arXiv:1609.04910v4 [math.PR] 7 Dec 2017

STRONG LAWS OF LARGE NUMBERS FOR INTERMEDIATELY TRIMMED SUMS OF I.I.D. RANDOM VARIABLES WITH INFINITE MEAN

MARC KESSEBÖHMER AND TANJA SCHINDLER

Abstract. We show that for every sequence of non-negative i.i.d. random variables with infinite mean there exists a proper moderate trimming such that for the trimmed sum process a nontrivial strong law of large numbers holds. We provide an explicit procedure to find a moderate trimming sequence even if the underlying distribution function has a complicated structure, e.g. has no regularly varying tail distribution.

1. Introduction and statement of main results

Throughout the paper, let (X_n)_{n∈N} denote a sequence of non-negative, independent and identically distributed (i.i.d) random variables with distribution function F : R → [0, 1], x → P (X_1 ≤ x) and define the sum process S_n := ∑_n k=1 X_k for n ≥ 1 and S_0 := 0. We say (X_n)_{n∈N} fulfills a strong law of large numbers (with normalizing sequence (d_n)) if lim S_n/d_n = 1 almost everywhere (a.e.). In contrast to the case of finite expectation, if E (X_1) = ∞ then (X_n) fulfills no strong law of large numbers. In fact, Aaronson showed in [1] that for all positive sequences (d_n)_{n∈N} we have almost everywhere that

lim sup n→∞ S_n d_n = +∞ or lim inf_{n→∞} S_n d_n = 0.

However, if there is a sequence of constants (d_n)_{n∈N} such that lim_{n→∞} S_n/d_n = 1 in probability, then there might be a strong law of large numbers after deleting finitely many of the largest summands from the partial n-sums. More precisely, for each n ∈ N we choose a permutation σ from the symmetric group S_n acting on {1, . . . , n} such that X_{σ(1)} ≥ X_{σ(2)} ≥ . . . ≥ X_{σ(n)}. For given b_n ∈ N_0 we then set

S^{bn}_n := n∑ k=b_n +1

X_{σ(k)}. (1)

If b_n = r ∈ N is fixed for all n ∈ N then (S^r_n) is called a lightly trimmed sum process. For an example of this situation we consider the unique continued fraction expansion of an irrational x ∈ [0, 1] given by

x := [a_1 (x) , a_2 (x) , . . .] := 1 a_1 (x) + 1 a_2 (x) + . . . Then X_n := a_n, n ∈ N, defines almost everywhere a stationary (dependent, but ψ-mixing) process with respect to the Gauss measure dP(x) := 1/ (log 2 (1 + x)) dλ (x), where λ denotes the Lebesgue measure restricted to [0, 1]. Khinchin showed in [15] that for the normalized sum of the continued fraction digits we have lim_{n→∞} S_n/ (n log n) = 1/ log 2 in probability. Even though a strong law of

Date: February 21, 2019.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 60F15 Secondary: 60G50, 62G70. Key words and phrases. Almost sure convergence theorems, trimmed sum process.

This research was supported by the German Research Foundation (DFG) grant Renewal Theory and Statistics of Rare Events in Infinite Ergodic Theory (Geschäftszeichen KE 1440/2-1). TS was supported by the Studienstiftung des Deutschen Volkes. 1

large numbers can not hold for S_n, Diamond and Vaaler showed in [4] that under light trimming with r = 1 we have Lebesgue almost everywhere lim_{n→∞} S^1_n n log n = 1 log 2 . We refer to this as a lightly trimmed strong law. Mori provided in [19], [20] for i.i.d. random variables general conditions on the distribution function for a lightly trimmed strong law to hold. These results have been generalized by Kesten and Maller, see [17], [13], and [14], see also [5] and [3] for further results. Aaronson and Nakada extended the results of Mori to ψ-mixing random variables in [2].

