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In this paper we prove large deviations results for partial sums
constructed from the solution to a stochastic recurrence equation.
We assume Kesten’s condition [Acta Math. 131 (1973) 207-248] un-
der which the solution of the stochastic recurrence equation has a
marginal distribution with power law tails, while the noise sequence
of the equations can have light tails. The results of the paper are
analogs to those obtained by A. V. Nagaev [Theory Probab. Appl.
14 (1969) 51-64; 193-208] and S. V. Nagaev [Ann. Probab. 7 (1979)
745-789] in the case of partial sums of i.i.d. random variables. In
the latter case, the large deviation probabilities of the partial sums
are essentially determined by the largest step size of the partial sum.
For the solution to a stochastic recurrence equation, the magnitude
of the large deviation probabilities is again given by the tail of the
maximum summand, but the exact asymptotic tail behavior is also
influenced by clusters of extreme values, due to dependencies in the
sequence. We apply the large deviation results to study the asymp-
totic behavior of the ruin probabilities in the model.

1. Introduction. Throughout the last 40 years, the stochastic recurrence
equation

(1.1) Y, = AyYy1+B,,  nez,

and its stationary solution have attracted much attention. Here (A;, B;),
i € Z, is an i.i.d. sequence, 4; >0 a.s., and B; assumes real values. [In what
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follows, we write A, B,Y, ..., for generic elements of the strictly stationary
sequences (4;), (B;), (Y;),..., and we also write ¢ for any positive constant
whose value is not of interest.]

It is well known that if ElogA < 0 and Elog™|B| < oo, there exists a
unique, strictly stationary ergodic solution (Y;) to the stochastic recurrence
equation (1.1) with representation

n
Y,= Z Aig1-- Ap By, n e,
1=—00
where, as usual, we interpret the summand for ¢ =n as B,.
One of the most interesting results for the stationary solution (Y;) to
the stochastic recurrence equation (1.1) was discovered by Kesten [15]. He
proved under general conditions that the marginal distributions of (Y;) have

power law tails. For later use, we formulate a version of this result due to
Goldie [10].

THEOREM 1.1 (Kesten [15], Goldie [10]). Assume that the following con-
ditions hold:

e There exists o« >0 such that
(1.2) EA® =1.

o p=E(A%log A) and E|B|* are both finite.
e The law of log A is nonarithmetic.
o [or every x, P{Ax+ B =2z} <1.

Then Y 1is regularly varying with index o > 0. In particular, there exist con-
stants ¢t c, >0 such that ¢, +c, >0 and

o0 OO
(1.3) P{Y >a} ~cla™ and P{Y <-a}~coz ® as T — oo.
Moreover, if B=1 a.s., then the constant ¢t takes on the form
oo = E[(14+Y) = Y°/(ap).

Goldie [10] also showed that similar results remain valid for the stationary
solution to stochastic recurrence equations of the type Y, = f(Y,,—1, An, Bn)
for suitable functions f satisfying some contraction condition.

The power law tails (1.3) stimulated research on the extremes of the
sequence (Y;). Indeed, if (Y;) were i.i.d. with tail (1.3) and ¢t > 0, then the
maximum sequence M,, = max(Y7,...,Y,) would satisfy the limit relation

(1.4) lim P{(ctn) VoM, <z} =e " " =du(z), x>0,
n—,oo

where @, denotes the Fréchet distribution, that is, one of the classical ex-
treme value distributions; see Gnedenko [9]; cf. Embrechts et al. [6], Chap-
ter 3. However, the stationary solution (Y;) to (1.1) is not i.i.d., and therefore
one needs to modify (1.4) as follows: the limit has to be replaced by ®? for
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some constant 0 € (0,1), the so-called extremal index of the sequence (Y;);
see de Haan et al. [4]; cf. [6], Section 8.4.

The main objective of this paper is to derive another result which is a con-
sequence of the power law tails of the marginal distribution of the sequence
(Y;): we will prove large deviation results for the partial sum sequence

S,=Y1+---+Y,, n>1, So=0.

This means we will derive exact asymptotic results for the left and right
tails of the partial sums §,,. Since we want to compare these results with
those for an i.i.d. sequence, we recall the corresponding classical results due
to A. V. and S. V. Nagaev [19, 20] and Cline and Hsing [2].

THEOREM 1.2.  Assume that (Y;) is an i.i.d. sequence with a regularly
varying distribution, that s, there exists an o >0, constants p,q > 0 with
p+q=1 and a slowly varying function L such that
L(z) L(zx)

(1.5) P{Y >a}~p——= and P{Y <-z}~qg—— as x — 00.
x x

Then the following relations hold for a > 1 and suitable sequences by, T 0o

. P{S, — ES, >z}
1.6 lim su —p|=0
(1.6) e B Y R R
and
. P{S, —ES, < -z}
1. 1 —q| =0.
(17) i sy a0

If > 2 one can choose b, =+/anlogn, where a > a — 2, and for o € (1,2],
by =0TV for any § > 0.

For a € (0,1], (1.6) and (1.7) remain valid if the centering ES,, is replaced
by 0 and by, =n’TY* for any 6 > 0.

For a € (0,2] one can choose a smaller bound b, if one knows the slowly
varying function L appearing in (1.5). A functional version of Theorem 1.2
with multivariate regularly varying summands was proved in Hult et al. [11]
and the results were used to prove asymptotic results about multivariate
ruin probabilities. Large deviation results for i.i.d. heavy-tailed summands
are also known when the distribution of the summands is subexponential,
including the case of regularly varying tails; see the recent paper by Denisov
et al. [5] and the references therein. In this case, the regions where the
large deviations hold very much depend on the decay rate of the tails of
the summands. For semi-exponential tails (such as for the log-normal and
the heavy-tailed Weibull distributions) the large deviation regions (b, o)
are much smaller than those for summands with regularly varying tails. In
particular, z = n is not necessarily contained in (b,,,00).
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The aim of this paper is to study large deviation probabilities for a par-
ticular dependent sequence (Y;,) as described in Kesten’s Theorem 1.1. For
dependent sequences (Y,) much less is known about the large deviation
probabilities for the partial sum process (S,). Gantert [8] proved large de-
viation results of logarithmic type for mixing subexponential random vari-
ables. Davis and Hsing [3] and Jakubowski [12, 13] proved large deviation
results of the following type: there exist sequences s, — co such that

P{S,, > ansn} e
nP{Y > a,s,}

for suitable positive constants ¢, under the assumptions that Y is regularly
varying with index « € (0,2), nP(|Y| > a,) — 1, and (Y,,) satisfies some
mixing conditions. Both Davis and Hsing [3] and Jakubowski [12, 13] could
not specify the rate at which the sequence (s,) grows to infinity, and an
extension to a > 2 was not possible. These facts limit the applicability of
these results, for example, for deriving the asymptotics of ruin probabilities
for the random walk (S,). Large deviations results for particular stationary
sequences (Y;,) with regularly varying finite-dimensional distributions were
proved in Mikosch and Samorodnitsky [17] in the case of linear processes
with i.i.d. regularly varying noise and in Konstantinides and Mikosch [16]
for solutions (Y;) to the stochastic recurrence equation (1.1), where B is
regularly varying with index a > 1 and EA® < 1. This means that Kesten’s
condition (1.2) is not satisfied in this case, and the regular variation of (¥},)
is due to the regular variation of B. For these processes, large deviation re-
sults and ruin bounds are easier to derive by applying the “heavy-tail large
deviation heuristics”: a large value of S, happens in the most likely way,
namely it is due to one very large value in the underlying regularly vary-
ing noise sequence, and the particular dependence structure of the sequence
(Y},) determines the clustering behavior of the large values of S,,. This intu-
ition fails when one deals with the partial sums S,, under the conditions of
Kesten’s Theorem 1.1: here a large value of S, is not due to a single large
value of the B,,’s or A,’s but to large values of the products Ay --- A,.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove an analog to
Theorem 1.2 for the partial sum sequence (S,,) constructed from the so-
lution to the stochastic recurrence equation (1.1) under the conditions of
Kesten’s Theorem 1.1. The proof of this result is rather technical: it is given
in Section 3 where we split the proof into a series of auxiliary results. There
we treat the different cases a <1, o € (1,2] and « > 2 by different tools
and methods. In particular, we will use exponential tail inequalities which
are suited for the three distinct situations. In contrast to the i.i.d. situation
described in Theorem 1.2, we will show that the z-region where the large
deviations hold cannot be chosen as an infinite interval (b, c0) for a suitable
lower bound b,, — 0o, but one also needs upper bounds ¢,, > b,. In Section 4
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we apply the large deviation results to get precise asymptotic bounds for
the ruin probability related to the random walk (S,). This ruin bound is
an analog of the celebrated result by Embrechts and Veraverbeke [7] in the
case of a random walk with i.i.d. step sizes.

