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Abstract

Let {Z1,,n > 0} and {Z3,,n > 0} be two supercritical branching processes in different random
environments, with criticality parameters p; and po respectively. It is known that %ln Zin — b
and % In Z5,, — p2 in probability as m,n — oo. In this paper, we are interested in the comparison
on the two criticality parameters. To this end, we prove a non-uniform Berry-Esseen’s bound and
Cramér’s moderate deviations for %ln i — % In Z ,, as m,n — oco. An application is also given for
constructing confidence interval for p; — po.

Keywords: Branching processes; Random environment; Comparison on the criticality parameters;
Berry-Esseen’s bound; Cramér’s moderate deviations

2000 MSC': primary 60J80; 60K37; secondary 60F10

1. Introduction

The branching process in a random environment (BPRE) was first introduced by Smith and
Wilkinson [21] to model the growth of a population in an independent and identically distributed
(iid) random environment. Various limit theorems for BPRE have been obtained: basic results for
extinction probabilities and limit theorems for BPRE can be found in Athreya and Karlin [2, 3].
For subcritical BPRE, researches focus on the study of the survival probability and conditional limit
theorems: see, for instance, Vatutin [23]|, Afanasyev et al. [1], Vatutin and Zheng [24] and Bansaye
and Vatutin [5]. While, for supercritical BPRE, a number of researches have studied central limit
theorem, moderate and large deviations; see, for instance, Boinghoff and Kersting [8], Bansaye and
Boinghoff [4], Huang and Liu [17], Nakashima [20], Boinghoff [7], and Grama et al. [15], Fan et al. [13]
and Gao [14]. See also Wang and Liu [25] and Huang et al. [18] for BPRE with immigrations. Despite
the fact that the limit theorems for BPRE are well studied, there are no results for comparison on the
criticality parameters. The objective of the paper is to fit up this gap.

Let (&,&)7 = ((fl,n,&,n)T)nzo be a sequence of iid two dimensional random vectors, where
(&1, égm)T € R? stands for the random environment at time n. Notice that for give n, &1n and oy
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may not be independent. For any n € N, each realization of &, corresponds to a probability law
p(&in) = {pi(§&1n) 1 i € N}, that is p;(§1,,) > 0 and Y ;2 pi(&1,,) = 1. Similarly, each realization of
&2, corresponds to a probability law p(€2.,). Let {Z1,,n > 0} and {Z,,n > 0} be two branching
processes in the random environment &; and &3, respectively. Then {Z; ,,n > 0} and {Z3,,n > 0}
can be described as follows: for n > 0,

Zl,n Z2,7L
Zio=1 Zipy1= E Xinis Zoo=1, Zopiy1= § X2 n,is
i—1 i—1

where X, ; and X5, ; are the number of offspring of the i-th individual in generation n with envi-
ronments &1, and &2 5, respectively. Denote P¢, ¢, the conditional probability when the environment
(&1, &)T is given, and 7 the joint law of the environment (&1, &)7. Then

P(dz1, dx2, dyr, dy2) = Pg, ¢,(dx1, dzo)T(dy1, dys2)

is the joint law of the two branching processes in random environment. Usually, the conditional prob-
abilities P¢; and P¢, are called the quenched laws, while the total probability IP is called the annealed
law. In particular, if & and & are independent, then we have P¢, ¢, (dz1, dxs) = Pg, (dz1)Pg, (dx2) and
T(dy1,dy2) = 7(dy1)7T(dy2), where P¢, (dx1)7(dy1) and Pg,(dza)7(dy2) are respectively the annealed
laws with respect to the branching processes {Z1,,,n > 0} and {Z2,,,n > 0}. In the sequel, E¢, ¢, and
E denote the expectations with respect to P¢, ¢, and PP, respectively. For any n > 1, set

oo 00 n—1 n—1
m&”,{ => K p(&in), mép% = Wpel&an),  Tp=[[mis Ton= ][] me
k=0 k=0 i=0 i=0

(»)

imn>0 and (mgp %)nZO are two sequences of iid

with the convention that II; o = Iy g = 1. Clearly, (m
random variables. For simplicity of notations, write

(1) (1)

Mmin =My, and  ma, =msy,,
and denote
Xin =1Inmyy,, Xon =1Inmgp, p1 =EXq, po =EXs0,
o2 =Var(X1,),  o0%=Var(Xan), p= COV()il,Z,Xz,n)7
102

where 11 and po are known as the criticality parameters for BPREs {Z; ,,n > 0} and {Z3,,,n > 0},
respectively. In particular, if & and & are independent, we have p = 0. To avoid the environments
¢ and & are degenerated, assume that 0 < 01,09 < co. Write In* 2 = max{In x,0}. Throughout the
paper, we introduce the following conditions of Grama et al. [15]:

Z Z
E 2L In* Zl,l + 21 In™ 2271 < 00 (11)
mio ma2o0
and
po(&1,0) = po(€2,0) =0, a.s. (1.2)



The assumption (1.2) implies that each individual has at least one offspring. The assumptions (1.1)
and (1.2) together implies that the processes {Z,,n > 0} and {Z,,n > 0} are both supercritical,
and satisfy that pq, ue > 0 and P(Z;,, — 00) = P(Z2, — 00) = 1. See Athreya and Karlin [3] and
Tanny [22].

In this paper, we are interested in the comparison between criticality parameters p; and pe.
Consider the following common hypothesis testing:

Ho:p=po <— Hyi:p # po.

It is known that %ln Zin — p1 and % In Z5,, — po in probability as m A n — oco. Thus, to answer
the hypothesis testing, it is critical to know the asymptotic distribution of % InZy,— % In Z ;,, which
is the main purpose of this paper. Throughout the paper, we assume either

pelf0,1) or 27&@.
n ' m

el _ _ : . Xii—pi _ Xo1—p2 .
The conditions p = 1 and 7% = 72 together implies that - = —=—— a.s., which should be

avoided. The main results are presented in Section 2. Let us introduce them briefly. Define

R _%hlzlm—ul—%lnzz,m-i-uz
m,mn

' 1 2 1 _2 mAn
\/501 + w02 — 2p0102°

, n,m € N.

Firstly, Theorem 2.1 presents the central limit theorem (CLT) for R,, , : for all 2 € R, it holds

lim P(Rpn, <) =®(2), (1.3)

mAn— o0

where ®(z) is the standard normal distribution function. Secondly, under the moment condition
zP zp

E[Xigé + X;j}‘s] < oo with p € (0,1] and the condition E[m%:) + m%ﬂ < oo with p > 1, Theorem 2.2

gives a non-uniform Berry-Esseen bound for R, ,: for any ¢’ € (0, §) and all z € R,

C 1
(m An)/21 + |z|t+o"

'P(Rmm < :17) —®(x)| <

(1.4)

By Lemma 4.3 and (4.10) in the paper, it seems that R,,, only has a finite moment of order 1+ ¢,
8" € (0,9), under the stated conditions, which explains why the non-uniform Berry-Esseen bound
is of order |#|~'"% instead of order |z|727% as 2 — oo. The inequality (1.4) implies the following
Berry-Esseen bound:

C
P(Ryn<z)—@ < —— 1.5
sup [P (R < ) = 2(2)] < s (1.5)
In particular, when m — oo, we have % In Z5 ,;, — po in probability, which leads to Ry, , — lnziﬂ"%

in probability, and then inequality (1.5) recovers the Berry-Esseen bound of Grama et al. [15], that is,

P<—IHZL"_"“1 <) - (@) < ¢
0'1\/’5

sup = 02

zeR




Finally, we establish Cramér’s moderate deviations. Assuming Cramér’s condition E [e’\OleO +e)‘0X2’0] <

P P
oo for a constant Ag > 0 and E[let + nzéz] < oo for a constant p > 1, Theorem 2.3 shows that for
all 0 <z < C~'WmAn,
P(Rmn > 1+ 23
p PBmn 2 2)| o L (1.6)
1—®(x) vmAn
From (1.6), we obtain the following equivalence to the normal tail: it holds
]P’(Rm n > a;)
— 2 =1 1 1.7
TS = Lol (1.7)

uniformly for 0 < x = o((m An)/6) as m An — co. When m — oo, it is easy to see that (1.7) holds
with R, , replaced by an;ni—\/ﬁm Such type Cramér’s moderate deviations for lnzgfi_\/ﬁm“
established by Grama et al. [15].

