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ON THE ASYMPTOTIC DISTRIBUTION OF THE SCAN
STATISTIC FOR EMPIRICAL DISTRIBUTIONS

Andrew Ying Wen-Xin Zhou

Abstract
We investigate the asymptotic behavior of several variants of the scan statistic applied to
empirical distributions, which can be applied to detect the presence of an anomalous interval with
any length. Of particular interest is Studentized scan statistic that is preferable in practice. The
main ingredients in the proof are Kolmogorov’s theorem, a Poisson approximation, and recent
technical results by Kabluchko and Wang [25].

1 Introduction

The study of the scan statistics dates back] to Naus [33], who derived the probability that an
interval of a certain length contains a certain fraction of independent and identically distributed
(iid) samples from the uniform distribution on [0,1]. Specifically, let Uy, ..., U, be iid random
variables from Unif(0,1) with empirical cumulative distribution function (CDF) denoted by F,,
and let h be the length of the underlying interval of interest. Naus [33] studied the distribution of
sup F,(a+ h) — F,(a). (1)
0<a<1
The scan statistics of the uniform empirical distributions can be used to detect elevated signal
relative to any continuous null distribution, after an appropriate inverse CDF transformation.
Knowing this distribution (J) is essential to calibrating the scan statistic in the context of detecting,
in a uniform background, the presence of an interval of a certain length with an unusually high
density of points. This is considered today a quintessential detection problem, with applications in
the detection of disease clusters [7] and syndromic surveillance [20], among many others [15-18].
In practice, even in the simplest case where only a single anomalous interval may be present,
the length of that interval is almost always unknown. In that case, it is natural to consider intervals
of various lengths, but standardize the counts, leading to

sup  sup Vn(Fn(a+h) — Fy(a) — h)‘
0<a<1h_<h<hg4 h(1 —h)

2)

This can be seen to approximate the likelihood ratio test [28]. The parameters h_ and h, limit
the search to intervals that are neither too short and nor too large. The main goal of this paper is
to derive the asymptotic (as n — oo) distribution of (2)) along with its studentized counterpart
F, h) — F, —h
. o Vi(Fala+ h) = Fala) = h) | 5
0<a<1 h_<Fy(ath)—Fu(a)<hy \/ (Fa(a +h) — Fo(a))(1 — Fa(a + h) + Fa(a))

All authors are with the Department of Mathematics, University of California, San Diego, USA. Contact infor-
mation is available here and here.
! Naus himself cites even earlier work in the 1940’s by Silberstein [40], Berg |5], and Mack [29].
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Remark 1. From the four theorems in Section 2] one finds out that relatively small scale h dominates
in [2) and (B)). There are works that apply scale corrections to the scan [12, 27, 137]. Under the
scale corrections, one scale no longer dominates.

1.1 Related work: point processes

In one of the most celebrated results in what is now the empirical process literature, Kolmogorov
[26] derived the limiting distribution of \/n supy<,<;(Fn(a) —a). This is the Kolmogorov-Smirnov
statistic, and it can be seen as scanning over intervals of the form [0,a], 0 < a < 1.

For similar reasons that motivated the introduction of the normalized scan statistic (2)) as
an improvement over the unnormalized one (II), Anderson and Darling [2] introduced and studied
normalized variants of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov statistic, some of them of the form /n sup, (F,(a)—
a)\/¥(a), where 1 is a given weight function. The choice 1(a) = [a(l — a)]™! is particularly
compelling, leading to the statistic

sup \/H(Fn(a) — a’) ) (4)
0<a<1 a(l —a)
Eicker [13] and Jaeschke [21] obtained the limiting distributions of this statistic, its variants of the
form

Vo= sup ~——~nrt__"7, 5
! sngalg)an a(l —a) (5)

and its Studentized counterpart

’ Vn(Fn(a) —a)

Voa.= sup

, 6
en<a<in \/Fn(a)(l — Fy(a)) ©

for some given 0 < ¢, < J, < 1. We note that these statistics can be directly expressed in terms of
the order statistics, Uy < -+ < Uy, which when ¢, =0 and §,, = 1, is as follows
i —nUy
1252 = ’ (7)
S UG (1= Ugy)

and ) U
1 —nU;
max ——— (8)
1<i<n Z(l _ %)

respectively.
Berk and Jones [6] proposed to directly look at each order statistic individually, combining the
resulting tests using Tippett’s method, leading to
1g1£nB(U(i); i,n—1i+1), (9)
with B(+;a,b) denoting the distribution function of the Beta(a,b) distribution. Moscovich et al.
[32] and Gontscharuk and Finner [19] derived the asymptotic distribution of this statistic. Other
goodness-of-fit tests include the reversed Berk-Jones statistic [22] and Phi-divergence tests [23], etc.

We note that the two-sided version of the above-mentioned tests have been considered and
studied.



1.2 Related work: signals

Closely related to the work above is the setting where, instead of observing a point cloud, one
observes a signal. The simplest situation is that of a one-dimensional signal defined on a regular
lattice, that is, of the form X1, ..., X,;. The null situation is when these are iid from some underlying
distribution on the real line, for example, the standard normal distribution. By writing

R, = Kr%a;(_k{SHk - S}, k=|clogn]|, ¢>0, (10)
Erdos and Rényi [14] investigated the strong limit of R, /(ak) when X; has a finite moment gener-
ating function around a neighborhood of zero. Deheuvels et al. [11] studied limsup and liminf of
(R, —ak)/log k. When the goal is to detect an interval where the observations are unusually large,
and the length of the (discrete) interval is unknown, it becomes of interest to study the following
scan statistic

Zy= max “—= (11)

where Sj, = Zle Xi.
The study of such statistics dates back to the work of Darling and Erdés [10], who derived the
limiting distribution of S
J
BT a2
which can be seen as scanning intervals of the form {1,...,j}.

Siegmund and Venkatraman [39] provided the limiting distribution of the statistic (III) under
the assumption that the X;’s are iid normal. This study was extended by Mikosch and Rackauskas
[31] to the case where the underlying distribution is heavy-tailed, and by Kabluchko and Wang [25]
when the underlying distribution has finite moment generating function in a neighborhood of the
origin. Kabluchko [24] generalized the result to the multivariate setting where the variables are
indexed by a multi-dimensional lattice; see also [27, 137]. Proksch et al. [35] studied more general
scanning procedures motivated within the framework of inverse problems.

There is a parallel literature for continuous processes, where one observes instead Xy, t € [0, 1]
(in dimension 1). See, for example, Aldous [1], Qualls and Watanabe [36] and Chan and Lai [g].

1.3 Related work: Lipschitz-1/2 modulus of the uniform empirical process

The results of Mason et al. [30] on the Lipschitz-1/2 modulus of the uniform empirical process,
defined by

Fo(a+h) — Fula) — h
wp sup VAIFa(ath) — Fala) ~ bl 13
0<a<l—ht<h<l Vh

are most closely related to the present results. They proved strong limit theorems for (I3]) with
t = t, — 0 at various rates. We refer to Shorack and Wellner [38, Chapter 14.2] for a review.

