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A NOTE ON CONVERGENCE OF DENSITIES TO FREE EXTREME VALUE
DISTRIBUTIONS

YAMATO KINDAICHI AND YUKI UEDA

ABSTRACT. The concept of free extreme value distributions as universal limit laws for the spectral
maximum of free noncommutative real random variables was discovered by Ben Arous and Voiculescu
in 2006. This paper contributes to study the convergence of densities towards free extreme value
distributions under the von Mises condition for sample distributions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Extreme value theory plays a pivotal role in analyzing maximum or minimum within a large
dataset of samples. Its most notable feature is its universality, as established by the Fisher-Tippett-
Gnedenko theorem [7, [8] (see also [19]). This theorem asserts that the limit laws of the maximum
for a large number of samples are classified into only three types: Fréchet, Weibull and Gumbel
distributions. The study of convergence towards extreme value distributions is one of significant
topics in pure mathematics of extreme value theory. Smith [20] and Omey [18] explored the rate of
uniform convergence in the Fréchet case. Subsequently, Bartholmé and Swan [2] also examined sim-
ilar outcomes using Stein’s method. Hall [13] has already studied the rate of uniform convergence
between extreme values in normal i.i.d. random variables and the Gumbel distributions. More com-
prehensively, Kusumoto and Takeuchi [15] employed Stein’s method to analyze the rate of uniform
convergence in the Gumbel case. Generally, convergence in distributions does not necessarily imply
the convergence of their corresponding densities (even if densities exist). Haan and Resnick [12]
proved that the normalize maximum converges to the densities of extreme value distributions under
the so-called von Mises conditions. Additionally, Omey [I§] investigated the rate of convergence
for the density of normalized maximum towards extreme values under certain regularly varying
conditions for a sample distribution.

In the framework of Voiculescu’s free probability theory (see [16, 25] for details), Ben Arous and
Voiculescu [4] developed a theory to analyze the maximum of a large number of non-commutative
real random variables on some W*-probability space (i.e. selfadjoint operators affiliated with some
von Neumann algebra). Let (M, 1) be a W*-probability space. According to [4], for any free non-
commutative real random variables X,Y on (M, 1), the spectral distribution function Fxyy (z) =
T(1(—o0,2) (X VY)) of the maximum X VY (with respect to spectral order [T, [I7]) is given by

FX\/y(.%') = max{FX(az) + Fy(x) — 1,0} =: (Fxm Fy)(x),
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where Fix () = 7(1(—oo (X)) and Fy is similarly defined. In general, for any distribution functions
F and G on R, we define

FMG:=max{F+G—1,0} and F™.=FM...MF.
H—/
n times
The operation M is called the free max-convolution. Similarly as classical extreme value theory, the
limiting distributions of the normalized maximum W,, = ((X1V---V X,,) —by)/a, (for some a,, > 0

and b, € R) of a large number of freely independent, identically distributed non-commutative real

random variables X71,...,X,, on some W*-probability space, are also characterized by just three
types:
(1 =271} 00y (), a >0 (free Fréchet distribution);
dlree(z) == ¢ {1 — (—2) "M _10(®) + L0y (@), a <0 (free Weibull distribution);
(1 —e ) 1jg,00) () a =0 (free Gumbel distribution).

The distributions ®° are called the free extreme value distributions. Rigorously, for a distribution

function F' on R, there exist a,, > 0, b, € R and a non-degenerate distribution function G such that
F¥(apz +b,) = G(z), as n— oo, z€R,

then G is the free extreme value distribution.

Since [], free extreme value theory has continued to advance from various perspectives. Ben
Arous and Kargin [3] clarified the relationships between the convergence of free point processes and
the max-domains of attraction of free extreme value distributions. Benaych-Georges and Cabanal-
Duvillard [5] established a certain random matrix model such that the empirical eigenvalue distri-
butions of random matrices converge to the free extreme value distribution as the matrix size tends
to infinity. Grela and Nowak [9] provided explicit calculations for several extreme random matrix
ensembles. Also they presented a formula, showing the equivalence of free extreme distributions
to the POT (Peak-Over-Threshold) method in classical probability. Recently, the author [23] has
discovered a close relationship between limit theorems for classical and free max-convolutions. This
results are the max-analogue presented in Bercovici and Pata’s seminal work [6]. In [24] and [I4]
(with Hasebe), the author further found interesting relations between additive convolution semi-
groups and max-convolution semigroups in classical, free and boolean cases via Tucci, Haagerup
and Moller limit theorem [21] [10].