The paper is organized as follows. Our main results are stated and discussed in Section 2. In Section
3, an application of our results to construction of confidence intervals for u; — po is demonstrated.
The proofs of the main results are given in Section 4.

Throughout the paper, ¢ and C, probably supplied with some indices, denote respectively a small
positive constant and a large positive constant. Their values may vary from line to line. For two
sequences of positive numbers (ay,)n>1 and (by,)p>1, we write a,, < by, if there exists a positive constant
C such that for all n, it holds C~1b,, < a,, < Cb,,.

have been

2. Main results
We will need the following conditions.

A1. There exists a constant ¢ € (0, 1] such that
E[X75° + X580] < oc.
A2. There exist a constant p > 1 such that

VA VA

1,1 2,1

E[—p’ +— } < 0.
Mio Moy

Denote ®(z) the standard normal distribution function. Let

1 1 mAn
Vinnp = \/EU% +—03 = 20010 — (2.1)

and define

R IinZi,— i — 2 InZop + po
m,n +—

, n,m € N. 2.2
vanvp ( )

We have the following CLT for R, .



Theorem 2.1. For all x € R, it holds

lim P(Rp, <) = ®(z). (2.3)

mANn— 00

The following theorem gives a non-uniform Berry-Esseen bound for R,, .

Theorem 2.2. Assume that conditions A1 and A2 are satisfied. Let &' be a constant such that
8" € (0,8). Then for all x € R,

C 1
T (mAn)Y21 + |x|H0

(2.4)

Remark 2.1. By (4.10) and Lemma 4.3, under conditions A1 and A2, R, , has a finite moment
of order 1+ ¢, & € (0,0), which explains why the non-uniform Berry-FEsseen bound (2.4) is of order
|| =19 instead of order |x|727° as x — co.

Denote
+o00
d (X) = / P(X < 2) — ®(z)| da
—00
the Wasserstein-1 distance between the random variable X and the standard normal random variable.
The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 2.2, which gives a convergence rate of R, ,,
to the standard normal random variable in the Wasserstein-1 distance.

Corollary 2.1. Assume that conditions A1 and A2 are satisfied. Then

C

d'll) Rmn gi'
(Fnn) (m An)d/2

By Theorem 2.2, we also have the following Berry-Esseen bounds for R, ;.

Corollary 2.2. Assume that conditions A1 and A2 are satisfied. Then

C
P(R,,<z)—® ‘<7. 2.5
SR [Pt < 0) = ¥ < G =
Notice that % In Z5 ,, — o in probability, and thus
InZy, —nua

Roon = lim R,,, =
’ m— 00 ’ Olﬁ

in probability. Then when m — oo, Corollary 2.2 recovers the Berry-Esseen bound established by
Grama et al. [15], that is,

sup
zeR

InZi, —
MMq)_@@) <

0'1\/7_1 -

It is known that the convergence rate of the last Berry-Esseen bound coincides the best possible one
for iid random variables with finite moments of order 2 + 4.

Next, we are going to establish Cramér’s moderate deviations for R, ,. To this end, we need the
following conditions.

oz



A3. Therandom variables X7 g and X3 o have exponential moments, i.e. there exists a constant A\g > 0
such that
E[e)‘OXLO + e)‘OX2v°] < 0.

A4. There exists a constant p > 1 such that

We have the following Cramér’s moderate deviations for R, ..

Theorem 2.3. Assume that conditions A3 and A4 are satisfied. Then for all0 <z < cy/m An,

P(Rmn > 3
B > 2) Lra (2.6)
1—®(x) vVmAn

Thanks to the symmetry between m and n, Theorems 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 remain valid when R,, ,, is
replaced by —R,, . Notice that —R,, ,, = Ry, m.

By an argument similar to the proof of Corollary 2.2 in [12], it is easy to see that Theorem 2.3
implies the following moderate deviation principle (MDP) result for R, ,,.

Corollary 2.3. Assume that conditions A3 and A4 are satisfied. Let a, be any sequence of real
numbers satisfying a, — oo and an/v/m An — 0 as m An — oo. Then, for each Borel set B, the
following inequalities hold

2 1
— inf r < liminf —2P<% S B)
z€B° 2 n—oo aZ Qn
1 R 2
< limsup—zln]P’< e B> < - inix—, (2.7)
n—oo Oy anp, r€B

where B° and B denote the interior and the closure of B, respectively.

From Theorem 2.3, using the inequality |e¥ — 1| < e®|y| valid for |y| < C, we obtain the following
result about the uniform equivalence to the normal tail.

Corollary 2.4. Assume that conditions A8 and A4 are satisfied. Then it holds

P (Rmm > :17)

50 =1+o0(1) (2.8)

uniformly for x € [0, o((m A n)Y%)) as m An — co. The result remains valid when o) U8

replaced by W.

Notice that when {Z5,,n > 0} is an independent copy of {Z; ,,n > 0}, we have p11 = p2,01 = 02

InZi,—InZ
Bfn — M &2n Consequently, by Theorem 2.2, under
\/%O‘ 1

and p = 0. Then, for m = n, it holds R, , =
conditions A1 and A2 it holds for all z € R,

‘]P)<ln Zl,n —In ng < LE) _ (I)(J})
V2noq

6

C 1
= 21 4 |2[IH




By Corollary 2.4, under conditions A3 and A4 we have

InZi,—1InZs
——n_—7an >
P( V2no1 =%

1—®(x)

) =1+0(1)
uniformly for 2 € [0, o(n'/%)) as n — co.

3. Applications to construction of confidence intervals

When parameters 01,09, and p are known, we can apply Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 to construct
confidence intervals for p; — uo.

Proposition 3.1. Let K, € (0,1). Consider the following two groups of conditions:

B1. The conditions of Theorem 2.2 hold and

In K| = o(In(m An)), asmAn— oco. (3.1)

B2. The conditions of Theorem 2.3 hold and

I Ky | :0((771/\71)1/3)7 as mAn — oo. (3.2)

If either B1 or B2 holds, then for n large enough, [Am n, Bmn] is the confidence interval of pi — po
with confidence level 1 — Ky, , where

1 1
Apn==-I02Z1 — — 1 Zop — Vi p® <1 _ m>
n m 2

and

1 1
B =~ 21 = — 0 Zpn + Vi, p® 0 (1= 228,
b n b m b AR 2

Proof. Assume B1. By Theorem 2.2, as m A n — oo, we have

P(Rpn > ) P(Rpmn < —x)
1— ®(2) P(—z)

uniformly for 0 < z = 0( In(m A n)) . For p \, 0, the quantile function of the standard normal

=1+o0(1) and =1+o0(1) (3.3)

distribution has the following asymptotic expansion

1 1
o L(p) = —\/lnp - lnlnﬁ —1In(27) 4 o(1).

