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1 Introduction and main results

The theory of large deviations is one of the main branches in the probability
theory and its applications. There is an extensive literature on this subject for the
various classes of statistics, especially for the classical case of sums of independent
random variables (see, e.g., [Petrov (1975); [Saulis and Statulevicius (1991)) and
for some types of sums of dependent variables, e.g., for U-statistics (see, e.g.,
Borovskikh and Weber (2003); [Lai et al. (2011), and the references therein).

In contrast, there are only a few papers on this topic for L-statistics. In the
case of non-trimmed L-statistics with coefficients generated by a smooth on (0, 1)
weight function, the Cramér type large and moderate deviations were studied
by [Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982); |Aleskeviciene (1991). A highly sharp
result on Cramér type large deviations for non-trimmed L-statistics with a smooth
weight function was established by Bentkus and Zitikis (1990).

For the case of heavy truncated L-statistics, i.e., the case when the weight
function is zero outside some interval [a, 5] C (0,1), a result on Cramér type
large deviations was first obtained by |Callaert et al. (1982): more recently, the
latter result was extended and strengthened in (Gribkoval (2016), where a different
approach than in (Callaert et al. (1982) was proposed and implemented.
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To conclude this introduction we want to mention a paper by |Gao and Zhao
(2011), where a general delta method in the theory of Chernoff’s type large and
moderate deviations suggested and illustrated by many examples including M-
estimators and L-statistics. Some interesting results on Chernoff’s type large
deviations for (non-trimmed) L-statistics with smooth weight function were ob-
tained also by Boistard (2007).

In this article we supplement our previous work on Cramér type large devia-
tions for trimmed L-statistics (cf. |Gribkova (2016)) by some results on moderate
deviations. Our approach here is the same as in|Gribkova (2016): we approximate
the trimmed L-statistic by a non-trimmed L-statistic with coefficients generated
by a smooth on (0,1) weight function, where the approximating (non-trimmed)
L-statistic is based on order statistics corresponding to a sample of auxiliary
i.i.d. Winsorized observations. We apply a result on moderate deviations due
to [Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982) to the approximating L-statistic and es-
timate suitably the remainder term of our approximation.

Let X1, Xs,... be a sequence of independent identically distributed (i.i.d.)
real-valued random variables (r.v.’s) with common distribution function F', and
for each integer n > 1 let Xj., < --- < X,,.,, denote the order statistics based on
the sample Xq,..., X,,.

Consider the trimmed L-statistic given by

n—mn

Ln :n_l Z Ci,nXi:na (11)

i=kn+1

where ¢;,, € R, k,,, m,, are two sequences of integers such that 0 < k,, <n—m,, <
n. Put a,, = k,/n, B, = my/n. It will be assumed throughout this paper that

a, > a, B,—pF, 0<a<l-p<l1, (1.2)

as n — 00, i.e. we focus on the case of heavy trimmed L-statistic.

Define the left-continuous inverse of F: F~(u) = inf{z : F(z) > u}, 0 <u <
1, F71(0) = F~Y07"), and let F},, F;! denote the empirical distribution function
and its inverse respectively.

We will consider also the trimmed L-statistics with coefficients generated by
a weight function:

n—"mp 1—Bn
L=t S X = [ IwE ) du, (13
i=kn+1 “n
where c?’n =n (ZZ/_" /n J(u) du, and J is a function defined in an open set I such

that [a, 1 — 3] C I C(0,1).
To state our results, we will need the following set of assumptions.

(i) J is Lipschitz in I, i.e. there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

|J(u) — J(v)| < Clu—v|, V u,vel (1.4)
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(ii) There exists a positive € such that for each t € R

F~ Y a+ty/logn/n) — F7'(a) = O((logn) =),
F7'(1 - B+ty/logn/n) — F7*(1 = ) = O((logn) ) (1.5)
asn — o0o.

(iii) max(|a, — af, |8, — B]) = O( 1Og") asn — oo.

n

(iv) For some € >0

n—mn o B 1 7
2l =l =0 o) (16)

Define a sequence of centering constants

1-6n
o = / J(w)F~ Y (u) du. (1.7)

Since a,, — «, 3, — B as n — oo, both variables L2 and pu, are well defined for
all sufficiently large n.

