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LIMIT THEOREMS FOR RANDOM DIRICHLET SERIES
DARIUSZ BURACZEWSKI, CONGZAO DONG, ALEXANDER IKSANOV, AND ALEXANDER MARYNYCH

ABSTRACT. We prove a functional limit theorem in a space of analytic functions for the ran-
dom Dirichlet series D(et;z) = ¥,>2(logn)*(n, +6,)/n?, properly scaled and normalized, where
(M, B:)nen is a sequence of independent copies of a centered R?-valued random vector (1, 0) with
a finite second moment and @ > —1/2 is a fixed real parameter. As a consequence, we show that
the point processes of complex and real zeros of D(a;z) converge vaguely, thereby obtaining a uni-
versality result. In the real case, that is, when P{6 = 0} = 1, we also prove a law of the iterated
logarithm for D(et;z), properly normalized, as z — (1/2)+.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (X,).en be a sequence of complex-valued random variables defined on some probability
space (Q,.7,P). Here, N = {1,2,...} is the set of positive integer numbers. The random series

X,
D(z):=) =, zeC
n
n>1

is called random Dirichlet series. For any Dirichlet series, deterministic or random, there exist
two real parameters o, and o, associated with the domains of convergence of D := (D(z)),cc, see
Chapter 9 in [22]. The parameter o, is called the abscissa of absolute convergence and the series
D(z) converges absolutely P-almost surely (a.s. in short) if Re(z) > o, and diverges absolutely
a.s. if Re(z) < o,. Likewise, the parameter o, is called the abscissa of convergence and the series

D(z) converges a.s. if Re(z) > o, and diverges a.s. if Re(z) < o,.. The open half-planes
Hs,={z€C:Re(z) >0,} and Hy ={z€ C:Re(z) > 0.}

are called the half-plane of absolute convergence and the half-plane of convergence, respectively.
The function D is a.s. analytic in Hg, as an a.s. uniformly convergent series of analytic functions,
see p. 291 in [22].

The values o, and o, depend heavily upon the properties of the random coefficients (X;,),en-
According to Section 9.14 in [22],

, log|X) +...+ X,
O, = limsup
N—yoo logn

(1.1)
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If the coefficients X|, X5, ... are independent, then, by a zero-one law, 0, € [—oo, 40| is a degen-
erate random variable. Otherwise, 0, may be nondegenerate.

In the present paper we focus on a particular instance of random Dirichlet series, in which
X, := (logn)*(n, +16,), n € N, where o € R is a fixed parameter and (1, 6, ), are independent
copies of an R2-valued random vector (1], 8) satisfying

En=E0=0 and 0<En’+E6? < co. (1.2)

Here and in what follows, [E denotes the expectation with respect to the probability measure P.
The corresponding random Dirichlet series will be denoted by Dy, := (D(@;z2)).cc, that is,

D(OC;Z) = Z (logn)a(n”+19”)

Z
n>2 n

, ze€C.

For each fixed o € R, a specialization of (L)) to Dy yields

1
P{GCZE}:L (1.3)

This follows from the law of the iterated logarithm for weighted sums of independent identically
distributed random variables, see Theorem 3 in [21]. Indeed, this theorem entails

n

Y (logk)* (i +16y)
=2

lim sup (Zn(logn)za loglogn) ~1/2

n—soo

€ (0,00) as.,

thereby justifying (L3). Thus, for every fixed o € R, z+— D(a;1/2+z) is a random analytic
function in the right open half-plane

Hy={z€ C:Re(z) > 0}.

The analytic character of Dy on the critical line {z € C: Re(z) = 1/2} is discussed in Theorem 4
on p. 44 in [[15]. Further results of this flavor for general random Dirichlet series can be found in
[9]. However, we do not pursue this line of research in the present paper.

Limit behavior of Dy has received some attention in the recent years. The main motivation for
our work comes from the two recent papers [4] and [5], where the particular case

P{n=+1}=1/2 and P{6=0}=1 (1.4)

was investigated. In particular, under (I.4), a one-dimensional central limit theorem and a law of
the iterated logarithm for Dy, properly normalized, can be found in [5]. We show that both results
continue to hold under more general assumption (I.2) for arbitrary o« > —1/2. Furthermore, we
upgrade the one-dimensional central limit theorem to a functional limit theorem in an appropriate
space of analytic functions. By a standard reasoning, the latter entails weak convergence of the
random point process of zeros of Dy. Example 5.5 in [19] provides a functional limit theorem,
along with a limit theorem for the zeros, for a counterpart of Dy, in which the summation extends

over prime indices and 1 + 16 has a uniform distributionon {z € C: |z| = 1}.
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.. P . o d f.d.d.
Throughout the paper we write — to denote convergence in probability, and =—-, — and —

to denote weak convergence in a function space, weak convergence of one-dimensional and finite-
dimensional distributions, respectively. We also identify R? and C via the canonical isomorphism
and consider R2-valued processes as C-valued and vice versa.

2. FUNCTIONAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR THE RANDOM DIRICHLET SERIES AND
CONVERGENCE OF ITS ZEROS

As expected, in the limit theorems for (D(«;z)),cH, We shall encounter moments and covariance
of (n,0). As a preparation, put

Coe Varn Cov(n,0) . ol p '
Cov(n,0) Var 6 p o3
In what follows, |x| denotes the integer part of x € R and yT denotes the transpose of a column
vector y.
Let (B(7)):>0 = (B1(t), Ba(t))/[> be a standard two-dimensional centered Brownian motion with

the independent components (B (t));>0 and (B,(?));>0. The classical invariance principle tells us
that, under ,

Mm+m+. AN 6+6+...+ 0, \T
vn ’ vn
on the Skorokhod space D([0,0), R?) of R2-valued cadlag functions defined on [0, o), endowed

with the Ji-topology. As a consequence,

(M +i61) + (M +i62) + ...+ (M) +160)))

Vn
on the Skorokhod space D([0,0),C). Here and hereafter, for a,b,c,d € C, (a,b)(c,d) = ac+bd.
Observe that the weak limit in (2.1} is a two-dimensional Wiener process with the covariance

— (€2B(t));50, n—oo 2.1)
t>0

) — ((1,)€'2B(1))20, n— oo
t>0

matrix €.
Now we introduce a stochastic process which serves as a weak limit of (D(ot;1/2+ 52))¢H,»
properly normalized, as s — 0+.

2.1. The limit process. For z € Hy, oo > —1/2 and j = 1,2, define the Skorokhod integral
Fi(0:2) = /[0 e (),
Alternatively, .#;(a;z) can be thought of as the result of integration by parts

Ti(a;z) = —/[O . B;(y)d(y%e ™).
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A C-valued process . := (. (¢;2));cH, is then defined by the product

f(OC;Z) = (1,i)€1/2 <§1((X;Z>> ‘

»(0;2)

Note that for oo < —1/2 the integral defining .#;(; z) diverges due to a singularity at 0. According
to Theorem 5a in [23], the functions (.%;(¢;z)).cH, j = 1,2 are a.s. analytic in Hy, for every
fixed @ > —1/2. Thus, .#, is also analytic in Hy as a linear combination of analytic functions.
Summarizing we conclude that the random process .# is a centered Gaussian analytic function
on Hy. Its covariance structure is given in the next proposition which can be checked by direct
calculations using independence of (.#(a;z)) and (£ (@;z2)).

Proposition 2.1. The covariances of the process (.9 (0;z)):cH, are given by

I'(1+20a)(c? — o +2ip)

E(SF(a;21)7 (a;22)) = @t , 21,22 € Hoy (2.2)
and
— \ TU+20)(c?+0?
E(ﬂ(a;zl)ﬂ(a;ZZ)) = ( (Z1+Z)_2()11+2a 2), 21,22 € Hy, 2.3)

where I is the Euler gamma function and X denotes the complex conjugate of x € C.