2. Main result. The following is the main result of this paper. It is an
analog of the well-known large deviation result of Theorem 1.2.

THEOREM 2.1. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 1.1 are satisfied
and additionally there exists € >0 such that EA*T¢ and E|B|*"¢ are finite.
Then the following relations hold:

(1) For ae(0,2], M > 2,

P{S, —d,, >z}
(2.1) sup sup
n pl/e(logn)M <z nP{|Y| >z}

If additionally e’ > n'/*(logn)™ and lim, sp/n =0, then

P{S, —d, >z} B e

(2.2) lim sup —| =0,
N0 p1/a(logn)M <z <esn n]P{|Y| > Jj} CCJ;O + o
where d, =0 or d, =ES,, according as o € (0,1] or a € (1,2].
(2) For a>2 and any ¢, — o0,
P{S, —ES,, >
(2.3) sup  sup {Sn n> o}
n c,n0%logn<z H]P{|Y| > Jj}
If additionally c,n’°logn < e*" and lim,, o sp/n =0, then
P{S, — ES +
(2.4) lim sup {Sn n>ah foocoo_ =0.
N0 0.5 log n<zp<esn nIP’{|Y| > .1“} 3 + cx

Clearly, if we exchange the variables B,, by —B,, in the above results we
obtain the corresponding asymptotics for the left tail of S,. For example,
for a > 1 the following relation holds uniformly for the z-regions indicated
above:

. P{S, —nEY < —z} Cop Coo
im = .
n—oo  nP{|Y| >z} e+ ¢

REMARK 2.2. The deviations of Theorem 2.1 from the i.i.d. case (see
Theorem 1.2) are two-fold. First, the extremal clustering in the sequence
(Y,,) manifests in the presence of the additional constants c., and cL.
Second, the precise large deviation bounds (2.2) and (2.4) are proved for
z-regions bounded from above by a sequence e® for some s, — co with
sp/m — 0. Mikosch and Wintenberger [18] extended Theorem 2.1 to more
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general classes of stationary sequences (V7). In particular, they proved similar
results for stationary Markov chains with regularly varying finite-dimensional
distributions, satisfying a drift condition. The solution (Y;) to (1.1) is a spe-
cial case of this setting if the distributions of A, B satisfy some additional
conditions. Mikosch and Wintenberger [18] use a regeneration argument to
explain that the large deviation results do not hold uniformly in the un-
bounded z-regions (b, o0) for suitable sequences (b,), b, — 0.

3. Proof of the main result.

3.1. Basic decompositions. In what follows, it will be convenient to use
the following notation:

= {11472 o f)tghgliwise, and - IT; =1Ih;
and

Y; =Tl By + 3By + --- + [; B;_1 + By, 1> 1.
Since Y; =1L;Yy + 171', the following decomposition is straightforward:

n n

(3.1) Su=Yo) I+ Yi=:Yonu +Sn,

i=1 i=1
where
(32)  S,=Yi+---+Y, and p,=I;+---+1,, n>1
In view of (3.1) and Lemma 3.1 below it suffices to bound the ratios

P{S, — dy, >z}
nP{|Y| >z}

uniformly for the considered z-regions, where (,in = Egn for @ > 1 and (,in =0

for v <1.
The proof of the following bound is given at the end of this subsection.

LEMMA 3.1. Let (sy) be a sequence such that sp/n — 0. Then for any
sequence (by,) with b, — oo the following relations hold:

m sup DY o s sup Lol > 2}
n0p, <z<esn n]P){‘Y‘ >x} n—00 bp<zx HP{|Y|>1‘}

Before we further decompose gn we introduce some notation to be used
throughout the proof. For any x in the considered large deviation regions:

0:5+9] for some positive number o < 1/4, where [-] denotes the

e m=|(logx)
integer part.
e ng=[p'logz], where p=E(A%log A).

e n1=ng—m and ny =ng +m.
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e For oo > 1, let D be the smallest integer such that —DIlogEA > a — 1.
Notice that the latter inequality makes sense since EA < 1 due to (1.2)
and the convexity of the function 1 (h) =EA", h > 0.

e For a <1, fix some 8 < «, and let D be the smallest integer such that
—DlogEA® > a — B where, by the same remark as above, EA® < 1.

e Let n3 be the smallest integer satisfying

(3.3) Dlogx < ngs, x> 1.

Notice that since the function W(h) =log(h) is convex, putting g =1 if

a > 1, by the choice of D we have & < %2(6) < U'(a) = p; therefore
ng < ng if x is sufficiently large.

For fixed n, we change the indices i - j =n — i+ 1 and, abusing notation
and suppressing the dependence on n, we reuse the notation

Y; =B +1;;Bji1+ -+ 1By
Writing n4 = min(j + n3,n), we further decompose ?j,
(3.4) }N/}'Zﬁj—i-ﬁ//j:Bj +Hjij+1+"'+Hj,n4len4+Wj.

Clearly, Wj vanishes if j > n — n3 and therefore the following lemma is
nontrivial only for n > ng. The proof is given at the end of this subsection.

LEMMA 3.2.  For any small 6 > 0, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

(3.5) IP’{

where c; =0 or c¢; = EW; according as o <1 or o> 1.

n

> (W —¢))

J=1

> :L‘} <cnz 70, x>1,

By virtue of (3.5) and (3.4) it suffices to study the probabilities
P{>°7_,(Uj —a;) >z}, where a; =0 for « <1 and a; = EU; for a > 1.

We further decompose (7@ into

where for i <n — ng,

Xi =B+ 11;Biy1 + -+ Hi,i+n172Bi+nlfla
(3.7) Si=Mijitny—1 Bisn + - + Wiitny—1 Bina,
Z =i itny Bitnot1 + -+ Wiipng—1Bipns.

For i > n — ng, define )A(/Z,gz,z as follows: for no < n — i < ng choose )?Z,gz
as above and

Zi = IL i 4y Bitnoy1 + - + 11 n_1By.
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For n; <n —1i<nsy, choose Z =0, )NQ as before and

Si =i i4ny—1Biyn, + -+ + i n_1Bn.
Finally, for n —i < ny, define S; = 0, Z =0 and
X;=B; +;Bit1 + -+ 1L 1By
Let p1,p,ps be the largest integers such that pin; <n —n; +1, pn; <

n—ng and p3ny < n—ng, respectively. We study the asymptotic tail behavior
of the corresponding block sums given by

Jni _ Jni _ Jni _
(3.8) Xj = Z XZ', Sj = Z Sz‘, Zj - Z Zia
i=(j—1)n1+1 i=(j—1)n1+1 i=(j—1)n1+1
where j is less or equal pq, p, p3, respectively.
The remaining steps of the proof are organized as follows:

e Section 3.2. We show that the X;’s and Z;’s do not contribute to the
considered large deviation probabilities. This is the content of Lemmas 3.4
and 3.5.

e Section 3.3. We provide bounds for the tail probabilities of S;; see Propo-
sition 3.6 and Lemma 3.8. These bounds are the main ingredients in the
proof of the large deviation result.

e Section 3.4. In Proposition 3.9 we combine the bounds provided in the
previous subsections.

e Section 3.5: we apply Proposition 3.9 to prove the main result.

