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ABSTRACT

The aim of this paper is to establish the Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund (MZ) type law of large numbers
for the randomly weighted sums with weights chosen randomly, uniformly over the unit sphere in
R

n. We also establish a theorem that describes the rate of convergence in the law of large numbers
for these weighted sums.
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1 Introduction

Let (Xk)k∈Z be a strictly stationary process. Consider the weighted sums

〈X, θ〉 := θ1X1 + · · ·+ θnXn =: Sn(θ),

where a random vector θ = (θ1, . . . , θn) is distributed uniformly on the unit sphere Sn−1 of Rn (n ≥ 2), and is
independent of X = (X1, . . . , Xn). Let Pθ be the unique rotationally invariant probability measure on Sn−1, referred
to as the uniform distribution on the sphere. Throughout this paper, a random vector is said to be distributed uniformly
on the sphere if it is distributed according to Pθ .

We can view above partial sums Sn(θ) as a one-dimensional random projection of a vector X in the direction of θ. The
main goal of random projection is to reduce the dimensionality of data by projecting it onto a lower-dimensional space.
The key idea behind random projection is that, according to the Johnson-Lindenstrauss lemma, distances between data
points are approximately preserved even when projected onto a lower-dimensional space. Random projections can
make expensive computations/algorithms feasible, and also help visualize the data. This technique is very helpful in
the problems that concern about the metric structure of the data, for example finding the closest pair, most separated
pair etc. So, these type of weighted sums are very widely used and studied in the field of data analysis and statistics.
This serves the general motivation behind studying these weighted sums.

There has been a lot of phenomenal work done in the works of Diaconis and Freedman[4], Klartag and Sodin[5],
Bobkov et.al. [1][2], Sudakov[6], Peligrad et.al.[3], and others. Their work is mostly centered around investigating
problems related to the distributions and their estimates for these partial sums assuming the variables have atleast finite
second moment.

The natural question is then to ask whether these sums follow law of large numbers if moments lower than second
moment are assumed. There is no work yet, atleast to our knowledge, that studies these sums for the case of finite
absolute pth moments, where 1 ≤ p < 2. Therefore, the goal of this paper is to bridge this gap. We discuss the
convergence of these partial sums Sn(θ) with a suitable scaling factor, and also prove a theorem describing their rate

of convergence. In particular, we prove that if we assume EX |X0|p < ∞, then
Sn(θ)

n1/p−1/2 converges in mean (w.r.t

product space) to 0. One can easily notice that if we take non-random θ = ( 1√
n
, . . . , 1√

n
), then our results reduce to

the classical ones. So, the scaling factor n1/p−1/2 aligns well with the classical case.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we mention some notations and known facts that we use throughout
this paper. In Section 3, we state and prove our main results and remarks.

2 Notations and Facts

1. Throughout this paper, we construct all the variables used on a corresponding product space with product
probability.

2. The letter ‘c’ denotes a constant depending only on p or r. Whenever we write A ≪ B, we mean A ≤ cB.

3. Whenever we say we truncate random variables {Xk} at A, we mean

Xk = X ′
k +X

′′

k , where X ′
k = XkI(|Xk| ≤ A) and X

′′

k = XkI(|Xk| > A),

and their respective weighted partial sums with weights β1, . . . , βn are denoted by

S′
n(β) =

n
∑

k=1

βkX
′
k and S′′

n(β) =

n
∑

k=1

βkX
′′
k .

4. We use the following known facts.

Let ηi’s (1 ≤ i ≤ n) be independent, standard gaussian random variables that are independent of the θi’s.
Let C2

n be a chi-square random variable with n degrees of freedom, independent of the ηi’s, θi’s, and Xi’s.

From equations (4.3) and (4.4) in Laurent and Massart (2000) we know that for any x > 0

P (C2
n ≥ n+ 2

√
nx+ 2x) ≤ e−x, (2.1)

P (C2
n ≤ n− 2

√
nx) ≤ e−x. (2.2)

3 Main Results

In this section, we present our main results and remarks.

The following theorem establishes the Convergence in L1 norm for the random projection.