A role of the real parameter ¢ in the definitions of Dy and .# is revealed by the following
observation. Let 2% be a fractional derivative operator defined by

M@ =0 (5) @, mi= a1, 24

where
Y _ e 1
(XN = s f, FHwu ™ au ye©.1]
see (22.18) and (22.21) in [18]. Then
D(a;-) = 2%(D(0;-)), F(a;-) =22(F(0;-)). (2.5)

Thus, for instance, passing from o to & + 1 amounts to taking the usual derivative. Equations (2.3))
also highlight the special role of the value o = 0 both for the Dirichlet series D, and for the process
Fy. It turns out that for the two particular choices of the matrix €, the limit process .%, and its
various time-changed versions pop up frequently in modern probability, with the case & = 0 being
of special importance.

The first of the aforementioned choices is € = I, where [ is the identity matrix. Then

I(:2) = /[O eABCD), 2 € Ho 2.6)
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where B is the standard complex Brownian motion. An exponential change of time z — e?* which
maps the union of parallel horizontal strips

o= J{z€C:Im(z) € (—n/4+ 7k, n/4+ 7mk)}
keZ

onto Hy leads to a Gaussian process
Se(z) = 2%(0(1 +2a)) 214292 7 (q;¢%), 7€ .,

with the covariance structure

E(Sa(z1)Sa(z2)) =0 and E(Sa(Z1)5a(Z2)):(Cosh(mii))”z“'

In particular, this means that the process (S¢(7));er 1S a complex-valued stationary Gaussian
process on R. Setting & = 0, replacing .#(0;e*) with .#(0;e*?) in the definition of S, and
only considering z € R we obtain a centered real-valued stationary Gaussian process Sy, which
was recently investigated in [12]. Another important time-change is constructed as follows. Let
D :={z€ C: |z| < 1} be the open unit disk in C. The linear fractional transformation

¢(z)
maps D conformally to Hy. A time-changed process defined by the transformation

’ 172 o ~1/2
i = P ()

14z

= , z€D 2.7
1—z

) , ze€D (2.8)
is a Gaussian process with the covariance structure
—_— 1
E(faxc(zl)fmc(ZZ)) =0 and E(fm@(zl)fm(c(@)) = W7

The latter formula implies that f, ¢ has the same distribution as a random Gaussian power series

71,22 € D.

T 7', zeD, (2.9)
n!

where (%C)nzo is a sequence of independent standard complex Gaussian variables. Random

iﬂc\/(1+2a)(2+2a)-~-(n+2a) ;
n=0

series is known in the literature as hyperbolic Gaussian analytic function and its properties
have been much studied, with many basic aspects already covered in Chapter 13 of [15]. An
important feature of fy ¢ is that the point process of its complex zeros is determinantal if, and only
if, @ = 0, see [17] and Chapter 5 in [10Q].

The second important choice of the matrix € corresponds to the real case, when P{6 =0} =1
and o = 0. Then € has a unique non-zero entry 0'12 and

f@@:[)a%mm,zam
0,00
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We assume, without loss of generality, that 0'12 = 1. A time-changed process

1 I+z
fr(@)=——F(0,—), z€D (2.10)
-z 1-z
has the same distribution as a random power series
Y MRS, zeD, @2.11)
n=0

where (,/I{ZR),@O is a sequence of independent standard real Gaussian variables. The process fr
has also been much studied. In particular, the point processes of both real and complex zeros of fr
are known to be Pffafian, see [16].

2.2. Distributional limit theorems. Let <7 (Hj) be the space of analytic functions on Hy, en-
dowed with the topology of uniform convergence on compact subsets of Hy. Our first result is a
functional limit theorem in the space .27 (Hy) for the scaled processes (D(a;1/2 4+ 52)).cH,, When
a real parameter s tends to 0+.

Theorem 2.2. Assume (I.2) and let & > —1/2. Then the following weak convergence holds in the
space of probability measures on </ (Hy):
(s1/2+°‘D(a;1/2+sz)) = (J(;2))zeH,, $—0+.

z€H)

Note that if (f(z))zcn, € </ (Hp), then (f(x))x>0 € C((0,00),C), where C((0,0),C) is the space
of C-valued continuous functions defined on (0,) and endowed with the topology of locally
uniform convergence. Theorem 2.2l immediately implies the following statement.

Corollary 2.3. Assume (I.2) and let o« > —1/2. Then the following weak convergence holds in the
space of probability measures on C((0,00),C):

(S1/2+“D(a;1/2+sx)) o = (S(a:x))x>0, s—0+.
x>

In the real case when P{6 = 0} = 1, Corollary 2.3]amounts to weak convergence of probability
measures on C((0,0),R) the space of real-valued continuous functions defined on (0, ) endowed
with the topology of locally uniform convergence. With a view towards a law of the iterated log-
arithm (Theorem we only formulate a one-dimensional central limit theorem in this setting.
As a preparation, using with z; = zo = 1 we conclude that ¥ (a; 1) = 017 (; 1) has the
same distribution as (271 729T'(1 + 2a)6?)!/? - Normal(0, 1), where Normal(0, 1) denotes a ran-
dom variable with the standard normal distribution. With this at hand, putting in Corollary
x = 1 we arrive at the following result.

Corollary 2.4. Assume that En = 0, o} = En? € (0,) and let & > —1/2. Then
< (25)1H20 )1/2 Z (logk)®
I(

d
— Normal(0, 1), —0+4.
[+2a)07) Ay ki 1), s
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2.3. Convergence of zeros. Given a locally compact metric space X, denote by M,(X) the space
of locally finite point measures on X endowed with the vague topology. A random element with
values in M,(X) is called a random point measure on X. For a function f : C — C, which is
analytic in a domain A C C and does not vanish identically, denote by Zeros, (f) the locally finite
point measure on A counting the zeros of f in A with multiplicities.

A direct consequence of Theorem is the following limit theorem for the point process of
zeros of (D(a;1/2+z2));cH,, see Lemma 4.3 and Remark 4.4 in [13].

Proposition 2.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem[2.2) the following weak convergence holds in
the space of probability measures on M, (Hp):

Zerosy,(D(a;1/2+5(+))) = Zerosy, (7 (c;-)), s—0+.

Recall that ¢ denotes the linear fractional transformation (see (2.7)), which maps the open unit
disk D onto Hy. Proposition [2.5] in combination with representation ([2.8)) entails the following
result.

Corollary 2.6. Assume that En*> =E6?, p =0 and let o > —1/2. Then
Zerosy,(D(0;1/2+5(+))) = ¢ (Zerosp(fac(:))), s— 0+,

where fo c is the hyperbolic Gaussian analytic function defined by (2.9). If oo = 0, then the point
process Lerosy (fo.c(+)) is a determinantal point process with the joint intensity as given in Theo-
rem 1 of [17].

Using the fact that, in the special case & = 0, the point process Zerosp ( fo.c(-)) is determinantal,
one can deduce further information on the number of zeros in special disks. Fix r € (0, 1) and note
that the linear fractional transformation ¢ maps the open disk D(r) := {z: |z] < r} bijectively to
the open disk

2r

1 2
A l_rz}CHo. 2.12)

12

ﬁ(r>;:{ze@:z

This can be proved by checking that |¢~!(z)| < r if, and only if, z € D(r). Furthermore, if 0 <
ri <ry <1, thenD(r;) C D(rp) and D(r) T Ho, as r T 1. Also, for every r € (0, 1),

¢ (Zerosp(fo.c(-))) (B(r)) = Zerosp (fo,c () (9~ (B(r))) = Zerosp (foc()(D(r) =: Ny,

that is, N, is the number of zeros of f; ¢ lying inside D(r). According to Corollary 5.1.7 in [10],
E(1+0)N =[J(1+*1), teR. (2.13)
k>1

Further properties of the random variable N, can be found in Corollary 5.1.8 in [10].

