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LIMIT THEOREMS FOR A STABLE SAUSAGE
WOJCIECH CYGAN, NIKOLA SANDRIC, AND STJEPAN SEBEK

ABSTRACT. In this article, we study fluctuations of the volume of a stable sausage
defined via a d-dimensional rotationally invariant a-stable process. As the main results,
we establish a functional central limit theorem (in the case when d/a > 3/2) with a
standard one-dimensional Brownian motion in the limit, and Khintchine’s and Chung’s
laws of the iterated logarithm (in the case when d/a > 9/5).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X = {X;}+>0 be a Lévy process in R? defined on a probability space (2, F,P). A
Lévy sausage associated with the process X and a given compact set K C R, on the time
interval [s,t], 0 < s <, is the random set defined as

SK[s, 1] = | {Xu+ K}

If s = 0 we use the notation S& = S¥[0,¢]. Let A\(dr) be the Lebesgue measure on R?
and let us denote by

VEs,t] = A(S¥[s,t])
the volume of the Lévy sausage S¥[s, ] (we write VE = A\(SK)). Already Spitzer [23]
linked VX with the first hitting time 75 = inf{s > 0: X, € K} via the identity

(1.1) E[VE] :/ P.(tx <t)dz, t>0,
R4

where P, is the probability measure related to the process X started at € R%. Port and
Stone [22, Theorem 11.1] proved that if X is transient then

EVS]

(1.2) Jim = Cap(K),
where Cap(K) is the capacity of K associated with the process X. Hawkes [ 1] observed
that in view of the subadditivity of the process {V/};5, that is,

VE, < VE 4+ VE[s, s+ 1, s,t >0,

eq. (1.2) combined with Kingman’s ergodic theorem (cf. [16, Theorem Ch. I, 5.6]) and
[15, Proposition 3.12] implies the following strong law of large numbers
1.3 li Vit _ Cap(K P
(1.3) Jim = = ap(K) -a.s.

More satisfactory limit theorems for the volume of a Lévy sausage are known if X is
a standard Brownian motion. In this case S¥ is called a Wiener sausage, and there is
a vast amount of literature concerning its asymptotic behavior. The pioneering work [0]
was due to Donsker and Varadhan were they established a large deviation principle for
the volume of a Wiener sausage. Their result was extended by Eisele and Lang [%] to the
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case when the driving process is a standard Brownian motion with drift, and to a class
of elliptic diffusions by Sznitman [29], while Okura investigated similar questions for a
certain class of symmetric Lévy processes. Le Gall [17] obtained a central limit theorem for
the volume of a Wiener sausage in dimensions d > 2, with different normalizing sequences
and distributions in the limit for d = 2, d = 3 and d > 4, respectively. More recently, van
den Berg, Bolthausen and den Hollander [34] studied the problem of intersections of two
Wiener sausages, see also [31], [32] and [33]. For further limit theorems for the volume of
a Wiener sausage see [3], [12] and [35]. We remark that first studies on a Wiener sausage
were motivated by its applications in physics [I4]. We refer the reader to the book by
Simon [27] for a comprehensive discussion on this topic.

In the present article, we focus on the limit behavior of the volume of a stable sausage,
that is, a Lévy sausage corresponding to a stable Lévy process. Asymptotic behavior of
stable sausages has not been extensively studied yet. In the seminal paper [6] Donsker
and Varadhan obtained a large deviation principle for the volume of a stable sausage.
Some other works were concerned with the expansion of the expected volume of a stable
sausage. More precisely, Getoor [J] proved eq. (1.2) for rotationally invariant a-stable
processes with d > a and for any compact set K. He also investigated the first order
asymptotics of the difference E[VX] — t Cap(K ), whose form depends on the value of the
ratio d/a, see [9, Theorem 2]. The second order terms in this expansion were found by
Port [21] for all strictly stable processes satisfying some extra assumptions. In [24] Rosen
established asymptotic expansions for the volume of a stable sausage in the plane with the
coefficients represented by n-fold self-intersections of the stable process. In this article,
we obtain a central limit theorem for the volume of a stable sausage. We then apply this
result to study convergence of the volume process in the Skorohod space, and establish
the corresponding functional central limit theorem. Finally, we also obtain Khintchine’s
and Chung’s laws of the iterated logarithm for this process.

Before we formulate our results, we briefly recall some basic notation from the potential
theory of stable processes. Let X be a rotationally invariant stable Lévy process of index
a € (0,2], that is, a Lévy process whose bounded continuous transition density p(t, x) is
uniquely determined by the Fourier transform

1 = [ 609 p(t0) o
R4

where (z,€) stands for the inner product in RY, |x| = (z,2)'/? is the Euclidean norm,
and dr = A(dz). We assume that X is transient, which holds if (and only if) d > «. Its
Green function is then given by G(z) = [~ p(t, ) dt. Let B(R?) denote the family of all
Borel subsets of R%. For each B € B(RY) there exists a unique Borel measure up(dz)
supported on B € B(R?) such that

(1.4) P, (7 < 00) = / Gl ) sy

The measure pp(dz) is called the equilibrium measure of B, and its capacity Cap(B) is
defined as the total mass of ug(dz), that is, Cap(B) = up(B). We denote by B(z,r) the
closed Euclidean ball centered at # € R of radius » > 0. In the case when r = 1 and
x =0, we write B = B(0, 1). If B = B(0,r) then the measure pp(dy) has a density which

1/2

is proportional to (r — |y|?)~%/2. In particular, we have (see for instance [30])
'(d/2)
Cap(B) = :
w®) = T+ =)/

In the case when K = B, we simply write V; instead of VP (and similarly S; for SP).
Let NV(0, 1) denote the Gaussian random variable with mean zero and variance one. Our
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central limit theorem (see Theorem 2.1) for the volume of a stable sausage asserts that if
d/a > 3/2 then there exists a constant 0 = o(d, a) > 0 such that

Vi—tCap(B) @, N(0,1),

cr\/i_ﬁ t,/fo0
where convergence holds in distribution. The cornerstone of the proof of eq. (1.5) is to
represent V; as a sum of independent random variables plus an error term. For this we use
inclusion-exclusion formula together with the Markov property and rotational invariance
of the process X. More precisely, for t,s > 0, we have

Vies = MSUS[Et+5]) = M(S: — X)) U (S[t, t+ s] — Xy))
=V V@ —\(8P ns?),

(1.5)

(1.6)

where Vt(l) and V) (St(l) and 85(2)) are independent and have the same law as V; and
Vs (S; and Sy), respectively. This decomposition allows us to apply the Lindeberg-Feller
central limit theorem in the present context. The first key step is to find estimates for
the error term )\(St(l) N S§2)), which we give in Section 2.1. The second step is to control
the variance of the volume of a stable sausage which is achieved in Section 2.2.

Let us emphasize that the present article has been mainly inspired by Le Gall’s work
[17] where he studied fluctuations of the volume of a Wiener sausage (the case o = 2).
Among other results, he established the central limit theorem in eq. (1.5) for dimensions
d > 4. Still another source of motivation was the article [18] by Le Gall and Rosen where
they proved a corresponding central limit theorem for the range of stable random walks
and mentioned that it is plausible that similar result holds for stable sausages, see [18,
Page 654]. Both of these articles were also concerned with the lower-dimensional case
d < 4 and d/a < 3/2, respectively. In the present article we are only interested in the
case when d/a > 3/2, and we postpone the study of the remaining values of the ratio d/«
to follow-up articles.

As an application of eq. (1.5) we obtain a functional central limit theorem (see The-
orem 3.1) which states that under the same assumptions, and with the same constant
o> 0,

Ve — nt Cap(B) (1)
1. VAN :
(L7) { ay/n >0 /0 {Wt}tzo

Here, convergence holds in the Skorohod space D([0, o0), R) endowed with the J; topology,
and {W,;}i>0 is a standard Brownian motion in R. The proof of eq. (1.7) is performed
according to a general two-step scheme: (i) convergence of finite-dimensional distributions,
which follows from eq. (1.5); (ii) tightness, which we investigate by employing the well-
known Aldous criterion, see Section 3 for details.

It is remarkable that results in egs. (1.5) and (1.7) correspond to analogous results for
the range (and its capacity) of stable random walks on the integer lattice Z¢ which we
discussed in [1] and [5], respectively.

We finally use eq. (1.5) to study growth of the paths of the volume of the stable sausage.
In the case when d/a > 9/5, we prove Khintchine’s law of the iterated logarithm

(1.8)  liminf ViZtCw®) _ and limsup Vi~ tCap(®) _
t70o \/20%tloglogt t, o0 20%tloglogt

as well as Chung’s law of the iterated logarithm

P-a.s.,

V, — s Cap(B
(1.9) lim i SPossse Vo ZsCapB)_m

t/'o0 o2t/ loglogt V8
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Our proof is based on the approach which was developed by Jain and Pruitt [13] (see also
[1]) in the context of the range of random walks and then successfully applied in [35] to
obtain Khintchine’s and Chung’s laws of the iterated logarithm for a Wiener sausage in
dimensions d > 4.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove the central limit
theorem in eq. (1.5). For this we first deal with the error terms derived from eq. (1.6), and
in the second part we show that the variance of the volume of a stable sausage behaves
linearly at infinity. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of eq. (1.7), and in Section 4 we
prove egs. (1.8) and (1.9). In Section 5 we present the proofs of some technical results
which we need in the course of the study.

2. CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

The goal of this section is to prove the following central limit theorem. We assume
that X is a rotationally invariant stable Lévy process in R¢ of index a € (0, 2] satisfying

d/o> 3/2.

