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MAXIMA OF LINEAR PROCESSES WITH HEAVY-TAILED
INNOVATIONS AND RANDOM COEFFICIENTS

DANLJEL KRIZMANIC

ABSTRACT. We investigate maxima of linear processes with i.i.d. heavy-tailed
innovations and random coefficients. Using the point process approach we
derive functional convergence of the partial maxima stochastic process in the
space of non-decreasing cadlag functions on [0, 1] with the Skorohod M7 topol-

ogy.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider a strictly stationary sequence of random variables (X;) and denote by
M,, = max{X1, Xo,..., X}, n > 1, its accompanying sequence of partial maxima.
The principal concern of classical extreme value theory is with asymptotic distri-
butional properties of the maximum M,,. It is well known that in the i.i.d. case if
there exist normalizing constants a,, > 0 and b,, such that

P(M"Tb" S:z:) — G(x) asn— oo, (1.1)
n
where G is assumed non-degenerate, then G necessarily belongs to the class of
extreme value distributions (see for instance Gnedenko [9] and Resnick [I§]). In
particular, (LI} holds with G(z) = exp{—z~%}, = > 0, for some o > 0, i.e. the
distribution of X7 is in the domain of attraction of the Fréchet distribution, if and
only if 2 — P(X; > x) is regularly varying at infinity with index a, i.e.

P(Xl > t{E)

lim ———= =27¢
oo P(X; > 1)
for every = > 0 (see Proposition 1.11 in Resnick [I§]). A functional version of this
is known to be true as well, the limit process being an extremal process, and the
convergence takes place in the space of cadlag functions endowed with the Skorohod
J1 topology. More precisely, relation (L)) is equivalent to
[n]
i=1
in D([0, 1], R), the space of real-valued cadlag functions on [0, 1], with the Skorohod
J1 topology, where Y'(-) is an extremal process generated by G. If G is the Fréchet
distribution, then Y has marginal distributions

Xi Ly() (1.2)

QA

PY(t)<z)=e ", £>0,tel01].
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This result was first proved by Lamperti [I5] (see also Resnick [I8], Proposition
4.20). For convenience we can put M, (t) = X1/ay (or M,(t) =0) for t € [0,1/n).

In the dependent case, Adler [I] obtained .J; extremal functional convergence
with the weak dependence condition similar to ”asymptotic independence” condi-
tion introduced by Leadbetter [I7]. For stationary sequences of jointly regularly
varying random variables Basrak and Tafro [6] showed the invariance principle for
the partial maximum process My (-) in D([0, 1], R) with the Skorohod M; topology
(cf. Krizmanié [I1]).

For a special class of weakly dependent random variables, the linear processes
or moving averages processes with i.i.d. heavy-tailed innovations (and deterministic
coefficients), it is known that (2] holds, see for instance Resnick [18], Proposition
4.28. In this paper we aim to obtain the functional convergence as in ([.2)) for linear
processes with random coefficients. Due to possible clustering of large values, the
J1 topology becomes inappropriate, and hence we will use the weaker Skorohod M;
topology. In the proofs of our results we will use some methods and results which
appear in Basrak and Krizmanié¢ [5], where they obtained functional convergence of
partial sum processes with respect to Skorohod M topology; Krizmanié [12], where
joint functional convergence of partial sums and maxima for linear processes was
investigated and Krizmanié¢ [I3], where a functional limit theorem for sums of linear
processes with heavy-tailed innovations and random coefficients was established.
For some related results on limit theory for sums of moving averages with random
coefficients see Kulik [I4].

In general, functional M; convergence of partial sum processes fails to hold. Clus-
ters of large values in the sequence (X,,) may contain positive and negative values
yielding the corresponding partial sum processes having jumps of opposite signs
within temporal clusters of large values, and this precludes the M; convergence.
For instance, this occurs for linear process with i.i.d. heavy-tailed innovations Z;
and deterministic coefficients Cy =1, C; = —1, Co =1 and C; =0 for i > 3:

Xi=2Z;—Zi 1+ Z;_o, i € 7.

But in this case the convergence in distribution of the partial sum processes in
the weaker My topology can be shown to hold, see Krizmanié [I3]. For partial
maxima processes we do not have similar problems with positive and negative
values in clusters of big values since these processes are non-decreasing and thus
only jumps with positive sign appear in them, which means one can have functional
M convergence.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we introduce basic notions about
linear processes, regular variation and Skorohod topologies. In Section [3] we derive
functional convergence of the partial maxima stochastic process for finite order
linear processes with i.i.d. heavy-tailed innovations and random coefficients, and
then we extend this result to infinite order linear processes.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Linear processes. Let (Z;);ez be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables with reg-
ularly varying balanced tails, i.e.

P(|Zi| > z) = 7 “L(x), x>0, (2.1)
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for some o > 0 and slowly varying function L, and

. P(Zl > I) . P(Zl < —ZE)
S  ED - 22)

where p € [0,1] and p+7 = 1. Let (a,) be a sequence of positive real numbers such
that

nP(|Zi| > an) — 1, (2.3)

as n — oo. Then regular variation of Z; can be expressed in terms of vague
convergence of measures on E =R\ {0}:

nPa,*Z; €)= u(-) as n — 0o, (2.4)
where p is a measure on E given by
p(da) = (P 1(0,00) () + 7 1(—00,0y(2)) alz[ 7> da. (2.5)

We study linear processes with random coefficients, defined by
Xi=Y CiZi; i€l (2.6)
j=0

where (C;);>0 is a sequence of random variables independent of (Z;) such that the
above series is a.s. convergent. One sufficient condition for that, which is commonly
used in the literature is

ZE|Cj|5 < oo for some 6 < o, 0 < 6 < 1. (2.7)
j=0

The regular variation property and Karamata’s theorem imply E|Z;|® < oo for
every S € (0,«) (cf. Bingham et al. [§], Proposition 1.5.10), which together with
the moment condition (27 yield the a.s. convergence of the series in (Z.8)):

E|X;|° <Y E|CI°E|Zi-;° = E|Z1|° Y E|C)|° < co.
§=0 3=0

The same holds with the following moment conditions: if & < 1 then there exists
d € (0, ) such that « +d < 1 and

iE|C’j|O‘+(s < o0, iE|Oj|a7§ < 00,

and if & > 1 then there exists § > 0 such that
ZE[|Cj|a+6]1/(a+6) < 00, ZEHleafJ]l/(ajLé) < o0,
i=0 =

see Kulik [I4]. Another condition that assures the a.s. convergence of the series in
the definition of linear processes in (2.6) with

E(Z) =0, ifa>1,

7 is symmetric, if =1,
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and a.s. bounded coefficients can be deduced from the results in Astrauskas [2] for
linear processes with deterministic coefficients:

Z C?L(C;l) < 00,

Jj=0

and additionally ¢§ < oo for a > 2 and 2261V L(c;1/2)) < oo for a = 2,
where (c;) is a sequence of positive real numbers such that |C;| < ¢; a.s. for all j,
and L as in (ZT) (c.f. Balan et al. [4]).

