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AN EXPONENTIAL INEQUALITY FOR ORTHOMARTINGALE
DIFFERENCES RANDOM FIELDS AND SOME APPLICATIONS

DAVIDE GIRAUDO

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish an exponential inequality for random fields, which is
applied in the context of convergence rates in the law of large numbers and Hoélderian weak

invariance principle.

1. STATEMENT OF THE EXPONENTIAL INEQUALITY

1.1. Goal and motivations. Understanding the asymptotic behavior of sums of random
variables is an imporant topic in probability. A useful tool for establishing limit theorems is
to control the probability that the partial sums or the maximum of the absolute values of the
partial sums exceeds a fixed number. A direct application can give convergence rates in the
law of large numbers, and such an inequality can be used to check tightness criteria in some
functional spaces.

In this paper, we will be concerned by establishing and applying an exponential inequality
for the so-called orthomartingale differences random fields introduced in [2]. We make an as-
sumption of invariance in law of the partial sums, which is weaker than stationarity. We control
the tails of maximum of partials sums on rectangles of N¢ by two quantities: an exponential
term and an other one involving the common distribution function of the increments. We will
then formulate two applications of the result. One will concern the convergence rates in the
strong law of large numbers. The second one will be about the invariance principle in Holder
spaces, which will be restricted to the case of stationary processes for technical reasons.

Orthomartingales are well-suited for the summation over rectangles of Z? because we can
use a one dimensional martingale property when we sum according to each fixed coordinate.
Moreover, the approximation of stationary random fields by this class of martingales can be
done, like in [3,12,23,34]. However, for rates in the law of large numbers and the functional
central limit theorem in Holder spaces, only a few results are available in the literature. Indeed,
rates on the law of large number for orthomartingales with polynomial moment have been given
in [14,18,19], but it seems that the question of exponential moments was only addressed for
martingale difference sequences. For the functional central limit theorem in Hoélder spaces for
random fields, the i.i.d. case was addressed for moduli of regularity of the form t*, 0 < o < 1/2
in the case of random fields, and for more general moduli in the case of sequences. It turns
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out that the inequality we will present in this paper is a well-suited tool for dealing with these
problems.

A key ingredient for the aforementioned limit theorems is an exponential inequality for
orthomartingale random fields, that is, an inequality putting into play an exponential term
and the tail of the common distribution of the increments. At a first glance, it seems that
multi-indexed martingales could be treated like sequences, up to some technical and notational
obstacles. However, it turns out that the standard tools for proving deviation inequalities for
martingales, like martingale transforms or uses of exponential supermartingale, do not extend
easily. Nevertheless, it is possible to apply induction arguments when the random field satisfies
good properties.

The paper is organized as follows: in Subsection 1.2, we state the definition of orthomartin-
gale difference random fields and an exponential inequality for such random fields, with an
assumption of invariance of the law of the sum on rectangles by translation. Subsections 2.1
(respectively 2.2) provide an application to the rates in the strong law of large numbers (re-
spectively, to the invariance principle in Holder spaces). Section 3 is devoted to the proof of
the previously stated results.

1.2. Exponential inequality for orthomartingales. We start by defining the concept of
orthomartingale. Before that, we need to introduce the notion of filtration with respect to the
coordinatewise order <: we say that for 4, j € Z4, i < j if i, < j, for each ¢ € {1,...,d} =: [d].
Definition 1.1. A filtration indexzed by Z¢ on a probability space (2, F,P) is a collection of
o-algebras (F3);cy such that for each i < j, the inclusion F; C Fj take place.

Definition 1.2. We say that the filtration (F3);cq is commuting if for all integrable random
variable Y and all ¢, 3 € Z, the equality

EEY | F]| F]=E[Y | Fuingigy] (1.1)
takes place, where the minimum is taken coordinatewise.

Ezample 1.3. Let (£5);.z. be an iid. random field and let F; := o (4,4 < j). Then the
filtration (F;);c, is commuting.

Ezample 1.4. Let (52‘1)) , ¢ € [d] be independent copies of an i.i.d. sequences (ej),., and
kez

ke
let 7 :=0 (sg), kg <jg,1<g< d). Then the filtration (F);.,, is commuting, and connected
to decoupled U-statistics.

