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Abstract
In this paper, we study self-normalized moderate deviations for de-
generate U-statistics of order 2. Let {X;,4 > 1} be i.i.d. random vari-
ables and consider symmetric and degenerate kernel functions in the form
h(z,y) =32, Mgi(z)gi(y), where \; > 0, Egqi(X1) =0, and ¢;(X1) is in
the domain of attraction of a normal law for all [ > 1. Under the condition
> 21 A < 0o and some truncated conditions for {g:(X1) : | > 1}, we show

. X 2
that logP(M > a7) ~ =22 for &, — oo and zn, = o(y/n),

maxXj<|<oeo /\lvf,l
where V2, = 3°" | g7 (X:). As application, a law of the iterated logarithm
is also obtained.
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1 Introduction and main results

Last three decades has witnessed significant developments on self-normalized
limit theory, especially on large deviations, Cramér type moderate deviations,
and the law of the iterated logarithm. Comparing with the classical limit the-
orems, these self-normalized limit theorems usually require much less moment
assumptions.

Let X, X1, Xo,... be independent identically distributed (i.i.d.) random
variables. Set

S, = iXi and V2= zn:Xf.
i=1 =1
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Griffin and Kuelbs [14] obtained a law of the iterated logarithm (LIL) for the
self-normalized sum of i.i.d. random variables with distributions in the domain
of attraction of a normal or stable law. They proved that

1. If FX =0 and X is in the domain of attraction of a normal law, then

Sn,
.
i Vi (2loglogn)l/2

=1 a.s. (1.1)

2. If X is symmetric and is in the domain of attraction of a stable law, then
there exists a positive constant C' such that

Sn
.
P (2loglogn)i/2

=C a.s. (1.2)

Shao [22] obtained the following self-normalized moderate deviations and
specified the constant C' in (1.2). Let {z,,n > 1} be a sequence of positive
numbers such that z, — oo and z, = o(y/n) as n — oo.

1. If FX =0 and X is in the domain of attraction of a normal law, then
S, 1
1 -2 =n > _
nhm x, “log P ( 2 :Cn) 5 (1.3)

2. If X is in the domain of attraction of a stable law such that EX = 0 with
index 1 < a < 2, or X7 is symmetric with index a = 1, then

nlLrIgox;Q log P <‘S/—: > xn) = —B(a, c1,ca),
where B(q,c1,c2) is a constant depending on the tail distribution, see [22] for
an explicit definition.

Shao [23] refined (1.3) and obtained the following Cramér type moderate
deviation theorem under a finite third moment: If EX = 0 and E|X|® < oo,
then

Pz > o) —1 (1.4)

for any x, € [0,0(n'/%)), where Z is the standard normal random variable.

Jing, Shao and Wang [17] further extended (1.4) to general independent
random variables under a Lindeberg type condition, while Shao and Zhou [24]
established the result for self-normalized non-linear statistics which include U-
statistics as a special case.

The U-statistics were introduced by Halmos [15] and Hoeffding [16]. The
LIL for nondegenerate U-statistics was obtained by Serfling [21]. The LIL for
degenerate U-statistics was studied by Dehling, Denker and Philipp ([6], [7]),
Dehling [5], Arcones and Giné [2], Teicher [26], Giné and Zhang [13], and others.
Giné, Kwapieni, Latala and Zinn [11] gave necessary and sufficient conditions for



the LIL of degenerate U-statistics of order 2, which was extended to any order
by Adamczak and Latala [1].

The main purpose of this paper is to study the self-normalized moderate
deviations and the LIL for degenerate U-statistics of order 2. Let

U, = > h(Xi, X))
( 1<z75]<n

where

y) = Z Agi(z)gi(y)- (1.5)
=1

A motivation example for the LIL is the one with the kernel h(z,y) = zy.
Obviously, V,2/(2V,?1oglogn) — 0. Then by (1.1) and (1.2)

1. If EX =0 and X is in the domain of attraction of a normal law, then

> XX

1<i#j<n

li —_
lfln_?;ip 2V2 1og logn

(1.6)

g 2
=i i =1 a.s.
oy [Vn(Q 10g10gn)1/2} a5

2. If X is symmetric and is in the domain of attraction of a stable law, then
there exists a positive constant C' such that

1
li —_— E X:X;
l;t;ri)solip 2V2loglogn J

1<i#j<n

S 2
—1i " —C? as.
P {Vn(Q 10g10gn)1/2] s

For the general degenerate kernel i defined in (1.5), we have

o0

nn—1U, = Y N > a(X)a(X;)

=1 1<i£j<n
S on((Latn) - 2on)

Suppose that ¢;(X) is in the domain of attraction of a normal law for every
I > 1. Then Li(z) := Eg?(X1)I(|g:(X1)| < z) is a slowly varying function for
alll > 1 as x — oo. Let {z,,,n > 1} be a sequence of positive numbers such
that x,, — oo and z, = o(y/n) as n — oo. For each [ > 1, set

by = inf {3: >1: Li(x) > O},

2
it = mf{s s> b+ 1, Ll( ) o x"} (1.7)

- n



Write
n(n — 1)U,
maxi<icoo Nl Y iq 97 (Xi)
We have the following self-normalized moderate deviation.
Theorem 1.1 Let Eq;(X) =0 and N\; > 0 for every l > 1.

b g3 (z
sup —Zl_mH 19: () —0 as m — oo (1.8)

2€R D1<i<oo Agi (x)

W, =

and

b BaOI(gi(X)] < 2098 CO1(90(X0)] < 200)
n—00 Ll(Zn,l)Lk(Zn,k)

for any l # k. Then for x, — oo and z, = o(\/n),

-0 (1.9)

. - 1
nlgn;ox,lQlogP (Wn > xi) =3

As an application, we have the following self-normalized LIL.