KRm,n

In particular, when &, ,, satisfies the condition (3.1), the upper (1 — T)—th quantile of standard nor-
mal distribution satisfies ! (1 — Z:2) = =@~ (222) = O (\/[In Kyl ), is of order o ( In(m A n)) .
Then, applying the last equality to (3.3), we have as m A n — oo,

K K.
IP( B (1—ﬂ>>~ m,n A
R > . . (3.4




and

P (Rmvn < ¢! (1 - %)) ~ “";". (3.5)
Therefore, as m A n — o0,
]P’( 9! (1 - %) < Rpp <07 (1 - %) ) ~ 1= Ko, (3.6)

which implies p; — po € [Am n, Bm,n) with probability 1 — &y, ,, for m A n large enough.
Now, assume B2. By Theorem 2.3, as m A n — oo, we have

P (Rypn > )
1—®(x)

P(Rpn < —x)
o(—2)
uniformly for 0 < x = o((m An)'/%). When ,, ,, satisfies the condition (3.2), the upper (1 — “z)-th

quantile of the standard normal distribution satisfies ®~! (1 — H’;”) = ¢! (“’g") =0 (\ /|In Hmm’),
which is of order o ((m A n)l/ﬁ). Then by (3.7), we get, as m An — oo,

P(—cp—l (1—%) < Rpp < 0! (1—%)) ~ 1= Fpn.

From the equality above, the result still holds. O
When {Z5,,n > 0} is an independent copy of {Z; ,,n > 0}, we can apply Theorems 2.2 and 2.3
to construct confidence intervals for o7.

=1+o0(1) and =1+o0(1) (3.7)

Proposition 3.2. Let k,,, € (0,1). If either B1 or B2 holds, then for n large enough, [A,, By] is
the confidence interval of 0% with confidence level 1 — kK, ,,, where

(ln Zl,n — ln Zg’n)2
2”X?_1 (1)

3 Kn,n

Ap =

with Xg(l) the q-quantiles for chi-squared distribution with 1 degrees of freedom.

Proof. Assume B1. By Theorem 2.2, as n — oo, we have

_ 2
P ((anLn InZasn) > l‘)

2
2noy

P(x*(1) > x)

=1+o0(1) (3.8)

uniformly for 0 < z = o(vInn). Then, applying the last equality to (3.8), we have, as n — oo,

InZi,, —1nZs,)?
( l,n 27’ﬂ) é X%_%Hn n(1)> ~ 1 — /{n’n’ (39)

P(xi (1) <

L 907

which implies 02 € [A,,, B,,] with probability 1 — #y, for n large enough.
Assume B2. Similar argument holds. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.2. O



4. Proofs of Theorems

For [ = 1,2, denote the normalized population size

Zl n
Win==——, > 0.
In Hl,n n =
Then (Wi ,)n>0 and (Wa,)n>0 are both nonnegative martingales under the annealed law P, with
respect to the natural filtration 7o = 0{&1, &}, Frn = 0{&1, &2, X1 ks Xo ki, 0 <k <n—1,i > 1},n > 1.
Then, by Doob’s convergence theorem, the limit

VVl,OO = lim Wl,n
n—o0

exists P-a.s. and, by Fatou’s lemma, satisfies EW; .. < 1. The conditions (1.1) and (1.2) together
implies that P(W;,, > 0) = P(Z;,, = o0) = lim,_,ocP(Z;,, > 0) = 1, and that the martingale W,
converges to W o in L*(P) (see Athreya and Karlin [3] and also Tanny [22]).

For simplicity of notations, without loss of generality, we assume that m < n. In the sequel, denote

Xii-1 — KXoy

= P =1, d = =1,...,m.
Tlm,rm n Vm7n,p 9 ? y ey Ty an 77m7n,n+] m Vm7n,p ) J y ey TN
Then R,,, can be rewritten in the following form
e In W In W
1, 2,
Rm,n = Z Tim,ni + o o . (410)

i=1 n vanyp m vanyp

Set
Yi =Mmni+Mmnn+i,» t=1,...m, and Y;=npn: i=m+1,..,n.
Then (Y;)1<i<n is a finite sequence of centered and independent random variables, and satisfies

n+m

n n
Z Y, = Z NMmmn,i and E:IEYZ2 =1.
i=1 i=1 i=1

Moreover, we have

, i=1,..,m, and Var(¥;) = moi= m-+1,..,n,

Var(Y;) < 3

1
m
as m — 00.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 2.1

Without loss of generality, we assume that m < n. Recall that 0 < 07, 09 < 00, and that (V;)1<i<n

satisfies
n+m

zn:Yi = fmmi and zn:EYf = 1.
=1 i=1 =1



Notice that

1
Vinn,p < \/—ﬁ and lrglagxn Var(Y;) = 0, m — oo.
Thus by CLT for independent random variables, we have Z " Nm,n,i converges in distribution to the

standard normal distribution as m — oo. Recall that for [ = 1,2, W, converges to W o in L(PP)
In Wi d In Wa
an,n,p an me,n,p
(4.10), we have R,,, converges in distribution to the normal distribution. This completes the proof

of Theorem 2.1.

as n — oo, thus

both convergence in probability to 0 as m — oo. Hence, by

4.2. Preliminary Lemmas for Theorem 2.2

In the proof of Theorem 2.2, we need the following non-uniform Berry-Esseen bound of Bikelis [6].
See also Chen and Shao [9] for more general results.
Lemma 4.1. Let (Y;)i<i<n be independent random variables satisfying EY; = 0 and E ]YZ-]H‘S < 00

n
for some positive constant § € (0,1] and all 1 < i < n. Assume that ) IEYZ-2 = 1. Then for all x € R,
i=1

n
2+6
IP’<ZY¢§$> - o)) < 1+’ ‘2+5 ZE|Y|
i=1

Consider the (conditional) Laplace transforms of W) o and Wy  as follows: for all £ > 0,

bie(t) =Eee Wi and  ¢i(t) = Egie(t) = BEe Wi, §=1,2.

Clearly, as W; oo > 0 P-a.s. we have ¢;(t) € (0,1],7 = 1,2. Moreover, we have the following bounds for
oi(t),i =1,2, as t — oo.

Lemma 4.2. Assume that conditions A1 and A2 are satisfied. Then for i = 1,2, it holds

C
¢i(t) < T i (I )i t — o0.

Proof. Set i = 1,2. Define T™ the shift operator by T™ (&.0,&i1,---) = (&ins&int1s--- ), for n > 1.
Then we get for a fixed k > 0,

k
IL; , (T &) = M MG ot 1+ TG fetm—1-

In particular, we have II;,, = II; ,, (T 0&). Next, we use the method of Grama et al. [16] to complete
the proof. From (3.15) in [16], it is proven that for any ¢ > 0 and n > 1,

Hjn> ”1:1 (Pl(fi,j) +(1- Pl(&,j))BK)
> (ETﬂEinOO):| 4P (th < tK> , (4.11)

10

¢i(t) < E¢,~<

1 t
_E y ne.
+ % [%T ¢ <Hm

)




where tg = (CK)_I/(f”_l), C and K are positive constants, such that
Bk =1— (1 — 1/p)tK S (O, 1).

