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CORRECTION NOTE TO “LIMIT THEOREMS FOR
EMPIRICAL PROCESSES OF CLUSTER FUNCTIONALS”

By HOLGER DREES, AND HOLGER ROOTZEN

University of Hamburg and Chalmers and Gothenburg University

In Lemma 5.2 (vii) it is stated that under the conditions (B1) and (B3) the
length L(Y},) of the core of a cluster satisfies limy_, o lim sup,,_, .o P{L(Y},) >
k}/(rnv,) = 0. However, in general, the first inequality in the proof of this
part of the lemma is not correct, and it seems likely that the assertion does
not hold under the stated conditions. Note that this part of the lemma is
used only in Remark 3.7 (i); so none of the other results are affected.

The easiest way to correct the error is to replace condition (B3) with the
corresponding condition for p-mixing coefficients

On k= Sup sup ‘P(B) — P(B]C)‘
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(with the convention P(B|C) = P(B) if P(C') = 0), i.e. to assume lim,,;,
lim sup,, ;o ¢n,m = 0. The arguments of the proof of Lemma 5.2 (vii) are
rectified if B, 1 is replaced with ¢, ; everywhere.

However, often the following simpler condition is easier to verify:

(B3) Foralln € Nand all 1 < i < r, there exists s,(i) > P(Xpiy1 #
0 | Xp1 # 0) such that so(i) = limy, o0 s,(i) exists and
limy, oo ity $n (1) = Doy Seol(i) < 00.

Since, by stationarity,
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the assertion of Lemma 5.2 (vii) follows readily.

*We would like to thank Johan Segers for pointing out the error discussed in this note.
AMS 2000 subject classifications: Primary 60G70; secondary 60F17, 62G32
Keywords and phrases: absolute regularity, core length, weak dependence.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1510.09090v1
http://www.imstat.org/aos/

2

To check condition (B\E’)), typically one bounds P(X,, ;41 # 0| X1 # 0) by
an expression of the form s, (i) = b, + ¢; with b, = o(1/ry,) and Y .2, ¢; <
oo. The interchangeability of the limit and the sum is then automatically
fulfilled. For example, (B3) has been verified in Example 8.3 of Drees et al.
(2015) for solutions to stochastic recurrence equations.

Condition (BVZ%) has the additional advantage that in Remark 3.7 (i) it ren-
ders condition (3.9) superfluous, i.e. condition (C3) is met if (B3) and (3.8)
hold. To see this, check that, for bounded functions ¢, ¥, using stationarity

E(gqﬁ(Yn)gélz(Yn))/(Tnvn) = Cov(gy(Yn), gy (Yn))/(rnvn) + O(rnvy) can be
represented as

L B(6(Xn1)$(Xn1))

Un

rpn—1
+ vi (1 - ﬁ) (E(¢(Xn1)Y(Xpps1) + E@(Xn1)d(Xppt1))
k=1 "
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which tends to c(gg,gy) defined in (3.10) by our assumptions and Pratt’s
lemma (Pratt, 1960), because the k-th summand can be bounded in absolute
value by 2||¢||so||®||ocsn (k). Moreover, using the above representation with
¢ = = 1p\ (0}, one immediately sees that (BVZ%) also implies condition (3.5).
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