Theorem 1.2 Under the assumptions in Theorem 1.1, and instead of (1.8),
we assume that for each | € [1,00), there is a constant ¢; > 0 such that

Mg () S
SUP —=so———— < ¢ and ¢ < 00. (1.10)
S @) 2
Then
W,
limsup———— =2 a.s. (1.11)

n—oo loglogn
Remark 1.1 We use an ezample to show that (1.9) can’t be removed. Let
g1(z) =z, go(x) = 2% and \y = Ao = 1, N, = 0 for | > 3. Let X be a
Rademacher random variable. Then n(n—1)Un =3 ;40 (XiX; +X2X3) =

2 Zlgi;ﬁjgn XiXj and Wy, = 2219‘;&;‘91 XiX;/ > X?. By (1.6),
limsup,,_,., W, /loglogn =4 a.s. which contradicts (1.11).

2 Proofs

In the proofs of theorems, we will use the following properties for the slowly
varying functions g; (e.g., Bingham et al. [3]). As  — oo,

P(lgi(X)| = 2) = o(Lu(x) /2?), (2.1)
Elg(X)(|g1(X)| = z) = o(Li(z)/), (2.2)
Blg(X)PI(|g(X)| < 2) = o(a?"*Li(x)), p>2. (2.3)

Since L;(s)/s*> — 0 as s — oo and L;(x) is right continuous, hence in (1.7),
zn,1 — 00 and for all n sufficiently large,

nLi(zn1) = xithl. (2.4)



2.1 The upper bound of Theorem 1.1

For each [ > 1 and ¢ > 1, denote the truncated function

G1(Xi) = g(X)I (|gi(Xi)| < zni) -

Since Eg;(X;) =0, we have
Egu(Xi) = o(Li(2n.1)/2n1) = 0(xn\/ Li(zn.1) /1) (2.5)
by (2.2) and (2.4). For each [ > 1, write
Yo = znjgz(Xz‘)a You = ifn(Xi) and V7, = igf(X
i=1 i=1 i=1
By condition (1.8), for each 0 < & < 1, there exists 1 < m < oo such that

m max /\lV > Z)\lv,il >(1- a)Z)\lV,f)l. (2.6)

1<l<0

Hence for x,, — oo,

iNY?
P (W, > (1+e)z2) < P< 2z MY > xi> (2.7)

2
maXi<i<oo )‘an,l

Observe that for any random variables {U;}7°, and {Z;}{°; and any constants
x>0 and 0 < a < 1/3, by the Cauchy inequality

P <Z(Ul +7)% > :v)

l

<ZU1 > (1—a)? >+P<szza2x>
<ZU1 > (1 —2a) >+P<szza2x>. (2.8)

For any 0 < e < 1/3, by (2.7) and (2.8),

IN

IN

P(Wn >(1 +a)xi>
P(zz’im (i (XD ((X)| > 20 )’

maXj<i<oo )‘an,l

<

|
m
8
SN
N——

< ANY?
+P< Zl_l 1 n

2
maxi<i<oo )‘an,l

>(1- 25)1:%). (2.9)



For any integer m > 1 and any constant C7 > 0 with Cie < 1,

i AY?
P( 21 MY 2(1—25)332)

2 n
maxi<i<oo )‘an,l

n o
< P(@iﬁo NVZ < z 1_2;1 )‘lLl(Zn,l)>

—I—P< max )\anQl < (1 —¢&)n max )\lLl(znyl))
1<i<oco ’ 1<i<m

+P( E?im-l-l A Yn,
(n/e) 32 s MLi(zn)

+P< DAY,
(1 — e)nmaxi<i<m N Li(2n1)

Applying (2.10) to (2.9), we have

> Che(l — 28)%721)

> (1—Cie)(1 — 25):531). (2.10)

P<Wn > (1+ a)xi)

2 N
< P(@iﬁo ANV < gl_ZilMszn,z))

max )\lV < (1 —¢)n max /\lLl(znl)>
1<i<m

e
( S (XD (0 (X)| > zn)° >x)
(s

maX1<z<oo V2 -

Zz +1 AY, z )
— > 0y(1 - 2¢e)2?
Y )\le(an) > G )
21—1 NY, l
+P — n’ > (1—Che)(1 — 2¢ 2%%)
(nmax1<l<m )\lLl(Zn,l) ( ! )( )
= ha+ho+L+1s+ 14 (2.11)

2.2 Estimation of I;; and [,
Proposition 2.1 For m > 1 sufficiently large,

_ 2 n > )
L,=P (123;; AV <2 Z_ZHAZLI(Z,LJO < exp(—2x2) (2.12)

and for any constants § >0 and 0 <n < 1,

P | 2m max \V2, Z MNLi(zn1) | <exp(—222),  (2.13)

1<i<©
1<i<



(121%2)( Al Zgl I(|gi(X3)] < dzpy) < (1 —n)n nax A1L1(2n1)>
< exp(—222). (2.14)

In particular,
Lo <P NVE < - MNLi(zn1) ) < —2x2).
1,2 < (122)50 Vi < ( E)nlgﬁ; 1L(z ,z)) < exp(—2a7,)

Proof. We shall apply the following exponential inequality (See, e.g., Theorem
2.19 of de la Pena, Lai and Shao [9]). If Y3,...,Y,, are independent random
variables with Y; > 0, pu, = Y.i-, EY; and B2 = Y | EY? < oo, then for
0<x<pp,

By (1.8), 372,01 MV.2 /222 MiV,Z, — 0 as m — oo. Then by (2.6),

El:m—i—l )\an,l
maxi<i<oo )\anQJ

=0 as m— o0. (2.15)

Hence

2 > 2 > -2
e max AVl =2 SNV =2 > MDD giX

l=m+1 l=m+1 =1
Then

gl
-
IN

P( Z Alng(X g Z AL ( an>

l=m+1 =1 l=m+1

exp | — (1 30 s MiLa(200)/2)?
P\ 2nBESE,,  va2(x))2 )

By Minkowski’s integral inequality, (2.4) and (2.3),

E( Z )\zgz2(X1)> { Z )\z(ngl(Xl))l/2}

l=m+1 l=m+1

00 2
— o<@ > AlLl(zn,l)> . (2.17)

xZ
n l=m+1

IN

(2.16)

IN

Therefore, (2.12) follows from (2.16) and (2.17). To show (2.13), notice that by
(2.6),

mlgax /\lVl>1— Z)\z l> (1-n Z)\lzgl



Then

P 2mlr§nlzi)éO/\lV < (1—n Z ML ( an
1<i<oo
o0 n _2 n oo
< P (lz; Al ;gl (Xy) < 5 lz;/\le(Zn,l)>
< exp <— (5 0.0, AlLf(Z” Lk >
2nE(Zl:1 )‘lgz (X1))?