It is well known (see, e.g., [Mason and Shorack (1990); IStigler (1974);
van der Vaart (1998)) that when the inverse F~! is continuous at two points a
and 1 — /3, the smoothness condition (L4 implies the weak convergence to the
normal law: /n(LY — p,) = N(0,0?), where

1-8  1-8
o2 = 02(J, F) = / / J@)J(0)(u A v — wv) dF- () dF-'(v),  (1.8)

where u A v = min(u, v); we will also use the notation u V v for max(u, v).
Here and in the sequel, we use the convention that fab = f[a b when integrating

with respect to the left continuous integrator F'~1. All along the article, we assume
that o > 0.
Define the distribution functions of the normalized L, and L? respectively

F,(x) = P{Vn(Ln — pn) /0 < @}, Fro(o) = P{/n(Ly — pn)/o <z} (1.9)

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

Theorem 1.1 Suppose that F~' satisfies condition (ii) and that condition (iii)
holds for the sequences cv,, and [3,. In addition, assume that there exists a function
J satisfying condition (i) such that (iv) holds for the weights ¢;,. Then

1= Fp,(z) = [1 = ®(x)](1 +o(1)),
Fp, (—z) = ®(—x)(1 + o(1)), (1.10)

as n — oo, uniformly in the range —A < x < cy/logn, for each ¢ > 0 and A > 0.
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The proof of our results is relegated to Section [3]

Theorem [LT] directly implies the following corollary.
Corollary 1.1 Let ¢;,, = ¢}, = nf(zi/_nl)/n J(w)du (k,+1<1i<n—m,), where
J is a function satisfying (1). Assume that conditions (ii) and (iii) are satisfied.

Then relations (LIQ) with L, = L% hold true, for each ¢ > 0 and A > 0,
uniformly in the range —A < x < cy/logn.

Finally, we state a version of Theorem [T, where the scale factor o/n'/? is
replaced by / Var(L,). A very mild moment condition will be required now to
ensure the existence of the variance of L,,.

Theorem 1.2 Suppose that the conditions of Theorem[I 1] hold true. In addition,
assume that E|X|" < oo for some v > 0. Then

Var(Ly,)
o/\/n
where v =e A€ (g, & are as in (LO) and (L3) respectively).

Moreover, relations (LIQ) remain valid for each ¢ > 0 and A > 0, uniformly
in the range —A < x < cy/logn, if we replace o/n'/? in definition of Fy,(x)

(cf. (L9)) by +/Var(L,).

=1+ O((logn)~0), (1.11)

2 Stochastic approximation for L!

Let &, = F7Y(v), 0 < v < 1, be the v-th quantile of F and W; denote X;
Winsorized outside of (£,,&1-5]. In other words

gau XZ S gay
Wi=4q Xi, & <Xi<&-s, (2.1)
§1-p, &1-p < Xi.

Let W;.,, denote the order statistics, corresponding to Wy, ..., W,,, the sample
of n i.i.d. auxiliary random variables.

Similarly as in |Gribkova (2016), we will approximate L,, by a linear combina-
tion of the order statistics W, with the coefficients generated by the following
weight function

J(a), u < a,
Jop(u) =< J(u), a<u<l-—g, (2.2)
J1=75), 1-p<u

defined in [0, 1]. It is obvious that if J is Lipschitz in /, i.e. satisfies condition (L.4])
with some positive constant C', then the function J,, is Lipschitz in [0, 1] with some
constant C,, < C.

Consider the auxiliary non-truncated L-statistic given by

n 1
Ly=n""Y GuWiy = / Jo (W) G () du, (2.3)
i=1 0
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where ¢;, = n (ZZ/_" 1/ Jw(u) du. Define the centering constants

by = /0 T ()G () du. (2.4)

Since W; has the finite moments of any order and because J,, is Lipschitz,
the distribution of the normalized L,, tends to the standard normal law (see,
e.g., [Stigler (1974))

\/ﬁ(zn - Uzn)/U(Jwa G) = N(O, 1)>

where the asymptotic variance is given by

02(Jw,G):/O /0 Jo (W) Jy(v)(w A v — uv) dGH(u) dG™(v). (2.5)

Observe that for u € (a, 1 — 8] we have J,(u) = J(u), G~ (u) = F~'(u), and
that dG~'(u) = 0 for u ¢ (o, 1 — []. This yields the equality of the asymptotic
variances

0*(Jy, G) = 0*(J, F) = o* (2.6)

of the truncated L-statistic L and the non-truncated L-statistic L, based on the
Winsorized random variables.