1.4 Content

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We state our main results in Section Pl where we
provide asymptotic distributions of some scan statistics and their variants. The proofs are provided
in Section [3



2 Main results

Recall that Uy,...,U, are iid from the uniform distribution on [0, 1], and that Uy < --- < Uy,
denote the order statistics. (Whenever needed, we write Uy =0 and U, 41y = 1.)
2.1 Studentized scan statistics

We derive the asymptotics for (3] before (2) for convenience of the proof. As we did earlier, we
may rewrite ([B) directly in terms of the order statistics, in the form of

My (k1) = O§i<j§HrlfIg(§j—i<lMi’j’ (14)
where .
wy, = 1= 206 = Yw) (15)
VU - -
We will be particularly interested in the following special case
M, = M, (1,n), (16)

which is the analog of (§]). Not surprisingly, the limiting distribution is an extreme value distribu-
tion, specifically, a Gumbel distribution. Indeed, we have the following.

Theorem 1. For any 7 € R,

. 3loglogn T
lim P<S M < 4/21 — = - —7)), 17
s { o s 2¢/2logn + V2 logn} exp( ¢ exp( T)) (17)

_ 8
where ¢ = NG

Similarly, define the opposite one-sided statistics

My (k. 1) = = 0§i<j§nnl:1£§j—i§z M j, (18)

and
M, =M, (1,n). (19)

Finally, define the two-sided statistics
_ + - - o

Mk, 1) = mase (M (), 0My (D)} = max (M), (20)

and
M, := M, (1,n) = max{M; M }. (21)
For these statistics too, the limiting distribution is a Gumbel distribution, but what is surprising
here is that these statistics do not behave the same way as M,". In particular, M, = (1 +

op(1))logn, and therefore dominates M, in the large-sample limit, implying that M, = M, with
probability tending to 1. Indeed, we have the following.

Theorem 2. For any 7 € R,
lim P{M, <logn+ 7} =exp(—exp(l—7)). (22)

n—oo
Moreover,
lim P{M, =M, } =1. (23)

n—oo



2.2 Standardized scan statistics

We also examine the large-sample behavior of standardized scan statistics (2)). Following the same
way as rewriting (3] before. Define

+ ._ .
M (k1) := 0§i<jér713]§<§j_i§le, (24)
where
\/n(Um —Uw)(1=Uy) +Up)
Note that

M, = M, (1,n), (26)

is the analog of ().

The behavior of M turns out to be very different from that of its studentized analog M.
However, we recover a similar behavior if we appropriately bound the length of the scanning interval
from below.

Theorem 3. For any 7 > 0,

nli_}n;()P{ IF < \/g} = exp(—1). (27)

Moreover, for any A > 0, defining k, = [A(logn)3],

. ~ 3loglogn T
lim P< M (k,,n) < /21 — = — —7)), 28
v { n (k) < cen 2v/2logn - V2 logn} exp(—ca exp(=T)) (28)

where ca = [° A1(a)da with Ay(a) = ﬁ exp (%)

Remark 2. Here we choose k,, o (logn)? because we want to examine the behavior of M+ (K, L),
compared to its counterpart M T (K, L) at the most contributed part, which is reflected in the proof
of Theorem [Il For readers who are curious about other choices of k,, we note that M; ; behaves

like subgaussian, or named as “sublogarithmic” in [25]. Roughly speaking, M,! (k,,n) will likely to
take its maximum around the indices i, 7 with small length, that is, when j — 7 is close to k.

Define the standardized analog of (9]

M (ko) = = 0<i<j<nih<j—i<l Mg, (29)
with ) )
M, =M, (1,n), (30)
as well as the analog of (1)
M (k. 1) = masx{ M,S (k, 1), My, (k, 1)}, (31)

with 3 3 o
M, = M,(1,n) = max{M,", M, }. (32)



Theorem 4. We have B
lim P (M, = M) =1 (33)

lim P (Mn < \@) = exp(—1). (34)

Remark 3. While the behavior of the Studentized statistic M;{~ is driven by the smallest intervals,
this is not as much the case for the standardized statistic M,". Indeed, a large value of M’
comes from some n(U;) — U(Z-)) being large compared to j — ¢, however, n(U(j) — Uy;)) being in the

Thus for any T > 0,

denominator defining M, its impact is lessened.

3 Proofs of Main Results

Our proof arguments are based on standard moderate and large deviation results, Kolmogorov’s
theorem, a Poisson approximation [3], as well as some technical results developed by Kabluchko
and Wang [25] in their study of the limiting distribution of the scan statistic in the form of (ITI).
3.1 Preliminaries
Throughout the paper, we assume that { X, k € Z} are iid distributed with the density,

f(@) =1(z < 1)exp(z — 1), (35)

noting that —X; + 1 follows standard exponential distribution. This distribution has zero mean
and unit variance. Define the two-sided partial sums,

k k
Se=>Xi, S;y=0 ST, =-> X, keN (36)
i=1 =1
and
Sy =-S5 (37)
They will play a central role in what follows. Define the normalized increments
St gt
E N
+ — + + ._ ot
Z> (k1) = 1§i<jgrlkagj—igl Z:5s Zy = Z-(1,n). (39)
Let ¢ (t) be the cumulant generating functions of +X respectively. We have
et(t)=t—log(1+t), ift>0. (40)
_ —t —log(1 —t), it0<t<1,
t) = 41
(1) {OO’ > (41)

Also, define I'"(s) and I~ (s) as the respective Legendre-Fenchel transforms (a.k.a., rate functions).
We have

—s —log(1 — ifo0<s<l1
I+(S) — S Og( 3)7 1 O =S 9 (42)
0, if s > 1,



and
I (s) =s—1log(l+s), (43)

with respective Taylor expansions at 0 (as s — 0)
I*(s) = 5*/2+ 5% /34 o(s),
I7(s) =5%/2 — s3/3 4 o(s).

We also prepare several usefull lemmas. The first two lemmas are well-known moderate and
large deviations results [4, 9].

Lemma 1. Let (z) be a sequence satisfying xj, — oo and xp = o(vVk) as k — oo. Then, as

k — oo,
% (G52 ) e ()

Lemma 2. For every k € N and x > 0, we have

P (f/—’% > ;L«> < exp{ —kI* (\%) } (45)

Moreover, for every A < s, where soo = sup{s € R : P(Xy < s) < 1}, there is C4 > 0 such that,
for all k € N and x € (0, AV'k),

()=S0}

The following result is obtained from a simple application of Theorem 2.4 in [34], which provides
an upper bound of the tail distribution of maxj<g<y, S,:: by that of Sf.

Lemma 3. We have
]P){lglkaé( S,fzx}ng’{szx—\Q(n—l)}. (47)

For completeness, we include Lemma 4.4 and 4.5 from [25] below. For integers r > 0 and = < y,
define
']I‘r(x,y)::{(z',j)G]I::E—rﬁiﬁ:n&ndyﬁjﬁy—l—r}. (48)

Lemma 4. Fiz constants B, By > 0. Then for allz € Z, l,r € N and all uw > 0 such that Bil > u?
and r < Bglu_Q, we have

ST —Sf C u?  cud
l =P 2t > < = - - 49
Ol ) (i,je%gc},{xﬂ) /. u> = u P < 2 \/Z>’ “49)

where the constants ¢ and C depend on By and By but do not depend on x, I, v, u.