Theorem 2.1. Under the above assumptions, there exists a constant o = o(d,a) > 0
such that

Vi —tCap(B) (@

a\/f t,/fo0

We remark that Theorem 2.1 holds for any closed ball B(x,r), with a possibly different
constant o > 0. Moreover, as indicated by eq. (1.2), the statement of the theorem remains
valid if we replace the term ¢ Cap(B) with E[V].

Before we embark on the proof of the theorem, which is given at the end of the section,
we first need to find satisfactory estimates for the error term in decomposition eq. (1.6).
Next step is to investigate the variance Var(V;) of the volume of a stable sausage and to
show that it behaves as ot at infinity.

N(0,1).

2.1. Error term estimates. We assume that X is defined on the canonical space {2 =
D([0,00),R%) of all cadlag functions w : [0,00) — R It is endowed with the Borel
o-algebra F generated by the Skorokhod J; topology. Then X is understood as the
coordinate process, that is, X;(w) = w(t), and the shift operator 6, acting on (2 is defined
by

Orw(s) = w(t+s), t,s > 0.
In what follows we use notation

SK[t,o0) = ( J{IX.+ K}, t>0.
s>t

We also write SE = §K[0,00), VE = A\(SE) and VE[t,0) = A(SE[t,)), t > 0. We
start with a lemma which enables us to represent the expected volume of the intersection
of two sausages in terms of the difference E[V/] — ¢ Cap(K).

Lemma 2.2. For any compact set K and all t > 0 it holds
E[V/] — t Cap(K) = E[NSS NS"[t,0))].
Proof. We clearly have
VE — VE L VRt 00) — M(SE N SE[t, 00))

which implies
ASE NS5[t 00)) = VI = A(SK \ 85t ).
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Hence, it suffices to show that
(2.1) ENSK\ SX[t,00)] = tCap(K),  t>0.

By rotational invariance of the process X we have

EINSK\ 8Kt 00)] = /Rdl]:"(a: € SK\ SK[t, 50)) dx

= [ e U txemy X ¢ K)o

0<s<t s>t

(2.2) = / P.(0 < ngx <t)dz,
Rd
where 7y is the last exit time of the process X from the set K, that is,

{sup{t >0: X, € K}, 7 < o0,
Nk =
0, Tk — OQ.

We observe that {nx >t} = {7k 0 6; < oo} which together with eq. (1.4) yields

Pal > 0) = [ pltn) Pyl <o)y = [ [ plon2) ds ),
Rd Re J¢

where we used notation p(t, z,y) = p(t,y — x). We obtain

t
P0<me<t) = [ [ bty dsplay)
R Jo
This and eq. (2.2) imply

eSS o] = [ [ [ plsya)dedsp() = tCap(0),
R4
and the proof is finished. O

In the following lemma we show how one can easily estimate the higher moments of the
expected volume of the intersection of two sausages through the first moment estimate.

Lemma 2.3. Let X’ be an independent copy of the process X such that Xo = X|, and let
S;, t >0, denote the sausage associated with X'. Then for all k € N and t > 0 it holds

EINS N SL)H < 251 (kD)2 (EIMS NS "
Proof. We observe that
(2.3) ENS,NSL)] = / Pz € 8)P(z € S.)dz = / P, (75 < 1) P, (75 < o0) dz,

Rd
where we used rotational invariance of X. Similarly, for £ > 1 we have

(24) [)\(St N Sl / / IL‘1, o, TE € St) (ZL‘l, o, T € S )dl‘l d

By the strong Markov property, we obtain
P(xy,...,2x €St) = P(Tp_0, <t,...,Tp_y <1)
KIP(Tp—0y < < Tpyy, < 1)
RIP(rp_yy < - <Tp_y_, <t) sup P.(15_, <1).

z€EB—xp_1

(2.5) <
<

For any w € B we have B —w C B(0,2) and whence
Pw—xk_l(T’B—xk < t) = ka—xk_l(TB—w < t) < ka—xk_l (TB(O,Z) < t)
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For € RY and B € B(R%) we set 75 = inf{t > 0 : z + X; € B} and show that

Tg(m) @ 20‘7%/2, that is, the random variables Tg(w) and 2°‘T£/

Indeed, the easy calculation yields

% are equal in distribution.

2

§1} _ 2ainf{320:’§+Xs

X
T2 = nf{t >0: |z + X3 <2} = inf{tZO: g+7t

< 1} = 2a7§/2.
This implies that for arbitrary w € B,
Pua, (T8-a, S1) < Plrgho s <t) = PO V2 <) < Puyony (7 < 1),
) -

In particular,

sup  P(Tp_s, <t) < Popsy, (18 < 7).
ZGB*Jkal 2

By combining this with eq. (2.5) and iterating the whole procedure, we obtain
P(zy,...,z2 €8;) < klP,, (15 < 1) P%(Tg <t)- "P%(ng <t).
Similarly, it follows that
P(x1,...,25 € So) < kIP,, (T8 < 00) P%(Tg < 00) - ~I]3’La2%,1(7'3 < 00).
Applying the last two inequalities to eq. (2.4) and using eq. (2.3) finishes the proof. [

Corollary 2.4. In the notation of Lemma 2.3, for all k € N and t > 0 large enough there
is a constant ¢ = c¢(d, ) > 0 such that

(2.6) E[NS, NS, )* < 2871 (k)2 h(t),
where the function h : (0,00) — (0,00) is defined as
1, d/a > 2,
(2.7) h(t) = <log(t+e), d/a=2,
2=dle d/a € (1,2).

Proof. Tt follows from [9, Theorem 2| that there is a constant c¢(d,«) > 0 such that for
t > 0 large enough

(2.8) /[Rd P.(t3 <t)dz —tCap(B) < c¢(d,a)h(t),

where the function h(t) is given in eq. (2.7). We observe that by the Markov property
and translation invariance of A(dz) we have

EA(S: NS = E[A(S: — Xi) N (St 00) = X4))] = E[MS, N S]t, 00))].

Thus, eq. (1.1) combined with Lemma 2.2 and eq. (2.8) implies the assertion for k£ = 1.
For k£ > 1 the result follows by Lemma 2.3. U

2.2. Variance of the volume of a stable sausage. Our aim in this section is to
determine the constant o in Theorem 2.1. We can easily adapt the approach of [1, Lemma
4.3] to the present setting and combine it with [10, Theorem 2] to conclude that the limit
below exists

(2.9) lim Y20 e
t /oo t
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The main difficulty is to show that o is strictly positive, and this is obtained in the
following crucial lemma. We adapt the proof of [I7, Lemma 4.2] but let us emphasize
that it is a laborious task to adjust it to the case of stable processes.

Lemma 2.5. The constant o in eq. (2.9) is strictly positive.

Proof. We split the proof into several steps and we notice that it clearly suffices to restrict
our attention to integer values of the parameter ¢.

Step 1. We start by finding a handy decomposition of the variance Var(V,) expressed as
a sum of specific random variables, see eq. (2.18). We assume that X, = 0, and we set

~

(2.10) S[s,t] = S[s,t] \ Ss, 0<s<t< 0.
For n, N € N such that 1 <n < N we have

-~

Vi + A(S[n, N]) = Vy.
Let F; = 0(Xs : s <t). Since V, is F,-measurable, we obtain
V, +ENS[n, N)) | Fu] = E[Vy | Fil
and by taking expectations and subtracting’

(Va) + (ENS[n, N)) | Fal) = E[Vy | Fo] — E[Va].

Hence
(2.11) (Vo) + ENS N | ) = D U,
where

UY = EVx | Fi] — E[Vx | Fu_il-
We first discuss the second term on the left-hand side of eq. (2.11). We claim that
(2.12) (EMS[n, N]) | Fal) = —(E[X(S[n, NINSa) | Fal)-
Indeed, by eq. (2.10) we have

~

A(S[n, N]) = A(S[n, N]) — X(S[n, N]NS,)
and the independence of the increments of the process X implies that
EINS[n N)) | F) = EINS[, NDIF] — EN(S[, NN S,) | F
= E[\(S[n, N] = X,))|F.] — E[A(S[n, N|NS,,) | Fl
= E[NS[n,N] — X,,))] — E[A(S[n, N|NS,) | F]
= E[\(S[n, N])] — E[A(S[n, N|NS,) | Ful-
Taking expectation and then subtracting the two relations yields eq. (2.12).

Next we deal with the random variables U} for k =1,..., N. By the independence of
the increments of the process X, we obtain
Ui’ = E[NSk) + A(S[k, N]) = A(Sk N S[k, N) | Fi
— E[N(Sk-1) + ASk— 1, N —1]) = XM(Sg-1 NSk — 1, N — 1]) | Fpv]
~ENSIN = L,N)) | Fi]
= A(Sk) — M(Sk_1) + E[A(S[k, N])] — E[A(S]k — 1, N —1])]

~

—ENSIN = 1,N)) | Feot] + ENSiei NSk — 1, N —1]) | Fii]

'For any random variable Y € L we write (Y) =Y — E[Y].
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— E[MSk N Sk, N]) | Fil
= A(8[k = 1,K]) —ENSIN = 1, N)) | Fioa] + ENSp1 N S[k = LN = 1)) | Fiei]
— E[A(Sk N S[k, N]) | Fi-
Let Fs+ denote the o-algebra generated by the increments of X on [s,t], 0 < s < ¢. Then,
by a reversibility argument,

~

ENSIN — 1,N) | Fica] € EINS \ SILN)) | Fyopannl.

Moreover, the following convergence in L! holds
(2.13) EAS\S[L V) | Fvpinn] 5 ERS\S[1,00))).

