

Ellw + Xul|P > 6y max{|w|?, ||u|’} for any w,u € F.
Since [Jug + ual|P < 2P(||ug||P + ||uz||P) for any wu;,us € F, we get
Elw + B+ Xul” > 27PE|w + Xull? — E||B|]” > 277761 max{|lw|/, |[ull?, E[ BIIP},
provided that max{|[w||?, ||ul[P} > M := 2**' max{1,5; " }E| B|P. Let
a = inf {E||jw + B 4+ Xu||P: max{||w|?,||ulP} < M}.

First we observe that a > 0. Indeed, assume that o« = 0. Then there exist sequences
(un), (wy) in F such that ||u,||? < M, ||w,||? < M and E||w, + B + Xu,|[P — 0. We have

Elw, + B 4+ Xuy||? + E|lwy, + B+Xuy,||P
> 27PE||(wy, + B + Xuy) — (W + B+ Xugy,)|[P
> 2776 max{|lwn, — win ||, |lun — um|["}.
Thus both sequences (u,,) and (wy,) satisfy the Cauchy condition, hence they are convergent,
respectively to u and w. But then E|w + B + Xu|[? = lim, E||w, + B + Xu,||” = 0, which

contradicts our assumptions.
Therefore a > 0 and for max{||w||?, [|u|P} < M we get

1 1 1
E|lw+ B 4+ Xu|? > a > amax {MHpr, MHUHP, WEHBHP} .
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This way we showed that
E|lw+ B + Xu|? > 02 max{||w||?, ||u||P,E||B|P} for any w,u € F.

To finish the proof it is enough to note that
02
B+ B+ XulPLixs.ay < (0l +IBIP+ [ulP) L sy < 2 macl ol [l E] BIPY,

provided that A is large enough. O

For the rest of the proof of the lower bound in (II]) we do not need to assume that
(X;, B;) are i.i.d, but we need uniformity in Lemma [I7] i.e. the condition

I5>0,4<00 Vi Vwuer Ellw+Bi+XiulPLixr< apxry > 0 max{E[|B;|”, [[w]]”, [ulPEXT}. (36)
More precisely, the following theorems hold.

Theorem 18. Let 0 < p < 1 and let (X1, By),(X2,Bs)... € Rt x F be a sequence of
independent random variables such that E||B;|P,EX? < oco. Suppose that conditions (3]
and B are satisfied. Then there is a constant c(p, \,d, A) such that for every n,

Zn: R;,_1B;

1=1

n p

c(p,\,6,4) Y (ER]_)E|B;|? <E
1=1

<> (ERI_)E|B|PP.  (37)
=1

Theorem 19. Let p > 1 and let (X1, By), (X2, Ba)... € RT X F be a sequence of independent
random variables such that E||B;||P,EX? < co. Suppose that conditions (@), (T) and (36])
are satisfied. Then there are constants ¢ = c(p,q, A\, 9, A),C(p, A1, ... A[p]—1) such that for
every n,

p n

<C(p, A1y Apl-1) Z(ERf—ﬂEHBi”p-
i=1

n

c(p, X8, 4) Y (ERY )E|By|” < E

=1

Zn:Ri—lBi

i=1

(38)

Since it is only a matter of normalization we may and will assume that EX? = 1.
First we prove the upper bound in ([B8]). Proceeding by induction, as in the proof of
Proposition [I6], we get

n
Z R;,_1B;
i=1

p p

n p—1
E + 27 [ E|| Byl (ZRi—1||Bz‘||> + E||B|”
=2

n
<E Z R;,_1B;
=2

p

n p—1
+ 20 [ E||By | X7 <Z Rz,z’—lHBiH> + E| B[P
=2

=K Zn: R;,_1B;
=2
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Iterating this inequality we obtain
n

Z R;_1B;

i=1

n—1 n p—1 n—1
<E|Bn|? +2° ) E|By|Re1 Ry ( > Rk-l—l,i—lHBiH) +27 ) E||Bi|l?
k=1 i=k+1 i=1

P
E

n n—1 n p-1
<27 E|BilP +2° ) E||Byl| X} 'E ( > Rkﬂ,i—lllBiH) :

i=1 k=1 i=k+1
By the induction assumption

n

n p—1
E ( > Rkﬂ,i_lnBiH) <Clp-1) Y ERY, E|Bi|P™

i=k+1 i=k+1

<Clp—1) Y ARV By,

i=k+1
Hence,
n p n n—1 n
E|N"RiaB| <223 E|BifF +22C(p—-1) > Y ATPEVE| By xE Byl
=1 =1 k=11i=k+1

To finish the proof of the upper bound we observe that for k < 17,

- 1 )
E| By || X} NByPt < 5E(\|Bk||l’ +(p— D)X}||Bi|IP) = E(EHBka +(p— DE|Bi[).
Therefore,
SRS 1-k)(p—1
i=1=k)(p— -1 _
S S AT R B X B
k=11i1=k+1
n—1 n (i—1—k)(p—1) 1 P 1 1 "
< \(i=1=k)(p— <—EB p+;EBip>S7 E|B,|”
P pEIBP + S BB ) < xS EIB

and the conclusion follows.