Lemma 5. Let v, v,, n € N, be measures on [0,00) which are finite on compact intervals. Let G,
G, n € N, be measurable functions on [0,00) which are uniformly bounded on compact intervals.
Assume that

1. v, converges to v weakly on every interval [0,t], t > 0;

2. for v-a.e. s >0, we have lim,_,o Gy (s,) = G(8), for every sequence s, — ;



3. limy 00 f:,?o |Gy |dvy, = 0 uniformly when n > N for some N € N.
Then, lim,_ s fOT Gndv, = fOT Gdv.

We also provide an upper bound of the tail distribution maxi7j€T7,(x,x+l)(S]-_ -S7)/ V1 also,
which is cruder than its counterpart for S,‘: in Lemma @] but shall suffice for our purposes.
Lemma 6. For all x € Z, I,7 € N* and all u > 40 such that | > u?r and r > 10u?, we have

o(l P S 75 <C u’ 50
() = <m<> i —“)— exp(—ﬂ (50)

where the constant C does not depend on x, I, r, u.

Proof. Before we proceed into the proof, one fact about 1~ (s) is

2
I(s) > 1'0313 ,

which can be easily checked. Define V; , := u?— uSl_/\/Z, S,S)_ and S,(é)_ to be two partial sums of
—X; independent of each other and S;”. With translation invariance, we bound Q(I,,u) as follows,

(! P % — 5% >
() = <',je?1r1r1?oxo+z) T u)

ST sPT g >
u

0<s<0.5, (51)

=P max +

<0<k1,k2<r Vi
1)—
< S5y + S0 VE)

0<k1,ka<r \/Z

S TS Vi v
(ﬁ?? Nii —TVW“\D

Slil)_ + 5132)_ r
P(Viu<u VT/Z)+P<0§]1§11,2}32(9 7 >u\/;>,

where we bound these two terms individually. By the assumptions on w,l,r, we have u(l —

\V/r/1)/V1 < 0.5. Thus with @) and (5I)), we have

S, r u(l —+/r/1) u?
P <u? /L P — -] < B ) R Qe AR I —— . (52
(=) =2 (2 2w (Y 2o ()
Now we switch to the second item, with Lemma [3] (@5]) and assumption that r > 10u?, u > 40,
SW= 4 5@ S,
P max uzu\/z <2P max—>u
0<k1,k2<r Vi l 0<k<r /T — 2

§4P<§;>§—vﬁ>

com{r (:229)

2
§C’exp<—%>.



Putting the two terms together, we get the stated bound. O

We now adjust the Lemma [ to suit for proving Theorem [B] in which we need to deal with
. S-St
5= — (53)
Vi—i— (S5 —5])

Define a function

$(r) = ——, w<1, (54)
1—2
and thus we have B
Z5 zZ5
—— :¢<77> (55)
i N\
Since ¢(x) is strictly increasing on (—oo, 1) with range R, we write its inverse function as
1
gt(z) = 5(:17\/ 22 +4—2%), zeR, (56)
which is also strictly increasing. Therefore, Z:r] > u if and only if
25> —i-g [ ——— ). (57)
ij = Nz

This is an important transformation which enables us to deal with Z:rj instead. We compute the
Taylor expansion of I (g*(s)) at s =0,

w

s s
My @) =5 -5+ O(s"). (58)
We have

Lemma 7. Fiz constants By, By > 0. Then for allz € Z, I,7 € N and all u > 0 such that Bil > u?
and r < Bolu™2, we have

5 C u?  cu?
lyr,u) =P max ZF >u) < Zex ___|__>7 59

< ) <(z',j)eﬂrr(x,x+z) “ ) = P ( 2 Vi (59)
where the constants ¢,C > 0 depend on By and Bs but do not depend on x,l,r, u.

Proof. By the transformation (57)), translation invariance and the fact that g*(z)/x? is strictly
decreasing,

I,r,u) =P Z+ > 60
Q) <(i7j;a§%§07l) w u> (©0)
_ W+ | @+ _ ot u + s

P[0<E%<r{5’“ + 8, —(+ki+k)-g ( l+k1+k2>}+sl _0] (61)
L+ (2)+ +( Y +
< —1. —_ >
<P |:0<I]g113§2(<7" {Skl + Sk, } l-g <\/Z> + S > O] , (62)

where Sﬁ”, Sg” are two partial sums of X; independent of each other and Sl+ . Define

Vi = (- i) (63)

N
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Thus N N
S l- S l S
l _ / _ﬂ,¢<71>:u_@7 (64)
NI i 1— S/ u
which gives
— Viu/u
St=1.g4* <“ u ) 65
Therefore,
Q(l,r,u) (66)
max 4 SWT L@ gt (D) 1 gt ViU S gy < (67)
Lok s k1 2 Vi Vi =5 T =
(1)+ 2)+ u + (U~ W,u/u > ]
P m{s A B ) R G ELTET B
= ]P)(W u < O (69)
(2)+ v . qT u— Vlvu/u > |
#8 [ {7l -t () e () 20tz o]
= Fa0)+ [ Gura(s)Fi (o) @
0
where the last equality is obtained by conditioning on V;, = s, which is independent of S&H,

S ,(;)Jr. Fy ., therein is the probability distribution of V;, and
— 1)+ (2)
Giru(s) =P |:0<Ilg11?i€}2(<7“ {Skl + Sk,

so that v — s/u € [u/4,u]. Applying (6,

o) =

- {\/—
o
e[|

Ji-st U

<

<

:|Q Q

S, >u—£>

o (54)

=) o
)]

ot ()

which is decreasing. To obtain an upper bound for Q(I,r,u), first we bound Fj ,(s) for s € [0

where the last inequality follows from the fact that when 0 < x < 1,

- ()

we have

T(s)),

Fru(s) <

By Taylor expansion of I* (g

< exp(—
U

o4

>1
5"

K

+%’>

=)

(-2

)1

1]

(72)
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It is however easy to see that this inequality continues to hold for s > %uz. Indeed, if ¢ is sufficiently

small, then the assumption Byl > u? implies that cu®/ Vi< u? /8. Hence, when s > %uQ, the above
inequality becomes

Fin(s) < e (). (74)

If C is sufficiently large, the right-hand side of previous inequality is greater than 1 and hence the
inequality trivially holds. We bound G, (s) for s > 0,

2 2
Glru(s) < ]P’{ max ST 4 50T 2 <u _ f) s S S}
u u u

0<ky,ka<r

2
<2P 11[1ax5+>i u—f —1-41—f
0<k<r 4u u 2

S S
< 2P St~ i-2\,
< {m AL 2}

Applying the Lemma [3] to the above equation we obtain
Gl7r7u(3) S 4P (Sj > Zi\/z _ g _ @)
U

