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A NEW SHAPE OF EXTREMAL CLUSTERS FOR CERTAIN STATIONARY
SEMI-EXPONENTIAL PROCESSES WITH MODERATE LONG RANGE
DEPENDENCE

ZAOLI CHEN AND GENNADY SAMORODNITSKY

ABSTRACT. Extremal clusters of stationary processes with long memory can be quite
intricate. For certain stationary infinitely divisible processes with subexponential tails,
including both power-like tails and certain lighter tails, e.g. lognormal-like tails. such
clusters may take the shape of stable regenerative sets. In this paper we show that for semi-
exponential tails, which are even lighter, a new shape of extremal clusters arises. In this
case each stable regenerative set supports a random panoply of varying extremes.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the extremes of certain stationary infinitely divisible processes
with long range dependence. The marginal log-tails are, roughly, of the order —x~% for
some 0 < o < 1. We call such tails semi-exponential, and the exact definition and the
assumptions are given in Section Bl Such marginal tails are in the Gumbel maximum
domain of attraction, and the assumptions we impose will also guarantee that these tails
are subexponential.

Extremal limit theorems for such processes are interesting from several points of view.
First of all, how do the extreme values of such processes cluster? Second, to what ex-
tent does the “single large jump” heuristic hold for such processes? This principle usually
governs both extreme values and large deviations of weakly dependent subexponential sto-
chastic systems. Extremal clusters appear when the values of the process at distinct time
points are tail (asymptotically) dependent; see Resnick (2007). The size of extremal clus-
ters is a subject of long-standing interest, and the notion of extremal index due to [Davis
(1982) and |[Leadbetter (1983) is specifically designed to quantify this size. When the sta-
tionary process has long memory affecting the extreme values of the process in the sense of
Samorodnitsky (2016), the extremal clusters may become so large that scaling is necessary
to obtain a finite limit, and then it becomes possible to talk about the limiting shape of an
extremal cluster. For certain classes of stationary infinitely divisible processes with subex-
ponential tails, this limiting shape is a random fractal, specifically a stable regenerative set,
supporting one extreme value. This has been shown by [Lacaux and Samorodnitsky (2016)
in the case when the process has regularly varying tails (which are, of course, in the Fréchet
maximum domain of attraction) and by (Chen and Samorodnitsky (2020) in the case when
the process has certain marginal tails in the Gumbel maximum domain of attraction. The
results of the latter paper required, however, that these marginal tails were not too light.
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In particular, (Chen and Samorodnitsky (2020) allowed lognormal-like marginal tails but
excluded semi-exponential marginal tails, whose limiting shape of the extremal clusters
remained unknown. In this paper, we solve this problem and characterize the limiting
shape of the extremal clusters. While the clusters are still supported by stable regenerative
sets, a new random structure appears, in which related but different extreme values are
placed in randomly chosen locations over each stable regenerative set.

The new shape of the extremal clusters is related to a failure of the “single large jump”
principle: the extreme values of the process are caused by multiple large values of the un-
derlying Poisson random measure. Recall that a distribution H on [0, 00) is called subex-
ponential if in the usual notation for distributional tails,

lim Z2H @)

“Single large jump” is a widely used heuristic for processes with subexponential tails; see
e.g.Foss et all (2007). This principle already fails in the case of heavier tails in the Gumbel
maximum domain of attraction, see (Chen and Samorodnitsky (2020). But in the case of
semi-exponential tails, this failure is even more dramatic. In one of our limit theorems we
obtain a new limiting process of two parameters. It can be viewed as a bridge between
the standard Gumbel extremal process of [Resnick and Rubinovitch (1973) and the time-
changed extremal process of |(Chen and Samorodnitsky (2020). When the parameters of the
new process tend to some of their boundary values, either of the latter two processes can
be recovered.

The paper is organized as follows. Section[2lreviews the main notions and tools we will
use throughout the paper: random closed sets, null recurrent Markov chains, distributions
in the Gumbel domain of attraction and random sup-measures. Section [3] describes the
stationary infinitely divisible process whose extremes are to be analyzed. We state the
two main extremal limit theorems, establishing weak convergence in the spaces of sup-
measures and cadlag functions respectively. This section also contains most of the proofs.
Several auxiliary proofs are postponed to the two Appendices.

The adjective “moderate” decorating the term “long range dependence” in the title of
the paper is due to the restricted range 5 € (0, 1/2) of the parameter responsible for the
long memory. What happens if memory becomes even longer, i.e. § € (1/2, 1), remains
a subject of future investigations, and we expect to get limit theorems with non-Gumbel
limits. When the marginal tails are regularly varying, non-Fréchet limits in this range of 3
are established in \Samorodnitsky and Wang (2019).

The following notation will be used throughout the paper. We denote the set of natural
numbers {1, 2, ...} by N. For a nondecreasing function H on R, the inverse of H is defined
by H (z) = inf{s : H(s) > z}, with the usual convention inf () = oo. Further, the tail
of a measure v on R is 7(z) = v(z, 00). In particular F'(x) is the tail of a distribution F.
We will use the following symbols when comparing positive sequences.

(@) an ~ by iflim, o an /by, =1,
(b) a, < by, if there exist C > 0 such that a,, < Cb,, for large enough n, and

analogously with a,, = by,
(¢) ap < by if both a,, < by, and a,, = by,.

~

If { A, }nen and { B, }nen are two sequences of positive random variables, we write

(a) A, =op(B,)if A,,/B,, — 0 in probability,
(b) A, <p B, if (A,/B,) is tight, and analogously with A,, 2 p B,,.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Random Closed Sets. Random closed sets play a key role in many parts of this paper,
particularly in the description of the main limiting objects. This section is an overview of
mostly well-known facts about random closed sets. Unless stated otherwise, these facts are
taken from |Molchanov (2017).

We work with an underlying space E, which will be either [0, 1] or R . We write G, F,
F’, K and K’ for the family of open, closed, nonempty closed, compact and nonempty
compact sets in F, respectively. If we want to emphasize the choice of E, we will use a
notation of the type F ([0, 1]). For any A C E, we define

FA={FeF:FnA=0}, 2.1
Fa={FeF:FnA#0}. (2.2)
The Fell topology on F is generated by the sub-basis consisting of {F¢ : G € G} and
{FX . K € K}, under which the space F is compact and metrizable. In the case £ =

[0,1], F = K and the Fell topology on F agrees with the so-called myopic topology on K.
In particular, 7', with the subspace topology, is metrizable by the Hausdorff metric

pu(F1, Fy) := Inax{sup p(x, F3), sup p(Fl,:zr)}, L, FeF, 2.3)
reF rEFy

where p(-, -) is the standard distance function

plx, F) =min{|x —y| : y € F}. (2.4)
We will also use another common distance function
p(F1, Fo) =min{|lz —y| : z € 1, y € Fa}. (2.5)

For either choice of E, a random closed set is a measurable mapping from a probabil-
ity space (2, #,P) to (F,B(F)). A sequence of random closed sets {F}, },en weakly
converges to F' if

lim P{F,NA#£Q}=P{FNA#0}, foranyAdec ANGSp. (2.6)

Here, A is the collection of all finite unions of open intervals, and & is the collection of
all continuity sets of F’:

{B € B : B is relatively compact and P{F Ncl B # ()} = P{F Nint B # (Z)}} 2.7

We now introduce the random closed sets of our primary concern. Fora 8 € (0,1/2),
let {Z(t)}:er, be a standard (-stable subordinator, which is an increasing Lévy process
with the Laplace transform

Eexp{-0Z(t)} = exp {-t0°}, 0€cR,. (2.8)
The [3-stable regenerative set R is the closure of the range of {Z(t) }ier.,
R=cl{Z(t): t e R4}. 2.9)
Next, take a random variable Z*(0) independent of {Z(t)},cr, with the distribution
P{Z*(0) <z} =a'"P =z €]0,1]. (2.10)

We define the process
Z*(t)=2"0)+ Z(t), teRy, (2.11)
whose range induces another random closed set

R*:=cl{Z*(t):teR,} = Z*(0) + R. (2.12)
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Let m?® be the measure associated with the dimension (or gauge) function
o(z) = 2° (log|log z|)1 7. (2.13)
According to Theorem 1 inTaylor and Wendel (1966), there is a finite positive constant cg
such that on an event of probability 1,
m?(RN[0,t]) = cg Z(t) forallt € Ry, (2.14)
Note that Z* (-) is a standard Mittag-Leffler process, which is self-similar with exponent

£ and has continuous sample paths. An immediate consequence of (2.14) is that on the
same event of probability 1,

m?(R*N[0,t]) = cgZ*(t) forallt € Ry. (2.15)
In the sequel, we will be mostly interested in the restriction
R*:=R*NJ0,1] (2.16)

of R* to the unit interval. Furthermore, we will need to sample points from this restriction
according to the normalized measure m? on it. We now set up a technical framework for
doing so. Assuming the random set R* is defined on some probability space (2, %, P),
let {U,}:>1 be a sequence of i.i.d. standard uniform random variables defined on another
probability space, say, (1, %#1,P;). For w € ( define

me(R" (@) 1 [0.1)
m?(R*(w) N10,1])
if the denominator is positive, while setting 7,,(t) = ¢ for the w in the zero probability
event that the denominator vanishes. We define

Ji(w,wl) = nj(Ui(wl)), 1=1,2,..., (w,wl) S (Q X Ql), (2.18)

and view ({Z** (t)}1er, , R*, {Ji} : i € N}) as arandom element of the space C'[0, 00) X

F([0,1)) x (F([0,1])), defined on the product probability space (2 x Q,.F x F1,P x

]P’l). The law of this random element will be very important in the sequel. It follows from
@.13) thatfor P — a.s. w €

Py {Uiz1{Ji(w,w1)} C R*} =Py {cl (Uiz1{Ji(w,w1)}) = R*} =1, (2.19)

Therefore also
P{Uiz1{Ji(w,w1)} C R*} =P {cl (Uiz1{Ji(w,w1)}) = R*} = 1. (2.20)

2.2. Null Recurrent Markov Chains. We introduce certain null recurrent Markov chains
from an ergodic theoretic perspective. More details can be found in|Aaronson (1997).