Definition 1.5. We say that the random field (X;);ca is an orthomartingale differences
random field with respect to the commuting filtration (F;);cpa if for alli € 74, X; is integrable,
Fi-measurable and

E [X; | Fi-e,] =0, (1.2)

where eq is the q-th vector of the canonical basis of RY.

Theorem 1.6. Let (X;);.5q be an orthomartingale differences random field such that for all
n € N? and all k € 72,

Sy = Z X; and Z Xitr have the same distribution. (1.3)

1<ikn 1<ign



Then the following inequality holds for all x > 0 and all y such that x2/y? > 3%:

2/d
P{ max |S;| > x|n|1/2} < Agexp <— (E> )
15in Yy

+oo
+Bd/ P{|X1| > yuCq} u (log (1 + u))?* du, (1.4)
1

where Ag, Bq and Cq depend only on d, pg =3d+d(d—1) /4 and |n| = Hq 1 Ng-

Remark 1.7. Assume that (X;); ;q is bounded, that is, there exists a constant K such that
|X;| < K almost surely for all 4 € Z4. If x > 3d/2K/C'd then we can choose y = K/Cy and
inequality (1.4) simplies as

" Cya\ 2
]P’{lrilax |Si| > z|n| } < Agexp | — (7> . (1.5)

Remark 1.8. The exponent 2/d in the exponential term of (1.4) is not improvable, even in the
bounded case. To see this, consider d i.i.d. sequences ( Eq)) which are independent of each
i€

others, in the sense that that the collection {EEZ),Z'Q € Z} is independent. Assume that séq)

takes the values 1 and —1 with probability 1/2 for all ¢ € [d]. Let X; = Hq 1 Zq) Then
, 1/2 { 1/2} (@)
p{lr?gn|s,| >z |n) } 1Sn| > 2 |n| P H Za >zy. (16)

z =1
The vector ( is inde-

pendent and each N, has a standard normal distribution. Therefore, if f () is a function such

L Ezqfl Z(;1))(1:1 converges in distribution to (Nq)Z:p where (Nq)Z

=1
that for each bounded by 1 orthomartingale differences random field satisfying (1.3) and each
x>0

1}»{ max |S;] > x|n|1/2} < f (=), (1.7)

NI

then letting = _ , the following inequality shou old for all z: >ax} <
hen 1 Y Zqu he foll 1 hould hold fi 1 P{Y
z). Since the LP-norm o ehaves like p®/#, the function f cannot decay quicker than
S he LP f Y behaves like p?/2, the f d ker th
exp (—sz/d) for some K.

2. APPLICATION TO LIMIT THEOREMS

2.1. Convergence rates in the law of large numbers. A sequence (Xi)i>1 satisfies the
law of large numbers if the sequence (n_l Sy Xi)@1 converges almost surely to zero. This
is for example the case of a strictly stationary ergodic sequence where X is integrable. Then
arises the question of evaluating the speed of convergence and finding bounds for the large

P{% zn:Xi >x}. (2.1)

This question has been treated in the independent case in [6,16,30] under conditions on the

deviation probabilities, namely,

LP-norm of X;. The case of martingale differences has also been adressed: under boundedness
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of moments of order p and a Cramer-type condition sup,> E[exp (] X;])] < +oo in [20], a
conditional Cramer condition in [21] and under finite exponential moments in [7].

For random fields, we can consider consider large deviation probabilities defined by

1
Po——=| Y Xi>zp,N=112>0. (2.2)
| |1<n<N

Result for orthomartingales with polynomial moment have been given in [14, 18,19].

Theorem 2.1. Let (X;);c44 be an orthomartingale difference random field satisying (1.3).
Suppose that for some v > 0,

supexp (s7)P{|X1] > s} < 1. (2.3)
>0
Then for each positive x, the following inequality takes place:

1 L
PO | Y Xi| >y < Cragexp (~Coan [N|FF5 07557 ), (2.4)

|N| 1<nN
NN

where C1,q,, and Cz q, depend only on d and .

2.2. Application to Ho6lderian invariance principle. Given a sequence of random vari-
ables (X;);5;, a way to understand the aymptotic behavior of the partial sums given by
Sk = Zle X, is to define a sequence of random functions (Wn)n>1 on the unit interval
[0,1] in the following way: W, (k/n) = n=/2S) for k € {1,...,n}, W, (0) = 0 and on
((k = 1) /n,k/n), W, is linearly interpolated. When the sequence (X;);5, is i.i.d., centered
and has unit variance, the sequence (W), converges in law in C[0,1]. The result has been
extended to strictly stationary martingale difference sequences in [1,17]. Then numerous papers
treated the case of weakly dependent strictly stationary sequence, see [22] and the references
therein for an overview.