PROOF OF LEMMA 3.1. The infinite series n = >_:°II; has the distri-
bution of the stationary solution to the stochastic recurrence equation (1.1)
with B=1 a.s., and therefore, by Theorem 1.1, P(n > ) ~ coox™ %, & — 00.
It follows from a slight modification of Jessen and Mikosch [14], Lemma 4.1(4),
and the independence of Yy and n that

(3.9 P{|Yo|n >z} ~cx “logz, x — 00.
Since s,,/n — 0 as n — oo we have

P{|Y; > P{|Yy|n >
oy Pl >} Wb >a)
by <z<esn TLP{|Y| > J}} by <z<esn TLP{|Y| > Jf}

There exist ¢, zg > 0 such that P{|Yy| >y} <coy™® for y > xy. Therefore
P{Yolnn >z} <P{z/n, <o} + cox™ “EnpyLiz/m, >a0) < cx” “Enp.
By Bartkiewicz et al. [1], Eng < cn. Hence

P{|Yo|nn >z} cx”“Eng
I = sup U0 =Ty oy T Bl
TR P{Y > 2} —a nP{|Y] > 2}

This concludes the proof. [

Q.
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Proor OoF LEMMA 3.2. Assume first that o > 1. Since EWJ- is finite,
—DlogEA > a —1 and Dlogx < ng, we have for some positive §

—~ n3
(310)  E|W;|< gEAI)EAMB‘ < ceDIO8TIOREA < —(0-1)-5.
and hence by Markov’s inequality

1@{ zn:(WN/j —EW))
j=1

If B < a <1 an application of Markov’s inequality yields for some positive 9,

D AN _snE|B|P(EAP)"s
P{ZWj>m}<x 5ZE\Wj|’B§x B él|—§EA5))

n
> x} <2zt ZE|W]| < cna—79,
j=1

J=1 J=1

_ B ——
<cr ﬂneDloga:log]EA < enx «a 5'

In the last step we used the fact that —DlogEA® > a — 8. This concludes
the proof of the lemma. [

3.2. Bounds for P{X; >z} and P{Z; > x}. We will now study the tail
behavior of the single block sums X7, 7Z; defined in (3.8). We start with a
useful auxiliary result.

LEMMA 3.3.  Assume ¢(a+e€) =EA*T¢ < oo for some € > 0. Then there
is a constant C' = C(€) > 0 such that Y(a+v) < CePV for |y| <e€/2, where
p=E(A%log A).

PROOF. By a Taylor expansion and since ¥ («) =1, ¢'(a) = p, we have
for some 6 € (0,1),
(3.11) PYla+7y) =14 py+0.5¢" (a + 07)7>
If |67] < €/2, then, by assumption, 1" (a + 87y) = EA*97(log A)? is bounded
by a constant ¢ > 0. Therefore,
Yla+y)<1l+py+cey’ = elos(+or+er®) < P, O

The following lemma ensures that the X;’s do not contribute to the con-
sidered large deviation probabilities.

LeEMMA 3.4.  There exist positive constants C1,Cy,Cs such that
P{X; >z} <P{X, >z} < Cha— e Calloga)™ x>1,

where
ni

X, =Y (IBil + M| Bisa| + -+ + Miipn; —2| By 1)
i=1
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ProOF. We have X; =37° | Ry, where for m <k < ny,
Ry, =111 yg—k| Bro—k+1| + - + i itng—k—1|Bitno—k| + -

+ Hnl,n1+n0—k—l‘Bnl+nO_k‘.
Notice that for x sufficiently large,

{ i Rk>x}c Ej {Ry, > z/E*}.

Indeed, on the set {R}, < fﬁ/k‘B,m < k <mnp} we have for some ¢ >0 and
sufficiently large x, by the definition of m = [(log z)%-5+7],

no T oo 1 T
R, < —<c—/— <=z
) k—m+1zk2fc(logx)o.5+a r
k=m+1 k=1

We conclude that, with I, = P{ Ry, > x/k3},

no no
]P’{ 3 Rk>x}§ > L

k=m+1 k=m+1

Next we study the probabilities I;,. Let § = (log z)~°°. By Markov’s inequal-
ity,
I, < (l,/k3)—(a+5)ERg+6 < (.I/k?g)_(a+5)ng+6(EAa+6)no_kE‘B|a+6.
By Lemma 3.3 and the definition of ng = [p~!log z],
I, < C(.I‘/k‘3)_(a+5)n8+6€(n0_k)p6 < Cx—ak,3(a+5)n8z+5e—kp6'
Since k > (log £)%577 > m there are positive constants (1, (s such that kd >

kS (logz)® and therefore for sufficiently large = and appropriate positive
constants C1,Cy, Cs,

no n1
Z I < Cl‘iang—’—& Z e*/)kgl (log )2 k3(04+5) < Cll,faefCQ (log z)%3 '
k=m+1 k=m+1

This finishes the proof. [

The following lemma ensures that the Z;’s do not contribute to the con-
sidered large deviation probabilities.

LeEMMA 3.5.  There exist positive constants Cy,Cs,Cg such that
P{Z, >z} <P{Z, >z} < Cya~ e Csllogn)%s x>1,

where
ni

4, = Z(Hi,i+n2|3i+n2+1\ + o A Wisipng—1]Bisng))-
i=1
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PrROOF. We have Z; =3 ;*,"* Ry, where

Ry =T sy k| B res 1|+ + Wi igng rh— 1] Biyng k| + -+
+ Hn17n1+n2+k*1 ‘Bn1+n2+k"

As in the proof of Lemma 3.4 we notice that, with Jj, = P{R; > z/(na+k)3},
for x sufficiently large,

n3—mns9 _ n3—mns9
IP’{ > Rk>x}§ > e
k=1 k=1

Next we study the probabilities Ji,. Choose 6 = (ng + k) ™% < ¢/2 with € as
in Lemma 3.3. By Markov’s inequality,

Ji < ((ng + k)% /2)* BRI < ((ng + k)? J2)* ng0 (RA*—0)2 TR B|o 9,
By Lemma 3.3 and since ny + k =ng+m + k,
(EAa—é)m-l—k < Ce—ép(ng—l—k) < Cx_66_5p(m+k).

There is (3 > 0 such that §(m + k) > (logz + k). Hence, for appropriate
constants Cy, C5,Cg > 0,

n3—nso n3—n2

o a— 5 — ¢ o — c
Z Jp <caxnf 0 Z (ng—l—k)?’(a 0)g=pllogz+k)®s — 1 p—ao—=Cs(log)™6
k=1 k=1

This finishes the proof. [

3.3. Bounds for P{S; > x}. The next proposition is a first major step
toward the proof of the main result. For the formulation of the result and its
proof, recall the definitions of S; and S; from (3.7) and (3.8), respectively.

PROPOSITION 3.6. Assume that ¢t >0 and let (b,) be any sequence
such that b, — oco. Then the following relation holds:

(3.12) lim sup |—AoL> 2

— | = 0.
n—00 15p. nllP’{Y > l‘} co0

If ¢t =0, then

. ]P){Sl > l‘}
313 hm sSup ———————= = U.
(3.13) 700 SR PV > 2

The proof depends on the following auxiliary result whose proof is given
in Appendix B.

LEMMA 3.7. Assume that Y and n [defined in (3.2)] are indepen-
dent and (o + €) = EA“TC < 0o for some € > 0. Then for ny =ng —m =
[p~ logz] — [(log z)%-5%°] for some o < 1/4 and any sequences b, — oo and
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rn, — 00 the following relation holds:

. < P{mY > =}
11m u — = —
n—00 rngkgnﬁbngax k]P{Y > x}

Coo| =0,
provided ¢, > 0. If ¢t =0, then
P{n.Y >
hm sup {nk .’L‘} = U.
n—00,, <k<ny bo<o KP{|Y| >z}
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.6. For ¢ <nq, consider
Si+ 8 =T, Bpyy1+ -+ Wiiiny—2Biyny -1 + S5 + i iyny Bigmg 11 + -+
+ Hi,n2+n1—an2+m
= Hi,m (Bnl—i—l + An1+1Bn1+2 + T+ Hn1+1,n2+n1—1Bn2+n1)-
Notice that

P{|S] —|—---+S;l1| >z} <mP{|S}| > xz/n1}.

Therefore and by virtue of Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5, there exist positive constants
C7,Cs,Cy such that

P{|S) + -+ 5, | >a} < Cra—e Cslogn)™ 5>,
Therefore and since S; = 4 S; it suffices for (3.12) to show that

P ni g/
i oup [PLSLH 21 1> )
n—00 ;>p nP{Y >z}

We observe that

— Cxo| = 0.

ni
S1+Y Si=UTi and Ty+Tx2Y,
i=1

where
U= Hl,n1 + H2,n1 + -+ Hn1,n1u
Tl - Bn1+1 + Hn1+1,n1+1Bn1+2 +-+ Hn1+1,n2+nllen2+n1a
T2 = Hn1+1,n2+n1Bn2+n1+1 + Hn1+1,n2+n1+1Bn2+n1+2 +
Since U =4y, and Y =411 + 15, in view of Lemma 3.7 we obtain

. P{U(T\ +T5) >z}
lim sup -
n—00 y>p nP{Y >z}

| =0,

provided ¢, >0 or

i s PUT+ Do) > 2}
oo s mP{Y| >z}
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if ¢, =0. Thus to prove the proposition it suffices to justify the existence
of some positive constants C1g, C11,C12 such that

(3.14) P{|UT,| >z} < Coa— e~ Crllogn) 12 x> 1.