Skorohod topologies. We start by considering D([0, 1], R%), the space of all right-
continuous R¥—valued functions on [0, 1] with left limits. For z € D([0,1],R¢) the
completed (thick) graph of z is the set

G, ={(t,2) € [0,1] x R : z € [[z(t—), z()]]},

where x(t—) is the left limit of = at ¢ and [[a, b]] is the product segment, i.e. [[a,b]] =
[a1,b1] X [ag,bs]... X [ag,bq] for a = (a1, as,...,aq),b = (b1,ba,...,bs) € R and
[ai, b;] coincides with the closed interval [a; A b;,a; V b;], with ¢ A d = min{c, d}
and ¢V d = max{c,d} for ¢,d € R. We define an order on the graph G, by saying
that (tl,Zl) < (fz,Zg) if either (1) t1 < ty or (ll) t1 = to and |£L'j(t1—) — lel <
|zj(ta—) — 295] for all j = 1,2,...,d. A weak parametric representation of the
graph G, is a continuous nondecreasing function (r,u) mapping [0,1] into G,
with 7 being the time component and u being the spatial component, such that
r(0) = 0,r(1) =1 and u(1) = x(1). Let II,,(x) denote the set of weak parametric
representations of the graph G,. For z1, 72 € D([0,1],R%) define

dw (21, 22) = inf{|lr1 — ralljo,1 V |ur — ualljo,1)  (re,us) € Mow(2),1 = 1,2},

where ||z(|[0,1) = sup{[|lz(t)| : t € [0,1]}. Now we say that z,, — x in D([0, 1], R?) for
a sequence (z,) in the weak Skorohod M; (or shortly W M) topology if dy (zy, ) —
0 as n — oo.

If we replace above the graph G, with the completed (thin) graph

Lo ={(t,2) € [0,1] x R?: z = \z(t—) + (1 — N)z(t) for some X € [0,1]},

and weak parametric representations with strong parametric representations (i.e. con-
tinuous nondecreasing functions (r,u) mapping [0, 1] onto I';), then we obtain the
standard (or strong) Skorohod M; topology. This topology is induced by the metric

dM1 (,Tl,l'g) = inf{||r1 - T2||[011] \Y H’U,l - ’U,Q”[OJ] : (m,ui) S Hs(xi),i =1, 2},

where I, () is the set of strong parametric representations of the graph I';. The
standard M; topology is stronger than the weak M; topology on D([0,1],R?), but
they coincide for d = 1.

The W M; topology coincides with the topology induced by the metric

dp(,Tl,,Tz) = max{dMl (J,'lj,,fzj) j = 1, .. ,d} (28)

for #; = (zi1,...,2:a) € D([0,1],R?) and i = 1,2. The metric d, induces the
product topology on D([0, 1], R%).

Using completed graphs and their parametric representations the Skorohod M,
topology can also be defined. Here we give only its characterization by the Hausdorff
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metric on the space of graphs: for x1,x2 € D|0, 1] the M, distance between z; and
x2 is given by

dag, (1, 22) = < sup inf d(a,b)) \/< sup inf d(a,b)),
a€ly, bEsz a€ly,, bele

where d is the metric on R? defined by d((z1,y1), (22,y2)) = |21 — 22| V |y1 — yo| for
(xi,y:) € R%, i = 1,2. The metric dyz, induces the M, topology, which is weaker
than the more frequently used M; topology. For more details and discussion on the
M, and M; topologies we refer to Whitt [21], sections 12.3-12.5.

Since the sample paths of the partial maximum process M, (-) that we study
in this paper are non-decreasing, we will restrict our attention to the subspace
D+([0,1],R%) of functions x in D[0, 1],R?) for which the coordinate functions z;
are non-decreasing for all : =1,...,d.

In the next section we will use the following two lemmas about the M; continuity
of multiplication and maximum of two cadlag functions. The first one is based on
Theorem 13.3.2 in Whitt [21], and the second one follows easily from the fact that
for monotone functions M7 convergence is equivalent to point-wise convergence in a
dense subset of [0, 1] including 0 and 1 (cf. Corollary 12.5.1 in Whitt [21]). Denote
by Disc(z) the set of discontinuity points of x € D([0, 1], R).

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that x, — = and y, — y in D[0, 1] with the My topology. If
for each t € Disc(x) N Disc(y), x(t), x(t—), y(t) and y(t—) are all nonnegative and
[z(t) — z(t=)][y(t) — y(t—)] = 0, then x,y, — xy in D[0,1] with the M; topology,
where (xy)(t) = z(t)y(t) for t € ]0,1].
Lemma 2.2. The function h: D+([0,1],R?) — D¢([0,1],R) defined by h(x,y) =
x Vy, where

(zVy)t) = () Vy(t),  tel0,1],
is continuous when D4([0, 1], R?) is endowed with the weak M topology and D+([0, 1], R)
is endowed with the standard My topology.

3. FUNCTIONAL LIMIT THEOREMS
Let (Z;);cz be an i.i.d. sequence of regularly varying random variables with index
a > 0, and (C;);>0 a sequence of random variables independent of (Z;) such that
the series defining the linear process

X = ZCiZt—ia t ez,
i=0

is a.s. convergent. Define the corresponding partial maximum process by

1 1
—\V X, t>-,
M,(t)={ % ;1 T (3.1)
1
D] i< )
ap, n

for t € [0, 1], with the normalizing sequence (a,,) as in (Z3]). Let
Cy =max{C;VO0:j >0} and C_ =max{—-C;v0:j >0} (3.2)
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Before the main theorem we have two auxiliary results. Define the maximum func-

tional ®: M,,([0,1] x E) — D4([0, 1], R?) by
i i<t ti<t

for t € [0,1] (with the convention V@) = 0), where the space M,([0, 1] x E) of Radon
point measures on [0, 1] x E is equipped with the vague topology (see Chapter 3 in
Resnick Re87).

Proposition 3.1. The mazimum functional ®: M,([0,1] x E) — D+([0, 1], R?) is
continuous on the set
A= {neMy([0,1] X E) : n({0, 1} x E) = n([0,1] x {£o0}) = 0},
when D1([0,1],R?) is endowed with the weak M topology
Proof. Take an arbitrary n € A and suppose that 7, — 1 as n — oo in M, ([0,1] x

E). We need to show that ®(n,) — ®(n) in D+([0,1], R?) according to the W M;
topology. By Theorem 12.5.2 in Whitt [21], it suffices to prove that, as n — oo,

dp(®(1n), ®(n)) = pax dar, (r (), Pr(n)) — 0.

Let
T={te|0,1]:n({t} xE) =0}.

Since 7 is a Radon point measure, the set T is dense in [0,1]. Fix ¢t € T and take
e > 0 such that n([0,¢] x {£e}) = 0. Since n is a Radon point measure, we can
arrange that, letting € | 0, the convergence to 0 is through a sequence of values
(¢;) such that n([0,t] x {£e;}) =0 for all j € N. For u > 0 let E, = E\ (—u,u).
Since the set [0, t] x E, is relatively compact in [0, 1] x E, there exists a nonnegative
integer k = k(n) such that

n([0,t] x E.) = k < 0.

By assumption, 1 does not have any atoms on the border of the set [0,¢] x E., and
therefore by Lemma 7.1 in Resnick [19] there exists a positive integer ng such that

N ([0,t] x E.) =k for all n > nyg.

Let (t;,x;) for i = 1,...,k be the atoms of 1 in [0,¢] X E.. By the same lemma, the
k atoms (tgn), :vgn)) of n, in [0,t] X E. (for n > ng) can be labeled in such a way
that for every i € {1,...,k} we have

(tl("),xg")) — (ti, ;) as n — 0o.