Define the binomial random variable N, = #{i : X; < &,}, where 0 < v < 1.
Put A, = N,/n, B, =(n— Ni_g)/n.

The following lemma provides us a useful representation which is crucial in
our proofs. This lemma is proved in (Gribkova, 2016, Lemma 2.1), therefore here
we present only its statement.

Lemma 2.1 (Gribkova (2016))

L?L — Hn = Zn - ,ufn + Rna (27)
where R,, = rRY + Rg);
An 1-Bn
RY = [ a0 - - [ @E @ - ol (28)
a 1-3
and
o 1-8
R® = / J)[F (u) — F~Yu)] du — / JW)[F (u) — F~(u)] du. (2.9)
[e7%% l_ﬁn

Remark 2.1 It should be noted that the method based on the L-statistic approx-
imation was first applied in (Gribkova (2016); it can be viewed as a development of
the approach proposed in|Gribkova and Helmers (2006, 2007, 12014), where the sec-
ond order asymptotic properties (Berry—Esseen bounds and one term Edgeworth
type expansions) for (intermediate) trimmed means and their Studentized and
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bootstrapped versions were established. In the articles mentioned we constructed
U-statistic type approximations for (intermediate) trimmed means, where we used
sums of auxiliary i.i.d. Winsorized observations as the linear terms; in order to get
the second (quadratic) U-statistic terms, we applied some special Bahadur—Kiefer
representations of von Mises statistic type for (intermediate) sample quantiles
(cf. \Gribkova and Helmers (2012)).

3 Proofs
Proof of Theorem [1.7]1 Obviously it suffices to prove the first of relations (L10).
Set ~
Vi=Ly—L=n">" (cin— ) Xin- (3.1)
i=kn+1
Lemma 271 and relation (B.1]) yield
Ly — ptn = Ly — pz. + Ry + V. (3.2)

An application of the classical Slutsky argument to (3.2) gives that, for § > 0,
1 — Fp, (x) is bounded above and below by

P{Vi(Ly = pz,)/0 > =28} + P{Vn|R,| /o > 6} + P{Va|V,|/o > 5} (3.3)

and

P{Vi(Ln — pz,)/o > 2+ 26} = P{VilRal /o > 8} — P{/AlVal/o > 6} (3.4
respectively. Fix arbitrary ¢ > 0 and A4 > 0. Set § = &, = (log(n + 1))_1/2_51,
where 0 < €1 < ¢ A€, and ¢, € are as in conditions ( ii) and (iv) respec-
tively(cf (LH)-(L6)). From (B3)) and (34) it immediately follows that to prove
our theorem it suffices to show that

P{Va(Ly = pz,)/0 > £28,} = [1 = ®(x)](1+ (1)), (3.5)
P{Vn|Ry|/o > 0.} = [1 = ©(x)]o(1), (3.6)
P{vn|V,|/o > 6.} = [1 = ®(x)]o(1), (3.7)

uniformly in the range —A < z < c\/@.

Let us prove (3.3). Observe that L, represents a non-truncated L-statistic
based on the sample Wi,..., W, of iid. bounded random variables; and
since its weight function J,, is Lipschitz in [0,1], we can apply a result by
Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982). Set A = 2sup,~; 6, = 2/(log2)¥/2+1,
Since E|W;[P < M < oo (for each p > 0 with some M > 0), by Theorem 1 (i) of
Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982)

P{Vn(L, — pz )]0 >x£28,} = [1 - ®(x £25,)[(1 +0(1)),  (3.8)
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uniformly with respect to x such that —(A + A) < z 4+ 26, < c¢/logn,
where we may take ¢; > ¢. Hence (B.8) holds uniformly in the range —A <
x < cy/logn for all sufficiently large n. Further, we apply Lemma Al of
Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982) (in which the required asymptotic property
of ® is given in a very convenient form). Since d,v/logn = o(1), due to that
lemma we obtain that 1 — ®(z £4,) = [1 — ®(2)](14 o(1)) uniformly in the range
—A <z < ¢y/logn. Summarizing, we find that (31) is valid, uniformly in the
range required.