To prove the lower bounds in ([B7) and (38]) we follow closely arguments of Sections
and B making use of ([B6) whenever Lemma [6] or Lemma [I1] are used. For instance, to
obtain the estimate
p 5 n
E > 9 max E||B;[” > - jZlEquup (39)

w + iRi—lBi

i=1
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we proceed as follows. For 1 < j < n we have

P
>E

n p
w + Z Ri 1B\ Lgg,_ >0y = ERY ||V + By + X; Z;|”,

i=1

n
w ~+ Z R;_1B;
i—1

E

where

7—1 n
1
YYj = <w + E Ri—lBi> R'—l]l{Rj71>0} and Zj = E Rj+1,i—lBi-
i=1 I i=j+1

Since variables R;_1,Y; and Z; are independent of (X, B;), condition (BG) yields

p

n
w+ > Ri1Bi|| >ERY_|E|B;|P = k| B;|P.

i=1

E

Similar argument used for j = 1 yields

p

E|w+> Ri1Bi| > d|w|P. (40)

i=1

For the rest of this section let us concentrate on the case p < 1, presenting only the
parts of the argument that are specific for the setting of Theorem[I8l If p > 1 the argument
is completely analogous. In this situation Lemma [I13] holds with the same proof.

Lemma 20. Suppose the assumptions of Theorem [I8 are satisfied. Then for t > 0,

b=y ~1/2
> AP ) < .
]P’( > > 1—AZ§:1:A E||B| ) <t

n p
> Xi...Xi1B
=1

The main proposition (analogous to Proposition [[H)) can be formulated as follows.

Proposition 21. Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem [I8 are satisfied and EXP =1
for alli. Then for any w € F and k= 1,2,... we have

n
E ||lw+ Z R,_1B;

i=1

p n
g
> collwl” + Y (5 - i) BB,
i=1
where g = §/8, €1 = dep,

\F=2,

ci=0for1<i<k-—1, ciz@gAﬂ'—l,zzk and =
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Proof. For n < k the assertion follows by ([89) and ({0]). For n > k we proceed by induction.
To simplify the notation let for £k =1,2,... and w € F,

Skn(w) :=w + Z Rypi—1B; and Sp(w) =81 n(w) =w+ Z R;_1B;.
i=k i=1

Observe that the random variable Sy, ,(w) is independent of (X;, B;)i<k—1-
As in the proof of Proposition [[5 we consider two cases. First assume that

n+1
eollw|? <@ NT'E|Bi||P. (41)
i=k

We have
E[|Sp41(w)[[P = EXT|[S2,n41(w)|PLix, >0y + Eflw + Bi[PLix, =0},

where w’ = X *(w + B;)1 (x,>0}- Hence by the induction assumption (used conditionally
on (X1, B1)) we get

n+1
€1
E||Snsa(w)|l” 2 EXT <e-:ouw’||f’ +2 (5 —an) EH&HP) 106,50 + Ellw+ BulPLix, o)
1=2
n+1 c
1
= eoEllw + B1[[P1{x, >0y + Z (? - Ci—l) EXT||Bi|IP1{x,>0
=2
+ Ellw + B1[PLix, =0y
n+1 c
1
> oBllw+ BillP + Y (T = cioa ) EIIBIP
=2
n+1 c n+1
1 i—
> eiE[BilP + Y (5 = eim1) BB +2ollull” — @ > N E|| Bl
=2 i=k

n+1
3
= sollwll” + £ EIBu P+ (T i) BB,
=2

where we used independence of X and B; for i > 2, normalization EX? Lix, >0 = EX P=1
and inequalities (B9) and (@II).
Now suppose that
n+1

eollwl” > @) NT'E||Bil|?
i=k
and let
Uy = {X} < A Ry, <aX*2}.
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We have

E[[Spi1(w)PLovw, = ERY|[Sk41.n41(w)[PLovu, Lir, >0}

!
+Elw+ Y Ri1BilPlo\w, I{n.—o}
i=1

where w' = (R,) " (w+ 35, Ri-1B;)1{R,>0y- Hence by the induction assumption

El[Sn1(w)P Loy,

n+1
€1
>ER] <€0Hw/\|p + > (G -a) E“Bi\lp> Lov, Liroo)
i=k+1
k p
+E ||[w+ Z Ri_1Bi|| 1o\v, 1{r,=0
i—1
k p
=50 ||lw + Z Ri1Bi|| 1o\v,L{r,>0}
i—1
n—+1 1
+ERY Y (E - Ci—k) B[l Bill"2o\u, L{re>0)
i=k+1
k p
+E [jw+ Z Ri_1Bi|| Lavv, l{r,=0}
i—1
k p n+1 c
1
>eoE ||lw + ZRi—lBi 1o, +ER] Z (f - Ci—k) E||Bi[[P Lo\,
i=1 i=k+1
k p n+1 €1
=eoE ||lw + ZRi—lBi Ioww, + Z (z — Ci—k) E||ReBilPLaw, -
i—1 i=k+1

To finish the proof we define (Z,Y,Y”) as the random variable

k n+1 n+1
<w+ZXk...X,~_1Bi, Y X1 XiaBi, Y Xk+1...Xi_1Bi>
=1 i=k+1 i=k+1

conditioned on U and we proceed as in the proof of Proposition O
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