The proof of eq. (2.13) is postponed to Section 5, Lemma 5.1. In view of eq. (2.1) it
follows that

ENSIN — 1.N]) | Fioa] 5 Cap(B).
We thus obtain
Uy NL/—OJ AS[k — 1,K]) — Cap(B) + EINSp_1 NSk — 1,00)) | Fio_i]
— E[A(Sp N S[k,00)) | Fil-
Further, we observe that
AMS, NSk, ) = AMS_1 NSk —1,0)) — A(Sk_1 NS[k — 1,k])
+ A(Sk N S[k,00) NS NSk — 1,k]) + AM(S[k — 1, k] N S[k, o0))
—ASk1 NSk —1,00)NS[k — 1,k NSk, 0))
= (S NSk —1,00)) — MSp_1 N S[k — 1, &])
+ A(S[k — 1,k N S[k, 0)).
This and eq. (2.14) imply

(2.14)

UY 2 ATk~ 1K N S;,) — Cap(B) + EN(Se—1 N STk — 1,00)) | Fiy_i]

N oo

— E[A(Sk—1 NS[k —1,00)) | F] + A(S[k — 1, k] N Sk—1)
— E[NSk —1,k] N S[k,0)) | Fi

= A(S[k — 1,k]) — EIN(S[k — 1, k] NSk, 00)) | Fi] — Cap(B)
+ E[AN(Sk—1 NS[k — 1,00)) | Fr—1] — E[AN(Sk—1 NS[k — 1,00)) | Fil

= (E[A(S[k = 1, K]\ S[k, 00)) | Fil) + E[A(S[E — 1, k] \ S[k, 00))] — Cap(B)
+ E[AN(Sk—1 NS[k — 1,00)) | Fr—1] — E[A(Sk—1 N S[k — 1,00)) | Fil

= (EA(S[E = 1, K]\ S[k, 00)) | Fi])
+ E[A(Sk—1 NS[k — 1,00)) | Fr—1] — E[AN(Sk—1 N S[k — 1,00)) | Fil,

where in the last line we used eq. (2.1). Hence, by egs. (2.11) and (2.12),

(2.15) (Vn) = (ENS, N S[n,00)) | Ful) + > Vi,
where
Yk [)\(Sk,1 N 8[/{7 - 1, OO)) | kal] — [E[)\(Sk,1 N S[k — 1, OO)) ‘ .Fk]

=E
(2.16) + (EIN(S[k — 1, k] \ S[k,00)) | Fil).
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From eq. (2.15) it follows that the variance of V), is equal to

i 2
Var(V,) = Var(EN(S, 01 S[n,0)) | F)) +E[( DY) |
(2.17) oo
+2E[(E[N(S, N ST, 00)) | Ry D Vil
k=1
Clearly, Y}, is Fp-measurable and E[Y; | F;] = 0 for £ < [. It follows that

n 2 n
[E[(ZYQ } - Y EY2.
k=1 k=1
Jensen’s inequality and eq. (2.6) with d > 3a/2 yield
1 1
lim — Var(E[A(S, N S[n, Fol) < lim —E[X(S, N S]n, ] = 0.
Jim - Var(E[\( [m00)) [ Ful) < lim —E[X( [, 00))7]

The sequence {£ >~} E[Y?]},>1 is bounded (the proof is given in Section 5, Lemma 5.2),
and thus by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we conclude that

lim ~E[(E\(S, N S[n, 50)) | Y] =0

n/eon k=1
We have shown that

Var(V,,)
2.1 li IEY
(2.18) Jim = n/MZ ¢

Step 2. In this step we prove that the limit on the right-hand side of eq. (2.18) is strictly
positive. Let X’ be an independent copy of the original process X such that X{ = 0 and
it has caglad paths. We consider a process X = {X,},cr by setting X, = X', for t <0,
and X; = X, for t > 0. Clearly, the process X has cadlag paths, and stationary and
independent increments. The sausages S|s, ], S(—o0, s] and S[s, o0) corresponding to X
are defined for all s,¢ € R, s < t. Recall that S, = S§[0,00). We assume that the process
X is defined on the canonical space Q = D(R,R?) of all cadlag functions w: R — R? as
the coordinate process X;(w) = w(t). We define a shift operator ¥ acting on Q by

(2.19) Jw(t) = w(l+1t) —w(l), teR,
and we notice that it is a P-preserving mapping. For ¢t € R, we define

G = o(X,: —c0 < s<t),

and for k € N

(2.20) Z. = E[A(S[=F, 01NSx) | Gol —E[A(S[=F, 0]NSe) | Gi]+(E[A(S1\S[L, 00)) | Gu])-
By egs. (2.16) and (2.19) it follows that

(2.21) Y, = Z,_ 100" L

In the sequel, we prove that there exists a random variable Z such that E[|Z|] > 0 and
Ll
2.22 Zy — Z.

Step 2a. We start by proving the existence of Z. This is evident if d > 2« as in this case
h(t) = 1 and whence using eq. (2.6) we obtain

E[ANS(—00,0] NSx] < o0.
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This implies (2.22) with

Z =E[MS(—00,0]NSx) | Go] — E[A(S(—00,0] N Sx) | Gi]
+ (E[A(S1\ S[1,00)) | Gul)-

We next consider the case 3a/2 < d < 2. Then E[A(S(—00,0] NS, is not finite and we
cannot define Z as in the previous case. We notice that

AS[=k, 0] N 8a) = MS[—k,0] N S[1,00)) + A(S[—k, 0] N (81 \ S[1, 0))

(2.23)

and thus we can rewrite Z;, as follows
Zk = (E[ANS1\ S[1,00)) | Gu]) — E[A((S1 \ S[1, 00]) N S[=k,0]) | Gi]
+ E[A(S[—k,0] N Sx) | Go] — E[N(S[—k,0] N S[1,00)) | Gi]-

Before we let k tend to infinity in the above expression, we rewrite the expression from
the second line. We observe that

A(S[—k,0] N Sy) = / Lsro(®) Ls.(y) dy.

Rd

By taking conditional expectation with respect to Gy, we obtain

ENSI-40152) |G = [ Lorro) Elts. )dy = |

Rd R

[ Lsi=ka (y) #(y) dy,

where we set
o(y) = P(y € S).

Similarly, we write

AMS[—k,0lNS[1,00)) = /d Lsi—k,0-x: (¥) Lsp,00)—x, (¥) dy
R

and we take conditional expectation with respect to G; which yields

EN(S[—,0]1S[1,50) [ 1) = [ Let-rx(0) ElLsts oo, ()] dy
(2.24) R

= [ tstra) oty = X dy

It follows that
E[A(S[—k,0] NSw) | Go] — EINS[—E,0] NS[1,00)) | Gi]

= [ stra) (900 — oty — X)) dy

We prove in Lemma 5.4 that the right-hand side integral in eq. (2.25) is a well-defined
random variable in L'. Thus, the dominated convergence theorem implies eq. (2.22) with

Z = (E[MS1\ S[1,00)) | Gi]) — E[A((S1\ S[1, o¢]) N S(—00,0]) | Gi]
+ /R st (y) (9(y) = 6y — X)) dy.

Step 2b. We next show that E[|Z]] > 0 and we remark that the following arguments apply
to all d > 3a/2. From egs. (2.15) and (2.21) we have

(2.25)

n—1

(Vu) = D Zo 0"+ H,,
k=0
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where
(2.26) H, = (E[]NS, NS, 00)) | Gul) + Y (Zp — Z) 00",

Equation (2.1) yields
Vy) = Vo —EV,] <V —E[XS, \ S[n,0))] = V, — nCap(B).

This implies

n—1

Vi > nCap(B)—l—ZZoﬁk—i—Hn.

k=0

We aim to prove that there is ¢ > 0 (which does not depend on n) such that for all n € N
(2.27) P({V. <cn{|H,| <¢c}) > 0.

Notice that if E[|Z]|] = 0 then the inequality V,, > n Cap(B) + H,, and eq. (2.27) would

imply that Cap(B) = 0 which is a contradiction. Therefore, it is enough to show eq. (2.27).
From egs. (2.20) and (2.23) we obtain

—_

3

(Z— 7)o d* = / Ls(-oe)(4) ElLs.. (%) | Gol dy

R4

i

0

n—2

(2.28) -2 /R ) (18<—oovo}\sk(y) ElLsr,00)(Y) | Grot]

k=0

— Ls(—o0,0\Sksr (V) E[Lsfe41,00)(¥) | ngrl]) dy

- [ LsCmons ) ElLso10(0) | 6ol d.
R

We next observe that

/Rd (13(‘00701\316 () ELsp.00) () | Grs1]
— Ls(-o0,0\Sis1 (¥) E[Ls41,00) (9) | gk+1]> dy
= /Rd (18(700,0](11) Lse () E[Lsppors1(y) + Lspr.o0 (¥) Lsippste(y) | Grsa]
(2.29) = Ls(—o00/(¥) Lsg,, () E[Lsfr41,00)(9) | ngrl]) dy

— [ tscan® (160 Loarn)
R

— Loy, (8) ElLsperro0(9) | Gs]) dy
= AMS(—00,0] N (S[k, k + 1]\ Sk)).
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We clearly have 1sp—1.00)(¥) = Lsfn,00)(¥) + Lspm—1,n)\Sn,00)(y). This identity and a similar
argument as in eq. (2.24) yield

/Rd Ls(—oo0\sn 1 (Y) E[Lspn_1.00)(¥) | Gl dy
- /[Rd Ls(—00,0\Su1 (¥) E[Lsfn,00)(y) | Gnl dy
(2.30) + /Rd Ls(—oo.01\8n 1 (¥) E[Lstn1.0)\Sm00)(¥) | Gul dy
- /Rd Ls(-00,0(y) Py — Xn) dy — /Rd Ls(oeoins, ., (4) 6y — Xn) dy

+ /d ILS(*OO,O}\Sn—I(y) [E[]ls[n 1,n)\S[n,00) ( ) | Gn] dy
R

By combining eqgs. (2.28) to (2.30), we arrive at

—_

3

(Z — Z})) o 0*
0

(2.31) _ /Rd L5(—00,0)(Y) (¢(y) — oy — Xn)) dy + / Ls(—co0ns,1 (y) @y — Xn) dy

Rd

i

~ [ LsCmons () ElLto s (9) | Gl dy = A(S(=50,01 N 5,0)
R

We claim that there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all n € N

(2.32) P ({02132” 1 X, < 1} N {'/Rgs(oo,o](y) (9(y) — oly — X,)) dy' <E+ 1}) > 0.