There are also two other possibilities of extension of such result. The first one is to consider
other functional spaces, in order to establish the convergence of (F (Wn))n>1 for a larger class
of functional than the continuous functionals F': C[0,1] — R. In other words, we view W, as
an element of an element of a Holder space H, with modulus of regularity p and investigate
the convergence of (Wn)n21 in this function space. Applications to epidemic changes can be
given, for example in [27]. The question of the invariance principle in Holder spaces has been
treated for i.i.d. sequences for modulus of regularity of the form ¢ in [25] and also for more
general ones, of the form #1/2log (ct)” in [26]. Some results are also available for stationary
weakly dependent sequences, for example mixing sequences [10,15] or by the use of a martingale
approximation [9,11].

A second development of these invariance principles is the consideration of partial sum
processes built on random fields. Given a random field (X;);.;q, one can define the following
random function on [0, 1]¢:

W (¢ \/_Z)\<R mHan )X,-,n>1,te[0,1]d, (2.5)

iczd
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where \ denotes the Lebesgue measure on R? and R; = ngl (ig — 1,q). Notice that the map

d
t — W, (t) is 1-Lipschitz continuous and that W, ((k—") ) = Sk,....k, hence W,, takes
q=1

g
into account the values of all the partial sums Si for 1 < k < n.

Convergence of W, in the space of continuous functions has been investigated in [33] for
an i.i.d. random field, [5] for martingales for the lexicographic order and in [31,32] for or-
thomartingales.

In this section, we will study the convergence of W, in some Hoélder spaces for orthomartin-
gales random fields. First, an observation is that for ¢,¢ € [0, 1]¢,

d d
A (R,- n [ nqtq]> - (R,- n . nqt;]>

< —tql < -t )
11 < max g ltg — t'al < nl [t~ ¢']l, (26)

hence

W (8) = Wa ()] < VInl It = ¢ll. Y 1Xi] (2.7)

15i<n

hence for almost every w, the map t — W, (¢) (w) is Lipschitz-continuous. As pointed out in
the i.i.d. case in [33], the finite dimensional distributions of W,, converge to those of a standard
Brownian sheet, that is, a centered Gaussian process (W (t)).¢9,1« Whose covariance function
is given by
(2.8)

q

d
Cov (W (¢),W () = | [ min {t,,%,}
q=1

Given an increasing continuous function p: [0, 1] — R such that p (0) = 0, let H, be the space
of all the functions z from [0, 1]¢ to R such that SUPy g efo,1),et |2 (8) — 2 ()] /p ([t — '] )
is finite.

The Brownian sheet has trajectories in H, with p (h) = h® for all a € (0,1/2) but not for
a > 1/2. Therefore, it is not possible to expect to show the convergence of (Wy),,.; in all
the possible Holder spaces and some restriction have to be made. In order to treat a class of
modulus of regularity larger than the power function, we need to introduce the slowly varying
functions. We say that a function L: (0,+00) — (0,400) is slowly varying if for all ¢ > 0,
the quantity L (ct) /L (t) goes to 1 as ¢ goes to infinity. For example, functions which behave
asymptotically as a power of the logarithm are slowly varying. We now define the moduli of
regularity and the associated Holder spaces of interest from the point of view of the convergence
of the partial sum process W,,.

Definition 2.2. Let d > 1 be an integer. We say that that p belongs to the class Ry2.q if there
exists a slowly varying function L such that L (t) — oo as t goes to infinity and a constant ¢

such that a2 )
p(h) = B/ (ln (%)) L (E) ,heo,1], (2.9)

and p is increasing on [0, 1].

