1405.1218v5 [math.PR] 6 Jun 2016

arxXiv

Bernoulli 22(4), 2016, 2029-2079
DOTI: 10.3150/15-BEJ719

Cramér type moderate deviation theorems for
self-normalized processes

QI-MAN SHAO! and WEN-XIN ZHOU?%?

! Department of Statistics, The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong.
E-mail: gmshao@cuhk.edu.hk

2 Department of Operations Research and Financial Engineering, Princeton University, Prince-
ton, NJ 08544, USA. E-mail: wenzinz@princeton.edu

3School of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Melbourne, Parkville, VIC 3010, Australia

Cramér type moderate deviation theorems quantify the accuracy of the relative error of the
normal approximation and provide theoretical justifications for many commonly used methods
in statistics. In this paper, we develop a new randomized concentration inequality and establish
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many well-known Studentized nonlinear statistics. In particular, a sharp moderate deviation
theorem under optimal moment conditions is established for Studentized U-statistics.
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1. Introduction

Let T,, be a sequence of random variables and assume that 7, converges to Z in dis-
tribution. The problem we are interested in is to calculate the tail probability of T,
P(T,, > z), where x may also depend on n and can go to infinity. Because the true tail
probability of T}, is typically unknown, it is common practice to use the tail probability
of Z to estimate that of T),. A natural question is how accurate the approximation is?
There are two major approaches for measuring the approximation error. One approach
is to study the absolute error via Berry—Esseen type bounds or Edgeworth expansions.
The other is to estimate the relative error of the tail probability of T}, against the tail
probability of the limiting distribution, that is,

P(T, > x)

P(Z

>0.
x)’ x_
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A typical result in this direction is the so-called Cramér type moderate deviation. The
focus of this paper is to find the largest possible a,, (a, — o0) so that

P(T, > x)

Pz =1+o0(1)

holds uniformly for 0 <z < a,,.

The moderate deviation, and other noteworthy limiting properties for self-normalized
sums are now well-understood. More specifically, let X7, Xo,..., X, be independent and
identically distributed (i.i.d.) non-degenerate real-valued random variables with zero
means, and let

S, = zn;Xi and Vf = XW:XE
i— i=1

be, respectively, the partial sum and the partial quadratic sum. The corresponding self-
normalized sum is defined as S, /V,. The study of the asymptotic behavior of self-
normalized sums has a long history. Here, we refer to [27] for weak convergence and
to [20, 21] for the law of the iterated logarithms when X is in the domain of attraction
of a normal or stable law. [4] derived the optimal Berry—Esseen bound, and [18] proved
that .S, /V,, is asymptotically normal if and only if X; belongs to the domain of attrac-
tion of a normal law. Under the same necessary and sufficient conditions, [13] proved a
self-normalized analogue of the weak invariance principle. It should be noted that all of
these limiting properties also hold for the standardized sums. However, in contrast to the
large deviation asymptotics for the standardized sums, which require a finite moment
generating function of X1, [30] proved a self-normalized large deviation for S,,/V,, with-
out any moment assumptions. Moreover, [31] established a self-normalized Cramér type
moderate deviation theorem under a finite third moment, that is, if E|X;|? < oo, then

P(S,./V, > x)

1— o) —1 holds uniformly for 0 <z < o(n'/®), (1.1)

where ®(-) denotes the standard normal distribution function. Result (1.1) was further
extended to independent (not necessarily identically distributed) random variables by
[23] under a Lindeberg type condition. In particular, for independent random variables
with EX; =0 and E|X;|? < oo, the general result in [23] gives

3 Z?:l IE3|Xi|3

1-gE (r_ EX2)3/2 (1.2)

1— o) =1+01)(1+=x)
for 0<z < (o7, EXP)V2/(0 EIXG|) /2.

Over the past two decades, there has been significant progress in the development of the
self-normalized limit theory. For a systematic presentation of the general self-normalized
limit theory and its statistical applications, we refer to [14].

The main purpose of this paper is to extend (1.2) to more general self-normalized
processes, including many commonly used Studentized statistics, in particular, Student’s
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t-statistic and Studentized U-statistics. Notice that the proof in [23] is lengthy and com-
plicated, and their method is difficult to adopt for general self-normalized processes.
The proof in this paper is based on a new randomized concentration inequality and the
method of conjugated distributions (also known as the change of measure method), which
opens a new approach to studying self-normalized limit theorems.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The general result is presented in Sec-
tion 2. To illustrate the sharpness of the general result, a result similar to (1.1) and (1.2)
is obtained for Studentized U-statistics in Section 3. Applications to other Studentized
statistics will be discussed in our future work. To establish the general Cramér type
moderation theorem, a novel randomized concentration inequality is proved in Section 4.
The proofs of the main results and key technical lemmas are given in Sections 5 and 6.
Other technical proofs are provided in the Appendix.

2. Moderate deviations for self-normalized processes

Our research on self-normalized processes is motivated by Studentized nonlinear statis-
tics. Nonlinear statistics are the building blocks in various statistical inference problems.
It is known that many of these statistics can be written as a partial sum plus a negligible
term. Typical examples include U-statistics, multi-sample U-statistics, L-statistics, ran-
dom sums and functions of nonlinear statistics. We refer to [12] for a unified approach
to uniform and non-uniform Berry—Esseen bounds for standardized nonlinear statistics.

Assume that the nonlinear process of interest can be decomposed as a standardized
partial sum of independent random variables plus a remainder, that is,

1 n
p <; &+ Dln) )

where £1,...,&, are independent random variables satisfying
EE =0 fori=1,...,n and ZEg?:l, (2.1)
i=1
and where Dy, = D1,(&1,...,&,) is a measurable function of {&} ;. Because o is typi-

cally unknown, a self-normalized process

is more commonly used in practice, where & is an estimator of o. Assume that & can be

written as
" 1/2
o= { (Zf?)(l-f-Dm)} ;
i=1
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where Dy, is a measurable function of {&;}? ;. Without loss of generality and for the
sake of convenience, we assume o = 1. Therefore, under the assumptions in (2.1), we can
rewrite the self-normalized process T, as

Wn + Dln
T,=—02"2n 2.2
Vn(1+D2n)1/2 ( )

where

n n 1/2
D S (zg) |
=1 =1

Essentially, this formulation (2.2) states that, for a nonlinear process that be can
written as a linear process plus a negligible remainder, it is natural to expect that the
corresponding normalizing term is dominated by a quadratic process. To ensure that T,
is well-defined, it is assumed implicitly in (2.2) that the random variable Ds,, satisfies
1+ Dy, > 0. Examples satisfying (2.2) include the ¢-statistic, Studentized U- and L-
statistics. See [38] and the references therein for more details.

In this section, we establish a general Cramér type moderate deviation theorem for
a self-normalized process T}, in the form of (2.2). We start by introducing some of the
basic notation that is frequently used throughout this paper. For z > 1, write

Lo = Z(Si*’“ I, » =Eexp(zW, — ?V?2/2) = I_IIEeXp(fir77 — sz/Q), (2.3)
j i=1

where §; , = E§3T1(|§1T| > 1)+ E& . P1(J&,2] <1) with &, :=2&. For i=1,...,n, let
D§§3 and DQQ be arbitrary measurable functions of {;}}_, ;;, such that {DEQ,D&)}
and &; are independent. Moreover, define

n,

R =11 % (E«xmm + 27| Dap JeT1 € -/}

(2.4)
7 '3 (€ —g2
+ 3" Emin([€o|, 1){| Din — DY| + 2| Doy — DS }eZsi (o =800/ )

i=1

Here, and in the sequel, we use 3, = Z;'lzl,j;éi for brevity.
Now we are ready to present the main results.

Theorem 2.1. Let T, be defined in (2.2) under condition (2.1). Then there exist positive
absolute constants C1-Cy and c1 such that

P(T, >xz)>{1—®(z)}exp{—C1Lp o }(1 — C2R, ) (2.5)

and
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P(T, >2) <{1—-®(x)}exp{CsLy .} (1 + CsRy, )

+P(2| D1y > Vi /4) + P(22| Dy | > 1/4) 20
for all x > 1 satisfying
max b;. <1 (2.7)
and
L <cia’. (2.8)

Remark 2.1. The quantity L, , in (2.3) is essentially the same as the factor A, ,
in [23], which is the leading term that describes the accuracy of the relative normal
approximation error. To deal with the self-normalized nonlinear process T, first we
need to “linearize” it in a proper way, although at the cost of introducing some complex
perturbation terms. The linearized term is 2W,, — 22V.?/2, and its exponential moment is
denoted by I, , asin (2.3). A randomized concentration inequality is therefore developed
(see Section 4) to cope with these random perturbations which lead to the quantity Ry, »
given in (2.4). Similar quantities also appear in the Berry—Esseen bounds for nonlinear
statistics. See, for example, Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 in [12].

Theorem 2.1 provides the upper and lower bounds of the relative errors for = > 1. To
cover the case of 0 < x <1, we present a rough estimate of the absolute error in the
next theorem, and refer to [32] for the general Berry—Esseen bounds for self-normalized
processes.

Theorem 2.2. There exists an absolute constant C > 1 such that for all x>0,
|P(T}, < 2) — ®(z)| < CRy.0, (2.9)

where

v

Rn,w = Ln,lJra: + IE|D1n| + $E|D2n|
(2.10)

n

+ 3 El&I{&] < 1/(1+2)}{| D1 — DY)| + 2| Day — DS}

i=1

for Ly 144 as in (2.3).

The proof of Theorem 2.2 is deferred to the Appendix. In particular, when 0 <z <1,
the quantity Ly, 14, satisfies

Lyasa = (L+2)* Y BEHIG)>1/(1+2)} + (1 +2)° Y E&GPI{G] < 1/(1+ )}

i=1 i=1
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< (1402 SOEEI(&| > 1/2)+ (1 +2)* S BI&PI(&] < 1)
i=1 =1

<(L+2)?) BEI(&G]>1)+ (1+2)? Y BEI(1/2< 4] <1)

i=1 =1

+(1+2)* > ElGPI(4G]) < 1),

i=1

which can be further bounded, up to a constant, by

D BEI(G]> 1)+ Y ElGPI(&]<1).

i=1 i=1

Remark 2.2. 1. When D;,, = D,,, =0, T}, reduces to the self-normalized sum of inde-
pendent random variables, and thus Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 together immediately imply
the main result in [23]. The proof therein, however, is lengthy and fairly complicated,
especially the proof of Proposition 5.4, and can hardly be applied to prove the general
result of Theorem 2.1. The proof of our Theorem 2.1 is shorter and more transparent.

2. D1y, and Da,, in the definitions of R,, , and RnT can be replaced by any non-negative
random variables Ds,, and Dy, respectively, provided that |D1,| < D3y, |Dapn| < Dap.

3. Condition (2.1) implies that &; actually depends on both n and i; that is, §; denotes
&ni, which is an array of independent random variables.