<“M$'MWJ2}‘ﬁ>

< 4exp{ —7‘]+< \_/7_}/5>}

In the second inequality, we used the assumption 7 < Bslu~2. By noticing the fact that 17 (s) >
52 /2, we have

Glruls) < Ce™. (75)

Strictly speaking, this is valid only as long as cs > 1/2, however, we can choose the constant C' so

large that ([75]) continues to hold in the case cs < v/2. To obtain (59), by (1), (73), (T5), it is clear
that

Q(lru <Eu +ZGlru Euk+1)

C k2 k u?  cud
(1 c _ 2 L=
u( +kzzoe e>exp< 2+\/Z

IN

< o exp > T )
O
3.2 Proof of Theorem [I] and Theorem
The roadmap of our proof. We know that (U(l), U@y U(n)) has the same distribution as
Y] Y1+ Y. Y
< +11 ! j;l 2 s Z’%ﬁ), where Y1,...,Y, 1 are iid exponential. (76)
DD AD IS A DA 7
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In particular, Y; can be set as 1 — X;. We use this fact, together with a comparison of Z?:Jrll Y,
with its mean using a central limit theorem, to deal with the dependency among order statistics
above, effectively reducing the problem to partial sums of iid random variables. We then divide the
intervals into smaller intervals, which end up contributing the most to the maximum, and larger
intervals, whose contribution we show to be negligible. Although U;) and Y; may be defined on
different probability spaces with different probability measure, we may switch between them when
there is no confusion. Because we only prove convergence in distribution, from now on, we put

Uy = S Y/ S Y; throughout the proof.

3.2.1 Proof of (I7)

We study the asymptotic behavior of the statistic based on different regions of j —i. For b > 0,
define the event

J—i—nlUy —Up) _ b}

" (p) =
30= YCEDIEES

where

Under this notation, we have

Define

—3logl 2
un (1) = <1+ Sloglogn + 7—>\/210gn. (79)

4logn

Throughout the proof, we abbreviate u,(7) as w, with 7 fixed. With this choice, we have u,, ~

v2logn.

Step 1: Upper bound For the upper bound, it suffices to focus on the optimal range so that
the maximum is achieved. This turns out to be at j — i o< (logn)3, as discussed below.
Define the events

Q= {1S54] < (loglog n)v/n}. (80)

By the central limit theorem,
P(Q,) -1 as n — oc. (81)
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When j log n log logn?

Aﬂ*(un)
C 05 | {n A7 (un)}
j—i—8ST+S i—i
_oc j i s J Tt Unon
Q"U<Qnﬂ{ n+l1-St, — n \/ﬁww}>
—14 S5 U
c +_ gt _ ntl n n
carlJ ({8 - 88 < G- 1 Zegur 1 - 57l })
. loglogn
[< + + n
cQ U{SJ S7<(j—1) NG \/—(n+1+(10g10g")\/_)wi,j}
e . _ (loglogn) — ' (loglogn)y/n + 1 _J
_QnU{ngi\/ﬁ Vi—1t+uy <1+ - 1

n
log1 log1 1
cas| |z < flolosn (14 Qoslosmlviny
J logn n

c 05| {1z < un(r +e)},

for any fixed € > 0 provided that n is large enough. To deal with the standardized sums Z:j, we
need Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 in [25]. Because X; < 1, it belongs to the superlogarithm
family defined in [25]. Applying Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 in [25], we obtain

8
+ —T
nh_)H;OIP){Z <u,} = exp{ Qﬁe }, (82)
and
lim liminf P{Z; = Z (A" (logn)3, A(logn)*)} = 1. (83)

A—oc0 n—00

By (m, (@D and the fact that (log n)3 < m,

limsup P(M;F < uy,)

n—o0
= limsupP { n)}
n—eo 0<i<j<n
<limsupP A" (un (7 +€)) ¢ + limsup P(QS)
1,] n
n—o0 n—oo

0<Z<'7<n '] Z< log nlog logn

<li P n li P(QS
< limsup { ( ’1ognloglogn> <u (T+€)}+ im sup P((2)

:eXp{ N }

As £ > 0 is arbitrary we get

8
1171Ln_>s()1ip P(M; < uy,) < hn%)exp{ 9\8/%6_7—_5} = exp{ — gﬁe_T}' (84)
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Step 2: Lower bound Define

n nloglogn
n — ) Kn = .
log n(loglogn) logn (85)

We establish the lower bound by dividing the range of j — i into five regions:
Ry = [1,u}), Ry = [up, kn),
Ry = [kn, Kn), Ry = [Kp,n — Ky),
R5 = [n - Kn,n).

e For Ri, note that

Sy <0 (86)

is equivalent to

e Un
Jmr= 14+u2/n (87)

Since u} < n, 4,7 only take value in integers, it is further equivalent to j —i < u2 when n is large
enough, which is exactly R;. Therefore, when n is large enough,

AT (un) = Q, (88)
for any (i, j) satisfying j — i € Ry so that
N Afw) =2 (89)
0<i<j<n:j—i€Ry
e For Rs, following the same argument that was used to prove the upper bound, it can be shown

that .
sl n+ —T
h{glonofIP’{ m Al (un)} > exp{ - me } (90)

0<i<j<n:j—i€Rg
e Turning to R3, we shall show that

Strk — S
7 n 1 <

and then use this fact to prove that the maximum of M;rj over Rjs is ignorable. First we bound
maxo<i<n—k, (S5, —S; ). Define

Ky,

loglog n)?

and introduce a positive sequence &, such that ¢, < &, < k,. Consider the following two-
dimensional grid with mesh size g,:

TIn ={(z,y) € @Z?:x € [—€n,n + €],y — x € [0.9k, — €, 1.1k, + €,]}. (93)

By the union bound,

P{Z;}(0.9k,,1.1k,) > loglogn} < Z ]P’{ max Z;rj > loglogn}. (94)
wyreg, © DT (@)
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Note that the cardinality of 7, satisfies
(1.1 — 0.9)nk,
(qn)?

By the translation invariance property of T, (x,y) and Lemma E] taking | = y — x, r = ¢, and
u = loglogn for large enough n (and thus satisfying the conditions in Lemma []) temporarily, we
have

| Tn| ~ = 0.2(log log n)® log n. (95)

log 1 2
P {Z;{(O.Qk:n, 1.1k,) > loglogn} < C|TJ,| exp{ - (og#n)} — 0,

where C' > 0 is a constant. Since
St - ST
il S R ad (1) )
Oﬁgggkn Vkn < Z,(0.9k,, 1.1k,,), (96)

it follows that
e S
: _MRe Y =0.
h;I@n—i%p P < pmax, Vo log log n> 0 (97)

We may now prove the ignorability of maximum of Mf] when taking values on R3. Define

Sl =5,
1+ 7
= —— < .
Qip, { ogliqgl%}ikn e log log n} (98)

By @), P(Q1,) — 1 as n — oo. For j —i € Ra,
n+
Ai,j ()