Let {Y:}+ez be an irreducible, aperiodic, and null recurrent Markov chain on Z. We
specify a unique invariant measure (7;);cz by taking mo = 1. Let (F, £) be the path space
(ZF,B(Z*)) and P;(-) the law P {-|Yy = i} induced by the trajectories of the Markov
chain on E. Setting

No 0,1 = [0,1], t— (2.17)

p() = mPi(), 21
i€Z
0:E—E, (50,0092 ) = (- y1,02,08, ), (2.22)

makes (F, &, u, d) a measure preserving, conservative and ergodic dynamical system, see
Harris and Robbingd (1953).
We consider the first visit time to 0,

oly) =inf{t >21:9, =0}, yek, (2.23)
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and adopt the following assumption.
Assumption 2.1. For some (8 € (0,1/2) and slowly varying function L,
F(n) :=Po{e >n} =n""L(n), (2.24)

nIP’Oicp =n}

su < 00. 2.25
v F(n) (225)

Remark 2.2. The main results of the paper require the assumption (2.23)), see Theorem B
inlDoney (1997).
The wandering rate sequence {wy } >0 is defined by
wy, = w{Up—oAr} with A, ={ye E :y, =0}, n € Ny. (2.26)
Under (2.24) it follows from Lemma 3.3 in [Resnick et al! (2000) that
wy, ~n'PL(n)/(1 - B). (2.27)

The extreme value analysis in this paper requires certain additional delicate details hid-
denin (E, &, u,0). For each n € Ny, we define a probability measure on E by

pn(-) = n(-0 [ Ak) /wn. (2.28)
k=0

Let {Y(*™)},cn, be i.i.d. random elements in E with law y,,. We are interested in the
(random) zero sets

Iem ={0<t <n: V"™ =0}, ke N, (2.29)
and their intersections. For fixed n, kK € N we define
Jeim =1nf{j >k Ly N Iy # 0} (2.30)
and continue inductively by setting for ¢ > 2,
Jkyim = 0f{j > Jric1m : L O Ipgn # 0} (2.31)

if jki—1;n < 00 and Jg 4 = oo otherwise. For i > 1, on the event {j ., < 00} we
define

Iiin = T N Ijk,m;n- (2.32)

For k € N, consider the random probability
I_jk;n =P {Ik;n N IO;n 7& 0 | Ik,n} y (2.33)

and note that, conditionally on Iy, jk,1;n — k is geometrically distributed with success
probability py.,,. The following theorem is interesting on its own right. We precede it with
some notation. Let ({Z;* (t)}ier,, Ry, {Jri} : i € N), k = 1,2,... be i.i.d. copies
of the random element ({Z** (¢)}ier,, R*,{J;} : i € N) in C[0,00) x F([0,1]) x
(F([0,1]))™ constructed in Section2.1] Let T'y, k = 1,2, ... be an independent of them
i.i.d. sequence of unit rate Poisson processes on (0,00). That is, each I'y, = {T'x; }ien
consists of the arrival times of a unit rate Poisson processes on (0, 0o) (listing the points of
T'j; in the increasing order).
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Theorem 2.3. Under Assumption there is a constant coo € (0,1) such that for any
K,meN

Wy, _ . _ 1
(ﬁ_npk;na (]kxi?"pk;")lgigm’ Elk;na (Ikvi?"/n)lgigm) (234)
n 1<k<K

= (cooZ;:“(l), (Fkﬂ)1<igm’R—Z’ {Jk=i}1<i<m)1<k<1{

K
as n — oo, weakly in the space (R}fm x (F([o, 1]))1+m) , where

(2= B’
U = , nE€N. (2.35)
BL(n)
This theorem is proved in Appendix [A] and so is the following proposition that estab-
lishes an exponential integrability of #1; 1,5 in both annealed and quenched situations.

Proposition 2.4. (i) Let coo € (0,1) be the constant in Theorem[2.3] Then
P{l1m>m} <(1—ce)™ m=1,2,.... (2.36)

(ii) Let 11, be defined on (Q,.%,P). Then for any ¢ > 0, there is 6 = 6(¢) > 0,
C = C(€) > 0, and an event Q),, C Q satisfying P {Q,,} > 1 — € such that

sup E el #un L O (2.37)
weN,

where E,, denotes the conditional expectation E {- | I1 ,,(w)}.

The last proposition of this subsection is adapted from (A.3) and (A.9) of/Chen and Samorodnitsky
(2020).

Proposition 2.5. For any p > 0 there is i, < 0o such that

sup E(F(n)#11:n)" < pip. (2.38)
n>1
Further, for any C > 0 there is ¢ > 0 so that forall n € N,
clogn _c
{# 1; Fn) } (2.39)

2.3. Distributions in the Gumbel maximum domain of attraction. Recall that a distri-
bution H, with an unbounded support on the right, is in the Gumbel maximum domain of
attraction if and only if there exist 2o € R and ¢(z) — ¢ > 0 as ¢ — oo such that for
o <Tx <O

— 1

H(x) = c(x) exp{ /10 ) du} (2.40)
where h (the so-called auxiliary function) is an absolutely continuous positive function on
(29, 00) with density h' satisfying lim, . h'(u) = 0; we refer the reader to [Resnick
(1987) and |Goldie and Resnickl (1988) for more details. The function h must satisfy
h(z) = o(x) as x — oo; if the distribution H is also subexponential, then its support
is unbounded on the right and lim,,_, - h(u) = co.

For a distribution H satisfying ([2.40), the centering and scaling required for conver-

gence in the extremal limit theorem can be chosen as

by = (ﬁ)e (n), an = h(by).
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We will often use the following fact: if one replaces the function ¢(-) in (2.40) by an
asymptotically equivalent function, and denotes the new normalizing sequences by (a,,)
and (b,,), then

bn - Bn . ~n

lim —0, lim & —1. (2.41)

n—00 an n—00 (Qp,

2.4. Random Sup-Measures. We will deal with sup-measures taking values in R =
[—00, 00]. The main reference is|O’Brien et al. (1990).

A sup-measure is a mapping m : G — R such that m(f)) = —oo and m(U,G,) =
Vam(G,) for an arbitrary collection (G,,) of open sets. The sup-derivative dVm of m is

dYm(t) = /\ m(G);
teG
it is automatically an upper semicontinuous R-valued function of ¢. Given any R-valued
function f, the sup-integral of f

VG =\ f0), Geg

teG
is a sup-measure. The domain of a sup-measure can be extended to all Borel sets via

m(B) = \/ d"(t), B Borel.
teB
The collection SM of sup-measures admits a natural metrizable sup-vague topology with its
corresponding Borel measurability, which allows one to talk about random sup-measures.
In particular, if {M,,},>1 and M are random sup-measures, then M,, = M if and only
if
My (1), ..., Mu(Ly)) = (M(I1),..., M(I,)) (2.42)
for arbitrarily disjoint open intervals Iy, . . ., I,,, such that P{M(I;) = M(I;)} = 1 for all
t=1,...,m.
A stochastic process { X }en induces a family of random sup-measures {M,,(-) }n>1
via
M (B) = max X:, BeB(E), (2.43)
en

We now describe the limiting random sup-measures appearing in our main results. The
construction is doubly stochastic.

First, let « € (0,1) and 8 € (0,1/2), and denote by Pg the law of the closed range R of
the (3-stable subordinator in (2.9). Consider a Poisson point process A" on R xR X F(R)
with mean measure

e %dx x (1 — B)y Pdy x dPg,
defined on some probability space (€21,.%1, 1), and let (X}, Yy, Ri)ren be a measurable
enumeration of its points. For each point (X4, Yi, Ri) = (X (w1), Yi(w1), Ri(w1)) the
dimension function ¢ in produces a (random) measure

Hy(t,w1) = m® {(Ye(w1) + R(w1)) N[0,4]}, teRy (2.44)

on R;. The second level of randomness is now introduced, conditionally on this point
(Xk(w1), Y (w1), Rk(w1)), via a Poisson point process Cy, = Ci(w1) on R x R with the
mean measure

Cap

s

exp {—Ca,p (A — Xp(w1)) } dX x dHy (-, w1),
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where

1
Copp = (%) > 1, (2.45)

and cg is the constant in (2.14). We assume that the point processes (Cy,) live on some other
probability space (€, %2, P2) and, conditionally on N/, are independent of each other.
The overall probability space (£2, %, P) is the product space (21 X Qo, F1 X Fo, P x Py).

For k € N, let {Ay,i, Wi }ien be a measurable enumeration of the points of C;,. We
note that the points {Wj_; }ien belong to the set Yy, + Ry, with probability 1. Consider a
random sup-measure M on R, given by

M(B) = sup {Ax;: Wy, € B}, BeR,. (2.46)
k,i€N

This sup-measure has certain invariance properties. First of all, it is clear that M can
be represented in the form M = go(/\f (wl),wg) for some measurable function ¢, and
the mean measure of N is invariant under positive shifts of the closed sets. Hence the
stationarity of the M:

M(r+-) 4 M(-) forany r > 0;

cf. Proposition 4.3 in |Lacaux and Samorodnitsky (2016). Next, M has a self-affiness
property: for a > 0,

d

M(a-) = M(-)+ (1 =B+ B/Cap)loga,

which will be established in Remark 2.7 below.
The random sup-measure M naturally induces a stochastic process of independent in-
terest by

M(t) = M([0,¢]), t e (0,00). (2.47)

This process is clearly nondecreasing, continuous in probability, and the sample paths are
in D(0,00) = NesoD[e,00). The finite-dimensional distributions can be read off the
following proposition, which implies that M((¢) — —oc as ¢ |, 0.

Proposition 2.6. Let 0 =ty <t; < --- <ty < oo. Thenforany x; e Rji=1,...,k,

P (M((frrt]) S 2 i = 1,... k) = exp{—F(l 1/Cap) (2.48)

E 1/Ca,p
/0 (1-B)y"E [Z o VA (R I A (P y)+)]1 dy

i=1
In particular, for anyt > 0 and x € R we have
P {M(t) < z} = exp {—K(a, ﬂ)tl—ﬁwc«lée—w} , (2.49)
where
1/Ca,p

K(a,8) = (1= B)L(1=1/Cas) B(1= B, 1+ B/Cap)E(Z(1))

Here T'(+) and B(-, ) are, respectively, the Gamma function and the Beta function.
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Remark 2.7. Leting ¢ | 0 in (2.49) shows that M(t) — —oc as ¢ | 0. Next, let a > 0. By
(2.48)) and the self-similarity of Z*,

P (M((ati_l,ati]) < i, 1= 1, ceey k)

—exp{—aﬁ/c"‘ﬂf(l - 1/Oa,ﬁ) /000(1 - ﬂ)yiﬁ

) 1/Ca,p
E, [Z e G [Z7((ti —y/a) = 2 ((timr = y/a”)]l dy}

i=1

_exp{—al_ﬁ""ﬁ/c‘]’ﬁr(l —1/Cq ) / 1-By "’
0

) 1/Cq,p
E, [Ze—ca,w [Z27((t =) — 27 ((tia — y””] dy}
i=1

=P (M((ti—1,t]) + (1 =B+ B/Cap)loga <z, i=1,...,k).
Hence the self-affiness of M.

Proof of Proposition[2.6] We view the collection {Ag ;, Wi i}r.ien is a function of the
points of the Poisson process N and their 7.7.d. marks defined on (Q2, %5, P5). Since a
marked Poisson process is still Poisson, and the event described in the left hand side of
(2.48) is the event that the marked Poisson process has no points in a part of its domain,
we see that

P (M((ti—1,t:i]) <@, i=1,...,k)

_exp{—/_z eZdz/OOOa—ﬂ)yﬁdy
By [Po{C.. (U, (1, 00) x (i, ti]) > o}]},

where, given a defined on (4, .%1,P1) B-stable regenerative set R, the process C, , is a
defined on (g, %2, P3) Poisson process on R X R with mean measure

%exp{—Caﬁ(/\—z)}d)\ x dm® {(y+R)N[0,]}.

cs
Therefore,
]P)g{(cz’y (Ui—c:l (,Ti, OO) X (ti—l7 ti]) > 0}
=1- PQ{(CZ)y (Ule (J,'i, OO) X (ti—lati]) = 0}
k
=1 —exp {—cgl Z e‘ca’ﬁ(“_z)m‘z’{ (y+R)N (ti—lati]}} 5
i=1

and we conclude by (Z.14) that

Eq []P)Q{(Cz,y (U;C:l (Iia OO) x (ti*hti]) > O}

=E, <1 — exp {— Z e Cap(i=2) [Z<_ ((tz - y))_,_ - Z&((ti—l - y)+)] }) )

i=1
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and follows by simple integration. Finally, using withk = landt; = t, 21 =
T we obtain

t
P{M(t) <} = exp {—F(l - 1/004,5)6*””/ (1 - By PEZ* (¢t - y)l/c‘*'ﬁdy} :
0
and follows by the self-similarity of Z* and simple integration. [ |

We can obtain an explicit representation of the restriction of the sup-measure M to
[0, 1].