From (3.18) in [16], it is proven the following inequality

t
t t > b (nk 1<T”5i>nm(si>) mP) (Tn¢;)
1) in.—En_W?”}gEi< >—|—§:E dlia ’ k . (412
{‘f’ e (H) B A R N Al T T {2

Let p € (1,2]. Given n, K, let Y;,, x be a positive random variable whose distribution is defined by

Eg(Yinrx) = ! Eg ( ! > ﬁ <p1(§i,j) + (1 —pl(&,j))ﬁK>

qin,K Hi,n j=0
o] 1 (») n
1 1 1 I\ T meamacy ) miy (IT7&)
" —Eg< > "‘_ZE ( ,k+1_(1 &)L, (5)) ch 7 (4.13)
K i K= Hf,k (T&;) my (T76;)

for all bounded and measurable function g, where ¢; ,, i is the normalizing constant (to make Eg(Y; ,, k) =
1, when g = 1) defined by

n—1 1 co 1 mi,k
Ginkx = E [ [ ey + - pl(&,j))ﬂK)] e [tt kZ:oEHi;l (g ik
(

1 m':n)
E( ;,’0)]. (4.14)

The last line follows by (3.21) in [16]. Combining (4.11)-(4.13) together, we have

J=0

1

= [E (p1(&i0) + (1 — pl(é’i,o))ﬁK)}n + 2

—_
_l_

t
01(8) < Gin KEGi(Yi 1ct) + P < - m) | (4.15)
i,n
Choose A; such that In A; > u;. Clearly, we have A; > 1. When A?H <t< A?+2, let K = K; ), =
((n +1)In 4;)'9, then we have lim, , t/f,, = 1. By Nagaev’s inequality (see Corollary 2.5 in

[11]), for n large enough,
A; C

" m)) < (4.16)

t t
IP’( <ti,) = P(Hm > ——) <P(Sin — npi > nlin
Hi,n ' tKi,n
where S;, = Z?:l Xij—1. When t > A2, let n be a positive integer such that A?H <t< A?H, SO

we get
Int

— 2.
In Az

n >

Thus, by (4.16), for any AP+ <t < A2,

t C Int -0 C
) < — — < — .
]P)(Hm < tKZ'”) — plt+d <¢ <lnAi 2> ~ (Int)i+o (4.17)

)



Notice that 0 < ¢;(t) <1 (¢t > 0). By (4.15) and (4.17), we have

o
C
¢i(t) < Z ion, K Lpanticpcantey + 1+ (InT )l

n=1

(4.18)

From the definition (4.14) of ¢; » x, when A?"'l <t< A:.H'z, we have

C

Gisn K < T+ mF e (4.19)

Finally, by (4.18) and (4.19), we obtain for any ¢ > 0,

C

¢z(t) < W

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.2. O
We have the following result for the LP(P) moments of In W; o and In W ,,.

Lemma 4.3. Assume conditions A1 and A2 are satisfied. Then fori=1,2 and q € (1,14 9), the
following two inequalities hold

E|In W; 5|7 < 00 (4.20)
and
supE|InW; |7 < oo. (4.21)
neN

Proof. Set i = 1,2. Consider the following truncation on E|In W; |9, that is
ElIn Wi ool? = E[In Wi oo "1, s1y + ElIn Wi oo 1w, <13 (4.22)
For the first term in the right-hand side of the equality above, we have
ElIn Wi oo "1y, 51y < CEW o < 0. (4.23)
For the second term, we have

]
Elln Wiool'lw, <1} = q/ Z(lnt)q_l]P’(Wivoogt‘l)dt
1
o0 i t _
qe/ (bT()(lnt)q Lat
1

= qe ei—(lntq_ ¢i—(1nt)q—1dt . (4.24)
q(/lqb;t) )ldH/:o ;t) >

The last inequality above can be obtained by Markov’s inequality, i.e.,

IN

P(Wioo <t71) < eBe Wi = e gy(t).

Clearly, it holds
“4ilt) (Int)?" dt 4.25
T nt) < 0. (4.25)

12



From Lemma 4.2 and ¢ < 1 + §, we have

> ¢ilt) 1 / = 1
—(Int)?™dt < —————dt . 4.2
/e Humntas ¢ [ s < oo (4.26)
Substituting (4.25) and (4.26) into (4.24), we get
E’ In Wivoo’ql{wi,oogl} < 0. (427)

Therefore, by (4.22), (4.23) and (4.27), we get (4.20).
Next, we give a proof for (4.21). Since z — |lnq(x)1{x§1}| ,q > 1, is a non-negative and convex
function, by Lemma 2.1 in [17], we have

SHEE \ln Wim‘q 1{Wi,nS1} =E ]ln Wipolq 1{Wi,ooS1}'
ne

With the similar truncation as E [In W; o|?, by (4.27), we get

supE [In W ,,|* = sup (E I Wipl 1w, 51y + E [In Wi, [? 1{Wi,n§1})
neN neN

< supE[In Wi, " Loy, s1y +supE Wi, |f Lo, <1y
neN neN

S CEWZ,OO + E |ln Wi7oo|q l{Wz,oogl} < 0.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.3. O
The following lemma is a simple consequence of Lemma 2.4 of Grama et al. [15].

Lemma 4.4. Assume that conditions A1 and A2 are satisfied. Then there exists constant vy € (0,1),
such that
E’ In Wl,n —1In Wl,oo’ + E‘ In ng —1In W2,oo‘ < C"}/n.

In the proof of Theorem 2.2, the following lemma plays an important role.

Lemma 4.5. Assume that conditions A1 and A2 are satisfied. Let &' be a constant such that §' €
(0,0). Then for all z € R,

n-+m C 1
]P)<Rm,n <uz, ZZ; Tim,n,i > x) < (m A n)5/2 1+ |$|1+6’ (428)
and
n+m C 1
P<Rm,n >, ; Tim,n,i < l‘) < (m A n)5/2 I ‘x’1+5’ . (429)

Proof. We only give a proof for inequality (4.28), as inequality (4.29) can be proved in the same way.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that m < n.
First, we show that inequality (4.28) holds for z < —C'm!/? with some positive constant C. Recall

InZyn —nur  InZsypym —mpus
Rmn - -

)

N. 4.
Wy WV m,n € (4.30)

13



Then we have for all z € R,
n+m
P<Rm,n NN — x) < IP’(Rmm < :17> < P+ P, (4.31)
i=1

where

InZ1, —nu T InZsy — mpe
P=P —— < = d B=P[ - —>———T=-<—.
' < an7”7p N 2 o ? me,”vP N 2

Since Z1,, > 1 P-a.s. and Vi, p < m~Y2 as m — oo, there exists a positive constant C' such that
InZz;,, —n 1
Ln at > — ad > —=Cm!/? P-a.s.,
an7n7p Vm,”vﬁ 2

and thus P, = 0 for all x+ < —Cm!2. For Py, by Lemma 4.1, Markov’s inequality and the fact
EWs,, = 1, we have for all z < —Cm!/?,

“ |z| In Wo |z|
P < P mnntj < T Pl ——2>—
2= <;” mntd S 7 )P iV, 4

m
X X
P<anvn,"+j < _%> + exp{ - %m Vm,mﬁ}EWZm

IN

< md/21 + |z28 (4.32)

Hence, inequality (4.28) holds for all z < —C'm!/2.
Next, we show that inequality (4.28) holds for all > Cm?!/2. For all > 0, we have

n+m n+m
]P)<Rm,n <z, Z Tim,ni > .Z'> < P< Z Tim,ni > .Z'> .

i=1 i=1

Applying Lemma 4.1 to the right-hand-side of the last inequality, we have for all z > 0,

n+m
P<Rm,n <z, Z Nm,nyi = 117> < 1-— (I)(:E)
i=1

¢ = 945 - 245
+ 1+ ’x‘2+6 <; E|77m,n,i + 77m,n,n+i| + i:%:-i_l IE|77m,n,i| .