St—1
St — 5t < (5 — )t + ﬂ(n+ 1- Sn+1)w§fj}

I ’ n vn
Un

{ =
. .loglogn Uy, .
Qﬂnﬂﬂlnﬂ{Sj—Sﬁkn < —(j—1) o \/k‘nloglogn+—(n+1—loglogn\/ﬁ)wi,j}

(2

N
Sf = S, S U =)= — =S5, + 57+ = +1- S:H)wzj}

vn

kn, vn

St s+ log 1 log log n)?
S B . M 1+_k" up - (1= 08081 ) _ M—loglogn
Vn

logn

logn
S+ +

t_ g
J it+kn

where the last line follows by noting that &, /K, = 1/(loglogn)?. Thus
M AT (un)
0<i<j<n: kn+1<j—i<Kn
S-St
0 ()00 I R < (log 1
- ﬂ ' ﬂ{0<i<j<n: bl <j—i<Kn Vi—ti—kn un(log Ogn)}
St — gt
N A
> m P m { 0<i<jens j—i<Kn Vi—i ~ n(log log n)},



16

and recall that u,(-) is a function. Since (logn)® < K,,, (82) and (83)) together imply that

llmlan{M+ (kn +1, K, )<Un(7')}

n—oo

. . _l’_
> lﬂgfp [Qn ﬂ iy ﬂ{Zn (17Kn) < Un(log log ’I’L)}:|

> liminf P [Qn () Qw25 (1, K,) < un(f/)}] = exp ( - %W’),

for any 7,7’. We now take 7/ — oo, yielding

n—00 ' =00

lim inf P { M, (k, + 1, K,) < up(7)} = liminf exp < gj%e_Tl> =1 (99)

e Next we apply the Kolmogorov’s Theorem to deal with R4. Define the centered order statistics

Vo) =V~ 571 (100)
Note that when n is large enough,
An+ ) Ui , J—i Un o
(u { @Yo Ty T et
_ J—
- {ﬁ ~00)2 iy~ el
{\/ﬁ U(Z)Z —0.9upw ”}
{0 Yunwi; > /Uy — Uyy) > —O.Qunwzj}
{2\/_max{|U(2 AU [} < 0.9upw} }
For (i,j) such that j —i € Ry, w}; is minimized at either j —i = % or n — %
Consequently,
n 0. 9un . n
o ﬂ , Aij(un) 2 {\/_&lfixn{w(l = 0<i<iondicRa wi’j}
0<i<j<n:j—i€Ry
0. 9un log logn loglogn
= 1— =571
{\/_121522{'%’ b= \/ logn < logn
The Kolmogorov’s Theorem states that for any y > 0,
lim P (f max Uil < y> K(y)=1-2¢2" 4273 — ... (101)

In particular, (v/nmaxj<;<p |U(Z-)|) is tight. Therefore, by the fact that

Yuy [log] log]
0.9u \/ogogn<1_w>x log log n — o0, (102)

2 logn logn
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we obtain
lim ]P’{ N A;jj(un)} =1. (103)
0<i<j<n:j—i€Ry

e For Rjs, define j/ = n — j and U(/j’+1) =1 —Upngi—j—1) = 1 = Ug;). A simple change of indices
gives

i (U — Uz
M’f—Li—(n - Kn, n) = O<max< J ¢ n( (J) ( ))
1<j<n . | s
S S (TR IE

nU(,j’-i-l) — (]l + 1) + nU(Z-) — 1

< max

i >0 . . S
Y O o
Lol nU(/j)—j—i—nU(i)—z’ Lol
<1 .
=S vivi
1<i+j<Kn

where the last inequality holds when n is large enough since K,, < n. Now, by the above statements,
to prove
limsup P(M,F (n — K,,n) > u,) =0, (104)

n—oo

it suffices to prove

nU(Z-)—Z'—l—nU(’.)—j
li P J > /19logn | = 0. 105
mowe (myy e > VivTorn) (105

1<itj<Kn

Assuming 0/0 = 0, observe that

nU(i) —1 +nU(’.) -3
P J > /191
1720 Vit - o n)
1<i+j<Kn

=P max ' +

1,0 < Vit \/m >
)

1<i+j<Kn

max
1,720
1<i+j<Kn

IN
=~
——

<”U<z'> —i U~
i T

nUg) — i Ui —
> /1.
P (021%}% i + O%agxn i > +/19logn

§2]P’< nU(i)—z>\/W>

IN

max

0<i<n i 2
Uiy — 1 V1.
§2]P’<max i OB > 1910gn>‘
0<i<n /i(1 —i/n) 2

However, Eicker [13] showed that

max 7_ ~ y/2loglogn, (106)
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which finishes the proof for Rs.
e Now combining all the results gives the lower bound, which, together with the upper bound,
establishes the proof of Theorem [I1 O

3.2.2 Proof of (22)

In what follows, we let
Uy, = Up(T) :=logn + T, (107)

with 7 fixed. Define

. n(Ugy — Ugy) — (5 — 1) J—i  un
APy (un) = { 7 — T < “n} = {U(J) U < n + Nk
VU - -
where w;'; is defined in (77), and note that
My <uw}= () Al (un). (108)
0<i<j<n

Step 1: Upper bound For the upper bound, again, we only consider a particular order of

magnitude for the length, the one that contributes the most to the maximum. When j—i < %,

ST -85 j— 1 loglogn
| J92 T < R B -1
c Q {\/ﬁ < (loglogn) - + up, <+ T )}

c QHU{% < un(r+s)}=

for any € > 0, where 2, is given in (80). By (BI)), it suffices to consider the second event on
the RHS. Applying Theorem 1.7 in [25], the limiting distribution of Z, is the same as that of
maxj<;<n(—X;). By the independence of {X;}, we obtain

lim P(Z, <wu,)= lim P{max (—X;) < wu,} =exp{—exp(l —7)}. (109)

n—o00 n—o00 1<i<n

Therefore, taking € — 0,

limsupP(M,, < u,) =lim sup]P’{ ﬂ Al (un)}

n—oo

< limsupP m Al (Un)} +P(8)

0§i<j§n:j—i§—rn(ll‘;§ ‘;)g n

< limsupexp{—exp(l —7—¢)}
e—0

=exp{—exp(l —1)}.
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Step 2: Lower bound As in the proof of (), we divide the range of j—i into several subintervals.
Similar to the upper bound case,

log1
nli_)H;O]P {Mn_ <1, %) < un} =exp{—exp(l —1)}. (110)

With the same argument that was used to prove (I03]), we obtain

lim ]P’{ N A;f;(un)} =1. (111)

" log 1. log 1
.. .nloglogn . - __nloglogn
0 S Hog o SIS
The case where j —i >n — —Tn(ll(;i l;z)g" can be treated similarly to proving the region Rj in the proof

of Theorem [I], even easier since now u,, ~ logn (and details are omitted).