First, the restriction of the Poisson point process (X, Y + Rk ) ken to Rx K’ ([0, 1]) (we
only need to look at nonempty compact sets) can be represented as a Poisson point process
Ny on R with the mean measure e~ *dz, marked by i.7.d. copies of the random closed set
R* in (216). The markings are independent of Ny. The k™ copy Rj is associated via
(2.13) with a shifted stable subordinator (Z) satisfying for ¢ € [0, 1],

m®(Ry n[0,]) = csZ; " (1).
Furthermore, the process Ny itself can be represented by the points — log Ty, k = 1,2, .. .,
where (T';,) form a standard unit rate Poisson process on R .
Second, for a fixed k the mean measure of the Poisson point process Cj, can be rewritten
in the form
C%fm%R}i N[0,1]) exp {—Ca,g(A = Xi(w1)) } dX x dni(-, w1)

=Co.3Z;" (1) exp {—Ca”g (/\ — Xk(wl)) } dA x dni(-,w1),

where 7 (-,w1) is the (w;-dependent) probability measure associated with (Z}).
Therefore, we can choose a measurable enumeration of the points of Cj, by first selecting
a measurable enumeration {Ay ; }ien of the points of the Poisson point process on R with
the mean measure

Oa_ﬂZ;(i(l) exp {—Oa_ﬂ ()\ — Xk(wl)) } dA

and then attaching to these points independent i.7.d. marks with the common law 7, (-, wy ).
Since the former Poisson process is, once again, easily generated as a transformation of a
unit rate Poisson process on R (say, (I'x,;)), we conclude that we can choose a measurable
enumeration of the points of Cy, so that, in law,

(— log T + log Z,;“_(l)),JM) ,
k,ieN

(2.50)

where {I'j; } ken is a unit rate Poisson process on R independent of the rest random elements

that are defined in Theorem[2.3]

1
(Akis Wi i) kjien = (—1Ong + S
a,B

3. EXTREMAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR STATIONARY SEMI-EXPONENTIAL PROCESSES

We focus on stationary infinitely divisible processes of form
X; = / 1a, 00" (x)M(dx), t€Z, 3.1)
E

where (E, &, 11, 0) is the dynamical system described in @.21)-2.22), A9 = {y € E :
yo = 0}, and M is an infinitely divisible random measure on (F, £) with control measure
u and with constant local characteristic triple (02, v, b); see Samorodnitsky (2016). We
note that the choice of the indicator function in is mainly for convenience, and more
general integrands could be considered.
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The processes we consider have the marginal tails that are both subexponential and in
the Gumbel maximum domain of attraction. They will also have a certain semi-exponential
decay, Correspondingly, we choose the auxiliary function A in (2.40) to be of a specific
type. The assumptions are imposed through the local Lévy measure v of the infinitely
divisible random measure.

Assumption 3.1. For some « € (0,1) and v > 0,

5(a) = v((2,00)) ~ 7T () = yexp {_ /1 diu} roee (32

ul=*L,(u)
for a differentiable slowly varying function L, such that
L (z) = o(La(x)/). (3.3)

For large values of the argument both 7 and H can be viewed as distributional tails.
Automatically, these distributions are in the Gumbel maximum domain of attraction. Ad-
ditionally, by Theorem 2 in|Pitman (1980), these distributions are also subexponential. We
conclude that the distribution of Xy € D(A) NS since P{X( > x} ~ 7(z), see Theorem
1 in|[Embrechts et all (1979).

To state the main extremal limit theorems we define two functions by

V(z) = (1/?)& (x), h(z)=2""Lo(z), x>1. (3.4)
Some properties of these and other important functions are described in Proposition[B.T]in
the Appendix B.
The normalizing constants in the extremal limit theorems are given by

by, =V(wn) +V(con), an="hoV(wy,), (3.5)

where {wy, },>1 is the wandering rate sequence in (2.26), {9, },>1 is the sequence in
(2.33), and ¢, is the constant in Theorem[2.3] given explicitly in (A.12).

The first extremal limit theorem establishes convergence in the space of random sup-
measures.

Theorem 3.2. Let { X, }icz be the stationary infinitely divisible process defined by (31)),
such that 3.2) and B.3) hold. Assume also that the dynamical system (E, £, i, 0) satisfies
the Assumptions2._1l Then the random sup-measures defined by (2.43)) satisfy

Mn() = bn = M(-) inSM([0,0)), (3.6)
Qn
where M is given in (2.46).
The second extremal limit theorem establishes convergence in the functional space
D(0, 00).

Theorem 3.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 let M,,(t) = max;<n X4, t €
Ri,n=1,2,... Then

{%n_bn} Oé{M(t)}bo in (D(0,00), J1), 3.7)

where {M(t) }+>0 is the stochastic process in (2.47).

Remark 3.4. It follows from (2.49) that the limiting process in Theorem [3.3] has one
dimensional marginal distributions equal to the one dimensional marginal distributions
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of the process (X¢ (t1*5+5/ca~5), t > 0), where (X¢(t), t > 0) is a shifted Gumbel
extremal process, i.e. a nondecreasing process satisfying

k
]P’(Xg( i) <ax,i=1,. k) :exp{— Zt —ti—1) l} 3.8)

=1
forO0=tyg <t <---<tgandzy < a9 <--- < 2.

We recall that in |Chen and Samorodnitsky (2020), similar extremal limit theorems are
proved for stationary processes with marginal tails heavier than the ones in Theorem 3.3
The limiting processes therein are, in distribution, the power time changes of the standard
Gumbel extremal process. Analogous time-changed results for Fréchet extremal processes
are showed in|Owada and Samorodnitsky (2015) and [Lacaux and Samorodnitsky (2016).

Interestingly, the law of the limiting process in Theorem 3.3is different from the law
of the power time change of the Gumbel extremal process in (3.8). Indeed, if the two
processes had the same law, we would have by (2.48) and (2.49), for 0 < t; < to and
1 < X2,

exp { ~K(a,8) [t} 4910 emnt (09Ot 10491 Con) 2]
:]P) (Xc(tifﬁ“rﬁ/c(x,ﬁ) < 21 XG( 1— 54’5/0@ B) S $2>

=P (M(tl) S 1, M((tl,tg] S ,TQ)

:exp{_r(l_l/ca,ﬂ)/om(l_m ﬁdyxa[ Cosr 7 (11 ) ,

+ ¢ Capr2 [Ze((tz — y))+ —Z(t — y)+]]1/ca B},

and due to the connection between the constants in (2.48) and (2.49) this reduces to

]E/Ooo(l — By Pdy (e_cﬂ’ﬁf“Z*((tl _ y))Jr)l/Ca,B
+E /000(1 — By Pdy {(eCW“Z“((t2 ~9),
(o)

ZE/O (1 By Pdy [e_cm‘mze((tl —y),

)1/Ca,ﬂ

1/Ca15:|

1/Cq,p
+ e Caupm2 [Z((t2 - y))+ —Z% (- y)+]}

We argue that this is impossible since C, g > 1. Indeed, for every t; > 0 and t2,t3 > t1,
a simple convexity argument shows that for C' > 1 we have

tS — 7 41§ < (ta — t1 +13)°. (3.9)
Now apply (3.9) with
b= 27 ((h - 9) ]V e = e (2 (- ) )V

ty = %2 [Z<—((t2 _ y))+] 1/Ca,5'
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Remark 3.5. We will prove both theorems with the time domain restricted to the interval
[0, 1]. The general case is only notationally different.

As it is often done when analyzing the extremes of subexponential processes, we start
by decomposing the process in into a sum of two independent processes. One will
collect the large Poissonian contributions of the original process and the other will collect
the small such contributions. Note that, by (3.3), we can choose xg > 0 (which we assume
to be 1 for notational simplicity) satisfying

IlfaLa

li
(;(a:)) <0 forall x > xo, (3.10)

and we split the random measure M in (3.I) into a sum M LMD+ M@ of two indepen-
dent infinitely divisible random measures M (1) and M (?) with the same control measure
as M and with constant local characteristic (0, [V](z,00),0) and (62, [V](—co 4], D), Te-
spectively. We define two independent stationary infinitely divisible processes by

x® = / 14, 00 ()M D (dz), teZ,,i=1,2. @3.11)
E
This gives us a desired decomposition

{(Xihier 2 {XM e + {XP Ve (3.12)

By construction, the random variables {Xt(l)}tez are compound Possion. For each n &

N, it is convenient to take a series representation of {Xt(l)}ogtgn, which arranges the
Poissonian jumps in the decreasing order. The representation uses crucially the zero sets
(Iy.r,) defined in (2.29). It follows from Corollary 3.4.2 in|Samorodnitsky (2016) (see also
(4.12) in/Chen and Samorodnitsky (2020)) that

@) d
(%! )Ogt@_ S Vi (wa/T5) Lyer, . (3.13)

jz1
0<t<n

Here (T';) are the ordered arrival times of a unit rate Poisson process on R independent
of the i.i.d. zero sets (I}, ). Furthermore, V; is a truncated function V" in (3.4):

0, otherwise '

For notational simplicity, we will hereafter use (3.13) with V instead of V4. We keep in
mind that this function vanishes in a neighborhood of 0.

In the sequel, we will view {X t(l)}tez as defined by the series in (3.13) and write

_ (2)
Jz

The proofs of Theorems and 3.3 use a number of random sup-measures related to
(B.14) and we list them below. They use the random sets defined in (2.32). We also use the
random sets

fkm = I \ U?;%Ij;na k=1, (3.15)

~ i1 .
Ik,i;n = Ik,i;n \ U;‘:y[k,j;nu ku 2> 1.
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For B C [0,1] and n € N, we define for k, i, K € N,

Miin(B) =  max XD+ 3V (wa/T) e, ¢ 3 (3.16)
telk,i;nﬂnB j>1
Miga(B) = max ¢ X7 4+ 3"V (wa/T)) Lrer,) ¢ (3.17)
te]k;nﬂnB j>1
K
Mign(B) =\ Myn(B). (3.18)
k=1
Furthermore, referring to the random sup-measure M in (2.46) we also define
Myi(B) =4 RiIED L ieN; (3.19)
’ —0Q, Wk,i g B
Mi(B) = \/ Mri(B), keN (3.20)
i=1
K
Mg)(B) = \/ Mi(B), K €N. (3.21)
k=1

The proofs of Theorems [3.2] and 3.3 rely heavily on Theorem By the Skorohod
embedding we may assume that all random elements appearing in (3.14), (3.16), 3.17),
and (3.18) are defined on a common probability space (2, .#,P) and the convergence in
Theorem holds as the a.s. convergence for these random elements. Furthermore, the
random elements appearing as the limit in the right hand side of (2.34) are used to construct
the points of the point processes (Cy) via (2.30). The random variables (T';) are already
naturally coupled via (3.14) and (2.30). This way the random sup-measure M is coupled to
the random sup-measures (M, ). This setup will be in force for the duration of this section,
and it follows from that the following proposition suffices to prove Theorem[3.2]

Proposition 3.6. For each open interval B C [0, 1],
Mup(B)=b, P
e T

an

M(B). (3.22)

This proposition is a consequence of the three statements below.