The above results show that for certain classes of distribution functions we can obtain almost sure limit theorems under light trimming. However, a theorem by Kesten in [12] states that for any fixed r ∈ N and sequences (a_n)_{n∈N} and (d_n)_{n∈N} with d_n → ∞ the convergence in distribution of (S_n − a_n) /d_n is equivalent to the convergence in distribution of (S^r_n − a_n) /d_n. Hence, this theorem shows that a weak law of large numbers for S_n is necessary for a lightly trimmed strong law. Combining two theorems by Feller [6, VII.7 Theorem 2] and [6, VIII.9 Theorem 1] shows that for functions with a distribution function with regularly varying tails with exponent larger than −1, i.e. 1 − F (x) ∼ x^{−α}L (x) with 0 < α < 1 and L a slowly varying function, there is no weak law of large numbers and hence there is no lightly trimmed strong law. Inhere, u (x) ∼ w (x) means that u is asymptotic to w at infinity, that is lim_{x→∞} u (x) /w (x) = 1 and L being slowly varying means that for every c > 0 we have L (cx) ∼ L (x). In particular this shows the need of a stronger version of trimming than light trimming: Instead of considering the trimming by a constant b_n = r in (1) we allow for a sequence (b_n) ∈ N^N diverging to infinity such that and b_n = o (n), i.e. lim_{n→∞} b_n/n = 0, and we then consider the intermediately (also called moderately) trimmed sum process ( S^{bn}_n ) . The case of regularly varying tails is treated by Haeusler and Mason in [9] and Haeusler in [8], in which a law of an iterated logarithm is established. With F^← : [0, 1] → R_{≥0} denoting the generalized inverse function of F , i.e. F^← (y) := inf {x ∈ R: F (x) ≥ y}, they proved that

lim sup n→∞ ± S^{bn}_n − n · �_{1−bn/n} 0 F^← (s) ds γ (n, b_n) almost surely equals 1 if lim_{n→∞} b_n/ log log n = ∞, see [9], and, if b_n ∼ c · log log n, almost surely equals a constant M, see [8]. By comparing the asymptotic behavior of the norming and centering sequences γ (n, b_n) and n · �_{1−bn/n} 0 F^← (s) ds referring to [8, Section 4] one can conclude that lim_{n→∞} S^{bn}_n /(n · �_{1−bn/n} 0 F^← (s) ds) = 1 almost surely if and only if lim_{n→∞} b_n/ log log n = ∞.

We refer to this behavior, i.e. the existence of a sequence (d_n) such that lim_{n→∞} S^{bn}_n /d_n = 1 almost surely, in the following as an intermediately trimmed strong law.

Even though for regularly varying tail distributions an intermediately trimmed strong law can be derived from the above results, there is little known for general distribution functions. For slowly varying tail distributions Haeusler and Mason provided in [10] a condition depending on the distribution of the b_n-th maximal term for an intermediately trimmed strong law of large numbers to hold and gave some illuminating additional examples. In this context see also [7], [16], and for complementary results concerning the largest summands we refer to [18].

Our main theorem provides us with an explicit method to find such a trimming sequence (b_n). Further, in Remark 1.3 we show that the normalizing sequence (d_n)_{n∈N} is not necessarily asymptotic to the sequence of expectations ( E ( S^{bn}_n )) n∈N. Finally, we get as a corollary that for non-negative random variables an intermediately trimmed strong law can be established even in a more general setting if we desist from constructing the normalizing sequence explicitly from F , see Corollary 1.4. However, we would like to point out that this corollary could also be established differently using a quantile approach similar to the methods used by Haeusler in [10].

Following common notation we define the ceiling of x ∈ R as ⌈x⌉ := min {n ∈ N : n ≥ x} and the floor of x as ⌊x⌋ := max {n ∈ N : n ≤ x}.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X_n) be sequence of non-negative random variables with infinite mean and distribution function F . Further let (t_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence of positive real numbers tending to infinity such that F^← (F (t_n)) = t_n, for all n ∈ N. Fix 0 < ϵ < 1/4 such that for

a_n := n · (1 − F (t_n)) , d_n := n �_{tn} 0 x dF (x) , n ∈ N, we have lim_{n→∞} t_n/d_n · max { a^{1/2+ϵ} n (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} , log n } = 0. (2)

Then with b_n := ⌈ a_n + 9 max { a^{1/2+ϵ} n · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} , log log n }⌉ , n ∈ N, we have lim_{n→∞} S^{bn}_n d_n = 1 a.s.