In particular, for any 6 > 0 there exists a positive integer ns > ng such that for all
n 2> ns,
™ — 4| <6 and |2 -zl <6 fori=1,... .k

If £ = 0, then (for large n) the atoms of  and 7, in [0,¢] X E are all situated in
[0,t] X (—¢,€). Hence ®1(n)(t) € [0,€) and ®1(n,)(t) € [0,€), which imply

|©1(1 ) (£) — @1(n)(2)| <e. (3-3)
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If £ > 1, take 6 = €. Note that |:1:Z(") — ;| < 0 implies :1:1(-") > 0 iff z; > 0. Hence we

have

k k

\ |$En)|1{15n)>0} =V il 50)
i=1

i=1

[©1(m)(t) = 21 (n)(t)] =

k
V|0l = i) Lm0

<
=1
k

< Vi —aif < (3.4)
1=1

where the first inequality above follows from the elementary inequality

k k k
‘\/ai_\/bi < \/ lai = bil,
i=1 i=1 i=1

which holds for arbitrary real numbers aq,...,ak,b1,...,bg. Therefore from (33)
and (B4) we obtain

hflsiip |@1(7n) () — P1(n) ()] < e,

and letting € — 0 it follows that ®(n,)(t) — P1(n)(t) as n — oco. Since Py(n)
and ®4(n,) are nondecreasing functions, and by Corollary 12.5.1 in Whitt [21]
M convergence for monotone functions is equivalent to point-wise convergence
in a dense subset of points plus convergence at the endpoints, we conclude that
dar, (P1(nn), ©1(n)) — 0asn — oo. In the same manner we obtain das, (®2(n,), P2(n)) —
0, and therefore we conclude that ® is continuous at 7. O

Proposition 3.2. Let (X;) be a linear process defined by
Xi:ZCjZi—ju i €7,
§=0
where (Z;)icz s an i.i.d. sequence of random variables satisfying 2I)) and ([22)

with a > 0, and (C;);>0 is a sequence of random variables independent of (Z;) such
that the series defying the above linear process is a.s. convergent. Let

[nt]
Z;
Wy (t) :== \/ | |(C+1{Zi>0} + C_l{Zi<0}), t €1[0,1],
i=1 "
with Cy and C_ defined in B2). Then, as n — oo,
Wo(-) L cOWD () vo@w () (3.5)

in D4]0, 1] := D+([0, 1], R) with the M topology, where WO and W are extremal
processes with exponent measures pom:_o‘_ll(o)oo)(x) dz and rcm:_a_ll(opo)(x) dx
respectively, with p and r defined in Z2), and (CM,C?) is a random vector,
independent of (WM W), such that (CM),C3)) 4 (Cq,C2).

Remark 3.1. In Proposition 3.2, as well as in the sequel of this paper, we suppose

WO is an extremal process if p > 0, and a zero process if p = 0. Analogously for
w®,
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Proof of Proposition[32. Since the random variables Z; are i.i.d. and regularly
varying, Corollary 6.1 in Resnick [19] yields

Nn-fzd(lyz)—HV Zziw as n — 0o, (3.6)

in M,([0,1] x E), where the limiting point process N is a Poisson process with
intensity measure Leb x p, with p as in ([235). Since P(N € A) =1 (cf. Resnick [?],

p. 221) from B8) by an application of Proposition Bl and the continuous mapping

theorem (see for instance Theorem 3.1 in Resnick [19]) we obtain ®(N,)(-) 4

O(N)(-) as n — o0, i.e.

[n- ln -] \Zi]
(WD), W (- ( \/ —1{z <0})
GO, W) = ( \/ g0 V liltg<op) (3.7)
t; < ti<-

in D4([0, 1], R?) under the weak M; topology.

The space D([0,1],R) equipped with the Skorokhod J; topology is a Polish
space (i.e. metrizable as a complete separable metric space), see Section 14 in
Billingsley [7], and therefore the same holds for the (standard) M; topology, since
it is topologically complete (see Section 12.8 in Whitt [21]) and separability re-
mains preserved in the weaker topology. The space D4[0, 1] is a closed subspace of
D([0,1],R) (cf. Lemma 13.2.3 in Whitt [21]), and hence also Polish. Further, the
space D4(]0,1],R?) equipped with the weak M; topology is separable as a direct
product of two separable topological spaces. It is also topologically complete since
the product metric in (Z8) inherits the completeness of the component metrics.
Thus we conclude that D+4([0,1], R?) with the weak M; topology is also a Polish
space, and hence by Corollary 5.18 in Kallenberg [10], we can find a random vector
(€M, @), independent of (WM W), such that

D, e L, o). (3.8)

This, relation (87) and the fact that (C,C_) is independent of ( (1) 7(12)), by
an application of Theorem 3.29 in Kallenberg [I0], imply that, as n — oo,

(BY(+), B2 (), Wi (), W2()) % (BD (), BA(-), W (), W () (3.9)

in D+([0,1],R*) with the product M; topology, where B(t) = C, B*(t) = C_,
BW(t) = CcM and BA(t) = CP for t € [0,1].
Let g: D+([0,1],R*) — D4([0, 1], R?) be a function defined by

g9(z) = (2123, T274), z = (21,72, 23, 74) € D4([0,1], R).

Denote by 15172 the set of all functions in D4([0,1],R?*) for which the first two
component functions have no common discontinuity points, i.e.

D15 = {(u,v, z,w) € D4([0,1],R*) : Disc(u) = Disc(v) = 0}.
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By Lemma[ZT] the function g is continuous on the set 5172 in the weak M; topology,
and hence Disc(g) C Df ,. Denoting Dy = {u € D1[0,1] : Disc(u) = 0} we obtain

P[(BW, B® wW w®) eDisc(g)) < P(BY,BD, WD w?)e D]

IN

P{BM e D} U {B® e D§} =0,

where the last equality holds since B() and B® have no discontinuity points.
This allows us to apply the continuous mapping theorem to relation (39) yielding

g(BY, B2, WL W2) % g(BO, B®, WO, W) e,

(CoWE W2 L (cOWD, cOWR)  asn — oo, (3.10)
in D4([0,1],R?) with the weak M; topology. Now from by Lemma and
T

the continuous mapping theorem it follows C W, v C_W?2 4 cOWO v o@we)
as n — oo, i.e.

ln-]

V

=1

[n-]
Cy|Z;] C_|Z, d . .
+a Lizso VvV o Nzi<oy V CWljiltgso vV CPGilLy <o)
n i=1 n < ;<

in D4[0,1] with the M; topology. This is in fact (B) since the process in the
converging sequence in the last relation is equal to W, (-). It remains only to
show that the corresponding limiting process is of the form claimed in the state-
ment of the proposition. Denote it by M(-). By an application of Proposi-
tion 3.7 in Resnick [I8] we obtain that the restricted processes }-; (s, ji1y; ~0y)
and 3, ¢, —ji1 i<oy) BTe€ independent Poisson processes with intensity measures
Leb x 4 and Leb x pu_ respectively, where

pg(dz) = p1(g,e0) () az™* " da and pi—(dz) = 110,00y () az™* " da.
(cf. Theorem 5.2 in Last and Penrose [16]). From this we conclude that the processes
W)=\ il and W)=\ liilly.<o
t;<- ;< -

are extremal processes with exponent measures p4 and p— respectively (see Resnick [18],
Section 4.3; Resnick [19], p. 161), and hence M (t) = COW D (t) v CAOW R)(¢) for
t€0,1]. O

In deriving functional convergence of the partial maxima process we first deal
with finite order linear processes. Fix ¢ € N and let

q
Xy=Y CiZi i teL
1=0

In this case Cy and C_ reduce to C4 = max{C; V0 :j =0,...,q} and C_ =
max{—C;V0:j5=0,...,q}. Denote by M the limiting process in Proposition 3.2]
ie.