3. Studentized U-statistics

As a prototypical example of the self-normalized processes given in (2.2), we are par-
ticularly interested in Studentized U-statistics. In this section, we apply Theorems 2.1
and 2.2 to Studentized U-statistics and obtain a sharp Cramér moderate deviation under
optimal moment conditions.

Let X1, Xo,...,X,, be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables and let h: R™ — R be a
symmetric Borel measurable function of m variables, where 2 <m < n/2 is fixed. The
Hoeflding’s U-statistic with a kernel h of degree m is defined as (Hoeflding [22])

U, = (i) S WXy, X,

m/ 1< <<ty <n
which is an unbiased estimate of § = Eh(Xy,...,X,,). Let
hl(ir)ZE{h(Xl,XQ,...,Xm)|X1 ::r}7 reR

and

o? =Var{hi(X1)},  oF =Var{h(X1,X2,..., X))} (3.1)
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Assume 0 < 02 < 0o, then the standardized non-degenerate U-statistic is given by

n
Zn=Y"w, —0).
mo
The U-statistic is a basic statistic and its asymptotic properties have been extensively
studied in the literature. We refer to [25] for a systematic presentation of the theory of
U-statistics. For uniform Berry—Esseen bounds, see [1, 2, 5, 8, 9, 16, 17, 19, 29, 35, 39]
and [12]. We refer to [15, 24] and [6, 7] for large and moderate deviation asymptotics.
Because o is usually unknown, we are interested in the following Studentized U-statistic
(Arvensen [3]), which is widely used in practice:
Vn

Tn = n ’
S omsy (U 9)

where s? denotes the leave-one-out Jackknife estimator of o2 given by

57 = % Z(qi —U,)? with
i=1

Z h(XiaXelv"WXem—l)'

1< < <p—1<n
0 #65=1,....m—1

4 = (n—l)

m—1

In contrast to the standardized U-statistics, few optimal limit theorems are available for
Studentized U-statistics in the literature. A uniform Berry—Esseen bound for Studentized
U-statistics was proved in [38] for m =2 and E|h(X1, X2)|> < co. However, a finite third
moment of (X7, X5) may not be an optimal condition. Partial results on Cramér type
moderate deviation were obtained in [36, 37] and [26].

As a direct but non-trivial consequence of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, we establish the fol-
lowing sharp Cramér type moderate deviation theorem for the Studentized U-statistic T5,.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that o, := (E|hy(X1) — 0|P)/P < 0o for some 2 < p < 3. Suppose
that there are constants co > 1 and T >0 such that

{h(x1,...,2m) —0}2 < ¢

ro? + 3 (ki (1) — 9}2] . (3.3)

i=1
Then there exist positive constants C1 and c¢1 independent of n such that

B(T, > ) L1ty (1+2)? }

le-i-O(l){(Jp/J) W—F(m—’—oh/o)T (3.4)

holds uniformly for

0 <z < ¢ min{(o/o,)n** VP (n/am,)'/5},
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where |O(1)| < C1 and ayn, = max{coT,co + m}. In particular,

holds uniformly in x € [0, 0(n'/2=1/P)).

It is easy to verify that condition (3.3) is satisfied for the ¢-statistic (h(x1,x2) = (21 +
72)/2 with ¢ =2 and 7 = 0), sample variance (h(x1,22) = (v1 — 22)%/2, ¢o = 10, 7 =
0?/0?), Gini’s mean difference (h(z1,72) = |11 — 22|, co =8, 7 =0?/0?) and one-sample
Wilcoxon’s statistic (h(z1,22) = I(z1 + 22 <0), cg =1, 7 =1/0?). Although it may be
interesting to investigate whether condition (3.3) can be weakened, it seems that it is
impossible to remove condition (3.3) completely. We also note that result (3.5) was earlier
proved in [26] for m = 2. However, the approach used therein can hardly be extended to
the case m > 3.

4. A randomized concentration inequality

To prove Theorem 2.1, we first develop a randomized concentration inequality via Stein’s
method. Stein’s method (Stein [34]) is a powerful tool in the normal and non-normal
approximation of both independent and dependent variables, and the concentration in-
equality is a useful approach in Stein’s method. We refer to [10] for systematic coverage
of the method and recent developments in both theory and applications and to [12] for
uniform and non-uniform Berry—Esseen bounds for nonlinear statistics using the concen-
tration inequality approach.
Let &1,...,&, be independent random variables such that

E¢ =0 fori=1,2,...,n and ZE@Q:L
i=1

Let
WoSe  vi=y e (41)
=1 3

and let Ay = Aq(&,...,&,) and Ay = Ag(&y,...,&,) be two measurable functions of
&, ...,&,. Moreover, set

Br=> BEI(|&G|>1),  Bs=) RIGPI(&G]<1).

i=1 i=1
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Theorem 4.1. For each 1 <i<mn, let Agi) and A;i) be random variables such that &;
and (Agl),Ag),W —&;) are independent. Then

n 2
P(Ay W < Ag) < 17(Ba + ) + 5E| Az — Ay +2) Y Ele{a; — AV} (4.2)

i=1j=1

We note that a similar result was obtained by [12] with E|W (A2 — Ay)| instead of
E|Ay — Ay in (4.2). However, using the term E|W (Az — Ay)| will not yield the sharp
bound in (3.4) when Theorem 2.1 is applied to Studentized U-statistics. This provides
our main motivation for developing the new concentration inequality (4.2).

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Assume without loss of generality that A; < Asy. The proof is
based on Stein’s method. For every x € R, let f,(w) be the solution to Stein’s equation

Fow) = wfa(w) = I(w < o) - B(a), (4.3)
which is given by
w) = \/ﬁew2/2¢(w){1—¢(a€)}, w <z,
folw) {me“)2/2¢(x){1—¢>(w)}, w> . (4.4)

Set fm,y :fT - fy for any Z‘,yER, o= (52 +63)/2 and

As=A1—0,  Aos=N+06, AV =a" -5 AP =AY 44

s

Noting that & and (A@,AS),W(“ =W — &) are independent and E&; =0 for i =

1,...,n, we have

E{WfA2,a,A1,a (W)} = ZE{&fAza,ALa (W)}
i=1
= ZE[Ei{ngyg,Aly{;(W) — fangans (WO
o (4.5)
+ DBl {faa 200 (WD) = Fog a0, (WO
i=1 &AL
= H1 =+ HQ.

By (4.4),

0 - —e(w2*w2)/2¢>(w), w <z,
_fw(w) - (w?—22)/2
Oz e {1-®(w)}, w > .
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Clearly, sup, ,, |% fz(w)| <1 and it follows that
n 2 )
[Hal <373 EIEHA; - A7), (4.6)
i=1 j=1

As for Hy, let ki(t) = &{I(—& <t <0) —I(0 <t < —&)} satisfying k;(t) > 0 and
i ki(t) dt = €2. Observe by (4.3) that

fi{fﬂz,mALs (W) - fA2.67A1.6 (W(i))}
0
[ s W 0

z/Rf'AzymAm(W—i—t)l%i(t)dt
= / (W 1) fay s.a, s (W + )k (t) dt
R

+ 51‘2{@(A1,5) — @(Azy(s)} + / I(AL(S <W+t< Ag’(s)];;i(t) dt.
R

Adding up over 1 <i <n gives

Z]E/ Wt ) fan gm0 5 (W + ) (8) dt + E[V2{B(Ar5) — B(Ags)}]

+ZE/ (Ars <W +1< Ay s)ki(t)dt (4.7)
=Hy1 +Hix+ His

for V2 given in (4.1). Following the proof of (10.59)—(10.61) in [10] (or see (5.6)—(5.8) in
[12]), we have
Hyz > (1/2)P(Ar <W < Az) =6, (4.8)

where 0 = (2 + 83)/2. Assume that 6 < 1/8. Otherwise, (4.2) is trivial. To finish the
proof of (4.2), in view of (4.5), (4.6), (4.7) and (4.8), it suffices to show that

|H12| < 0.6E|A2 — A1| + B2 +0.5083 (4.9)

and
E{WfA2,57A1,5 (W)} - H11 S 175E|A2 - A1| + 762 + 663 (410)
Next we prove (4.9) and (4.10), starting with (4.9).
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Proof of (4.9). Recall that Ay <Ay and > | E€2 =1. Let & = &1(|&| < 1), we have

[Hiz| = E[V{®(Az) — ©(A1)}]
Z 1> 1)+ E| (9(80) — 9(A0) €10 |&|<1>]
=1 i=1
— o+ E[{B(Ag) — B(AD}] S BE +E|{B(Ag) — B(A)} S (& — ES)
i=1 1=1
1 Ay — A\ |\&R, = )
<Pt —= oz E(Az — ‘HE{HHH N ) ;(fi - E&) }
1 1 Ar— AN\ 1 & ’
<p +\/—2_7TE(A2—A1)+§Emm<1, N ) +§E{;(§@2_E§2)}
< B+ =B(8a = A1) + 2=E(As — A1)+ 3
< 0.6E(Ag — Aq) + B2+ 0.505,
as desired. 0

Proof of (4.10). Observe that

E{WfAza,ALa (W)} — Hyy

=E{W fa,5.a,, (W)L —-V?)} (4.11)

Y / (W Fan s s V) — (W 1) fan s e 5 (W 4+ ) Vs (1)
=1
= H31 + H3o.

Recall that sup, |% fz(w)| < 1. This, together with the following basic properties of
fz(w) (see, e.g., Lemma 2.3 in [10])

whe(w)[ <1,  |fe(w)] <1, (4.12)
|w o (w) = (w+ 1) fo(w +8)| < min{1, (|w| + V27 /4)[t]} (4.13)

and |fz y(w)| < |z —y|, yields

Ha =B|Wfa, 50, (W) Y _{BEI(&G| > 1) - 1(1&| > 1)}
i=1
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}

+ ]E{Wfaz,s,m,g(W)I(Az A1 <1)) (EE - 5_?)}

i=1

=1

n E{WfAz,g,Al,Am S (BE - é?)}

n

> (EE - &)

< 252 + 2E{I(A2 — A1 > ].)
=1

< 2By +E(Ay — Ay) + B3 (4.14)

+]E{|W|(25+A2—A) (Ao — A1 <1)) (B - &) }
=1

<260 +E(Ay — Ay) 4 B3 +0.5E{(20 + Ay — A1)’ T(Ay — Ay < 1)}

" 2
+0.5E [WQ{Z(EES — g?)}

=1

<26y +E(Ag — Ay) 4 B3 + 262 + 0.75E(Ay — A1) + 233
< 2.125035 4 3.125033 + 1.75E(Az — Ay),

where we used the facts that § < 1/8,

n 2 n 2
E{z@%—ﬁa} <fs and E{WZ@EE—&?)} <apy

i=1 i=1

To see this, set U =31 n; with n; = €2 — &2, then by standard calculations,

U? = zn:Enf < Xn:Eff < XH:E@P =03
i—1 i—1 i1

and

EW?U%) = 3 E(&&mane) = S E(E2) + S ECE? +23 E&in,Eém; < 46,

VARG i=1 i#] i#]