Proposition 3.7. For each k,i € N and each open interval B C [0, 1],

MiinB) Zba Py ). (3.23)

an
In the next two propositions, B is an open subset of [0, 1] and we use the notation
Qp = {Ri N B # 0},
Proposition 3.8. Let ¢,, := |plogn| with p > 0. If p is small enough, then
2fn 1

lim liminf P{ My, (B) > \/ Mlm([o,u)‘QB =1 (3.24)

lop—00 M—o0
i=2%0
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and
2fn 1
Jim liminf P § M, (B) > \/ Min((0,1]) p = 1. (3.25)
k=2%
Proposition 3.9. For any p > 0, we have
lim P{Mn(B) > \/ Mkm([o,u)} =1 (3.26)
n—00 k>ne
and
nlgr;OP{Mln > \/ Muyia([0,1]) ’QB} =1. (3.27)

i=np

We start by showing how Proposition 3.6 follows from the three statements above.

Proof of Proposition[3.6] First, we note that by (3.24) and (3.27)
lim limianP’{Mln \/Mlzn )‘QB}:L
m—0o00 M—r0o0

Second, for almost every w € 2%, we also have R’{ N B = () because the stable
regenerative set does not hit fixed points. Due to [.,,/n — R_*l‘ a.s., we therefore see that
for almost every w € Q%, I1., N nB = () for all n large enough, and hence, My (B) =
My in(B) = —oo for all i € N. We deduce that

lim liminf]P’{Mln \/Mlm }:1.
m—0o00 MNn—rod

This identity obviously remains valid if M;,, and M, ;., are replaced by My, and
My, i.n respectively. Thus for any K € N,

m—o0 Nn—oo

lim liminf]P’{Mkn \/Mm \k:gK}_L

We proceed to note from (3.23) and m that
hm hmlanP’{M M[K];H(B)} =1,

K—oo n—o0

and conclude that

Iggnwgggf]}»{ \/ Mk,im(B):Mn(B)}:L (3.28)
m— 00 1<kSK
1<i<m
Finally, we note that
Jim_ \/ Mui(B)=M(B) as.. (3.29)
m—>oo 1<k<K
1<i<m

By the standard “convergent together” argument, (3.22) follows from Proposition 3.7

(3:28) and (3.29). [ |

The proof of Theorem[3.2is, therefore, complete apart from proving Propositions 3.7}
3.8 and[3.9] which we now commence.
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Proof of Proposition[3.71 We consider k = 1. Recall that for any i, a.s.,

1
E(Il,l;m o hin) = ({Jiad o {d))
and Jy1,...,J1,; are distinct points. Hence, the sets Iy 1.y, ..., I1 ., are disjoint for all

sufficiently large n, so it is enough co consider the case i = 1.

Once again, since I1 1,,/n — {J1,1} a.s., for almost every w € {J11 ¢ B} we have
I1,1., "B = ) for all n large enough. Hence for such w both sides of (3.23)) are equal (to
—00), and so we only need to show that

Ml,l;n(B) - bn
Qn

To this end, observe that on the event {1 1., "\ nB # 0},
My 1 (B) =V (w,/T1) + V (wn /Ty, ,.,.)
+, max IXO 4 SV (/T e,

teli,1;nNnB L&
J>J1,15m

it Ay1 on {J1, € B}. (3.30)

First, it follows from (B.7) that as n — oo,
\% (wn/l"l) = V(wy)

Ap

— —logT'y.

Second, by the strong law of large numbers,
V(wn /Ty, ) = V(wn/jiam) = 0 (ho V(wn/jr1:n)) < o(hoV(wy)).
By Theorem2.3|
V (wn/j1,1:n) =V (wnD1.n/T1,1) =0 (hoV (wnPy., /T11))
O(h oV(w )
0(hoV (caotnZi*(1)/T1,1))
o(h o V(wy, )

IN

\%4 (wnﬁl;n/rl,l) -V (Cooﬁnzi‘e(l)/rl,l)

IN

Apply (B7) again to get
\%4 (cooﬁan“(l)/Flyl) — Vi(cooWn)
hoV(cootn)
Due to (B.6)), we have

hoV(ceoUn) log w, Va=1 . 1
hoV(wy,) log 9., Cap

=log Z{7(1) —logT'1 1 + o(1).

This implies that
V (wn /T 1) = V(cooUn)

Qn

— Cap(—logT11 +log Z7 (1)), (3.31)

and so,
14 (w"/l—‘l) +V (w”/l—‘jl,lm) —bn
an

—logTy + C’;lﬁ (— logI'y 1 + log Z;“_(l)) =A1;

by 2.30).
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Finally, we notice that the cardinality #11 1,5 is tight by Proposition 2.4] (i). Because
an grows to infinity, we see that

mMaxiel, 1;nNnB {Xt(z) + Zj>jl,l;n 4 (wn/rj) 1{t61j;n}} P 0
— U.

an
This proves (3.23). [ |

Proof of Proposition[3.8 Tt is convenient to assume that the random sets {[1,,,n € N}
and R} are defined a probability space (€2, .%,P), while the remaining random elements
are defined on another probability space, (€21, %1, P1), so that the overall probability space
is the product space. Clearly, Q25 can be viewed as an element of .%.

Observe that, for w € Qp the random variables (J ;) are i.i.d. on (Q,.%1,P1) and
each has a positive IP1-probability to be in B. By Theorem[2.3] the 1 -probability that each
I, ;.n, intersects nB is bounded away from zero for all large n. Therefore, we can choose
K so large that with

Ag;)n ={lnNnB #(forsomel <i< K}
we have

hmlanP’{A(l |} >1—¢/2.

n—oo

It is clear that on Ag.)n,

M (B) 2 (wn/rl)+v(wn/rj1 K1 n) + Op(1). (3.32)

Using once again (B.7) and arguing as in the proof of Proposition[3.7 if we choose ¢; > 0
sufficiently large, then we can make the probability

P {V (wn/l"]1 . n) > V(9,) —cho V(ﬁn)}
arbitrarily close to 1 as n — oo. Hence for some large ¢c; > 0, there is a sequence of
subsets of Ag?n C Ag?n that satisfy
o (2) B
hnxglogf’P{ABm [Qp} >1—c¢, (3.33)

liminf inf P, { (wn /T, Kln))V(ﬁn)—clhoV(ﬁn)}21—6, (3.34)

with P, (-) = ]P’{- |11m,n €N, Rt}
Next, for any ¢,

20t+1_1
\/ Ma,in([0,1]) <V (wy, /T1) +V (wn/l—‘h 2 )

§=2¢

—i—max{XtQ)—i— N V(wa/Ty) Lper,y i t € UR —111“1}

7>71,227
20+t
<V (wa/T1) +V (wa/Ty,, ) +max {X0 1<t < Y #hin ),
i=2¢

where {X, © )}tGZ are 7.i.d. with X 0) 4 Xo, which are also independent of the rest two
random variables on the right hand 51de It suffices to derive suitable upper bounds for the
last two terms.
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Take Ag?n = (), as defined in Proposition[2.4] (ii). We then note that

liminf P { A%,

n—oo

QB} >1—¢ (3.35)

and we can choose ca = ca(€) so that

261
- I in
lim liminf inf P, {21—22 #1in (w) <o by < U< en} =1.  (3.36)

lop—00 N—00 weAg:)n 2¢

Write vy = V(c22%). From the facts that P{X, > z} ~ 7(x) and that V' is the inverse of
1/7, we have for any positive constant cg,

P{ max Xt(o) > vp + C3€h(w)} < 2" - P{Xo > vy + c3lh(v)}
1<t< 22t
T 1
5H (wi c3bh(vp)) — oxp {_/ c3lh(ve) - du
H (vg) o h(ve+ cslh(ve) - u)
By @3, h is eventually increasing, and we use (B.3) and (B.6) to verify that for large ¢
the integral in the exponent is at least

h(ve)est e ( alog?2 )1_0‘6'

}, as ¢ — oo.

h (ve + c3lh(ve)) alog2+cs3
It follows that
Ln
. . (0) _
l(}gnoo 117?Lsotip l; P {15120522[ X, >u+ 63€h(w)} =0. (3.37)
X0

Recalling the Skorohod embedding of the convergence in Theorem[2.3] we see that we
can choose an event Ag) and some ¢4 = c¢4(€) > 0 such that

ﬁl;n(w) < ¢4 (338)

]P’{AS;”’QB} >1—¢, sup sup %
n>1 wEAg) n

The upper bound on B, ,, in (3.38) guarantees the uniform convergence
sup sup |Ewe>‘j1*1?"ﬁl=n - Ee’\Fl*1| — 0,
weAW AS1/2
as in the argument for (A.21). Since under PP, the product j; o¢,,, - Py, — 1 is the sum of
2% independent copies of j1 1., * D1, — 1, the exponential Markov inequality tells us that

L,
lim limsup sup Z Po, {J1,26m * Pron < 2071 = . (3.39)

Lo—00 p—oo weAd =1ty
B 0=

Combining (3.38) with (3:39) gives us

Zn
lim limsup sup Y Pu {wn/j1 060 > cathn /271 =0 (3.40)
£o—00 p—o0 wGAg_) =1t

and, therefore,
L . ¢
lim limsup 1nf(4) P, {V (wn/l—‘l,%n) <V (041971/2 ) Ll <UL En} =1. (341

Lo—00 n—oo WGAB
Set
Apm =AS) N A Ay, neN
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so that
liminf P {Ap;, | Qp} > 1 - 3¢,. (3.42)
n—oo
Using the constants defined above, we set for £ = ¢, ..., ¢,

Tio =V (W) =V (ca®¥,27"),
To g :=crhoV(¥,) + ve + c3lh(vg).

It is elementary to check that

2fn 1
(m lmsup nf 10(B) \/ 1 ([0, 1]) (343)

>—e+ lim limsup1(Ty, > Toy forall €= o, 0,).

07X n—oo

However, by (B.4), (B.2), (B.f)), once we take 0 < p < 3, we see that, uniformly in ¢,
Ty =G(,) — G (ca9,27%) —0(ho G(Yy))

:/1 Mdu—o(hoG(ﬁn)) > ((logn)/*~1 Z(logn).

424 u

On the other hand, by (B.4) and (B.8)), uniformly in /,
Tos S (fl/a + (log n)l/afl) Z(logn).

As long as p is small enough, we see that the indicator function in the right hand side of
(B.43) is equal to 1 for all n large enough, and so

2fn 1

lim limsup inf Py { Min(B)> \/ Myim(0,1) p >1—€ (344

lo—00 n—soo WEABn
i=2%

It follows from (3.44) and (3.42) that

2fn 1
lim liminf P { My, (B) > \/ Ml_,im([o,u)‘QB >1— e

Lo—00 M—>00
i=2%0

Letting € — 0 establishes (3.24).