We now give a sufficient condition for tightness of the partial sum process associated to a
strictly stationary random field, that is, a random field (X;);.,« such that for each integer N
and each i1,...,in,J € Z¢, the vectors (X,-k+j)kN:1 and (Xi,e)ivzl have the same distribution.
The criterion puts into play tails of the maximum of partial sums of the rectangles.
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Proposition 2.3. Let d > 1 and p be an element of Ry /2.q. If (X3);cza s a strictly stationary
random field such that for each i € {1,...,d} and each positive €,

d
lim limsu 2P ma ma Xl >ep(277 ona/2 % — 0, 2.10
J—o00 mlnnﬂro)o Z 1<li<2§i7j 1<ek<§nk Z s p ( ) H ( )
j=J ki 1sx2 q=1

then the net (Wy),,., is asymptotically tight in H,([0,1]%).

No other assumption than stationarity is done but of course, some dependence will be
required for this condition to be satisfied since one need a good control of the tails of the
partial sums on rectangles normalized by the square root of the number of elements in the
rectangle.

Now, we state a result for the weak convergence of (W, )n>1 in the space H,, where p €

Ri/2,d-

Theorem 2.4. Let d > 1 and let (X;);c4 be a strictly stationary orthomartingale differences
random field. Let p be an element of Ry /2,4 be given by (2.9), where L is slowly varying.

Suppose that

VA >0, Y 2P{|Xi|>L(2)A} <o (2.11)
Jj=z1

Then (W), is asymptotically tight in H, ([0, 1]9).

If moreover (X;);cya is such that any A € B (de) such that {(X;);eza € A} = {(Xitea)seza € A},
P{(X;);cz0 € A} € {0,1}, then (Wn),q converges to || Xoll, W in H, ([0, 1]%), where W is

a standard Brownian sheet.

3. PROOFS

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.6. The proof will be done by induction on the dimension d. For
d = 1, we need the following deviation inequality for one dimensional martingales. This is a
combination of Theorem 2.1 in [8] and Theorem 6 in [29].

Proposition 3.1 (Proposition 2.3 in [13]). Let (D), be a martingale differences sequence
with respect to the filtration (.7-})1-20. Suppose that E [Dﬂ is finite for all i > 1. Suppose that
there exists a random variable Y such that for all 1 < i < n, IE[ (Dz)] < IE[ ( 2)] for
all convex increasing function : [0,00) — [0,00). Then for all z,y > 0 and each n > 1, the

following inequality holds:

z\? Hoo
ZD > an!/ }<2exp (—% (;) ) +2/1 P{Y?>y’u/d}du.  (3.1)

max
1<k<n |4
i=1

Assume that Theorem 1.6 holds in dimension d — 1 with d > 2. We have to prove (1.4)
for all d-dimensional orthomartingale differences fields satisfying (1.3). We first get rid of the

maximum over the coordinate d, apply the inequality of the d — 1 dimension to the obtained
orthomartingale and we are then reduced to control the tails of a one dimensional martingale.
More concretely, the induction step is done as follows.



(1) Step 1: let M := maxigi<n |Si| and

I o
M= 1< <l S<d1 [Sissiacsmal - (32)
Then we will show that
P{M>:1:}§/ P{M' > zu/2}du. (3.3)
1

(2) Step 2: the tails of M’ are controlled by applying the result for (d — 1)-dimensional
random fields.

(3) Step 3: it remains to control the tails of " | X1 1, which can be done by using
the one dimensional result.

The proof will be quite similar to that of Theorem 1.1 in [13]. The latter gave an exponential
inequality in the spirit of those of the paper for U-statistics, that is, sum of terms of the form
h(X1,...,X,) where (X;);5, is i.i.d. The connection with orthomartingales is the following.
First, using decoupling (see [4]), the following inequality takes place:

P > h(Xi,....Xi)| >3 <CP > h(Xi(ll),,,.,Xi(:)> >Czy,
1< <. i< 1<i1 <. .5 <N

(3.4)

where C' is a universal constant and the sequences (X Z(k)) . 1 < k < r are mutually inde-
1€

jez- If we assume that E[h (Xq,...,X,) |0 (Xi,d e {1,..., 7} \ {k})] =

0 for a all k € {1,...,r}, then the random field (h (Xi(ll),...,Xi(:))) is an or-

Tlyeney i EL
i ez given by Fiy i =

pendent copies of (X;)

thomartingale differences random field for the filtration (F;,,.. i, )
o (e, q <iy).
Let us now go into the details of the proof. Let z, y be positive numbers such that x/y > 3.
(1) Step 1. Let M and My be defined as M := maxi<i<n |Si|, n = (n1,...,nq) and

Sihm,id—hN‘ . (3~5)