If supg<se,, | Xn| < 1, then clearly A(S,) < A(B(0,2)) and this allows us to estimate the
first term on the right-hand side of eq. (2.26) and, similarly, the three last terms on the
right-hand side of eq. (2.31) by a constant. We infer that there exists a constant ¢ > 0
such that

{ow g < tfof| [ tscoat) 00) - o - X)) an| < e 1)

0<s<n
C{v.<e}n{H, <c}.

To finish the proof of eq. (2.27), we are only left to show eq. (2.32). In view of the Markov
inequality it is enough to prove that under supy< .., |X,| <1 we have

E[] [ 1scaals) (000 — oo = X)) dy ] < .

This holds as, under supy< <, [Xn| < 1,

e[| [ 1smalw) (60) = oty = X)) o] <sup [ owlots) oy~ a)ldy < .

z€B JRA

where convergence of the last integral is established in Lemma 5.5.

Step 2c. We finally show that the limit in eq. (2.18) is positive. Equation (2.22) implies

1 E[lZ:]) = E[|Z
nggonZu EllZ]).
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Hence, by Jensen’s inequality,
n—1 n—1

1 1

lim =S E[Z3] > lim [E[(—

/e =S n/ee Cy—
1

By eq. (2.21), we have

n n—1

1 1
lim — Y E[Y?] = lim — Y E[Z7] > (E[|Z]])?
n ‘oo M = n ‘oo M o
and this finishes the proof of the lemma. O

2.3. Proof of the central limit theorem. In this paragraph, we prove Theorem 2.1.
In the proof we apply the Lindeberg-Feller central limit theorem which we include for
completeness.

Lemma 2.6 ([7, Theorem 3.4.5]). For each n € N let {X, i} 1<i<n be a sequence of
independent mndom variables with zero mean. If the following conditions are satisfied

(i) lim E[X2.]=0*>0, and
WZ

(ii) for everye >0, hm Z[E (X i x> =0

=1

then Xpq 4 -+ Xon @, o N(0,1).

n, oo
Proof of Theorem 2.1. For t > 0 large enough we choose n = n(t) = |log(t)|. We have
Vi = ASy) = MSim US[t/n,t]) = M(Sin — Xim) U (S[t/n,t] — Xi/m)).
By the Markov property,
s = Si/n — Xin and S(Z Vim = Slt/n,t] — Xym

t/n

are independent, and S has the same law as S;,—1);/». Rotational invariance of X

(n—1)t/n
implies that St( In is equal in law to S;/p,. Hence,

By iterating this procedure, we obtam

n n—1
(2.33) V, = ZA(Sf}L) >N Sfjn N 5(;“2 )
=1 =1
We denote
n—1
Viw = A8 and - R() = DOMS NS0,

.
I
A

and we notice that {Vt(/izb}lgtgn are i.i.d. random variables. By taking expectation in
eq. (2.33) and then subtracting, we obtain

n

(2.34) V) =D (V) = (R(t)).

=1
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We first show that

(R(t))
(2.35) v/ Ry 0.

Since R(t) > 0, we clearly have E[[(R(t))|] < 2E[R(t)]. By Corollary 2.4,

n—1
ER(H)] < Y E [A(St(}nms”l )} < cnh(t/n),
i=1
for all ¢ > 0 large enough. Hence, eq. (2.35) follows by eq. (2.7), and the fact that
n = |log(t)] and d/a > 3/2. Next we prove that

(2.36) Vil Z ) o oN(0.1),
For this we introduce the random variables
V(i)
Xni: < t/n>7 'L:]-a , T,
Vit

and we check the validity of conditions (i) and (ii) from Lemma 2.6. Condition (i) follows
by Lemma 2.5,

2.37 lim E[X7.] = lim — VarV n) = ol

To establish condition (ii) we apply the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and obtain that for
every € > (),

1

E [Xni Lix,>a] < 7 ([E (Vi)' P (|<Vt/n>| - 6\/>>1/2

By Chebyshev’s inequality combined with Lemma 2.5 and the fact that n = |log(t)],
there is a constant ¢; > 0 such that
Var(V, /) < at/n ¢

P(|<Vt/”>|>€\/i) ST S Tor T

This together with Lemma 5.6 imply that there are constants ¢y, c3 > 0 such that

. - 1 t\?2 C1 1/2 C3
o et < () 5)" < ko

Thus, eq. (2.36) follows and we conclude that

M) @

We finally observe that

V, —t Cap(B) _ (V) 4 E[Vy] —tCap(B)
o/t o/t o/t ’

which allows us to finish the proof in view of Lemma 2.2 and Corollary 2.4. U
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3. FUNCTIONAL CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

The goal of this section is to prove the functional central limit theorem in eq. (1.7). To
prove this statement we adapt the proof of [5, Theorem 1.1], which is concerned with the
functional central limit theorem for the capacity of the range of a stable random walk.

We again assume that X is a stable rotationally invariant Lévy process in R? of in-
dex a € (0,2] satisfying d/a > 3/2. We follow the classical two-step scheme (see [15,
Theorem 16.10 and Theorem 16.11]). Let {Y™},>1 be a sequence of random elements in
the Skorohod space D(]0,00), R) endowed with the Skorohod J; topology. The sequence
{Y"},>1 converges weakly to a random element Y (in D([0,00),R)) if the following two
conditions are satisfied:

(i) The finite dimensional distributions of {Y"},>; converge weakly to the finite dimen-
sional distributions of Y.

(ii) For any bounded sequence {7}, },>1 of {Y"},>1-stopping times and any non-negative
sequence {by, },>1 converging to zero,

lim PV, —Yj|>¢e) =0, e>0.

Theorem 3.1. Under the above assumptions, the following convergence holds

Vi — nt Cap(B) (J1)
{ U\/ﬁ >0 "/—OO) {Wt}tZO’

where o s the constant from Theorem 2.1.

Proof. We consider the following sequence of random elements which are defined in the
space D([0, ), R).

Vot — nt Cap(B)
o\vn ’

where o is the constant from Theorem 2.1. Let us start by showing condition (i).

(3.1) Y = neN,

Condition (i). By Theorem 2.1, we have

YR = Vi — nt Cap(B) _ \/EVnt—ntCap(B) (d) N

O'\/ﬁ J\/H n /oo

Let k € N be arbitrary and choose 0 =ty < t; <ty < --- <. We need to prove that

(0,1).

d
YD) 2 (W W, ).

e, yp
n /oo

t1o Loy

In view of the Cramér-Wold theorem [15, Corollary 5.5] it suffices to show that

k k

. @
S gy L5 > EWy, (€16, &) ERE
=1 j=1

Using a similar reasoning as in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 2.1, we obtain for
jeA{1,2,... k},

J j—1
_ () (4)
Vnti o Z Vn(ti—ti—l) N Z R”tj’
i=1 i=1
where

) and Ry = A(SY) S

n(tiftifl) n(tjfti))'
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The random variables Vn(t ,forie€{1,2,... k}, are independent, Sr(j()tﬁ b1 has the

same law as Sy ,—,_,), and Rglt)j has the same law as A(Sn(ti_ti—l) ﬁS;L(tj_ti)), with S/,
being an independent copy of Sy, +,). For arbitrary (§1,&,...,&) € R* we have

- n o nt; — Nty Cap(B)
>6v - Z@( o, ContE)
— U\/—ij (ZV(Z“ —t; 1) ZRM —Z (t; —tiq) Cap(B))

(ti—t:)

=1
LI B VO —n(ti —t;_1) Cap(B) 1 —L R
= Zg]z n(ti—ti—1) __Zgjz 1;
j=1 =1 ov/n R Vn
_ Z Zg (th —ti_1) —n(t; — t;—1) Cap(B) 1 if s Rn%
i—1 _ ’ ovn 753 ’ i=1 Vn

Theorem 2.1 provides that
V(Zt i) n<tz — tifl) Cap(B) (d)
o\v/n n, /oo

Markov’s inequality combined with Corollary 2.4 implies that for every € > 0,

RSt)] [E[)\(Sn(tiftifl) m S;L(tjftl)):l

P >e| <
NZD ev/n
- e\/n — eyn

which converges to zero, as n tends to infinity. Since for i € {1,2,...,k} the random

N0, t; —t;_1).

variables V( (t:

4y Are independent, we obtain

Z&Y"n—> <Z(Z§j) i—ll>.

=1 j=t

It follows that the finite dimensional distributions of {Y"},>; converge weakly to the
finite dimensional distributions of a one-dimensional standard Brownian motion.