Similar to the proof of I ; as in (2.16) and (2.17), we have (2.13).
To show (2.14), let

ln = min {l )\lLl(Zn l) = 1IIlaJX )\lLl(Zn l)}

<l<oo
Then
< —
(12% )\zzgz I(lgi(Xi)| < 0zn0) < (1 )nlgﬁgo)\sz(zn,zO
2 2
< exp : n)*(nAi, L, (2n.1,))
2n)\ Egl X1)1(|gzn(X1)| <dzn1,)

B __ A, Lo, (2ea,)?
- exp( 2nA} o(nL} (6zny,)/22) |

Since Lij(6zn,1)/Li(2n,1) — 1, then (2.14) follows. m

2.3 Estimation of I,
Proposition 2.2

L (2 LM (XD (19:(X0)] > 2n)) >> < exp(_222).

maXj<i<oo /\lV

Proof. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

SN a(X) (a(X)] > 2a0) }

2
maXj<i<oo /\an,l

it N i 90 (X) 2ia T (g (X)| > 2n)

2
maXi<i<oo /\an,l




By (2.6), the sum of the diagonal terms

2t M i 9P (XD (9U(Xi)| > ) _ ey

maxi<i<co /\an,l - 2

I < P Zl<z;ﬁ]<n Zl 1 Algl( ) (lg (XJ)| > Zn l) 52(5721
2 = =
maXj<i<oo /\l Zz 19 (Xz) 2
< p Zl<1<]<n it )‘lgl( D (190(X5)] > 2n0) e2x2
- Max) <i<oo N 25—y 97 (Xi) — 4
L p Zl<]<l<n it )‘lgz( D (190(X5)] > 2n0) e?z?
maXxj<i<oo )\l Zz 191 (Xz) -4
< p Zl§i<j Yooy Mg (Xa)I(|gu(X5)] > zn) S e2z?
B 2<J<n maxj<i<oo )\l Zl§i<j gl2(X7f) B 4
S D icicn i NI (XDT(|1(X5)] > 2n0) _ &
1<j<n ma.X1§[<oo )\l Z]<Z§n glz(Xl) o 4
= Iy1+1o. (2.18)

Let
Di<icj Do Mg (XD I(|g(X5)] > 2n)

MAaX1 <l <oo Al El§i<j 97 (X3)

¢ =

Then for any constant ¢t > 0,
Iy < BetXi=2 ®igmtean/4 (2.19)
Let E; be the expectation of X; for 2 < j <n. Then
Eet2i=2% = E(e! iz 4 Epet?). (2.20)

Since |e® — 1| < e%$|s| for any s € R and 0 < ¢,, < m for some m sufficiently
large, then

|Ene'r —1] < e™tE.¢,
emtt21gi<n ooy Mgi (X)) P(1gi(Xn)| > 2n1)

MAX1 <i<oo Al D1 <jen 97 (Xi)

By (2.1) and (2.4), we have P(|gi(X,)| > 2n.) = o(z2/n). Then together with
(2.6),

E,ettn =14+ o(22 /n) = eol@h/n). (2.21)



Applying (2.21) to (2.20), we have
FetXi—2®i — polan/n) gt 725 ¢
Similarly,
FEetXiza b — E(e! SIS b E,_qelfn-1)
eo(@h /1) [t 755 65
Continue this process from X, to X;, we conclude
Eet =205 — gnxolzn/n) _ co(}) (2.22)
Applying (2.22) to (2.19) and letting ¢t = 16/£2, we have
I < exp(—3z2). (2.23)
By the same argument,
Lo < exp(—322). (2.24)

Combining (2.18), (2.23) and (2.24), we obtain the proposition. m

2.4 Estimation of I3

Let Y7,...,Y, be an independent copy of Xi,...,X,,. We will use the follow-
ing lemma which is a Bernstein-type exponential inequality for degenerate U-
statistics.

Lemma 2.1 ((3.5) of Giné, Latala and Zinn [12]). For bounded degenerate
kernel h; ;j(X;,Y;), let

A:H}%XHI’LLJ(X“Y 00’ ZEh X»L,Y

_max{HZEh XyH HZEh (,Y;)

Then there is a universal constant K such that

. / /
PT{‘;hiJ(Xi,Y}) > x} < Kexp{—%mln {%, (%)2 3, (%)1 2]}

Recall (2.5). Hence by (2.8) and the definition of I3 in (2.11),

Zi’imﬂ )‘Z(Yn,l - EYn,l)2
Z?im-l-l /\lLl(Zn,”

I3 < P( > Cin(1 — 25)2xi). (2.25)

10



Let

o0

h (X3, Y5) = > N(@(Xi) = Ea(X)(@(Y;) — Equ(Y;)). (2.26)
l=m+1

In addition to the estimate of I3, we include (2.29) in the following proposition
which will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.2, where

hw)(XuY')
Z)\z g(X)I(lgi(X3)| < Bzng) — Egi(Xa)I(|g1(Xi)| < Bzna)}
X { g (YNI(|g(Yj)| < Bzna) — Eqi(Y;))I(|9:(Y))| < Bzna) ). (2.27)

Proposition 2.3 For constant Cy > 0 sufficiently large,

(Zl<z]<n (X“Y])
nyor m1 ML (Zn)

Then by (2.25) and the decoupling inequalities of de la Pena and Montgomery-
Smith [8], for C1 > 0 sufficiently large,

Elgi,jgn hm(Xia Xj)
Ny a1 MLi(Zn)

Suppose that \y > 0 for all 1 <1 < oo and d > 0 is a constant. For constants
0 < a,B <1 sufficiently small,

P<21§i,jﬁ[an] hip) (Xi, ;)
n 32 MLi(2n,1)

Proof. We will prove (2.28) and (2.29) simultaneously. By (2.4) and (2.26),

> ngi) < exp(—322), (2.28)

I; < P( >Ci(1 - 26)2131) < exp(—222).