Next we will show in an explicit example that it is possible to apply Theorem 1.1 also to rather involved distribution functions.

Example 1.2. Let F := ∑ j∈N(1 − 1/j^2) · 1_{Jj} with J_j := [ 2^{(j−1)2} , 2^{j2} ) . Then, for s_n := 2^{n2} we have F^← (F (s_n)) = s_n, �_{sn} 0 xdF (x) = n∑ k=1 ( 1 k^2 − 1 (k + 1)^2 ) · 2^{k2} ∼ n∑ k=1 2^{k2} k^3 and s_n (log_2 s_n)^{3/2} ≤ n∑ k=1 2^{k2} k^3 ≤ s_n n^3 + n−1∑ k=1 2^{k2} k^3 ∼ s_n (log_2 s_n)^{3/2} . Hence we obtain with respect to condition (2) that s_n n �_{sn} 0 x dF (x) · a^{1/2+ϵ} n · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} ∼

(log_2 s_n)^{3/2} n · ( n log_2 s_n )_{1/2+ϵ} · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} = (log_2 s_n)^{1−ϵ} n^{1/2−ϵ} · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ}

tends to zero if, for some ϵ > 0 small, we choose t_n := s⌊_{n1/4−ϵ/2}⌋ = 2⌊^{n1/4−ϵ/2}⌋^2 . This choice of (t_n) also fulfills the condition that t_n d_n · log n ≍ (log_2 t_n)^{3/2} · log n n tends to zero. We obtain that a_n = n/ ⌊ n^{1/4−ϵ/2} ⌋_2

. Thus, we can choose

b_n := n ⌊ n^{1/4−ϵ/2} ⌋_2 + 9 · ( n ⌊ n^{1/4−ϵ/2} ⌋_2 )_{1/2+ϵ} (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} .

Remark 1.3. In general, for the normalizing sequence we do not have d_n ∼ E ( S^{bn}_n ) as the following example shows. Let the distribution function F of X_1 be such that F (x) = 1 − 1/ log x, for all x sufficiently large. Then, for all n ∈ N, we have E ( S^{bn}_n ) = ∞ since E ( S^{bn}_n ) ≥ P ( S^{bn}_n > x ) · x ≥ P ( X_i > x n − b_n for all i ≤ n ) · x ≥ ( 1 log x − log (n − b_n) )_n · x ≥ x (log x)^n → ∞, for x → ∞.

A more general situation will be considered in Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 giving further possibilities for finding an appropriate trimming sequence (b_n) and a corresponding normalizing sequence (d_n).

Corollary 1.4. For a sequence of non-negative random variables (X_n) with infinite mean there exists a sequence of natural numbers (b_n)_{n∈N} with b_n = o (n) and a sequence of positive reals (d_n)_{n∈N} such that lim_{n→∞} S^{bn}_n d_n = 1 a.s.

2. Moderate trimming for general distribution functions

Before stating this theorem we will need further notation and definitions. Set

Ψ := { u : N → R^+ : ∞∑ n=1 1 u (n) < ∞ } . Further, set

c (k, n) := c_{ϵ,ψ} (k, n) := 8 (max {k, log ψ (⌊log n⌋)})^{1/2+ϵ} · (log ψ (⌊log n⌋))^{1/2−ϵ} (3) for k ∈ R_{≥1} , n ∈ N_{≥3} , 0 < ϵ < 1/4, and ψ ∈ Ψ. Furthermore, let us introduce the notation F̌ (a) := lim_{x↗a} F (x), a ∈ R, to denote the left-sided limit of F in a.