Condition (ii). Let {T,},>1 be a bounded sequence of {Y"},>1-stopping times, and let
{bn}n>1 C [0,00) be an arbitrary sequence which converges to zero. We aim to prove that

Y b, — Y1, M—O(f 0,

where the convergence holds in probability. By eq. (3.1), we have
_ Vamusba) — (T +b,) Cap(B) Vi, — 0T, Cap(B)
ov/n ov/n '
The Markov property and rotational invariance of X yield
VaTotbn) — Var, = M(Sur,, USINT, (T, 4 b,)]) — Xor,) — M S, — Xor,)
= MSu,) + ASm) = A(Sit, N180,) = (S
= A(Si) = A8, NS,
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where SST)” and Sr(il are independent and have the same distribution as S,7,, and Sy, ,
respectively. Equation (3.2) implies

ASD ) =S5 NSE ) — nb, Cap(B)
o\/n :

With a slight abuse of notation we write V,;, = )\(Sﬁi) By Lemma 2.2, we obtain

33 vp. —yr = Y= EDm] EA(Sus, N S[nby, 20))]  A(Syr, NS )

We prove that the three terms on the right-hand side of eq. (3.3) converge to zero in
probability. For the first term, Chebyshev’s inequality yields that for every ¢ > 0,

Vb, — E[Vab, ] Var(Vps,)
[p) n n < n
(’ Vi >€) =Ty

n noo__
YTn+bn - YTn -

and we are left to show that

(3.4) lim Y W,)

n /oo n
This follows by Lemma 2.5. Indeed, there exist t;,¢; > 0, such that for every t > ty,
we have Var(V;) < cit, and whence for nb, > ti, Var(V,, ) < cinb,. For nb, < t; we
observe that Var(V,,) < E[VZ | < E[V}]. This trivially implies eq. (3.4).
By Corollary 2.4, similarly as above, we show that there is ¢t > 0 such that for all
n €N
E[A(Snp, N S[nbn, 00))] < ch(nb,) + E[V,].

We then easily conclude that the second term on the right-hand side of eq. (3.3) converges
to zero in probability.

There exists co > 0 such that sup,,~; 7, < co. By the Markov inequality and Corol-
lary 2.4, we obtain that for every ¢ > 0

p (M8 085) ) - ENSE NS _ ENSHNSD) _ chlem)
oyv/n - eo/n - eo\/n ~ eoyn’

which converges to zero, as n tends to infinity. This shows that the last term on the
right-hand side of eq. (3.3) goes to zero in probability and the proof is finished. O

4. LAWS OF THE ITERATED LOGARITHM
This section is devoted to the proof of the following result.

Theorem 4.1. If d/a > 9/5, then the process {V;}1>o satisfies Khintchine’s and Chung’s
law of the iterated logarithm, that is, egs. (1.8) and (1.9), respectively.

We start with the proof of eq. (1.8), which is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2 ([20, Chapter X, Theorem 2]). Let {Y,},>1 be a sequence of independent
random variables with mean 0 and finite variance. Set

Sn = Zn;Yi, and — §2 = zn;[E[YZZ]

Suppose lim, o 5, = 00, and that for any e > 0,

n

.1 2
(4.1) T}I/I&%ZE [Yi ]1{m|25\/83/10g10g83}] =0

i=ig
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and
o0

1 2
(42) Z s2loglog sf[E [Yi H{MIEE\/S?/loglogS?}] < %
i=1ig
where iyp = min{i > 1 : log log s? >0, j>1i}. Then
Sy

lim sup =1 P-a.s.
n oo 4/252 loglog s2
Proof of Theorem /.1 - Khintchine’s law of the iterated logarithm. By |a] we denote the
greatest integer less than or equal to a € R. We consider a sequence {n;};>o of non-
negative integers such that if 2% < n; < 2¥*! then n; runs over all consecutive integers of
the form 2F + [j2¥/2/k], for k € Nand j = 0,1,..., [k2¥/2]. We set ng = 0. Clearly, if
2F < n; < 281 then 0 < nyy —n; < 2%/2/k + 1. Hence,

(4.3) l}m Rt _ and Nip1 — Ny = (’)(n;/Q/log n;).
100 T

Since
sup  [(Vi) — (Vu)l < VIng, nia] + E[Vng, niga]],

n; <t<n;i1

we see that in the case when d/a > 1 (transience) egs. (1.2), (1.3) and (4.3) imply that
SUDy,, <t nisy |Vi) = (Vai)|

(4.4) lim =0 P-a.s.
i,/'o0 \/n;/loglogn;
Thus, it suffices to prove that P-a.s.
lim inf Wn) = -1 and lim sup (Vi) =1
i/'00 \/2027% log log n; iS00 \/2027% log log n;

We only discuss the second relation as the first one can be handled in an analogous way.
For ¢ > 0 we set

(45) V(?’Li,ni+1] = )\(S(TL“TLZ_H]) and jm = )\(S(ni,ni+1] N Sn,)a

where S(s,t] = U, i {Xu + B}. Observe that {V(n;,n,41]}i>0 forms a sequence of
independent random variables, and for i > 1 we have

i1 i1
(4.6) Vo, = 3 V(njnim] = > Jus

=0 =0
which yields

(Vn.) Yo (V(ny,mi54]) > imo(Tny)

V/202n;loglog n; V/20%n;loglogn; - V/202n;log log n;
In Lemma 5.8 we show that if d/a > 9/5, then the last term on the right-hand side of
the above identity converges to zero P-a.s. Thus we are left to prove that
. S o(V(ny,njl)
lim sup
i foo \/202ni log log n;

When d/a € (1,2) we set A = 2 — d/a which satisfies A € (0,1). We apply Lemma 5.7
and obtain that for n; € [2%, 2¥*1] there are constants ci, ¢y, ¢3, ¢4 > 0 such that

i—1 i—1
Var ( V('I’Lj, nj+1]> S 0'277,Z' “+ (Z(nj+1 — nj)l/Qh(njH — ’I’L]>>
0

J= J=0

=1 P-a.s.
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k
S 0_27% + ¢y (Z 231/4h(21/2/l)l1/2>

=1

o2n; + ey ( So), 224112 | dja> 2,
< QP+ g (S8 2B djo =2,
o2n; + c3 Ele 2(2A+3)l/4l1/2—A)  djae(1,2).
< {027% + ¢, 23K/ 432 d/a > 2,
= | 0%y + e, 2CAIRARL2 q/a € (1,2).
_ {U%" +O(n (logn,)*?),  dfa>2,
T o2 4+ 0P  logn) V2, dja e (1,2).

Hence, for d/a > 3/2,

(4.7) Var (i V(n,, nj+1]> = o”n; +o(ny).

This enables us to apply Lemma 4.2. We only need to show that

ZQ n_ilE [<V(ni’ni+1]> 1{|<V(n¢,ni+ﬂ>|2€\/m/lOglOgm}] <

as then Kronecker’s lemma implies both egs. (4.1) and (4.2). By Lemma 5.6 we obtain
E[(V(ni, nic1])*] < cs(nisn —nmi)* < esny

for some c5 > 0. Finally, we have

o0

1 2
Z; — [W(”“”Z’“]) ﬂ{uvmi,nimnze\/w1oglogm}]
= loglog n;
< Z W[E [(V(ni, ni])]
=2 i
5 = loglog n;
< 2 oo
oo kok/2
- g2 2k + [2K/2 [k — 1
k=1 1
5 w= kloglog 2F+1
=2l gp g <%
k=1
which completes the proof. O

The proof of Chung’s law of the iterated logarithm is based on the following result.

Lemma 4.3 ([26, Theorem Al). Let {Y,}n>1 be a sequence of independent random vari-
ables with mean 0 and finite variance. Set

Sy = Zn;Yi, and s = zn;[E[YZZ]
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Suppose that lim,, »o s, = 00, E[Y;}] = o(s}/loglogs?), and that {Y,?/E[Y,2]},>1 is uni-
formly integrable. Then
maxi<i<n ‘S ‘ ™
lim inf =
n/oo /52 [loglog s2 NG

Proof of Theorem 4.1 - Chung’s law of the iterated logarithm. We observe that for n; <
t < n;qq it holds

sup [(Vs)| < max [(V,,)| + max  sup  [(Vs) — (Vn,)]-

P-a.s.

0<s<t 0<;<i 0<5<i n;<s<njii

We first claim that

=0 P-a.s.

(48) lim MaXo<j<i SupanSSnj-H |<Vs> - <an>|

i,/00 \/ni/loglogn;
Indeed, according to eq. (4.4) (if d/a > 1), there is Q C Q such that P(Q)
any w €  and any € > 0 there exists jo = jo(w, &) € N for which

S V) = D) @) _

3=jo /n;/loglogn,; -

MaXo<;<i SUPy, <o<n, ., | (Vs) (W) — (V) (W)]

v/n;/loglogn;

MAX0<j<jo SUPy, <s<n,,y | (V) (W) = (Vi) (W)

<
\/ni/loglogn;

MAaXjy<j<i SUPy <o <ny 1y |[(Va) (W) = (Vo) (W]

V/n;/loglogn;

We next choose iy = ig(w, £) € N such that

1, and for

Do ™

We then write

MaXo<;<jo SUPp, <s<n,., |(Vs) (@) = (V) ()] <€ Ay
\/n;/loglogn; -2 =
and we infer eq. (4.8). We are thus left to show that
maxo<j<i [(Vn,)| s
lim in = — P-a.s.

/00 \/a?n,/loglogn; V8

From eq. (4.6) we have
j-1 -1
grgljz% Z(V(nk,nkH | _525% Z Tn)| < gISl]E%I(VnJH
J-1 J=
< max Z(V(nk,nm + max Z T

If we proceed similarly as in the proof of eq. (4.8) and apply Lemma 5.8 instead of eq. (4.4),
we arrive at .
i %050 [ 2 gzo{ T )|
i,/'o0 \/ni/loglogn;
Thus it suffices to show that

oo e MaXocji | 3o V(e i) _

i,/'00 Vo2n;/loglogn;

=0 P-a.s.