M()=COWD()ve@Pw (., (3.11)
where W) is an extremal process with exponent measure 4 (dz) = paz—®~'dz for
x>0, W® is an extremal process with exponent measure ji_ (dz) = rax=2"tdz
for > 0, and (C,C®) is a two dimensional random vector, independent of
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(WO W), such that (CH),C(2)) 4 (C4,C_). Taking into account the proof of
Proposition observe that

M(t) = \/ |]1|(O(1)1{J1>0} =+ O<2)]‘{ji<0})’ te [05 1]5
i<t
where » 7, 0(, ;,) is a Poisson process with intensity measure Leb x p, with p as in

@3).

Theorem 3.3. Let (Z;);cz be an i.i.d. sequence of random variables satisfying (2]
and (Z2) with o > 0. Assume Co,Ch,...,Cq are random variables independent of
(Z;). Then, as n — oo,

d
M (-) = M(-)
in D4[0,1] endowed with the M, topology.
Proof. Our aim is to show that for every § > 0
lim Pldan, (Wy, M,) > 6] =0,
n—oo

since then from Proposition by an application of Slutsky’s theorem (see for

instance Theorem 3.4 in Resnick [19]) we will obtain M, () 4 M(-)asn— oo in
D+[0,1] endowed with the M; topology. It suffices to show that

liﬁm Pldps, (W, M,) > 8] = 0. (3.12)
Indeed, by Remark 12.8.1 in Whitt [2I] the following metric is a complete metric
topologically equivalent to dpy, :
dip, (71, 02) = dar, (71, 72) + M@ (21, -), (22, 7)),
where X is the Lévy metric on a space of distributions

AME1 Fy) =inf{e > 0: Fo(x —¢) —e < Fi(z) < Fy(z +¢€) + € for all z}

o) w(z,e*),  z<0,
w(x,z) =
w(z, 1), z >0,

with w(z, p) = supg<,<; w(z,t, p) and

w(z,t, p) = sup |z (t2) — [x(t1), z(ts)]]|
OV (t—p)<t1 <ta<tz<(t+p)Al

and

where p > 0 and ||z — A|| denotes the distance between a point z and a subset
A CR. Since W,(-) and M, (-) are nondecreasing, for t; < t2 < t3 it holds that
(W (t2) — [Wa(t1), Wi (ts)]ll = 0, which implies w(W,, p) = 0 for all p > 0, and
similarly w(M,,, p) = 0. Hence \(W,,, M) = 0, and d};, (W, M) = dar, (W, My).

In order to show BI2) fix § > 0 and let n € N be large enough, ie. n >
max{2q,2q/d}. Then by the definition of the metric dps, we have

dar, W, M) = ( sup inf d(v,z)) v ( sup inf d(v,z)) =Y, VT,
vel'w,, z€ln,y, veT My, z€l'w,,

Hence
Pldar, Wy, My) > 6] < P(Y, > 6) + P(T,, > 9). (3.13)
Now, we estimate the first term on the right hand side of B.I3]). Let

D,, = {3v € T'w, such that d(v, z) > § for every z € T'p, },
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and note that by the definition of Y,
(Y, > 6} C D,,. (3.14)
On the event D,, it holds that d(v,T'as, ) > d. Let v = (ty,z,). We claim that
" "
‘Wn(—) - Mn(—)‘ >4, (3.15)
n n
where i* = |nt,]| or i* = |nt,] — 1. To see this, observe that t, € [i/n, (i + 1)/n)
for some i € {1,...,n—1} (or t, = 1). If 2, = W,(i/n) (i.e. v lies on a horizontal
part of the completed graph), then clearly
(2 - ()] 2 P 5
n n
and we put ¢* = 4. On the other hand, if z, € [W,((i — 1)/n), W, (i/n)) (ie. v lies
on a vertical part of the completed graph), one can similarly show that

W () - M ()] 8 () >

and
W () = ma(2)| >0 it Mn(ﬂ) < .
n n n
In the first case put ¢* = ¢ — 1 and in the second i* = i. Since i = |nt, | we conclude
that (3.15]) holds. Moreover, since |i*/n—(i*+1)/n| < ¢/n < § foreveryl =1,...,q
(such that i* +1 < n), from the definition of the set D,, one can similarly conclude
that

" i 41
‘Wn(g)—Mn( . )‘>5. (3.16)
Let C =C4 v C_. We claim that
Dn - Hn,l ) Hn,2 U Hn,37 (317)
where
C|Z] )
Hy, = 3le{—q....q0U{n—q+1,..., h that ,
Hp, = {er{l,...,n}andﬂle{k—q,...,k—i—q}\{k}suchthat
C|Zy| ) C|Z] )
d
e Ag+) M e, T A S
Hy,s = {er{l,...,n}, Jje{1,...,n}\{k,....k+q}, 3L €{0,...,q}
C|Zy| )
d 3l 0,... l h that
nd 31 € {0, oa} {1 such that 2K > o0
ClZju| 6 ClZjl 5
d .
an A+ D) M T a Tl

Relation ([BIT) will be proven if we show that

Dy := Dy, N (Hp1 UH, ) C Hys.
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Assume the event D,, occurs. Then necessarily W, (i*/n) > §/[4(¢ + 1)]. Indeed, if
Wa(i* /) < 6/[A(g + 1), ic.

<
(2 3

\/ @(O+1{Zj>0} + C—l{Zj<0}) - Wn(l_) = :

an n

j=1

then for every s € {g+1,...,i*} it holds that

X, N CiZsi N |Zs—j
D D <y ” e o0+ Oz c)
n =0 n 7=0 n
—(¢+1) = é (3.18)
g+ ITY Ty '
Since the event Hy, ; occurs, for every s € {1,...,q} we also have
| X | ! |Zs—;] el ) )
< C; < < 1 =-. 3.19
an _Z| il an _Z an, <o+ )4(q—|—1) 4 (3.19)
7=0 7=0
Combining (818) and (8:19) we obtain
Xy N v Xe b
——<—<Mn(—): 25 <2, 3.20
4~ a, — n s\:/l a, ~ 4 ( )
and hence
i 7 i i 1) 1) 1)
W (5) =M ()] = W () + () < i<%
’ n n/l— VAR n _4(q+1)+4_2

which is in contradiction with (315).
Therefore W, (i*/n) > §/[4(¢ + 1)]. This implies the existence of some k €
{1,...,4*} such that

N | Zl g
Wn(z> = E (C+1{Zk>0} + C_l{Zk<0}) > 4(q+ 1)’ (3.21)
and hence
C|Zy| )
an 4(g+1)

From this, since Hy | occurs, it follows that ¢ +1 <k <n —g. Since Hf , occurs,
it holds that

C\|Z| 4
<

an, ~ 4(g+1)
Now we want to show that M, (i*/n) = X,/a, for some j € {1,...,i*}\
{k,...,k + q}. If this is not the case, then M, (i*/n) = X;/a, for some j €

{k,...,k+q} (with 7 <¢*). On the event {Z; > 0} it holds that

1Zkl(Ci1iz,50) + C-1{z,<0y) = C1 21, = Cj, Zy,

for some jo € {0,...,q} (with Cj, > 0). Here we distinguish two cases:
(i) k+ ¢ <i*. Since k + jo < i*, we have
X _ Mn(l_) > @ (3.23)
n

an T an

foralll e {k—gq,...,k+q} \ {k}. (3.22)
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Observe that we can write
Xj . Cj_kZ;g 2 Cst—s . Cj—ka
-y SR

+F17

s=0
s#J—

and

Xitio _ CinZr | i CsZkrio=s _. CioZk LB
Q.