Using the inequality
(CL + b)2+5 < 21+5(|a|2+5 + |b|2+5), a,b c R,

we deduce that for all x > 0,

n+m
P<Rm,n <z, Z Nm,ngi = x)
=1

1 Zn 5 Zm 5
< 1- (I)($) + 1+ |$|2+5 ( E|77m,n,i|2+ + E|77m,nm+i|2+ :
i=1 i=1

14



Notice that Vi, , < m~Y2 as m — oo. Then, by the inequalities

1
V2r(1+ z)

we have for all x > le/z,

e < (x) < ﬁ(1+$)e , x>0, (4.33)

PR < il - < Co 1 Cs n m
m,n = T, Z; Mg ZT ) = md/2 1 + [z[2+0 + 1+ |2]270 \ n2top,—1-0/2 ™ m2+om—1-6/2
1=

Cy 1
ms/2 1+ |2+

Thus, inequality (4.28) holds for all z > Cm!/2.
To end the proof of lemma, in the sequel we show that (4.28) holds for all || < Cm!/2. Consider
the following notations for all 0 < k <m —1

n m
Ym,n,k = Z Tim,n,i + Z TImn,n+j> Ym,n,k = Ym,n,O - Ym,n,ky
i=k+1 j=k+1
In Wl,k In Wg’k In Wl,n In W27m

Hmnk = - and Dmnk: - _Hmnk-
Y n vanvp m vanvp Y n vanvp m vanvp Y

Set o, = m~%/2 and k = [m!'~9/2], where [t] stands for the largest integer less than t. From (4.10),
we deduce that for all x € R,

n+m
P<Rm,n <z, Z Nm,ni > x) = ]P)<Ym,n,0 + Hm,n,k + Dm,n,k < SC,Ymm,o > .Z'>
=1

IN

]P)<Ym,n,0 + Hm,n,k <z+ Qs Ym,n,O > $> (434)
+ IED<|l)m,n,k| > am)-

For the tail probability P (|Dy,n k| > am), by Markov’s inequality and Lemma 4.4, there exists a

15



constant v € (0, 1) such that for all —m <z < m,

E|Dpn
]P)(’Dm,n,k‘ > am) < M
Om
- md? el [(0Win WmWis) (W, W
- Vm,n,p n n m m

_ In Wl,k B In Wl,oo _ In VVQJg _ In W27oo
n n m m

In Wl,n _ In Wl,oo
n n

5/2
< (E
o Vm,n,p

+E

In ng _ In W27oo
m m

In W1 p, B In W1
n n

+E
m m

+E

InWay,  InWaee ‘ )

1 1 1 1
< Cl m(1+5)/2 <_,Yn + _,Yn + _,Yk + _,Yk>
n m n m

Cs 1

= md21 + |20 (4.35)
Next, we give an estimation for the first term at the right-hand side of (4.34). Let
Grni(®) =P Yymnr <) and wvg(ds,dt) =P <§~/mnk €ds,Hypni € dt) )

Since Y, n 1 and (}N/m,n,k’ H,, 1) are independent, we have

]P)<Ym,n,0 + Hm,n,k <x+ am, Ym,n,O > l‘)

=P (Ym,n,k + ?m,n,k + Hm,n,k <z + am, Ym,n,k + ?m,n,k > l‘)

= //P(Ymm,k +s+t <+ am, Yk + s> x)v(ds, dt)

_ / / Urcany (Gt (2= 5 14 0m) = G i — 5) )ui(ds, di). (4.36)

Denote Cgl,n,k = Var(Y,, nx), then it holds Cy, , x =1+ O(k/n) — 1 as m — oo. By Lemma 4.1, we

16



obtain for all x € R,

Ym n,k x x
]P) )Yy < _ @
‘ <Cm,n7k - Cmm,k> (Cmvn,k>‘

m 2468 n 246
C Tm,n,i TIm,n,n+i Nm,n,i

< 276 Z £ T + Z E

1+ |33/Cm,n,k| k1 Cm,n,k Cm,n,k i=m—+1 Cm,n,k

m 246 n 2+6
<G ZEM + Y E Xri-1 =
=14+ [g]2F8 mV, Vi,
+ ‘ ’ j=k+1 m,n,p i=k+1 m,n,p

< 03 m n
-1+ |$|2+5 m2+6m—1—6/2 + n2+6m—1—6/2
Cy 1
m5/2 1+ |$|2+5'

By the last inequality, we deduce that for all z € R,
Ym n.k T X T
P s < - ) -
‘ <Cm,n,k - Cm,n,k> (Cmnk> ‘ i ‘ (Cmnk> )

< C 1 Yo 22 T
—_— 4 expl—— —z
= 21+ |z2P P 5 Conmi

|Gk (7) — ()|

IN

< C 1 n k 1

— mb/21 4 ||+ nl+ |z|?*d
C 1

<

md/2 1+ [z2H0

Therefore, we have for all z € R,

]P)(Ymn0+Hmnk w""amaYm,n,O 21') §J1+J2+J37 (437)
where
Iy = // Ljpcay 1B (2 — 5 — t+ ) — B(z — 5)| vy (ds, di),
C 1
Jo = W// 1{t<am}mvk(ds,dt)
and

C 1
J3 = 7 // 1{t<am}1 P —— t|2+5”k(ds’dt)'

For Ji, by the mean value theorem, we have for all z € R,
Litcan) @ (x — s —t+ o) — Oz — )]

2
X
< Clam —tlexp {—g} +lom = g1 day + lom = Uy

17



and

J1 < Ji+ Jig + Jis, (4.38)
where
22
Jiig = C//|am—t|exp{—§}vk(ds,dt),
J12 = //|OZm—t|1{5|>1+ix}vk(ds,dt)
and

Jig = //|Oém _t|1{|t\21+%|z|}vk(d8,dt),
By Lemma 4.3, it is obvious that for all z € R,

22
C1 exp {—g} <am + E|Hmnk|>

Co 1
mo/2 1 + |x|?+0”

Ji

IN

(4.39)

For Ji5, we have the following estimation for all x € R,

~ 1
Jiz < amﬂ”(IYm,mkl = 1+1|x|> + B[ Hmn k15, , c[>14 ey

Denote C2 g = Var(Yo, n 1), then we have c? = ﬁ Let ¢’ € (0,4). By Lemma 4.1, we deduce

m myn,k

that for all z € R,

- 1 Y, 1 4 Y, 1 4
P<|Ym,n,k| > 14 —|33|> - P Nm,n,k > i’ |£E|/ +P ~m,n,lf < — i’ |£E|/
4 Cm,n,k Cm,n,k Cm,n,k Cm,n,k

1 4 1 4
< 1og LAY g Lrl/
Cm,n,k Cm,n,k
k
< 2106 ZE‘nmv"vij‘ Nm,nn+i |20
1+ ‘—1j-|:c|/4 i=1 Cm,n,k
Cm,n,k
4 1 1
1+ |$|2+6 mo(2+6)/4 6/2
Cy 1

— 4.40
1+ |22+ m? (4.40)
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and, by Holder’s inequality with 7 = 1+ 24_6%({5:5, and ¢ satisfying %—F% = 1, it holds for all |z| < Cm!/?,

1/
E|Hp, k|1

IN

1/T ~ 1
(Yo k| >1+ 32} <E|Hm,n,k|7) P<|Ym7n,k| >1+ Z|$|>

mi/2 \ 1+ |z[?T0 m?

