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Abstract

In this article we establish Cramér type moderate deviation results for (interme-
diate) trimmed means 7),, = n~* Z:L:_,::il X;.n, where X;.,, — the order statistics cor-
responding to the first n observations of a sequence X1, Xs,... of i.i.d random vari-
ables with df F. We consider two cases of intermediate and heavy trimming. In the
former case, when max(ay, 8,) — 0 (o, = kn/n, Bn = my/n) and min(ky,, m,) — oo
as n — 00, we obtain our results under a natural moment condition and a mild con-
dition on the rate at which «, and (3, tend to zero. In the latter case we do not
impose any moment conditions on F; instead, we require some smoothness of F~!
in an open set containing the limit points of the trimming sequences a.,, 1 — .
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1 Introduction and main results

Let Xi, Xs,... be a sequence of independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) real-valued
random variables (r.v.’s) with common distribution function (df) F', and for each integer
n>1let X, <---< X,., denote the order statistics based on the sample X1,..., X,,.
Introduce the left-continuous inverse function F~! defined as F~'(u) = inf{x : F(x) > u},
0<u<1, F710)=F"10%), and let F,, and F;' denote the empirical df and its inverse
respectively.

Consider the trimmed mean given by

1 " 1-Pn
=0 S X[ EMwdu (L)
n
i=kn+1 Qn

where k,,, m,, are two sequences of integers such that 0 < k, <n —m, <n, o, = k,/n,
Bn = my,/n. It will assumed throughout this paper that

kn A My, — 00 (1.2)
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as n — oo. Here and in the sequel, a A b := min(a, b, ), a V b := max(a, b).

The asymptotic properties of trimmed and intermediate (when a,, V 5, — 0 along
with (L2)) trimmed sums and means were investigated by many authors. In particular in
Csorgé et al) (1988) a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of {a,}, {b,} such
that the distribution of the properly normalized trimmed mean a_ (7, — b,) tends to the
standard normal law was obtained, and (using a different approach than in (Csérgé et al.
(198R)) |Griffin and Pruitt (1989) derived an equivalent i f f condition for asymptotic nor-
mality of T,,. Both in |Csorgé et all (1988) and in |Griffin and Pruitti (1989) a classical
result by [Stigler (1973) for the trimmed mean with fixed trimming percentages was ex-
tended to the case that the fraction of trimming data is vanishing when n gets large. The
second order asymptotic properties (Berry-Esseen type bounds and one-term Edgeworth
expansions) for (intermediate) trimmed means were established in |Gribkova and Helmers
(2006, 2007, 2014); \Gribkova (2013). Various aspects of the bootstrap for this kind of
statistics were studied, e.g., in [Hall and Padmanabhan (1992); [Deheuvels et all (1993);
Gribkova and Helmers (2007, 2011) (see also the references therein).

The trimmed sums represent a subclass of L-statistics. A number of highly sharp
results on Cramér type large and moderate deviations for L-statistics with smooth on (0, 1)
weight functions — that are not applicable for the trimmed sum because of the discontinuity
of its weights — was obtained by Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982); Bentkus and Zitikis
(1990); |Aleskeviciene (1991). For the case of heavy truncated L-statistics, when the weight
function is zero outside some interval [a, 8] C (0,1)), a result on Cramér type large
deviations was first established by |Callaert et al. (1982); more recently, the latter result
was strengthened in (Gribkova (2016), where a different approach than in |Callaert et al.
(1982) was proposed and implemented.

The aim of this article is to investigate Cramér type moderate deviations for interme-
diate trimmed means. To the best of our knowledge, this subject has not been studied at
all. The case of heavy trimming will be also considered.

Define the population trimmed mean and variance functions

== [ s
u, 1 —v) / / (sAt—st)dF(s)d F(t), (1.3)

where 0 < u < 1 —v < 1. Note that ¢2(0,1) = Var(X;) whenever EX? is finite. Here
and in the sequel, we use the convention that fab = f[a b when integrating with respect to

the left continuous integrator F~!.
Define the v-th quantile of F' by &, = F71(v), 0 < v < 1, and let VVZ-("), 1=1,...,n,
denote the X; Winsorized outside of (&,,,&1-3,]. In other words

gana Xz S gana
W™ =2 X, ba, < Xi<&p,, (1.4)

§1-8,s S1-8, < X

To normalize T,,, we define two sequences

fn = (i, 1= o), oy, = Var(W™). (1.5)



Note that O’%,V’n = 0?(ap, 1 — fB,) and that u, and ow,, are suitable location and scale
parameters for 7,, when establishing its asymptotic normality (cf. Csorgé et al. (1988)).
We will suppose throughout this article that liminf, . ow, > 0 (i.e. that &, # &g,
for all sufficiently large n).