Ay Qp, mn an
s=0
s # Jjo
From relation [B.22]) (similarly as in (319)) we obtain
0 9
Ag+1) -4
and similarly |F»| < §/4. Since Cj, — Cj_ = C4 — Cj_x > 0, using (3.23)
we obtain

|Fi| <q-

CjUZk — Cj_ka <

1)
0< _Fl—F2§|F1|+|F2|<§.

Qn

By (BI5) we have
’CjOZk X

an

*

) wn(D)]

CjOZk _ CJ A

Qn

and hence
5 < ‘OjOZk _ Cj,ka

2% 2%

6 30
‘+|F1|< +Z—Z,

n|<|

which is not possible.
(ii) k + ¢ > *. Note that in this case k < j <i* < k 4 ¢. Since

k+q . )
Mn(w) — \/ é ZMH(Z—) = &7
n ey n n an
it holds that
n an

for some p € {j,...,k+q} C{k,...,k+ q}. Observe that we can write
X,  CpiZy N CZp-s  CypiZ
s

+F37

(7% Qp, — n Gn,
s 7 p
with |F5] < 6/4, which holds by relation ([8.22)). By relation (3.I6]) we have
L= () - ()] >
n

an
and repeating the arguments as in (i), but with

Xp :Mn(kJrq) > Xktjo
Qp, Gn,
instead of ([B:23]), we arrive at
CjOZk _ Cp_ka CJOZk _ Cp_ka 30

0 <

F’<’ + Bl < .
an an n
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Thus we conclude that this case also can not happen.

One can similarly handle the event {Z) < 0} to arrive at a contradiction. Therefore
indeed M, (i*/n) = X;/ay for some j € {1,...,i*} \ {k,...,k + q}. Now we have
three cases: (Al) all random variables Z;_g, ..., Z; are "small”, (A2) exactly one
is "large” and (A3) at least two of them are ”large”, where we say Z is ”small”
if C|Z|/an < 6/[4(q + 1)], otherwise it is ”large”. We will show that the first two

cases are not possible.

(A1)

ClZ;—1|/an < §/[4(q+1)] for every I =0,...,¢. This yields (as in (3.19))
()= =g
"\n a, ~— 4
Let jo be as above (on the event {Z; > 0}), i.e
|Z/€|(C+1{Zk>0} + C—l{Zk<0}) =C1 72, = Cj Zy.
If K+ q <i*, then
& > Xketo _ C]OZ

+ F, (3.24)

Qn 429 2%

where F» is as in (i) above, with |Fp| < §/4, i.e.

Qn

q
. C’JOZk S Cy Zkﬂo ,
i

Hence
A X; X;
Cjo kS F<| |+|F|<6+é:é
Qnp Qnp Qn 4 2’
and
() a0 ()] [ Oae - ) e 8 g8
n an an an an 2 4 4

which is in contradiction with (BI3). On the other hand, if k + ¢ > i*,
we have two possibilities: M, ((k + ¢q)/n) = M, (i*/n) or M, ((k + q)/n) >
M, (i*/n). When M, ((k+q)/n) = M, (i*/n) = X;/an, since k+ jo < k+q
note that relation (3224)) holds, and similarly as above we obtain

e (5) - () =[5 - 22 < T

which is in contradiction with (3I6). Alternatively, when M, ((k+q)/n) >
M, (i* /n), it holds that M, ((k+q)/n) = Xp/a, for some p € {i*,..., k+q}.
Now in the same manner as in (ii) above we get a contradiction. We handle
the event {Z) < 0} similarly to arrive at a contradiction, and therefore this
case can not happen.

There exists I3 € {0,...,q} such that C|Z;_;,|/an > §/[4(q + 1)] and
ClZ;—i|/an < 6/[4(g + 1)] for every I € {0,...,¢q} \ {l1}. Here we ana-
lyze only what happens on the event {Z; > 0} (the event {Z; < 0} can
be treated analogously and is therefore omitted). Assume first k + g < i*.

Then
& > Xktjo _ C]OZ]C

+ F, (3.25)

Qn 2% Ap
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where jo and Fy are as in (i) above, with |Fa| < 6/4. Write

+ Fy.

2% 2% Qn Qn

& _ Ci,Zj1, + i CsZj—s — CiZj—,
s=0
S 7é l1
Similarly as before we obtain |Fy| < /4. Since j — 13 < j < i*, by the
definition of the process W, () we have

i* |Z;_1, | Ci,Zj—i
Wn(g) 2 #(C+1{Zj—zl>0} +C- 1z, <0}) = #
Thus
C, Zy |Zk| 7 C, Zi_y
Gt~ 1o+ ) = () = 2
which yields
—CZZ’“ - ? > Llfﬂ’“ - ? = —F. (3.26)
Relations ([B.25) and (3.20) yield
C;,Z X;
—(|F2| + |Fy]) < —Fy < Jao—k - a_] < =Py < By + [Fyl,
ie.
j* j* CioZr X § & 46
() = ()] = [~ s <y < D288
n n an an 4 4 2

which is in contradiction with (BI5). Assume now k+ ¢ > ¢*. If M, ((k +
q)/n) = My (i*/n) = X, /an, relation (3.25)) still holds and this leads to

() (9] | 2 - <4

n an an

2 )

which is in contradiction with (3I6). On the other hand, if M, ((k+q)/n) >
M,,(i*/n), then M, ((k+q)/n) = X,/ay, for some p € {i*,...,k+q}. With
the same arguments as in (ii) above we obtain

(£ -0 (11| = e e

n an an

30

Ve
i.e. a contradiction with ([BI6]). Hence this case also can not happen.

(A3) Thereexist l; € {0,...,¢q} andl € {0,...,q}\{l1} such that C|Z;_,|/a, >
0/[4(g+1)] and CZ;_;|/an > §/[4(g+1)]. In this case the event H,, 3 occurs.