In accordance with the author’s work [22], the uniform convergence of F*"(a,, - +b,) to the free
extreme value distribution G was proven under certain analytic assumptions regarding the density
of the normalized maximum W,,, and the rate of convergence has been provided via Stein’s method.
We prompt a natural question here. Can we assert the convergence of densities of W,, towards
the density of free extreme value distribution? To be more precise, if the density function w,, of
the normalized maximum W), exists for almost all n € N, our inquiry pertains to whether w,, (x)
converges to the density of free extreme value distributions as characterized by

am‘o‘_ll(lm)(x), a >0 (free Fréchet density);
e (z) == —a(—z)"* 1y )(x), a <0 (free Weibull density);
e 1(,00)(T), a=0 (free Gumbel density).
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In this paper, we establish the convergence of densities towards the free extreme values distributions,

under the von Mises condition and a few analytic assumptions regarding sample distributions.

Theorem 1.1. Consider a distribution function F' = exp{—e~?} where ¢ is a function with some

analytic assumptions. Let us define h,(z) by

z¢d'(z) — «a, a>0, wp=o00
ho(z) = ¢ (wp —2)¢' () + o, a <0, wp < o0;
(1/¢'(z))', a =0,

where wp := sup{z € R: F(z) < 1} and we understand wp = oo when F(z) < 1 for all z € R.
Assume that there exists a non-increasing function g such that g(x) — 0 as * — wp and |he| < ¢

(von Mises condition). Then we obtain the followings.

e The case o > 0 and wr = co. If a,, > 0 satisfies F(a,) = e_%, then

i‘ff'w”(x)_ Pa(@)] <O~V glan)).

e The case a < 0 and wr < co. Let us consider a« < —1. If a,, > 0 satisfies F(wp—ay,) = e_%

and b, = wp, then

sup |wn(z) — ¢h™(2)] < O™V g(wr — an)).
—1<z<0

When « < 0 in general, it is true when the supremum runs over any compact sets in (—1,0).

e The case a = 0. If b, € R satisfies F'(b,) = e~n and a, = nl;(,( )) then

sup [wn () — 95 (2)] < O(n™" V g(bn))-

x>0

For details, see Theorem for a > 0, Theorem B4 and Corollary for a < 0 and Theorem
for a = 0.

2. THE CASE a > 0 (FRECHET TYPE)

In this section, we consider a distribution function F' defined as F' = exp {—e‘¢}, where wp = 00
and ¢ is a Cl-function with ¢’ > 0 in a neighborhood of co. Choose a, = F“(e_%), where
F<(y) == inf{x € R : F(zx) > y}. Since F is continuous, we get F'(a,) = e, equivalently,
#(a,) = logn. Since ¢ is differentiable, the function x + F¥"(a,) has the density function w,,
given by

wy () = na, F'(anx) = na,d' (anz)(—log F(a,z))F(a,x),
for all z > A, :=a, ' F© (1 —n~!) € (—o0,1). Since a, ~ F<(1 —n~1), we get A, — 1 as n — co.

We further assume the von Mises condition for sample distributions F'.

Assumption 2.1. For a > 0, we define
o F' ()

hold) =200 =0 = G Clog F))
Assume hq(z) — 0 as @ — oo (see [19, (2.42)]).

— x> 0.
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Under AssumptionZ.I] we get F™(a,-) — ®, by [I9, Pages 107-108], where ®(x) = exp(—2~%)1(0,00) ()
is the Fréchet distribution. Due to [4 Theorem 6.12], one can also see that F¥"(a,-) — ®I°c. We

summarize the above discussion as follows.
Lemma 2.2. Under Assumption 2] we have F™"(a,-) — ®free.
According to the above discussion, we are interested in the following class of sample distributions.