For this purpose we use the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.4.
First we write

]P){‘UT2| > Jj} < Z]P){UHH1+1,711+712+1€|Bn1+n2+k+1‘ > x/(loggj + k)3}
k=0

Write § = (logz + k) ~%°. Then by Lemma 3.3, Markov’s inequality and since
ng =ng+m,

P{UHerl,eranrk|Bn1+n2+k+1| >z /(logx 4+ k)3}
< (logx + k,)B(afé)xf(afé)EUaﬂS(EAafzS)nz—i—kE‘BP,g
< C(lOgJL‘ + ]{})3(0175)3;7(0‘*5) 6*(n2+k)p6
S cei(m‘i’k)P(S(logx + k)3(&75)$7a'

There is ¢ > 0 such that (m + k)§ > (logz + k)¢ and therefore,

P{|UTs| >z} <cz™® Zef(logwrk)ip(logl, + k)B(a—a)
k=0

o — ¢
< cgp e (og)°p/2,

This proves (3.14) and the lemma. [

Observe that if |i — j| > 2, then S; and S; are independent. For |i — j| <2
we have the following bound:
LEMMA 3.8. The following relation holds for some constant ¢ > 0:

sup  P{|Si| > x,|S;| >z} < enfPxm, x> 1.
i>1,li—j|<2

PrOOF. Assume without loss of generality that i =1 and j =2,3. Then
we have

1S1] < (Hypny + - 4+ 1y ny)

X (|Bnyt1] + oy 41,0041 By 2] + - 4 oy 11,00 4001 Brgtna )
ULy,

(g 1,20y + -+ -+ Hopy 20,)

X (|B2ny+1| + Many 11,20, 411 Bang +2| + -+ + Hany 41,200 +na— 11 Bong +ns))

|52

IN
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=: Uy Ty,
1S3 < (Iopy 41,30, + -+ 3, 30,)
X (|B3ny+1| + M3ny 1,301 +11Bsng 2] + - + Uany 41,301 +n2—11B3ny +na)
=: UgTé.
We observe that U; 4 Mnys Ui, 1= 1,2, 3, are independent, U; is independent

of T! for each ¢ and the T}’s have power law tails with index a > 0. We
conclude from (3.12) that

P{|S1| > ,|Ss| > 2} < P{T] > an; /@y
+P{T] < xn;l/(m) ULT] > 2, Us Ty > x}
<cn l‘ +]P>{n )U1>].,U2T2/>Qj}

<Pz + P{Uy >n1/(2a WP{UTy > x}

<cny 05—,

In the same way we can bound P{|Si| > ¢,|S3| > t}. We omit details. [

3.4. Semi-final steps in the proof of the main theorem. In the following
proposition, we combine the various tail bounds derived in the previous
sections. For this reason, recall the definitions of X;, S; and Z; from (3.8) and
that p1, p, ps are the largest integers such that p1ny <n—n;+1, pny <n—ns
and psn; <n — ng, respectively.

PROPOSITION 3.9. Assume the conditions of Theorem 2.1. In particular,
consider the following x-regions:

A _{(nl/a(logn)M,oo), for a€(0,2], M > 2,
" (c,n%?logn, o0), for a>2, ¢, — o0,

and introduce a sequence s, — oo such that e*» € A, and s, = o(n). Then
the following relations hold:

P51 (8 — ) >z}

et coo
(3.15) —=—— >limsup sup

el + e n—o0o z€A, nP{|Y] > x} 7
P —ci) >z +
(3.16) 0= lim sup {Z 105 — ¢) } foocoi ,
N=0 gy logr<sy n]P{|Y| > Jj} Coo t Co
P{ Y0 (X —ej)| > o}
3.17 0= 1li =
(3.17) R0 e, nP{|Y| >z} ’
P{|>7%21(Z; — 2)| > =}
3.18 0= 1 )
(3.18) e SO T BV > 2}

where cj =ej =2; =0 fora <1 and c; =ES;, e; =EX;, z; =EZ; for o> 1.
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ProOOF. We split the proof into the different cases corresponding to
a<l,ae(l,2] and a > 2.

The case 1 < o < 2.
Step 1: Proof of (3.15) and (3.16). Since M > 2, we can choose £ so small
that

(3.19) 2+4¢<M and €<1/(4a),

and we write y = x/(logn)?¢. Consider the following disjoint partition of Q:

o= ({18 <),

j=1

Q= |J {ISiI>v. 18>y}
1<i<k<p

p
Q3= U{‘Sk\ >y, |S;| <y for all i # k}.
k=1

Then for A= {3}_,(S; —¢;) >},
(3.20) P{A} = P{A N Ql} + P{A N QQ} + P{A M Q3} =11+ I, + Is.

Next we treat the terms I;, 1 = 1,2, 3, separately.
Step la: Bounds for Is. We prove

(3.21) lim sup (z*/n)ly=0.

n—00 (BGAn

We have

Li< ) P{Si|>y[Sk >y}
1<i<k<p

For k>i+ 3, Sk and S; are independent and then, by (3.12),
P{|S;| >y, Skl >y} = (P{|S1] > y})* < e(mi(v))*y >,

where n1(y) is defined in the same way as n; = ni(z) with x replaced by y.
Also notice that ni(y) <ni(z). For k =i+ 1 or i+ 2, we have by Lemma 3.8

P{|Si| >y, |Sk| >y} < clmi(y)* "y

Summarizing the above estimates and observing that (3.19) holds, we obtain
for x € A,

B < Py + oy
< e~z n(log n) 6 + (log ) %010
< ena[(log )M | (log )00
This proves (3.21).
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Step 1b: Bounds for I;. We will prove
(3.22) lim sup (z*/n)l; =0.

n—0o0 IEAn

For this purpose, we write S]y = 5j1ys;/<yy and notice that ES; = ES;-’ +
ES;j1{s;|>y}- Elementary computations show that

(3.23) 51| < nPexl@D (9 4 ymax(e DR | B|e,
Therefore by the Holder and Minkowski inequalities and by (3.12),
[ES)Lqs,150] < (BIS; )Y (B{1S] > )
< c(log ) oy (m(y)'
< ¢(log x)1‘5+"+25(°‘_1)x_°‘+1n1.
Let now v > 1/a and n/*(logn)™ < 2 <n?. Since pny <n and (3.19) holds,
(3.24) PIES 15,53 | < clog )P Tot2@l gty — o(z).

If > n7, then

Mnl/a Mo -1

x> (logx) and % < (logz) "%

Hence

(3.25)  plES;1s; 53| < cx(log z) ot t2e—l) (jog 2y M — (7).

Using the bounds (3.24) and (3.25), we see that for x sufficiently large,
> (5] - ES])

I <IP’{ > 0.5:5}
j=1

:p{< S o+

1<j<pje{lAT,.}  1<j<p,je{2,58,.}

+ > >(s§ ~ESY)

1<j<p,j€{3,6,9,...}

P

(3.26)

> 0.53:}
< 3IP>{

In the last step, for the ease of presentation, we slightly abused notation
since the number of summands in the 3 partial sums differs by a bounded
number of terms which, however, do not contribute to the asymptotic tail
behavior of I;. Since the summands S7,SY,... are i.i.d. and bounded, we
may apply Prokhorov’s inequality (A.1) to the random variables Ry = S} —
ESY in (3.26) with y =z/(logn)* and B, = pvar(S}). Then a, = z/(2y) =

> (SY — ESY)

1§j§p7j€{174777"'}

>:c/6}.
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0.5(logn)* and since, in view of (3.23), var(S7) < y>“E|S:|?,
pvar(SY)\ ™ (L.5+0)a+2€(a—1)~1yan [ T o
L <c|l——— < c((logn)'-oro)arssle " —) .
Ty e
Therefore, for x € A,
(J:O‘/n)fl < C(lOg n)((1.5+0)a+2£(a71))an7Ma(anfl)

)

which tends to zero if M > 2, £ satisfies (3.19) and o is sufficiently small.