5
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To this end, we apply Lemma 4.3. Recall that according to Lemma 5.6, there is ¢ > 0
such that

E[(V(ni,nisa])'] < e (nip1 —m)*.
This combined with Lemma 5.7 gives that

[E[<V(ni7ni+l]>4]
5212111) E[(V (14, ni11])2)? =

which implies that the sequence {(V(n;,nii1])?/E[(V(n;,ni11])?]}is1 is uniformly inte-
grable. In view of Lemma 5.7 and eq. (4.3),

E[(V(n5,m:41])°] = o(+/ni/ loglog ny),

and the proof is finished. O

5. TECHNICAL RESULTS

Lemma 5.1. In the notation of the proof of Lemma 2.5, for any k € N it holds that
1
EAS\S[LN]) | Fvsoin] 5 EASI\S[1,00))].

Proof. Set my = A(S1 \ S[1, N]) and ms = A(S1 \ S[1,00)). We have

lim E[|E[my | Fn-ri1.n] — E[mool]

N /oo
< A}i}{lx[EU[E[mN — Moo | Fn—pt,N]| + [E[Mmos | Fr—kr1,n] — E[mod]|]
< lim (E[E[|my — moo| | Fn—rs1,n]] + E[|E[meo | Fyorr1,n]) — Elmad]|])

N /oo

- ]\}1}20 El|my — meo|] + ]&i/l‘noolEH[E[moo | Fn-r+1,8] — E[moo]|]-

Since my clearly converges to my, in L', we are left to prove that the second limit in the
expression above is zero. For a fixed k € N we define

Hy = o(X;:t>N—k+1), N>k

We observe that Fy_jpy1,8v € Hy and Hy is a decreasing family of o-algebras. Moreover,
according to Kolmogorov’s 0 — 1 law, for every H € H,, = ﬂN21 Hy, we have P(H) €
{0,1}. From Levi’s theorem (see [23, Ch. II, Corollary 2.4]) we infer that P-a.s.

(5.1) ]\}1}20 E[me | Hy] = E[Moo | Hool = E[muo).

Notice that by eq. (2.1), E[mo] = Cap(B). Since the family {|E[ms | Hn||}n>1 is
uniformly integrable, we infer that the convergence in eq. (5.1) holds also in L!, see [7,
Theorem 5.5.1]. We finally obtain

A}I}HOO[EU[E[moo | Frn—ir1,v) — E[meo]|]

— A}i/n(l)o[ED[E[[E[moo | Hn| | Fn-k+1n] — [E[moo]ﬂ

< A}i}réo[E[[EH[E[moo | Hn] — E[moo]| | Fn—ss1,n]]

- ]\}i/rgo[ED[E[moo | Hn| — ﬂf[moo”] =0,

and the proof is finished. O

Lemma 5.2. In the notation of the proof of Lemma 2.5, the sequence {+ 1| E[Y?]}n>1
15 bounded.
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Proof. We set A = d/a—3/2 and recall that it is a positive number. We present the proof
in the case A € (0,1/2) as the proof for A > 1/2 is similar. For A € (0,1/2), the function
h(t) defined in eq. (2.7) is given by h(t) = t'/>~2. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

}[E[ A(S, N S[n, 00)) | F ZY,C”

n 1/2
< (Var(E[A(S, N S[n, 00)) | Fu))? (Z [E[Yk2]>

k=1

n 1/2
< 2v/2¢nt/*A <Z IE[Y,?]) :
k=1

This combined with eq. (2.17) yields
1/2

n

Var(v) %Var([E[A(SnQS[”vOO Z[EYk 4{0 ( Z[EYk )

We suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that there exists a subsequence {nm}mZI CN
such that

lim _Z[Eyk = 00.

m,00 My,

Since

lim Var(Vn) = o2 and lim lVabr(I]E[)\(Sn NS[n,00)) | Fa]) = 0,

it follows that
1/2
lim — E[Y, = 0.
i (i Sea) - =

We deduce that {# S BV st dlverges faster to infinity than {n?2},,5;. Since
Var(V,)

i 2CE)
we can again use eq. (2.17) to obtain

Var(V,,,) 1 2

nL7ZA > EER Var (E[N(Sn,, N S[nm, 00)) | F] }n% Z E[Y?]

1/2
4\/5 c
L (Se)
We infer that {# > [E[Ylf]}mzl grows faster to infinity than {n%2},,5;. By iterating
this procedure, we conclude that

5.2 lim — [EY2

On the other hand, from eq. (2.16) we have
Y| < E[A(Sk—1 NSk —1,00)) | Fi—1] + E[A(Sk—1 N S[k — 1,00)) | Fi]
+ E[N(S[k —1,k] \ Sk, 00)) | Fi] + E]AN(S[k — 1,k \ S[k, 00))]
E[ASk-1 NSk —1,00)) | Fro1] + E[AM(Sk—1 N S[k = 1,00)) | Fi]
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+ A(S[k — 1, k]) + Cap(B),
where in the last line we used monotonicity and eq. (2.1). By Jensen’s inequality,
E[|Vil"] < 4(2EN(Sk—1 NS[k — 1,00))%] + E[A(S[k — 1, k])*] + Cap®(B))
< 64ch(k —1)* +4E[V]] +4(Cap(B))® < a1k,
for a constant ¢; > 0. This yields > ;™ E[Y?] < ¢n,, which gives a contradiction. [

Lemma 5.3. In the notation of the proof of Lemma 2.5, for any 8 € (0, 1] there exists a
constant ¢(d, o, ) > 0 such that

o) 6ty = )| < el (o) + oty -) (1T EEAL), mpert

Proof. Recall that ¢(y) = P(y € Sy ). This yields

(5.3) o(y) — oy —2)| < ¢(y) +d(y—=x),  x,yeR™

To establish the second non-trivial part of the claimed inequality, that is, for |y|? > 1+|z|?,
we first observe that by rotational invariance of X it holds ¢(y) = P, (73 < 00). Moreover,

by eq. (1.4),

a— —a/2
¢@)=%@/w—w|dO—WW)/dw yeRY,
B

where
_ sin R0((d — @) /2)T(d/2)
Gda = 20md+1l(a/2)
see e.g. [30]. We fix 8 € (0,1] and z € R% For any y € B¢(0, 1 + |z|) we have
ly—wl = lyl—|wl = [yl =1 > |z[, weB

There exists xg € B(0, |y — w|) lying on the line going through the origin, determined by
the vector y — w, and such that

ly—wl* ™ —ly—w—a]* Yy —w|” |y —wl |y —w— 2| [y — w|’
ly —wle=d+ |y —w —z]o=d 1+ |z|f ly —wld=+ |y —w — 4= 14 [z|#
Iy — w]™ = |y — w — 2|72 |y — w|?

ly —w|® + [y —w —mo| ™ 1+ |mo|®

Since zy is necessarily of the form xy = lZ:z‘ o, for some ¢ € [—|y — w|, |y — wl], we have
a— a— —a d—a
ly —wl*™ —ly —w—al* [y —wl® _ [ly—w|" ~ (ly—wl—0)" ||y —w]’
ly—wl* i+ ly—w—zl*? 1+ z)f ~ ly — w] + (Jy — vl —g)d_a 1+ [o?

We investigate the two following cases.
Case 1. We first assume that d — a < 1. If p € [0, |y — w|/2] then, by the concavity of
the function r — 74, we obtain

‘Oz—d )d,a,1

ly —w|’

lly — w —\y—w—fc\“‘d\|y—w|ﬁ< (d—a)o(ly—w|—o
D T N R L O e (P S o wr

< (da)® ly — |’

- ly—w[—0 1+¢°
—wl

< 2d—a)—2 ly — w|

ly —w| 14 o°
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s Y
ly —wl? 1+ ¢f
< 2(d — «).
If o € [ly — w[/2, |y — wl], then
_ a—d __ _ _ a—d . B . B
|y — wl ly —w— x> |y — w| ly — w| < 9

ly—wl*=l +y —w =z T+ [zP 7 1427y —wl]f

If o € [~]y — w]|, 0] then we again use the concavity argument which yields

ly—wl* ! =y —w—al* Yy —wf’ _  (d=a)lolly —wl""  |y—wl
ly —wlet  ly —w =z T2 Ty —ylte 4 (jy —w| — o) 1 el
< (d—Oé) |Q| |y_w|6
- ly —w| 1+ |of?
< ( _&> |Q|6 |y_w|6
- ly —wl? 1+ |off
< d-oa.

Case 2. Assume that d —a > 1. If o € [0, |y — w|] then the function 7 — 797 is convex
and we obtain

ly—wl* =y —w—al*y—wf’ _ (d-a)ely—w"" |y—w
ly—w|*+ly—w—zl*m? 1+ [zf — |y—w|d*°‘+(\y—w\—g)d_a 1+ 0°
< (d—a)° ly — |’
- ly —w| 1+ o°
< (d—a) O’ ly—wlf’
- ly —wlf 14 ¢f
< d-oa.

If o € [-]y — w]|, 0] then again in view of the convexity we have

) |y — wl?

ly —wl*™ =y —w =" [y —w|® _ (d=a)lol(ly —wl+]el

ly —wlemt |y —w =zl 14 2] 7y~ plda 4 (Jy — w| + o) L+ el
o] ly —wl|?

ly —w|+ o] 1+ |o|?

) |Q| ‘y_w‘ﬁ

< (d—a)

< (d-a
ly —w| 1+ o]
B _ |8
ly —w|? 1+ o

< d-—a.