Theorem 2.1. Let (X_n) be sequence of non-negative random variables with infinite mean and distribution function F . Further, let (b_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence of natural numbers tending to infinity with b_n = o (n) and (t_n)_{n∈N} a sequence of positive real numbers tending to infinity such that F^← (F (t_n)) = t_n, for all n ∈ N. For n ∈ N set

a^+_n := n · ( 1 − F̌ (t_n) ) , a^−_n := n · (1 − F (t_n)) , d_n := n �_{tn} 0 xdF (x) . If there exist 0 < ϵ < 1/4 and ψ, ~ψ ∈ Ψ such that b_n ≥ a^−_n + c_{ϵ,ψ} ( a^−_n , n ) (4) and with γ_n := max {b_n − a^−_n , b_n − a^+_n + c_{ϵ,ψ} (a^+_n , n)} we have lim_{n→∞} t_n/d_n max { γ_n, log ~ψ (n) } = 0, (5) then lim_{n→∞} S^{bn}_n d_n = 1 a.s.

Under additional continuity assumptions on the distribution function the conditions simplify. Corollary 2.2. In the above setting let us assume there exists κ ∈ R such that F |_{[κ,∞)} is continuous. Let (b_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence of natural numbers tending to infinity with b_n = o (n), let (t_n)_{n∈N} be a sequence of positive real numbers tending to infinity and set a_n := n (1 − F (t_n)) and let d_n be defined as in Theorem 2.1 . If there exist 0 < ϵ < 1/4 and ψ, ~ψ ∈ Ψ such that ~γ_n := b_n − a_n ≥ c_{ϵ,ψ} (a_n, n) (6) and lim_{n→∞} t_n/d_n max { ~γ_n, log ~ψ (n) } = 0, (7) then lim_{n→∞} S^{bn}_n d_n = 1 a.s.

In the following section we will first give a proof of Corollary 2.2, Theorem 1.1, and Corollary 1.4 as a consequence of Theorem 2.1. Finally, in Section 2.2, we give the proof of the more general Theorem 2.1.

2.1. Proofs of main theorems.

Proof of Corollary 2.2. We will make use of Theorem 2.1 as follows. First note that, since F |_{[κ,∞)} is continuous, a^−_n = a_n = a^+_n , for n sufficiently large. Hence, (6) implies (4) and the definition of γ_n in Theorem 2.1 implies ~γ_n ≤ γ_n ≤ 2~γ_n for n large. Combining the latter chain of inequalities with (7) gives (5) showing that all necessary conditions stated in Theorem 2.1 are fulfilled. □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Theorem 1.1 is a special case of Theorem 2.1, where a_n = a^−_n and up to a multiplicative constant we use the fixed sequence (log log n) instead of c (a^−_n , n). Choosing ψ (n) := n^{9/8}, we find by definition of (b_n) in Theorem 1.1 that inequality (4) obviously holds. In the next steps we will prove that with ~ψ (n) := n^2 we have that (2) implies (5):

On the one hand by definition of b_n we have that

b_n − a_n ≤ 9 max { a^{1/2+ϵ} n · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} , log n } + 1. (8)

On the other hand a^+_n − c_{ϵ,ψ} (a^+_n , n) ≥ a_n − c_{ϵ,ψ} (a_n, n) implies b_n − a^+_n + c_{ϵ,ψ} ( a^+_n , n ) ≤ b_n − a_n + c_{ϵ,ψ} (a_n, n) . (9)

Since

c_{ϵ,ψ} (a_n, n) = 8 (max {a_n, 9/8 log ⌊log n⌋})^{1/2+ϵ} · (9/8 log ⌊log n⌋)^{1/2−ϵ}

≤ 9 max { a^{1/2+ϵ} n · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} , log n } , combining (8) and (9) yields b_n − a^+_n + c_{ϵ,ψ} ( a^+_n , n ) ≤ 18 max { a^{1/2+ϵ} n · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} , log n } .