Let us prove (3.6). First, we argue similarly to the corresponding place in
(Gribkova, 2016, Theorem 1.1). Let I 1(j ) and 120 ) denote the first and the second
terms of RY (cf. (Z8)—(23)) respectively, j = 1,2. Then R, = IV — 1{V 4+ 1® —
]2(2) and

P{Va|Ri| /o > 8,} <Y P{ValL /o > 6,/4} + 3 PVl | fo > 6,/4}.
k=1 k=1

(3.9)
Notice that for z € [—A, cv/logn]

1 1 2
< ~cy/1 </, 3.10
1—®(x) = 1 —®(cy/logn) cyloenn (310)

Hence, it suffices to show that for each positive C' (in particular for C' = o/4),

P{VHMSH>>C@Je:o(aogny4ﬂn—3ﬂ), kj=1,2, (3.11)

as n — 0o. We will prove (811 for ]1(1) and ]1(2) (the treatment of 12(1) and 12(2) is
similar and therefore omitted).

Consider [1(1). First, note that if o < A, then maxye(a,a,) |F, (1) — &| =
§o — Xinal+1n < &a — Xpnapn, as F, 1 is monotonic. Here and in what follows [z]
represents the greatest integer function. Similarly we find that if A, < «a, then
maXye(a,.a) |Fry (1) = &l = Xjnajm — &a- Furthermore, by the Lipschitz condition
for J, there exists a positive K such that max,cpo1) Juw(u) < sup,e;J(u) < K.
This yields

An

Let Uy, ..., U, be a sample of independent (0, 1)-uniform distributed random
variables, U, — the corresponding order statistics. Set M, = #{i : U; < a}.
Since the joint distribution of X;., and N, coincides with the joint distribution of
F~YU,) and M, i=1,...,n, we have

P{Vn|IV| > C6,} < P{n*|M, — an||F " (Upajm) — F ()] > C6,}
< P + P, (3.13)



where

P =P{|M, — an| > ¢;\/nlogn},
Py =P{|F ™" (Upajn) — F~"(a)] > C(log(n + 1))~0+=},
where we choose ¢; > c¢. Here and in the sequel, C' stands for a positive constant

not depending on n, which may change its value from line to line.
For P, by Bernstein’s inequality we obtain

Py < 2exp(—hy), (3.14)
with h, = 2[1+;§\h/)ign/n)} ~ cilgg". Hence P, = o((logn)~"/?n~<"/?). Next we

estimate P, on the r.h.s. in (BI3). To shorten notation, let k, = [na], p, =
EUk, ., = ko/(n+1), and note that 0 < a—p, < (a+1)/(n+1) = O(1/n). Define
Vo(pa) = V/N(Uk,.n — pa) and let € denote the event {|V,(pa)| < c1v/palogn},
where as before ¢ is an arbitrary number such that ¢; > ¢. Put M,, = |[F ' (p, +

civ/palogn/n) — F7(pa)| V[ F7 (pa — c1\/Palogn/n) — F~(p,)|. Then we have
Py, < P{M, > C(log(n +1))"U)} + P{E}. (3.15)

By condition (ii), and because of £; > ¢, the first probability on the r.h.s. in (3.15])
is zero for all sufficiently large n. In order to estimate the second probability on
the r.h.s. in (B.I5), we can apply Inequality 1 given in (Shorack and Wellner,
1986, page 453). Then we obtain

_ 1 logn ~
P{E} < exp {—ﬁ%] + exp [—cf Ognw(tn)], (3.16)

where QZ is the function defined in (Shorack and Wellner, 1986, page 453, for-

mula (2)), t, = ¢ 10%. Since t, — 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,) > m This and relation (3.16) together
imply that

- 1
P{€} < 2exp [—cg og;n] — 2~ %3/2, (3.17)
for each ¢y such that ¢ < ¢y < ¢ and for all sufficiently large n. Summarizing, we
get that P, = o((logn)~"/?n="/?), and the desired bound (Z.IT)) for 1Y follows.