We proceed now to prove (3.23). Since lim,, oo P{I1.,, NnB # 0} = P{RT N B #
0} > 0, it follows that

lim lim P{ly, NnB #(@forsomel <k< K} =1,

K—o00on—o0

Therefore, repeating the argument used to find a lower bound on M., (B) in the proof of
(B3:24) shows that for any ¢ > 0 we have, outside of an event of probability e,

Mn(B) > V(wn/Fl) + V(ﬁn) - OP(h o V(ﬁn)) (345)

Next, continuing to use the notation of the proof of (3.24),

M ([0,1]) <ot V (wn/T%) + max {Xt“)) te Ikm}  keN,
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with the process { X, t(o)} depending on k, even though our notation does not show it. For
a large constant c5 > 0, let vp,, = V (C5 24/7(71)) , where F' is the law of the first hitting
time ¢ in (2.24). For a small positive constant cg, we thus have
L, 2t
P{ U { V' M ((0,1) > V (w,/27) + v + cﬁzh(wm>}}
£=Lo k=2¢
ln Ly 2+ 1
<Y P{Toe <27+ Y Pe278 Y #lin > c5/F(n)
=L 0=ty k=2¢
Ln

+ Z P max Xt(o) > v + Cﬁfh(’l}g;n)} =:S1.n+ San + Sz
=0, lgtgcsﬂ/F(n)

We emphasize that the process { X t(o)} in Ss ,, is a concatenation of 3 different processes
with the same marginal distribution. Only the marginal distribution is relevant in the sub-
sequent calculation.

An exponential Markov inequality immediately shows that

lim lim S;, =0. (3.46)

lo—00 N—00

Next, in the notation of (2.38), choosing c5 > 2u; we have by the Chebyshev inequality
20t+1_1
P27 > #lhn > c5/F(n)
k=2¢
20t+1_1
<Pq27f Z (#Ik;nf(n) - E(#Il,nﬁ(n))) > c5/2
k=2¢
§c2_éVar(#Il;nF(n)) < 02_6;12,
which implies that
lim limsup Sy, = 0. (3.47)

Lo—00 n—oo
Finally, the statement
lim limsupSs3, = 0. (3.48)

lo—00 n—oo

follows the same way as in the proof of (3.37). By (3.46), (3.47) and (3.48), we note that

20t+1_1

lim limsup]P’{ h { V' M ([0,1]) < V(wn/zf1)+wm+c6eh(wm)}} =1.

foee noo =ty © k=2¢
For ly < ¢ < /4, let
Ty = V(w,/T1) — V(w,27F),
T4 := Vg + 2¢70h(vey) — V (U0),
so that for any € > 0

2fn 1
P Mu(B) > \/ Mpn([0,1]) p > 1(Th,e > Toyforall€ =y, ... L,) — €

k=2%0
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for all large n. As in the proof of (3.24)), for any € > 0, on an event of probability converg-
ing to 1, the following two inequalities holds uniformly in £.

- 1/a—1
Ty, »l0820 =8 £ 1082) """ 1og n) /o1 2 (log ),
(1+€)(log2+c7)((B+ plog 2))1/0471
Thy < ((logn)'/*~1 Z(logn).

«

If c7, p and € are chosen to be small enough, we have T3 , > 15 , uniformly in ¢ for large
n. Thus
2fn 1

lim liminfP{ M, (B) > \/ Myn([0,1]) p > 1—¢,

lop—00 M—>0o0
k=2%

and (3.23) follows by letting € — 0. [ |

Proof of Proposition[3.9 Due to the lower bound (3.43), the claim (3.28) will follow once
we show that

lim P{V(wn/Fl) +V(n) —o(V(wn) > \/ Muam([0, 1])} =1. (349

n—oo
I'p>nr

It suffices to consider the case p < 7; as defined in Lemma (i). Removing an
event of probability € ensures that I'; is bounded from above by a constant. Modifying, if
necessary, o(V (wy,)) shows that (3.49) will follow once we check that

i P{V(w,) 4 V0,) = oV (w,)) >\ Mip(0.1) f =1

n— 00
T'p>ne

Furthermore, since the support of the marginal Lévy measure of the process Xé2) is
bounded on the right, the process has marginal distributional tails lighter than exponentially
light; see Section 26 in[Sato (2013). It follows that

2
max X{? = op(logn) = op(V (wn))

as n — oo. Therefore, it is enough to prove that

lim P V(w,/T;)1 ) V(w, V(¥,) — o(V(wy, =1.
g&{Q@gﬁ; (wn/T5) Lier,y < V(wn) +V(0n) d@»}

(3.50)

We prove (3.50) through a series of steps.
Let ¢ be the function defined in Lemma[B.2] We start by proving that for any 0 < r <
1—fandanye > 0,

P{ > V(wa/T5) Ljoer,y + V (wn/n") (3.51)

r;>n"
>V(wy) + V() — o(V(wn))} < exp {(—z/;(r) +e€) logn}

for all large n.
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For this purpose denote
Zn = 2n(r) = V(w,) + V() = V(wn/n") — o(V(wy)),
Zn = Zn(r) = V(wy/n").

Recalling the partition 0 = rg < 79 < - -- of the interval (0,1 — /3) defined in Lemmal[B.2]
we see that 7 € (7,,.7,41] forsome m = 0,1,2. ., so by the same Lemmal[B.2] for large
n, the probability in (3.31)) is

P{ > V(wa/T)) oer,,y > zn(r)}

ry>n"
<Zp(r)™™ (F(En(r)))mﬁ(zn(r) — mzy(r)). (3.52)
It follows from (B.5) that
Zu(r) 5 ((logn)/* Z log n))% . (3.53)

Next, by Karamata’s theorem, (B.3)) and (B.6)

/Z"(T) du N Zn (1)
1 u'=*Lqo(z)  ah(Zy(r))

V(w, /1"
-1 % ~ log(wn/n") ~ (1 — B —r)logn. (3.54)

Let
0= ((1 — ﬁ)l/a _|_ﬂl/o¢ _ (m_|_ 1)(1 - T)l/a)a;

due to the range of r this is a well defined power of a positive number. It follows by (B.5)
that

2y —mZ, ~ V(n?),
Therefore, by (B.3) and (B.6),
/ En—MZn du Zn — MZp V(n?)
1 ul=*Ly(u)  ah(z, —mz,) ahoV(n?)

Putting (3.32), (3.33), (3.34) and (3.33)) together establishes (3.31).
Next, we prove that (3.30) holds if p € (7, 7m1] for any sufficiently large m. Indeed,

by 3.31),

~ flogn. (3.55)

tlkn4

{ max V (wn/T5) Lser,.y 2 V(wn) + V() — o(V(wn))}
I'p>nr

<n]P’{ Z 1% ( ) Lioer;y + V(wn/n") 2 V(w,) + V(9,) — o(V(wn))}
Tj>n"

<nexp {( —9(r) + €) log n}

for large n. Since ¢)(r) — oo as r — 1 — 43, the claim follows.
Given that (3.30) holds if p € (7, "m1] for any sufficiently large m, the fact that
(3:30) also holds for any 0 < p < 71 will follow once we prove that for any such p and any
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lim JP{ Vo max )V (wa/T) Lger,,

n—oo t€lk;n £
nP<L<nrm >k
< V(wn)+V(¥,) — O(V(wn))} =1.

We will prove the above statement by constructing two increasing sequences,

{istocs<m €N and  {p;, bocs<m C Ry,

with ig := 0, po := p, pi, € (rs,7s+1) for s = 1,..., m such that for every such s,
lim ]P’{ \ max V (wn/T5) Liter, ) (3.56)
nfis—1 <TR<nPis 7>k

= Viwy) + V(W) — O(V(wn))} =0.

We will describe the construction in the case m = 1. The case of a general m is similar.
Let 6o = ¥(po) — (po + B) > 0, by Lemmal[B2l (ii). So ¥(po) > po + 5 + 2d0/3, and
so using (3.31) and the notation that follows it,

P{ > V(wn/Fj)l{ogjm}>zn(po)}—o(n‘”‘ﬁ‘%“). (3.57)

I'y>nro

Take p1 = po + dp/3, then for any ¢ > 0,

IP’{ \V  max > V(wn/Ti) lper,,y = Vi(wn) + V(0) — O(V(wn))}
j>k

tely,
nPo <Tj <nrl kin 5

gP{#{k 0 <Tp<n} > 2n”1}
enPlogn
L(n)

enflogn
o osn ']P’{ Z V(wn/Tj) Lioer,,y > Zn(Po)}-
L(n) I'j>nro

The first term in the right hand side vanishes in the limit by the law of large numbers. If ¢
is large enough, by Proposition[2.3]so does the second term. The same is true for the third
term by (3.57)). Notice that, if p; > r1, we set i3 = 1 and replace p; with min(p1,72) to
complete the construction of the two sequences. Otherwise, we inductively define, for as
long as p; < rq,

—HP’{#Ikm > for some k with n”° < I'j, < n”l}

+2nP1

141

L s, i1 3.58
T3l ! (3.58)

5 =(pi) — (pi+B), pi1=pi+

The same argument as above then shows that for every ¢,

]P{ \/ mlzli ;k V(wn/Tj) Lier,,y = V(wn) +V(9,) — O(V(wn))} — 0.

nPi <L Lnfitl
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We claim that this inductive procedure must end after finitely many steps. Thatis, p;, >
for some 77 € N, in which case we replace p;, with min(p;,,r2) and, once again, complete
the construction.

Indeed, if the inductive procedure did not terminate, it would follow that §; — 0, so
pi T px < 71 satisfying z/J(p* ) = p« + . Since ¢ is constant on (0,71), this is easily
seen to contradict the property 71 < 1/2 — 3 established in Lemma[B.2] (i).

This completes the proof of (3.26).

We proceed to prove (3.27). Lete > 0. For ¢, C > 0 we set 2, = lel) N Qg), where
o = {w € Q:min(Ty, . (W), j1.xn(W)) > cwnk/d, forall k€ N}, neN;

Qz)_{#jl,m()<Clognfora111 k< 'n,/c}7 neN.

If 6 > 0 is such that V vanishes on (0, d], then on Q% we have

#{k : Fjl,k;n < wn/é} < 1971/(05)
We claim that we can choose ¢ = ¢(e) small enough and C' = C/(e) large enough so that

liminf P{QP} >1-¢, i=1,2. (3.59)

n—oo

The fact that this is true for ¢ = 1 if ¢ is small enough follows as in (3.40) and the law of
large numbers, for ¢ = 2 it follows for large enough C by Proposition[2.4] (ii).
With ¢ chosen above we denote

ﬂl,km = ternax { (wn/l“h kn) + Z 14 (wn/l“j) 1{t61j;n}}’ keN;

JZJ1,knt+1

o = max {V(ﬁn/(ck))—i— 3 V(wn/rjn{te]m}}, keN,

Lin ;> ckwn /9n

so that on each event §2,,, we have ﬂlykm < | ke kB = 1. Since ¢ < 1, it follows
from (3.37)) that on the event Qp,

V (0n/T),,,) = V(0a) = op(V(9n)).

Since € > 0 can be taken as small as we wish, (3.27) will follow from the following claim:

lim P

4 — =
(e M < V) - o) |, =1 G0

We start by constructing an increasing sequence p; T 5,7 € No with pg = p such that
for every ¢

]P’{ max M ke 2V (0n) = o(V(9,)) ‘ Qn} —0, n—oo. (3.61)

[P | <k nPi+1]
To this end, we define inductively for: = 0,1, ...
1+1

- 1/a _ .l/aa_ ) ) — . rrT el
51 (B (ﬁ pz) ) Pis Pi+1 Pi + Z'+35“ (362)
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note that §; > 0 for all 7. We have

POV @af/(en® )+ Y V(wa/T5) Ljoer,y = V(n) = oV (92)

Ij>cnfiwy /O

<PV (wa/T5) Lioeryy = V() = o(V(95)) = V (9n/ (en?))
j=0

SH(VWa) =V Wa/ (en?)) = o(V(9) ).
and by (B.3),
log[F(V(9) = V (90 /(en?)) = o(V(9)) ) | ~ = (8% = (8= i)/ " logm.