Definition 2.3. Let us consider a > 0. Denote by F, the set of all distribution functions F' such
that
(F-1) F =exp {—e‘¢}, where wp = 0o and ¢ is a C''-function with ¢’ > 0 in a neighborhood of
00;
(F-2) there exists a nonincreasing continuous function g on (0, 00) such that g(x) — 0 as z — o
and |hq(z)] < g(x) for all x > 0.

w

Obviously, Assumption2lachieves from the condition (F-2). Therefore if F' € F, then F*"(a,-) —
dfree by Lemma

For any F € F,, we prove the uniform convergence of the density w, of x + F¥"(a,z) to the

free
«a

free

free Fréchet density ¢a° on (1,00) that is a domain in which ¢ ° > 0. To show this, we prepare

the following inequality for the free Fréchet distributions.

L Jag2 —aq

Lemma 2.4. For any oy, ap > 0, we have sup,cp \@gfo(az) — @ggo(az)] <e o
ap vV Qa2

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that aq < as. Note that [@°(z) — ®(z)[ = 0
for all x < 1. Since %x_ﬁ = —x Plogx for >0 and = > 1, we get

Sup [ B () — B ()| = sup a~ — 2702)

al
z>1 >1
<sup sup |-z Plogz||las —ay
z>1 Befa,a0]
_ -1 G2 — O
= (g — o) supz *logz =e ! —=———.
z>1 g

O

Theorem 2.5. Let F' € F,, a, and g be defined as above. Then w,, converges uniformly to the

free Fréchet density ¢ on (1,00). More precisely, we get

sup 1 () — ()] < O(n™" V gla)).

for sufficiently large n.
Proof. For all x > 1 and for sufficiently large n € N (such that infinitely many a,, are in a neigh-
borhood of o0), we have
wn (@) = o (2)] < |napd (anz)(~log F(apz)) — az™*"!| + az™*" (1 = F(a,z))
< |nand (anz)(—log F(anz)) — ez~ Y +a(l — e~ n).

=:1
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On the other hands, we obtain

n(—log F(anx))
x

nexp(—¢(ant))
x

(n(—log F(anx)) N

I< (anzd (anx) — ) —azr—o!

_|_

< g(anx) + [n(—log F(apx)) — = %|az ™! (by condition (F-2))
< g(an) ta ’n(_ log F(an‘r)) - x_a‘a

=:J

where the last inequality holds since ¢/ > 0 in a neighborhood of oo and

nexp(—f(anﬂ?)) < nexp(—¢(a,)) = 1.

According to [19, Page 108], for = > 1, we have

(@ —g(an))logz < ¢(anz) — d(an) < (a + g(an))logz,

which implies that ®free y(2) <1+ nlog F(apz) < dfiree y(z). Thus,

a—g(an atg(an
(2.1) D () — B (&) < n(—log Flane)) — o < O1(a) — 8%, ()

for all x > 1, and therefore

2g(ay,) 2
ot glam) < ae?)

by Lemma [24l Hence, the desired result holds true. O

J <e”

Example 2.6. As below, since all F' are differentiable, we take a,, > 0 such that F'(a,) = e~ Let
wy, be the density of the function z — FY"(a,x).
(1) (Fréchet distribution) Consider F' = ®,, for « > 0. The choice of a,, leads to a, = na for
n € N. As per the definition of h,, we have h,(z) = 0. Hence,
sup [wy () — ¢a(2)| < O(n™")
z>1

by Theorem Note that the uniform convergence of w,, to ¢ on (—o0, 1] is not true.