D1 yeeny

MN =

max |
1<iq<ng,1<q<d—1

Define the filtration Gy as Fp,, . n, ,,n. We check that (My)y~, is a submartingale
with respect the filtration (Gn) v~ ;. Indeed,

E[My |Gn-1] > max ‘E [Sil,...,id,l,N] | gN_1‘ (3.6)

1<ig<ng,1<g<d—1

and by the orthomartingale property,
E [Sit,ia 1N | GN=1] = Sit,.iuy N1 (3.7)

By Doob’s inequality, we derive that
2P{M >z} < E[M,,1{M > z}]. (3.8)

Expressing the latter expectation as an integral of the tail and cutting this integral at
x/2 gives the bound

—+oo
}P’{ max |S;] >x|n|1/2} g/ }P’{ ~ max |Si,..iaermal >x|n|1/2u/2}du.
1<in 1 1<ig<ng,1<q<d -1
(3.9)
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(2) Step 2. Define for iy, ...,i4—1 the random variable

Nd

X’L{l ..... ig_q T Z Xilv---vid—laid' (3'10)
ia=1
Then (X{1 i 1) is an orthomartingale differences random field with re-
T e sta 1 €L

spect to the commuting filtration (‘Fila---vid—land) satisfying (1.3). We thus

i1y0enstd—1 €L

apply the induction hypothesis with
7= an?u/2, §i=nY 2V T w1+ 200 (w) "4V (3.11)

We get in view of (3.9) and

2

@)_ _ <§>2/d(1+21nu) >3 (3.12)

that

+o0 2/d
IP’{ max |S;| > x|n|1/2} < Ad_l/ exp (— (E) (1+ 2lnu)> du
1isn 1 Yy

—+o0 —+o0 B
+Bd71/ / ]P){|X{1} > C’d,lvn}iﬂxl/dy%u(l—kﬂn (u))f(dfl)%}v(log (1 + )P dudv.
1 1

2/d
For the first term, using that (%) > 3, we get

/1+OO exp <— (g)wd 1+ 21nu)> du < exp (— G)Q/d> /1+OO exp(—6Inu)du  (3.14)

hence

1/2 Ag—1 z 2/d
P< max |S;]| > z|n| <—exp|—|~-
1<i<n 5 Y
+oo +oo g
—|—Bd71/ / P
1 1

Z X1, 1,iq

ia=1
(3) Step 3. It remains to find a bound for the double integral. For fixed v and v > 1, we
apply Proposition 3.1 in the following setting: z is replaced by  defined by

z = Cd,lvn}iﬂxl/dy%u (14 2In (u))f(dfl)% (3.16)
and y by 7 defined by

7= Cq_ryuv (1 + 21nu)_% 271/2(142In (uv))_1/2 . (3.17)

% <§>2 _ <§)2/d (1+21n (uv)) (3.18)

In this way,

> C’d,wn;mxl/dy%u (14+2In (u))f(dfl)% } v (log (1 + v))P*~* dudv.

(3.15)



and (3.1) gives

Ad . . 2/d
P{ max |Si|>x|n|1/2} < ——exp —(—)
1<i<n 5 Y
x 2/d +oo  ptoo
+ Bg_1exp | — <—) / / exp (—21n (uv)) dudv
Y 1 1

+oo +oo +oo
+Bd_1/ / / h (u, v, w) dudvdw, (3.19)
1 1 1

where

d—1

h(u,v,w) =P {|X1| > Cy_ryuow (14 2Inwu)” 7 27Y2(14+2In (uv))fl/z} vw (log (1 + v))P4=".
(3.20)

It remains to rearrange the last triple integral. To this aim, we first use the substitution

v’ = u? and v’ = v? in order to get

—+oo —+oo —+oo
/ / / h (u, v, w) dudvdw
1 1 1

—+o0 —+o0 —+o0
< / / / ]P’{|X1| > Cy_1y uvw(l—l—lnu)_% 22 (1 +1n (v))_1/2}w(10g (1+ %)™ dudvdw.
1 1 1
Then we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2 (Lemma 2.4 in [13]). Let X be a non-negative random variable and let

q,q be non-negative numbers. Define

1 ifg<1
Ky = I (3.21)
el t/q?  ifg> 1.