> da:i) < exp(—222). (2.29)

Li(zn,
Ay = (X Y5)]|, <4 Z Nz2, =4 Z A” lz l. (2.30)
I=m+1 I=m+1

By (2.4) and (2.27),

_ 4[3271 E?il )\lLl(Zn,l)

2
Th

Anyp) = [[hee) (X3, V) <4ZA g (2.31)

Let

B? ::max{H S Ehfn(Xi,y)H H S ER2( x,yj)‘ }
1<i<n <j<n

11



Since |g1(Y;)] < zn,1, then by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, (2.4) and (2.26),

[ee) 2
> e <np(2 X Matx) - Bl

1<i<n l=m+1
oo - - 9 o0
< 4nE Y N(@(X) - Eg(X1)” YD Nz
l=m+1 l=m+1
> > TLLl(Znyl)
S 4n Z )\lLl(Zn,l) Z )\ZT
l=m+1 l=m+1 n

The same result can be obtained for || >, -, Eh2 (2,Y})|lco. Therefore

An® (3212, MLi(zn,))?

B: <

Similarly,

2
1<i<[an] 1<5< o]

s > nLi(z,
< 404712)\1[4(52”71)2)\162M.

22
1=1 1=1 n
Since 0 < 8 <1, then L;(B8zn,1)/Li(#n,;) < 1. Hence

404ﬂ2n2(203 /\lLl(Z l))2
2 =1 n,
Bos) < 22 :

By (2.26) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

- 2 2

(2.32)

)

(2.33)

(2.34)

Cr = Y Eh(X.,Y)
1<i,j<n
> _ _ 2 — _ _ 2
< > > ME@(X) - Ea(X)” Y ME(@(Y;) - EaY;))
1<i,j<n l=m+1 I=m+1
e 2
< n2( Z )\lLl(Zn,l)) .
l=m+1
Similarly,
2 - 2 Y.
Crowm = D, FBhig(XiY))
1<i#j<[an]
e’} 2
< O<2n2<z)\le(52n,z)>
=1
[e’e) 2
S a2n2<2/\lLl(znﬁl)> .
=1

12



Now let

r = Cynz? Z MLi(zn1). (2.35)
l=m+1

By (2.30) and (2.35),

- 1/2
(i) 1/2 N Cona 372 o1 MLi(zn) = (Cy/a)M? 22
A, Al MLz /2 "

By (2.32) and (2.35),

2/3 oo 2/3

Bn 2n Z?im—i-l )\lLl(Zn,l)/In
By (2.33) and (2.35),

. C2n$%§?im+1)‘ll/l(zml) Oyl
nY 1 ALa(zn,)

Then (2.28) follows from Lemma 2.1 for sufficiently large C3. Similarly, let

x
Ch

Td = dnxfl Z /\lLl(Zn,l)- (236)
=1

By (2.31) and (2.36),

< Zq )1/2 S ( dnz? 72 NLi(zn,) )1/2 _ ﬁxg
An,(8) —\48n 30 NiLi(zn ) /73, 28"

By (2.33) and (2.36),

( oy )2/3>< dna? 3 N Ly(2n.) >2/3_( d >2/3x2
Bia,(8) ~\2vaBn Y2 MLi(zna) /T 2./aB n

By (2.34) and (2.36),

Ta__ dnz? 72 NLi(zn) _ de
On,a,(,@) - O‘”Ezl )\lLl(Zn,l> a "™

Therefore (2.29) follows from Lemma 2.1 for o and S sufficiently small. m

13



2.5 Estimation of I,

Lemma 2.2 below fellows Corollary 1(b) of Einmahl [10] and Lemma 4.2 of
Lin and Liu [18]. However, we add the condition ngl E||&,..:]]* < b2 and our
result is in a form of exponential inequality for independent random vectors. We
use the same positive constants c17,ceo and co2 (depending only on the vector
dimension d) in Einmahl [10].

Lemma 2.2 Let &, 1,...,&n.k, be independent random vectors with mean zero
and values in RY such that ||&,|| < A, and Zf;l E|&q|* < b2, where || - ||
denotes the Fuclidean norm. Let S, = ngl &n,i- Suppose that

Cov(S,) = Bnla (2.37)

where B, > 0 and I is a d X d identity matriz, and «,, is a positive sequence
such that anB,l/2 — 00 and

kn
an Y E{]|6nll* exp (anl|€nil)} < B (2.38)
=1
Let
kn
B = B2 E{||&nill exp (anl€nil)} - (2.39)

i=1

Then for any 0 < v < 1, there exists n, such that for all n > n.,

P(”SHH 2 I) S exp {CQO/BH (C?7aiB2/2 + 1)}

X{e"p (_%) e (‘202:;153—13;2;&")) }

(1= 7)2c,02 B2
2d _ n n
tadexp < 2(d2b2 + derr Ay By)

uniformly for x € [enB}l/2,cl7aan], where {en}n>1 can be any sequence with

1/2
e, — 00 and e, < 01704an/

Proof. Let 1,4, 1 <i < ky, be independent N(0,52Cov(&,,;)) random vectors,
which are independent of the &, ;’s, where

o’ = czgﬁi log(1/fn)- (2.40)

By (2.38) and (2.39), we have 3, < 045137:1/2 — 0 as n — oco. Hence ¢ — 0 as

n — oo. Let p,(y) be the probability density of By '/? Z?;l(gn,i + 7ni), and
P(1+02)1, be the density of N(0, (14 0?)I;). By Corollary 1(b) in Einmahl [10]

(together with the Remark on page 32), for |ly|| < crrom B2,

Pn(Y) = d(1402y1, () exp(Tn(y)) with  |Tu(y)] < ca0Bu(llyll® +1).  (2.41)
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Forany 0 <y<1land z € [enB}l/Q, 1700 By,

> (1—7)95) +P(

kn

i=1

P(||Sn]l = @)

kn
i=1

= P((l -7z < ‘
+P< Sn + Znn’i

=1

kn
P((l _7)1" < ’ Sn +Znn,i
i=1

+P(||Sn|| > (1 _7)01704an)

kn
+P< Zn"*i

P((l _FY):E S ‘ Sn +zn:77n,i
=1

=1
> 7x>
+P (|Sull = (1 = v)crranBy)
= Ji+Ja+ Js. (2.42)

IN

kn
E Mn,i
=1

> vx)

< Cl7aan>

krn
D
i=1

< Cl7aan>

k

> C1’70571Bn> + P<

> ”yﬂc)

IN

kn
§ Mn,i
i=1

Z 761705an> + P<

> ”yﬂc)

kn

Z Mn,i

i=1

k

IN

< cl7aan> + 2P<

Let N denote a centered normal random vector with covariance matrix I;. Then
by (2.41),

Iy = / O 140712 () exp(Tn(y))dy
(1-y)z/ By *<|lyl|<crran By/?

covfewna (ettt} [

lyll=(1—v)z/Bx

< exp {cmﬁn (c?7aiBr3/2 + 1)} X

{P(INI = (1 =9)%/BY?) + P (allN]| 2 (1 - y)a/BY?) } (2.43)

B1+02)1,(Y)dy

15



Observe that || N||? has x2 distribution. It is well-known that for a x% random
variable Y, P(Y > y) < (ye'=¥/4/d)%/2 for y > d. Hence

P(IN| > (1 =)%a/BY?)