Therefore, by the first part of (3.62), for large n we have

H(V(0.) = V (80 (en?)) — oV (9,))) < exp {— (pi 4 ii—zaz) logn}

and, hence, since (2,, D Qg),

{an”gilg:’gnp”q Mllyk;n 2 V(n) = o(V(Un)) ‘ Qn}

)+ 2
<nfitt.Clogn - exp {— (pi + Z,L(L) logn}
1+ 3

5
=C'1 : ——1 -0
ogn exp{ T3 ogn}
as n — oo. Therefore, (3.61)) follows, and (3.60) will be established once we show that for
all ¢ large enough,

{anijgll:gﬂn/d M o =V (0n) = o(V (V) ‘ Qn} —0, n— 0. (3.63)

Note that

Nn
e
S VT ler,y £ )5,

j=1

Tj>cnfiwy /O

where N,, is a Poisson random variable with mean 7(xg) — cni /9, and {&;};>1 is a
family of i.i.d. random variables independent of N,,, and the law of £, is the restriction of
v to (1, V(ﬁnc_ln_”i)), normalized to be a probability measure. Here we have used the
fact that we assume g = 1 in (3.10).

Let

m=m(i) =

F/(ﬁn) —o(V(¥y,)) — V(ﬁnclnpi)—‘ '
V(e In=r) ’
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m(i) also depends on 7, but by (B.3) it is bounded as a function of n. By Lemma[B3 (i)
we have for some large numbers 71 (2), y2(%),

P > Vi(wa/T5) ety > V(0n) = o(V(05)) = V(0nc'n™7)
Tj>cenfiwy /YUn
[ee) 1 s o
<S:m wid ]253 >V () = o(V(9n)) = V(Inc 'n™")

H(V (@) = oV (9)) — mV (I n "))
S (V(ﬁncilnipi))'YQ(i) (H(V(ﬁncfln*l’i)))m(i) < (log n)'y2(i)/a (ﬁnn,pi)fm(i)

where we have once again used (B.3). Furthermore,
gi/e — (5= pi)tle
CEYSIE
—m(

m(i) —

as n — 0o, so that for large n, (¥, n ") 2 < n ¢ for

g — (8= p)t/e
(= po /e
Since p; — [ asi — oo and o < 1, C will become arbitrarily large for large i. Taking

into account the bound on the cardinality of I; ;.,, on the event §2,,, we see that for ¢ such
that C; > ( and for large n,

Cy = (B —pi)

Lem =V (05) —o(V(9,)) |
{5, M > V) =0V (0,)) | 0}
<, logn-n" =0
as n — oo. This establishes (3.63) and, hence, completes the proof. [ |
Proof of Theorem[3.3] Recall that the random sup-measure M is coupled to the random

sup-measures (M,,) as described when proving Theorem Therefore, it suffices to
show that for any fixed 0 < T} <15 < 1,

M, (t) — by, .
{L} £, {M(®) ey, in (D[T1,T2], Jl). (3.64)
fin t€[T1, 1]

For the duration of the proof we fix a small € > 0.
We start by observing that by the construction of M(¢) in 2.46), (2.30) and 2.47), there
exists N = N(e) > 0 such that the event

Q(l) = {M(t) = 1<I}€1%)<(N {Akz : Wkﬂ' S [O,t]} fort € [Tl,TQ]} (365)

satisfies P{Q(l)} > 1 — e. Consider the random finite set 7 = {Wj,; : 1 < k,i <
N} U {0, Ty, T>}. Since the random measure 7,, in @.17) is a.s. atomless, it follows that
there is 6 > 0 such that the event

02 .= {|t1 — to| > ¢ for all distinct ¢1,t2 € 'T} (3.66)
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satisfies P{Q(®} > 1 — ¢. Then on Q) N Q®) the process {M(t) : t € [T1,Ts]} has
nondecreasing piecewise constant sample paths, with at most N2 jumps, and each two
jump points are separated by at least 6. Let 17 = Wy 50 < Wiy 4y < -+- < Wiy, i, < T
be the enumeration of the jumps.

We saw when establishing (3.30) with B = [0, 1], that for any k, 4 € N,

X(t) b

P
max n—Akﬂ- —0 asn — oo.

t€lk in

Qn

Therefore by decreasing § if necessary, the event

n an

N
X(t) = by
max |—t—— — Ay
V. t€lrin ’
k,i=1 ’

Qn

<o}

satisfies P{ ng)} > 1 — ¢ for all large n. Furthermore, by Proposition[3.8 and Proposition
for N large enough, the event

oW .= {Mn(t) = max max  X(t) forall t € [Tl,TQ].} (3.67)
1<k, KN tEDL 45;, N[0, 1]

satisfies ]P’{ngl)} > 1 — e for all large n. It is clear that we can select the same N in (3.63)
and (3.67). Finally, since for every k, ¢

I;m-;n/n — {Wkﬂ} a.s.

with respect to the Hausdorff metric as n — oo, the event

Qb .= { max  max |[t/n—Wy,| < 6/2} (3.68)

1<k, i<N tely i:n

satisfies ]P’{QS))} > 1 — e for all large n.
Fixw € Q(l)ﬂQ(Q)ﬂQS’)ﬁQ%)ﬁng). We construct a functione,, : [T1,Ta] — [T, T%]
as follows. First set

T t="1T1
en(t) = Wi, t=min(Iy, i n/n) fors=1,...¢
Ts, t="T5

and note that due to the choice of w this an increasing function. We extend it to a continuous
increasing map from [Ty, Ts] onto [T}, T3] by linear interpolation. Then

14

sup e (t) —id(t)] = \/ |min(Ix, i m/n) — Wi, i,
te[Th,Ts]

<6/2

s=1
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so that
M, (t) — by,
dy, <{7} a{M(t)}te[T1,T2]>
On te[Ty, T
M, (t) — b,
< s e -]V s [FO=0 e, 1)
te(Ty, T3] te[T1, Tz [e2%
2 ¢
) M, (0, T;]) — by Xi — by
N (v Mal0.T) = bn g ) v< ma Kby, )
2 i an oo Ve kg igim an ©
<.
Since ¢ > 0 is arbitrary, while
lim inf P {Q<1> NQ@a® N oW n Q§?>} >1 - 5e,
n— o0
and € > 0 is also arbitrary, follows. [ ]

APPENDIX A. RANGES AND LoCAL TIMES

This appendix is largely devoted to proving Theorem 2.3l Unless otherwise stated, F
denotes the distribution in Assumption[2.1]

Let us begin by looking closely at the set I, in (2.29). By the definition of the proba-
bility measure /,,, the random function Y (%) has its first zero coordinate between 0 and
n, and the subsequent zero coordinates appear whenever the Markov chain returns back
to zero. Therefore, Iy, is, in distribution, the restriction to {0,...,n} of the range of
a random walk with the step distribution F', starting at a random position in {0, ...,n}.
The following definition formalizes this type of random walks, which we will study in this
appendix.

Assumption A.1. Forn € Ny, St = {St(n)}tENo is a random walk such that
(a) the initial position S(()n) has the law of min{0 < ¢t < n : Yt(n) = 0}, where
{Yt(n)}tez has the law i, in (2.28);
(b) the steps {&: }en are i.i.d. with distribution F, and are independent ofSé").

That is, the different random walks in Assumption[A.T]only differ in the law of the initial

position. Hereafter, {{S,Skm)}teNU} ren, denotes a collection of i.i.d. copies of S(™). For
the duration of this section we work with the sets I}.,, in (2.29) written as

Iin = {5 -t € No} N {0,...,n}, n,keN. (A.1)

By the definition these are nonempty random sets.

We will need several facts about these random walks, and we list these facts in the
proposition below. Most of them are well known. In the sequel we use the notation min A
(max A) to denote the smallest (largest) point in a discrete set A.

Proposition A.2. (i) Forevery k € Ny,

(min Ik;n Ik;n
_— =

~ " > = (Z2*(0),R*) weaklyin [0,1] x F([0,1]) (A2)

asn — 0o, where Z*(0) and R* are connected by (2.11), @12) and (2.16).
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(ii) If Ao denotes the full range {S(()O), Sfo), ...} of S, then

nP=YF(0)
P{n € Ag} ~ asn — oo (A3)
tn € Ao}~ FEFE— ALt
and
AoN 2F)y N [2n0, 27
limsup sup max max#( 0 [m7m__'— )ne, )) <oo as. (A4
no—oo n>ng 0Sk<n—1 mezZ n/F(Zk)

(iii) For anyy,n >0

# {k : S,(CO) <nn, &g > (log n)”} £, 00, M — oo. (A.5)
(iv) Let {Z(t)}+er, and {Z*(t)}+er, be given by 2.8) and (2.I1), respectively. Then
with 9, given by (2.33),
1
— 50 = {Z (W) }hier, in (D(Ry), 1), (A.6)
9, "~ lnt]
n teERL
I on . .
{ﬂ—aniT} = {2 (O}er, in (D(Ry), 7). (A7)
n teRL

Proof. (i): The claim follows from Theorem 5.4 in|Samorodnitsky and Wang (2019).
(ii): See (A.2) and Lemma A.1 in Appendix A in(Chen and Samorodnitsky (2020).
(iii): See Lemma A.2 in Appendix A in(Chen and Samorodnitsky (2020).
(iv): We first show ([A.6). For a sequence {c,} satisfying nF(c,) ~ 1/T'(1 — ) we
have

1
{—S@; } = {Z(®)}er, in (D(R), J1); (AS8)
Cn L J t€R+

see e.g. Theorem 4.5.3 in[Whitt (2002), and it follows that (A.6) holds in the M;-topology
(seeWhitt (1971)). Because the process { Z* (t) }+cr. iS a.s. continuous, the convergence
also holds in the J;-topology, see Section 12.4 in[Whitf (2002). We combine this argument
with part (i) of the proposition to get (A.7). [ |

We will occasionally drop the superscript on our random walk whenever the discussion
depends only on the step distribution of the walk. Denoting for A C Z and a € A

Po{S escapes A} = P{S does not hit A\ {a} | Sy = a},
we define the capacity of A by
cap(A) = Z P, {S escapes A}. (A9)
acA

It is well known that cap(A4;) < cap(As) if A1 C Ao, and cap(A4; U Ag) < cap(A;) +
cap(Az) for any Ay, As; seelSpitzer (1964).
For 0 < m; < mgy < oo we consider the range

Ag(mi,mg) = {5, ..., 1,

my? m

so that Ag = Ap(0, o) is the full range.