Step 1c: Bounds for I3. Here we assume ¢t > 0. In this case, we can
bound I3 by using the following inequalities: for every e > 0, there is ng such
that for n > ng, uniformly for x € A,, and every fixed k> 1,

- P{AN{|Sk] >y,[Si| <y,i #k}}
- TLﬂP’{Y>JL‘}

Write z = x/(logn)¢ and introduce the probabilities, for k> 1,

T :P{Am{ S5 - )| > 2,84l > w18 Sy,z’#k}},

ik
(3.28) Vi = IP’{A N {

(3.27) (1 —¢€)coo <(1+€)eno-

> (S —¢)
J#k
Write S =) (S; — ¢j), where summation is taken over the set {j:1 < j <
p,j #k,k£1,k+2}. For n sufficiently large, Ji is dominated by

< P{|Sk| > y}P{|S| > 0.5z, |5;| <y,i#k}.

Applying the Prokhorov inequality (A.1) in the same way as in step 1b, we
see that

< z,|Sk] > y,]54 <y,z'7ék:}}.

P{|S| > 0.5z, S| <y,i#k} < cnz"® < ¢(logn)~ M~
and by Markov’s inequality,

P{‘Sl‘ > y} < Cnl(ay) < cn—;.
Yy Yy
Therefore

3aé—Ma

sup (z%/n1)Ji < c(logn) — 0.

(BGAn

Thus it remains to bound the probabilities Vi. We start with sandwich
bounds for Vj,

P{Sk —cx >z +2,|S[ <2 —8y,|Si <y,i #k}
<Vi
(3.30) <P{Sp—cr >z — 25| <z+8y,|Si| <y,i #k}.

(3.29)
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By (3.12), for every small € > 0, n sufficiently large and uniformly for z € A,,,
we have

]P){Sk—ck>l‘—|—2}<]P){S]€—Ck>l‘—2’}

(331) (1 — 6)000 < nl]P){Y > l‘} - nl]P’{Y > l‘}

< (1+€)exo,
where we also used that lim, ,o(z + z)/x = 1. Then the following upper

bound is immediate from (3.30):

Vi <]P’{Sk—ck>x—z}
mP{Y >y} = nmP{Y >z}

From (3.29) we have

< (14 €)coo-

Vi, >]P’{Sk—ck>x+z}
mP{Y >y} = mP{Y >z}
In view of the lower bound in (3.31), the first term on the right-hand side

yields the desired lower bound if we can show that Lj is negligible. Indeed,
we have

nP{Y >z} :P{{Sk —cp >+ 2N [{|S] >z -8y} U U{\SZ| > y}] }
ik

— Ly

<P{Sk —cr >z +2,|S|>2—8y}

—I—ZIP’{Sk —cp>x+ 2,8 >y}
i#k
<P{Sk — cx >z + 2}[P{[S]| > 2 — 8y} + pP{|S1] > y}]

te Y P{Si—ca >z +2,18]>y)
li—k|<2,i#k

Similar bounds as in the proofs above yield that the right-hand side is of the
order o(n;/xz%), hence L = o(1). We omit details. Thus we obtain (3.27).

Step 1d: Final bounds. Now we are ready for the final steps in the proof
of (3.16) and (3.15). Suppose first ¢t >0 and logz < s,,. In view of the
decomposition (3.20) and steps la and 1b we have as n — oo and uniformly
for x € A,

P{>25_1(S) —¢j) >}
nP{Y >z}
I3
T AP{Y >z}
n1 Dohey P{2521 (S5 —ES)) > a,[Sk| > w,|S)] <y, 5 # k}
T mP{Y >z} ’
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In view of step 1c, in particular (3.27), the last expression is dominated from
above by (pni/n)(1+ €)coo < (1 + €)cs and from below by

. (1—6)0002(1—6)000(1—%).

Letting first n — 0o and then € — 0, (3.15) follows and (3.16) is also satisfied
provided the additional condition lim,, s, /7 =0 holds.

If ¢cX, =0, then I3 = o(nP{|Y| > z}). Let now = € A,, and recall the defi-
nition of Vi from (3.28). Then for every small § and sufficiently large x,

P{Z?Zl(Sj — Cj) > l‘} N [3
nP{|Y|> x} nP{|Y|> x}

M(1 —€)Coo >
n n

n—ng —ny

<M £:1Vk
- n mP{|Y]| >z}

< sup ]P{Sl > 1‘(1 — (5) — |Cl|}
Taeh,  mP{lY[>az}

and (3.15) follows from the second part of Lemma 3.7.
Step 2: Proof of (3.17) and (3.18). We restrict ourselves to (3.17) since
the proof of (3.18) is analogous. Write B = {\Z?;l(Xj —ej)| >x}. Then

p1

P{B} S]P’{Bﬂ {1k >y}}+P{Bﬂ{\Xa’| <y forall j <pi}} =P+ P
k=1

By Lemma 3.4,
Py < piP{|X1] >y} < Cipry e @208 = o(na~).

For the estimation of P, consider the random variables X;-’ = X;1{x;1<y
and proceed as in step 1b.

The case o> 2.

The proof is analogous to a € (1,2]. We indicate differences in the main
steps.

Step 1b. First we bound the large deviation probabilities of the truncated
sums (it is an analog of step 1b of Proposition 3.9). We assume without loss

of generality that ¢, <logn. Our aim now is to prove that for y = xc, %,

p

> (S;—ES))

n—oo n
iBGAn 321

:L.OZ
(3.32) lim sup —P

>:L‘,|Sj\<yforallj<p}:0.

We proceed as in the proof of (3.22) with the same notation Sjy =5115;1<y}-
As in the proof mentioned, p[ES;1s;~y1| = o(z) and so we estimate the
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probability of interest by

(3.33) I:= 3@{

> (SY-ESY)

1§j§p7j€{174777"'}

>3:/6}.

The summands in the latter sum are independent and therefore one can ap-
ply the two-sided version of the Fuk—Nagaev inequality (A.3) to the random
variables in (3.33): with a, = Bz /y = %% and pvar(S7) < cpn? < cnng,

(L5+0)aN an 2.2
1—
(3.34) I< <cpn171> +exp{—ﬂ}.
Ty 2e%cnng
We suppose first that = <n7. Then the first quantity in (3.34) multiplied
by 2%/n is dominated by
.O+0 . —1)\an an—1
(c(log n) -2 H)e (@)@ (1 /)
< CfO.San(lJra)Jra (C(log n)(1.5+0)a)an
- n (nO.Sa—l(log n)a)an—l
The second quantity in (3.34) multiplied by 2%/n is dominated by
2 {_ (1— 8)*c(logn)?

— exp
n 2e%cny

— 0.

2
} <n®~IpTen 0,

If £ >n%™ then xn=%° > 2% for an appropriately small §. Then the first
quantity in (3.34) is dominated by

(c(log x)(1.5+0')0é)an cgﬁan (a—1) (n/xa)a"_l

< ¢—0-5an(1+a)+a (c(log g;)(l.f)—l—cr)a)an

— (n0.5a71xa6)anfl — 0.

The second quantity is dominated by
2 {_ (- m?c%x%aogn)?} et

— exp <z% —0
n 2e%cng ’

which finishes the proof of (3.32).
Step 1c. We prove that, for any € € (0, 1), sufficiently large n and fixed
k > 1, the following relation holds uniformly for x € A,,,

(1— €)oo < P>, (S —ESj) > x,[Sk] >y, [Si| <y, i # k}
= nﬂP’{Y > x}

3.35
(3:39) < (14 €)oo

Let z € A,, be such that z/z — co. As for « € (1, 2], one proves

n—IP{Z(Sj —ES)) >z, | (S, —ES))

j=1 JF#k




LARGE DEVIATIONS 21

Apply the Fuk-Nagaev inequality (A.3) to bound

z .
P{ > (S, —ES))| > 3 5il<y.i# k}
J#k
In the remainder of the proof one can follow the arguments of the proof in
step 1lc for a € (1,2].