Finally, for y € B¢(0,1 + |z|) N B0, 2) we obtain
ly —w* ! —Jy —w—a*? |y)?
ly — w4 |y —w —z[md 14 |28
(5.4) ly —wl* ™ —ly—w—a|" | [y —w]® |y
ly—wl=? +y —w =z~ 1+ [z |y —w|?
< 2P (d — a) v 2%,
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On the other hand, if y € B¢(0,1 + |z|) N B(0,2) then x € B and

1 B
(5.5) iff‘ > 978,
[yl
Equations (5.3) to (5.5) imply the result. O

Lemma 5.4. In the notation of the proof of Lemma 2.5, it holds that

/Rd /de(lafv) o(y) |o(y) — oy — )| dydz < oc.

Proof. We split the integral into three parts

/Rd /de(l,x) o(y) |o(y) — oy — x)| dy dz
N /Rd /c(o - Dp(lw) 3(y) |o(y) — oy — =)| dy dz
* /Rd / B0+ e p(1,g;) o(y) |6(y) — ¢y — x)| dy dz
/ / p(1, )¢ “b —SL’)‘dydx.
Re JB(0 1+\x\)ﬁBC

According to Lemma 5.3, by setting 5 = «/2 we obtain

L[] :
9(y) — oy — 2)| < c1(o(y) + oy — w))W, y € BY0,1+ |z]),
where ¢; = ¢(d, o, §). By [19, Lemma 2.5], there exists a constant c; = ¢3(d, a) > 0 such

that ¢(w) < co|w|*~?, for any w € B. Thus,

/Rd/co1+ Dp<1vﬂf) o(y) |oly) — oy — x)| dy dz

1 1 1 1+ |z|*/?
< ¢ic / / ( + ) dy dx
2 Jao Joeoinian Iyld o\ |yt " |y —alde ) Jy|o/?

1
< 2d7a/2<1 +2d7a) Clcg/ / p(l,x)(l + ‘l’|a/2)mdydx
Re JBe(0,1+]|x| ly — x|

< 247/2(1 4 2da)c1c§/
Rd

1
/2 -
p(1,z)(1+ |z]*?) dz /BC PR dz

1

_ Qda/z<1+2da)clcgd)\(3)/ p(1,2) (1 + |2]*/?) 01417/1 - sayzet AT

R4
where in the second step we used the fact that |y — z| < |y| + |z| < |y| + |y| — 1 < 2]y].
The last integral is finite as d/a > 3/2 and X has finite f-moment for any § < « (see [25,
Example 25.10]).

For the second integral on the right-hand side of eq. (5.6) we observe that

/Rd /B(o 14] |)msp(1’x> () [6(y) = oy — 2)[ dydz < 2A(B).
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The third integral on the right-hand side of eq. (5.6) is most demanding. We start by
splitting this integral into two parts

/ / p(1,x) }(b — ;1:)‘ dy dx
Ra JB(0,1+]z)) ch
(5.7) / / p(1,2) d(y) [6(y) —z)| dydz
B(0,A) JB(0,1+]z)) ch
/ / p(1, z) }gb — x)’ dy dz.
c(0,A) JB(0,1+|z]) ch

For the first integral in this decomposition we have

/ / p(1, z) ’gf) - x)} dy dz
B(0,A) JB0,14|x|) ﬂBC
1
B(0,A) JB(0,14|z|)NBe Y|

1
202/ T dy
B(0,14+0)"Be [Y]97
< 2e,A\(B(0,1+ A)).

IA

The second integral on the right-hand side of eq. (5.7) we decompose further as follows

/ / p(1,2) é(y) |¢(y) —z)| dydz
c(0,A) J B(0,14z|) msc
/ / p(1,2) é(y) |¢(y) —z)| dydz
(58) ¢(0,A) JB(0,1+|z|)NBen{z:|z— m|>\z\}
/ / p(1, z) ’gf) — x)} dy dx
¢(0,A) JB(0,1+|z|)NBen{z:1<|z—z|<|z|}
/ / p(1,z) o ’gf) —x)}dyd:p.
c(0,A) JB(0,1+]|z|)NBen{z:|z—z|<1}
It is well-known that for any A > 1 large enough there is c3 = ¢3(d, @, A) > 0 such that
c (&
p(1,z) < |x|j+a, z € B0, A).

We set A; = B(0,1 + |x|) ﬂ BeN{z: |z — x| > |z|} and estimate the first integral on the
right-hand side of eq. ) as follows

/ / (1,2) 6(9) [6(y) — Sy — )| dy da
c(0,A) J A,
1 1 1
< 0203/ / ( + ) dy dx
27 Jaeay Jay lzlHHe Jyltme \yltme  Jy — afd-e

1 1
< 20203/ / dy dx
D Jaeiomy Ja, Tl [y

1 1
< 20203/ / dy dz
? e(0,0) JB(0,14]af)nBe T[4 [y[2d—2e
) 1 1+|$|
< 20203d}\(B)/BCOA |x\d+a/1 e drdz.

The last integral is finite as d/a > 3/2.
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We set Ay = B(0,1+ |z]) N B°N{z:1<|z—2x| <|z|} and for the second integral on
the right-hand side of eq. (5.8) we have

/C(OA /A (1,2) ¢(v) [¢(y) — by — )| dy dz
1 1 1 1
< [ e (s * =) e
1
< 2d+a+10203/C0A /A2 y[24 |y — :L’|d O{dyd:p
gd+atl 2, /C/{z 1<|2—a|<|2]} |y| 2d |y—x|d —drdy

2d+a+1 / / — dZ dy
 y| B(0,|y|)NBe Z| ¢

S 2d+a+1 CyC3 da~ 1)\(3)/ Tdy
ze Y24

° 1
= dtotlcZe, dQOzl)\(B)Q/ ————dr,
1

Td—oz—i—l

IN

IN

where in the second step we used the fact that |y| < 2|z|.
Finally, we set A3 = B(0,1+ |z]) N B°N{z: |z — x| < 1} and for the third integral on
the right-hand side of eq. (5.8) we proceed as follows

[ s o) fotw) - 6ty - o) dyda
c(0,A) J As
1 1
SQCC/ /7—dydx
2 c(0,0) J Ay || [y|de

< oltd—ap, 03/ / —ddydx
<(0,A) J{z: |z z|<1} |z]?

< 2Md=ac, ¢ )\(B)/A mdr

where in the second step we used the fact that x| < |y — 2|+ |y| < 1+ |y| < 2|y|. O
Lemma 5.5. In the notation of the proof of Lemma 2.5, it holds that

sup | | o(y)lo(y) — oy — x)|dy < oo.

z€B

Proof. We split the integral as follows

[Lewiot) —sw=nlay = [ atlots) ~ oty —)lay
s st - oty o)l
Be(0,1+|a])

For any = € B one has B(0,1+ |z|) C B(0,2), and whence
wp [ ofylet) — oly - ) dy < 2X(B0.2)).
z€B JB(0,1+]|z|)

By Lemma 5.3 with § = «/2, for a constant ¢; = ¢(d, a, f),

1+ |z|*/? .
[o(y) — oy — z)| < cl(¢(y)+¢(y—x))|y|7, y € B0, 1+ |z]).
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By [19, Lemma 2.5], there exists a constant ¢ = cy(d, @) > 0 such that ¢(w) < cp|w|®*™,
for any w € B¢. Thus, for z € B we have

Lo G060 = 00 =)l
1

< 2d7a/2+1<1 +2dfa) 0102/ - -
2 Be(0,14]z)) |y — [2d73/2
1

< 2421 4 24 ¢ 2 A N(B) / —————dr,
1

dy

rd—3a/2+1
where we used the fact that |y — x| < 2|y|. The assertion follows as d/a > 3/2. O
Lemma 5.6. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for allt > 0 large enough,
E[(V,)Y] < ét®.
Proof. By setting n = 2 in eq. (2.33), we have
Ve = )\(St(/l;) + )‘<St(/22) (St(/12 N 8t/2)

where St /2 and St /o ATe independent, and have the same law as S; 5. Let Vt(/l)2 = )\(St(;)Q), for

1 = 1,2. Taking expectation in the last equation and then subtracting the two relations
yields

V) = V) + V) — ASH N SE).
By the triangle inequality,>

(5.9) 1V la < 10V + Vi s+ IS N ST,

Jensen’s inequality and Lemma 2.3 imply that there is a constant ¢; > 0 such that
1) 2) 1) 1) 2)
.10y 1AER0 8 e < wsfm ﬂ8§/2>u4+[E[ (Sa NS < 2[NS NSl
< 2MSNSD)|s < exh(t/2) < e VL

By the independence of the variables <Vt/12)> and <Vt/22)) we have

E [(<vt/2> ) ] = E[0] + [0 + o [V E [vD].