< (L e 1 w»m

dB,, dB,
1— 2d,.d 1— 4_2
_ W)dw exp d/2_( )
dd/2Bn/2 2B,
1— 6,.2
< exp ( - %) (2.44)

by x?/B,, — oo. Similarly,

3(1 — )32
> _ 1/2) < i ( Y
P (o112 20 = e/ BY?) < exp (-0
_ ( (A =) )
= exp|— 5
2¢22 B 37 log(1/B)
by (2.40). Then by (2.43)-(2.45), we have

J1 < exp {cmﬁn (0?7043’1373/2 + 1)}

X{exp <_%) X <—2C2J§ffﬁ§ 1;22;6”)) } (246)

Since the distribution of 7, ; is N(0,0%°Cov(,.:)), then the distribution of
Zf;l Nni is N(0, 02 Zf;l Cov(&,,:)). Since the &,;’s are independent, then
Zfﬁl Cov(&,,;) = C’ov(z:f;1 n,i) = Bnly by (2.37). Hence the distribution of
Sk i is N(0,02B,1;). Then similar to (2.45),

(2.45)

k"l
Jy = 2P< > Z”yx) :2P(a|\N|\z~yx/B}/2)
1=1
3,2
Ay
< 2exp( - . 2.47
- p( 2Bn622ﬂ%10g(1/5n)) (247

By (2.46) and (2.47), we have

J1 + Jo < exp {czoﬁn (C%aiB?/Q + 1)}

o (U5 ool o

Next we estimate Js. For each 1 <4 < n,let &,; = (57(112, ...,57(53)T where a”
denote the transpose of a vector a. Then

kn d kn o o\ 1/2 d
fn,i = < 5,”- ) <
Sel-(SEe) £

= = I=1"4i=1

[Snll =

16



Hence

Js = P(||Sull = (1 =y)crranBn)
kn
= P(Z fo(zl,)i 2 (1—7)017Oéan>
=1 "1i=1

d kn
< Yr(|2en
i=1

Since [|&,i| < An and 37 Ellgnil|? < b2, then €0} < |60l < A, and

Ef;l E({ff)l)z < Ef;l E||&,.4]* < b2 for each 1 < | < d. By Bernstein’s
inequality (e.g., (2.17) of de la Penia, Lai and Shao [9]),

(1 - 7)20%7042 B
Ja < 2d - non . 2.49
Pom e ( S2(02 + c17Anain B /d) (2.49)

2 (1 - ’7)217(171311) )

Then the lemma follows by applying (2.48) and (2.49) to (2.42). =

Now we estimate I in the following proposition which uses some ideas in
Liu and Shao [19].

Proposition 2.4

a 5 = \2
I < P(Z At (Vi = EY,)” 2 (1= Cie)(1 = 2¢)°naf, max )\lLl(znyl))
=1 -

(1 —Cre)(1 — 2¢e)*a?
= eXp(_ 12(1+5) )

Proof. For each 1 <i < n, let

Gri = (VA(3:(X) ~ B9u(X0), o VA (9 (X0) — (X))
Let B,, =n and X be the covariance matrix of G, ;. For 1 <i < n, let
s = S 2G,,. (2.50)
Then
Cov(&ni+- - +&un)
- E { (271/2(Gn,1 +e gt Gn,n)) (271/2(6*”)1 +o gt Gmn))T}
= T72E {(Gn,l +ot G (G + - Gn,n)T} no12

= =2 Y Ble.G] e

1<i,j<n

17



Since the X;’s are independent, then

Cov (§uat-+6un) = L7 Y B{GuGL 57
1=1
= nl, = Byln.

Hence condition (2.37) in Lemma 2.2 is satisfied. Let

(O
nl/2

Qy =

where C),, > 0 is a finite constant depending only on m. We shall verify condition
(2.38). By (2.50),

€02 = (E‘l/QGm)T (E‘l/QGm) = GL 571G (2.51)

Observe that ¥ is positive definite by assumption (1.9). Then by the identity

T.9)2
T A—1,, _ (=" 9)
AT e = Hr:;lnaz)(1 ST AY (2.52)

for any m x m postive definite matrix A, we have

(G7.9)°

2 T yv—1
wil? =G v 1@, ; = max —=t 2.

Let 9* = (97,...,9},) such that [|[9*|| = 1 and (G} 9*)? = max)g =1 (G} 9)2.
Then for any ¥ = (91, ..., ¥,) € I2, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

m 2
(G0 = (Z@@z(&)—Em(Xi))m)

([ aX) - Ea(Xs) ’
= (Z ) 9 )\le(Zn,z))

1
3 (-Z(Xi)L :(ZE%(XZ-))Q S ML), (2.54)
m, =1

Since Fg¢;(X1) = 0 for all I > 1, then Eg;(X1) = o(zn+/Li(zn,1)/v/1) by (2.2)

18



and (2.4

A

). By assumption (1.9),

= Y 9V ANE (@(X1) - Bai(X1)) (r(X1) - Bge(X1))

1<, l/<m

= Zﬁl)\lEgl (X1) Zﬁm Egi(X,))?