Next we prove (B1I) for I\”. Define a sequence of intervals T',, = [ A,V
ap, + 1/n), then we obtain

11| = < Klay, — a|D,, (3.18)

/ CJW)F () — F(0)] du

where D,, = max;.;/mer, |Ximn — F~H(i/n)| V | Xs — F71((i — 1)/n)|. By condi-
tion (iii), the estimate (3.I8]) implies that

P{yn|I?| > C6,} <P{D,. > Cllog(n + 1))}, (3.19)
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where D, , = max;.i/ner, |~ (Uin) — F71(i/n)| V |F~YUs,) — F7H(i — 1)/n)]|.
Define V,,(p;) = vVn(Ui., — pi), where p; = EU;,, = i/(n + 1), and let &; denote
the event {|V,,(p;)| < c1v/pilog n}, where now we take ¢; such that ¢? > ¢ +1/2.
Then by condition (ii), we find that

P{ValIl’| >} <P{ |J &}< Y P (3.20)
i:i/ne€ly, i:i/nely,

Similarly as before, using Inequality 1 from [Shorack and Wellner (1986), for each
i:i/n €T, we obtain that

510
P{&} < 2exp[ in} — 2~ %3/2,

with some ¢y such that ¢ > ¢2 > ¢ + 1/2, and since by condition (iii) #{i :

i/n € T,} = O(vnlogn), it follows from [320) that P{\/n|I?| > C6,} =
o((logn)~1/2n=¢"/2). This completes the proof of (3I1)), which implies that (5.0)
holds true uniformly in the range —A < z < c¢y/logn.

Let us finally prove that (8.7) is valid uniformly in the range —A < z <
cy/logn. By condition (iv), there exists b > 0 such that

\/E|Vn| < b(log n)_(1/2+€)(|X(kn+l):n| \% |X(n—mn):n|)>
for all sufficiently large n. Thus,

P (\/E|Vn|/0' > 5n> <P (|X(kn+1):n| V |X(n_mn):n| > C(log(n + 1))€_81)
< P3+ Py,
where P3 = (|an+1 | > C(log(n+1))"), Py =P(|Xp—m,)n| > Clog(n-+
1))¥71), and £ — & > 0 by the choice of £;. Let us estimate P (the treatment
for P, is same and therefore omitted). We have
P3 =P (|F Y U,w1 \ > C(log(n+ 1))7)

(‘F (kn+1): } + ‘F } > O(log(n + 1))~ 51) ,

P (|F (Ukyrrpn) = F ' (pa,)| > Cllog(n + 1)) (1 +0(1))),  (3.21)
where p,, = EUg,11)m- Arguing similarly as when estimating P, (cf. (3.15)-

B.I7)), we find that the r.h.s. of B2 is o((logn)~"/?n~¢"/2). This completes
the proof of (3.7) and the theorem. [J

Proof of Theorem [1.2] Let us first prove relation (LII)). By Lemma 2] and
relation ([B.2]), we have

Var(L,) = Var(zn) + Var(R, + V,,) + QCov(zn, R, +V,).

Since W; are bounded, the conditions in (Vandemaele and Veraverbeke, (1982,
Theorem 2 (ii), page 431) are satisfied, and hence

o2/ Var(L,) = 1 4+ O(n~/?)
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Further, we have

n|cov(Ln, Ry + V)| < n[Var(Ly,) Var(R, + V,,)]*/?
= o[nVar(R, + V,)]Y2(1 + O(n~Y%)).
The latter three relations imply that in order to prove (L)), it suffices to show

that
nVar(R, +V,) = O((logn)~ %), (3.22)

where v = £ A €, and ¢, € are the constants from conditions (ii) and (iv) respec-
tively. We have

2
nVar(R, + V) < nB(R, + V,)? < 5n[z BE(1Y)’ + EV? ] , (3.23)
k,j=1

where [ ,gj ) are as in (39)-(@II). We will show that
nE(I7)* = O((logn)~2149), nE(1¥)* = O((logn)" %)), j=1,2, (3.24)
and that )
nEV;? = O((logn)~0+%9). (3.25)
Relations (3:23)-([3.25) imply the desired bound (3.22)).