As for Hsy, by (4.13)

His <ZIE/2mm{1 (W] + V2 /4) [t Vs (£) it

<2ZE/ dt+2Z]E/ (IW |+ V2r /4)|t| ki (t) dt

=1 [t|>1 =1 It<
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< 2B, +E{(|W| + \/%/4)2 (31 min(l,ff)}

(4.15)
<28 +E

W+ \/%/zn{z' ICERESY '&'BH

<28y + (24 V21 /4)(B2 + B3)
< 4.782 +2.753,

where we used the inequalities
E{W|-|&1(1&] > 1)} <EWO|-EI&G|T(1&] > 1) + BET(1&] > 1) < 2BET(|&] > 1)

and E(|W| - |&]3) <E[W®|-E|§® + EE! < 2E|§|3. Combining (4.11), (4.14) and (4.15)
yields (4.10). O
O

5. Proof of Theorem 2.1

5.1. Main idea of the proof

Observe that V,, is close to 1 and 1 + Dy, > 0. Remember that we are interested in
a particular type of nonlinear process that can be written as a linear process plus a
negligible remainder. Intuitively, the leading term of the normalizing factor should be a
quadratic process, say V2. The key idea of the proof is to first transform V;,(1 + Dy, )'/?
to (V,241)/2+ Da,, plus a small term and then apply the method of conjugated distribu-
tions and the randomized concentration inequality (4.2). It follows from the elementary
inequalities

1+5/2—52/2<(1+5)Y2<1+5/2, s>—1
that (1 + Da,)Y/? > 1+ min(Da,,0), which leads to
V(1 + D2,)Y2 >V, + V,, min(Day,, 0)
> 1+ (V2=1)/2— (V2 =1)*/2+ V, min(Ds,,0)
>V2/241/2— (V2 —1)2/2+ {1+ (V2 — 1)/2} min(Day,, 0) o
>V2/241/2— (V2 —1)° + min(Day, 0).

Using the inequality 2ab < a? + b? yields the reverse inequality

V(14 Dop)2 < (14 D) /2+V2/2=V?2/24+1/2+ Dy, /2.
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Consequently, for any x > 0,

{T, > 2} C{W, + D1, > (V224 1/2— (V2 = 1)* + Do, A0)}

= [aW, — 22V2/2 > 2 /2 — 2{x(V? = 1)* + D1, + 2Dap A O}] >
and
{T, >z} D {aW, —2°V?/2>2?/2 + x(xD3,/2 — D1,,)}. (5.3)
Proof of (2.6). By (5.2), we have for z > 1,
P(T,, > x)
<P{W,, > 2V,,(1 + D2, A0) — D1, | D1n| < Vi /42, | Doy | < 1/42°}
+P(|D1n|/ Vi > 1/42) + P(|D2y | > 1/427) (5.4)

<P(aW, —22V2/2>2%/2 — xAv,) + P{W,, > (z — 1/22)V,,, |V — 1| > 1/2x}
+P(| D1 |/ Vi > 1/42) 4+ P(|Day| > 1/42%),
where
Ay, = min{z(V,2 = 1)° + | Dip| + #Dap A 0,1/}, (5.5)

Consequently, (2.6) follows from the next two propositions. We postpone the proofs to
Section 5.2. 0

Proposition 5.1. There exist positive absolute constants Cy,Cy such that
P(zW,, —2°V2/2> 2?2 — 2A1,,) < {1 — ®(2)}exp(C1 Ly o) (1 + CoRy ) (5.6)
holds for x > 1 satisfying (2.7) and (2.8).
Proposition 5.2. There exist positive absolute constants Cs,Cy such that
P(Wy/Vy > 2 —1/2x,|V,2 — 1] > 1/22) < C3{1 — ®(x)} exp(CaLinz) Lno (5.7)
holds for all x > 1.
Proof of (2.5). By (5.3),
P(T,, > x) > P(aW,, — 2V} /2> 2% /2 + 2Asy,), (5.8)
where Ay, = xDs, /2 — D1y, Then (2.5) follows directly from the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3. There exist positive absolute constants Cs,Cg such that
P(zW,, — 2?V2/2> 2% /2 + 2As9,) > {1 — ()} exp(—Cs Ly 2 )(1 — C Ry i) (5.9)
for @ > 1 satisfying (2.7) and (2.8).
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The proof of Theorem 2.1 is then complete. O

5.2. Proof of Propositions 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3

For two sequences of real numbers a,, and b,, we write a,, < b, if there is a universal

~

constant C' such that a, < Cb, holds for all n. Throughout this section, C,C7,Co,...
denote positive constants that are independent of n. We start with some preliminary
lemmas. The first two lemmas are Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 in [23]. Let X be a random
variable such that EX =0 and EX? < oo, and set

5 =EX°I(|X|>1)+E[XPI(|X|<1).
Lemma 5.1. For 0< A <4 and 0.25 <60 <4, we have
EerX 0% =1+ (\2/2 — O)EX2 + O(1)6,, (5.10)
where O(1) is bounded by an absolute constant.
Lemma 5.2. Let Y =X — X2/2. Then for 0.25 < X <4, we have
Eer =1+ (\2/2 - )\/2)EX%+0(1)dy,
E(YeM) = (A—1/2)EX?+O(1)d,
E(YZ?eM) =EX? + O(1)d;,
E(Y[PerY)=0(1)6; and {E(YeM)} =0(1)dy,
where the O(1)’s are bounded by an absolute constant. In particular, when A =1, we have

675.561 S EGY é 62~6561. (5.11)

Lemma 5.3. Let Y =X — X2/2, Z = X% -EX? and write

611 =EX?I(|X]| > 1), S12 =E|XPPI(|X| <1).

Then
|E(Ze¥)| < 4.2611 + 1.5612, (5.12)
E(Z%eY) < 4611 + 2012 + 207, (5.13)
E(]Y Z|eY) < 2611 + 619, (5.14)
E(]Y|Z2%e¥) < 3.1611 + 012 + 0%, (5.15)
Proof. See the Appendix. O

The next lemma provides an estimate of I,, , given in (2.3).
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Lemma 5.4. Let & be independent random wvariables satisfying (2.1) and let Ly 5 be
defined as in (2.3). Then there exists an absolute positive constant C such that

I, =exp{O(1)L, .} (5.16)
for all x > 1, where |O(1)] < C.

Proof. Applying (5.11) in Lemma 5.1 to X =x¢; and Y = X — X?2/2 yields (5.16) with
|O(1)] <5.5. O

Our proof is based on the following method of conjugated distributions or the change
of measure technique (Petrov [28]), which can be traced back to Harald Cramér in 1938.
Let & be independent random variables and g(z) be a measurable function satisfying
Eed€) < oo. Let é be independent random variables with the distribution functions
given by
P(E <y) = ey B 16 <)),

b= Fe9(&) =

Then, for any measurable function f:R"™ — R and any Borel measurable set C,

B{f (6, 6n) € C} = [[Eeo®) x Bl s @) [{f (..., &) € CY).

=1

See, for example, [23] and [33] for the applications of the change of measure method in
deriving moderate deviations.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let Y; = g(&) = &0 — ET/Q with &, =z, and let
él, .. ,én be independent random variables with éz having the distribution function

Vi(y) =E{e"I(& <y)}/Ee",  yeR.

Put 177 = g(é) = xé —x2§?/2 and recall that 2W,, —22V2/2 = Z?:l Y; := Sy. Then using
the method of conjugated distributions gives

P(xW,, —2°V?2/2>2%/2 — xA1,,)

:p{zg@) > 22 —xAln@l,-.-,&n)}
i=1 (517)

= HEeYi X E{efg"l(gy >22/2 — 2A4,)}
i=1

= In,m x Hp,

where §y =3, 2‘, H, = E{efg”l(gy >a2/2 — xﬁln)} and ﬁln = Aln(él, vy n).
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Set
mn:ZEﬁ;, U%zZVar(ﬁ') and vn:ZE|ﬁ;|3.
i=1 i=1 i=1
Then it follows from the definition of él that
EY; = E(Yie"")/Ee",
Var(V;) = E(Ye")/Ee”* — (EY;)?,
E|Y;]° = B(|Y;[’¢"")/Ee™".
Applying Lemma 5.3 with X = z§; and A =1 yields
Ee¥i = OWoie  E(Vie¥i) = (22/2)EE2 4+ O(1)d; 0,
(5.18)
E(Y7e") = 2°BE + 0(1)8i0,  E(|Yi]’e™) = O(1); .

and {E(Y;e¥")}2 = O(1)8; ;. In view of (5.11) and (2.7), using a similar argument as in
the proof of (7.11)—(7.13) in [23] gives

my =Y E(Y;e")/Be" =2”/2+ O(1) Ly, (5.19)
i=1

02 =Y {E(Ye¥")/Ee" — (BY;)*} =22 + O(1) Ly, (5.20)
1=1

vn =Y _E(|Yi]’¢")/Ee"" = O(1)Ln.q, (5.21)
1=1

where all of the O(1)’s appeared above are bounded by an absolute constant, say Cf.
Taking into account the condition (2.8), we have o2 > 22 /2, provided the constant ¢; in
(2.8) is sufficiently large, say, no larger than (4C7)~!.

Define the standardized sum W := W\n = (§y — My )/0n, and let

5n,=(7;1(3?2/2—mn), Tn =Ep+ On.
By (5.19)(5.21) and (2.8) with ¢ < (4C1)~",

|5n| S \/ﬁclx_an,m; Uno';3 S \/gclx_gLn,m; (522)
|rn — x| < len| + |072L — x2|/(an +x) < 2C1x*1Ln,m <z/2, (5.23)
which leads to

H, <E{exp(—anW —mp)I(W — e, > —2A1,, /on)} < Hin + Hop (5.24)
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with Hy,, = E{exp(—anﬁ/\ — mn)I(ﬁ/\ >ep)} and
Hy, = E{exp(—anﬁ/\ — mn)I(—xﬁln/Un <W—e,< 0)}.

Denote by G,, the distribution function of /I/I7, then Hy, reads as

Hln = / eiantimn dGn(t)

n

—z2/2 > —ons
=e e " dGy (s +en)
0 (5.25)

= eg;2/2{/ e ns d{Gn(S + €n) - (I)(S + En)} + / e s d(I)(S + En)}
0 0
= e_mz/Q(Jm + Jop).