=1 =1

+ Z v/ NN Eg(X1)ge (X1)

1<I#£lI'<m
= > VNN EG (X)) Ege (X))
1<I#£lI'<m

= Zﬁlele(an Zﬂ Al X 0 (x Ll(znl))
=1

+o(1) Z 1911%'\/)\l)\l’Ll(Zn,l)Ll’(Zn,l’)

1<IAI<m
n L n n Ll n.l
T (L V)
1<IAI<m n n

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Hence

Z h oy \/)\z)\z/Ll(Zn,z)Lz/ (zZnar) < mzﬁf)\zl/l(zn,z)-

1<I£V <m =1

979 = (1 +o0(1 ZﬁlAlLl Zn)- (2.55)

Applying (2.54) and (2.55) to (2.53), we have

Since |gi(

y (2.56),

1€nil1® < 22 — BalX)F (2.56)

Zn,l)

Xl < zng = /nLi(zn,1)/xn by (2.4), and (2.5), we have

dm
[ R (2.57)
— Egq(X; 2
Elénl* < 22 L)z(zn 5”( D" < om (2.58)

19



and

m 3/2
Elé.q? < 2%°E (Z Egl(XW) . (2.59)

— Lz (2n,1)

By Holder’s inequality,

(35 0005~y ) 1/22'9l 3/2Ef”< I (260

=1 Ll(zn,l) Zn l)

Combining (2.59) and (2.60), we have

8E|gl
Elgnill* < 2%2m WZ 3/2 )
an

m

o(zn1Li(2n1)) nl/?
= Z 3/2 = 0 < xn (261)

=1 (2n,1)

by (2.3) and (2.4). Since B, = n and o, = Cpx,/n'/?, then by (2.57) and
(2.61), we have

an D B {]lnill® exp (anllénill)}

=1
Cinn, ni/2 Cmxyn (4mn /2
WTL X 0 ( - ) exp (W (:17—2) ) = O(TL) = O(Bn)

Hence condition (2.38) in Lemma 2.2 is satisfied. Similarly,

Bu = B3 E{Jénil® exp (anll€uil))}

i=1
3 nl/? Cputn (Amn\ /2
= n n X o o exp W ?
= o) 2.6

Then 32 log(1/8,) = o(1/x,). By (2.57), we have ||&, ;|| < (4mn/x2)'/? .= A,,.
By (2.58), we have .7 | E||&ni[|* < 2mn := b2. Then by Lemma 2.2 and (2.62)

20



with B,, = n and a,, = mxn/n1/2 for sufficiently large C,, we have

P (”Sn” 2 nl/an)

exp (o)} { oxp (L2008 ) o (- L0 ]

tome (1 —7)%c3.C%22%n
mexp | —
P 2(2m3n + m(4mn/x2)1/20170m:17nn1/2)

< exp{o(a2)} {exp ( ) 2) + exp (—417721)} +exp (—4a7)
7
2

SESYRIES i)

Letting v = 1 — (1 — £)"/7, we have

IN

2

P (JISu]l = 02w, ) < exp (—%) . (2.63)

Similar to (2.51),

n
2
1Sll2 = || 3 &
i=1

e e Y (s e
(E 1 2;GW) (E 1 2;Gw)

(Y 6u) 5 (L6n) o

=1

We will use the identity (2.52) to estimate (2.64). Let v* = (V7, ..., 9%,) be such
that ||¢*|| = 1 and

(ZGM)TW = max (;GM)Tﬁ. (2.65)

Observe that

lgluaxl(zn; D)= (i(z @(m(Xi)—Egz(Xi))f)lﬂ. (2.66)
y (2.55),
@S = (4 o(1)) S (0 ML)
< (1+0(1))i;a§>§n)\llzl(2n,l) (2.67)

because ||¥*|| = 1. By the identity (2.52) and by (2.65)-(2.67),

(zj; Gn,i)Tzfl ( Zj; Gn) > S (S VN @(XG) - Egi(X)))® |

(14 &) maxi<i<m M Li(2n,1)
(2.68)
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By (2.63), (2.64) and (2.68), with application of (2.5) and (2.8),

SN (S (91(Xa) — Egi(X))))”
la = P( maxi<i<m MLi(2n,1)

< P((é Gn,i)TE_l (é Gn,i) > (1- Clg)l(i; 25)37%5%)

> (1—-Ce)(1 - 25)3713:%)

— — 2e)3na?
= (s > EEAGE 2 )
(1—Cre)(1 —2¢)*22
S oxp <_ 2(1 +¢) > '

Since ¢ is arbitrary, then the upper bound of Theorem 1.1 follows from (2.11)
and the estimates of Iy, I, I3 and Iy.

3 The lower bound of Theorem 1.1

Let 0 < € < 1 be sufficiently small. For 1 < m < oo sufficiently large, By (2.15),
mMax; <j< oo )\ZVHQJ = maxi<;<m /\anQ_’l. Together with (2.6), we have

P(W, > (1 —¢)z?)

n

S ({0 a(X0)Y = S0, g (xa)) )
= P 3 >(1—e)x;
maxi<i<oo )‘an,l
. p <2?11 MEL a(X0)) ) |

= n
maxi<i<m )\an2)l

(3.1)

Let §i(X;) be the random variable with distribution which is of the distri-
bution of g;(X;) conditioned on |g;(X;)| < 2zp,;. Define V,,; = > | Gi(X;) and
V2 =3"" §?(X;). By the definition of L;(z) and (2.1)

n7

Egi(Xi) = Egi(X:)/P(19:(X)| < zn1)
= Li(20,)/ P(|91(Xi)| < 2n1) = Li(zn,)(1 + 0(1)).

Notice that (2.2) implies Eg;(X1) = o(Li(2n,1)/2n,1). Then we have

of = E(Yo1 — EY,1)? = nE(Gi(X1) — Equ(X1))?
=nE§H(X1)(1 +0(1)) = nLi(2,,)(1 + o(1)) (3.2)

and

EV2) = nLi(z0)(1 + o(1).

22



Then for 0 < § < 1,

Zl Ml{E 191X )} > .2
x
maxi<i<m MV,2 "
Zl 1/\1{2 191( )} 2
> i= > < <[ <
= ( MAX] < 1<m /\lV =Z Ty, 1I£la<x |gl( z)l = Znls s 1 = l =m
A
_ Zl 1 I{Zz lgl( )} 255721 P(max |gl( z)| Szn,laal §l§m>
maxi<i<m /\lV 1<i<
A ~
Z Zl 1 I{Zz lgl( )} $27V31§(1+25)U?,1§l§m
maxi<i<m )\lV ’
xP ( max lg1(X3)| < 2y, , 1 <1< m)
. (zl M (X)) <1+25>xz>
maxi<i<m A0}
><P<rga<x lgi( i)|§znyl,,1§l§m) ZP > (1+28)07). (3.3)

Without loss of generality, assume that max;<;<pm, /\lal = /\101. Then

(zl N (X)) (H%)xi)
maxi<j<m N0}
> ()\1{21)\1091( )} (1_’_25)96%)

(Zgl 1+26)1/201£L‘n> .