Putting things together we obtain
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Corollary 2.7. Assume that En? =E6? and p = 0. Let r € (0, 1) be fixed and denote by N,(s) the
number of zeros of z+— D(0;1/2 4 sz) in the disk D(r) defined by . Then
N,(s) N Ny, s— 0+,
where N, is a random variable with the generating function given by (2.13).
In the real case when P{6 = 0} = 1 it is more natural to consider the point process of real zeros.
A counterpart of Proposition [2.5] for the real zeros is given below. For a,b € RU{+e}, a < b,

let Zeros, ;) (f) denote the locally finite point measure on (a,b) counting the real zeros (with
multiplicities) of a function f analytic in some domain of C containing (a,b).

Proposition 2.8. Assume that P{60 =0} = 1, En =0, 6} = En? € (0,0) and let & > —1/2. Then
the following weak convergence holds in the space of probability measures on M,((0,0)):
Zeros() . (D(0;1/2+5(:))) = Zerosg ) (S (0;)), s—0+. (2.14)

Note that the function ¢ maps bijectively the open interval (—1, 1) to the positive half-line (0, o).
In the case o = 0 the following holds true in view of 2.10).

Corollary 2.9. In the setting of Proposition[2.8)
Zeros .y (D(0:1/2+5())) — @(Zeros 1) (fa(), s 0+

where fg is the random power series defined by R.I1). The point process Zeros _; 1)(fr(-)) is a
Pfaffian point process with the joint intensity described by Theorem 2.1 in [16].

An important feature of random Dirichlet series D(;-) revealed by Propositions 2.3 and 2.§] is
that the distributions of the limit point processes of zeros only depend on the covariance structure
of (n,0) and do not depend on the distribution of (1, 60). Such a phenomenon is usually referred
to as local universality and has already been observed for many models, see, for instance, [1, 2,
11,114, 20].

3. A LAW OF THE ITERATED LOGARITHM

Our second main result given in Theorem [3.1]is a law of the iterated logarithm. As usual, a hint
concerning the form of this law is given by the central limit theorem, Corollary [2.4]
For a family (x;) we denote by C((x;)) the set of its limit points.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that P{6 =0} =1, En =0, o7 := En? € (0,0) and let & > —1/2. Then

20 \1/2 o (logk)® o2(1+2a)\ 1/2
) s og _ (Of )
lim sups >0+(loglogl/s> = kl/2+s 1k ( 220 a.s. 3.1
and
I+2e V12 o (logk)® ol(1+2a)\1/2
. s 0og 1
liminf, (7> E = —< ) .S. 3.2
10+ loglog1/s = kb2t 22a a8 (3-2)
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In particular,

72¢ glt2a 1/2 (log k)a
c<<<6121_(1+2a)10g10g1/s) I;Wnk.se(o,l/e))>_[—l,l] as.  (3.3)

Remark 3.2. In Theorem 1.1 of [5] the following law of the iterated logarithm was proved un-

der (L4):

. s 1/2 1
limsup; o <m> k; s k= 1. (3.4)

The present article has partly been motivated by our desire to extend (3.4) to centered i.i.d. random

variables with finite second moment and more general weights. In particular, here, finiteness of
the exponential moments of 7 is not assumed which leads to additional technical complications.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [2.2] AND PROPOSITION [2.8]

4.1. Proof of Theorem We first prove weak convergence of the finite-dimensional distribu-
tions and then check tightness in the space <7 (Hy).
For every fixed z € Hyp and s > 0, the variable

(logk)®
sV D(a;1/2 4 s7) = 51/ Z k?/gzﬁz (M +16f)

is an (infinite) sum of centered independent random variables with finite second moments. Thus, to
check weak convergence of the finite-dimensional distributions it is enough to check convergence
of covariances and then the Lindeberg-Feller condition.

CONVERGENCE OF COVARIANCES. For fixed z1,22 € Hy,

s'P2OR (D(a;1/2 4 s21)D(0;1/2 + 525))

= sIt20E <Z Sﬁfﬁj(m“%)) <; %(m ’)>

Jj=2

logk .
1+2a 2
Z k1+s 21 +Zz M+ lek)

(logk)?*

_ 1+2a
- ( 62 +21P Z kl+v (z1+22)
I(1+2a)(c? - 622+21p)
(21 +20)1H2¢ )

where the convergence is secured by Lemma in the Appendix. The right-hand side is equal to
E(7(a;z1)#(o;z2)) according to (2.2)). The convergence

sIT2eR (D(Oc;1/2+szl)D(a;1/2+szz)) o E(ﬂ(a;zl)ﬂ(a;m)), s — 0+

s — 0+,

follows analogously, by another application of Lemmal6.1l
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THE LINDEBERG-FELLER SUFFICIENT CONDITION. It suffices to show that, for every fixed
z € Hy and all € > 0,

lim s'*2* Y R (

s—0+ =2

(logk)“ NG
k1/2+sz nk + 19k> IL{SHZ(x(lng)(xkl/2sz(nk+iek)>£}> =0. (41)

Since (logx) ay=1/2 < A, for some Ay > 0 and all x > 2, we conclude that, for integerk > 2,5 >0
and z € Hy,
|(10gk)06k—1/2—s1| — (logk>ak—l/2—sRe(Z) < Ag.

Hence, the expression under the limit in (4.]) is upper bounded by

logk
1+2a 2 2
< Z k1+2sRe ) (n +0 ) ]l{, /N24+02>eA5! s~ 1201

As a consequence of E(n? 4 6?) < oo, the expectation converges to 0, as s — 04. According
to Lemma the first factor converges to I'(1 +2a)/(2Re(z))!*2*. This completes the proof

of (@.1)).

TIGHTNESS. Let K be an arbitrary compact subset of Hy and T > 0. In order to prove that
the family of distributions of the processes (s'/>**D(a;1/2 +5(+)))se(0,r) is tight on o7 (Hp), it
suffices to show that

sup supE|sl/2+aD(Ot; 1/2+52)|* < o0, (4.2)
s€(0,T) z€K

see the remark after Lemma 2.6 in [19]. Note that

E|D(e; 1/2+52)2 = E (D(0t;1/2+52) D(0t: 1/2 452

s (LU o) (5 10

J=Z
w2 Q2 (logk)>*
=E(n°+6 >1§2k1+2sRe(z)

and that

E| 1/2+°‘D(a'1/2+ )|2 < E( 2+92> 1+2¢ Z (loghk)*®
supltis ; sZ)|7 S Ik(n N 7](1 Tasxg
zeK k>2

where x( := inf,cx Re(z) > 0. Since the right-hand side is bounded in s € (0,7] by Lemma
inequality (4.2) follows. The proof of Theorem 2.2]is complete.

Remark 4.1. Recall that 2% denotes the fractional derivative operator defined by (2.4). In view
of 2.5)

sV2TeD (o124 5(+)) = 2% (sl/zD(O; 1/2+s(-))> . s>0.
Thus, one possible way to deduce Theorem 2.2 could have been to prove it in a simpler situation

o = 0, and then check that 2% is a.s. continuous at .%,. However, we have not been able to obtain
10



appropriate continuity results for Z%, nor locate them in the literature. In view of this we proved
Theorem 2.2] directly.