Proposition A.3. (i) Fixy > (1 —28)7"%, and let S = {S;}+en, be independent of
Ap. Then

max ]P’(S hits Ag N {j + [(logn)7], ... ,n}’SO =17 Ao) -0 (A.10)

0<j<n—(logn)”
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a.s. as n — oo. In particular, if forn = 1,2,..., V1., and V1,, are measurable
nonempty subsets of Ay N{0,...,n} with min V5, — max Vi,, > (logn)?, then
1
ny (cap (Vi U Vo) — cap (Vi,n) — cap (1/27,1)) — 0 a.s.. (A.11)
1in

(ii) Let SO pe an independent copy of S0, with ranges denoted by go(-, -). Then

oo ;:P{Aomﬁo - {0}} e (0,1). (A.12)
Furthermore,
cap (Ao (0, n))
n
Proof. (i): For (A1Q) we write for 0 < j <n — (logn)?,
P(s hits Ao N {j + [(logn)],...,n}|So :j,AO)
[log, n]
C ok o okt1y) -
< Z #(Aoﬂ[y+2,y+2 )) gﬁ;PO{Shltsm}.
k=|log, [(logn)71] -
By (A.4), there is an a.s. finite constant By = B;(A) such that the first term in the
sum does not exceed B; logn/F(2), while by (A.3), the second term does not exceed

By2(B=Vk /[,(2¥) for some finite constant By. Therefore, for any ¢ > 0, the sum above
can be bounded by

—> Coo A.S. AS M —> OQ. (A.13)

= logn 28-1k
BB > =2 = < (logn) T+,
102 F2h) L) ~ (logn)

k=|log,(logn)¥]
Choosing 0 < € < 1 — 23 — ~~ proves (A10).
For (A11) we enumerate, for a fixed n and ¢ = 1,2, V;.,, from left to right as
{vi,h e 7'Ui,ni}-

Then

ni
cap (Vi UVay) = ZPUM {S escapes V., U ‘/Q;n‘AO} + cap (Va.n)

j=1

ny
= cap (Vi;n) — Z qj +cap (Vain) ,

j=1

where in the obvious notation

q; =P {S escapes Vi, but hits Vo, | Ao, So = v1;} -
Now (A 11} follows from (A.10).
(ii): Note that by (A3),
]P{k € AgN AVQ} = P{k S Ao} P{k S AVQ} S RVQB_Q,

so it is a summable sequence. This implies (A12). To prove (AI3), we observe that
the array {cap (Ag(m1,m2))}m,<m, forms a stationary and subadditive family, so by the
subadditive ergodic theorem (see Theorem 5 in|Kingman (1968)) we have
cap (Ao(0,7))
n

— 7T a.s.
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for some random variable 0 < T < 1. Since the invariant o-field associated with the array

is clearly trivial, it follows from Theorem 3 ibid. that T is a constant. It remains to show
that the constant is equal to co,. We have

Y= Jim DB {457 (N Aofi,m) = (i}

a.s., hence
I I .
T= nl;rrgo - ;P {AO NAy(0,n—1i) = {O}} a.s.
This is the arithmetic mean of a sequence that converges to ¢, S0 T = ¢ @.5.. |

Proposition A.4. Forn € N, let
A, ={S":t=0,1,2,..}n{0,...,n}.
Let {Z*(t) }ier ., R* and ¥y, be as in (211, (216) and 2.33) respectively.
(i) Asn — oo
L gme A ({2 (O)}hier,, B*) in (D(Ry), Ji) x F([0,1])
9, |nt| . ) teRy > +/5J1 ) .
+

n

(ii) Asn — oo

{cap(A_nﬂ{fna:],..., LnyJ})
In

={ce (277 (y) =27 (), 0<z <y <1}

,O<x<y<1}

in finite-dimensional distributions.

Proof. (i): Since the marginal convergence has been established in Proposition[A.2] (i) and
(iv), the tightness is automatic. It suffices, therefore, to show uniqueness of subsequential
weak limits. Suppose that for some subsequence {ny},

L fg- 11— i )
<19nk {SL""” }teR+ ’ nkA"k) = ({Z"()}er,, R")

for some Z" and R". We will prove that, necessarily,

(2" }rere . RY) £ ({27 (D) }een, B (A.14)
To this end, recall that the m-systems
Cp = {{z(ti) > ai: t; 20,0, € R,1 <i <€} : L €N}
and
Cr={F T T afinite union of open intervals }

generate the respective o-fields in D(R;.) and F, so it is enough to check that the laws of
({Z%(t)}1er,, R*) and ({Z*(t)}1er, , R*) agree on Cp x Cr. That is, for any {1,y €

No, t; > 0,0, € R, i =1,...,¢; and disjoint open intervals 77, . .., T},, we have
]P’{ M (R NT;#0,25(t:) > ai}} - 1[»{ N (BNT; #0,27(t) > ai}}.
1<i<l 1<i<t

1<i<el2 1<y<ee
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Denote Ty = (¢1,d1), ..., Te, = (ce,,ds,). We have
P{ () {2°() > as, RN, 0} }

1<i<th
1<j<e2
.
. niti
:klglgop{ ﬂ {# > a;, Ap, N7 75@}}
1<i<h k
1<j<e2
S(nk)k S(nk)<— _ (nK)+
T [nxts] - Zlnkd;] [mics]
_klglgop{ ﬂ { 9. > a;, o > 0}}
1<l k k
1<l
:]P’{ m {Zﬂ_(tz) > a;, Z*e(dj) - ZM_(CJ‘) > 0}}
1<i<h
1<l
=P ﬂ {Z*<—(ti)>ai,FﬁTj;£®}},
1<i<h
1<l

as long as we can justify the penultimate equality.
Since each Z*¢ (¢;) is a continuous random variable, by the Portmanteau Theorem we
only need to check that

S(n)e _ S(")‘f
lim 1irnsup]P’{O < ZAndl  Tmel a} =0

e=0 psoo 1971
forany 0 < ¢ < d < 1. This follows from the marginal convergence given in Proposition
(i).

(ii): By the Skorokhod embedding theorem, the convergence in part (i) of the proposi-
tion holds as the a.s. convergence on some probability space, which will again be denoted
by (2, .7, P) for typographical convenience. Consider the partition Q = ; U Q2 with

0 ZZ{WEQzﬁ(w)m(%y):@}v QQ:Z{WEQ;F(“)“(%?J)#Q}-

We will show that the required convergence holds in probability on both €2; and €2,.
Since R* does not hit fixed points, we have Z** (y) — Z* (x) = 0 a.s. on ;. Fur-
thermore, we can write for some null event () 1,

Ql = QO,l U U Qllcv Q]f = {p (ﬁ(w)v [Iay]) 2 1/k}7
k>1

where p is defined in (2.3). Since 2 A, — R* a.s. in the Fell topology, the convergence
holds in the Hausdorff metric py as well, so on each Ok,

A, n{[nz],...,|nyl} =0

for all n large enough. Hence the required convergence holds a.s. on ;.
We now consider the event €25. Let

7, = inf {Fﬁ [x,y]} , To = sup {ﬁﬂ [Tl,y]} (both =y if R*N[x,y] =0).
For some null event ) o we can write

9229072U UQIQC, Qg = {TQ(W)—Tl(W)>1/k}-

k>1
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On (29, by the strong Markov property,
T d n n
cap(An N{[nz],..., |ny] }) = cap(Ao (O, S[n;]_ - SFniT))

Once again, since 24,, — R® a.s. in the Hausdorf metric. So on each 5, we have
s _ g < o a.s.. It follows by Proposition[A3] (i) that

[ny] [na]
cap (A_nﬁ {[nz],..., Lnyj})

e e
Siny) ~ Stnal

— Cxo

in probability on each 0%, hence also on the entire 5. Finally,
cap (A, N{[nz],..., [ny]})
Un

- (n)+ _ o(n)«
_cap (An N{[nz],..., |ny] }) SLnyJ an;ﬂ e (27 () — 2 (@)

(n)e _ gn)« I
Siny) = St
in probability on €2,. |

We proceed with an important lemma. Switching back to the terminology of Subsection
we suppose that the random elements {Y(k?") }ren are defined on a probability space
(Q,.Z,P), while {Y (%™)} is defined on a different probability space, and the entire system
is defined on the product probability space. We will use the notation IP,, for the quenched
(conditional) probability (computed with respect to {Y(O*”) 1). When needed in the sequel,
the notion of quenched probability may change, and we will always specify its precise
meaning.

Lemma A.S. Forany K € N and e > 0 there exists a sequence of events {QFK];n}"% in
Q satisfying
liminf P{ ey, } > 1- ¢, (A.15)

n—00

with the following properties.
(i) There exists C = C(e) > 0 such that for all 1 < k < K and all large n,
0 9
C ' <P < C— Q1o A.16
w,, Piin W, on [Kin ( )
(ii) Foralll < ki # ko < K, Ijyyon N Iiyn = Don QfK]m.
(iii) For1 < k1 < ko < Kandn > 1, set
ﬁ[klckﬂ;n =P {IO;n N (Ik1;n u---u Ikzm) 7é 0 ’ Ikl;n s Ikzm} .
Then
ko 19
Pl kol = kzk: Pijn — 0 (w—n) on gy, - (A17)
=k1

Proof. The Skorohod embedding argument we have just used shows that there is a proba-
bility space (once again denoted by (2, .%#,P)) on which, foreach 1 < k < K,

1 hm 1 ) _
S , =T | — ({255 (D) }icr. , RY) (A.18)
19” teR 4 n
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a.s.in (D(Ry), J1) x F([0,1]) and

cap (I;n N {[nx], ..., [nyl})
In

— Coo (217 (y) — 2 () (A.19)

in probability for all 0 < = < y < 1. In the remainder of the proof we work on this
probability space. We spell out the argument in the case K = 2; the general case can be
treated similarly.

(i): The last visit decomposition shows that

Drin = cap(Ik;n)/wn, k=1,2.
For € > 0 choose C7 > 0 so large that P (C’l_l <Z* (1) < Cl) > 1 — ¢/2. Letting
Q. = {cocCrt < cap(Tim) /U0 < cocCh, k = 1,2},

we see by (A.19) with z = 0,y = 1 that holds. Then holds with C' =
Cl /COO .

(ii): Since P(Iy., N Iz, # 0) — 0, we can make the events Qf2];n slightly smaller so
that (AT3) still holds and the condition of (ii) also holds.

(iii): Recall that R and R intersect only on a null set. It follows from (AI8) that
liminf p (I1,n, I2.n) /7 > 0 a.s. on Qf2]m. After removing from Qf2];n the null set, The
claim (A7) now follows from (A.I0Q), where the initial point j is the leftmost point in
11, U Iy, that is in Iy, and Ay the extension to the left of that among I1.y,, I2,, which
does not contain j. |

Lemma A.6. Forany K,m € N, we have
lim P {the numbers {j in b1<k<kx are all diﬁ‘erent} =1. (A.20)
n—o0 1<i<m
Proof. Again, we only spell out the argument in the case K = 2andm = 1. For0 < e < 1

let Qfy.,, and C' = C(e) > 0 be as in LemmalA.5] We have for a large a > 0

P {j111~_’n = j2,1;n}

g]P) {jl,l;n = J2,1;n < ac,ﬂ_} +P {jl,l;n > acﬁ_} .

Letting now P, be the quenched probability given { y (1in) }, we recall that, with respect
to Py, j1,1;n is geometrically distributed with success probability Diin- Therefore,

]P){lem > UJC&} = / P, {lem > UJC&}P(dW)
U Q U

<e +/ P, {jl,l;n > CLO&} ]P’(dw)
Q 0

[eK];n "

§e+<1—c“9—"

Wn,

a

aCwy, [9n—1
) —e+e .
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On the other hand, by the inclusion-exclusion formula and Lemmal[A3] (iii),

. . w
P {jl,l;n = J2,1;n < acﬁ_n}
n

aCw,

<e+ / Py {Io;n N T1.n # 0, Io;p N Loy # 0} P(dw)
QF,

[2]im

Cwy,
<€ + aﬁw sup Pw {IO;n N Il;n 7& @7 IO;n N I2;n 7& (Z)} — €.

n weQ[GZ] in

n

Letting first ¢ — 0 and then ¢ — oo concludes the argument. |

Proof of Theorem[2.3] For notational simplicity we consider the case K = m = 2. Our
method easily carries over to arbitrary K and m. We will once again use the Skorohod
embedding and assume that (A.I8) and hold. Then Ij,,/n — Rj a.s. and by
Proposition[A.4] (ii), wnPy.,,/Un — CooZ; (1) a.s. as well. We consider now the remain-
ing components in (2.34).