By our choice of ~ψ we have that

18 max { a^{1/2+ϵ} n · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} , log n } ≥ max { γ_n, log ~ψ (n) }

and (2) implies (5), which proves the statement of the theorem. □

Proof of Corollary 1.4. We aim to apply Theorem 1.1. In order to do so we define, for 0 < ϵ < 1/4 and n ∈ N,

t_n := F^← ( F ( n^{1/2−2ϵ} )) and d_n := n �_{tn} 0 x dF (x) . Since the expectation of X_1 is infinite, t_n tends to infinity and is thus a possible choice to apply Theorem 1.1. We obtain thereby a_n = n ( 1 − F ( n^{1/2−2ϵ} )) . Furthermore, by definition we have t_n = inf { x: F (x) ≥ F ( n^{1/2−2ϵ} )} ≤ n^{1/2−2ϵ}. Since t_n tends to infinity, we also have that lim_{n→∞} �_{tn} 0 xdF (x) = ∞. Hence, to show condition (2) it suffices to show

lim_{n→∞} n^{1/2−2ϵ} · n^{−1} · max { a^{1/2+ϵ} n · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} , log n } = 0.

Since lim_{n→∞} a^{1/2+ϵ}_n · (log log n)^{1/2−ϵ} /n^{1/2+2ϵ} = 0 and lim_{n→∞} log n/n^{1/2+2ϵ} = 0, this follows immediately. □

2.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1. In order to prove Theorem 2.1 we will need the following lemma. Lemma 2.3. Let a, b > 1 and ψ ∈ Ψ. Then there exists ω ∈ Ψ such that ω (⌊log_b n⌋) ≤ ψ (⌊log_a n⌋) . (10)

Proof. We define ω : N → R_{>0} by ω (n) := min {ψ (⌊n · log_a b⌋ + j) : j ∈ {0, . . . , ⌈log_a b⌉}} . (11) Since ψ ∈ Ψ, the functions ψ : N → R_{>0} and ~ψ : N → R_{>0} given by ψ (n) := ψ (⌊κ · n⌋) with κ > 0 and ~ψ (n) := min {ψ (n) , . . . , ψ (n + k)}, k ∈ N, we have ~ψ, ψ ∈ Ψ. Hence, ω ∈ Ψ. Plugging ⌊log_b n⌋ into ω in (11) yields ω (⌊log_b n⌋) = min {ψ (⌊⌊log_b n⌋ · log_a b⌋ + j) : j ∈ {0, . . . , ⌈log_a b⌉}} . Now, (10) follows by observing ⌊log_a n⌋ − ⌈log_a b⌉ ≤ ⌊⌊log_b n⌋ · log_a b⌋ ≤ ⌊log_a n⌋. □

Before proving Theorem 2.1 we will first prove the following theorem concerning the truncated random variables defined as follows. For a real valued sequence (t_n)_{n∈N} we let

T^{tn}_n := n∑ k=1 X_k · 1_{{Xk ≤tn}} (12) denote the corresponding truncated sum process. In Theorem 2.4 we will provide conditions on the real valued sequence (t_n)_{n∈N} such that a non-trivial strong law holds for T^{tn}_n . Theorem 2.4. Let (X_n) be sequence of non-negative random variables with infinite mean and distribution function F . For a positive valued sequence (t_n)_{n∈N} assume F (t_n) > 0 for all n ∈ N and there exists ψ ∈ Ψ such that t_n �_{tn} 0 x dF (x) = o ( n log ψ (n) ) (13)

holds. Then lim_{n→∞} T^{tn}_n n �_{tn} 0 x dF (x)

= 1 a.s.

As an essential tool in the proof of Theorem 2.4 we will need the following lemma which generalizes Bernstein’s inequality and can be found for example in [11]. For the following we denote by V (ξ) the variance of a random variable ξ.