4.2. Proof of Proposition2.8. Let <7 ..)(Ho) be a subspace of o7 (Hp) consisting of all functions

f € @/ (Hp) which take real values on (0,0). The space </ ..)(Ho) is endowed with the induced

topology. Note that, under the assumptions of Proposition[2.8] the weak convergence

(sl/”“D(a; 1/2—|—sz)> = (F(0)em,, 50+ 4.3)
z€Hy

holds on the space of probability measure on %7 .., (Ho), since /(g .., (Ho) is closed in <7 (Hy).
Let A(0,0) be the set of all f € ¢ ..)(Ho) which do not have multiple real zeros. According to

Lemma 4.2 in [[11], the mapping /(¢ ..)(Ho) > f + Zeros o . (f) is continuous on A(0, ). Thus,

2.14) follows from (4.3)) provided that

P{.7 € A(0,00)} = 1. (4.4)

Recall that .#;, is a centered Gaussian process. Thus, in order to prove (4.4) it suffices to check
that
Var (Z(a;s)) >0, s>0, 4.5)
see Theorem in [24] or Lemma 4.3 in [[11]. But (.3)) is trivial, since
'(1+2a)0?
(2S>1+2a

by (2.2). The proof of Proposition[2.8]is complete.

Var (£ (a;s)) = >0, s>0

5. PROOF OF THEOREM

We start by proving an intermediate result.

Proposition 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem(3.1]

20 \1/2 o (logk)® o2(1+2a)\ 1/2
. s 0g 1
llmsupS*)(H»(m) k>2W k < (22—0‘) a.s. (51)
and
fmin ( it )1/2 (logh)® <612F(1+206)>1/2 . 5.2)
s=0% loglogl/s/ &% kl/2ts k= 220 o '

Replacing 7 with 1;/01 we can and do assume that 67 = 1. For s > 0, put M(s) := [1/s] and,
fors € (0,1/e), put
Sl+2(x 1/2
fals):= (caloglogl/s)
where
I'(1+2a)
220

Cq =

We prove Proposition[3.1] via a sequence of lemmas.
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. (logk)
Lemma 5.2. lim 0, fu(s )zk 5 k‘fjo’zﬂ M =0a.s.

Proof. Put Ty :=0, T, :=n1+...+n, for n € N. By the law of the iterated logarithm for standard
random walks,

|T,| < sup|T}| = 0((nloglogn)l/2), n—»oo as. (5.3)
k<n

Hence, there exist C > 0 and a.s. finite K > 3 such that |7;,| < C(nloglogn)'/? whenever n > K.
Integration by parts yields, for small s > 0,

"W (logh)* (logn)® _ (logM(s)“Tu(y)  (log3/2)n;
= k12 k_/(3/2M(S)] l2ts ol T (M(s))1/2Fs o (3/2)1/2Fs
/K (a(logX)“fl—(1/2+S)(10gX)“)dex
3/2 x3/2+s

_/M(s) (a(]ogx)afl — (1/2+S>(]0gx)a)Tm dx
K

x3/2+s

Since limg_,0. (M(s))* = 1, we infer, as s — 0+,

(logM(8))*|Ty(s)| ~ (logM(s))*|Thys)|

M) T (M(s))' = O((logM(s))*(loglogM(s))'?)

= 0((log1/5)*(loglog1/5)'/?) a.s.

O(s'/2t%*(log1/5)*) — 0 a.s. Further,

(logM ()| Tugo| _

Hence, as s = 0+, fu(s) M(5) /7

K (a(logx)* ' —(1/2+s5)(logx)*) T "

[ (@llogy® = (1/2) 00T
3/2 x3/2 o

and the limit random variable is a.s. finite. Finally, by the change of variable y = slogx,

M(s) ) (loglogx)'/? C [slogM(s)
- = -y _ 1/2
/K 3/2+de c/ —, —d=— /SlOgK e (logl/s—logl/y)'/=dy

_ Cllog1/5)!”
s

lim
s—0+.J3/2 x3/2+s

slogM(s)
/ edy ~ C(logl/s)/*logM(s) ~C(log1/s)*?, s—0+ as.,
0

whence, by monotonicity of x — (logx)%,

M(s) (a(logx)*! +(1/2+5) (logx)*) T}
/K ¥3/2+s

dx = O((log1/s)*V93/2) s 50+ as.
Thus, by the triangle inequality,
‘/ a(logx)® ™" —(1/2+s)(logx)*)T],|

¥3/2+s
12

lim fy(s dx| =0 a.s.

s—0+




The proof of Lemma[3.2]is complete. O

Forke N, p >0ands € (0,1/e), define the event

o p kl+s 1/2
i p(s) = {mk‘ ~ (logk)%(log1/s) (s1+2“10g10g1/s) }
Lemma 5.3. Forall p > 0,
. (loghk)“
lim fo(s) i Ml Ly ,s) =0 as. (5.4)
s—0+ k>ll/§)+l k1/2+5 k.,p( )
and
. (logk)®
lim fq(s) s E(IMel Ly, (s)) =0 (5.5)
A el X e

Proof. For fixed o > 0, the function x — x~*(logx) attains its overall maximum on [1,c0) at e®/

and

o o
(logn)® - o _Aa | (5.6)

>~ PR
x5 el s s&

Here, 0° is interpreted as 1. For o € (—1/2,0), we put Ay := 1 and note that

(logk)*
ks

<1, k>3.
Using this we obtain

(logk)*

Y — (M| Lz s)
kM1 kl/2+ k,p

S;Las—avo Z mk‘]l

— =0 a.s.
k>M(s)+1 K1/

{Imelk=1/2>picz (sloglog1/s)~1/2 (log 1/5) 1}

for small enough positive s, where &y := 2%, The right-hand side vanishes because
lim k™2 =0 as.
k—yoo

1/2

as a consequence of En? < oo and thereupon Supy |Mk|k™/“ < oo a.s. Since the function s

(sloglog1/s)~1/2(log1/s)~! is monotone for small s and divergent as s — 0+, the claim is justi-
fied by

- < =0 as.

L imeli 1725z (stoglog 1/5)1/2(1og 1/5) 1} = Lsupeey Imilk1/2>picz ! (sloglog1/5)~1/2(log1/s)~1}

for small s. This completes the proof of (5.4).
13



Relation (3.3)) follows from
(logh)®

)» s UMK L o 5))
k>M(s)+1
< /‘LaS*(X\/O Z kil/zE(|n| ]]‘{p*IKa(sloglogl/s)l/z(log1/s)|11|>k1/2})
k>M(s)+1
Lp 25 (sloglog 1/s)(log 1/5)*n?
< las—a\/OE |n| Z k—1/2
k=1
<2p " AakaEnZs*O(sloglog1/s)'/*log1/s.

The proof of Lemma [5.3]is complete. O

As usual, %‘ p(s) will denote the complement of %7 ,(s), that is, for k € N, p > 0 and s €
(0,1/e),

) p kH—s 1/2
o, = < .
cp(s) {mk‘ ~ (logk)*(log1/s) (s”z‘x loglogl/s) }
Lemma 5.4. Fix any y € (0,(v/5—1)/2), pick any p = p(y) satisfying
(1=P)(1+1’2—expd(1+7)pcg %) > 1 (5.7)
and put s, := exp(—n'~") for n € N. Then
logk)* Ty p (s
limsup fy (s,) Z (log 2/211]?’)( ) <l+7y as,
n—yeo k=M (s,)+1 k=

where Tl o (5) 1= Nk Loe (s) —E(nx ]l%c:p(s))for keNands e (0,1/e).