Using integration by parts for the Lebesgue—Stieltjes integral, the Berry—Esseen inequal-
ity, (5.22) and the following upper and lower tail inequalities for the standard normal
distribution
t —t2)2 > —u?/2 1 —t2)2
—e < e du<-e for t >0, (5.26)
1+12 \ t

we have

| Tin| < 250p|G(t) — B(t)] < 4v,07,° < Coe” /2{1 — (2)}a 2L o
teR

For Js,,, by the change of variables we have

e—€n/2 [ e—ca/2
Jop = 7 /s exp{—(on +en)t —t*/2}dt = Nor U(ry,),
where
W)= ) =t [T
By (5.26),
U(s) > i and O<—\I”(s):1—8632/2/Ooe_t2/2dt§ ! for s > 0.
1+s? s 1+s2

In view of (5.23), 2/2 < r, < 3x/2. Consequently, |¥(r,) — ¥(z)| < 4|r, — z|/(4 + 2?),
which further implies that

1 4 z?/2 -2
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By (5.25) and the above upper bounds for Jy,, and Ja,,
Hy, <{1—®(2)}(1+ Cyx L, ). (5.27)
As for Hs,, note that xﬁln <1 by (5.5). Therefore,
Hop < /2 x Pley, — xl1, Jon <W < ep). (5.28)
Applying inequality (4.2) to the standardized sum W gives

P(En - sz177,/0'n S /W S En)
(5.29)

<17va0,° + 520, Bl Aa| + 200, Y BIYV{Ar, ~ AQ),

i=1

where 852 can be any random variable that is independent of &;. By (5.22), it is readily
known that v,0,, % < \/gCla:_:}Ln’m. For the other two terms, recall that the distribution
function of &; is given by Vi(y) =E{eYI(¢& <y)}/EeYt with Y; = g(&;). Then

E|£1n|:/.--/Aln(xl,...,xn)dvl(xl)--.dvn(xn)

n

:I;;/---/Aln(xl,...,xn)H{eg(m’i)ngi(a:i)} (5.30)

i=1
=I7L X E(|App|ei= ¥4).
It can be similarly obtained that for each i =1,...,n,
E[Vi{Ar, — A0} =171 x B[[Yi{Ary — AL} [eX5-1Y], )

Assembling (5.28)—(5.31), we obtain from (5.26) that

Hy, < C5{1 — ®(x)} (xﬂLw I X 2E(| A, |eZi-1 )
+ IT:%” Z E“YW{AM - A§2}|62?=1 YJ‘])
i=1

<Cs{l—®(2)} |2 2 Lyo + 1,4 % 2B (| Apy |eXi=1Y7)

+2070 S Efmin(&0], 1) A, — A X5 Yf‘}] ,

i=1
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where the last step follows from the inequality |t — t2/2|e’5"52/2 < 2min(1,|¢]) for t e R.
Recall that Ay, < 2(V,2 —1)2+|D1,| + 2| D2y |. To finish the proof of (5.6), we only need

to consider the contribution from x(V,2 —1)2. For notational convenience, let Z; = £ —E&?
for 1 <i<mn, such that V2 —1= Z?:l Z; and
(V2 -1 {2 =) =22 422 2,
i
By Lemma 5.5, (5.28) and (5.29),
Hop < C{l — ®(@){Rnw + 2 2Ly o (1 + Ly )70 e ), (5.32)
Together, (5.17), (5.24), (5.27), (5.32) and Lemma 5.4 prove (5.6). O
Lemma 5.5. For x> 1, we have
E{(V2 ~1)?e2=1Y} S Ly X 2 Ly (1+ L i) (5.33)
and
ZE{ <22 +27;) 7, ) 2= YJ} STyw X2 Ly o (14 Ly, ). (5.34)
J#i
Proof. Recall that V;2 —1=3"" | Z;. By independence,
" 2
i=1
=S R(Z2TEE Y 4 Y R(Zie") E(ZjeT) BeThonsis e (5.35)
i=1 i#j
_IM{ZE (Z7€¥)[Ee" +> E(Zie": E(ZjeY7')/(IEeY’?IEeY7')}.
i#]
It follows from Lemma 5.3 that |E(Z;e¥%)| < i and E(Z2eYi) Sa4(8;, + 67 .)-

Substituting these into (5.35) proves (5.33) in view of (5.11).
Again, applying Lemma 5.3 gives us

E(|Z:Yle") S2720i0 and E(Z7[Yile™) 27" (0in +07,),
which together with Holder’s inequality imply

Z]E{ <ZQ+2ZZZ> .'?1Y-f}

J#i
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ST

n 2 1/2
+23 ]E(|Zm|e“){E(§ Zj> eZmYJ} - (EeZi=iYi)!/
i=1 J#i

X x_4Ln,m(1 + Ln,?{:)v

2 X2 Ly (14 L)

<

~ N

where we use (5.33) in the last step. This completes the proof of (5.34). O

Proof of Proposition 5.2. This proof is similar to the argument used in [31]. First,
consider the following decomposition:

P(W,, )V >x—1/22,|V? —1] > 1/2z)
<P{W, [V, >z —1/2z,(14+1/22)"/2 <V, <4}
+P{W,, V> —1/22,V, < (1 —1/22)Y/?} (5.36)
+P(Wy Vi > 2 —1/22,V, > 4)

3
= ZP{(WTHVTL) S EV}’
v=1

where £, CR x RT, 1 <v < 3 are given by

E ={(u,v) ERXRT :ufv>x—1/22,1/1+1/2x <v <4},
Ea={(u,v) ERx R tuf/v >z —1/22,0< /1 —1/27},
E3={(u,v) ERx R 1u/v>2—1/2z,0>4}.

To bound the probability P{(W,,,V,,) € &1}, put t1 =xy/1+1/22 and A\ = t1(x —
1/2x)/8. By Markov’s inequality,

P{(Wa, V) € &1} S @™ Mmen (i DR((12 — 1) WtV
where it can be easily verified that

( ir)lfg (tru—Mv?) =2 + /2 =\ (1+1/z) —1/2 —1/4z.
u,v)ely

However, recall that V;2 —1=3"" | Z; with Z; =& — E¢Z, it follows from the inde-
pendence and (5.10) that
E{(V2 _ 1)26t1Wn7)\1Vf}

n

n

_ ZE(ZEGHEi*ME?) % HE(etlﬁj*ME?)

i=1 G
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(5.37)
+ZE(Zietlams?)E(ZjenﬁrAls;‘?) < I1 (etiée—MER)
i#] k#i,j
,S $_4Ln,m(1 + Ln,x) eXp(t%/Q — A1+ CLHJT)’
where we use the fact t2/2 — A1 > 0. Consequently,
P{(Wn, V) € E1}/{1 — @(2)}
(5.38)

< a:*Qme(l + L, o) exp(—3z/8+ CLy, 5) S Ly pexp(—3x/84+ CLy 5).

Likewise, we can bound the probability P{(W,,V,,) € £&2} by using (2, A2) instead of
(t1, A1), given by

to=ax\/1 —1/2u, Ao =222 — 1.

Note that inf(, ,)eg, (f2u — Aov?) = 2% — /2 — 1/2+ 1 /4 — Xo(1 — 1/2x). Together with
(5.37), this yields

P{(Wy, Vo) € E2}/{1 — ®(x)} (5.39)
5 $72Ln,?1:(1 + LTLT) eXP(—3x/4 + CLn,m) 5 L”vm eXp(—3ﬂf/4 + CLnT) |

For the last term P{(W,,,V,,) € 3}, we use a truncation technique and the probability
estimation of binomial distribution. Let W,, = Z?:l &I (x€; < ap), where ag is an absolute
constant to be determined (see (5.43)). Observe that

i=1

P{(WVa) €&} < P(Wn > 20— 1/0, Y €(al6] < 1) > 3>

+P<’Wn > 20— 1/2,3 €I(ale] > 1) > 13)

i=1

+P<§:&I{x& >apt > (x— 1/2x)Vn/2>

= J3p + Jan + Jsn.

Let
V2=  with§=&I(alg] <1),1<i<n,
=1

such that

Jan =P(W,, > 22— 1/2,V2 > 3) < (Ve/d)e ™ E{(V2 — 1)%e=Wn/2}
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n 2 _
<e ™ (E {Z(&?—EE?)} e™ /2

i=1
Noting that E{&;I(x§; > ao)} = —E{&(x& > ap)} <0 for every i, and

+ x—4Li,wEe”Wn/Q> .

e* <1454 52/2+ |s|>em>(=0) /6 for all s,

we obtain

EetWn/2 < ﬁ 1+ “—2E§2 ks E{|&PI(|j2€:] < ao)}
~ i ] i 48 7 il > 00

n 2 ao/2..3
<[T{1+5ee + S melrilel <y
i=1

48
g (5.40)
+ O B al| > 1)
<exp{z?/8+O0(1)Ly .}
Similar to the proof of (5.37), it follows that
Jan S Ly (14 Ly ) exp{—T72%/8 + O(1) Ly, .. }. (5.41)

To bound Jy,,, let W,Sl) = ﬁ/\n — &1 (x€; < agp), then applying (5.40) gives, for any 1,
EeoWi/2 < exp{z?/8+O(1)L, . }.

Subsequently,

Jin < (VE/13)e™™ 3 E{€2ele/ 2616500 [(4]¢,| > 1)} x Be? /2

i=1

(5.42)
< (Veltao /13)x 2L, yexp{—T2%/8 + O(1) Ly, .. }.

Finally, we study Js5,. By Cauchy’s inequality,

Ton < P{Zf(lx&;l >ag) > (z — 1/2ar)2/4}

i=1

—(z—1/2x)% 1
- 4<e—1/—2 T 2B (6| > a) x [ et
r O J#i

< g2 Ze4P(|x£i| > ap) X H{l + e*P(|2&;] > ao)} (5.43)
i=1 i
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SagPexp{(e'ag? — 1)a”} > B (w]¢] > 1)
=1

< a:fQLnVT exp(—x2/2 — x2/22)

by letting ag = 11.
Adding up (5.41)-(5.43), we get

P{(W,,,V,,) € E} S {1 — D(x)} Ly pexp(CLy, ).
This, together with (5.38) and (5.39) yields (5.7). O

Proof of Proposition 5.3. Retain the notation in the proof of Proposition 5.1, and
recall that Ag, = xDay/2 — Dip, W= S Y;. Analogous to (5.17) and (5.24), we see
that

P(zW,, — xQV,f/2 > x2/2 + xAoy)
= I E{e™VIW > 22/2 + 2As,)} (5.44)
> In o [E{exp(—0n W —my, ) I(W > €,)}
— Blexp(—onW — mn)I(en <W < &y + 200 Jo0)}]

> Imm{/oo e~ TntTmn 4G, (t) — e_mZ/QlP’(en <W<e,+ .133277,/0'")}
En
= I o (Hin — Hy,),
for Hy, given in (5.24), and where ¢, = 0,1 (2%/2 — my,),
Ron=D0n(l1,. 1 6n),  Hppy=e " ?P(e, <W <&, + 280, /0,).
Following the proof of (5.27), it can be similarly obtained that
Hip > {1—®(2)}(1 - Ca 2Ly,,). (5.45)

Replacing A1, with A, in (5.28) and using the same argument that leads to (5.32)
implies

Hy, < C{1 = ®(2)} Ry o (5.46)

Substituting (5.16), (5.45) and (5.46) into (5.44) proves (5.9). O

6. Proof of Theorem 3.1

Throughout this section, we use C,C1,Co, ... and ¢, ¢1, co, ... to denote positive constants
that are independent of n.
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6.1. Outline of the proof

Put l:Lz (h—0)/o and hi = (h1 —0)/o, such that hy(z) = E{h(X1, Xa,..., X,»)| X1 =z}
and hy(X1),...,h1(X,,) are i.i.d. random variables with zero means and unit variances.
Using this notation, condition (3.3) can be written as

=1

BQ(xl,...,xm)SCO{T—FZB%(@;)}. (6.1)

By the scale-invariance property of Studentized U-statistics, we can replace, respec-
tively, h and hy with A and hy, which does not change the definition of 7;,. For ease of
exposition, we still use h and h; but assume without loss of generality that Eh;; =0 and
Eh?, =1, where hy; := hq(X;) for i=1,...,n.