Actually, since A,, = (—nlog(1l — n_l))_é, we get
wy(Ap+) = a{-nlog (1 - n_l)}H_é (I1-n"Y —a

as n — oo. Thus, we conclude

free

lim  sup |wo(2) — (@) = lim  sup fwa(2)] #0.

n—)OOAn<:BS1 n—)OOAn<:BS1

(2) (Log-logistic distribution) Consider v > 0 and F(z) = {1 — (1+2%)"'}1(g o) (x). The choice
of a,, > 0 leads to a,, = (e% — 1)_§ for n € N. By definition of A, one can see

o

el = o = ) Clog(1 = (1 +29) D) = T8

:19(33), x>0,

and g(a,) = a1l — e_%). According to Theorem [2.5] we also obtain

sup [wn (@) = wa*(2)] < O(n™)
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(3) (Cauchy distribution) Consider F(z) = 3 + 1Tan"'a for 2 € R. The choice of a,, leads to
an = tan(we_% — Z) for n € N. One can see that F'"(a,-) = ®ir°°. By definition of hq, we
observe

x
(14 22) (% + %Tan_lx) (— log (% + %Tan_lx))

7 ()| = -1

T
1—
- m(1+22) (—log (3 + 1 Tan'a

for any z > 0. Furthermore, g(z) — 0 as  — oco. This establishes

no . _1
glan) =1+ or sin(2me” n)

2
:1+%Sin<2ﬂ'—§+%+0(n_3)>

_ 1 2
=5, +O0(n™7).

Therefore we get sup, -1 |wn(z) — ¢*°(z)| < O(n~') by Theorem 235

3. THE CASE a < 0 (WEIBULL TYPE)

In this section, we consider a distribution function F' defined as F' = exp {—e‘¢}, where wp < 00
and ¢ is a C'-function with ¢’ > 0 in a left neighborhood of wp. Define a), = F “(e_%). Thus we
have F(al,) = e~ 7, equivalently, ¢(al) =logn. Let us set a, = wp — al, and b, = wp for all n € N.

Since ¢ is differentiable, the density w,, of the function z +—+ F¥"(a,z + b,) exists and is given by
wy(2) = napd' (apz + by)(—log F(anz + by))F(anz + by),

for all A,, <z <0, where
F(1—-n"1)~b,
Qn

A, = and A, - -1 as n — oo.

Similarly as in Fréchet case, we assume the von Mises condition in Weibull case.

Assumption 3.1. For a < 0, we define

ho(z) := (wp —2)¢'(z) +a = F((Lf;(: lgi))gFl;((xx))) e

Assume ho(z) — 0 as ¢ — wp — 0.

Under Assumption B and [I9, Pages 59-60], we get F™(a, - +b,) — ®, as n — oo, where
Do (z) = exp(—(—2) 7)1 (—oo,0)(2) +1[,00) () is the Weibull distribution. Due to [4], it is equivalent
to F¥Y"(a,, - +b,) = @ as n — oo.

Lemma 3.2. Under Assumption Bl we have F¥"(a,, - +b,) — &5 as n — occ.

According to the above discussion, we set the collection of certain sample distributions.
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Definition 3.3. Consider a < 0. Denote by F, the set of all distribution functions F' such that

(W-1) F = exp{—e~?}, where ¢ is a C''-function with ¢’ > 0 in a left neighborhood of w.
(W-2) there exists a nonincreasing function g such that g(xz) — 0 as x — wp and |h ()| < g(z)
for all z < wp.

It follows from Lemma B2 that F' € F, implies that F¥"(a,, - +b,) — ®°. The same strategy

as in the Fréchet case can be used to prove density convergence in the Weibull case.

Theorem 3.4. Consider a < —1. Let F' € F,, ay, b, and g be defined as above. Then we have

sup |wn(z) — ¢h™(2)] < O(n™"V g(wr — an)),
—1<z<0

for sufficiently large n.