Theorem 3.1. Let (Xk)k∈Z be a stationary process. Let 1 ≤ p < 2. If EX |X0|p < ∞, then

Sn(θ)

n1/p−1/2
→ 0 in the L1-norm (product space).

Proof. We truncate random variables {Xk} at n(2−p)/4p. Then

EX,θ|Sn(θ)| ≤ EX,θ|S′
n(θ)| + EX,θ|S′′

n(θ)|. (3.1)

Since (Cnθ1, . . . , Cnθn)
d
= (η1, . . . , ηn), and because for X ′ fixed, S′

n(η) = η1X
′
1 + · · · + ηnX

′
n is normally dis-

tributed with variance (X ′
1)

2 + · · ·+ (X ′
n)

2, we obtain

n1/2−1/p ·EX,θ|S′
n(θ)| = n1/2−1/p ·EX,θ,Cn

(

1

Cn

n
∑

k=1

CnθkX
′
k

)

≤ n1/2−1/p · E1/2
Cn

(

C−2
n

)

· E1/2
X,η

(

n
∑

k=1

ηkX
′
k

)2

≪ n1/2−1/p · n−1/2 ·
√

nEX(X ′2
0 )

≤ n(p−2)/4p −→ 0 as n → ∞. (3.2)
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To prove convergence in mean for the tail part, we consider cases p ∈ (1, 2) and p = 1 separately.

If p ∈ (1, 2), using Hölder’s inequality with p and q = p/(p− 1), and noticing that for X ′′ fixed, {ηkX ′′
k } are

independent w.r.t η, we obtain

EX,θ|S′′
n(θ)| = EX,θ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

Cn
·

n
∑

k=1

CnθkX
′′
k

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ E
1/q
Cn

|Cn|−q ·E1/p
η,X |S′′

n(η)|
p

≤ c · E1/q
Cn

|Cn|−q

(

n
∑

k=1

EX |X ′′
k |p
)1/p

. (3.3)

Let ε be any positive real number.

Since, EX |X ′′
0 |p is finite, we know that EX |X ′′

0 |p approaches 0 as n → ∞. This gives a positive integer N1 so that

∀n ≥ N1, E
1/p
X |X ′′

0 |p < ε
2(c+1)(1+ε)1/q

.

We also notice that for any n ≥ N2 = 1 + ⌈q⌉, ECn |Cn|−q
= 2−q/2 · Γ(n−q

2
)

Γ(n/2) . By Wendel [8], we have a classical

asymptotic relation: limx→∞
Γ(x+a)
xaΓ(x) = 1, for real a and x. Using this relation for a = −q/2, we get a positive integer

N3 such that for any n ≥ N3,
Γ(n−q

2
)

Γ(n/2) < (n2 )
−q/2 · (1 + ε).

By combining all above observations together with (3.3), we have for any ε > 0, a positive integer N =
max{N1, N2, N3} such that ∀n ≥ N , n1/2−1/p ·EX,θ|S′′

n(θ)| < ε. This gives, for the case p ∈ (1, 2),

lim
n→∞

n1/2−1/p · EX,θ|S′′
n(θ)| = 0. (3.4)

The proof is easier for the case p = 1. Using the stationarity of X ′′ and the fact that for any k, Eθ|θk| = 1/
√
n, we

have

EX,θ|S′′
n(θ)| ≤

n
∑

k=1

EX |X ′′
k |Eθ|θk| = EX |X ′′

0 |
√
n,

where EX |X ′′
0 |p approaches 0 as n → ∞ giving us

lim
n→∞

n−1/2 · EX,θ|S′′
n(θ)| = 0. (3.5)

Thus, combining everything in (3.1)-(3.5) gives

lim
n→∞

EX,θ|Sn(θ)|
n1/p−1/2

= 0.

Remark 3.1. As a consequence of Proposition (3.1) along with the use of Markov’s inequality, we achieve the weak

law of large numbers for
Sn(θ)

n1/p−1/2 under the assumptions of Proposition (3.1).

The following theorem describes the rate of convergence in the strong law of large numbers.

Theorem 3.2. Let (Xk)k∈Z be a stationary process. Let 1 ≤ p < 2, 1 ≤ r ≤ p.