Recall (2.4) and (3.2). Take ¢ = 1/x,, we have |§1(X1)| < zn,; = coj. Therefore,
by Theorem 5.2.2 in Stout [25], for any v > 0, we have

<Z gi1(Xi) > (1+ 25)1/201xn> > exp(—(27,/2)(1+20)(1 +7)).  (3.4)
On the other hand,

P (lrél_a<x lg1(Xi)| < 20,1 <1< m> =[P (|gi(X1)| < zng, 1 <1 <m)]"

m

=[1=P(g(X1)| 2 zng, I <L <m)]" 2 [L= Y P (|gu(X1)| = 20,0)]"
=1

> exp(=2n ) P (lg:(X1)| = 204)) = exp(—o(a3,)). (3-5)
=1
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We apply the following exponential inequality (see Lemma 2.1, Csorgé, Lin
and Shao [4], see also Griffin and Kuelbs [14] and Pruitt [20]) for the rest of the
proof.

Lemma 3.1 Let £,&1,- -+, &, be i.i.d. random variables. Then for any b,v,s >
0,
. ve'nEE(|&] < b)  sb s
P ( S (el <b) - Ba(] < )| > mEo )+7> <20
i=1

By (2.5),
Eg{(X;) = o(z 1 L1(2n,1))- (3.6)

In Lemma 3.1, we take & = g7 (X;),s = x2,b = 22| and v = 1/5. Notice that

n

sb/v = d0? and % =0(0?) by (3.2) and (3.6). Then

< 2exp(—22). (3.7)
Combining (3.1), (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) and (3.7) and letting \,§ — 0, we have

P(W, > (1 - €)a2) > exp(—a2/2).

4 The upper bound of Theorem 1.2

Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 2.3 of Giné, Kwapien, Latala, and Zinn [11]) There
exists a universal constant Cs < 0o such that for any kernel h and any two se-
quences of i.i.d. random variables, we have

2t> §03P(

Proposition 4.1 Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1,

00 n 2
A - X;
fmsup it N O X0)*
n—oo MaXi<i<oo /\ZVW loglogn

P( max

k<m,l<n

> h(X:,Y))

i<k,j<I

> hXLY))

i<m,j<n

> t/C3>

for allm,n € N and all t > 0.

Consequently,

. W
limsup ———— <2 a.s.
n—oo loglogn
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Proof. Let z,, — oo as n — oco. Let # > 1 with § — 1 sufficiently small. For
any positive integer k € (n, On], by similar idea as in (2.8) with 0 < n < 1,

2
9] k
P Do A (Zi:l gl(Xi)) > 91 3 9
ngllcaéﬁn maxi<i<oo /\lV,f)l - ( + 77) Tn

00 n 2
El—l )‘Z(Z'—l gl(‘(i)) 3 2
< P = = >2(1— 1
B ( maxj<i<co Al‘/nQ,l B ( 77)( +77) o

+P< 2= N (i 91(X0)) S+ 77)3332)

n<k<6n maxi<j<oo )‘leQ,l - 2
= Hi+ Ho. (4.1)
Notice that (1.10) implies (1.8). By (2.6) and the upper bound of Theorem 1.1,

Hy < exp (= (1= )21+ n)%2) (4.2)

Let 0 < 6 < 1 be a sufficiently small constant. By (2.8),

Hy <P |2m nax NVZ < (1=n)n Z MLi(zn,1)

1<i<
2
00 k
ol o ZEi O L (e O R ) I
n<k<fn mMax| </<oo )\leQJ - 2

2
maxci<n Yo M (S, (XL (19:(X0) < 0n200)
+P
N1 cicoo NLi(2n,0)
_ (L=n)(1—2mP(+ n)%i)

4m

i=Ho1 + Hyo+ Ho 3.
By (2.13) in Proposition 2.1,
Hy 1 <exp ( — 2%721)
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for each k,
S M i [ XD (190 (X0)| > Smzaa) }
mMax]<j<oo /\leQJ

(o'} k k
Zl:l Al Zi:nJrl 912(Xi) Zi:nJrl I(lgi(X5)| > 577271,!) (4.5)
maxXj<i<oo /\leQ)l ' '
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By (2.6), for some m sufficiently large, the sum of the diagonal terms

(o) k
St N Y i1 97 (XD (|gi(X3)| > dnzn) “m

2
maxj<i<oo /\le,l

By (4.5) and (4.6),

Has < P( max ZnJrlgi;éjgk Yo g (Xa) I(|gi(X5)] > dnzn) S n°(1 +77)3ar,21>

n<k=<én maxi <j<oco Al Zi’g:'rpfl 97 (Xi) a 2

e | max D onii<ici<k 2ror MgE (X I(lgi(X5)] > 0nzn ) - (14 n)3z?
< n<k<On mMax| <j<oo A Zf:n-i-l 92(Xi) = 4
Y - Donti<icichk i M9 (XD I(1g1(X5)] > dnzn) o A+ )’y

n<k=én maxi<i<oco Al Zf:nﬂ 97 (Xi) a 4
< p max Z Zn+1§i<j Z?il /\zgf(Xi)I(lgz (Xj)| > 5772n,l) > 775(1 + 77)396%
< n<k<6n s < Max]<j<oo Al Zn+1§i<j g3 (X;) - 4
L P max Z Zj<i§k Z?il /\lgl2(Xi)I(|gl(Xj)| > 6nzn,l) 775(1 + 77)3.%'%

n<k<6n nt1<i<k maxi<i<co Al Zj<i§k glz(XZ) - 4
= Hyo1+ Hap2p. (4.7)

Let
6 = dont1<i<j o g (X)I(|g(X5)| > onza,)
;= )

max| <i<oo Al Zn+1§i<j 912(Xi)

Then for any constant ¢t > 0,

Hyo1 < > Lonti<icj 2= Ny (Xl)mgl(X;N > 0nzn,1) . n°(1+n)3x2
n+2<;j<[9n] maxi<i<oo M Y onti<icy 90 (Xi) 4
< Bt Tlea b’ (4m)al /e, (4.8)

Let E; be the expectation of X; for n+ 2 < j < [#n]. Then

1] —1

Eet Zg-?iﬂ @j — E(et Z;{Zn+2 @j E[en]ew’[en] ) (49)