The case o < 1. The proof is analogous to the case 1 < o < 2; instead of
Prokhorov’s inequality (A.1) we apply S. V. Nagaev’s inequality (A.2). We
omit further details. [J

3.5. Final steps in the proof of Theorem 2.1. We have for small € > 0,

P{i(@—l@@)m(uze)} —]P’{ >x€}
=1

_P{
< P{i(@ —ES;) >z(1— 25)} + ]P’{i(f(i ~EX;) > xe}

(3.36)  <P{S,—d, >z}
=1 =1

—HP’{i(Z —EZ;) >x5}.

=1

zn:(fg —-EX;)

i=1

n

> (Z;-EZ;)

i=1

Divide the last two probabilities in the first and last lines by nP{|Y| > z}.
Then these ratios converge to zero for x € A,,, in view of (3.17), (3.18) and
Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5. Now

]P’{ zn: (S; —ES;) > z(1 — 25)}

i=pni+1

— ]p{ nil (S; —ES;) > x(1 — 25)}

i=pni1+1
n—ni n—ni

<o{ 3 @oat-20)- Y i)
i=pni+1 i=pni+1

where S; =1L iiny—1]Bitn, |+ + Wity 1| Bitn, |-
Notice that if ¢ <n —ng then (for a > 1)

ES; =ES;
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and forn —ng <i<n-—mny
ES; = (EA)™ (1 +EA+ -+ (EA)" " "™)EB.
Hence there is C' such that
n—ni ~
> [ESi|<2mC
i=pni+1

and so by Proposition 3.6

P{ S Gvai-2)- Y |E§z-|}

i=pni+1 i=pni+1

. P{i(i _all- 22 - 2n10> }

=1

. P{ 22”1: <S - 22 - 2n10> }

=n1

< Crnpr™® = o(nP{|Y| > z}),

provided lim,,_,~ s,/n = 0. Taking into account (3.16) and the sandwich
(3.36), we conclude that (2.2) holds.

If the z-region is not bounded from above and n > n;(x) then the above
calculations together with Lemma 3.1 show (2.1). If n <nj(z), then

P{S, — dy >} < Gz~ Calloga)s
and again (2.1) holds.

4. Ruin probabilities. In this section we study the ruin probability re-
lated to the centered partial sum process T, = S,, — ES,,, n > 0, that is, for
given u >0 and p > 0 we consider the probability

P(u) = ]P’{sup[Tn — pn] > u}
n>1

We will work under the assumptions of Kesten’s Theorem 1.1. Therefore
the random variables Y; are regularly varying with index a > 0. Only for
a > 1 the variable Y has finite expectation and therefore we will assume this
condition throughout. Notice that the random walk (7, — nu) has dependent
steps and negative drift. Since (Y;,) is ergodic we have n= (T, — npu) 23 —pu
and in particular sup,,~ (7, — np) < oo a.s.

It is in general difficult to calculate 1 (u) for a given value u, and therefore
most results on ruin study the asymptotic behavior of ¥ (u) when u — co.
If the sequence (Y;) is i.i.d. it is well known (see Embrechts and Veraver-
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beke [7] for a special case of subexponential step distribution and Mikosch
and Samorodnitsky [17] for a general regularly varying step distribution)
that

(4.1) Yima(u) ~ T > 1)

pla—1) 7
(We write ¥iq to indicate that we are dealing with i.i.d. steps.) If the step
distribution has exponential moments the ruin probability tinq(u) decays
to zero at an exponential rate; see, for example, the celebrated Cramér—
Lundberg bound in Embrechts et al. [6], Chapter 2.

It is the main aim of this section to prove the following analog of the
classical ruin bound (4.1):

Uu — Q.

THEOREM 4.1. Assume that the conditions of Theorem 1.1 are satisfied
and additionally B > 0 a.s. and there exists € > 0 such that EA*T¢ and
EB**¢ are finite, « > 1 and ¢X, > 0. The following asymptotic result for the
ruin probability holds for fized pu >0, as u— oco:

]P’{sup(Sn —ES,, —nu) > u} ~ (CLU_O‘H

n>1 (o —1)
(4.2)
Coo uP{Y > u}
o mla—1)

REMARK 4.2. We notice that the dependence in the sequence (Y;) man-
ifests in the constant ¢ /ct in relation (4.2) which appears in contrast to
the i.i.d. case; see (4.1).

To prove our result we proceed similarly as in the proof of Theorem 2.1.
First notice that in view of (3.9),

]P’{sgll)(Yonn —E(Yon,)) > u} <P{Yyn >u} = o(u'~%).

Thus, it is sufficient to prove

uo‘*llP’{sup(gn —ES, —np) > u} ~

n>1 pla—1)

for S, defined in (3.2). Next we change indices as indicated after (3.3).
However, this time we cannot fix n and therefore we will proceed carefully;
the details will be explained below. Then we further decompose &, into
smaller pieces and study their asymptotic behavior.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. The following lemma shows that the centered
sums (S, — ESy,)n>unr for large M do not contribute to the asymptotic
behavior of the ruin probability as u — oc.
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LEMMA 4.3.  The following relation holds:

lim limsupu® 1IP’{ sup (S, — ES,, — np) > u} =0.
M—=00 y—oo n>ulM

PROOF. Fix a large number M and define the sequence N; = uM?2!,
[ > 0. Assume for the ease of presentation that (/V;) constitutes a sequence
of even integers; otherwise we can take N; = [uM]2!. Observe that

IP{ sup (S, — ES, — np) >u} Zplv

n>ulM

where p; = ]P’{maxne[NthH)(gn —ES, — nu) >u}. For every fixed [, in the
events above we make the change of indices i — j = Nj;1 — ¢ and write, again
abusing notation,

Y; =B +1;;Bj1+ - +1jn,,—2BN,, 1.

With this notation, we have

Nl+l_1 » ~
pr=P< max Y,—-EY,—pu)>u,.
l {new > B

Using the decomposition (3.4) with the adjustment n4 = min(j + ns,
Niy1— 1), we write Y U + W Then, by Lemma 3.2, for small § > 0,

Nl+1 1 N N
=P W, —EW,;, —n/4) >u/4
P {ng(l%ﬂ > w/4) > u/ }

Nig1—1 - - N-1
<P{ Z (WZ‘—EWZ‘)—F Z Wi>u/4+Nl,U/4}

i=N, i=1

Nypi—1
<P{ Z (WZ‘—EWZ‘)>U/4+Nl(ﬂ/4_EWI)}
=1

< eNpy N7O70 < (a2l =00
We conclude that for every M >0,

Zp“ = o(u!™®) as u — 00.

As in (3.7) we further decompose U; = X; 4+ S; + Z;, making the defini-
tions precise in what follows. Let p be the smallest integer such that pn; >
Niy1 — 1 for ng =nj(u). For i =1,...,p — 1 define X; as in (3.8), and
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_ N1 v .
Xp= Zi:(p—l)nlﬂ X;. Now consider

Nl+l_1 ~ »
=PJ ma X, —EX;, —u/4) >u/4
P2 {ne(o,)&] ; (X; 1/4) > u/ }

Nl+1_1 " "
<IP>{ > (Xi-EX))

=N
N-1
+ max (X; —EX;) >u/4+N1u/4}
nG(O,Nl} —n

p
< IP< max (XZ—EXZ)>U/8+N1,U/8
k<p/2 =

k<p/2“

P
—HP’{ max (X; —EX;) <u/8+ Niju/8,
i=k

knq
X, —EX; N,
s, > (BB > ws N

= pi21 + P22

The second quantity is estimated by using Lemma 3.4 as follows for fixed
M>0

ni
P22 < CPP{ZXZ' >u/8+ Nl,u/8} < Clefo‘e*CQ(lOgNz)CS
i=1

_ o(ul_a)Q_(a_l)l7

where C;, i = 1,2, 3, are some positive constants. Therefore for every fixed M,
[o¢]
Zplgg = o(u'™%) as u — 0o.
1=0

Next we treat pj2;. We observe that X; and X are independent for |i —j| > 1.
Splitting summation in pjo; into the subsets of even and odd integers, we
obtain an estimate of the following type

pr21 < Clp{ max Z (X2i —EXqg;) > co(u+ Nl)}v
RSP/ iy

where the summands are now independent. By the law of large numbers, for
any € € (0,1), k <p/2, large [,

IP’{ D (Xoi —EXyi) > —eco(u+ Nl)} >1/2.
2i<k
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An application of the maximal inequality (A.5) in the Appendix and an
adaptation of Proposition 3.9 yield

P21 < QP{ Z (XQZ — EXQZ) > (1 — E)CQ(U + Nl)} < chlfa.
2i<p

Using the latter bound and summarizing the above estimates, we finally
proved that

[e.e]
lim li ol =0.
Jim limsupu ;pu
Similar arguments show that the sums involving the S;s and Z;’s are neg-
ligible as well. This proves the lemma. [

In view of Lemma 4.3 it suffices to study the following probabilities for
sufficiently large M > 0:
p{ S, —ES, — 3
nrgﬁ;(u(é’n Sp—np) >u
Write Ny = | Mu |, change again indices i — j = Ny —i+ 1 and write, abusing
notation,

Yj=Bj+11;;Bji1+--- +T1; N1 Bny.