Lemma 2.5 (Generalized Bernstein’s inequality). For n ∈ N let Y_1, . . . , Y_n be independent random variables such that |Y_i − E (Y_i)| ≤ M < ∞ for i = 1, . . . , n. Let Z_n := ∑_n i=1 Y_i. Then we have for all t > 0 that P ( max_{k≤n} |Z_k − E (Z_k)| ≥ t ) ≤ 2 exp ( − t^2 2V (Z_n) +^2_3 Mt ) . From Lemma 2.5 the following lemma is easily deduced.

Lemma 2.6. For n ∈ N let Y_1, . . . , Y_n be i.i.d. non-negative random variables such that Y_1 ≤ K < ∞. Let Z_n := ∑_n i=1 Y_i. Then we have for all κ > 0 that P ( max_{k≤n} |Z_k − E (Z_k)| ≥ κ · E (Z_n) ) ≤ 2 exp ( − 3κ^2 6 + 2κ · E (Z_n) K ) . Proof of Theorem 2.4. Fix ϵ > 0. Clearly, we have X^{tn}_1 ≤ t_n. Hence, we can apply Lemma 2.6 to the sequence X^{tn}_1 , . . . , X^{tn}_n to obtain P (| T^{tn}_n − E ( T^{tn}_n )| ≥ ϵE ( T^{tn}_n )) < 2 exp ( − 3ϵ^2 6 + 2ϵ · E (T^{tn}_n ) t_n ) .

In order to apply the Borel-Cantelli Lemma note that condition (13) implies there exists ψ ∈ Ψ such that 3ϵ^2 6 + 2ϵ · n · �_{tn} 0 xdF (x) t_n ≥ log ψ (n) ,

for all n sufficiently large. Using the fact that E (T^{tn}_n ) = n �_{tn} 0 xdF (x) gives ∞∑ n=1 exp ( − 3ϵ^2 6 + 2ϵ · E (T^{tn}_n ) t_n ) < ∞ and hence P (|T^{tn}_n − E (T^{tn}_n )| ≥ ϵE (T^{tn}_n ) infinitely often) = 0. Since ϵ > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that |T^{tn}_n − E (T^{tn}_n )| = o (E (T^{tn}_n )) almost surely and hence the assertion follows. □

In the proof of Theorem 2.1 we will use the following lemma which requires the probability space (Ω, A, P) := ⨂_∞ n=1 ([0, 1] , B, λ), where B denotes the Borel sets on [0, 1] and the family of events Λ_{n,k} := π^{−1}_k ([0, p_n]), for k = 1, . . . , n ∈ N with π_k denoting the projection to the kth component.

Lemma 2.7. Let A_{n,k} := 1_{Λn,k} for k ≤ n ∈ N. Furthermore, let c_{ϵ,ψ} be defined as in (3) for 0 < ϵ < 1/4 and ψ ∈ Ψ. Then P (| | |pn · n − n∑ k=1 A_{n,k} | | | | ≥ cϵ,ψ (pn · n, n) infinitely often ) = 0.

Proof. For n ∈ N, we define I_n := [ 2^n, 2^{n+1} − 1 ] ∩ N, κ_n := ⌊min_{k∈In} log ψ (⌊log k⌋)⌋, and ρ : N → N with ρ (n) := ⌊log_2 n⌋. By this definition we have that j ∈ I_{ρ(j)} = [ 2^{ρ(j)}, 2^{ρ(j)+1} − 1 ] . In the following we will separately show for c = c_{ϵ,ψ} that P ⋂ n∈N ⋃ {j≥n : pj ≥κρ(j) /j} {| | | p_j · j − j∑ k=1 A_{j,k} | | | | ≥ c (p_j · j, j) } = 0 (14) and P ⋂ n∈N ⋃ {j≥n : pj ≤κρ(j) /j} {| | | | p_j · j − j∑ k=1 A_{j,k} | | | | ≥ c (p_j · j, j) } = 0. (15)

Combining these two observations would then yield the statement of the lemma.