Let ® denote the standard normal distribution function. Here is our first result on
Cramér type moderate deviations for the intermediate trimmed mean.

Theorem 1.1 Suppose that E|X|P < oo for some p > ¢ +2 (¢ > 0). In addition,
assume that

logn
— 1.
A —0 (1.6)
as n — oo, and that
a, VB, = O((log n)_“’), (1.7)

for some v > 2p/(p —2), asn — oco. Then

P(\/H(Z;_ fin)
p(YAT: ) _ )

OW,n

> a:) = [1 — ®(2)](1 + o(1)),
= &(—x)(1 +o(1)), (1.8)

as m — oo, uniformly in the range —A < x < c¢y/logn (A > 0).

We relegate the proof of Theorem [[LT] and other main results to Section [Bl

Let us discuss the conditions of Theorem [Tl Since our results concern the relative
error in CLT for T,,, certainly under our assumptions the ¢ f f condition of the asymptotic
normality of T}, given in (Csorgé et al! (1988) is satisfied (see the proofs in Section [3]). This
condition is as follows: for every t € R

as n — 0o, where ¥, . j = 1,2, are the auxiliary functions defined in (Csorgé et al., 1988,
page 674) which correspond to the trimming of the &, smallest and m,, largest observations
respectively. Consider the first of these functions (the second one is defined similarly). In
our notation it is equal to

Uin(t) = el < 3 v/aum (1.10)
\Iflm(—% ann), —00 <t < =5 /ann

If o, VB, — 0 and condition (7)) holds, then our moment assumption, i.e., E| X;|P < oo
for some p > ¢* +2 (¢ > 0), implies (L) (see the proof of Theorem [[T)). In contrast, if
ay, V B, does not tend to zero, then (as it follows from (II0])) the convergence in (L9)
can happen only under some additional smoothness condition on /'~ (cf. condition (LIS))
in Theorem [L.3]). Thus, assumption (L7) in Theorem [[.1] means that «, V f3,, converges
to zero fast enough, otherwise the trimming would be occur close to the central region,
where a smoothness condition on £~ is required, even for the asymptotic normality only.
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As is known, the intermediate trimmed mean 7, can serve as a consistent and robust
estimator for EX; (whenever it exists), and the results on large and moderate deviations
for T,, can be helpful to construct confidence intervals for the expectation of X;. In
particular the question of whether is possible to replace pu, in (L&) by EX; is of some
practical interest. Our next result concerns the properties of the first two moments of T;,
and the possibility of replacing the normalizing sequences in (LS)).

Theorem 1.2 Suppose that the conditions of Theorem[I1l hold true. Then

nY2(ET, — ) = o((1ogn)—1), (1.11)
T — 14 o((log ) ), (1.12)
Var(Tn) _, o((logn)™), (1.13)

O'W,n/\/ﬁ
as n — oo. Moreover, u, and ow., in relations (L8) can be replaced respectively by ET,

and o or /nVar(T,), without affecting the result.
Furthermore, if in addition

an V By, = 0[(nlogn)_ﬁ}, (1.14)

then
n!2(BX, — ) = o (logn) 1), (1.15)

and pi, in (L) can be replaced by EXy, without affecting the result.

We now turn to the statement of our results on moderate deviations for 7,, in the case
of heavy trimming. Define four numbers

a; = liminf o, as = limsup ay,,
n—oo n—o00

by = liminf (1 — f3,,), by = limsup (1 — G,).
n—o0 n—o00

Now, we will assume that
0< aq, bg <1 and as < bl. (116)

In this case no moment assumptions are needed for the asymptotic normality of 7}, and for
related properties, whereas some smoothness of F~! at the points where trimming occurs
becomes essential (see, e.g., |Csorgd et all (1988); IGribkova and Helmerd (2014), see also
the discussion after the statement of Theorem [LT]).

Let us introduce two sequences of the auxiliary functions:

_ ay, logn _
G,(t) =F 1(an+t - )—F 1(an),

H,(t) :F‘1<1—ﬁn+t\/ﬁnl;)gn) —F(1-8,). (1.17)

t € R. Note that, for a fixed ¢, we have «,, + t/ % =a,(1+t¢ l‘iin) = a,(1+0(1))

as n — oo (by (ILI6)) and 1 — 3, +t4/ Lfn =1—06,(1+0(1)). In particular this implies
that the functions introduced in ([LI7) are well-defined for all sufficiently large n.
Now we are in a position to state our first result for the heavy trimmed means.
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Theorem 1.3 Suppose that condition (L10) is satisfied. In addition, assume that there
exists € > 0 such that for each t € R

Gn(t) = O((logn)~"*9)),  H,(t) = O((logn)~1*), (1.18)

as n — oo. Then, for each ¢ > 0 and A > 0, relations ([LL.8) hold true uniformly in the
range —A < x < ¢cy/logn.