Then we decompose }7] as in the proof of Lemma 4.3. Reasoning in the same
way as above, one proves that the probabilities related to the quantities Wi,
X, and Z; are of lower order than u'~® as u — oo and, thus, it remains to
study the probabilities

n<Ny “
=n

No
(4.3) ]P’{ max » (S; — ES; — ) > u},

where S; were defined in (3.7).

Take ny = [log No/p|, p = [No/n1] and denote by S; the sums of n;
consecutive S;’s as defined in (3.8). Observe that for any n such that nq (k —
1)+1<n<kny, k—1<p we have

No _ _ (p+1)n1 _ _
Z(Si —ES; — p) < 2n1(ESy 4 p) + Z (Si —ES; —p)
i=n t=(k—1)n1+1

P

< 277,1(E§1 + ,U) + (SZ - ESZ — nl,u)
i=k—1



LARGE DEVIATIONS 27

and
No ~ B pri ~
D (Si —ES; — p) > =201 (ESy +p) + Y (S —ES; — p)
i=n i=kni
p—1
> —277,1(E51 + M) + Z(SZ - ESZ — nl/,t).
i=k

Therefore and since n; is of order logu, instead of the probabilities (4.3) it
suffices to study
P

Pp(u) :P{mgx (S; —ES; —nyp) >u}.
n<p —~

Choose ¢ = [M /¢ ]+ 1 for some small 1 and large M. Then the random
variables
kq—3

Ry, = Z Sis k=1,....,r=|p/q],
i=(k—1)q
are independent and we have
p(u) §]P’{max Z (S;i —ES; —nqp) > u(l —361)}

n<gqr -
n<i<qr

i£kq—2,kq—1

+ ]P’{I?Sagi Z(Skq_g — ESkq_Q — nl/,t) > Elu}
k=j

+ ]P’{I?Sag( ;(Skq—l — ESkq—l — nl/,t) > Elu}
=J

» 4
+P{q;§%§p 2 (Si —ES; —nip) > 51“} = Z;l/’z(f)(u)'

The quantities @bz(,i) (u), i =2,3, can be estimated in the same way; we fo-

cus on %(32) (u). Applying Petrov’s inequality (A.4) and Proposition 3.9, we
obtain for some constant ¢ not depending on &1,

22) (u) < ]P’{rjngazikZ(Skq_g — ESkq_Q) > Elu}
=J

< CP{Z(S,W_Q —ESk, 2) > Elu/Q}
k=1

<erny(equ)”* < cequ Ot
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Hence we obtain lim., | limsup,_, uo‘*ll/)g) (u) = 0. By (3.15), for some
constant c,

) () < 91 Mu
Y W) S e e S e

Since 7 > ¢ > M/e§ for large u we conclude for such u that =1 < M~1g8+!

and therefore w,(f) (u) < cequ!™® and lim,, o limsup,_, o uo‘*lwl(f) (u) =0.
Since A and B are nonnegative we have for large u with g = u(q — 2),

J
1(01)(u) < P{Tgf z;(RZ —ER; — pon1) >u(l —3e1) — qni(ESy + u)}

J
< P< ma R, —ER; — >u(l —4e .
> {1%3(;( pont) > u( 1)}

Combining the bounds above we proved for large u, small £; and some
constant ¢ > 0 independent of €; that
J
Pp(u) < ]P’{m<ax (Ri —ER; — pony) >u(l — 451)} +cepu~ T,
jsr 4
=1
Similar arguments as above show that
J
Pp(u) > ]P’{m<ax (Ri —ER; — pony) > u(l+ 451)} —cequ~ ot
J<r 4
=1
Thus we reduced the problem to study an expression consisting of indepen-
dent random variables R; and the proof of the theorem is finished if we can
show the following result. Write

J
Q, = {max (R —ER; —nypo) > u}

 <r
J= =1

LEMMA 4.4.  The following relation holds

+

a—1 CooCloo

u P{Q,} - ———
{Q-} p

lim limsup ( 0
o —

M —o0 U—00

o

PROOF. Fix some gy > 0 and choose some large M. Define Cy = (¢ —
2)coocd,. Reasoning as in the proof of (3.16), we obtain for any integers
0<j<k<randlarge u
JPOCE (Ri — ERy) > u)

ni(k —7)Co
Choose ¢,§ > 0 small to be determined later in dependence on ¢g. Eventually,
both e, > 0 will become arbitrarily small when €y converges to zero. Define

(4.4) 1—¢o<u

<1+¢g.
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the sequence ko =0, k; = [on] ' (1 +¢)" 1], 1 > 1. Without loss of generality
we will assume £, = Munf1 for some integer number ly. For 1 > gq(2y)~!
consider the independent events

J
D; = max R, —ER;) > 2nu », [=0,...,lp—1.
! {kl<j§kl+li§|—1( ) g } 0

Define the disjoint sets

Wi=Q DN (DG, 1=0,...l—1
m#l
We will show that
lo—1
P{Qr} - ZP{VVZ}
=0

(4.5) <o(u'™®), U — 00.

First we observe that €2, C Ug‘);()l D;. Indeed, on ﬂﬁozgl Dy we have
J
max (R; —ER; — nqpo) <lo2nu < egu,
j<r 4
1=1

and therefore €2, cannot hold for small 3. Next we prove that

(4.6) IP{ U (DmﬂDl)} = o(ul™®), u — 00.
m=#l

Then (4.5) will follow. First apply Petrov’s inequality (A.4) to P{D;} with
qo arbitrarily close to one and power pg € (1, «). Notice that E|R;|P° is of the
order gny, hence my,, is of the order dequ < césM&‘fo‘*lu. Next apply (4.4).
Then one obtains for sufficiently large u, and small ¢,d, and some constant
¢ depending on €,0,¢e0,€1,

kiy1
P{D;} < QO_IP{ > (Ri—ER)> nu}

i=ky+1
< q&lnl(kl+1 —k)(1+20)Co(nu)~* < dult—?,

Hence P{U,, ,(DiN D)} = O(u?1=%) as desired for (4.6) if all the param-
eters €,0,e¢,e1 are fixed.
Thus we showed (4.5) and it remains to find suitable bounds for the
probabilities P{W¥;}. On the set W; we have
J J
 —ER; — < ; —ER;) < 2nlu < gqu,
ma 1(Rz R; — pign1) < g,rlgag;(l% R;) < 2nlu < ou
1= 1=
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J
max Z (Rz — ERZ) < 2?7l0u < Eou.
kl+1<3<7“ )

Therefore for small g and large u on the event W7,
J
max (Rz - ERZ - ,uonl)

Jj<r P
J
= Inax (RZ — ERZ‘ — ,uonl)
ky<j<r“
=1
k; J
< R; —ER; — ugni) + max R; — ER;
;( i Ho 1) ki <j<kiy1 i:;rl( Z)

J
+ max Z (R —ER;)

kip1<j<r.
+ 1=kj41+1

<2eou — kjpony + max R, —ER;).
0 LU kl<J<kl+1»%;l( i z)

Petrov’s inequality (A.4) and (4.4) imply for [ > 1 and large u that

J
P{W;} <P max R, —ER;) > (1 — 2e0)u + ponik
0y <o e 3 (B2 02 o

ki1
<qy ]P{ Z (Rz — ERZ) > (1 — 350)u + Monlkl}

i=k;+1
1 (kl—I—l — kl)nl(l + EQ)CQ
((1 - 350) + M05(1 + E)l—l)aua
_ gl Se(14 )71 (14¢¢)Co o
0 (1= 3e0) + pod(1 +e)l=1)e
For | = 0 we use exactly the same arguments, but in this case (k; — ko)ni; = du
and kg =0. Thus we arrive at the upper bound

fQ()

lo—1
D PWi < gyt (1+20)
1=0
s se(1+¢)l=
4.7 C e
(4.7) . <1—3€0 +; (1—3ep) +,u05(1+€)l Da )u