3.2.3 Proof of (23)

This follows directly from (IT), where we learn that M} <p /logn, and [22), which states that
M, =<p logn (here A, <p B, means A, = O(B,,) and B, = O(A,)). Combining them implies

n
that M,; >p M, , and therefore M,, = max(M,, , M;") = M,  with probability tending to 1 as n
increases.
3.3 Proof of Theorem [3]
3.3.1 Proof of (27)
We first derive the asymptotic distribution of

M*(1,2) = max "y ~ Vo) (112)

0<i<n—1 \/H(U(z‘+1) = Upuy)(1 = UGy + Ugy)

which is exactly the same as that of (27)) and then show that M (2,n) <p v/n. These together
imply (27). To get the asymptotic distribution of M, (1,2), note that

. 1
M (1,2) < max (113)

and M (1,2) > max (114)
0<i<n-—1 \/n(U(z-‘rl) _ U(z))
where both upper and lower bounds are functions of
T .= OSIZ'I%IS—l(U(i-H) - U(z)) (115)
Therefore it suffices to work on T instead. It is easy to see that 7' < 1/n. By symmetry,
P(T>t)=n!P(T >t,Uy <Uy<--- <Up,). (116)

Define the subset

Ap={(ug,...,up) €0,1]" s u; +t < wiy1,i=0,1,...,n— 1}, (117)



where ug = 0. Then,
{(Ulu"' 7Un) € At} = {thaUl S U2 S S Un}7

and hence
P(T > t, Ul < U2 <-.- < Un) = )\n(At)a

where A, is the Lebesgue measure on R™. Define a mapping
h: A — QC0,1—nt]", h(up,ug, - ,u,) = (ug —t,us — 2t,uy

where

Q:={(W1s--syn) 1 ¥i <Yir1,V1<i<n—1}N[0,1—nt]"
It is easy to verify that h is a volume-preserving bijection. Hence
(1 —nt)™

P(T > 4,0 SUp < -+ S Un) = AnlAr) = Mn(Q) = ——,

Therefore, we have

for 0 <t <1/n. Forany 0 <t <1/n,

P{o<?§£—1( )~ Uay) 2 t} (1= nt)",
Which lmpheS

lim IP{ min  (Ugy1) — Ug)) 2

n—00 0<i<n—1 n

This, together with (I13]) and (II4)), implies

lim P (M,f(l, 1)< \/9 = exp(—71).

—nt),
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(118)

(119)

(120)

(121)

(122)

(123)

(124)

(125)

(126)

It remains to show that M (2,n) <p /n. We will divide it into M (2, (logn)?), M ((logn)?,n—

(logn)?) and M, (n — (logn)?,n). When 2 < j —i < (logn)?, note that

j—i '
1= Uy —Up) =1- = Uy —Up)

n+1
2
>1- (log n) —2 max |Uy|
n+1 1<i<n
=1+0p(1/v/n)

> 0.5,

(127)

(128)

where the last inequality holds on a sequence of events with probability tending to one, by Kol-
mogorov’s Theorem mentioned in the proof of Theorem [I] when n is large enough. Meanwhile,

j—i—nUy Uy I 77" msn U157 +57)

Wy ~Vo)  \fris Ui S48

= (14 0p(1/v/n))Zi j + Op(1/v/n)
<1.01Z;; + 0.01,

(129)
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on the sequence of events €, defined in (8I]). With these results, the union bound, (#5) and the
fact that I (s) = —s —log(1 — s) on [0,1), for any € > 0,

P(M; (2, (logn)?) > ey/n)
< P(Z;(2, (logn)?) > 0.9ev/n) + P(QS)

< Z ]P’(Z;Fj > 0.9ey/n) + P(Q)
0<i<j<n:2<j—i<(logn)?

<n 3 p(Ee z0sevm R

2<k<(logn)?2  “\/k — S}

<n > 2exp [— /<;I+{g+ <%H } +P(Q7)

2<k<(logn)
<n Z exp [k:ng <0’96\/ﬁ> + klog {1 —g" <0’96\/ﬁ> H + P(Q).
2<k< 2 vk vk
<k<(logn)

As a — 00, 0.9e\/n/vVk — oo and gt (a) 1 1. In addition,

2 _ 2 _
1_g+(a):1_w:1_ 2a — a’+4 a_ 4 . (130)
2 Va2+4d+a Va®+4d+a  (Va®+4+a)?
Note that 0.9 4 ]
< 131
@S Vv itap @ s
when a is large enough. Therefore, when n is sufficiently large,
4 2 0.9en
P(M, (2,(logn)®) > ey/n) <n > exp{k—klog ;
2<k<(logn)?
<n Z exp(—0.9k log n)
2<k<(logn)?
<n Z exp(—1.8logn) — 0,
2<k<(logn)?
where the last inequality uses that k > 2.
When (logn)? < j —i <n — (logn)?, by Theorem [[l and Theorem B we have
j—1 1.0llogn
Up—Up=——+ N (132)
j—1 1.0llogn
1-— (U(j) - U(z)) >1- n - \/ﬁ wi,j, (133)
j—1 1.0llogn
Uy —Up 2= —— N (134)
and j—1¢  1.011
1= (U —Up) < 1- 22 4 0800 (135)

n vn
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with probability tending to one. Together, (I32)) and (I34]) lead to

(U — Ua)
j—i

uniformly in (7, 5) satisfying j —i > (logn)?. (I33) and (I35) imply

' _ 0p(1), (136)

'1 - _(U<fj )__Z-)(jﬁ,?) — 0p(1). (137)
These, combined with the definitions of Mf and M, imply
MF{(ogn)%,n — (logn)?} <p M {(logn)? n — (logn)?}. (138)
By Theorem [I] it follows that for any & > 0,
lim P[M,{(logn)?,n — (logn)?} > ey/n] = 0. (139)

n—oo

Finally, when n—(logn)? < j—i < n, define j' = n—j and thus U(’j,+1) =1-Upii—j—1y) = 1=U().
A simple change of indices gives

M, (n — (logn)®,n)

— ax J—i—nlUy —Up)
0<i<yi<n
e (lonmP<]i<n \/ n(Ugy = Uw)(1 = Uy = Uw))
) —(j'+1)—|—nU(2-) —1
= max

U 41
220 UG + Ul (1= Ugy = Uy )

= max v ) + Op(1).

i,j>0 , o
1§i+j]§(logn)2 \/n(U(,) T U(,j))(1 Ui U(/j))

Notice that when 4,7 > 0 and 1 < i+ j < (logn)?,

!/
L=V = Upy > 1-2, e Uy > 05, o

with probability tending to one, which can be seen by a simple application of Kolmogorov’s Theo-
rem. By a similar speech when proving Rj in the proof of Theorem [I],

nU(i) — i+ nU(’j) -7
P max / — >cvn (141)
reiei e MUy + UG = Uiy = Ufy)
’I’LU(Z) — i+ nU(’]) - ]
<P max , > 0.5ev/n (142)
1§i+j7]§7(10gn)2 n(U(Z) T U(J))
<2P —Y __ >0.25 143
B <0s§%}§n)2 VU 6\/5> (143)
Uy — i
<2p < max el U B 0.255\/ﬁ> (144)
0<i<(logn)? nU (1= Ug)
— 0, (145)

where the last line again follows from Eicker [13]. These eventually establish the proof of ([21]).
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3.3.2 Proof of (28)