Remark 1.1 We notice that G,, differs from the difference in the first line in (II0) only by
the presence of the logarithm under the root sign, the same remark can be applied to H,.
Thus, one can see that condition (I8 is somewhat stronger than the iff condition of
asymptotic normality by |Csorgé et all (1988) (cf. (I.9))), but it enables us to obtain the
results on moderate deviations for T,,.

Remark 1.2 It is also worth noting that (LI8) holds true if, for instance, the inversion
F~! satisfies a Holder condition of degree d (for some d > 0) in an open set containing
all limit points of the sequences «,, and 1 — (,,. However, the Holder condition would
be excessive for our present purposes, as it can provide us with the stronger results on
large deviations (i.e. the deviations in the range of the form —A < z < o(n"?), for some
0 <ry; <1/6) in the case of heavy trimming (cf. Gribkova (2016)).

Finally, we state a result on moderate deviations, parallel to Theorem [[.2] but now
for the case of heavy trimming. A very mild moment condition will be required now to
ensure the existence of the variance of T,,.

Theorem 1.4 Suppose that the conditions of Theorem[1L.3 hold true. In addition, assume
that E|X,|" < oo for somey > 0. Then

n2(ET), — jn) = O((log n)_(Ha)), (1.19)
Var(T),) —(14e
=1 O((logn) ( >>, (1.20)

as n — oo, where € is as in (LIF)).

Moreover, relations (L8)) remain valid, uniformly in the range —A < x < cy/logn,
for each ¢ > 0 and A > 0, if we replace p, and/or ow,, in it by ET,, and \/nVar(T,)
respectively.

2 On our approach

Define a binomial r.v. N, = #{i : X; < &}, 0 <v < 1. Set A, = F,(&,) = Na,/n,
B, = 1—F,(&-p,) = (n — Ny_g,)/n. Consider the mean W, = %ZW-(") of ii.d.

Winsorized r.v.’s defined in (I.4]).
The next lemma will be crucial for our proofs as it provides us with an approximation
of T,, by sums of i.i.d. r.v.’s



Lemma 2.1 The following representation is valid

T, — pin =W, —EW, + R, (2.1)
where
An 1-B,
R, :/ [FHu) — F~ )] du—/ [F-Yu) — F~Y(1 - ,)] du. (2.2)
Qn 1-5n

In fact, representation (2.I)) follows from the first part of the proof of Lemma 2.1 in
(Gribkova and Helmers, 2014, cf. relation (2.13)). For the convenience of the reader we
present briefly its proof.

Proof. Let W'Z(Z) be the order statistics corresponding to the sample Wi(n), 1=1,...,n.
Since VVZ(Z) = Xy for N, +1 <7 < Ny_g,, we can write

n Nl*ﬂn
_ 1 1
Wo=-> W =4k, += Y Xin+ Bubig,.
[t ni:Nan-i-l o

Using the latter formula, as a result of the direct and simple computations, we obtain

Na,, Vkn
_ _ 1 "
Tn — HUn — [Wn - EWn] - E [Sgn(Nocn - kn) Z (in - gan)
i=(knANay, )+1
Nl*ﬁnv(n_mn)
—sgn(Ni-s, — (n —mn)) (Xin — €1-5,)] (2.3)
i=((n—mn)AN1_ g, )+1

where sgn(s) = s/|s|, sgn(0) = 0. The r.h.s. of ([2.3) is equal to R,,. The lemma is proved.

Remark 2.1 It is worth noting that under additional smoothness conditions on F~! (in
an open set containing the limit points of the sequences «y,, and 1—3,,) representation (2Z.)
can be extended to a U-statistic type approximation for 7,,. We refer to Lemma 2.1 in
Gribkova and Helmers (2014) for the details. In order to get the quadratic term of the
U-statistic approximation, in the cited paper we apply some special Bahadur—Kiefer rep-
resentations of von Mises statistic type for intermediate sample quantiles obtained in
Gribkova and Helmers (2012). It should be also noted that the idea to approximate the
trimmed sums by the sums of i.i.d. Winsorized r.v.’s (as a linear term of the approxima-
tion) plus a quadratic U-statistic term based on the Bahadur type representations was
first proposed and implemented in Gribkova and Helmers (2006, 2007), where the validity
of the one-term Edgeworth expansions for a (Studentized) trimmed mean and its boot-
strapped version was proved and simple explicit formulas of these expansions were found.
This approach can be extended to the case of trimmed L-statistics (cf. |Gribkova (2016)).