Therefore only case (A3) is possible, and this yields D, C H, 3. Hence BI7)
holds. By stationarity we have

C|Z4| 0 )
P(H,1) < (3¢g+1)P > . 3.27
(tta) < Go+ P (D205 L (3.27)
For an arbitrary M > 0 it holds that
C|Z4| 1) > (C|Zl| ) ) <C|Z1| 1) >
P > = P > ,C>M)|+P > , <M
( ap, 4(¢+1) an 4(¢+1) an 4(g+1)

IN

|2 4
P(C>M)+P($ > W)
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Using the regular variation property we obtain
. |2 g
lim P(— > ———] =0,
nsso ( an g+ 1)M

and therefore from [B.27) we get limsup,,_, . P(Hpn,1) < (3¢+1)P(C > M). Letting
M — oo we conclude
lim P(H,1) = 0. (3.28)

Since Zj, and Z; that appear in the formulation of H, o are independent, for an
arbitrary M > 0 it holds that

n k+q
C|Zy| o C|Z| g
< = =
P(ngﬂ{C_M}) Z Z P( an >4(q—|—1)7 an >4(q+1)7C—M

k=1 |=k—gq
l#k
n k+q
| Zk| 0 1Z1] 6
< P—/—> ——|P|—> ———
<> X (P ) P (2
l#k

% | Z4 | § 2
- W{”P (Z ” 4(q+1)M)] ’

and an application of the regular variation property yields lim, . P(H, 2N {C <
M?}) = 0. Hence
limsup P(Hp 2) < limsupP(H,2 N {C > M}) <P(C > M),

n—oo n—r oo

and letting again M — oo we conclude

lim P(H,2)=0. (3.29)
n—oo
From the definition of the set H, 3 it follows that k,j — {1, — [ are all different,
which implies that the random variables Z;, Z;_;, and Z;_; are independent. Using

this and stationarity we obtain

P(H, 30 {C < M}) < Q(q: 2 ["P (% ~ ﬁ)r

for arbitrary M > 0, and hence
lim P(H,3)=0. (3.30)

n—oo
Now from [B.I7) and (B28)-B.30) we obtain lim,_,- P(D,,) = 0, and hence (3.14)
yields

lim P(Y, > 4) = 0. (3.31)
It remains to estimate the second term on the right hand side of (BI3). Let

E, ={3v €Ty, such that d(v,z) > § for every z € T'w, }.
Then by the definition of T,
(T, >0} C E,. (3.32)

On the event E, it holds that d(v,T'w, ) > 0. Interchanging the roles of the pro-
cesses My, () and W, (-), in the same way as before for the event D,, it can be
shown that

-3k

() (5] 039
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for all 1 =0,...,q (such that i* — [ > 0), where * = |nt, | or i* = |nt,] — 1, and
v = (ty, Ty)-

Now we want to show that E, N (Hy 1 U H,2)° C Hy 3, and hence assume the
event E,, N (H, 1 UH, 2)° occurs. Since (3.33)) (for | = 0) is in fact (B13]), repeating
the arguments used for D,, we conclude that (3:2]]) holds. Here we also claim that
M, (i*/n) = X;/a, for some j € {1,...,9*}\ {k,...,k+ ¢}. Hence assume this is
not the case, i.e. M, (i*/n) = X;/ay for some j € {k,... . k+q} (with j <i*). We
can repeat the arguments from (i) above to conclude that k+ ¢ < ¢* is not possible.
It remains to see what happens when k + ¢ > i*. Let

w, (=) = 2
n Gn

(Ciliz0p + C-liz,<0})

for some s € {1,...,i* — ¢q}. Note that i* — ¢ > 1 since ¢+ 1 < k < i*. We
distinguish two cases:
(a) Wy(i*/n) > M, (i*/n). In this case the definition of i* implies that M, (i*/n)
xy < W, (3% /n). Since [t, — (1* —q)/n| < (¢+1)/n < 4, from d(v,T'w, ) >
we conclude

e (22 0 (D)) o

where d is the Euclidean metric on R. This yields W, ((i* — ¢)/n) >
M, (i* /n), and from ([B.33]) we obtain

Wn(%) > Mn(%) +4. (3.34)

From this, taking into account relation ([3.20), we obtain
C|Z,| it — q) ) 36 )

Ol 5y, (=) B go B, 0
o 2 10T T T g

n

and since Hy; 5 occurs it follows that
C1Z| o
<
an, ~ 4(¢g+1)
Let py € {0,...,q} be such that Cp,Zs = |Zs|(Cy1iz, 501 + C-1{z.<0}).
Since s + pg < ¥, it holds that
X; j* Xs Zs
R "

an T ap an

for every l € {s —q,...,s+q}\ {s}. (3.35)

where
q

Osterofm
RN
m =0
m # po

From (B34) and (836) we obtain

CpoZs _ X Cpy Zs
—HE s L 5> B L By 44,
an an an

i.e. F5 < —4. But this is not possible since by [B.38), |F5| < §/4, and we
conclude that this case can not happen.

<
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(b) Wy(i*/n) < M, (i*/n). Then from B33) we get

*

Mn(k+q) ZMn(%) ng(i*)M. (3.37)

n n

Wi () - (S0)] =
n n
and repeating the arguments from (ii) above we conclude that this case also
can not happen.
Thus we have proved that M,,(i*/n) = X,/a, for some j € {1,...,i*}\{k,..., k+
q}. Similar as before one can prove now that Cases (A1) and (A2) can not happen
(when k + ¢ > i* we use also the arguments from (a) and (b)), which means that
only Case (A3) is possible. In that case the event H, 3 occurs, and thus we have
proved that E, N (H,1 U Hy, 2U)* C Hy 3. Hence

En g Hn,l U Hn,2 U Hn,3;
and from (B28)—@30) we obtain lim,_,. P(E,) = 0. Therefore (3.32) yields

Therefore

lim P(T, > &) = 0. (3.38)
n—oo
Now from BI3)), B31) and B3]) we obtain ([BI2)), which means that M, () 4
M(-) in D4[0,1] with the M; topology. This proves the theorem. O

Remark 3.2. If the sequence of coeflicients (C}) is a.s. of the same sign, the limiting
process M (-) in Theorem B3] reduces to C W) (.) with W) being an extremal
process with exponent measure i, independent of C*)| where in the case of non-
negative coefficients C*) = c(1) £ max{C; VO : j = 0,...,q} and p.(dz) =
pi(dr) = par=*ldx for x > 0, while in the case of non-positive coefficients
cH =c® L max{—C;V0:j=0,...,q} and p.(dz) = p_(dz) = raz=* 'dz
for x > 0. Similarly, if the innovations (Z;) are a.s. of the same sign, the limiting
process is again CW ™) (.), with . (dz) = ax=*"dz for z > 0, and C*) = CV)
if the innovations are non-negative and C*) = C® if they are non-positive.

Now we turn our attention to infinite order linear processes. The idea is to
approximate them by a sequence of finite order linear processes, for which The-
orem holds, and to show that the error of approximation is negligible in the
limit. To accomplish this in the case a € (0,1) we will use the arguments from
Krizmanié [13], and in the case « € [1,00) the arguments from the proof of Lemma
2 in Tyran-Kaminiska [20] adapted to linear processes with random coefficients in-
stead of deterministic.

Theorem 3.4. Let (X;) be a linear process defined by
Xi:ZCjZifj; i €7,
j=0

where (Z;)icz s an i.i.d. sequence of random variables satisfying 2)) and [22)
with o > 0, and (C;)i>0 s a sequence of random wvariables independent of (Z;)
such that the series defying the above linear process is a.s. convergent. If a € (0,1)
suppose

ZE|Cj|5 < oo for some 0 € (0, ), (3.39)

Jj=0
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and

ZE|Cj|7 < 00 for some v € (a, 1), (3.40)

Jj=0

while if &« = 1 suppose also B39), and if « > 1 suppose
> EIC)| < o (3.41)
§=0

Then My,(-) 4 M(-), as n — oo, in D4[0,1] with the My topology, with M as
defined in (311).