The roadmap of our proof.
To derive the asymptotic distribution, we first focus on the most contributed part, i.e., those
with length j —i =1, ~ alog®n for a > 0. Define

—3logl 2
Up = Up(T) := \/210gn<1 + Oi12§z+ T). (146)

For any two constants 0 < A; < Ay < 0o, define I = A;log®n and I} = Aslog® n. We prove
Ao

n n»’'n
n—oo

lim P{M," (I, 7)) < u,} = exp{ —e 7 Al(a)da}. (147)

Aq

It turns out that to prove (I47]), within that region, it suffices to focus on

. S-St
Z5 = J - : (148)
Vi—i— (S5 —5])
instead, up to restricting on subset 2, defined in (8I]). Write
o+ _ o+
Zy(k D)= max . Zij (149)
and 3 3
Z+ = Z+(1,n). (150)

We will use Lemma [l to show that

0vim®( w25z w) ~mofiem(2)] (151)
%)

€T g, (z,x+1n) a

where B > 1 is an integer and the quantities P,(0), H(x), ¢, will be specified later. Next, with a
domain J,(z) (to be specified) larger than Tp,,, we will show that

IP’< max Z;. > un> ~e T— Ai(a)da, (152)
(i.5)€n(z) noJa

which no longer depends on B, with Aj(a) defined in the theorem part. This enables us to apply
Poisson limit theorem in [3] to get

- Az
li_)rn P{ZF(, 1) <up} = exp{ —e 7

n»’n

Al(a)da}. (153)

Aq

The final step will be showing that the region beyond As(logn)? is negligible, that is,

lim sup lim sup P{M," (I}, n) > u,} = 0. (154)

As—o00  M—00

Therefore setting A1 = A and letting As — oo yield ([28).
We first argue why we can focus on (53) instead when j — i =< log®n. Note that (I28)) and (I29)
continue to hold when j — i < (logn)3. Hence,

M (5, 00) = {1+ Op(L/VR)}Y 2, (1, 1) + Op(1/v/n), (155)
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which implies

P{ZS (I, 1) < un(r — )} SP{M; (I 1) < un(1)} S P{ZF( 1) < unlT +2)},

n»'n n»r’'n n»’'n

for any ¢ > 0. If we had established (I53]), taking ¢ — 0 would yield (I47). Now we turn to the
mainstream of the proof.

Proor or (I5I]). We will prove this following a similar strategy as in Kabluchko and Wang [25].
Necessary adjustments are still needed since Kabluchko and Wang [25] focused on Z;r] while we
are dealing with Z:rj We will present the parts that need to be adjusted and refer to their results

when nothing needs to be changed.
First we work on Q,,. For any 7 € R and a > 0, let I,, = a(logn)® and define

S s
P,(s)=P| —=—>u,— — ). (156)
Iy — Slt Un
Define /
Up — S/U
b, = ——L=, 157
Vi (157)

for ease of notation. Since u? o v/I,, and b, ~ +/2/a/logn — 0, for fixed s > 0 with sufficiently
large n, with the transformation (57), Lemma [Il and Taylor’s expansion

Po(s) = P{j—;i > Vg (0

1 (un, — S/Un)2 21 (g7 (bn))
’“mune"p{‘ 2 0 }

_ \/%un eXp{ — {un = 5/un)” _;/“")2 <1 - %bn> + 0(1)}

1 oo+ a1/ e " logn.
2/ n

Recall that T, (z,y) is defined in (@8). Define ¢, = (logn)?. By the same techniques in the proof
of Lemma [7] we have

Q, =P ( max ZZ >
(4,)€T Bgy, (z,2+1n) "

it (5500w () 0
( 7-7 eTB(I'n (ZB :E-I—ln j -1
)+

_ )+ 4 g n .
P[0<k3}£)<(3qn {S + S = (ln+ k1 + k2)g <ln+k1+k2>}+sl” _0}

0){1 +/0°° Gn(s)dun(s)},

where P,(s) defined in (I56]) is actually the probability distribution of V
Therein

(158)

defined in (G3)).

n,Un >

o W+ |, «@+ +(_Un
Gale) =E [ogkﬂ?}émn {Skl O kit kg <m> }

g 7“"_8/“">>0],
R e E
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and
vn(+) i= Po(+)/ Pn(0). (159)

It is immediate that the first and second conditions in Lemma [B hold by directly mimicking the
details in the proof of Lemma 4.3 in [25], that is, for any fixed s > 0 and any sequence s,, — s,

li_)m Gn(sp) =P(My + M > s), (160)
and Po(s)
. n\S) _ s
i v (0.5) = Jim = e (161)

M7 and M,y are independent copies with the same distribution as

M= sup {V2W(t)—t}, (162)
t€[0,a=1 B|

where W(t) is a standard Brownian motion (similar but more detailed arguments can be found
in the proof of lemma 4.3 in [24]). To verify the third condition in Lemma [, we need to bound
the integral [~ Gn(s)dvy(s) from above. This can be immediately completed by using Lemma [71
Hence applying Lemma [ completes the proof of (I51]), where

H(z) :=E{ sup eﬂw(t)_t}, x>0, (163)
te(0,z]

therein.
PrOOF OF (I52). Define w, = (logn). For z € Z, define
In(z) ={(,5) €Tl:2<i < z+wy,j—i€[l,, ]} (164)

To derive the rate of P(max(; ey, (») Z;rj > uy,), by translation invariance we may take z = 0. Let
Sn be a real sequence satisfying 6, = o(w,) and ¢, = 0o(d,), e.g. 8, = (logn)*3. For B € N, we
introduce the following two-dimensional discrete grids with mesh size Bg,:

jn(B) = {(x,y) € BanZo X B2 : T € [_5nywn + 5n]yy — T € [lr_z - 5n7lr—|z— + 5n]}7 (165)
jT/L(B) = {(‘Tay) € BqnZ x BqnZ : x € [6nawn - 5n]7y — € [lr_z + 57171: - 571]} (166)
By Bonferroni inequality,
S/ (B) - S!(B) <P < max  Z; > un> < S,.(B), (167)
(i.5)€In(0) "7
where
S, (B) = P max  Z. > un> 168
(B) 2 <(z’,j>eﬂqun @y) (168)
(z,9)E€ETn(B)
S!(B) = P < max  Z > un> 169
( ) ZI (,3)ET gy, (7,y) I ( )
(z,y)eTdy(B)
and

Sy (B) = P ( max Z5 > up, max Zr > un>7 170
) (z1 yl)z(:wz y2) (i.5)€T By (x1,51) (i.7)€T By (x2,y2) (170)
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where the summation is taken over (x1,y1) # (z2,y2) € J,.(B). As long as we can show

Ao
lim limsup nw, 'S, (B) < e_T/ Ai(a)da, (171)

B—oo n—o0 A

Ao
lim liminf nw, 'S/ (B) > e " Ai(a)da, (172)

B—oo n—oo Ay

and

lim limsup nw, 'S (B) = 0, (173)

B—oo pn—ooo

([I52) will follow immediately. The proof of (I72]) is almost identical to that of (I7I]), so we only
focus on proving (I'71]) based on the dominated convergence theorem. Define