The following lemma on bounds for absolute moments of order statistics will be ap-
plied in the proof of Theorems [[LTHL.4l This lemma was obtained in (Gribkova, (1995,
Theorem 1), so we present here only its statement.

Let k and 6 be arbitrary positive numbers . Put p = k/d and set o; = i/(n + 1).
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Lemma 2.2 (Gribkova (1995)) For alln > 2p+1 and for all i such that p < i <n—p+1
the following inequality holds

E|X.[* < C(p) {[au(1 - )] 'EIX,°)” (2.4)

where one can put C(p) = 2,/pexp(p +7/6).
Obviously, estimate (2.4]) is non-trivial only when E|X |’ < oco. We also emphasize the
fact that the case k > §, the most interesting for us here, is allowed in (2.4)).

3 Proofs

In this section we prove Theorems [[LTHI.4] stated in Section [l

Proof of Theorem [I.1] It suffices to prove the first relation in (I.8)) (the second relation
follows from the first one if we replace X; by —X;). Define the df’s

P(—*/ﬁ(T" — fn) VW, —EW,) _ :1:) (3.1)

OW,n OW,n

Fr,(z) =

< :)3); Fy, (x) = P(

Applying the classical Slutsky argument to T}, — u, = W,, — EW,, + R, (cf. @) gives,
for §,, > 0, that 1 — Fr, (z) is bounded from above and below by respectively

1— Fw,(z—06,)+ P(nl/za;[,?n|Rn| > 0p)

and
1—Fw, (x+6,) — P(n1/2aﬁ/?n|Rn| > 0p).

1

Now we choose ,, = [log(1 + n)]™¢ with d = 77’2;; — 5, where 7 is the constant from

condition (L7). Observe that d > 1/2 (cf. (1)) and hence d,,v/logn — 0 as n — oo.
Thus in order to prove our theorem, it suffices to show that

1 — Fyy (x£0,) = [1 — (2)](1 + o(1)) (3.2)

and
P(n1/2a;V}n|Rn\ > 0,) = [1 — ®(x)]o(1), (3.3)

as n — oo, uniformly in the range —A < z < ¢/logn (A > 0). Fix an arbitrary A > 0.

Let us prove (B:2). Define ZZ.(n) = aV_V?n(W;(") - EWi(n)), i=1,...,n,n =12 ...,
and note that these r.v.’s form a triangular series of i.i.d. in each series r.v.’s. Further,
EZ™ =0, Varz™ = 1, and E|Z™P is bounded from above uniformly in n (because
W'fm is the Winsorized X;, and E|X; [P < 00). An application of a now classical result by
Rubin and Sethuraman (1965) for scheme series yields that

1 — Fy (x£8,) = [1 — Oz £ ,)](1 + o(1)) (3.4)

uniformly for z in the range 0 < x + 4, < ¢1y/logn, for every ¢; such that p > ¢ + 2,

where we choose ¢; > c¢. Furthermore, by CLT for ZZ.("), 1 =1,....,n, n = 1,2,...,
relation (3.4) holds true uniformly in the range —A; < x £+ 4,, < 0 for each A; > 0. Set
q = sup,ey |0,] = (log2)~® and put A; = A+ g. Then we obtain the validity of (3.4)
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uniformly in the range —A < z < c/logn + r,, where 1, = (¢; — ¢)y/logn — g — +0o0
as n — 0o0. At this point we apply Lemma Al of Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982),
where the asymptotic property of ® we need here is given in a convenient form. Since
dnv/logn = o(1), due to that lemma we obtain that 1 — ®(z +4,) = [1 — ®(x)](1 4+ o(1)),
uniformly in the range —A < z < ¢y/logn. Combining (B4]) and the latter arguments, we
find that (3.2)) is valid uniformly in the required range.

Let us prove ([B.3]). We first write

P(n'Poyl |Ra| > 6,) < P(n'Poy) | Rual > 6,/2) + P(n' 2oyl | Rusl > 6,/2),  (3.5)

where R, ., R,z denote the first and second integrals in (22]) respectively. We will
prove (B3] for the first probability on the r.h.s. of (B3], the treatment for the second
one is similar and therefore omitted. In view of our moment assumption, ow,, — 0 =
[Var(X1)]'/?, so it is sufficient to prove that

P(n"?|Rya| > L5,) = [1 — &(x)]o(1), (3.6)

as n — oo, uniformly in the range —A < x < c¢y/logn, where L stands for a positive
constant not depending on n, which may change its value from line to line. Notice that

1 1 2
< ~ cy/1 /2 3.7
1 —®(z) = 1— ®(cy/Togn) cviosni (3.7)

for x € [-A, cy/logn]. Hence (3.0) is implied by

P(n'?|Rya| > L6,) = 0 ((log n)_l/2n_c2/2> . (3.8)