Proof. We start by explaining that the stated choice of p is indeed possible. Observe that (1 —
Y)(1+7)? > 1 whenever y € (0,(+/5 —1)/2). Choosing positive p sufficiently close to 0, we can
make 2 —exp(4(1+ }/)pc&l/z) as close to 1 as we wish and particularly ensure that 2 — exp(4(1 +
pea ) > (1=p) 11+

Put

y (loghk) * M p (5)
kl/2+s ’

Xa(s) := fals) s€(0,1/e).

k>M(s)+1

Using e* < 1 +x+ (x?/2)el for x € R and Efji,p (s) = 0 we infer, for u € R,

Ee%® — [ Eexp (u Fals) (logk)*fi (s))

kl/2+s
k>M(s)+1
u? (fu(s))? (loghk)®® . (logk)%| ik » ()|
Sk>1£[‘)+1 1+ <;( : <k1+2)s E<nk,p(s))zexp<|u|fa(s) kl/%;p ))

14



Further, the inequality
2pk(145)/2
(logk)®(log1/s)(s!*2%1loglog 1/s)1/2
2pk1/2+s
(logk)®(s1+2% loglog1/s)!/2

1k ()] < 1Ml Lage o) FE(M] Loe () <
(5.8)

IA

a.s.,

which holds true for integer k > 3 and s € (0, 1/e), entails

(logk)%| i p (5)] 2pca?|u
) < - - =
exp <|”|fa(s> Kl/2+s ) = €% <log10g1/s>

This in combination with the inequalities E(j 5(s))> < 1 and 1 +x < e* for x € R yields, for
ucR,

~1/2
Bl < TT exp <u2(fa(s)>2 (logh)™* (20ce Plu ))
- , 2 k1+2s loglog1/s
k>M(s)+1 (5.9)
2 —1/2
u 2pcq 7 |u| ))

< _ .

= xP (410g10g 1/s exp <log10g 1/s
Here, the last inequality is a consequence of

y (logk)>* - /°° (logx)**  ~ T(1+2a) cq 1
kM) 41 Jl+2s 1 ylt2s (25) 1+20 2 gl+2a

Here, we have used the fact that, for each fixed s > 0, the function x — (logx)?®x~1=2* is decreas-

ing on (max(e?*, 1), ). By the Markov inequality, for u > 0,
u? 2pcq 12, ))

Vo 1) < e (D Xal) < _ — exp( T
P{Xq(s,) > 147} <e e —eXP< ( +7’>b‘+41()g10g1/sne"p<1og10g1/s,,

Putting u = 2(1 + y)loglog 1 /s, we obtain
P{Xa(sn) > 1 +7} < exp(—(1+7)*(2—exp(4(1+7)pcg /) loglog 1 /s,)

1
N (=7 (1472 2—exp(d(14+7)pcg )

Hence, Y~ P{Xq(sx) > 1+ ¥} < oo, and an appeal to the Borel-Cantelli lemma completes the
proof of Lemma 5.4l O

Lemma 5.5. Let p = p(y) and (sp)nen be as in Lemma with the only difference that y €
(0,1/2). Fors € [sp+1,5a),

- (logh)® _ (logh)®
Jim fa(s) Zﬂiﬁﬂmw“*' L e ee(nen)) =0 as

k=M (s) k=M (sp41)+1
15



Proof. Let s € [sy+1,5n). Using the fact that M is a nonincreasing function, we write

g s p() oy (oek)Mhplone)

i KL/2+s e KL/ 2 sne1
MGt (logh) * ik, p () y (logk)* (Tt p (5) — ik, p (Sns1))
B k—Mz(:)H /2t k>M (5,1 )41 /s
= N = Sn+1
1 1
+ Z (logk)a s S ﬁk,p(SlH»l) = n,l(s> +In,2(s) +In,3(s>'
M) 41 (k1/2+ k1/2+sn11 )

ANALYSIS OF I, 1 (s). Recalling that En = 0, we further decompose I, | as follows:

M) (logh)my M) (logh) (=1 L (6) TE(M Ly o 5)))
Loe ey y L -

ha(s)= ¥ s s
k=M1 k1/2+ kl/2+

k=M (s)+1
=: L 11(8) + 1 12(s).
We proceed by investigating the summands separately and start with I, 12(s):

(logk)* (1| Loy, (5) TE(Mil Ly, (5)))
kl/2+s

Ja($)|Laa(s)] < fals) Y,

k>M(s)+1

— 0, n—oo as.,

where the limit relation is secured by Lemma[5.3] Now we pass to I, 11(s). Summation by parts
yields

o1 (5) = (logM (sn1))“Tha(s,.)  (log(M(s) +1))“Thy(s)
T (M (s5a40)) 12 (M(s) +1)1/2+s

M(sni1)— (logk)®*  (log(k+1))%
+ Z <k1/2+s B (k+1)1/2+s )T

where, as before, T, = 11 + ...+ 1, for n € N. Since limn_m(sn /sn+1) = 1 and the function f, is
regularly varying at O (of index 1/2 + o) we infer

. fo(Sn)
”lgl‘l’ fa(an)

The function f, is increasing on (0, 1/e). Using this in combination with limy,_,co(M (s+1))%+! =

1, (3.3) and (5.10) we obtain

(108 M (s,1))* Tis,) | _

=1. (5.10)

(log M ($n41))*| Tha(s,1) |

O a2 I T g ) e
(o B0 T
E T M (sa11)) 12

= fa(sn+1)O((logM (sn11))*(loglogM(5,11))/?) = 0, n—eo as.
16



A similar but simpler argument enables us to conclude that

. (log(M(s) + 1)) *| Ty ()|
’}ﬂse[ssnlf7s”1fa(s (M(s)+1)1/2+s -0 e

Further, for small enough s > 0,

M(sne1)=1 7 (100 1)@ o a
3 (loeoxlice) )Tk‘
+1

fa(s) k1/2+s (k+ 1)1/2+s

k=M(s)

M(sni1)—1 (logk)®  (log(k+1))®
= - 1;
o fa(S) kMZ(s < k1/2+s (k-i— 1)1/2+s ) | k|
M(sni1)—1 (logk)®  (log(k+1))*
< fa(sn sup |Tj| < _ ‘ )
) (J<M (sn+1) ) z(:)+1 K24 (ke 1)1/
(logM(s))*
< Sa(sn sup |T}]
) (]<M ) (M)

(logM (sn+1))*
M(sn)1/2+5n+1

~ fa(sn—i-l)O((logM(Sn—i-l))a(loglogM(sn—H))1/2> — 0, n—o as.

< fa(sn)O((M(sp+1)loglogM (s,1))"/?)

We have used (5.3) for the last inequality and (5.10Q)), lim;, e (M (sp41)/M(s,)) = 1
and lim,_.(M(s,))*! = 1 for the asymptotic relation. Thus, we have proved that

lim sup fu(s)l1(s)=0 as.

n*)wse[snwthsn]

ANALYSIS OF I, »(s). Forn > 2,
Ja($)|1n2(s)]
= fal(s) Z

kZM(Sn+l )+1

(loghk)* (M Ly, (5) "Bk Ly (5) = M L p(s0) TE(M Ly (5041)))
kl/2+s

(logk)* (1Ml Loz (5) TE(M| Ly, (5)))
k1/2+s

< fals)

k>M(s)+1
(log k) *(|Mk| Ly (5,01) FE(Ml Ly vnﬂ)))

+ fa(sn) Ja(Sn+1) Z

So(Snt1) K>M(spe1)+1 k1/24sn11

By Lemma([5.3]and (3.10)), the right-hand side converges to 0 a.s. as n — oo.