C 1
md2 1 + |z

Hence, we have for all |z| < Cm!/?,

Cs 1

J .
12 md/2 1 + |z

For Ji3, we have for all x € R,
1
Nz < amP( [Hmngl 2 14 glo] |+ BlHmnklLn,, , 214300

By Lemma 4.3 with p’ = 1+ 6/2 and Markov’s inequality, we deduce that for all |z| < Cm!/2,

/

P( |H, |>1+1H < E|HpnilP < ¢ !
—lx — 7 S Ty s
mn,k| = 4 = 1 n ’f]}"p m,n,k 1+ ’x‘p mp /2
C
T 4.41
1+ 2210 (4.41)
and, by Lemma 4.3 with p” = %((5 + ),
Cl 1+p// 02 1
B bt stz S T B mad ™ < T e
Cs 1
= R4 o
Hence, we have for all |z| < Cm!/?,
7 C 1
13 md/2 1 + |z
Returning to (4.38), we get for all |z| < Cm!/2,
C 1
J1 < (442)

= mo2 1+ [z
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Next, we consider Jy. By an argument similar to the proof of (4.40), we have for all z € R,

< ———ui(ds) + —— —vr(ds
m/? <b<umm1+m—ﬂ“5M o @eHmm1+@—ﬂ“5“ 0
< ~
Somd2 |1+ |z/22t0 +P<‘Cm nk‘ > Conmk
S - 1 (4.43)

mé2 1 + |z2H0

For Js, by some arguments similar to that of (4.40) and (4.41), we have for all |z| < Cm!/2,
1
J3 = 5/2 // {t<am} 1+ ’x s t‘2+6 (dS dt)

vg(ds, dt) + // vi(ds, dt) +// vi(ds, dt)
5/2 <//s+t|<2+|m|/2 1+ |1L"/2|2+5 |s|>1+|z|/4 [t|>1+|x|/4

Cy 1 < Ymnk 1—|—|l‘|/4> < |$|
+P‘~”‘> _ +P([Hyppn >14+ 2

Tl R oM Ero o A e R

Cs 1
—_— . 4.44
md/2 1 + [z[2+0 (4.44)

Applying the inequalities (4.42)-(4.44) to (4.37), we get for all |z| < Cm!/?,
PlY, H < Y, > < ¢ L 4.4
( m,n,0 + mmnk > T + iy, m,n,0 = l‘) > m5/2 1+ ‘x’1+6l . ( . 5)

Combining (4.34), (4.35) and (4.45) together, we get (4.28) for all |z| < C'm!/2. This completes the
proof of Lemma 4.5. O

4.8. Proof of Theorem 2.2
We are now in a position to end the proof of Theorem 2.2. By Lemma 4.1 and the fact V,,, , , <

vm~1 4+ n=1 we have for all z € R,

n-+m
Cq
P< Z Tlm,n,i S LL’) - (I)(‘T) S W <ZE‘nmnz + 77mnn+z’2+6 + Z E’nmnz‘2+6)
=1 i=m+1
02 m+n -
< W Z E [%m,n,il
=1
<

Cg n m

1+ |22+ \ n2+9 (1 4 1y(2+9)/2 * m2+o (L 1)(2+9)/2
C 1

(m An)/21 + |z|>+0°

(4.46)
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Notice that

n+m n+m

P(Rm,” < 33) = P<Rm7n < @, Z Mmonyi < 33) + P<Rm,n <z, Z Nm,nyi > 117)
i=1 1=1
n+m n-+m

= P( Z Mmyng < x) - P<Rm,n >, Z Mmyngi < .Z')
i=1 i=1

n-+m

+ P(Rm,n <z, Z Mmni > a:)

i=1
Applying (4.46) to the last equality, we deduce that for all x € R,

n+m

C 1
P(Rpn < 7) = ®(x)| < A T T +P(Ronn > 2, M < )
i=1

n+m
+ P(Rm,n <2 Y i > ). (4.47)

i=1

By Lemma 4.5, it follows that for all z € R,
C 1
< — <

P (R < 2) — B(x)| < AT (4.48)
This completes the proof of Theorem 2.2. O

4.4. Preliminary Lemmas for Theorem 2.3

To prove Theorem 2.3, we shall make use of the following lemma (see Theorem 3.1 of Grama et
al. [15]). The lemma shows that conditions A3 and A4 imply the existence of a harmonic moment of
positive order a > 0.

Lemma 4.6. Assume that conditions A3 and A4 are satisfied. There exists a constants ag > 0 such
that for all o € (0, ag), the following inequalities hold

EW; S +EW, S < oo (4.49)
and

sup (EWl S+ EW,, n) < 0. (4.50)

neN

Proof. We give an alternative proof for Theorem 3.1 of Grama et al. [15]. Let ¢ = 1,2. By the fact

that
- 1 W et
W.a:—/ e Wisogelgy,
0

7,00 P(a)
we have
1
EW " = —— )ttt
7,00 F(Oé/

1 1 1

- - ()t dt ()t dt 4.51
F(a< ot 4 / ot ) (4.51)
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where T" is the gamma function. For the first term in the above bracket, since 0 < ¢;(t) < 1 (¢ > 0),
then we have for all ag > 0,

1 1
/ os ()t Ldt < O/ t1at < 0. (4.52)
0 0

For the second term, it is necessary to prove that there exists a positive constant ag such that for all
t>0,
C
() < .
Gilt) < 7 + tao
Next, we use the method of Grama et al. [16] to complete the proof of (4.53). Let Y; , x be defined in
(4.13). By (4.15), we have for all ¢t > 0,

(4.53)

t
61(t) < Qi kESi(Yin,1ct) + P(— < tc). (4.54)
Let p € (1,2]. By (4.13), we have
qt,n,KE?;’_TgK = E Ha H pl 62,‘] — D1 5@7‘7 ﬁK :| + = EHa
(T
k z

ne, ., (17¢) (mb
—l—lE Ha (EZ)Z zk—l—l( 5) ;

K o (1) \ miy (T76)

Since II; ,,(&;) is independent of II; 541 (7™¢;) and II; 5 (T"&;) under P for any k > 0,

n—1

quEf/Z—naK = E |0}, H (pl(fi,j) + (1 —pl(&,j))ﬁK)

j=0

(p) mn
(T"¢; m;; (T7E;
+—1 EI¢,E 1+§ k1 (1760) wk (T761)

K kal (Tne) \ miy (T7&)
n—1

= ETJ [m% (m(&y) + (1 = pr(&:9)Bx)]
7=0

1 i
+ B, E 1+Z ( ) P )

- {E [mgo (p1(&i0) + (1 — pl(fi,O))ﬁK)] }"

a \n a (»)
Em; 1 mgom;
Emio)” 1) 4 — a_(p_l)E( 0 740 )] . (4.55)
—Em j

+ K '
4,0

Thus, it follows from the dominated convergence theorem and (4.55) that

o 0 K
qi,anEYi,n?K i>QZnKni> ?(14‘0) L7800,
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Then, we take ng, Ky and ag € (0, \g) small enough such that Qi,anoE?i,_ncé?Ko < 1. By (4.54) and
Markov’s inequality, we can get

i) < Ging ko BO(Ving 1o t) + P( — < tK0>
i,n0
¥ CN(LKO
< Gino, Ko EO(Ying ko ) + a0 (4.56)

Notice that 0 < ¢;(¢) <1 (¢t > 0). Finally, by (4.56) and Lemma 4.1 in [19], we have for all ¢ > 0,

¢i(t) <

14 tao’
Let 0 < a < ag, we have

/ bi (1)t dt < O/ om0t < oo. (4.57)
1 1

By (4.51), (4.52) and (4.57), inequality (4.49) holds.
It remains to prove (4.50) now. Since x — 2~ (o > 0, = > 0) is a non-negative convex function.
Then by Lemma 2.1 in [17], we have

supEW, * = EW, 2 < oo.
neN ’ ’

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.6. O
Under conditions A3 and A4, we have the following counterpart of Lemma 4.5.