Proof. Consider 8 = —a > 1. Let us put Fi(z) := F(wp — 27') and ¢.(z) := ¢(wp — 7). Then
F, = exp{—e~?} and ¢, is a C'-function with ¢/, > 0 in a neighborhood of co. Moreover, we define
the function hj(z) := z¢(z) — B. Then we get

hi(r) = ha(wr — ) =0, as z— oo,

by Assumption Bl Thus A} satisfies the von Mises condition in Fréchet case (see Assumption 2.T)).
And also, |hj(2)] < g(wr — 271 by (W-2). If we put a} = a,!, then a}, = F‘_(e_%) (and hence
F.(a}) = e_%) and FY(a*-) % <I>fr°° Let w}, be the density of x +— F*"(az). Since one can see

that w’ (z) = 272w, (—z~!) and gpfree( ) =z 2pfree(— 271, we have

(3.1) sup |wn () — @p(2)] = sup wy (—27") — i (—x )!-suprIw (x) — o (x)].
—1<z<0 z>1 z>1

For any > 1, we get
2’ |wy, (2) — ¢ (2)| = 2% [naj, ¢, (ayz)(~ log Fu(ape)) Fuape) — Bz~
= a|(h3(ayx) + B)n(—log Fi(asx)) F(ayz) — fz7|
< ag(wr — (a5e) " )n(~log Fiu(a}a)) + na(~ log Fi(afa)) — «*F|
=1

+ Be= (1 - Fo(apz))
< glwr — an)nzexp(~gu(ayx)) + BI + H(1 —e ).
For sufficiently large n and for any x > 1, we get {zexp(—ds(aiz))} = exp(—¢«(atz))(1 — 5 —
ha(alz)) < 0, and therefore
nexp(— . (@) < nexp(—p(a3) = 1
A proof similar to that of Lemma [2.4] yields that for 81, 82 > 1,

|B2 — B
(Br—=1) V(B2 —1)

(3.2) sup [z®g, (z) — xPg,(z)| < e !
z>1
Since the inequality (2.1]) implies that for any x > 1,

xq)fﬁrOC( ) cI)freo

Btg(wr—an) = nx(—log Fy(ayx)) — B < x@goe( ) — (I)freo(

g\Wwp — an)
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1 2Q(WF - an) < 2

Ve et S s —a) 1 = B 1)

g(wp — a,) by (B2). Finally, the equation (3.1
implies that

free 25 1
5o fonl®) = e (@)l < (1 + m) gwr = an) + B(1— e n),

as desired. O

According to the above proof and Theorem [2.5] it is easy to show the locally uniformly conver-

gence.

Corollary 3.5. Consider aw < 0. Under assumptions in Theorem [3.4] we get
sup |wy () — o ()] < O~V g(wr — az))
zeK

for any compact sets K in (—1,0).

Proof. Put B = —a > 0 and use the symbols in the proof of Theorem 34l By Theorem 2.5 we have

sup  2?|wy(2) — pa ()| = sup [wy, (z) — ()] < O(n™" V g(wr — an)).
—1<z<0 z>1
For any compact set K = [a,b] C (—1,0) and for any = € K, we have
1 _
[wn(@) = ¢5*(@) < 75 O™V glwr — an)),
as desired. O
Example 3.6. As below, since all F' are differentiable, we take a), € R such that F(a),) = e~ n and
put a, = wr — al, and b, = wp. Let w, be the density of x — F¥"(a,z +b,).
(1) (Weibull distribution) Consider F' = ®,, for « < —1. Then wp = 0. The choice of a], leads
to al, = —na for n € N. By definition of h,, we get ho(z) = 0. By Theorem [3.4],
sup |wn(2) — pa*(2)] < O(n7h).
—1<z<0
(2) Let F be a distribution function such that 1 — F'(z) = K(wp — )~ for some K > 0 and
a < —1. Since F(al) = e~ , we have al, = wF—Ké(l—e_%)_é (i.e. ap = Ké(l—e_ﬁ)_E).