Then

/+oo /+°° P {X >s(l1+1In (s))ﬂh t} (1+1In (t))q2 dtds

2% % e q1+q2+1
< 1+In P{X > t/kq } (1 +1nt) dt. (3.22)

K41 Kq 1

To conclude, we apply Lemma 3.2: for a fixed v, with

X = X3/ (200 (1 () ) (3.23)

q1 =d/2 and g2 =0 to get

+oo +oo +oo
/ / / h (u, v, w) dudvdw
1 1 1

<cq /1+OO /1+OO P {Xf/ (QCdfly\/E(l +1In (v))71/2)2 > t/cd} (I1+1n t)1+d/2 (log (1 + v2))pd71 dt(c;vézl)
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Using the same lines of the proof of Lemma 3.2, we can show that
—+o00 +oo
/ / X >s(1+1In(s ))*1/215} (141In(s))% (1 +1In ()% dtds

—+oo
< Cov / P{X > t/Cyp o} (1+Int)" %2 dp. (3.25)
1

Using this with ¢ = 1+d/2 and g2 = p4—1 and noticing that p; = 34+d/2+ ps—1 ends
the proof of Theorem 1.6.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1. We apply Theorem 1.6 to y = |N|1/(2+dw 22/(24+7) | Bounding
the resulting integral term by a constant times exp (—y”), one sees that in this case, the two
terms of the right hand side of (1.4) have a similar contribution.

3.3. Proof of Proposition 2.3. The proof of the tighness criterion rests on the Schauder
decomposition of the spaces H ([O, 1]d). In order to state it, we need to introduce the following

notations.
Set for j > 0,
W= {k277,0 <k <29} (3.26)
and
V() = W(), VJ = Wj \ijl,j = 1. (327)
We define for v € V; the pyramidal function A;, by
Ajo(t) == A2/ (t—v)), te[0,1]7 (3.28)
where
- _ | . = (t.)¢ ~1,1]¢
A(#) = max {o, 1 £] o |tz|} b= ()l e L (3.20)

For z € H2([0,1]¢), we define the coefficients \; ,(z) by Xo»(z) = z(v), v € Vp and for j > 1
and v € Vj,

1
Ajo(x) =z (v) — 3 (z(v7) +z(vh)), (3.30)
where vt and v~ are define in the following way. Each v € V; is represented in a unique way

by v = (k;2~ 3) . Then vt := (v;")¢; and v~ := (vi_);i:l are defined by

2

_ v; — 277, if k; is odd; + v; +279,  if k; is odd;
v, = v, = (3.31)
Vi, if k; is even Vi, if k; is even.
The sequential norm is defined by
]2 = sup p (279) " max|Ajo(2)], @€ HE(0,1]9). (3.32)
=0 veVj

By [24], the norm ||-|>* is equivalent to ||-[| , on ;) ([0, 1]%).

A general tightness criterion is available for moduli of the form p: h — h®. The criterion
rests on a Schauder decomposition of H} as Gaj}l E;, where I is the vector space generated
by the functions A; ., v € Vj.

Theorem 3.3 (Theorem 6, [28]). Let {(n,n € N?} and ¢ be random elements with values in
the space Hq, ([O7 1]d). Assume that the following conditions are satisfied.
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(1) For each dyadic t € [0,1]%, the net {Cn(t),n € N} is asymptotically tight on R.
(2) For each positive ¢,

lim limsup P {sup2 J meax [Ajv(Cn)| > 5} =0. (3.33)

J—=00 min n—oco i=J

Then the net {Cn,m € N} is asymptotically tight in the space Ho([0,1]9).

First observe that by bounding from below the sum over j by the term at index j = J and
taking ¢ = d, (2.10) implies that

d—1
lim limsup 2/P max max E Xo| > ep (2—J) H gna/29(na=7)/2 4 _
J =00 min n—oc 1<04<2md 7 1<, <2k
1<k<d—1 1<s<2 q=1

(3.34)
and doing the replacement of index n), = nqg — J for a fixed J gives asymptotic tightness of
(Wn (t)),,,.1 for each t.