If E|X0|p < ∞, then for every ε > 0

∞
∑

n=1

np/r−2PX,θ

(

max
1≤k≤n

|Sk(θ)| > εn1/r−1/2

)

< ∞.
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Proof. We take x = n/9 in (2.2), and obtain

PCn(C
2
n ≤ n− 2

√
nx) ≤ e−n/9.

By using the equivalence in distribution (Cnθ1, . . . , Cnθn)
d
= (η1, . . . , ηn), we obtain

Pθ

(

max
1≤k≤n

|Sk(θ)| > εn1/r−1/2

)

= Pη,Cn

(

max
1≤k≤n

|Sk(η)|
Cn

> εn1/r−1/2

)

≤ Pη,Cn

(

max
1≤k≤n

|Sk(η)|
Cn

> εn1/r−1/2, C2
n > n− 2

√

n · n/9
)

+ PCn

(

C2
n ≤ n− 2

√

n · n/9
)

≤ Pη

(

max
1≤k≤n

|Sk(η)| >
ε√
3
n1/r

)

+ e−n/9. (3.6)

Since
∑∞

n=1 n
p/r−2 e−n/9 is finite, the proof reduces to showing

∞
∑

n=1

np/r−2 PX,η

(

max
1≤k≤n

|Sk(η)| > εn1/r

)

is finite.

As usual we will split this series into two truncated parts, and prove each part is finite. We use truncation of variables

{Xk} at n1/r.

For X ′ fixed, using the independence of {X ′
kηk} along with the maximal inequality, we obtain

∞
∑

n=1

np/r−2 PX,η

(

max
1≤k≤n

|S′
k(η)| > εn1/r

)

≪
∞
∑

n=1

np/r−2n−2/rEX

[

Eη|S′
k(η)|2

]

=

∞
∑

n=1

n(p−2)/r−2 EX

[

n
∑

k=1

|X ′
k|2
]

=

∞
∑

n=1

n(p−2)/r−1 EX

[

X2
1I(|X1| ≤ n1/r)

]

, (3.7)

and also, by triangle’s inequality, we have

∞
∑

n=1

np/r−2 PX,η

(

max
1≤k≤n

|S′′
k (η)| > εn1/r

)

≪
∞
∑

n=1

np/r−2 · n−1/r EX,η

(

n
∑

k=1

|ηkX ′′
k |
)

≪
∞
∑

n=1

n(p−1)/r−1 EX

[

|X1|I(|X1| > n1/r
]

. (3.8)

Both (3.7) and (3.8) are finite due to Lemma 3.2 [9] (also see Lemma 4.1 [7]).

This implies that
∞
∑

n=1

np/r−2PX,η

(

max
1≤k≤n

|Sk(η)| > εn1/r

)

< ∞.

We therefore conclude that

∞
∑

n=1

np/r−2PX,θ

(

max
1≤k≤n

|Sk(θ)| > εn1/r−1/2

)

< ∞.

Remark 3.2. (Almost Sure Convergence) Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.2,

Sn(θ)

n1/p−1/2

PX,θ−a.s.−−−−−−→ 0 as n → ∞.
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Proof. Letting r = p in Proposition 3.2, we have that for any ǫ > 0,

∞
∑

n=1

n−1PX,θ

(

max
1≤k≤n

|Sk(θ)| > εn1/p−1/2

)

< ∞. (3.9)

For convenience, denote α = 1/p− 1/2. Now, observe that for any δ > 0 and k ∈ Z+,

PX,θ

(

sup
m≥k

|Sm(θ)|
mα

> δ

)

≤
∑

i>log
2
k

PX,θ

(

max
1≤m≤2i

|Sm(θ)| > δ 2(i−1)α

)

≤ 1

2

∑

n>k

n−1 PX,θ

(

max
1≤m≤n

|Sm(θ)| > δ 2−2αnα

)

,

where the last expression approaches 0 as k → ∞ by using (3.9).

This implies that
Sn(θ)

n1/p−1/2

PX,θ−a.s.−−−−−−→ 0 as n → ∞.
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