For s? given in (3.2), observe that

Define

then by the definition of T},

m2(n—1) 1/2
T, =T"/[1-—"——27*2
/()

such that for any = >0,
(T, >} ={T* > 2/(1+2>m>*(n—1)/(n — m)?)*/*}. (6.3)

Therefore, we only need to focus on T, instead of T,.
To reformulate T¥ = \/nU,,/(ms}) in the form of (2.2), set

Wo=3 6 vE=Y e, (6.4)
i= i=1

where &; = n=12hy; for 1 <i<n. Moreover, put

m

r(@1, . @m) =h(@1,. . wm) = Y b (@) (6.5)

i=1

For U, using Hoeffding’s decomposition gives \/nU, /m =W,, + Dy,,, where

Dy = VT 3 (X X ). (6.6)

n
(m) 1<i) <ig<--<im<n
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However, a direct calculation shows that s7 = V,2(1 + Da,,), where

(m—1){(m+1)n—2m}n

1

~1)Dg,, =14V, 2 A2 w2

(n ) 2n + Vi { n721)2 nt (n_m)Q n
" (6.7)

wz ) W Dln}
m 1 =1 )
:sza P = Z T(Xi7XZ1""7XZm—1)' (68)
=1 1< < <p—1<n

0;#i,5=1,...,m—1

In particular, (6.7) generalizes (2.5) in [26] for m = 2. Combining the above decomposi-
tions of U,, and s%, we obtain
Wn + Dln
Th=———. 6.9
" Vn(1+D2n)1/2 ( )
To prove (3.4), by (6.3), it is sufficient to show that there exists a constant C' > 1
independent of n such that

) — ®(z)}eCEnrte a o (1+2)°
P(T: > 1) < {1 - 3(x)) fivavmra 2t w0
and
]P;(T;: Zx) > {1 _ (I)(x)}eCLnJer{l —C(M—Fah)%} (611)

hold uniformly for
0 <z <C 'min{(c/o,)n?>" VP (n/am,)¢}, (6.12)

where Ly o = nEE& L I(|€1,2] > 1) + nE|&1 2P I(|€1,2] < 1) with &, = 2&; for 2> 1.

The main strategy of proving (6.10) and (6.11) is to first partition the probability
space into two parts, say G, . and its complement G . such that P(Gy, ,) is sufficiently
small, then find a tight upper bound for the tail probablhty of |Da,| on /QW, and finally
apply Theorem 2.1.

First, by Lemma 3.3 of [26], P(V,? < 02/2) < exp{—n/(32a?)} for all n > 1, where a > 0
is such that Eh?,I(|h1;| > ao) < 02 /4. In particular, we take

a=4Y"=2 (g, /o)P/P=2) < (20, /0)P/ P2,

Then it fOHOWb from the inequality that sup,,<3 bupg>0(s”/2 le=s) <1 and (5.26) that
(recall that 02 =1)

P(V2<1/2) < Ci {1 — ®(x)}(0,/0)P(1 + z)n'~P/? (6.13)
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for all 0 < x < ¢1(0/a1)nP/?~1. We can therefore regard {V;2},,>1 as a sequence of positive
random variables that are uniformly bounded away from zero. For W, /V,,, applying
Lemma 6.4 in [23] implies that for every ¢ > 0,

P{|W,| > t(4 4 V,)} < dexp(—t?/2). (6.14)

In view of (6.13) and (6.14), define the subset

Gnw = {IWa| < Van' (4 + V),V > 1/2}, (6.15)
such that
P(Gy,.2) < Co{l = @(2)} (0, /o) (1 + z)n' P/ (6.16)
holds uniformly for
0 <z < cymin{(o/o1)n?/*7 1, /n}. (6.17)

Next, we restrict our attention to the subset G, .. Recall the definition of Dy, in (6.7).
For any € > 0, we have

< (4e)7'V2 +eAl. (6.18)

> &
i=1

In particular, taking e = o/(an™ 'oy,) for o as in (6.18) yields

|Day| < Cg{ahxnfl/z + (aha:)*ln?’/%zm\/n*?/&fl

(6.19)
+ 0 (Wi /Vi)? 4+ 0= V2 (Wi Dinl}.
In addition to the subset G, , given in (6.15), put
Enz = Gna N{|D1n|/Viy <1/4x}. (6.20)
Together, (6.19) and (6.20) imply that
|Dap| < Cu{opan™? 4+ (opz) " 'n®/272m A2} .= Dy, (6.21)

holds on &, , for all 1 <z </n.

Proof of (6.10). By (2.6), Remark 2.2, (6.9), (6.19) and condition (6.17), we have
P(T > z) < {1 —®(x)}e L (14 CsRy )
+P(|D1n|/ Vi > 1/42,Gp 2) + P(|Dap| > 1/42%, €, 2) + P(G5, ) 0:22)
for all x > 1 satisfying (6.17) and

L.z < c32?, (6.23)
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where R, ; is given in (2.4) but with Dy, replaced by Ds,. In particular, for 2 < p <3,
we have L,, . < (0,/0)PzPn'~P/2 and thus the constraint (6.23) is satisfied whenever

1<a < (c5?)2)(a/o,) /Pnt/2= 1, (6.24)
However, for 0 <z <1, it follows from (2.9) that
P(T; > @) <P(G; ,) + {1 = (@)} (1 + Cr R ),

for RnT as in (2.10) with Do, replaced with Ds,,.
In view of (6.16) and (6.22), (6.10) follows directly from the following two proposi-
tions. g

Proposition 6.1. Under condition (3.3), there exists a positive constant C independent
of n such that

P(|D1n|/vn Z 1/4]}, gnr) + P(|D2n| Z 1/433275717)
(6.25)
<Cvam{l— <I>(a:)}x2n_1/2,
holds for all x > 1 satisfying (6.12), where a,, = max{coT,co +m}, Gn» and &, , are
given in (6.15) and (6.20), respectively.
Proposition 6.2. There is a positive constant C independent of n such that

Rp.» < Copa’n=1/? (6.26)
for all x >1 and
Ry p < Copn™'/? (6.27)
for 0 <ax <1, where oy, is given in (3.1).
Proof of (6.11). Observe that

P(T > z) > P{W,, + D1, > 2V,,(1 4 D2,)*%, G}
> P{W,, + Din > 2V, (14 D3,) 2} = P(GE ).

Then (6.11) follows from (2.5), Remark 2.2, (6.16) and Proposition 6.2. Finally, assem-
bling (6.17) and (6.24) yields (6.12) and completes the proof of Theorem 3.1. O

6.2. Proof of Propositions 6.1 and 6.2

We begin with a technical lemma, the proof of which is presented in the Appendix.
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Lemma 6.1. There exist an absolute constant C' and constants B1—-By4 independent of
n, such that for all y >0,

P{A2 > amy(B1 + BaV,2)n®" %} < Ce v/t (6.28)

and

| Zl§i1<~~<im§n T( Xy Xi)l
P

>y <CenV, 6.29
Vam(Bs + ByV2)/2pm=1 = y} <Ce (6.29)
where a,, = max{coT,co+m}, and V,? and A2 are given in (6.4) and (6.8), respectively.

The above lemma generalizes and improves Lemma 3.4 of [26] where m =2 and the
bound was of the order ne¥/® instead of e~¥/4. Lemma C.2 in the Appendix makes it
possible to eliminate the factor n.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. By (6.19) and the definition of &, , in (6.20), we get
P(| Doy | > 1/42%, &y p) <P(A2 > esViZa 0?1 G, ),
provided that 1 <z < esnt/t. Because Vn2 >1/2 on G, 4, it is easy to see that
V2> (2B1 + By) ' (B1 + B2V?)

for By and Bs as in Lemma 6.1. Therefore, taking

o Cy n
v= 2B1 + By ap,at
in (6.28) leads to
P(| Doy | > 1/42%,E,.2) < Cexp{—cen/(amz*)}. (6.30)

Using (6.29), it can be similarly shown that
P(|D1n|/ Vi > 1/42,Gn ) < Cexp{—crn'/?/(al/*x)}. (6.31)
Together, (6.30), (6.31) and (5.26) imply (6.25) as long as

1<z <cs(n/am)"C. (6.32)
U

Proof of Proposition 6.2. For z >0 and 1 <i<n, put V; =x& — 22¢2/2, and let
Lk = E(T17___7keyl+m+yk), f;k = E(T17...7key2+”'+yk |X1)

for 2 <k <m, where r,__:=E{r(X1,...,Xn)X1,...,Xs} for r(Xy,...,X,,) as in
(6.5). In particular, put 71, :=7(X1,...,Xm) and note that Erf < o7. The fol-
lowing lemma provides the upper bounds for L,, and Ly,.
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Lemma 6.2. For any 0 <z <./n/2, we have
|Ln| < Copa’n™?, (6.33)

L <CLE(2 | X0} Pan= V2, (6.34)

We postpone the proof of Lemma 6.2 to the end of this section. Recall the definition
of Dy, in (6.6). Using Holder’s inequality, we estimate

2
LS 70 noys
E{(E ril,...,im) e—i=t J}_E § ]E(ril;~~~7imrj17~~~7.jmez'771 J)'

Put
- U{(ilajla"'aimajm) EC : |{Zlv7lm}m{jlaajm}| :k} = U Ck
k=0 k=0
By (5.11),

()57}

n
 y
E E(ri17~~~7im7ﬁj17---7jm€ =t '7)

(31,715-+yim ,Jm ) ECk

" 2m=ky, Y, \n—2m+k
m)( ) 1eoomTl, kymtl,... . 2m— kez =1 ). (Ee™)

) ) L L2+ (:;) ( " __11) (Be¥)' ™2™, JE(L2,e")

NE ?Mg

E
I

0

(o

- k —2m 2m—k y,
' ;; (r?%) (:1 - k) (Be") 2 Ly By, o, 2me k€21 7)

< Clpon®™ (L2, +n"'EL2 + o2n2),

m

which together with Lemma 6.2 yields for z > 1,

2
E{(Zrhw) exi=1 ’}<CU Iy px'n®m 2,

This, together with (6.6) gives

E(| Dy, |e2i=1Y7) < Coply pa®n™ 2. (6.35)
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Recall that v =31y <. <o (2iy<n "(Xi, Xeys -, Xp,,_,). Then it can be similarly
derived that o -
E(y2eXi=1Y1) < Cotl, pa*n?™ 2, (6.36)
Together with (6.21), this yields

E(Dsne2i=1"7) < Cop Iy gon /2, (6.37)

Next, for each 1 <1i <mn, let Dg and Déi) be obtained from Dy, and Ds,, respectively,

n

by throwing away the summands that depend on X;. Then, by (6.6) and (6.21), we have

Jn
m(,)

D1, — DY) <

[hi]

and

x|D3n _DZ(Si)|

n

2
S A (R0 3 (N DR N

J#T <1< <Jm—2(#i,5)<n
+2)°

( : : Tiv.jyjly~~~7.j1n2>< : : /rjv.jlvnw‘j?nl)’}'
J#i

1< < <Jm—-2(F#i,5)<n 1<j1 < <Jm—1(#5)<n

Using a conditional analogue of the argument that leads to (6.36) implies

E(p2eXi#i Y| X;) < CL, na*n® 2 x E(rl X)), (6.38)

as a consequence of which (recall that & , = x§;)

ST E{min(|& 0|, 1) D1, — DY X% Y7}

=1

< On~ ™23 Elmin([&0|, D{E@ZeT Y X)) /2 {E (5 Y9)} )

- (6.39)
< Clyga®n ™ (B (B2 )"°
=1

< CU;,,Inxx?n*l/?.