Let us prove [8). We have n'/?|R, | = |n~/2 ZN“(’LZ%VQ y11(Xin — &a,)|, and by the

monotonicity in ¢ of the difference X;., — &,, we obtain

Y2 Ryol < n7Y2| Ny, — k| [ Xiin — ol (3.9)

Let Uy, ...,U, be a sample of independent (0, 1)-uniform distributed r.v.’s, and let U,
denote the corresponding order statistics. Set M,, = #{i : U; < «,}. Since the joint
distribution of Xj.,, and N, coincides with the joint distribution of F~1(U;.,,) and M,, ,
1=1,...,n, we have

P(n'2| Ry o] > L6y) < P(n~ 2| Mo, = kallF ™ (Ut,n) = F~ow)| > L6,) < P+ Py,
(3.10)
where

(|Ma — kn| > c1\/knlogn),
( 2\/k, log n|F~(Uy,.n) — F ()] >L<5n),
and ¢, is as before, i.e., 2+ ¢} < p, ¢ < c;. For P, by Bernstein’s inequality we obtain
Py < 2exp(—hy), (3.11)

with
ctlogn

21 — o + (c1/3)\/logn/kn (0 V1 —ay)]
8

I =




c% logn

Since «a,, — 0 and logn/k, — 0, n — oo, we get that h,, ~ . Hence h,, > s logn  for
some ¢ such that ¢ < ¢o < ¢q and all sufficiently large n. Then, relatlons B0 and GBHII)
together yield

P <2n7%% = [1 — &(z)]o(1), (3.12)

uniformly in the range —A < z < ¢y/logn.
It remains to estimate P, on the r.h.s. in (3.10). We have

P (o 12 =L n)— F~Yaw,)| > Lé,/+/logn)
<P(a V2 YU )| > L, /+/logn — a/2|F~Y( (an)])
=P (a V2 PN U, )| > Lé,/\/logn[1 — +/logn d," a,ll/2|F_1(an)|D. (3.13)

Since E|F~1(U1)]P < oo, we have a,|F~ ()P — 0, n — oo, and ay*|F~(ay)| =
p=2
o(a” ). From the other hand, a, = O((logn)™") (due to condition (L)), and

Viogn 6,1 < (log(1 + n))v% (by the choice of d,,). The latter computations yield that
the second term within square brackets on the r.h.s. in (813) is o(1), and hence it can be
omitted. Set p, = EUy, ., = define V,,(p,) = v/n(Ug,.n. — Pn), and let ¢; be as before

D)
(i.e., 24+ ¢; <p, ¢ <cy). Then we should evaluate

P(a)/*|F~ (Up,m)| > Lo, /+/logn) < Py + Py, (3.14)

=P ({o/?|F " (U,m)| > L6 /v/Togn} [ {|Va(pn)| < 11/ logn}),
P, :P(Wn(pn)| > vy, logn).

In order to estimate Pj, we can apply Inequality 1 from (Shorack and Wellner, 1986,
page 453). Then we obtain

Py =

ay, logn oy, logn ~
P, < [ 2 } [ 2 t ] 3.15
1 < exp [~ PR e [ B ) (315)

where 1; is the function defined in (Shorack and Wellner, 1986, page 453, formula (2)),

t, = clivgn\l}’g" = c“/"T“@/hLﬁ. By condition (L), ¢, — 0 as n — oo, hence t,, > —1

for all sufficiently large n, and by Proposition 1 in (Shorack and Wellner, 1986, page 455,

relation (12)), we find that ¥(t,) > - +2t Trar,73- Lhis and relation BI3) together yield

1
P < Qexp[ Oi”} = on~4/2, (3.16)

for each ¢y such that ¢ < ¢y < ¢; and for all sufficiently large n. Let M,, denote F~! (pn —

1 7%\/1951) VE  (p,+ ¢ 7%\/1951) then by monotonicity of F'~!, we get

Py <P(a)*M, > L5,/+/logn). (3.17)

Observe that p, £ ¢ Vo‘j/li’g" = a,(1+ O(,/log")) = a,(1 + o(1)), and using our mo-

ment assumption similarly as before, we find that o ’M, = 0((log n)_“’pz_f), whereas
on/V1ogn > (log(l +n))™ " % . Hence the quantity on the r.h.s. in (BI7) is equal to
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zero for all sufficiently large n. Relations (8.10), (3.12)-(3.14) and (B.16)-(3.17) together
imply (B.8), which entails ([B.3]). The theorem is proved.