:qal(l'i‘é‘o) (E 550,[0)’[1, a
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To estimate P{WW;} from below first notice that on W;, for large u,

J ki1

max (Rz — ERZ‘ — ,uonl) Z Z RZ‘ — ERZ‘ — ,uonl)

 <r
J= =1 =1

ki1

> Z (Ri —ER;) — ki1 ptom1 — kiERy
i=ki+1

ki1
> Z (R; —ER;) — ki1 t0m1 — 0.
k41

(4.6) and (4.4), we have for [ > 1 and as u — oo,

ki1
P{W;} > ]P’{{ Z (Ri —ER;) > (1+eo)u+ Mon1k1+1} NnD N ﬂ D1Cn}

i=ky+1 ml

kl+171
2 ]P){ Z (Rz — ERZ) > (1 + Eo)u + ,U()?’le?H_l} — ]P{Dl M U Dm}

i=k; m#l

(k'lJrl — kl)nl(l — 60)00 o ul_a) > (1 — 260)005(1 + E)lflé" o

(1 +e0)u + pokiina)® “(L4e0) + pod(14e))e

v

Hence
lo—1

> P} > (1 - 2¢)
=0

lo—1 -1,
]. +€) 1—
x Cp + ¢
<(1+€0+u05 ; (1+20) + p100(1 + 2)1)® )u
(1 - QEo)CoB(E (5 Eo,lo) 1= a
Thus we proved that
lo—1
(1 —220)B(e, 6,0, lo) < liminf Colu 1Y " P{W}
1=0
lo—1
(4.8) < limsup Cy tu®! ZP{VV;}

< Q(]_l(1 + EO)A(Ev (57 507l0)‘

Finally, we will justify that the upper and lower bounds are close for small
€,0,e0, large M and g close to 1. For a real number s which is small in
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absolute value define the functions
fs(@)=(1+s+pox)™* and Fs(z)=(1+ s+ pox)fs(x) on [0, M].

Let z; =0(14+¢)""1, 1=1,...,1y. Since 2,1 — 2; = de(1 +¢)"~! are uniformly
bounded by eM and fs is Riemann integrable on [0,00), choosing e small,
we have

lo—1

A(Ev (57 €0, ZO) = Z f—3€0(ml)(~1‘l+l - J}l)
=1

M
F,35 (5) — F,35 (M) + &0
< 3o () dr = 0 0 .
_/5 f-s20() po(er — 1)
Thus we obtain the bound

.1 . . 1 . B —1
(4.9) é;rﬁgt%ﬂ}gnoolﬁgqo (14¢e0)A(e,6,€0,l0) = (po(ax —1)) .

Proceeding in a similar way,
F50(5) - F€O(M) — €0
po(a —1)

The right-hand side converges to (po(a—1))~! by letting § | 0, M — oo and
€0 4 0. The latter limit relation in combination with (4.8) and (4.9) proves
the lemma. [

M
B(e,d,e0,1l0) > / feo(z)dx =
§

APPENDIX A: INEQUALITIES FOR SUMS OF INDEPENDENT
RANDOM VARIABLES

In this section, we consider a sequence (X,,) of independent random vari-
ables and their partial sums R, = X; + --- + X,,. We always write B,, =
var(R,) and m, = Z;‘:l E|X;[P for p > 0. First, we collect some of the clas-
sical tail estimates for R,,.

LEMMA A.1. The following inequalities hold.
Prokhorov’s inequality (cf. Petrov [21], page 77): Assume that the X,,’s
are centered, | X,,| <y for alln>1 and some y>0. Then

r . xy
. mn Z S -5 9 .
(A1) P{R, >z} exp{ 5% arsmh<23n> } x>0

S. V. Nagaev’s inequality (see [20]): Assume my, < oo for some p > 0.
Then

n em.. \ £/Y
(A2)  P{R,>2}<) P{X;>y}+ <mypp1> . x,y>0.
j=1
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Fuk-Nagaev inequality (cf. Petrov [21], page 78): Assume that the X,,’s
are centered, p>2, B=p/(p+2) and m, < oco. Then

P{Rn>x}<zn:19>{xj>y}+< my_ >6w/y

p—1
= By

(1-p8)%?
+exp{—W s ./L',y>0

(A.3)

Petrov’s inequality (cf. Petrov [21], page 81): Assume that the X,,’s are
centered and my, < oo for some p € (1,2]. Then for every qo <1, with L =1
forp=2 and L=2 for pe(1,2),

(A4) ]P’{m<ax R; > x} <gg'P{R, >z — [(L/(1 — o)) 'm,]/P},  z€R.
i<n
Lévy—Ottaviani-Skorokhod inequality (cf. Petrov [21], Theorem 2.3 on

page 51): If P{R,, — R > —c)} >q, k=1,...,n — 1, for some constants
c>0 and g >0, then

(A.5) IP’{m<axRi > x} <q 'P{R, >z —c}, xeR.

APPENDIX B: PROOF OF LEMMA 3.7

Assume first ¢Z, > 0. We have by independence of Y and ny, for any k > 1,
x>0 and r >0,

P{nyY >z} P{Y > z/z} B
k]P{Y > Jj} </(O x/r] /[x/roo ) k]P{Y > Jj} dp(nk = Z) —hrh

For every e € (0,1) there is 7 > 0 such that for x >r and z < x/r,

% 2%[1—¢e,14+¢] and P{Y >z}z*>ch —
Hence for sufficiently large x,
L€ k" By, <omll — &, 14 ¢]
and
I < ck raP{my, > z/r} < Ck?_lE??]?l{nk>x/r}'
We have

I e (kilET]g — kilEngl{nk>x/r})[1 —eg, 1+ E]
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and by virtue of Bartkiewicz et al. [1], limg_yo0 k' Eng = coo. Therefore it is
enough to prove that

(B.1) lim sup kilEng‘l{m>x} =0.

N0y <k<ni,bp<z
By the Holder and Markov inequalities we have for e > 0,
(B2)  Enfliyssy < Enp ™) T Bl > 2}) 77 <o Bt
Next we study the order of magnitude of EU}?JFG- By definition of ny,
Enp ¢ = EA“TE(1 4 1)
=EA*T(E(1+ mp—1)*T = E(ng ™)) + EA* T Eng s

Thus we get the recursive relation

k
Enptc =Y (EA*T)" R +ni)* T — E(fT))
=1
(B.3)
k a+te\k
+e\k—i+1 (EA i )
< c;(EAa ) ST

Indeed, we will prove that if € <1 then there is a constant ¢ such that for
i>1,

E(1+ ni)a+€ - EU?JFG <ec.

If a+ € <1 then this follows from the concavity of the function f(z)=z**t€,
x> 0. If a+¢e>1 we use the mean value theorem to obtain

E(1+7)*T —End™ < (a+)E(1 +n)*T ! < (a+ ) Eni! < cc.
Now we choose € = k=25, Then by (B.2), (B.3) and Lemma 3.3,

(EAonre)k epnl/\/Eflogx/\/E efpm/\/E
a —e
Enk 1{ny>a) < CFAate _ 17 sc EAate _ 1 < “FEAote _1°

In the last step we used that k < nj = ng —m, where ng = [p~! log 2]. More-
over, since m = [(log z)%5*7], m/vk > 2¢;(logz)? for some ¢; > 0. On the
other hand, setting v =€ = k=% in (3.11), we obtain EA%T¢ —1 > pk=05/2.
Combining the bounds above, we finally arrive at

sup k:_lEng‘l{nk>$} < cec1(logx)”

rn<k<ni,bp<x

for constants ¢,c; > 0. This estimate yields the desired relation (B.1) and
thus completes the proof of the first part of the lemma when ¢t > 0.
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If ¢, = 0 we proceed in the same way, observing that for any 4,z > 0 and
sufficiently large =,

P{Y >

RETIL
P{|Y| >z}

and hence I; converges to 0 as n goes to infinity. This proves the lemma.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank the referee whose comments
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