5oy

For the contributions from |Ds3,, — D§2|, we have

E{min(|&;,z|, 1)l Y7} = E{min(|&; 4], 1) x E(peXs=¥7|X;)}

S CI”7Ix2n2m73 X E{mlnqg%ﬂﬂ'a 1)T%,...,m}a
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and for each pair (7,7) such that 1 <i#j <n,

E{mln € 2], 1) ‘(szmh )(Z%le 1)‘6276#%}

1/2
<E[m1n €2l 1) {(Zd}ld]h wdm— 2) ez"’#y'ﬂXi}

) E{ (Z ¢j7j17___7jm_1)262k# Yi }1/2}

_ 1/2
< Ol a®n® T2 X Blgir,. | x (BrS )Y
< CO’,%In prin?m—4

where we used (6.36) in the second step. Similarly, it can be proved that

2
E{min(|fi7m|, 1) (Z Tz',j,jl,...,jm_2) e2hi Y’“}

= & [min(igih DE{ (S risinnen s) e 41X, }] < CoR Ly en 4

Adding up the above calculations, we get

ZE{{E min(|& x|, 1)|Dsn — D§2|ezi¢iyf} < Copl, ,x*n~ 12
i=1

This, together with (6.35), (6.37) and (6.39) implies (6.26).
Finally, we consider the case of 0 < < 1. By Hoélder’s inequality,

n\ 241/2 B
E|D1n|<0n1/2(m) {E(X risein) | <Comn? (6.40)

and
EDs, < C(ohn_1/2 + Ugln_2m+3/2EA,21) < Copn /2, (6.41)

Moreover, for any pair (i,7) such that 1 <i# j <mn,

E/ll)Q < 00-2 2m 3’ E(Z wi’j!jly"'7.j777,72) < 00-2 2m 4

and

(S rn o) (S )
< [a{(ron ) ) (S ) )

< Copn® =12 x {B(r?_.| X))
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Combining the above calculations, we obtain

SRl (D1, — DED| < On 2N () VA (B2 < Copn (6.42)
1=1

i=1
and

S Elag1{|&] < 1/(1+2)}(Ds, — DS))|

i=1

< CO'}:ln_Qm+3/2 lzn: E¢? + ZE(Z wi,j,jl,...,jm_g)Q
i=1 i
(6.43)

o3 e[S i) (o]

i#j
< Cohn_l/z.

Assembling (6.40)—(6.43) proves (6.27) and completes the proof of Proposition 6.2. [

Proof of Lemma 6.2. We prove (6.33) by the method of induction, and (6.34) follows
a similar argument. First, for m = 2, observe that

Ly =E(ry 0e2) = B{r; 5(e™ — 1)(e¥2 - 1)}.
Using the inequality
e~/ 1| <2t|  for all teR, (6.44)
we have (recall that &; = n‘l/Qhu)
|La| < 4x2n*1E|r1,2h11h12| <dopx’n~ .
Similarly, noting that Ly = E{ri o(e"? — 1)|X,}, we get
Lol < 2{E(r | X1)}2an ™12,

as desired.
For the general case where m > 2, we derive

= E{r17___7m(€yl _ 1) A (eym, _ 1)} + Z E(r17,..7me“1 +"'+Y’3m—1)
1<in < <im-—1<m
- Z E(T17...7m€m1 +'“+}/7:m72) —+ .-

1<i1 < <im—2<m
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where for each k-tuple (i1,...,4x) (2<k<m —1) satisfying 1 <i; <--- <ip <m,
E(ry,  meYa T i) = Ele¥a T Yo R{r(Xy, ..., X)Xy, Xi, b

= E(ra, et = Ly,

ik
by definition. Using inequality (6.44) again gives
|I[*3{rl7___7m(ey1 — 1) (¥ — D < 2mxmn_m/2E|r17m7mh11 o hym] < ah(Qx)mn_m/Q,

completing the proof of (6.33) by induction and under the condition that x <./n/2. O

Appendix A: Proof of Theorem 2.2

The main idea of the proof is to first truncate &; at a suitable level, and then apply the
randomized concentration inequality to the truncated variables.
For x>0 and i=1,...,n, define Y; = x¢&; — 22£2/2, and

G=GH{sl<1/0+a)),  Vi=Yi{l&l <1/ +a)}

Moreover, put Sy =+, Y; and Sy =>_1" | Vi.
We first consider the case of « > 0. Proceeding as in (5.2) and (5.3), we have

P(Sy > x2/2 +xAq,) <P(T, >z) <P(Sy > x2/2 — A1), (A1)

where Ay, = 2(V,2 = 1)2 4 |D1,| + 2D, AO and Ag,, = 2Dsy, /2 — D1y, Replacing the ¢27s
with their truncated versions, we put As, =z(>"1 @2 —1)2 4 |D1n| + ©D2, A0, such
that

P(Sy > 2%/2 — zA1,) —P(Ss > 22/2 — zAs,
IP(Sy =27/ 1n) — P(Sy / 3n)| (A.2)

1<

SP{ max & > 1/(1+$)} < (1+$)QZE€§I{|&:I >1/(1+z)},

and the same bound holds for [P(Sy > 2?/2 + 2As,) — P(Sy > 22/2 + 2As,)|.
It suffices to estimate the probabilities of the truncated random variables. Consider
the following decomposition:

P(Sy > 22/2 — 2A3,) <P(Sy > 2%/2) + P(2?/2 — 2A3, < Sy < 27/2), (A.3)
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where Sy = "7 | V; denotes the sum of the truncated random variables. Write m,, =
S EY;, 62 =300 Var(V;) and 9, = >~ E|Y;|?. By a similar calculation to that
leading to (5.18),
EY; = —(2®/2)EE] + O(1)(z + ") B I{|&] > 1/(1 + 2)},
EY; = 2’E& + O()[o”BGI{|&] > 1/(1+ 2)} + 2 El& ],
E[Y;] = 0(1)2°El& |
and
Var(V;) = o?E€ + O()*EEI{J&i| > 1/(1 + )} + °BIE[),

where |O(1)| < C; for some absolute constant C;. Combining these calculations, we have

My = —2%/2+ O(1)(z +2°) Y B I{|&] > 1/(1+x)},
i=1

: (A4)
op =27+ 0(1)2” Y [BEI{|&] > 1/(1+ 2)} + 2BI& ] > 2% /2,

i=1

where the last inequality holds as long as (14 2)7 2L, 14, < (2C;)~!. Otherwise, if this
constraint is violated, then (2.9) is always true provided that C > 2C}.
Applying the Berry—Esseen inequality to the first addend in (A.3) gives

P(Sy >2%/2) =1 —®(5,) + O(1)v,,6,,°
=1-®(x)+01)(1+2) "L ita,

where £, := 5, 1 (2?/2 —my) =2+ O(1)(1 +2) 'L, 14, by (A.4). B
For the second addend in (A.3), applying the concentration inequality (4.2) to W,, =
5, 1(Sy — 1my,) and noting that |Y;| < 3z|&;|/2, we obtain

(A.5)

P(2?/2 — 2| Asz,| < Sy < 2%/2)

) ) (A.6)
<176, Y E|Yi® + 525, "E|Asy| + 225, 2 Y E|Vi{As, — AL}

i=1 i=1

)

<C [ZE@P +E|Az,| + ZE@{AM - A§2}|

i=1 i=1

where Ag, =z(>°1 € —1)2 4 |D1pn| + | Day|. Fori=1,...,n, put

(e (o)

#i
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&+2) (6 -E&)—2EE —2) ELIH{IE]>1/(1+2)}]|.

j#i i=1

g

Direct calculation shows that

n 2
E (Z 512 - 1) < 0(1 + x)_4(Ln,1+m + Li,1+m)7

i=1
D El&Gdi| < CA+a)*(Lntsa + Lo 14a)-
i=1
Substituting this into (A.6), we get

P(2%/2 — x|Asz,| < Sy < 2%/2)

<C|(1+2)"2Ly14s + E|D1y| + 2E| Dy, |

+ 3 E{|&|(|D1n — DY)| + 2| Dan — DI} |-

i=1
This, together with (A.1), (A.2), (A.3) and (A.5) implies
P(T, <x) < ®(z) + CR, .

for all = > 0, where RnT is given in (2.10). A lower bound can be similarly obtained by

noting that P(Sy > 2%/2 + 2As,) > P(Sy > 22/2) — P(2?/2 < Sy < 22/2 + 1Aa,).
We next consider the case of z =0. It is straightforward that

[P(Tn <0) — (0)]
=|P(Wy + D1, <0) = (0)| < [P(W,, <0) = @(0)| + P(—[D1n| < Wy < |D1nl).

A uniform Berry—Esseen bound (see, e.g., [11]) gives |[P(W,, <0) — ®(0)] <4.1L,,1. As
before, we can use the truncation technique and the concentration inequality (4.2) to
upper bound the probability P(—|Dy,| < W,, < |D1,]|). The rest of the proof is almost
identical to that for the case of x > 0 and is therefore omitted.

Appendix B: Proof of Lemma 5.3

Recall that Z = X2 —EX? and Y = X — X?/2. Using the inequality |e® — 1] < |s|eVO
implies
E{ZeYI(|X|< 1)} =E[Z{1+O0)|Y eV} (|X| < 1)]
=E{ZI(1X|>1)} + O)E{|Z| - [Y]e" I (| X| < 1)},
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where |O(1)] < 1. Because |Y]e¥ YOI (| X| <1) < 1.5/X|I(]X]| < 1), we have
E{1Z] x [Y]e"°I(X| < 1)} < LSE{ X PI(1X| < 1)}. (B.1)

Note that if both f and g are increasing functions, then Ef(X)Eg(X) <E{f(X)g(X)}.
In particular, we have EX?2 x P(|X| > 1) <E{|X|?I(|X| > 1)}, which further implies

E{|Z]e¥ I(1X| > 1)} < VEE{X2I(|X| > 1)}.