Proof of Theorem 1.2l Let us first prove (LII)). By Lemma 211 we get ET, — u,, =
ER, . — ER, 3. Here and later on, we keep the notation introduced in the proof of the
previous theorem. Then,

nY2|ET, — p,| < n*?E|R,.| +n'?E|R, 4. (3.18)

We will estimate only the first term on the r.h.s. in (3.I8) (obviously the handling for the
second one is similar). As in the proof of Theorem [[T] (cf. (8:9)-(B.10))), we find that

n1/2E‘Rn,a‘ S71_1/213(“”% - anF_l(Ukn:n) - F_l(an)D

<n V2 [E(Ma, — kn)*E(F " (Upyn) — F ' (0))?] Y

=al/*(1 = @) [B(F ™ Us) = F 7 0))"]"

<0l/*(1 - a) 222 [(B(E U ))2 + 1P @)]. (319
By our moment assumption, we have |F~(a,))| = o(aﬁl/p). In order to estimate

(E(F~Y(Uy,.n))*)"? on the r.h.s. in (3.19), we apply Lemma 22l Then we obtain

(F7 Ukyn))*)"? < (an(1 = )P (EIXG )P = O(ag 7).

p—2 2

Hence, the quantity on the r.h.s. in BI9) is of the order O(an” ) = O((log n)_V%) =

o((logn)™"). Thus (LII) follows.
Next we prove (II5]) (using the additional condition (LI4])). We write

/an F(u) du+ /1 F () dul

0 1-Bn
<nl/? ( /0 P ()| du) + 2 ( /1 iﬁn IF~1(w))| du). (3.20)

As before, we estimate only the first term on the r.h.s. in (320). Since a,, — 0, our
moment assumption implies that for every K > 0 and sufficiently large n

n1/2\EX1 . —nl/2

Qn Qn p—1
n1/2/ |F~(u)| du §Kn1/2/ u_l/pdu:Knlﬂli an’®
0 0

:0<n1/2(n log n)_1/2> = 0<(logn)_1/2> (3.21)
(here condition (I.I4]) was applied). Relations (8:20) and (B.21]) yields (I.15]).

Let us prove ([.I2). Since under our moment assumption ow, — o as n — 00, it
suffices to show that o* — a3, = o((logn)~?). We have

0’ — opy, = / / (u A v —uv)dF ™ u) dF~(v). (3.22)

[071}2 \[a”hl_ﬁnp
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Due to the fact that a,, < 1/2 < 1 — , for all sufficiently large n and because of the
symmetry in our conditions for «,, and f3,, it is sufficient to estimate the integral over the
region 0 < u < a,, u < v < 1/2. We have

/ /1/2u/\v—uv dF ' (v)dF~* / /1/21—U dF~'(v) dF~(u)
< / y / 4F " (0) dF () = / u[F1(1/2) — F~(w)) dF~(u)

§|F_1(1/2)|/ udF_l(u)+/ u|F~Hu)| dF~(u). (3.23)
0 0
For the first integral on the r.h.s. in (8:23)) for sufficiently large n we obtain

(e 7%) (0773 2
/ wdF 7 (u) < an |[F 7 on)| + K/ u VP du < Kai—l/p_pl’
0 0 p—

where K is as before. For the second integral on the r.h.s. in (8.23)) similarly we find

Qn Qn, p— 2 3
/ u|F7 (u)| dF~(u) < K/ W AR L) < K2al=?P P =9 >
0 0 p—=

The latter computations imply that the quantity on the r.h.s. in ([3.23) is of the order

p—2
O(an” ), and by condition (I7) it is o((logn)~2).
Finally, we prove (LI3). In fact, we should show that
nVar(T,) — oy, = o((logn)™"). (3.24)
By Lemma 2.1

nVar(T,) = nVar(W, + R,) :O'%/’n +nVar(R,) + 2ncov(W,, R,)
<oy, +nVar(R,) + 20w (nVar(R,))"2,

Hence,
nVar(T,) — oy, < Dy + 20w DY, (3.25)

where

D,, =nVar(R,) =nVar(R, . — R.z)
<n[Var(Rpa) + Var(Ry,3) + 2(Var(R,.)Var(R, )" (3.26)

It remains to estimate Var(R, ). Write
VCLT’(RWX) < ER?@,Q Sn_2E[(Man - kn)2(F_1(Ukn:n) - F_l(an))2]

<n~? [E(Man — k) 'B(F ™ (Ukyin) — F—l(an))‘*} o e

By well-known formula for the forth moment of the binomial r.v., we have E(M,, —k,)* =
nan (1 — a1+ 3(n — 2)a, (1 — ay,)] < 3n2a2[1/k, + 1] ~ 3n?a?2. Further, we find that

E(F™ (Uk,n) = F~ o))" < S[E(F ™ (Un,n))" + (7 (0w))'],
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where by our moment assumption we have (F~!(a,))* = o(an /") and by Lemma 222,
E(F " (Up,m))* < Clow(l — o] YPE(| X)) = O(on*’"). Combining (327) and the

latter computations, we obtain that Var(R, .) = O(n_layll_z/ ). Similarly, we find that

Var(Ry 5)0(n~'3,"*"). Hence, by (B26),
Dn=<9«anvﬂwbﬂw)::ogkgnyﬂ). (3.28)

Relations (3.25) and (3.28) imply (3.24). Thus (LI3)) follows.