By definition of h,, we get

ha(x) =

—aK(wp —x)™ @

(1 = K(wr —2)7)(=log(1 = K(wr —2)7%))

+ a,

for all wp — K~ < 2 < wp. Then we define g(x) = |ho(z)| and g(wr — ay) = —ane%(l -
e_%) = O(n~'). Hence,

sup [wy(z) — ph(x)| < O(n™")
—1<z<0

by Theorem 3.4
(3) (Uniform distribution) We define F'(z) = 219 1)(z) + 1(1 o0)(®). Then wp = 1. The choice
of a), leads to a), = e~ . If we take a, = 1 — e~ n and b, = 1, then FY¥ (ay, - +b,) = dfrce.
By definition of h,, we get
1—a

h_ =———1>0, 0 1
1(2) —Togz) 170 O<z<lL
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1

and define g(x) = h_1(x). Then g(wp — a,) = g(e_%) = ne%(l —en)—1=0(n"1), and
therefore

sup |wy,(z) — p5(x)] < O(n™")
zeK
for any compact sets K in (—1,0) by Corollary

Remark 3.7. More strongly, for w, in Example (1), a numerical calculation tells us that the

free

ace(z) over the interval (—1,0) is bounded

supremum of the absolute difference between w, (z) and ¢
by O(n~!) for any o < 0. We expect that the uniformly convergence of w,, to ¢ on (—1,0) holds

true for any o < 0.

4. THE CASE a =0 (GUMBEL TYPE)

In this section, we suppose a distribution function F' expressed by F' = exp{—e~?}, where ¢ is a
twice differentiable function with ¢’ > 0 in a (left) neighborhood of wp < co. We define

1
flx) = ——.
= 7@
The function [ is called an auziliary function of F. Define b, = F <_(e_%), leading to F'(b,) = e_%,

equivalently ¢(b,) = logn. Put a, = f(b,) = nl;;(,lz’gi). Since ¢ is differentiable, the function

x> F¥"(a,z + by,) has the density w, defined by

wy () = napd’ (anx + by)(—log Flayx + b)) F(ans + by),

for all A,, < z < B,,, where

— e A
An::F a an ) = bn and A, — 0asn — oo,

wF—b
B, : = “  and B, — oo asn — oo,
Qn

where we understand B,, = oo if wp = oo.

We now assume the von Mises condition for sample distributions F.
Assumption 4.1. We define
ho(e) 1= ') = ~log Fla) - {
Assume hg(z) — 0 as ¢ — wp (see [19] (2.52)]).

F(a)F"(z)(— log F(x))
(@) * 1} |

According to [19, Pages 114], under Assumption @I, we have F™(a, - +b,) — ®¢ as n — o0,
where @ (z) := exp(—e~")1r(z) is the Gumbel distribution. Due to [4, Theorem 6.11], one can see
that F¥"(a,, - +b,) = ®free.

Lemma 4.2. Under Assumption I} we have F¥"(a,, - 4+b,) — ®fee.
Here, we focus on the following class of sample distributions.

Definition 4.3. Denote by Fq the set of all distribution functions F' such that

(G-1) F = exp{—e~?}, where ¢ is a twice differentiable function with ¢’ > 0 in a neighborhood
of wp
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(G-2) there exists a nonincreasing continuous function g such that g(z) — 0 as ¢ — wp and
|h(z)| < g(z) for all x < wp.

By Lemma {2 it is easy to see that if F' € Fy, then F¥"(a, - +b,) — <I>gree. In this case, we
investigate the convergence of densities towards the free Gumbel distribution as follows.

For a positive real number a, we define the following distribution functions:
Ur(a,z): = {1 (1+az)™ g1 00)(2),
U_(a,z):={1—-(1- am)“il}l(_ooﬂfl)(x) + 11 50)(2).

Lemma 4.4. For 0 < a < 1, we get sup,cp |Us(a,z) — ®F(z)| < e~ la.

Proof. We provide only the bound on U_(a,z) — ®&¢¢(z). Note that

sup |U_(a,z) — q){)fee(x)\ =sup|U_ — q)gfee\ vV o sup |U- — @gee\ Vo sup |U- — q){)feey
Tz€R <0 O<z<a—1 a~ 1<z
=11 VIV I;3.

—1
For > a~!, one can see |U_(a,z) — ®f¢(x)| = e < e < e la, and therefore I3 < e~ la.

Next, for 2 < 0, it is easy to see |U_(a, ) —®®(z)| = 1— (1—az)® ' < e 'a, and hence I; < e ta.

Finally, for 0 < z < a™!, we have
|U_(a,z) — dT(z)] =e % — (1 — am)m1 =:u(z) > 0.