It remains to check the second condition of Theorem 3.3. Since the Schauder decomposition
Hy = ®j>1 E; is also valid for p € Ry/5 4, this theorem also holds with the map h +— h®
replaced by p. Therefore, it suffices to prove that

lim limsup P {supp (2_j)_1 max [Xj o (Wh)| > 5} = 0. (3.35)

J—00 min n—oco j=J
Consider for s := (s2,...,54) € [O 119t and t,t' € [O 1] the quantity
An(t, ', 8) = /In||Wy (t',8) — Wy (t,8)]. (3.36)
We recall the following lemma:

Lemma 3.4 (Lemma 11, [28]). For any t',t € [0,1], t' > ¢, the following inequality holds:

[nat']

1
sup  An(tt',s) < 3% {t’ —t> —} max Z Z X;|+
s€[0,1]4-1 ni 1<k <ng | B -
’ o<i<d  |h=[n1t]+1 1<i <k

2<I<

+3%min{1,n;( —t)} max  max E Xil. (3.37)
1<ii<ng 1<k <y -
2<I<d | ISush
2<1<d

Now, we define for ¢ € [d] and s = (s¢) e (g (41 € [0, 141
Aslq)(t, t',8) == |Whn (81, 8g—1,t , Sq1s---+8a) — Wn (S1,- -+, 81,1, Sq41,-- -, 5d)|-
By definition of A;, and Vj, the inequality

P {supp (27j)71 max | (Wan)| > 2d+13d17} <
i=J veV;

Z]P’ supp ( j)_l max AW (tgi1,th; 8u) > 2- 3% (3.38)
i>J 0<k<2?
0<u<2/1
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takes place, where ¢, = k277 and s, = (uﬂ’j)ie[d]\{q}.

We have in view of Lemma 3.4 that for each ¢ € [d],

_iy—1
P4 supp (277) max A (41, s4) > 2a:|n|1/2
i=J 0<k<2
o<u<2'1
1 [ng(a+1)277]
< sup max N Nz — max
< P{ sup p(277) 14270 > > X+
J>J0<a<2~7 ’qu 1<ki<ny .
I#£q ig=[ngqa2—7]+1 1<l;l£<kl
q
+min{1,7,277} max  max Z X >2x|n|1/2
1<ig<ng 1<k <y -
1#£q 1< <k
I#q
1 [ng(a+1)277]
< P{ sup max (2*J) 1{277 > — max Z Z X; >a:|n|1/2 +
j>J 0<a<2i Ng 1<ki<ng |
1#£q ig=[nqa2=7]+1 1<ll;é<kl
q

-\t J ) 1/2
+P §1>18p (277) min{1,n,277} (Joex | max Z X;| > z|n . (3.39)
- I#q 1<lgé<kl

q

Since the indicator in the first term of the right hand side of (3.39) vanishes if j > logn,, we

have
1 [ng(a+1)277]
_in—1 s
Pqsup max p(277) 14277 > — max Z Z X >:1c|n|1/2
i>J 0<a<2i Ng 1<ki<ng ||
l#q ig=[nqa2=9]+1 1<i <k
I#q
[ng(a+1)277]
_iv—1
<P sup max p (277) max Z Z X >9c|n|1/2
J<j<logng 0<a<?2d 1<k i<ng || ) -
I#£q ig=[nqa2-7]+1 1<i; <k
l#q
log ng [ng(at1)279]
1 1/2
< 2/ max P 277 max Xi| >z n 3.40
Z 0<a<2 p( ) 1<k <ny Z Z [ml » (340)

= I#£q ig=[nga2-7]+1 1< <k
I#q
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and by stationarity, it follows that

1 [ng(a+1)277]
-1 i
Pqsup max p(277) 14277 > — max E E X >:1c|n|1/2
§>J 0<a<2i ng ) 1<ki<m |
lq ig=[nqa2=J]+1 1<lz;é§kl
q

. =1 1/2
< 7 Y ; . (8
S FRN R e | 2 K>l G4y
g=J . 1#q 1< <k
l

#q

For the second term of the right hand side of (3.39), notice that

supp(27j)7 min {1,n,277} < ¢yp (1/ng)~". (3.42)
jzJ

Indeed, if j < logng, then 27 < n, hence p(27j)71 min {1,n,277} = p(2’j)71 and the

sequence (p (Q_j)_l) _is increasing, and if j > logn,, then 27 > ng, hence min {1, nq2_j} =
J

ng2~7 and for such j’s, we have p (2’j)_1 ng2~7 and we use decreasingness of the sequence
(p (2‘j ) o ) . As a consequence, after having bounded the probability of the max over i,