To complete the proof it remains to argue why one can replace the normalizing se-
quences fin, ow, in (LL8) as it was stated in Theorem [[L2l In fact, this is implied by
Theorem [[T, Lemma A.1 of [Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982) and relations (LII])-
(LI3), (LI5). Indeed, let A, denote ET,, or — under additional assumption (II4]) —
EX;, and let B, denote \/nVar(T,) or o. Put A\, = B,/own, Vn = nl/za‘}/?n(An — lhn).
By ([II)-(LI3) and (LI5), in each of these options we have v, = o((logn)™"/?) and
Ay — 1= 0((logn)_1). Fix an arbitrary A > 0 and ¢; such that ¢ < ¢; < /p — 2. Take
A; > A. By Theorem [I]

P(B;lnl/z(Tn —A,) > ZL’) =P (J{V?nnlﬂ(Tn — fn) > A+ I/n)
=[1 —®(N\x + 11,)](1 + 0o(1)), (3.29)

for x such that —A; < A,z + v, < ¢1v/logn. Note that for all sufficiently large n we have
MA(A —v,) > A and N\ (cv/logn —vy,) > cy/logn. Hence (3:29) holds uniformly in the
range —A < z < ¢y/logn. Finally, we note that since \/logn<\)\n — 142 v |Vn\> — 0 as
n — 0o, the Lemma A.1 of Vandemaele and Veraverbekd (1982) implies that [1 —®(\,x +
vn)] = [1 — ®(x)](1 + o(1)), uniformly in the range —A < z < c¢y/logn. This fact and
relation (3:29) together yield the result desired. The theorem is proved.

Proof of Theorem [I.3l Similarly as in the proof of Theorem [T we start with the
application of the Slutsky argument, where now we set d,, = (log(1 + n))~(/2+51) with an
arbitrary e; such that 0 < €1 < &, where ¢ is as in (I.I). Then, we notice again that it
suffices to prove that (8:2) and ([B:3) are valid uniformly in the range —A < x < ¢y/logn
(A > 0) (but now for each ¢ > 0). Fix arbitrary ¢, A > 0.

First we prove the validity of (8:2)). Since 0 < @y and b; < 1, the r.v.’s |WZ-(")| are

)

bounded from above uniformly in n. Hence the Cramér condition for r.v.’s WZ-(" is satisfied

uniformly in n, i.e. B < M < oo, for some positive M and all h > 0 and n € N.

Then an application of a large deviations result for the sum of i.i.d. r.v.’s W, (cf.,e.g., Feller
(1943); [Petrovi (1975)) yields

1= P, (z£6,) = [1 - &z +6,)](1 +o(1)), (3.30)

as n — oo, uniformly in the range —A; < x £ 6, = o(n'/%). Put A = A+ sup,cy6n =
A+ (log 2)~(/2+21) and notice that cy/logn = o(n'/% — §,). Hence we obtain that (3.30)
is valid uniformly in the range —A < z < c¢y/logn. An application of Lemma A.1 by
Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982) yields that [1 — ®(z £ 6,)] = [1 — ®(x)](1 + o(1))
uniformly in the range —A < x < ¢/logn.

Let us prove that ([3.3)) is valid uniformly in the range —A < x < ¢y/logn. As before,
we prove it only for R,,, i.e. for the first part of R,. Since 0 < ay, b; < 1 and because

12



liminf, ,o ow, > 0, the variance o, = Var(VVi(")) is bounded away from zero and
infinity. So, taking into account (B.7) (cf. also (B.8))), we see that it suffices to prove that

P(nVQHﬁMJ:>[ﬁn)::0<00gn)_”2n_&m>, (3.31)

where L denote a positive constant not depending on n, which may change its value.
Similarly as in the proof of Theorem [LT], we write

P(n'?|R, 0| > L6,) < P(n™"?| Mo, — kol |[F 7 (Upyin) — F~aw)| > L6y,)