Lemma 4.7. Assume that conditions A3 and A4 are satisfied. Then for all |x| < \/In(m A n),

e 14 22 1
P( Ry <, >r)<o—2 {——2} 4.58
< mn > T ; Tmn,i = 33) = N €xp 233 ( )
and .
n-+m
1+ a2 1,

1=1

Proof. As conditions A3 and A4 together implies conditions A1 and A2, when |z| < 1, the inequalities
(4.58) and (4.59) are simple consequences of Lemma 4.5. Thus we only need to prove the inequalities
(4.58) and (4.59) for all 1 < |z| < /In(m A n). In the sequel, we only give a proof for inequality (4.58)
with 1 < |z| < y/In(m A n), as inequality (4.59) with 1 < |z| < /In(m A n) can be proved in the same
way.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that m < n. Recall the notations Y, ,, 1, }N/'mm,k, Hyyn ke
and D, , . defined in the proof of Lemma 4.5. Set oy, = m™/2 and k = [m'/2]. From (4.34), it holds
for all x € R,

n-+m

]P<Rm,n <z, Z Tim,ni > .Z') < P<Ym,n,0 + Hm,n,k <x+ amyym,n,o > x) (460)

i=1

+ P(’Dm,n,k’ > am)-
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For P (|Dyy k| > o), by an argument similar to (4.35), we have for all 1 < |z| < VInm,

2 1
P (| D] > 0tm) < 0\/% eXp{ - 5:,;2} (4.61)

Next, we give an estimation for the first term of bound (4.60). Recall the notations Gy, ,, 1 (), vi(ds, dt)
and 02 ik defined in the proof of Lemma 4.5, then we have

]P) mn0+Hmnk<x+am7Ymn0>$)

// 1{t<am} mak (T —8—t+ am) — Gy pi(T — s))vk(ds, dt)

and Cpypp = 14+ O(1/y/m) — 1 as m — oo. Using Cramér’s moderate deviations (for || < m!/9)
and Bernstein’s inequality (for |z| > m!/6) for independent random variables, we have the following
non-uniform Berry-Esseen’s bound: for all z € R,

Ym n,k x x
]P) )Yy < _ @
‘ <Cm,n7k - Cmm,k> (Cmvn,k>‘

x? ’JZ‘ 2 “ hm,n,i hm,n,n+i 3 - hm,n,i 3
SClexp{——} 1—|—< > E‘ — 4 2 + E‘#
2(1 + %’I‘D Cm,n,k j:zk;i-l Cm,n,k Cm,n,k i:;i—l Cm,n,k
1+ |af? { 22 }
< Oy expi — —————=—— p.
vm 2(1+ T%\x])

By the last inequality, we deduce that for all x € R,

o= )~ () * 7 ()
Grni(x) — ®(z < |P ML < - — & (x
| ’ 7k( ) ( )| ‘ <Cm,n,k Cmnk mnk mnk ( )
1+ 2?2 T
< C e +e -
= vm xp{ 2(1+ \/—| ) } P { 2cr2nnk}‘cmm,p
1+ 22 { } || { x? }
< (Chg——ex + C3——ex
m P 1+f|x| VZTh R T2 I
1422
< otien| - 20+ e }
\Faz
Therefore, we have for all z € R,
P (Ym,n,O + Hm,n,k LT+ apy, YmnO ) < Ji+ J2+ Js, (4'62)

where

O(x—s—t+ay)—Px— 8)‘Uk(d8,dt),

J1 = // Litcam)

1+ |z —s|? (x — 5)?
Jo = C//l <anm 7exp{ - vi(ds, dt)
tsam} ™ 2(1+ %L’E—SD

24




and

1+ |z —s—t (x —s—1)?
J3 ZC//I t<rm —eXp{ - vg(ds, dt).
tsam} = m 21+ Zlo—s—t))

Denote C’g"m k= = Var(Y;, k), then it holds 6’727””6 = 0(1/y/m) as m — oo. For the upper bound of
J1, by the mean value theorem, we have for all 1 < |z| < vInm,

2
T
Li<am} |2 (z =5 =t +am) — ®(x —s)| < Clam — t!exp{ N —c}
2(1 + J=|l)
* ‘am B t‘l{IS\Z 20e(Crni} T ‘O‘m N t‘l{mz Colz|Crrm}?

which leads to

Ji < Ju + Jig + iz, (4.63)
where
Jii = C//\am—t\exp{ }vk(ds,dt),
2(1+ Zlal) flwl)
Sz = / [om = (1512 211G, 0y V8 (05 B2)
and

s = / ‘Ozm B {|t\> Co\x\C'm . k}vk(dS, dt)-

By Lemma 4.3, it is obvious that for all 1 < || < VInm,

332
G P R |
2(1+ \/%]a:\)
&exp{ ~ w—z}
vm 2(1+ Zlal) )

For Jy2, we have the following estimation for all 1 < |z| < vInm,

Ji

IN

IN

D < anP(ITonal 2 2eiConnt ) + Blmnal L5, ooy

By Bernstein’s inequality, we deduce that for all x € R,

- ~ Y, Y,
P<|Ym,n,klz2lw|0m,nvk> = P =" > 2] | +P (=R < 22
Cm,n,k Cm,”vk
2 2
SRV RN )
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and, by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,

1/2

12 [ ~ _
E|Hm,n,k|1 <E|Hm,n,k|2) ]P)<|Ym,n,k| > 2|$|Om,n,k>

2 2
% <2exp{ - mf%»

ﬂexp{ _ 55—2}
vm 2(1+ Jlal) [

{D?m,n,k |Z2|m|am,n,k}

IN

IN

Hence, we have for all 1 < |z| < vInm,

J < ¢ e p{ v’ }
Xpy — —————— /-
2= Um 2(1+\/—%|$|)

For Jy3, we have for all 1 < |z| < VInm,

J13 < OZmP<|Hm,n,k| > 00|x|0m,n,k> +E|:|Hm’n7k|1{|Hm,n,k\200|$|6m,n,k}:|'

Notice that Vi, n, =< \/—% and 5m,n,k = #. It is easy to see that for all 1 < |z| < VInm,

~ In W; k 1 ~ In W k 1 ~
IP’(IHm,n,kl > Col:clc*m,n,k> < P<(71’( > —00|:c|0m7n,k> + P(‘iz" > —00|:c|0m7n,k>
n Vmin7p 2 m Vmin7p 2
< T1+1s.

By Lemma 4.6 and Markov’s inequality, we have for all 1 < |z| < vInm,

WmWie _ 1., -~ In W L GollC
PS5 > L ColalCnns ) + F( 0 < ~5ColelConn

T
n Vm,n,p n van,P

1 ~ _ 1 ~
< ]P)<W1,k > eXp{§Co|l‘|’l’L Vm,n,pcm,n,k}> + P<W17k1 > eXp{§Co|l‘|’l’L Vm,n,pcm,n,k}>
1 ~ . 1 ~
< E[Wig] exp{ — §C0\x]n Vm,n7pCm,n7k} + IE[VVUC ] exp{ — §aC0\x]n Vm,n7pCm,n7k}
<

Cexp{ — %az2},

with Cj lager enough. Similarly, we have for all 1 < |z| < vInm,

1
T < Cexp{ — 5952}
Hence, we get for all 1 < |z| < VInm,
~ 1
P(\Hmnk\ > Cola;\Cmm,k) < Cexp{ — §x2}
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Clearly, by Lemma 4.6 and the inequality |Inz|? < C,(z + 27%) for all o,z > 0, it holds
C C
ElHmnsl? < 20 (EW 4+ EWE2 + EWay +EW;0 ) < 2.
By Markov’s inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we deduce that for all 1 < |z| < vInm,

E[|Hm,n7k|1 E[|Hm7n,k|1

{[Hm n.k ‘Zco‘w‘ém,n,k}} {W1 ,>exp{1Colz|n Vm,n,pém,n,k}}}
t+E [|Hm’n’k|1{W2,kZeXp{%CO|x|m Vm,n,pém,n,k}}]
+ E| | i L2 expt 2 Coleln VoG 1)

+ E['Hmv"v“1{W;,,32exp{%co\x\mvm,n,pém,n,k}}}

1 ~
exp { - ZCOI‘T‘” Vm,n,pcmm,k}E[Wll,g’Hmv"’kH

IN

1 ~
+exp { ~ 7 Colalm Vm,nvpCm,mk}E[W;’22\Hm,n7k\]