It is easy to verify that there is a unique point 0 < xo < a~! such that u/(x¢) = 0 and u(z) < u(x)
by the intermediate theorem. Therefore u(x) takes the supremum of on (0,a™!) if and only if
u (zo) = 0, that is, (1 — azg)®  ~ = e %0, Hence

L< sup (e%—e*(1—az))=a sup ze *<aa 'e™® <e la
O<z<a~! O<z<a=!

Thus, the desired result is obtained. ]

Theorem 4.5. Let F € Fy, ay, by, g, f be defined as above. Then w,, converges uniformly to the

free Gumbel density ¢ on (0, 00). More strictly, we obtain

sup [, (x) — £§(@)] < O(n™" V g(b)).

for sufficiently large n.

Proof. For all x > 0 and for sufficiently large n € N (such that infinitely many b, > 0), we have
lwn () — @I (2)] < [nand (anz + bp)(—log F(anz + b)) F(ant + by) — e *F(anx + by)|
+ e " F(apz +by) — e *|
< |nand’ (anx + by)(—log F(anz + by)) — e | + (1 — F(by))

= 7f(b") —nlo An® —e 7 e w
= f(anx—i-bn)( log F(anx + by)) +(1 ).

=:1
By [19, (2.54)], for = > 0, we have

Ur(g(bn), ) <14 nlog Flanw + bn) < U—(g(by), ).
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According to [12] Lemma 2], for any € > 0, there exists ng € N such that for z > 0 and n > ng, we

1 —log F'(by,) ¢ - f(by) - 1 —log F'(by,) ‘
1+e€ (—logF(anx—i-bn)) = flapx +b,) ~ 1—¢€ <—logF(ana:+bn)> '

Hence, for any =z > 0, n > ny,

get

(= Ul )™ < O g Flasn o+ 0,) < 10 Uttt o)
Finally, we get
F(bu)

() = U_(g(bn), 7) < (=nlog F(anz +ba)) = ™" < G (x) = Us(9(bn), ),

flapz +by)
for sufficiently large n. By Lemma &4l we get I < e~'g(b,), as desired. O

Example 4.6. Since all F' are differentiable as below, we take b, such that F(b,) = e~n and
an, = f(bn). Let w, be the density of the function = ++ F¥"(a,z + b,) as below.
(1) (Classical Gumbel distribution) Suppose that F' = ®,. By definition of the functions ¢, f
and hg, we get ¢(x) = x, f(x) =1 and hg(x) = f'(z) = 0. The choices of a,, and b,, imply
that a, = 1 and b, = logn for n € N, respectively. By Theorem [£5]

Sup [wn () = g w0 ()] < O(n7").

) = exp{—e™*"} for & > 0 with a # 1. Then we get ¢(z) = 22, f(z) = o~ Lz~
= (=14 a Yz~ The choices of a, and b, lead to a, = a~*(logn)~ +3 and
for n € N, respectively. Define g(x) = |ho(z)| = | — 1 +a !z~ Then we get
1

sl oen) = ()
a| logn logn

(3) (Normal distribution) Let F be the standard normal distribution function and let us set

(2) Define F(z
and hg(x)
by, = (logn)

1
[eY

sup i (v) — ()| < o( '—1+

>0

2
p(t) = \/%e_t? as the standard normal density. We define b, such that F'(b,) = e

and a, = nI;?(’lEZ}L)‘ It is easy to see that F'(z) = p(x) and F"(x) = —xp(z), and therefore

ho(z) = —log F'(z)(1 + w;zg)) — 1. Here we take g(x) =1+ log F(x)(1 + 7). Hence

— _%< > 1—%—‘/?bnexp<%>.

V2mby 27rbn

2
Since it must be 2”) — 1 as n — oo, we get

loglogn + log 4w
bn =V 21 - ’
s 2y/2logn

see e.g. [13]. Finally, we have g(b,) = O((log n)_%), and therefore

1 1 1
_ free < vV —
swphon(e) =@ <0 (3 vo () ) =0 ()
by Theorem [Z5]
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