L,(B) = BgnZ N [l — 6, I + 84, (174)

such that |£,(B)| ~ (A2 — A1)(logn)/B. Since the probability on the right-hand side of (IGS])
depends only on [ := y — x, by translation invariance we have

S,(B) < P max  Z.. >, . 175
() Ban leﬁzn%B) (1.)€TBqg, (0.0) "7 (175)

Next we apply (I5I) to bound each probability with I fixed and replace (Bg,)™* Y e L (B) by an
integral as n — oco. By (I51]) and (I58)),

n ~ 1 va_—1/2_ B
A = P 7 >, — ¢3¢ 14+ H? (=), 176
5(@) logn ((i,j)eTBfﬁéfzn,Bm» g = ) - 2ﬁe ’ { " <a>} (176)

as n — 0o, where

ln,B(a) = max{l € Bg,Z : 1 < aw,}. (177)

The function A\, p(a) takes constant values on sub-intervals with widths Bg,/w, = B/logn. It
follows that
W, + 577/ Z B)\n7B(a) . Wy, + 577/ /A2+i§:

B2n locn  B2?n _ 26
leLnB) OB A—n

Sp(B) <

An,B(a)da. (178)

From Lemma [, we can upper bound the integrand A, p(a) by an integrable function that is
independent of n. Therefore, applying Fatou’s lemma on lim sup gives

A2 20 B
lim sup nw,, 'S, (B) < e_T/ a 12((1) {1 + H? <—> }da. (179)
n—00 A B a

This result holds for any B € N. Note that limp_,., H(B)/B = 1. Letting B — oo, we arrive at
(@7I.

To prove (T3], we bound S//(B) by similar quantities of Z;rj, which allows us to use results in
Kabluchko and Wang [25] immediately. For any interval (z,y) define the event

E,(x,y) = max Z-"'->un. 180
(@) {(aa’)eﬂrfaqn(x,y) w } (180)



Note that
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When y — x o< (logn)3, u,/(y — x) < 1/(logn),

1
25( :132—1—4—:17)21—g, when x — 0.

_ + + _ +
En(rc,y)—{Oqfllgngn{Ssz Si, — x+ll+lz)g<

+ +
C Sy+l2 B S:L‘ l1

v

y—xz+10h +1o

N

)
QVy—xz+0hL+1

max Z+ >un(7'—01)}
7.7 e’]TBqn

7.7 e’]TBqn

C

Lot
(e hzucis
L

Therefore,

P{E, (i1, j1) N En(ia, j2)}

<P max Z4 > u,(r—0.1 } { max Z+ > up,
H (i.9) i) ( ) ﬂ (i-4) i2,j2)

€T gy, (41,41) €T g, (12,52)

> —x+ 1+l
o<t B Vg —a T o VYT TR <\/ —x+ll+12>}

o

27

(181)

This allows us to work on Z; +» instead. Directly applying Lemma 4.12, Lemma 4.14, Lemma 4.15

and Lemma 4.16 in [25] ylelds @3.

Proor or ([I53]). We will temporarily adopt the notations in Arratia et al. [3]. Define

I ={a eN:aw, <n},
which implies |I| < n/w,. For any « € I, define

Xo=1 max Z*-zun ,
{(ivj)eﬂn(awn) e J

Pa = P(Xa)7

and
By ={B€I:](8—a)w,| <L} +w,}.

Hence |B,| < Az + 1. To apply Theorem 1 in [3], we need to show that

bri=_ > paps

a€el BEBy

by = Z Z Pag, Where pog = E(X,X3),

a€el a#BEBa

and

I /
ji= D s

ael

therein vanish as n — oo, where

s ::E‘E(Xa—pa(

> Xﬁ)

Bel—Bq ‘

(182)

(183)

(184)

(185)

(186)

(187)

(188)

(189)
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By the definition of B,, X, — po and Zﬁel—Ba X3 are independent. Hence s), = 0, so is b5. It
follows from (I52]) that

by ~ 11| Balpops -+ 0. (190)
With slight modification on (I52]),

~ 2wy, Az
P ( max Z;rj > un> ~e T— Ai(a)da. (191)
(i,j)EJn(awn)UJn(ﬁwn) ’ n Ay
This, together with (I52]), implies
ag = P max Z+ > Uy, max Z+ > un> = o(ﬂ) 192
Pad <(i7j>eﬂn<awn> = el (Bun) n (192
Thus,
by < |I||Bo| max pas — 0. (193)
aFp
Now, by Theorem 1 in [3],
lim ]P’{Z*(n, [y) < un} = lim ]P’<ZXQ—0> (194)
acl
where
Az
A= Zpa —e 7 Aq(a)da. (195)
acl A1
Therefore,
~ A2
li_)m P{M, (I, l}) <up} = exp ( —e 7 Ay (a)da), (196)
n—oo Al

by the statement in the beginning of our proof.

PrROOF OF (I54)). Divide (I}, n] into (I}, (logn)?], ((log n)*, n—(logn)?] and (n—(logn)*,n]. Within
the first region, for any k € N, any pair (4, j) with length 2*(logn)? < j —i < 2**1(logn)? can be
covered by the union of at most 27%n/logn disjoint discrete squares of the form Tor (10g n)2 (x,z+

1— (Uy) — Ugy) = 1—1.1(logn)*/n, (197)

with probability tending to one. With these facts, by the union bound and Lemma [7]

P{M,} (i}, (logn)*) = un}

<P M7T (2% 3 ok+1(] 3) > u,
< {k:log2 g T oy (2%(log n)”, 2" (logn)®) > u
<P 7T (91 3 ok+1(] 3) S (r—01
< {kilongﬁ%Ogﬂbgn) T(2%(logn)”, (logn)3) > up (1 —0.1)
n
: > { 0, 2% = un(r = 0. 1>} +P(Q5)
k>lo§g:AQ logn (i’j)eTQk(logn)2(0’2k+1(10gn) ) I

<C > 24P

k>log, A2

Taking lim sup,,_,., and letting Ay — oo gives the desired result.
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In the meantime, on ((logn)*,n — (logn)4], a finer examination of (I32)) and (I34) yields

n(Ugy) —Uw) 1
J—1i Op logn (198)
(I33) and (I35) imply
1 — Uy —Ugi) 1
‘ 1—(j—1i)/n Op logn (199)

Therefore,
P{M, ((logn)*,n — (logn)*) > u,} <P{M, (I}, (logn)*) > up(r — 0.1)} =0,

by Theorem [l
The proof of the region (n — (logn)*,n] is immediate by following the proof for (I45]), which we
omit here. O

3.4 Proof of Theorem [4

Define

7 % 5% (200)

Y i—isy s

and )

g (a):=5(a a2 +4 +d?). (201)

(g (s)) = 5%/2. (202)

The theorem follows immediately after showing that

limsup P(M,; > ey/n) = 0, (203)

n—o0

for any € > 0. This can be proved similarly by dividing the regions, transforming the statistic ]\NJZ_]
into Zi_j, combined with ([202)). We omit the detail here.
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