<P(|M,, — kn| > c1v/annlogn) +P(y/log(n + )| FHUg,m) — F ()| > Ldy),
(3.32)
where ¢; > ¢. For the first probability on the r.h.s. in (3:32)) we find (cf. (311)-(312)) that
for ¢ < ¢y < ¢; and all sufficiently large n it does not exceed 2n~%/2 which is [1 — ®(z)]o(1),
as n — 0o, uniformly in the range —A < x < c¢y/logn. It remains to evaluate the second
probability on the r.h.s. in (3:32)). It is equal to
L

P(|F™ Usyn) = F~Ham)| > (log(1 + n))(HEl))

< P, + P, (3.33)

where

=P ({|F~ (Ub,:n) = F~H(a)| >

Py :P(|Vn(an)\ > v/ oy, logn),

where ¢; is as before (i.e., ¢; > ¢) and V,,(«v,) = v/n(Uk, ., — ). By the monotonicity of
F~1 we get

Ly HIValen)] < erv/anlogn})),

(1og(1 +

Py < P(|Gu(er)] V [Gul—e1)| > L{log(1 +n))~0+0), (3.34)

and by condition (LI8) and due to the fact that ¢; < e, the probability P, is zero
for all sufficiently large n. Finally, by the same way as in the proof of Theorem [I1]
(cf. (315)-(3.18)), an application of Inequality 1 from [Shorack and Wellner (1986) yields

that P, < 2exp[ 3 10%"] = 2n~%/2 for all sufficiently large n and some ¢y such that

¢ < ¢3 < ¢1. The latter computations imply (3.3I)). Hence (B.3) holds true as n — oo,
uniformly in the range —A < x < ¢y/logn, for each ¢ > 0 and A > 0. The theorem is
proved.

Proof of Theorem [I.4l First we prove ([L19)), starting from relation (B.I8]) and noting
that it suffices to evaluate n'/2E|R,, ,|. Similarly as in the proof of Theorem [L2 (cf. (3.19),
we first write

nPE|R, o) <n VP [E(Ma, — k) B(F Uk, m) — F(an))?]
—a!?(1 = ap) 2 [B(F " (Upyn) — F ()]

<K[E(F " (Upm) — F~ ()], (3.35)
where K is some positive constant not depending on n. Set & = {|U,.n — | < ¢ %;’g"}
and let 1¢ denote the indicator of the event £. Then we can write

[E(F ™ (Uk,n) — F ()]
—[B((F " (Uryn) — F ) 1e) + E((F (Upyn) — F~ Y (a))?1g)]
<[(G2(e) v GE(=)"? + [B((F ™ (Uk,n) — F~Han)) '] [PE)]". (3.36)
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By condition (II8)), the first term on the r.h.s. in (B:30) is of the order O((logn)~(1+9)).
By our moment assumption and Lemma 2.2 the first factor of the second term on the
r.hs. in (3.36) is O(1), and by the Inequality 1 from [Shorack and Wellner (1986), for the
second factor we get P(€) = o(n~¢"/%). Hence, the second term on the r.h.s. in (36) is
of negligible order for our purposes and contributes to the first one. The latter estimates

and (3.35)-(3.36) imply (LI9).
Finally, we prove (L20). Similarly to the proof of Theorem (cf. (3:24)), we notice
that it suffices to show that

nVar(T,) — opy,, = O((logn)~ 9. (3.37)

Then, we repeat relations (3.25)-(B.27) from the proof of Theorem [[L2l Thus, we see that
one should evaluate the quantity on the r.h.s. in (3:27)), but now under the conditions of
Theorem [l Similarly as before, we find that E(M,, — k,)* < 3n?. So it remains to
estimate [E(F~'(Uy,..) — F~(a,))Y]"/?, for which — by the same way as in (3.36) — we
get the bound of the order O((logn)~21*¢)). Hence D,, = nVar(R,) = O((logn)~20+9)
(cf. 328)), and since nVar(T,) — o, = O(Dy/?), relation (B37) follows.

To complete the proof, it remains to argue the possibility of replacing p,, and ow,,
in relation (LY) by ET,, and \/nVar(T,) respectively. Again we set A, = ET,,, B, =
vnVar(T,), \n = By/own, Vn = nl/zaﬁ/?n(/ln—un). Fix arbitrary ¢, A > 0, A; > A, ¢; >
c. Then, using Theorem and the argument below relation (3.29), we find that (3.29)
holds uniformly in the range —A < x < ¢y/logn. Furthermore, since \/@O)\n — 112V

|Vn\) — 0asn — oo (due to (LI9)-(T20)), by Lemma A.1 of Vandemaele and Veraverbeke

(1982), we obtain that [1 — ®(A,z + 1,)] = [1 — ®(x)](1 + o(1)), uniformly in the range
—A < x < cylogn. The theorem is proved.
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