Since |e® — 1] < €%V¢|s| for any s € R and 0 < $1on) < m for some m sufficiently
large, then

| Blgme' 0 — 1|

IN

"™t Egn) Pon]
et Zn+1§i<[9n] 2o Ngi (Xa) P (g (Xfon))| > 0nzn )

Maxi <i<oo Al Zn+1§i<[9n] 97 (Xi)

26



By (2.1) and (2.4), we have P(|gi(X{gn))| > 0nzn,) = o(22/n). Then together
with (2.6),
Ejgpe'?onl = 1+ o(z2 /n) = o /m), (4.10)

Applying (4.10) to (4.9), we have

(6] n]—1

Bt S 65 — po@/m) gt SV 65

Similarly,

[6n]—1

EetXjzni2%i  — E(et ZB‘Z@;% @j En_let(b[ﬂn]fl)

on]—2

0@2/m) ot TS 65

Continue this process from X[, to X, 11, we conclude

[6n]

Bet S\ 0 65 _ Gl0-Dnxo(ad/n) _ go(a?) (4.11)
Applying (4.11) to (4.8) and letting t = 8/(n°(1 + n)?), we have
Hj o1 < exp(—222). (4.12)
To estimate Ha 22, let

2 jcich dater Mgt (X I (l9u(X5)] > 0nzn)
maxi<i<oo NI ) i<k 97 (Xs) '

Vik =

Then for any constant ¢t > 0,

5 3,.2
Hyss < p< S mzm>

J<k<On 4
n+1<5<[0n]
< Eet S max; ck<on Yk o= tn® (14n)°a}, /4 (4.13)

Let E; be the expectation of X; for n+1 < j < [#n]. Note k > j. Then

on]—1
Eet Z;:"JLH max;<r<on ¥j,k

— E(et dezn,];r; max;<k<on Yj.k En-',—let maxX,{1<k<én ’l/fn+1,k)' (4'14)
Observe that

N (i 920 LX) > bmza)

MAaX1<i<oo AL D i<k 97 (X3)

i (4.15)

Then by (2.6), 0 < 11, < m for some m sufficiently large. Since |e® — 1| <
eOVs|s| for any s € R,

‘En+letmaxn+l<kﬁﬂn Ytk _ ] < emttEnJrl max  Ypt1k- (4.16)
nt1<k<6n
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Under assumption (1.10), for each I € [1, 00),

MVE =Y Mg (X)) <ad Y Mgi(X) =ad AV,
i=1 v=1i=1 v=1
Recall that (2.6), then for each I € [1, 00),
MV mey

maxi<i<oo Aan%l ~1—¢

Hence by (4.15),
m oo
Yik S 7 > allla(X;)] > onzn).
=1
Then

oo
m
En n+11fr2€>§9n¢n+1,k < T ;clPﬂgz(XnJrl)l > 0nzn,)-

By (2.1) and (2.4), we have P(|gi(Xpn+1)| > 012n.1) = o(x2 /n). Then together

with (1.10),

_ 2
Enia n+{gé}€);9n Ynt1k = o(x,/n).

Then by (4.16) and (4.17),
Ep et maXnsi<kson Yniik = 1 4 o(z2 /n) = eo@n/m)
Continue this process from j =n + 2 to j = [#n] — 1 and by (4.14),
Bet ST max; chcon vin — po(a2)
Applying (4.18) to (4.13) and letting t = 8/(n°(1 + n)?), we have
Hj 9 < exp(—272).
By (4.7), (4.12) and (4.19),

Hyp <2 exp(—2aji).

(4.17)

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

By the definition of Ha 3 in (4.3), and by Lemma 4.1, there is a constant 0 <

C’ < oo such that

Hy,3<C'P

(z;’; N (S (X (190(X0)| < nzn)”
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Similar to (2.25),

, (Zi’il M (S0 (0 (XD (1(X0)| < Snz0) — Bar(XL(an(X0)| < nz)})
Hy3 < C'P

n 322 MLi(zn)

S - 3n)2n2xi> _
- 4mC’
By the decoupling version of (2.29) in Proposition 2.3,
Haj3 < C'exp(—222). (4.21)
Combining (4.3), (4.4), (4.20) and (4.21), we have
Hy < (3+C')exp (—222) . (4.22)

By (4.1), (4.2) and (4.22),

max
n<k<én maXj<ij<oco )\ZV,fl

P< ZE A (Eh000) > 2(1+ n)%i)

< e (<0 0).

Let n = [¢7] for some j € N. We have

03 <k<i+1 mMax1 <j<oo )\leQJ

* (S alx))
P( SR (Shat) 22(1+77)3:17f9j]>

< exp (_(1 — )" (1 + 77)355[2@']) .

Let 22 = loglogn. Then

< S (S )

> 2(1 3
9j<122)9(j“ maxi<j<oo )\szQJ loglogk — (1+mn) )

Sr

J=1

e < PPN (Zf:l gl(Xi)) :

IN

Z P max

> 2(1 322
09 <k<@i+1 Max]</<oo )\leQJ > 2(1+m) ‘r[9]]>

A

ing
@
=

(~ =m0 +m)* logloglt’])

A
=
@
o]
e}
0
=
|

)2 (1 +n)? logj) < 0.
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By Borel-Cantelli lemma,

[e%s} n 2
A X;
lim sup 2= I(Zl 1 91( )) < 2 a.s.
n—oo MaX1<l<oo /\lV lloglogn

5 The lower bound of Theorem 1.2

Proof. By the definition of W,

2
. 2o (S ax0) - S a2 60
loglogn - maxi<i<oo \i V,? 1loglogn
2
Zl 1)\l(z 1gl(X')) Zfol)\ﬂ/?

maxi<j<oo /\lV lloglogn maxi<j<oo )\lV lloglogn

By (2.6), Y2, MV, /(maxi<i<oo MV, loglogn) < m/((1 — ¢)loglogn) — 0
as n — 0o, then

W, Zl 1’\l(2?191(X'))2

loglogn T maxi<j<oo MV lloglogn

Then
2
e ( 19k(X‘)) s
> i f i
loglogn el I; 2 loglogn k=min{j:maxi<i<co )\ZV =\, an}

Hence by (1.6),

lim sup “_>2 as

n—oo loglogn
]
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