ANALYSIS OF I, 3(s). Forn € Nand s € (0,1/e), put

(loghk)* T, p (Sn-+1)
kl/2+s

Y,(s) =
kZM(Sn+1)+1
17



We shall show that, for all u € [s,,11, 5],

lim fa(sn>(Yn(u)_Yn(Sn+l>) =0 as. (5.11)

n—oo
We shall use the fact that Y, is a.s. continuous and differentiable on [s;,11,s,] C (0,o0) for every
fixed n € N. Indeed, since Eny , (s,+1) = 0 and E(1y p(snt1))* < oo, ¥, is actually analytic on H
as explained in the introduction.
For j € Npand n € N, put

Fi(n) :={tjm(n) :=spy1 +2 Im(sy —s,41) 10 <m <27},
Observe that Fj(n) C Fjy1(n) and put F(n) := ;>0 Fj(n). The set F(n) is dense in [s,+1,5,]. For
any u € [sp+1,5n), put

zj(u_sn—i-l)J .

uj ::max{veFj(n):VSM}:Sn+1+2j(sn—SnJrl){ Sy — Sy
n = on+

Then lim; . u; = u (we suppress the dependence of u and u; on n for notational simplicity). An
important observation is that either u; | =ujoru; | =u;— 2_1'(5,1 — Sp+1)- Necessarily, uj=tjm
for some 0 < m < 2/, so that either Uj | =1tjmOruj_1 =1j,1. Since ¥, is a.s. continuous on
[Sn+1,5n] We obtain

Yo () = Ya(spr1)| = éli_{f)lo‘YnWé) = Ya(snt1)]|

= lim Z(Yn(uj)—Yn(uj 1))+ Ya(ug) — Y(Sn+l>}

< lim max |Y,(¢ Yi(tim—1)| = max |Y,(¢ Y, (tim—1).
< Jim X mas Wittm) Tt )| = 5 mas 1tim) ~ol0)

Thus, our purpose is to show that, for all € > 0 and ng € N large enough,

IP’{ max S Y (tim) — Yt m— >€}<oo.
n;() ;)1<m<21fa )‘ (J ) (Lm 1)|
Puta;:= (j+ 1)27/ for j € Ny. Since Y j>0a; < oo and € > 0 is arbitrary, it is enough to prove
that, for all € > 0,
Y Y P{ max fa(sn)\y(z,m)—Yn(zjm_l)\ > €aj} < . (5.12)

n>nyj>0  1Sm<

By the mean value theorem for differentiable functions, there exists 7 ,, € [t Jm—1,t j.m] such that

(10gk> 1+a

Yo(tjm) = Ya(tjm-1) = —(tjm—tim-1) Y, W’?k p(Snt1)

kZM(Sn+1)+1

= _Z_j(sn _Sn+1) Z

kZM(SVH»l )+1

logk 1+«
%nkp(swrl) (5.13)

18



Now we argue as in the proof of Lemma [5.4] and thus refer to that proof as far as some missing
fragments are concerned: for u € R and large n,

(logk)!+e _
Eexp (i—u Z thp(an)
k>M (sps1)+1 g

(logk)*t2* 2 |u|(logk)'+*
< H (HEWE(HW(%H)) exp Wlnhp(snﬂ)l

kZM(Sthl)-i‘l

u2 (log k) 2420

3 ) |u|(logk)'+*
< + S Eflp(sni)) exp (W‘"WW“)‘ '

1
kZM(Sthl)-i‘l (

We have used rj,, > tjn—1 = Sp+1 and monotonicity of the functions involved for the second
inequality. Note that (compare with (5.6)), for k > M(s,+1) + 1,

logk 2 1
< <
kon+1/2 — €Sn+1 Sn+l

and thereupon

[k (S )] < 1Ml Loge ) TEAM Lz 5,1))
2pk(1Fsn1)/2
< 1+2a 1/2
(logk>a(10g1/sn+l)( Syl loglogl/sn+1> /
2pk1/2+s”“

<
(10gk>1+a(10g 1/sni1)(s ’311%05 loglog 1/Sn—i-1>1/2

a.s.

Thus, using again the inequality 1 +x < e* forx € R,

Eexp (ﬂ:u Z

k>M(sp41)+1

lng 1+«
<kl/27+)rwnk p(Sn+1)>

2 2+20
u” (logk) 20| u|
S H (1 + 2 k1+2sn+1 CXp (l 1 3+20€1 1 1 1/2
kZM(~Vn+1)+1 0og /Sn+1)(sn+] oglog /SVH-l)

u 2p|ul Z (loghk)2+2
—exp (logk)="=
2 (log 1 /sn41) (5317 10glog 1 /sus1)'2 ) oot yor KIF20H

2p|u|
exp , (5.14)
251311%0‘ ( (log 1/s,,+1)(s]31ﬁ0‘ loglog1/s,11) 1/2> )

where by :=I'(3 +20)27372%, The last inequality follows from

logk)2t2o = (logy)2t2e o0 ‘ I'3+2a b
Z % </ ( ;gzz)s :/ xRy = : 3+2>a - 3+O;a‘
k>M(sp41)+1 k e Ly i 0 (2Sn+l) Sh+1
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By (5.13) and Markov’s inequality, for u > 0 and n > 2,

P{ fo(sa)[Ya(tjm) — Ya(tjm—1)| > €a;}

:P{

<exp <—“ fa(sf)((];:—l )sn+1)) e <u

Invoking and e"Pl < e e~ for x € R, we infer

e(j+1)
g fa<sn><sn—sn+1>}

(logk)l'm B

k>M(sZ,,+1)+1 KL /2+rim Tk, p (Sn+1)

nk p (Sn—i-l)

kZM(SVH»l )

) |

P{ fo(sa) [Yu(tjm) = Yu(tjm-1)| > €a;}

ue(j+1) bou? 2p|ul
<2exp| — exp .
< falsn)(sn—sns1)  25213% (log1/sns1)(s)17% loglog 1 /s,41)1/2

Putting

342 342
= 3(c“‘snilm kn L Snila
2bg fou(Sn)(Sn— Snt1) ba(fa(sn))z(sn_snﬂ)z
and
3+2¢
Sn+1

n-—

bafosn)(sn—sp+1)(log1/sps1) (Sf,i%a loglog1/sy+1)!/?
we obtain, for large n,

P For(50) Y (tjm) = Yaltjm-1)| > €a;} < 2exp(—3€2(j+ 1)kn/2) exp (982kn exp(3pely) /8)
< 2exp(—3€2(j 4+ 1)kn/2) exp <5€2kn/4).

The last inequality is a consequence of

1/2 1/2
Co Sn+1 Ca 2y-1
Cy

~ ~ n
ba(sn—Snt1)(10g1/s01)  ba(l—7)
which ensures that exp(3pef,) < 10/9 for large enough n. Recall that y € (0, 1/2) by assumption.
To proceed, observe that

— 0, n—oo

kn ~ bg'ca(1—7)"'n*logn — oo, n— oco. (5.15)

Hence, for large n satisfying k, > (21og2)/(3¢€2),

Y P{ max fa(sn)|Ya(tjm) = Yaltjm-1)| > €a;}

,]>0 1<m<2]

2exp(—&k,/4)
< ¥ 272exp(—3€%(j+ 1)k, /2) exp ( 56k, /4 :
Jg() (=3¢ Y/ 2) ( / ) 1 —2exp(—3€2%k,/2)

Finally, (3.13) entails (3.12). O
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We are ready to prove Proposition[5.11

Proof of Proposition We only prove (5.1)), for (3.2) is a consequence of (3.1) with —n; replac-
ing 1. Recall our convention that 0'12 =1.
Fix arbitrary y € (0,1/2) and pick p = p(y) such that (53.7) holds. By Lemmas 3.4l and 5.3

y (logh)*

thp(s) < 1+Y a.s. (516)
1

limsup, o, fa(s)
k>M(s)+

Using relation (3.3) and the fact that E(n; 1 %"p(b‘)> = —E(mk 1y () we conclude that (5.16)
entails
. (logk)®
limsup,_,o., fu(s) Z Wnk ]l%fp(S) <l+7y as.
k>M(s)+1

By Lemma/[5.2] and formula (5.4)) the latter yields

(logk)*

lim Sups%0+fa (s) Z k1/2+s

k>2

m<1+7 as,

which is equivalent to (3.1)) since the left-hand side does not depend on Y. U
Here is another intermediate result needed for the proof of Theorem [3.11

Proposition 5.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem (3.1}

20 )l/z y (logk)? > (M)l/z a.s.

limsup; 0.4 (log logl/s/ /= kl/2+s PR 5.17)
and
I+2e V12 o (logk)® o(1+2a)\1/2
.. N og < 1 >
_— —— M < | .S. .
liminfy o (log Iog 1/S> s kS 70 a.s (5.18)

k>2

Proposition[3.6 will be proved with the help of Lemmas[5.2]and[5.3]and two additional lemmas.
As in the previous part, without loss of generality, we assume that 0'12 = 1. We shall also use the
sets <7 p(s) and the corresponding truncated variables 7 , (s) with p = 1.