1 ~ _
! eXp{ ) zacolévlnVm,n,pcm,n,k}E[Wlf/ziHm,n,kn

1 ~ —
! eXp{ ) zacokvlmVm,n,pom,n,k}E[sz/ﬂHm,n,ku

IN

exp { - iCola:\n van,pémm,k}(EWM)l/z(E\Hm,mk\z)lm

+ exp { - iC’o|$|m Vm,n,pém,n,k}(EW2,k)l/2(E|Hm,n,k|2)l/2

+exp { - iaC’0|$|n Vm7n,p5m7n,k}(EW;£)1/2(E|Hm7n,k|2)l/2

+exp{ - iaColx\me,n7p5m,n7k} (EWy ) 2 (B Hyyy i)
Gl )

with Cy lager enough. Hence, we have for all 1 < |z| < vInm,

Jiz < iexp{ — %:ﬂ}

vm
Returning to (4.63), we get for all 1 < |z| < VInm,
C x?
J < — exp{ - —C} (4.64)
vm 2(1+ 7z ll)
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For Jo, by an argument similar to the proof of (4.64), we have for all 1 < |z| < vInm,

1+ |z —s|? { (x — 5)? }
o = [ ey A0 - ds, dt
2 = O f [l = e 214 Coja— gy S M1

VD

= 5—% </|s<|x|ém,n,k(1 +e) eXp{ 21 f%w }Uk(ds) i /|s>|:c|6*m,n,k(1 i :CQ)Uk(dS))

< 5—% (1 +w2)exp{ — @} +P<‘§::IZ‘ > \ﬂ)]

< \/%(1+w2)exp{ - @} (4.65)

Similarly, for J3, we have for all 1 < |z| < vInm,
1+ |z —s—t? { (x—s5—1t)2 }

Sy =C Vicom)— 7 - ds, dt

s

2 2
< —= //(1+w)exp{ } (ds,dt) + // vi(ds, dt)
vm < 2(1+ Zlal) \/_|x|) 1> 1elCmm
+// _ vi(ds, dt)
‘t|>00‘x‘cm,n,k

C 2 }N/mn
< 2 (e mon {gmp) o[22 ) Pt > i)
ﬁ m,n,k
Cy 2 { z’ }
_ G 2 4.66
_\/ﬁ( + 2%) exp 2(1+\/_%‘x’) (4.66)

Applying the inequalities (4.64)-(4.66) to (4.62), we get for all 1 < |z| < VInm,

C
]P)(Ym,n,o + Hm,n,k < x4+ auy, Ym,mo > .Z') < —1(1 + 1'2) exp { }
vm 1 + \F|$|
x
< —(1 + 231+ —|:E| )exp{ - —}
v vm 2
C 2
Combining (4.60), (4.61) and (4.67) together, we get (4.58) for all 1 < |z| < v/Inm. This completes
the proof of Lemma 4.7. O
4.5. Proof of Theorem 2.3
We give a proof of Theorem 2.3 for the case of P(E”Tg?f)x), x > 0. Thanks to the symmetry between
m and n, the case of W can be proved in the similar way. To prove Theorem 2.3, we start
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with the proofs of Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9, and conclude Theorem 2.3 by combining Lemmas 4.8 and 4.9
together. To avoid trivial case, we assume that m An > 2.
The following lemma gives the upper bound of Theorem 2.3.

Lemma 4.8. Assume that conditions A3 and A4 are satisfied. Then it holds for all 0 < x <

cvmAn,
]P)(Rm,n > 33) 1+a3

—o@) U

Proof. First, we consider the the case 0 < x < /In(m A n). Notice that

In

(4.68)

n-+m n+m

P<Rm,n > .Z') = P<Rm,n > x, Z Nm,ni > 1‘) + ]P)(Rm,n > T, Z Tim,ni < .Z')
=1 i=1
n+m n+m

P( Z Nm,ni > 1‘) + ]P)(Rm,n > €, Z Tim,ni < .Z')
i=1 =1

Applying Cramér’s moderate deviations for independent random variables (cf. inequality (1) in [10])
to the last equality, we deduce that for all 0 < x < cv/m A n,

IN

P(Run>2) < (1-@@)(1+ O%) + IP’(Rmm > :Egnmn < :n>

By Lemma 4.7 and (4.33), it follows that for all 0 <z < y/In(m A n),

14 23 >
vmAn ’

By the last inequality and the inequality 1+ z < e”, we get (4.68) for all 0 < x < \/In(m A n).
Next, we consider the case /In(m An) < x < cv/m An. Clearly, it holds for all z € R,

n+m
In W1y, In Wo
Pl R > = P E ; — — — >
< = $> ( i—1 hmm.d + an,mp me,n,p =

P(Rm,n > 3:) < (1 - <I>(3:)> (1 +C

< L+ 1+ I3, (469)

where

n+m 1 1
_+_
I, = [[D( Z N 2x<1_w>>’

i=1
In W1, x? In Wo . x?
I, = P — > d I3 = P| — — >
? (n vanvp B n me"vP) o ’ ( m va"yﬂ B mo vanvp

with « given by Lemma 4.6. Next, we give some estimations for I1, Iy and I3. By condition A3,
Z:L:Jrlm Nm,n,i is @ sum of independent random variables with finite moment generating functions. By
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Cramér’s moderate deviations for independent random variables (cf. [10]), we obtain for all 1 < z <

cvmAn,

1 1
(5 + ma)r

hos (1ol G Jon [ O (o - Gy

<1 - <I><:13(1 - %))) eXp{C\/%}.

Using the inequalities (4.33), we deduce that for all x > 1 and ¢, € (0, %],

IN

T _42 —22(1—e)?
L-®@l-cn) _ Sty Tame " Pdt . et e 2,
1—@(z) -7 1@ (z) =4t ——Y
V2r(1+x)

< 1+ Cz%,, exp {C’xzen}
< exp {2Cx25n}.

Hence, by the fact Vi, ., < —L jtholds for all 1 <z < ¢cv/m An,

m7

73

By Markov’s inequality, it is easy to see that for all x > /In(m A n),

L < (1 - <I>(x)> exp {C’

I

]P’(Wl,n > exp {a:2})

< exp{ — x2}EW1,n = exp{ — x2}
1+

< 1-®

< C——(1-2)

and

I = P(Wap <exp{-a'a?})

< exp{ — :Ez}EWi% < C’exp{ — :172}
1+zx

< 1-® .

B C\/m/\n< (:E))

Combining (4.71)-(4.73) together, we obtain for all \/In(m An) <z < cvmAn,

P(Runzs) < (1-00)ew ot} 4+t (1o o)
< (1—<I>(x))exp{03¢%},

which implies the desired inequality for all \/In(m An) <z < cv/m An.
The following lemma gives the lower bound of Theorem 2.3.
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Lemma 4.9. Assume that conditions A3 and A4 are satisfied. Then it holds for all 0 < x <

cvmAn,
P(Rm,n > 33) 1+ 1'3

1—®(x) 2 _C\/m/\n'

Proof. The proof of lower bound is similar to the proof of upper bound. For instance, to prove (4.74)

for all \/In(m An) <z <cv/mAn, we only need to notice that

n+m
1 n 1 m
P<Rm’"2$> = P(an,n,i‘F 8 Min _ 00V, 2:n>
1=1

n me”ﬂﬁ m vanyp

In

(4.74)

> I — I, — I,
where

n+m 1 1
— t )z
i=1

vanyp

1 n 2 1 . 2
I, = IP(— 2iWin o @ ) and 13:IP>< nWom o, @ )

n va"yﬂ no va"yﬂ m vanvp m vanvp

with a given by Lemma 4.6. The remanning of the proof is similar to the argument of Lemma 4.8. [J
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