by the sum of probabilities and used stationarity, we obtain

1/2
Pqsup2®min{1,n,277} max  max E X;| > x|n| /
1<ig<ng 1<k <ny -
j=J q q
I#q 1§;<h

q

1/2
< i .
< ngP  Dax g X;| >x|n| " p(l/n)/c (3.43)
|15

hence

P sup2®min{1,n,277} max  max Z X >x|n|1/2
j=J 1<ig<ng 1<k <y -
1#£q 1< <k
I#q

1< <27 10, <27k

Uz d
<C, Y 2P max  max | Y Xo>ep(277)[]2%/? ). (3.44)
j=J ki 1<sx2 q=1

Combining inequalities (3.39) with (3.41) and (3.44), we obtain (3.35) . This ends the proof
of Proposition 2.3.

3.4. Proof of Theorem 2.4. We have to check that (2.10) is satisfied. For simplicity, we will
to this for ¢ = d; the general case can be done similarly. To this aim, we apply inequality (1.4)
forfixedn =1, J > 1land j € {J,...,n4} in the following setting: n = (2"1, ce.,2Mdm1 2"d_j),
T =¢€p (Q_j) 272 andy = ¢/2p (2‘j) 27/2§4/2 The sum of the exponential terms in (1.4) can be
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bounded by the remainder of a convergent series. With the assumption on p, the sum of the ob-
tained integral terms does not exceed Y - ; 2/ 1+°° P{|X1| > L (27) uCq} u (log (1 +u))* du
where C' depends only on p and €.

Now, we will show that (2.11) guarantees the convergence to zero of the previous term as
J goes to infinity. As there exists constants x and ¢ such that u (log (1 + u))"* < ru? for each
u > 1, it suffices to prove that for each C,
“+o00
223'/ P{|X1| > L (27) uCq}uidu < oo (3.45)
jz1 7t

This will be a consequence of the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.5. Let L: Ry — R be a slowly varying increasing function. There exists a constant
CL such that for each k > 1,
27 2k
— < C .
L(27) ~ FL(2F)

k
(3.46)

j=1

Proof. Since L is slowly varying, there exists ko be such that for each k > ko, L (2’“) >
2L (2k+1) /3. We show by induction over k > k¢ that for each k > ko,

ko9 ok

The initial case k = ko is obvious. If (3.47) is true for some k > ko, let us show it for k + 1.

First, splitting the sum and using the induction assumption gives

k+1 2] 2/€ 2/€+1
NS4 3.48
J-zk: L) S I L) (3.48)
=RKo0
and since k > ko,
1 j k k+1 k+1
27 2 2 2
jzk: L (29) %L(2k+1) + L (2F+1) L (2F+1) ( )
=ko
Let a; = 27/L (2j), S = 2521 a; and ¢ := s,/ infy>k, ax. Then for k > ko, sp < (44 ¢) ak

and for k < ko, sp < maxigegr,—1 Se/aear hence we can take
cr:=maxq4d+e¢, max sg/ap;.
1<0<ko—1

This ends the proof of Lemma 3.5.
O

Lemma 3.6. Let X be a non-negative random variable and let L: Ry — Ry be a slowly

varying increasing function such that L (x) — 0o as x — co. Suppose that

VA>0,) P{X>L(2)A} <oc. (3.50)
Jjz1
Then for each p > 1 and each C > 0,
+oo
sz/ P{X > L (2/)uC} uPdu < oo (3.51)
1

j=z1



15

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that C' = 1. First, observe that

—+o00 ) X p+1 .
/ P{X >L(2)u}u’du <E (—) 1{X >L(2)}|. (3.52)
1 L(27)
Therefore,
223/ P{X > L (2')u}uldu
=1 1

<Y 2E ( X.)p+121{L(2k)<X<L(2k“)}
L (29) =

p+1

Z 1{L(2") <X <L(2"")}|. (353)

) L (2k+1)
< 2E | | ——~
: L(27)
j=1
Switching the sums over j and k£ and using Lemma 3.6 reduces use to show that

S 2P{L(2¥) < X <L (2"} < o, (3.54)
k>1

which follows from the assumption and the obvious bound ]P’{L (2’“) <X<L (2’““)} <
P{L(2") < X}.
O

The last part of the statement of Theorem 2.4 follow from [32]. This ends the proof of
Theorem 2.4.
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