Lemma 5.7. Fix any y > 0 and put s, := exp(—n'*Y) for integer n > 2. Let Ny and N be integer-
valued, possibly dependent on vy, functions defined on some (not necessarily the same) right vicini-
ties of 0 and satisfying limg_,o4 (N1 (s))* = 1 and limg_,o (Ny(s))* = +oo. Then

1im fo(sn) Tare Mi(s1) =0 as. (5.19)

and

711](71(5”) =0 as. (5.20)

n—oo



Proof. For s > 0 close to 0, put

Ni(s)

(logk)*
Zl lx fa Zz k1/2+s 7 )

The argument leading to both (3.19) and (5.20) is similar to that used in the proof of Lemma[3.4
In view of this, we provide a proof of (5.19) and only comment on a proof of (5.20).

As far as (5.19) is concerned, according to the Borel-Cantelli lemma, it is sufficient to prove
that, for all € > 0,

Y P{Zi a(sn) > €} <oo. (5.21)

n>1
To this end, we obtain (compare with (5.9)), for u € R,

2Ns) k)2 2071/2|u|
E uZi,a(5) < (fOC< )) (Og o ‘
© —eXp< 2 k§ Kiras P <loglogl/s))

As has already been mentioned, for each fixed s > 0, the function x — (logx)?%*x~1~%* is decreasing
on (€20 o). Hence,
M) (10 Ni(s) Ni(s)+1 (
(logk)>® (logk)>® 1)+ (logx)?*
Z kl+2s - (1) + Z kl+2s — +/ x1+2s iy A
k=2 k262av0+1
1 log(Ni(s)+1)™ = _ —2g
:0(1)+(25)T+1/0 Y Vdy=o(s7'72%), s—=0+. (5.22)

The last integral converges because & > —1/2 and vanishes as s — 0+ since lim,_,0 (log(N;(s) +
1))?% = 0 as secured by the assumption. Pick r > 0 close to 0 to ensure that, with € as in (5.21), § :=
re 2(2cq)! exp(2€_1c&l/2) satisfies (1 —8)(1+7) > 1. According to the preceding discussion,
for small enough s > 0,

Ni(s) (logk)za r

Y, i S T
= K §

Summarizing, for u € R and small s > 0,

2 2
o P (fu(s)? 7 2eq "|u|
Ee"“1.els) < exp ( 2 s1+2a> P (10g10g 1/S>>

1/2

1/2
Cop (s (2 )
2cqloglogl/s loglog1/s//

Invoking the Markov inequality with u = (1/€)loglog(1/s) yields, for small s > 0,

P{Z; o(s) > €} <e “Ee"?1l8) <exp (— (1 —rg*Z(zcayle%’lc&”z)1og10g(1/s>)
1
~ log(1/s)1=8
This entails (3.21)).
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The proof of (5.20) mimics that of (3.19). One should use the following counterpart of (3.22):

(logk)za /oo (logx)za 1 /oo e 1

~—2 7 < dx= y % Vdy=o0(s"""%), s—0+.
k>NZZ(s)+1 ks Nys) X1 (25)1429 J10gNs ()2

(5.23)

O

Lemma 5.8. Fix sufficiently small § > 0, pick y > 0 satisfying (1+7)(1 — 82/8) < 1 and put
s, = exp(—n'*Y) for integer n > 2. Then

, logk)* .
limsu, . fa(sn) ¥, oo e(on) 2 1-8 as
k>2

Proof. Let N1 and N, be integer-valued, possibly dependent on ¥, functions which are nonincreas-
ing in some right vicinities of 0 and satisfy lims_,01 (N1 (s))* = 1, lims_, o4 (N2(s))* = 4o and

Ni($p+1) > Na(sn), n>ng (5.24)

for some ny € N. Such a choice is possible. For instance, according to the discussion on p. 7 in

—1/s
- 14y 1/2
Ni(s) = (H‘S—(m) , s€(0,s0),

where sy = so(7) is the smallest positive root of (14 s)?loglog(1/s) = 1+7on (0,1/e), and

| [loglogl/s /s
Ny (s) := {(W) J—l, S € (Sp+1,8n], n>2.

[5], one can take

Here,
exp((n+1)1+7—nl+7)
B i=1logn (1+ 5,1 — (log(n+1)) /)
and particularly lim, . f3,/logn = 0.
In view of Lemmal[3.7] it is sufficient to check that
limsup Z, o(s,) >1—-0 as., (5.25)
n—soo
where, for small s > 0,

Ns) (oo k)
Z,a(s) = fals) ), %nk,l(ﬁ

k= Nl( )+l
We shall prove that there exists 5 € (0, so) such that, for all s € (0,5),
P{ZZ7(X(S) >1— 5} > 37167(1752/8)10g10g1/s. (5.26)
As a consequence,
1
-1

n>nj
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where ny > ng is chosen in such a way that s, <5 for n > n;. In view of (5.24), the random
variables Z5 o (Sn,)s Z2,0(Sny+1), - - - are independent. Hence, divergence of the series entails (5.25)
by the converse part of the Borel-Cantelli lemma.

As a preparation for the proof of (3.26)), consider the event

Usai={1-8 <Zpa(s) <1} = {(1-8)gals) < s> “Wa(s) < gals)},
where gy (s) := (caloglogl/s) and

Z,a(s) _ NS (logh)® _

Y iz kals).

Wu(s) :=
) fals) 4 Ni(s)+1

Given u € R and small s > 0 introduce a new probability measure Q; , on (£2,.%) by the equality

E (e M1y ) e rewatigp
__JA

o
Feus! /2 W (s) - Jo eus' /2 EWe (s) g AeZF.

@s,u (A) —

We suppress the dependence of QO , on ¢ for notational simplicity. Then

(Ee ul(s! oW () )@su( o) = 8 / e/ Wa(s) gpp
Us,a
< e 8a(s) / e dP = P(Uy o) < P{Zy o(s) > 1—8}. (5.27)
Us, a

We shall show that, upon choosing an appropriate u = u(s) = O((loglog 1/s)'/?), the expectation
on the left-hand side is bounded by e~ (1-8%/8)loglog1/s from below and also prove that Qs ,(Us, o) >

1/3, thereby deriving (3.26).
First, we show that, with u = O((loglog(1/s))'/?),

Eeu51/2+aWa(S) — e(Ca/4)u2+u2h(X(s), Ky _) O+ (528)

for some function K, satisfying limg_,o.4 g (s) = 0.