Proof. For q € N, g > 2, define

V)

Q

qu = CjZi,j + Oq’maXZiqurl + Oq’minZifq, i €7,
=0
and
[nt]
X/
Mnyq(t) = \/ an, ’ te [07 1]

(with M, 4(t) = X{/an if t € [0,1/n)), where C4™** = max{C; : j > ¢ — 1} and
Ce™in = min{C; : j > q — 1}. Observe that

max{C; V0:j=0,...,q— 1}V (CT™*> v )V (CT™" v () = C4,

max{—C;VO0:j=0,...,q— 1} V (=CT™* Vv () v (~CT™" v 0) = C_,
and therefore for the finite order moving average process (X/); by Theorem [3:3] we
obtain
an()iM() as n — 0o,
in D4[0,1] with the M; topology. If we show that for every ¢ > 0

lim limsup Pldas, (Mp, My,,q) > €] =0, (3.42)

q—=X0 p—oco

then by a generalization of Slutsky’s theorem (see Theorem 3.5 in Resnick [19]) it

will follow M, () 4 M () in D+[0,1] with the M; topology. Since the metric dpy,
on D4[0,1] is bounded above by the uniform metric on D40, 1], it suffices to show
that

lim limsupP ( sup |M,(t) — M, 4(t)| > e) =0.

94— p—oo 0<t<1

Now we treat separately the cases o € (0,1) and a € [1, 00).

Case « € (0,1). Recalling the definitions, we have

"X - X "X — XY
P( sup | M, (t)— M, 4(t)] >e> <P (\/|OL7| >e) §P<Z% >e>.

0<t<1 i1
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Observe that

n n e’} q—2
dMIXi-x{| = Z ZC Zij = CiZij—CO™™Z, 41y — CI™N 7,
i=1 i=1 ! j=0 =0

< Z {|(Oql — O Z g+ [(Cy = CT™N) Zi | + Z |OJ'ZiJ'|]

i=1 j=q+1
s(Eﬂm>|zwuwa+Z§NMMA
Jj=q+1 i=1 j=q+1
n+1
s(ZwQD%wzmemw

Jj=q+1 1=—00

where in the second inequality above we used the simple fact that |Cy_q —C?™*| <
2372 11 1G5l (and analogously if C¢™ is replaced by Cemin) " and a change of
variables and rearrangement of sums in the third inequality. Since conditions (3:39)
and (340) by Lemma 3.2 in Krizmani¢ [13] imply

S 12l |za
qlinolohrrlnsupP K Z |C; |>Z + Z Z|C’q Z+J|>€:| =0,

Jj=q+1 1=—00
we obtain

lim limsup P ( sup | M, (t) — M, q(t)| > e) =0,

94— p—soo 0<t<1
which means that M, () % M(-) as n — oo in (D4[0,1], day, ).
Case a € [1,00) Define ZEJ = a;12j1{|zj\ﬁan} and Zij = a;IZj1{|Zj|>an} for
j€Zand n € N,
Oj, lf] > q,
C;={ C,—Ccomin, if j =q,
Cq—l — gomax) 1fj =q-1,
and note that
Lntj LntJ

\/ —- \/
Lnt]

V

=1"y

[nt] Int)

|X qu = CiZi
< x| 5 O

=1 " j=q—

|Mn(t) - Mn,q(t)l =

PRCECRED DY
q

Jj=q—1

Using again the fact that the M7 metric on D40, 1] is bounded above by the uniform
metric we get

Pldy, (My, My, ) >€¢) < P ( sup | M, (t) — M, q(t)| > e)
0<t<1

P(\/ S Cizg > >+P(\/ > Cizz, —)_11+12 (3.43)
i=1!j=¢—1 i=1"j=q—1
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To estimate I; note that

L < P<i|@|>1>+P<\n/ i CiZ5,; % i g)
Jj=q-1 i=1"j=q—-1 J=q-1
< ZE|C|+ZP( > G755 Z|0|<1)
Jj=q—1 Jj=q—1 j=q—1

where the last inequality follows by Markov’s inequality. Take some ¢ > o and let
1 be such that 1/¢ + 1/¢ = 1. Then by Hoélder’s inequality we have

( Z Gzi)) = ( S IG I G2, 1)

Jj=q—1 Jj=q—1

IN

© NP/ >
< |cj|> S G- 1Z5, 17,

which leads to

o0 _ n © NP/ > o0
Lo< Y E|Cj|+ZP[< |Oj|> Z Cil 125,17 > (5) Z
j=q—1 i=1 j=q—1 Jj=q—1 J=q—1
< Y Bl X Gzl (5)7)
j=q—1 i=1 J=q—1

This together with the Markov’s inequality, the fact that the sequence (C;) is in-
dependent of (Z;) and stationarity of the sequence (Z;) yields

oo 2 n o0
Lo Y EG(E) ZE( > (Gl-125,1°)
Jj=q-1 Jj=q-1
= Z E|C|+—Z Z E|C)| E|Z5, ;|7
Jj=gq—1 i=1 j=q—1
2% < > ~
- (1+—¢nE|Z7;71|“’> 3 E(C)). (3.44)
¢ i=a1
From the definition ofC' it follows »°7° 1E|C | <5375, 1 ElC)|, and by Kara-

mata’s theorem and (2.3)), as n — oo,

E(1Z1°1{z)1<a,})
ah P(|Z1] > an)

nE|ZZ, ¢ = P(Z] > an) — < .

Hence from (.44 we conclude that there exists a positive constant D; such that

oo

limsup Iy < Dy Y E|C;]. (3.45)
n—roo .
Jj=q—-1
In order to estimate I assume first « € (1,00). Applying again Markov’s inequality,
the fact that the sequence (C;) is independent of (Z;) and stationarity of (Z;) we

| /\
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obtain
IQ§ZP( N Gz, 5) %Z Z Z; il % > E|Cj|-nE|
i=1 Jj=q-1 i=1j=q— Jj=q—1

By Karamata’s theorem and relation (23], as n — oo,

E(1Z111(z,|>a.}) a
2= - nP(|Z1] > an) > —— < o0,
P21 >y "EUA]>an) = T <o

and hence we see that there exists a positive constant D- such that

nE|Zi1| =

limsup Io < Do g E|Cj] (3.46)
n—oo
Jj=q-1

In the case a = 1 Markov’s inequality implies
o0

n 2 n
<>r(| X azmaf>g)<Fxr
=1 j=q—1 =1

with § as in relation ([.39). Since § < 1, an apphcatlon of the tr1angle inequality
| >y al® <32 las]® with s € (0,1] yields

)

o0

nz;

90 n %) _ 90 %) _
L<5> 0 > BIGZL 10 =5 30 BIGI -nEIZ7
i=1 j=q—1 Jj=q—1

From this, since by Karamata’s theorem

: >p_ " s _ 1

Jim nE|Z7,[" = aE(|Zl| 1{\Zl|>an}) =1-5 <%

and by a new application of the triangle inequality
Y EIGI° = E[Cil +EIG + ) EIGI
Jj=q—1 Jj=q+1
oo 6
< 523 (61) +5(2 Z ) + Z BIC,I°
Jj=q—1 Jj=q—1 =q+1

IN

20 N RGP +2° Z E|C;|° + Z E|C;|?,
Jj=q-1 Jj=q-1 Jj=q+1

it follows that there exists a positive constant D3 such that

limsup Ir < Dj Z E|C;°.