Let us prove the first relation in (3:24]). We will consider in detail only the
case k = 1 (the treatment in the case k = 2 is same and therefore omitted). Let
as before k, = [an] and k, = a,n. By ([B.12) and the Schwarz inequality, we have

E([l(l))2 §K2 [E(An - a)4E(Xka:n - 5&)4]1/2
=K’n"2[E(N, — an)*E(Xg,.. — &)*Y2
By well-known formula for 4-th moments of a binomial random variable, we have

E(N, —an)? = 3a*(1 —a?)n?(1+ o(1)). Thus, there exists a positive constant C'
independent of n such that

nE(I1")* < CIB(Xp,0 — &)1 (3.26)

for all sufficiently large n. Fix arbitrary ¢ > 0, A > 0. Let p,, V,(p) and
the event £ be as when estimating P, in the proof of Theorem [[L1] and ¢; is
an arbitrary constant such that ¢; > ¢. Then we can write

E(Xiyin — &) = B(F ™ (Ukym) = F7 (@) Le] + E[(F ™ (Ugn) — F~ (@) "15].

By a well known property of the order statistics (see, e.g., (Gribkova, 1995, Tho-
erem 1), and due to our moment assumption, E|F~Y(Uy, .,|* is bounded from
above for each k£ > 0. Then by condition (ii), the latter quantity is of the order
O((logn)=10+9) 4+ P(€)) = O((logn)_4(1+€)) (cf. (3IT) ). This bound and (3.28])
together imply that nE( ) = O((logn)~21+9).
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Consider 11(2). By condition (iii), there exists L > 0 such that (o, — a)? <
Llogn/n, for all sufficiently large n. Then in view of ([BI8) we obtain

nB(IP)? < nK?(a, — @)’ED? < LK*lognED?. (3.27)
Hence, to get the second bound in (3.24)), it suffices to show that
ED? = O((logn) 29}, (3.28)

and since D, , 2 D, u, it suffices to prove ([B.28) for D, ,. Let p;, V,(p;) and the
event & be as in the proof of Theorem [[.T| when estimating of ]1(2) (cf. (BI9)-
(3:20), where we now take ¢; such that ¢? > ¢*+1/2. Let 1¢, denote the indicator
of the event & Then we have

EDEL,U = E(Dgl,u]‘mz i/n€ly 5i) + E(Di,u]‘Ul i/n€ln Ei) : (329)

By condition (ii) the first term on the rh.s. in B:29) is O((logn)~2*9)), and
since EDfL,u is bounded from above for each k& > 0, there exists a positive constant
M, not depending on n, such that for all sufficiently large n

E(D,.1y, ... 5) < MP{ U &}<m > PiE} (3.30)
i:i/nely, i:i/ne€ly,
Similarly to the proof of Theorem [I.1] (cf. (8:20))), we find that the magnitude on
the r.h.s. in (B.30) is of the order o((logn)~"/?n~=¢"/?). Summarizing, we obtain
the validity of the second relation in (B8.24]).
We now turn to the proof of ([3.25]). We have

n—mn

2
nEVn2 S n_l< Z |Ci7n - C(i),n|) E(Xlzn—l—l:n \ Xs—mnn)
i:k7l+1
Due to our moment assumption we have E(X? ., vV X2 ) = O(1), and by
condition (iv) we get (377" |cin — c?7n|)2 = O(n (logn)~(*29)). These bounds

and the latter displayed estimate yield ([8.25). Thus, relation (LIl is proved.

In order to complete the proof of our theorem, it remains to argue the possibil-
ity of the replacement o /n'/? by \/Var(L,) in (LI0) without affecting the result.
We prove it for the first relation in (I.I0), for the second one it will then follow
from the first one if we replace ¢;,, by —c; .

Fix arbitrary ¢ > 0 and A > 0, set \, = 0~ 'n/2/Var(L,) and write

P((Ln = pin)//Var(Ly) > x) 1= Fp, (Az) 1 —®(\,2)

1— ®(z) o 1-0(\a2) 1-9(x)

Set B = Asup,cy Ay Since A, — 1, the number B exists. Hence by Theorem [I.1],
the first ratio on the r.h.s. in (B3I tends to 1 as n — oo, uniformly in x
such that —B < M,z < c¢y/logn, hence in particular uniformly in the range
—A < 2 < ¢y/logn. Furthermore, we see that |\, — 1|'/2y/logn — 0, which is
due to the fact that [\, — 1]'/* = O((logn)~(!/>#")). Hence, by Lemma Al from
Vandemaele and Veraverbeke (1982), the second ratio on the r.h.s. in (B.31]) also
tends to 1, uniformly in the range —A < x < ¢y/logn. The theorem is proved. [

(3.31)
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