Let P,, be the quenched probability given {Y(k?")}, k = 1,2. To handle the second
component in (2.34), it is enough to show that, for a.s. w € Q,

(J1,1mP1ims J2,1mP2m) = (T1,1,T2,1) (A.21)
under P,,. For0 < € < 1, let Qf2]_n be the event in LemmalA3] Let 21,22 > 0. On Qf2]-n’

for any subsequence (n,,) over which (@;nm) ! To = (ﬁl;nm) ! 1 we have

P, {]1,1;nmﬁ1;nm = x1, j2,1;nmﬁ2;nm = x2}

LPrn,) '] -1 _ Pon. ) txa—(Pr., ) ta
- (1 _1_7[1:2];71771) ’ (1 - p2;nm) P ) 2= Fain )]
2 _ 19nm L(ﬁ1;717n)7lwlj_1
= H(l_pk;nm)+0
Wn,
k=1 m

(1= ) P P )

2 9 (mmm)’lzk
:(1 + 0(1)) H <1 _ﬁk;nm +o (M)) N e—(m-i—m)
k=1

MNm

. o -1
as m — oo. The same is true for any subsequence (n,,) over which (pQ;nm) Ty <

—1
(P1.n,,) 1. We thus see that

]P)w {jl,l;nmﬁl;nm 2 x1, j2,1;nmﬁ2;nm 2 xQ} — ei(zl+x2)

over lim inf sz]‘n for every 0 < € < 1 and, hence, also on an event of probability 1. Since

this is true for ali x1, 29 > 0, (A21) follows.

We now consider the last component in (Z.34). By Lemmal[A.6 we only need to prove
the following statement. Consider ¢ disjoint open intervals in (0, 1), {B; = (z;,¥;) : ¢ =
1,...,¢}. Then for any €, > 0, there exists a sequence of events {§2], },,en in § such that
liminf, oo P{2,} > 1 —€cand

P, {f] {%Iw B, # 0}} —p, {ﬁ {1 e BT}}

r=1 r=1

sup <4 (A.22)

weN!,
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where P, is the quenched probability given Y (3®) and P is the probability associated
with an independent standard uniform random variable. We treat the cases £ = 1 and
¢ > 2 separately.

Suppose first that £ = 1. By @2.13),

Z7 7 (y1) = Z7 (1)
Z1(1) ’

]P)l {J171 S Bl} =

while by the last exit decomposition,
LHin cap(fi.n(w) N (nx1,n
Pw{m, ﬂBl#@}— P(l,() (nay yl))
n cap(I1;n(w))

Therefore, we can take 2/, = Q and (A22)) follows by (AT9).
If £ > 2, then the second probability in (A.22)) vanishes. Furthermore,

Py {li,1;n "By #0,..., 1110 N By # 0}
<Py, {1 1,nNnBy # 0,11 1,0, "By # 0} .
Letting § = x2 — y1 > 0 we have by the strong Markov property,
P{hinNnB1 #0,11 1., "N'nBy # 0}

<P {Ao, EO have a common point > né} —0
as n — oo by (A3), we immediately obtain (A22). [ |
Proof of Proposition24] (i): The claim (2.36) follows from the obvious fact that
#1110 < #(A N Ag)

and the latter cardinality has the geometric distribution with success probability 1 — co,

(with ¢ defined in (A.12)).
(ii): The claim follows from (i) by the Markov inequality. [ |

APPENDIX B. ADDITIONAL AUXILIARY RESULTS

This section contains several auxiliary results that are essential in the main proofs. We
start with describing certain useful properties of the functions V' and k in (3.4) and some
related functions. Let

_\ —
Go) = (1/4H) (@), =>1/% (B.1)
notice that by the inverse function theorem,
G’ (z) = ho G(x). (B.2)

Furthermore, by the Karamata theorem the function

= * du
x -
1 utmLa(u)
is regularly varying at infinity with exponent ¢, so its inverse is regularly varying with
exponent 1/a. Therefore, the function

* du -
_ 1/
L(x)== (/1 7u1_0‘La(u)) (B.3)

is slowly varying.



EXTREMES OF SEMI-EXPONENTIAL PROCESSES 37

Proposition B.1. The functions V, h, G and £ have the following properties at infinity:

G(z) = V(z) =o(hoG(x)). (B.4)
V(x) ~ G(z) ~ (logz)"/*Z(log ), (B.5)
hoV(z) ~hoG(z) ~a t(logz)/* ' L (logx). (B.6)

Furthermore, for every t > 0 the function V satisfies

lim V(tx) — V(x)

= logt. B.7
z—00 ho V(x) 08 (B.7)

Proof. The statement (B.4) follows from the properties of the tails in the Gumbel domain
of attraction; see e.g. (2.4) in|Chen and Samorodnitsky (2020). This now implies the first
asymptotic equivalencies in (B.3) and (B.6). Since

G(x) = (log(ay)) /"2 (log(a)),

the second asymptotic equivalence in (B.3)) follows from the regular variation. Further, by
Karamata’s theorem,

Lo (G(x)) ~ (ZL(logz))" /a,

and the second asymptotic equivalence in (B.6) follows as well.
The version of the statement (B.7) with V replaced by G follows easily from the defi-
nition of G, and by (B.4) we may replace G by V. [ |

We proceed with two lemmas used in the proof of Proposition[3.9] The first lemma is
purely analytical, and we omit a straightforward proof.

Lemma B.2. (i) The function
(1—pg)t/e + ptle
(i—p=ni

is increasing to infinity. Furthermore, the numbers ., defined by ¥(r,,) = m
satisfy r, < m/(m+1) — 3 form > 1.
(ii) The function

U(r) = (1= B=r)[lw@)] + @) - [¥0))"], 0<r<1-8

is increasing and satisfies {(r) > v+ B8 on (0,1 — B). Finally, (r) — oo as
r—(1-08)".

The next lemma is essential for Proposition[3.9]

1/1(7”): _170§T<1_ﬁ

Lemma B.3. Fix any m € Nj.

(i) For 1 < b < oo such that v(1,b) > 0 let {&;}ien be i.i.d. random variables
whose law is the restriction of v to (1,b) normalized to a probability measure.
Then for any m € Ny there are cp,,Vm = 0 depending on m only such that for
anyy € (mb, (m+1)b] andd > m +1,

d
P {Z §i > y} < e b7 (H(b)) " H(y — mb). (B.8)
i=1
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(ii) For 0 < r < 1 — 8 consider sequences z, = V(wy) + V(9,) — V(w,/n") —
o(V(wy)) and Z, = V(wyp/n"), n > 1. Let (ry,) be as in LemmalB2l Then for
any m > 1 there is v, > 0 such that for any r € (v, "m41),

P {0, o V (00/T5) Loer, 0y > 20 |

o T—— =0. (B.9)

im —

w5 ()

Proof. (i): Recall that H(z) = exp{—q(x)} for ¢ > x¢ with ¢ increasing and concave,

and zq'(z) < q(z) for x > x4, for some x; > . Therefore, we can extend g in the

obvious way from the range [z1, 00) to an increasing and concave function on [0, co), that

vanishes at the origin. We work with this redefined H, while keeping the original notation

H. There clearly is C > 1 so that P{¢; > 2} < C'H(z) for all x > 0. Since H is the

tail of a subexponential distribution, there is cg > 0 such that, in the usual notation for the
convolution power, for all y > 0

d
P {Zg > y} < CYH*d(y) < ¢dH(y) foralld € N, (B.10)
=1

see Proposition 4.1.10 in[Samorodnitsky (2016). This gives in the case of m = 0 and
alld > 1 (with v9 = 0).

We proceed in the inductive manner. Assume that (B.8)) holds for all 0 < m < mg and
all d > m + 1. We first consider the case m = mg + 1 and d = m + 1. Let H} be the
restriction of H to (1,b). We still have

P{& >z} < (C/||Hy|)Hp(x) forallz > 0.
Therefore, for y > 0

d
P{Zéi > y} < (C/I1H ) H (y)

d
(/I ) /( o Moy [T el ae)a
’ =1

m+1

<(C/IHyl)? (a(b))

m—+1 m—+1
-exp{—inf{Zq(zi): Zzi>y,0<zl,...,zm+1 <b}}.

i=1 i=1

Since ¢(-) is increasing and concave, for y € (mb, (m + 1)b], the infimum is achieved
at, say, 21 = -+ = 2y, = b, Z;my1 = y — mb. Since for b > 1, ¢(b) < C1b** for some
C1 > 0, this establishes (B.8) in the case d = m + 1 with ~,,, and ¢,,, that must be at least
2a and C'C1, correspondingly. Their final values will be set in the sequel.

We continue to induct on d while keeping the same m. Assume, therefore, that (B.8)
isvalid ford = m+1,...,m + £, some £ > 1. In the case d = m + £ + 1 write for
y € (mb, (m + 1)b], in the obvious notation

d b d—1
(oo} [ o {Seos-] <o
=1 i=1

where 77 and Ty are the integrals over (1,y — mb] and (y — mb, b), correspondingly. To
estimate 77, note that in this range y — z > mb, so we may use the inductive assumption
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over d to obtain
d—1
P {Zfi ZY— Z} < =1 (H()) " H (y — 2 —mb).
i=1
By (B.10)

y—mb o 0o o
/ Fe(dz)H (y — z — mb) gC/ H(dz)H (y — z — mb)
1 1
<(c5C)H (y — mb) .
It follows that
Ty < (A0) 1o (H (b)) H(y — mb). (B.11)
To estimate 75, note that in this range (m —1)b < y— z < mb, and we use the inductive
assumption over m to write

Ty < & prmr (H (b)) /b Fe(dz)H (y — (m —1)b — z).

y—mb

Using the same optimization under concavity argument as above shows that

b
/ Fe(dz)H(y — (m—1)b—z) < C’W(y — (m —1)b)

—mb
<C(q(v) " HB)H(y — mb).

Therefore,

d—1 _ 2 == m—

Ty < Cc 1071 (q(b))” (H(b)) H(y — mb). (B.12)
It follows from (B.11)) and (B.12)) that to complete the inductive argument we only need to
make the final selection of ~,, and ¢,, to be so large as to satisfy

> (EC) et ol b > pme (q(b))2.

m m—1>

Since this can clearly be done, this completes the proof of (B.8).
(ii): Note that

Ny,
STV (wn/T) Loer,y = Y& (B.13)
T, >n" i=1

where NN, is a Poisson random variable with mean 7(zg) —n" /wy, and {&; };>1 is a family
of ¢.i.d. random variables independent of V,,, whose law is the measure v restricted to the
interval (z, Z,, ) and normalized to a probability measure there. Because of the range of r
and (B.3) we see that for large n the event {Z?:l & > 2y, } requires d to be at least m + 1.
Therefore, in the notation of the first part of the lemma, by (B.8),

Ny, (e} d
P{Z& >zn} = > P{Z& >zn}]P’{Nn—d}

d=m-+1 1=1
2z (H(z,) " H(z — mZy)

<3 7

d=m-+1
LefmzIm (E(En))mﬁ(zn — mZp),

Since z,, — oo, using 7y, + 1 from the first part of the lemma as ~,, in (B29) gives us
(B.9). |
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