Together with (B.1), this yields (5.12).
For (5.13), it is straightforward that

E(Z%eY) =E{Z%VI(|X| < 1)} + E{Z%e" I(|X| > 1)}

<VE[E(X' (X < 1)} + (EX?)P(IX] < 1) - 2EX? x E{X*I(|X| < 1)}]
FE{X* XX 21(|X| > 1)} + Ve(EX2)? x P(1X]| > 1)

< VEE{X'I(IX] < 1)} +4E{X?I(|X]> 1)}
+Ve(EX?)? — 2VeEX? x E{X2I(|X| < 1)}

< VEE{X*I(|X| < 1)} +4E{X?I(|X]| > 1)}
+VEEX? x E{X?I(|X|>1)} — VeEX? x E{X?I(|X| < 1)}

<VEE{XPI(X| < 1)} +4E{XI(|X| > 1)} + Ve{EX2I(|X| > 1)},

where in the third inequality we use the inequality sup‘m‘>1{x2 exp(r — 2%/2)} < 4.
Moreover, noting that

‘s1‘1<pl{(1 —x/2)exp(z —2?/2)} <1 and 21;}12{@ — 22 /2]exp(z — 22 /2)} < Ve/2,

we obtain
R(IY Zle¥) = B{IY Z|e¥ T(1X| < 1)} + E{|Y Z]e¥ I(1X| > 1)}
<E{IX? - EX?|x [X[1(1X] < )} + YE(X2I(X| > 1))
<OE{XPI(X|> 1)} + E{XPI(X] < 1)},

which proves (5.14).
Finally, for (5.15), it follows from the inequality sup|gE|>1{|x3 —xt/2|exp(x — 2%/2)} <
3.1 that
E(]Y|Z%e")
=E{Z*|YV|e"I(|X| < 1)} + E{Z*|Y[e" I(|X| > 1)}
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< %EE{Z2I(|X| <1)} 4+ max |3 1E{X?I(|X|> 1)}, %(EXQ)QP(|X| - 1)}
< \/;E{IXIBI(IM <1)}

+max [3.1E{X?I(|X]| > 1)}, %E{X21(|X| >1)}+ %{EX21(|X| > 1)}2] ,

as desired.

Appendix C: Proof of Lemma 6.1
We start with two technical lemmas. The first follows [26].

Lemma C.1. Let {&;,F;,i> 1} be a sequence of martingale differences with EE? < oo,
and put

n

D} =" {& +2B(&}|Fi1) + 3EE]}.
=1
P( 3
i=1

for all x > 0. In particular, if {;,1>1} is a sequence of independent random variables
with zero means and finite variances, write

$1=3 6 vf:z;ez nd B =3 Ee:

such that D2 = V2 +5B2. Then for any x >0,

Then we have

> an> < V2exp(—2?/8) (C.1)

P(|S,| > zD,) < vV2exp(—2?/8) (C.2)
and
E[S2I{|Sn| > x(Vi + 4Bp)}] < 23B2 exp(—a?/4). (C.3)
The following result may be of independent interest.

Lemma C.2. Let {&,i>1} and {n;,i > 1} be two sequences of arbitrary random vari-
ables. Assume that the n;’s are non-negative, and that for any u >0,

B{& (& > umi)} < cie™ Y, (C.4)
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where {c,c;,i > 1} are positive constants. Then, for any u>0, v>0 and n>1,

P{Z&' > U<v + Zm) } C;;u Zcz (C.5)

Proof. For any u > 0 and v > 0, applying Markov’s and Jensen’s inequalities gives

L.H.S. of (C.5) < {Z(fi—um)>uv}

IA
:|H

i=1

E: & —unmi)+

where 2 = max(0,x) for all € R. For each 1 <i <n fixed, it follows from (C.4) that

1
{Z — un; } (C.6)
+

IA
:|H

B(6 - un)e =E [ 162 )ds

i

= /00 ulB{n; (& > tun;)} dt
1

< /00 tE{GI(& > tun;) } dt
1

—Ccu

[ee]
e
< Ci/ t~texp(—cut) dt < ¢,
1 cu

which completes the proof of (C.5) by (C.6). O

To prove Lemma 6.1, we use an inductive approach by formulating the proof into
three steps. Here, C' and By, Bs,. .. denote positive constants that are independent of n.
Recalling (6.1), it is easy to verify that

r2(x1, . ) < 20 {1+ 03 (21) -+ hE(z) ]}, (C.7)

where a,, = max{cyT,co +m}. In line with (6.4), let W,, =n~"/23"" hy; and V;? =
n~t>"" | h3,. Here, and in the sequel, we write

hli:hl(Xi), hJ“ —E{h(Xl,...,Xm)|X7;1,...,X7;j}, 2§]§m,

for ease of exposition. The conclusion is obvious when 0 <y < 2, therefore we assume
y > 2 without loss of generality.



40 Q.-M. Shao and W.-X. Zhou
Step 1. Let m =2, then (C.7) reduces to

r2(x1,20) < 2a2{1 + h3(z1) + hi(x2)}, (C.8)

where as = max{coT, co + 2}. We follow the lines of the proof of Lemma 3.4 in [26] with

the help of Lemma C.2.
Retaining the notation in Section 6 for m = 2, we have

n n n
AiZZﬁ, Yi= Z Tij = Z r(Xi, X;), 1<i<n.
i=1 j=1,j#i J=1,j#i

Conditional on Xj;, note that 1; is a sum of independent random variables with zero
means. To apply inequality (C.3), put

t; =v; + 4b;, v?zer’j, bf:ZE(ri]|X7)
J#i J#i

for 1 <i<n. By (C.3), E{¢2I(¢? > yt?)|X;} < 23bZe~¥/. Taking expectations on both
sides yields

E{w?1(} > yt7)} <23(n —1)e " E(ri,).
Applying Lemma C.2 with & =2, n; =t;, u=y and v = azn(n — 1) gives
P{Ai >y (Z t; + agn(n — 1)) } < C(ang)_lefy/‘lE(riQ). (C.9)
i=1

Direct calculation based on (C.8) shows
En:v? <as(n—1)n(2+4V?), En:b? <ag(n—1)n(4+2V2),
i=1 i=1
which further implies
Xn:tf +agn(n—1)< 17i:(vi2 +b2) +agn(n — 1) < az(n — 1)n(103 + 102V2).

i=1 =1

Substituting this into (C.9) with y > 2 proves (6.28).
As for (6.29), let F; = o{X, :4 < j} and write

n J—1 n

j—1
D o= Y ri=D R Ri=) iy, 2<j<n.
2 =1

1<i<j<n j=2i=1 j=
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Note that {R;,F;,j > 2} is a martingale difference sequence. Then using the sub-
Gaussian inequality (C.1) for self-normalized martingales yields

1<i<j<n

n 1/2
> \/2y (Qi +20Q2 +3ZER?> } <V2e v/, (C.10)

Jj=2

where

n

Q2=Y"R: Q=) E(R}F1).
j=2

Jj=2

Observe that Q2 and A2 have same structure, thus it can be similarly proved that

P{Q?% > asyn®(102V,2 +103)} < Cay'e Y/ *E(r} ,). (C.11)
For @,27, write
j—1 j—1
t; =u; +4d; where u?zZrzj, d?:ZIE(riﬁXj), 2<j<n, (C.12)
i=1 i=1

then it follows from a conditional analogue of (C.3) that
E{R3I(R? > yi?)|X;} < 23d3e /%, (C.13)
Therefore, for y > 2,

P [@i > y{il@(fﬂﬁ_l) +asn(n — 1)}]

=2

r[ BB S 7))
- E@I%-0)

(C.14)
+P

ZE{R?I(R? > yt3)|Fj-1} > yasn(n — 1)1
=2

1 n 3
= NTE{R2I(R? > i) < Ca;te VAR (12
= agyn(n —1) Jz:; LR IR > yty)} < Cuy e (r12),

where in the last step we used (C.13).
For d? and u? given in (C.12), we have

Jj—1 Jj—1

B(uj1Fi-1) = ZE(T%J’|XZ') <day(j—1)+ 2a22h%i7
i=1 —
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Jj—1 Jj—1

E(d2|Fj1) =) 12, <2a5(j — 1) +2a2 » (W3, +hi;),
=1 =1
leading to
D E(3|Fj1) <17 {B(u3|Fj-1) + E(d]|Fj-1)} < az(n — 1)n(104 4 136V,7).
j=2 j=2

Substituting this into (C.14) yields
P{Q? > asyn®(136V,2 + 104)} < Caz e ¥/ *E(r},). (C.15)
Together, (C.10), (C.11), (C.15) and the identity 2?22 ER? = %n(n - I)E(riz) prove
(631?6)]? 2. Assume m = 3. By (C.7),
r2(x1, 9, x3) < 2a3{1 + hi(z1) + h3(2o) + h3(23)} (C.16)
and for ro(z1,x2) = F{r(X1, X2, X3)| X1 =21, Xo = 22},
r3(21,72) < 2a3{2 + hi(z1) + hi(z2)}. (C.17)

Again, starting from A2 =37 4?2 with

W = Z (X, Xj, Xp) = Z Ti,j,k

1<j<k<n 1<j<k<n
g, ki J.k#i
n j—1 n j—1
=3 > gk =T+ YD riy (C.18)
=2 k=1 J=2 k=1
A1 ki g#i k#i
n n
=Y Rij+Y {i—1-1(j>i)}r;.
§=2 j=2
i i

Conditional on (X;, X;), R; ; is a sum of independent random variables with zero means.
Define t@j =i + 4b7;7j, where

j—1 Jj—1
t?ﬁj = Z(Tm}k — 72;4)2 = Z(h&ijk —haij — T
k=1 k=1
ki k#i
j—1 Jj—1
b2 = D E{(rigw —rig)?1Xe, X5} = Y [B{(haijn — hie)*1 X0, X5} — b3 5],
k=1 k=1

ki ki
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Applying (C.3) conditional on (X;, X;) gives
E{R?;I(Ri; > \/yti ;)| Xi, X;} < 23b7 ;e V/%.

Then it follows from Lemma C.2 that

{E05.4) (5 50
A £ ol £ )

i=1 j=2,5#1 =1j=2
RN 1 P’ /4
< a3n3 Z Z (j = DE(r? 5 3) < Caz eV E(r] 5 5).
1=1j=2,j#1
This, combined with the inequality Y, > it t? < asn 3(B1 + B2V.?) implies

n n 2
P{Z( Z Ri’j> > azyn® (B + 1+ BQVW?)} < Cagle*y/‘lE(riQ’B). (C.19)

i=1 \j=2,j#i

For the second addend in (C.18), consider r; ; ={j —1—I(j >4)}r;; as a new (de-
generate) kernel satisfying E(7; ;| X;) = E(7; ;| X;) = 0. Then by similar arguments as in
step 1, we obtain

n n 2
P(Z[ > {j—1—1(j>i)}ri,j] >a3yn4(Bg+B4Vn2)>

i=1 Lj=2,j#i (C.20)
< Cag_le*y/‘lE(riQ’B). .