By Lemma 2.5, there exists N € N large enough such that Var(V;) < cot for all ¢t > 2V
and some ¢y > 0. Hence, for ¢ > 2V+1,

e | (i + )| < e[ v e[ +o (C;t)
By combining this with the elementary inequality (a + b)Y/* < a/* 4+ b/, we arrive at
(5.11) I+ s < (€[] +e [ +evi
with ¢z = (3¢2/2)1/4. From egs. (5.9) to (5.11) it follows that there is ¢4 > 0 such that
1ol < (B[] +E [ ]) " + e

For kK > N we set
e = sup{[|(V) [l - 2* <t < 2"}

2For a random variable Y we write ||V, = (E[|Y'[’])'/?, for any p > 1.
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Thus, for k > N + 1 and for every 2¥ < ¢ < 2¥*! we have
IV lla < (veoy + 7)Y+ s 242
with ¢5 = v/2¢4. Taking supremum over 2¢ <t < 25+1 yields
o < 2V iy e 282
We set 6, = 7x/2%/? and we divide the last inequality by 2%/2. We thus have

5, < 2 _ 9 i/
k_m‘F%— k—1 1 Cs.
By iterating this inequality we finally conclude the result. U

Lemma 5.7. The following expansion is valid
Var(V,) = ot + O(tY2h(t)),  t>1,
where the function h(t) is defined in eq. (2.7).
Proof. For every s,t > 0 we have
Ve = MSUS[s.5+1]) = AMSD) +AS?) = A(SH nSP).
This implies
VO VP = AN 8T < Ve < VIV 1,
and whence
V) + ) = ASHNSD) < Vewr) < V) + (V) + EINSH 0 S

Here, Sgl) and St(2) are independent and have the same law as S; and &;, respectively. We
set 7, = )\(St N S,i), where §; is an independent copy of &;. From the previous relation
we obtain

|(Vare) — (VD) + (VN < Toys + E[Zed] < T + | Tosillo-
Hence
(5.12) |(Vese) — (VD) + VEN e < 2| Zosell2,
and
(5.13)  [[(Verd 2 < IOV + IOV + 4TV Z + TOVNZ) P N Zostllo + 4 | Zorel 13-

By eq. (2.6), there are ¢; > 0 and ¢; > 1 such that [|Z;||s < ¢1 h(t) fort > ;. For t € [1, ]
we clearly have Z; < 7. Thus, there is a constant cs > 0 such that,

|Ze]]2 < ea h(t), t>1.

Moreover, from eq. (2.9) we have that there exist ¢3 > 0 and t5 > 1 such that Var(V;) < cst
for t > t5, and for ¢ € [1,t5] we have Var(V,) < E[V}] < E[V}]t. Hence

Var(V;) < (es +EV2])E,  t>1.
We conclude that there is ¢4 > 0 such that
(5.14) IVlle €< ea/t and || Tfls < eah(t), t>1.
By eq. (5.13), we obtain
[Vl < IOVE+IVOIE + 4€3Vs +th(s + 1) +4ci(h(s +1))?
< VS + IV + esv's +Eh(s + 1),

for some constant ¢; > 0. Similarly as above, in view of eq. (5.12) we have

TV + (Vo < 1Vsrad 2 + [Vere) — (VD) + VPNl

1/2
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< N Vs ll2 + 201 Zsgel2,
which implies
TV 2+ 1V < 10V l2 + 4 1Vssd 21 Zorell2 + 4 | Zosell2-
By eq. (5.14),
HVZ + 1Vl < I1Vera)llz +4€ivs +Lh(s +1) + 4 ci(h(s +1))°
< [{Vsrt)ll3 + +esv/s +th(s + t).

We set
z, = Var(V,) = [(V)|3 and b, = csvVth(t), t>0,

and we have shown that

To+ T —bopy < Toypy < X+ 1y + bogy, s, t > 1.
By Lemma 2.5 we know that
lim 2t = o? > 0.
t/ oo
Take s =t = 2"y for k € N and r € R, » > 1. We easily verify that
Loky  Tok—1yp bory

keN, r>1.

Qkp  Qk=lp| — 2kp’

Next, we observe that

= /x T N oo T T
2k 2k—1 . 2k 2k—1

Y (G -gn) s (G -m) s 2
2k 2k—1p N o0 £ 2k  2k=1p T

and whence

i <SL’2kt kaflt)
2kt 2k-1¢

k=1

This yields

T 5 . c5V/ 2kt h(2Ft) s = h(2Ft)
+ SZ okt S_Z ok/2 t=>1
k=1 Qe
Case (i). For A € (0,1/2) we have
T 2kt 1/2—-A _ cs OO N A
7— Z 2k/2 —t—;@ ) —Cﬁt s tZ]_,

where cg = ¢5 Y o 272 Tt follows that
|y — o%t] < et = o tY?h(t), t>1.

Case (ii). If A > 1/2, then h(t) is slowly varying. According to [2, Theorem 1.5.6] there
is a constant ¢; > 0 such that h(2%t) < 072k/4h( ) for all £ € N and ¢t > 1. We obtain

L 284 D(t) h
o 2 SRl =SS i, ez

with cg = csc7 Y oo, 2774, and the proof is finished. O
Lemma 5.8. Assume that d/o > 9/5. Then, for the process { Ty, }i>o defined in eq. (4.5),

it holds that -
ST

i/ /n;/loglogn; B

P-a.s.
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Proof. For i > 2 we clearly have

i—1 i—1 i—1 j—1 i—1 j—1
ar <Z jn]) <Y ETR]A2) Y BT T —2) > E[T ) E[T,].
7j=1 j=1 7j=1 k=1 7=1 k=1

Let S; be an independent copy of S;. Then

Ty & NS 0,051 =] 1 S0,
for j=1,...,7— 1. Jensen’s inequality and Corollary 2.4 imply that, for some ¢; > 0,
EL7, ] < ELT2] < cih(n.)”
Further, for any j=1,...,i—1and k=1,...,7 — 1, it holds that
TIn; = MS(nj, 1] N S[0,n;])
= M8y, nja] NV S[nerr, n5]) + MS(ng, ] 0 (S[0, 144] \ Sl ).
We set

*71(? = AMS(nj, 1] N Sk, ngl),

T2 = NS(nj,nj41) N (S[0,n441] \ S[nesr, ns))).

s

Due to independence,

E[J0 T3] = E[Tn] E[T)].

Thus,
i—1 i—1 i—1 7—1 i—1 5—1
Var (ZJnJ) < Y E 2 Y ET T2 -2 Y EL,E
=1 j=1 =1 k=1 j=1 k=1
Further
i—1 j—1
2
S 7.7
i=1 k=0
i—1 7—1
= MS (g, ey 1] 0 S[0, 1)) A(S (7, 1] N (S[0, gy ] \ Slngra, ngl))
=1 k=0
i i1
= > M8, ) NS0, mk]) D MS(ng,m541] N (S[0,74a] \ Slngsa, )
k=0 j=htl
1—2

< MS(ng, nky1] N S[0, ng)) AM(S(nga1, ni] N S[0, ngi1]).

o
[e=]

Similarly as before, by Corollary 2.4, we obtain
ENS(ng, nri1] N S[0, ni])?]
E[AS (n41, 1] N S[0, n41])?)

Clh<ni)27
clh(ni)Q.

<
<

This implies

—_

i—1 j—

E[Tn, ]i < cyih(ng)?.
0

i

Jj=1
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Analogously we can show that
i—1 j—1

> E[T, ] E]

7=1 k=0
Thus,

’,?c < clih(ni)2.

(Z jnj> < coih( n,)

Let 28 <n; < 281 and A =2 — d/a when d/a € (1,2). Then

for some ¢y > 0.

k

ih(n;)?> < B(2MT2Y 207 =

j=1
and, for any € > 0,

°(

i—1

> (Tn,)

J=0

> 6\/ni/loglogni> =

o] —1
2P (| 227)
=1 j=0

p

O(n;/Zlogni), d/a > 2,
O(n;*(logn;)?),  dja =2,
O P logn:), dfa € (1,2),

O(n; (log n;)loglogn;),  d/a>2,
O(n; *(ogn;)3loglogn;), dja =2,
O oA Y2(log ny) loglogn;), d/a € (1,2)

(0272 log k), d/a> 2,

(
(
(n
(
O(27*2k3 log k), d/a =2,

(OB 12k Elog k), dfae (1,2).

Let € € (0,1) be arbitrary and let us consider a subsequence {n;,};>1 which consists of
every |[2079%/2|_th member of {n;};>o in [2F,2F*1). Clearly, there are at most k2%/2
members of this subsequence in [2%, 2¥"1]. We have

> ey/ny, [ loglog nn)

(S0 2Dk 2000k dfa > 2,

< ez q Yo, 2 DR 2kt og ki, d/a =2,

(Do 20 DR Mog ke, d/ae (1,2)

for some ¢3 > 0. When d/a > 2 we take an arbitrary ¢ € (0,1), and when d/a € (1,2)
we take € € (0,1) such that € < 1 —4A. Observe that in the former case it is necessary
that A < 1/4 (that is, d/a € (7/4,2)). In this case,

> ([T

Borel-Cantelli lemma implies that

(5.15)

> e\/nll/loglognzl> < 00.

| 32550 (T

=0 P-a.s.

lim
Lo /n;, [ loglogn,,

We finally prove that eq. (5.15) holds for the sequence {n;};so. If 28 <n;, <n; < Ny <

2k+1 then

-1 i41—1 i—

Z(jn]> - Z [jnj] S

J=0 J=u J

,_.

Il
=)

i41—1 i41—1

(Tn) < D AT+ Y E[T):

J=0 J=u
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From Corollary 2.4 and eq. (4.3) it follows that
o), dja> 2,
E[T,,] = O(h(njs1 —ny)) = { O(log(n)*/logn;)), dfa =2,
O((n}?/logn))™),  d/a € (1,2).

Hence
is1—1 O(ngl_e)ﬂ), d/a > 2,
> ElT] = 0! logn), dja =2,
j=i oMM dja e (1,2).

By choosing an arbitrary ¢ € (0,1) in the case when d/a > 2, and € € (0,1) N (A, 1 —4A)
in the case when d/a € (1,2), we obtain

irp1—1

Z E[J,] = o(y/ni/loglogn;),

J=u
which concludes the proof. We observe that A < 1 —4A if, and only if, A < 1/5, that is,
d/a € (9/5,2). O
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