This together with (3:43), (343) and (3.46) yields

lim sup Pdys, (M, My g) > €] <Dy Y E|Cj|+ (D2 + Ds) Y E|C;)*,
n—oo j=q—1 Jj=q—1

where s = 0 for o« = 1 and s = 1 for & > 1. Now, conditions (3:39) and (3.41)

yield (B.42]), and hence we again obtain M,(-) 4 M(-) in (D+4]0,1],dpr,). This
concludes the proof. O

Z7 -
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Remark 3.3. Since (CM), C?) is independent of (W™, W), the limiting process
M, defined in (311 by

M(t) = cOW! 1)( )\/C(2 W(2 \/ 17 ( C( 1yj, >0}+C( 14, <0}) t €[0,1],
i<t

where 7, 0, ;,) is a Poisson process with intensity measure Leb x p, with u as in

@3), conditionally on (C™M,C®?)) = (a,b), is an extremal process with exponent

measure (pa® + rb®)az~*"tdz for z > 0 and non-negative real numbers a and b.

Indeed, for x > 0 we have

PM(t) < x| (C’(l), 0(2)) =(a,b)] = P ( \/ |ji|(a1{ji>0} + bl{ji<0}) < 3:)
ti<t
- P ( \/ jiSi < 3:) (3.47)
ti<t

with S; = alyj, >0y — blyj,<0y. Propositions 3.7 and 3.8 in Resnick [1§] yield that
> i 0(t:.j:.5,) is a Poisson process with intensity measure Leb x fi, where fi(dz, dy) =

p(dz)K (z,dy) and K(z,dy) = P (alz>o — b1{1<0} € dy), and that >, 6, j.s)
is a Poisson process with intensity measure Leb x [i, where

Az, 00) = i({(y, 2)  yz > }) = / / MdpK(p.dz). @ >0

From this we conclude that the process \/t <. 7iS; is an extremal process with expo-
nent measure /i (see Resnick [I8], Section 4.3; and Resnick [19], p. 161). Standard
computations give

o [ee) 0
Al o) = | K i) + [ Kdentay) = preasramere,
Yy —o0 J—o0

Hence
fi(da) = (pa® + 1b*)az ™1 g o) () do,

and we conclude from (B47) that the limiting process M, conditionally on (CV), C(?)) =
(a,b), is an extremal process with exponent measure [i.

Note that, conditionally on {C; = ¢; for all j > 0}, where (¢;); is a sequence
of real numbers, the process X; in ([2.0) is a linear process with deterministic co-
efficients (c;). Therefore, Proposition 4.28 in Resnick [I8] yields that the limit of
M,, in D4[0,1] with the M; topology is a process which is, conditionally on {C; =
cj for all j > 0}, an extremal process with exponent measure (pcS +rc®)ax~ ldr
for x > 0, provided cyp + c—r > 0, where ¢; = max{c; VO : j > 0} and
c- = max{—c¢; VO :j > 0}. This corresponds to the above considerations about
the structure of the limiting process for a = c; and b = c_.

Remark 3.4. If the sequence (C}) is deterministic, condition (3:40) can be dropped
since it is implied by (339). Note that condition ([B:39) implies |C;|° < 1 for large
j, and since |C;]%% is decreasing in =, it follows that for large j
5\v/6 5
CiI7 = (1C51°)° < 16y,

This suffices to conclude that (8:40) holds. In general this does not hold when the
coefficients are random (see Krizmanié¢ [13], p. 739).



24 DANIJEL KRIZMANIC

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work has been supported in part by University of Rijeka research grants
uniri-prirod-18-9 and uniri-pr-prirod-19-16 and by Croatian Science Foundation
under the project IP-2019-04-1239.

REFERENCES

(1] R.J. Adler, Weak convergence results for extremal processes generated by dependent random
variables, Ann. Probab. 6 (1983), 660-667.
[2] J. Astrauskas, Limit theorems for sums of linearly generated random variables, Lith. Math.
J. 23 (1983), 127-134.
(3] F. Avram and M. Taqqu, Weak convergence of sums of moving averages in the a—stable
domain of attraction, Ann. Probab. 20 (1992), 483-503.
[4] R. Balan, A. Jakubowski and S. Louhichi, Functional Convergence of Linear Processes with
Heavy-Tailed Innovations, J. Theoret. Probab. 29 (2016), 491-526.
[5] B. Basrak and D. Krizmanié, A limit theorem for moving averages in the a—stable domain of
attraction, Stochastic Process. Appl. 124 (2014), 1070-1083.
[6] B. Basrak and A. Tafro, A complete convergence theorem for stationary regularly varying
multivariate time series, Extremes 19 (2016), 549-560.
[7] P. Billingsley, Convergence of Probability Measures, John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1968.
[8] N. H. Bingham, C. M. Goldie and J. L. Teugels, Regular variation, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 1989.
[9] B. V. Gnedenko, Sur la distribution limite du terme maximum d’une série aléatoire, Ann.
Math. 44 (1943), 423-453.
[10] O. Kallenberg, Foundations of Modern Probability, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1997.
[11] D. Krizmani¢, Weak convergence of partial maxima processes in the M; topology, Extremes
17 (2014), 447-465.
[12] D. Krizmanié¢, Joint functional convergence of partial sums and maxima for linear processes,
Lith. Math. J. 58 (2018), 457-479.
[13] D. Krizmanié, Functional convergence for moving averages with heavy tails and random
coefficients, ALEA Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat. 16 (2019), 729-757.
[14] R. Kulik, Limit Theorems for Moving Averages with Random Coefficients and Heavy-Tailed
Noise, J. Appl. Prob. 43 (2006), 245-256.
[15] J. Lamperti, On extreme order statistics, Ann. Math. Statist. 35 (1964), 1726-1737.
[16] G. Last and M. Penrose, Lectures on the Poisson Process, Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, 2018.
[17] M. R. Leadbetter, On extreme values in stationary sequences, Z. Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie
und Verw. Gebiete 28 (1974), 289-303.
[18] S. I. Resnick, Extreme Values, Regular Variation, and Point Processes, Springer Sci-
ence+Business Media LLC, New York, 1987.
[19] S. I. Resnick, Heavy-Tail Phenomena: Probabilistic nad Statistical Modeling, Springer Sci-
ence+Business Media LLC, New York, 2007.
[20] M. Tyran-Kaminska, Limit theorems for linear processes in the domain of attraction of stable
laws, Stat. Probab. Lett. 80 (2010), 975-981.
[21] W. Whitt, Stochastic-Process Limits, Springer-Verlag LLC, New York, 2002.

DANLEL KRIZMANIC, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, UNIVERSITY OF RIJEKA, RADMILE MATEJCIC
2, 51000 R1IJEKA, CROATIA
Email address: dkrizmanic@math.uniri.hr



	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Functional limit theorems
	Acknowledgements
	References