Put )
1/2+a (l k)
s og
ék(S) = W"kl( ) kZZ, sE(O,l/e),
so that, for u € R,
Na(s)
us'/ 2 Wy (s) = Y ubls) (5.29)
k=N (S)+1
(again, we suppress the dependence of & (s) on @). Invoking the second inequality in (5.8]) we
obtain )
‘M&k(é‘)‘ SWZO(l), S%O—i_ a.s.,

for every k > 3. Recalling the asymptotic expansions

e =1+x+x*/2+0(x*) and log(l+x)=x+0(*), x—0,
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we infer

No(s
= J] EQ0+ué(s)+u*ef(s)(1/240(1)))
k=N1(S)+1
Na(s)
=exp Y, log(1+u’EEX(s)(1/2+0(1)))
k=N (s)+1
2 g 2 4 g 2012
—exp(#(1/2+0() Y EE()+uo( Y (BE$)?)). (530
k=N (s)+1 k=N (s)+1
By monotonicity,
No(s)+1 2a Na(s) 2a No(s) 20
[ M e =
Ni(s)+1 X k=N (s)+1 k Ni(s) X

Combining this with (3.22)) and (3.23)) we conclude that

M) (logh)?®  T(14+20) cq

kKl+2s T plf2 T o

1+20

)
lim s
=0+ k=N (5)+1

The latter, together with uniformity in integer k € [N;(s) + 1,N>(s)] of the limit relation

~ 2
Efig 1 (s) = Eng Lo (o) — (B Lo ()" = 1, s 0,

yields
Na(s) Ny (s) 200
Y E()=se Yy U Tpa e oy (5.31)
k=N, (5)+1 k=N (5)+1 ke 2
Finally,
Na(s) Na(s) 4
2y @@=y P T )
k=N (s)+1 k=N (s)+1
1 4o
< ylg?tie Z %:0(1), s—0+. (5.32)

k>N (s)+1
Now relations (3.30), (3.31) and (5.32)) entail (5.28).

Observe that, for any fixed u € R, formula (3.28) reads limg .o Eets'/ > *Wal(s) — gelca/ 4)”2,
which implies a central limit theorem s'/ 2+O‘Wa(s)i>(ca /2)'/2Normal(0,1) as s — 0+. Here,
as before, Normal(0, 1) denotes a random variable with the standard normal distribution.

We are ready to prove (5.26)). Put

w=u(s) = (1—8/2)2cq"*(loglog 1/s)"/2 = (1 - 8/2)2c5 " ga(s).
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Formula (5.28)) implies that

Eeu(sl/”aWa(s)—ga(s)) _ e—(1—52/4)loglogl/s+0(loglog1/s) > e—(1—52/8)10g10g1/s (5.33)

for small s > 0. Next, we intend to show the Qj,-distribution of s'/2*%W(s) — ((cq/2)u +
Quhg(s)) converges weakly as s — O+ to the P-distribution of (cq/2)'/2Normal(0,1). To this
end, we prove convergence of the moment generating functions. Let Eq, , denote the expectation
with respect to the probability measure Q ,. Using (5.28) we obtain, forr € R,

)s' /2T We (s
e+ T Wal) e 2t 2uhes)

R e (8" Wals)=((ca/2)u+2uh(s))) _

€
s,u Eeusl/2+(xwa (S)

=exp ((ca/4)(t+ )2+ (t+u)*hg(s) — (co/4)u* — uPhg(s) —1((co/2)u+ 2uhy(s)))
= exp ((ca/4+ha(s))t2) — exp((co/4)1%) = Eexp(t(cq/2)/*Normal(0,1)), s—0+.

The weak convergence ensures that

limsup,_,q, Qs.u {5/ *Wg(5) < (1—8)gals)}

< li%1+Qs7u{sl/2+aWa(s) < (ca/2)u+2uhg(s)} =P{Normal (0,1) <0} =1/2.
Nad

Since limg_04 (g (s) — ((co/2)u + 2uhq(s))) = +oo, we also have

AVE%IJFQS,M{SI/ZJF(XWO!(S) S ga(S)} =1

Summarizing,

Qs u(Us o) = Qs {5 > Wer(s) < gals)} — Quu {5/ *Wals) < (1—8)gals)} > % (5.34)

for small s > 0. Now (5.26)) follows from (3.27), (5.33) and (5.34). The proof of Lemma [5.8]is
complete. U

Proof of Proposition[5.60 Again, relation (5.18)) follows from (5.17) upon replacing 1y with —ny.
To prove (5.17), fix sufficiently small 6 > 0 and pick y > 0 and (s,),en as in Lemmal[5.8] Recalling
that Eng = 0, write

fa(sn) Z

k>2

(logk)® [1/5n] (logk)®
mnkaa(ﬁn) kZz C/2re

— fa(sn) kzz /2o (M Laze, (s) "B Loze ()

logk)“*
+fa(5n)k>L1;J l(kl/T;(nk]l%(sn) —E(Mh Loy, (s1))
>[1 /o) +
logk)%
+falsn) Y (kl/gTZn(nk Lae,(sn) "Bk Loz, (s)))-

k>2
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The first, second and third terms converge to 0 a.s. as n — oo, by Lemma 3.2, formula (5.19) of
Lemma[5.7] with Ny (s) = M(s) = | 1/s], and Lemmal[5.3] respectively. By Lemma[5.8] as n — oo,
the upper limit of the fourth term is not smaller than 1 — J a.s. Thus,

' (logk)® . (logk)®
limsup,_,o fo(s) kgz /2 k2 imsup, .. fa (8n) kgz e, = 1= 6 as.,
and (5.17) follows upon letting 6 tend to 0. O

Proof of Theorem3.1l Formulae and follow immediately from Propositions[5.1land [5.6|
It remains to prove (3.3). To this end, we note that the random function s — D(a;1/2+s) =
Y > (logk)*k~1/2=51 is a.s. continuous on (0, o) as the restriction of the random analytic func-
tion z — D(a;1/2+z), z € Hy. Therefore, the function
220 gl+2a

—
(6121“(1 +2a) loglog1/s

1/2
) D(a;1/2+5)

is a.s. continuous on (0, 1/e) with limsup,_,, = 1 and liminf_,o = —1. This immediately entails
(3.3) with the help of the intermediate value theorem for continuous functions. O

6. APPENDIX

Lemma is used in the proof of Theorem While relation (6.1)) follows easily if z ap-
proaches 0 along positive reals, it does require a proof if z approaches 0 along H.

Lemma 6.1. Let B > —1 be fixed. Then

(logk)B
lim Y (logk) I(1+B). 6.1)
Z*)O,ZEHO k>2
Proof. Let { be the analytic continuation of the Riemann zeta-function to C\ {1}. First of all,
note that for B € Ny the result is a consequence of the facts, see, for instance, Theorem 12.5 (a) on
p. 255 in [3]), that lim,_,¢ ;cc 2z (1 +z) =1 and C > z— z{ (1 +2) is an entire function. Thus,

k
e —(28(1+72))

and (6.1) follows by induction. This argument fails when f3 is not an integer.

is finite for k =0, 1,..., B,

z=0

Now we provide a proof which works for any B > —1. To this end, put z = u +iv and write

(logk)P (logk)P cos(vlogk) _y Z (logk)B sin(vlogk) ‘

Z 14z - Z 14+u 14+u
k>2 k k>2 k k>2 k

We are going to apply Euler’s summation formula in the form given by Theorem 3 on p. 54 in [3]
withy=1,x=N €N, and

£(0) =+ (logn) {Z’j} (viogs).
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It can be checked that, for u € [0,1] and |v| < 1,

1
r01=0(55). 1o+

where the constant in the Landau symbol O does not depend on u and v. Hence,

N N N / N
Y1 = [ s+ [T a= 1)@= [ fiar+oq),
k=2
where the symbol O is uniform in u € [0, 1], |[v| < 1 and N. Sending N — oo yields

Y £(k) = /wf(t)dt+0(1).

>2 1

Thus, as z — 0 inside the region |z| = Vu? +v? < 1 and z € Hy,

logk)P < (logt)P 5 _ -
g;(ﬁigzzﬁ (fg m+OU)ZA;ﬁezm”+OU)ZZ(HmFU+ﬁ)+OU%

and (6.1) follows. d
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