Together, (C.18), (C.19) and (C.20) prove (6.28).
To prove (6.29) for m = 3, consider the following decomposition:

S (X K X

1<ii<ia<izg<n
= E T'iy yin,i3
1<i1 <ia<izg<n
n
= § § (7““ Jio,k Ty yig + E E Tiyia
k=3 1<iy <io<k k=3 1<i; <ia <k
n n—1j5—1

= Z Z (ril7i27k - Tilﬂiz) + Z Z(n _j)ri7j (C21)

k=31<i1<i2<k Jj=21i=1
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n k—1j—1 n k—1 n—1j5—1
:E E E (i — rjk)—i—g E j—lrjk—i—g E (n—j)ri;
k=3 j=21i=1 k=3 j=2 Jj=21=1
n k—1 n k—1
=ZZT szzrwwzrw
k=3 j= k=3 j=2
where
j—1 j—1
* * . * .
P = (Tijk—Tij—7ik), =0 —Drik and 17 =Y (n—j)ri;.
i=1 =1

Put Rj = Rj, + Ry, Ri, =" r, and Ry, =" r; , We see that
{R}, Fr,k >3} is a sequence of martingale differences, and by (C.1),

1=

Note that conditional on (X;, Xy), ] j; is a sum of independent random variables with
zero means, and given Xy, 73 ji, are independent with zero means. Then it is straightfor-
ward to verify that

e

Z{Rk + 2E(R}?|Fr—1) + 3ER;?}
k=3

1/2
) <V2e Y1 (C.22)

zn:IEJR < 22 -2 ZEr1 Lt 2261%;?,6 < Cazn®. (C.23)
k=3 k=3

Moreover, by noting the resemblance in structure between R and v; (see (C.18)), it
can be shown that

]P’{Z R;? > azyn*(Bs + Bﬁvf)} < Ce Y4, (C.24)
k=3

which is analogous to (6.28).
It remains to bound the tail probability of >} _, E(R}?|Fx—1). In view of (C.21), let
t;k = v;k + 41);7,C for 2 <j <k <n, where

j—1
v;72’€:Z(ri7j;k_rixj _rj7k)27 jk:_ZE{ rz,]k -y, k) |Xj,Xk},

i=1

and for 3 <k <n, put

£ = vt + 4b}, vk—ZT2]k7 b= B(ry%|Xx).
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Recall that R} = R}, + R; ;= Zj (i jk t 75 1)- We proceed in a similar manner
as in (C.14):

> E(R?|Fi-a)

k=3
n k—1 n
<2 (k=2)) E(ri%|Fi1) +2) E(R3IFi)
k=3 =2 k=3
n k—1
222 E[r] Jk{I(|7"1 ikl SV ) LU il >Vt ) HFe—1]
k=3 j=2

3

+2) E[RZ{I(RS ol < vti) + L(IRs k| > yti) HFr-1]-
k=3

y (C.3) and the Markov inequality, we have (recall that y > 2)

n k—1
P [Z(lﬂ -2) ZE{TT?jkI(W,jM > yts )| Fr—1} > GSZ‘ﬂlﬂ

k=3 j=2

. - (C.25)
(asyn®) ™D (k—=2) Y BLri%I(rf gl > Vit )| Fioa} < Cev/4
k=3 j=2
and
lZE{R I(|RS k| > Vyt) | Fr—-1} = asyn ]
(C.26)

(asyn®) ZE{R (IR} | > Vyti) | Fr1} < Ce ¥/,

However, it follows from (C.16) and (C.17) that
> (k-2) ZE{TUIJ I}kl S VUL I Fe-1} < agyn®(Br + BsVi?),  (C.27)
k=3 j=2

ZE{R T(IR3 .| < V/yti)| Fre1} < asyn®(Bo + BioV;?).  (C.28)

Assembling (C.22)—(C.28), we obtain

p{ S

k=3

> azyn® (B + B12Vn2)1/2} <Ce v/,
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By induction, a similar result holds for 22;21 r¥;

j7
P{ S
i=2

This completes the proof of (6.29) for m = 3.
Step 3. For a general 3 <m <n/2,

that is,

Z \/@y’ﬁ?(Blg =+ B14Vn2)1/2} S Ceiy/zl.

k
r,%(a:l,...,xk)§2am{m—k‘—|—1+2h%(xj)}, (C.29)

j=1

where ri(z1,...,25) = E{r(X1,..., Xpn)| X1 =21,..., Xk =} for k=2,....m.
To use the induction, we need the following string of equalities:

i = Z Tyl 1,6

1< < <lyp—1<n
L1yl 17

n

= E § (70[1,...,[7n72,£7n71,7; _r‘€2;~~~7‘€7n71;7;)

L —1=m—=11< <<l 2 <loy 1
L 171 Lyl —oFi

+ Z {lo =1 =10 <lo)}re,,. .o 1.

2<Uo <<l 1<n

(C.30)

‘€2n~~;é'mfl¢i
=1, + Y.
Moreover,
n

VY1 = Z Z (r€17---7€m,—27€m,—17i - W27~~~7€m—17i)

Lpo1=m—11<l; < <Ll 2<lp 1
L1710 Lyl o7

n

= § E 71@1,...,[,”71,7;

Ln—1=m—11<Uy <<l 2<lm 1

L1710 Lyl 27
n ,€m7171 53—1 62—1
= E E g E TOr o1,
em,_lzm—lem_sz—Q 62:2 81:1
Lo 170 Lo 20 oAl b1#D
n em,—l_l Z371

YD DR 3 S

b —1=m—14p, _2=m—2 lo=2
Z'mflfi 477172¢i Lo ;éz
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with
Zz*l
P11 = T2l 130 — Tlayo 1,0 Rigitri= D Tty sie
41:1
011
Conditional on (X;, X¢,, ..., X¢,, 1), Rg% 1, 15 asum of independent random vari-

ables with zero means. Also, it is straightforward to verify that

n 1 m 1— 1 163 1

, _

x(nly) X% X
m 1=m— 1@ —2=m— 2 62 2

L1710 L —2Fi laF#i

Next, let t; = 9 + 45@, where

/-1
. Z 02 ¥2 _ Z 2 A
Vp = LT bé = E(rél,...,ﬁm,l,i|XlaX@vXZm"'7X£mfl)'
L1=1,017#1 L1=1,017#1

Similar to the proof of (C.19), we derive from Lemma C.1 that for every y > 2,

_ -1 n 53 1
() Saefn (i) S Sl

i=1 =14, _1=m—1 =2

em—l?ﬁi LaFi

holds with probability at least 1 — C'exp(—y/4). This, together with the following in-
equality

l3—1

Eni i Yt <am (:L) (Bis + BisV;7)

i=1lp,_1=m—1 ly=2
O — 171 LaFi

which can be obtained by using (C.29) repeatedly, gives

]P’{waq > amyn®™ 2 (Bir + Blgi)} < Ce Y/, (C.31)

i=1
For 19 ;, note that the summation is carried out over all (m — 2)-tuples and
|{€2 - ]' - 1(Z < 62)}7/.[2; 771. 177/| é n|r‘€27~~~;z7n71;7;|'

Regarding {lo — 1 —1(i < €2)}7e,.... 0, . as a (weighted) degenerate kernel with (m —1)
arguments, it follows from induction that

P{ng,i > amyn®™ (B + Bgovf)} < Ce v/, (C.32)

i=1
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Assembling (C.30), (C.31) and (C.32) yields (6.28).

Similarly, using the decomposition

Z T’(Xil,...,Xim)

1<i1 < <im<n

= E Tityeyim

1<ip <+ <im<n

n
= E § (ril,...,i7,L71,k - rilwu;i?nfl) +

k=m 1<iy < <ip_1<k

Because E(Ti17~~~7im—17k|fk—l) =Tiy,..

im—1)

{Rk T z (rllwnyl'mflyk r117~~~;lnL1)7‘Fk}

1<iy < <im—1<k

Q.-M. Shao and W.-X. Zhou

2.

1< < <1 <n—1

(n - imfl)rilwnyivnfl ‘

k>m

is a martingale difference sequence, such that the following analogue of (C.22) holds:

ZRk > /2y Z{R + 2B(R;?|Fr—1) + 3ER;?}

For m < k <n fixed, extending (C.21) gives

Ry = > (Tisseoim 1k = Tigpeeesin 1)

1<iy < <im-1<k

72—

1/2

< \/ﬁe—y/‘l.

= § § 707/177/2; Sim—1,k rilnn;i?nfl - 7/.7;2;~~~77;'mflyk + ri27~~~;i7n71)

im—1=m—1 i1=1

k—1 iz—1

+ E § W2 717/2; Sim—1,k 7/.7;27~~~;i7n71 - ri?’wu;i?nfl;k + 7/.7;37~~~;7;7n71)

Im—1=m—1 i2=2
k—1
+oet ) Win—1T4 1,k

im—1=m—1

P

where w; := (J 2) for 2<j<m—1, and set w; =1 for convention. Moreover, for

1<5<m—2, put

ij41—1
*

r.j:ij#»lv"':i?nflylf: : : wj(rij?"'vim—lvk _rij?"-vim—
=]

“Tij1,im—1,k +

ri_7‘+17~~~773m—1)
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* k-1
and ry, = i —m—1Wm—1Ti, ;k, such that

* *
Ry, = E 1, im_1,k

2<in <L <h—1

(C.33)

* *
+ Z Tz, im 1k T T T ke
3<ig <<ty —1<k—1

For j=1,. — 2, conditional on (X, ,,..., X, _ 1,X;C) T isitsensim_1,k 1S @ sum of

mdependent random variables with zero means, and so is 7, 1k conditional on X
In particular, we have

n n 2
Z ER;?> < (m—1) Z {E( Z Tiz‘2,...7im,_17k)
k=m

Jj=m 2<in< <y —1<k—1

2
+E< Z r31i3:~~~7i'ml;k> + +Erm 1 k}

3<ig < o<y 1 <k—1

cw-02{(13) T mih

k=m 2<io< <l —1 <k—1

k—3 *2
+ (m — 3) Z Er?yi&m,im kT +Erm 1 k}

3<iz< - <ipmpm—1<k—1

SC(m_1)1[43{7«2(X1,...,Xm)}§:m{(:1__22) (:1__11)
“(n%) % <w—12++k§fl<l_l>}

2<in < o iy 1 <k—1 i

S Camn2m72,

which extends inequality (C.23). In view of (C.33), inequalities (C.24)—(C.28) can be
similarly extended by using Lemmas C.1 and C.2 in the same way as in step 2. The proof
of Lemma 6.1 is then complete.
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