Since c (p_j · j, j) ≥ κ_n for j ∈ I_n we immediately have for all j ∈ I_n in case that κ_n ≥ 2^{n+1} that {| | | | p_j · j − j∑ k=1 A_{j,k} | | | | | ≥ c_{ϵ,ψ} (p_j · j, j) } = ∅. Hence, in order to show (14) we only have to consider those n ∈ N for which κ_n < 2^{n+1}. For k ≤ 2^{n+1} and κ_n ≤ l ≤ 2^{n+1} set B^l_{n,k} := 1_π−1_{k ([0,l/2n+1])}. The following properties are obviously fulfilled.

(a) B^l_{n,k} is Bernoulli distributed with success probability l/2^{n+1}, (b) if l/2^{n+1} ≤ p_j < (l + 1) /2^{n+1} for j ∈ I_n, then B^l_{n,k} ≤ A_{j,k} < B^{l+1}_{n,k} for all k ≤ j, and (c) The random variables B^l_{n,1}, . . . , B^l_{n,2n+1} are independent for all fixed l, n ∈ N.

Since B^l_{n,k} is Bernoulli distributed, we have that V (_j ∑ k=1 B^l_{n,k} ) = j · l 2^{n+1} ( 1 − l 2^{n+1} ) ≤ j · l 2^{n+1} < l. Furthermore, | | |B^l_{n,k} − E ( B^l_{n,k} )| | ≤ 1. With these considerations we can apply Lemma 2.5 to the sequence B^l_{n,1}, . . . , B^l_{n,2n+1} and estimate

P ( max_{j∈In} | | | | | l 2^{n+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{n,k} | | | | | ≥ 3 8 min_{r∈In}c (l, r) ) ≤ P ( max_{j∈In} | | | | | l 2^{n+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{n,k} | | | | | ≥ 3l^{1/2+ϵ}κ^{1/2−ϵ}_n )

< 2 exp − ( 3l^{1/2+ϵ}κ^{1/2−ϵ}_n )_2

2l +^2_3 · 3l^{1/2+ϵ}κ^{1/2−ϵ}_n . (16) Since l ≥ κ_n, we have that

2l + 2 3 · 3l^{1/2+ϵ}κ^{1/2−ϵ}_n ≤ 4l and hence we can conclude from (16) that P ( max_{j∈In} | | | | l 2^{n+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{n,k} | | | | ≥ 3 8 min_{r∈In} c (l, r) ) ≤ 2 exp ( − 9l^{1+2ϵ}κ^{1−2ϵ}_n 4l ) < 2 exp ( −l^{2ϵ}κ^{1−2ϵ}_n ) . Furthermore, we estimate

2^{n+1}∑

l=κ_n P ( max_{j∈In} | | | | l 2^{n+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{n,k} | | | | > 3 8 min_{r∈In}c (l, r) )

< 2^{n+1}∑

l=κ_n 2 exp ( −l^{2ϵ}κ^{1−2ϵ}_n ) = 2 exp (−κ_n)

2^{n+1}∑

l=κ_n exp ( κ^{1−2ϵ}_n ( κ^{2ϵ}_n − l^{2ϵ} )) . (17)

Since ϵ < 1/4, we have that x^{2ϵ} is concave as a function in x. Thus, we can estimate κ^{1−2ϵ}_n ( l^{2ϵ} − κ^{2ϵ}_n ) ≥ κ^{1−2ϵ}_n · 2ϵ · l^{2ϵ−1} (l − κ_n) ≥ 2ϵ (l − κ_n)^{2ϵ} (18)

if 2 ≤ l − κ_n =: h. Define H := H_ϵ := min { k ∈ N_{≥2} : ϵk^{2ϵ} ≥ log k } . Note that for all k ≥ H we

also have ϵk^{2ϵ} ≥ log k. Using (18) and the definition of H we obtain

2^{n+1}∑

l=κ_n+H exp ( κ^{1−2ϵ}_n ( κ^{2ϵ}_n − l^{2ϵ} )) ≤ 2^{n+1}∑

l=κ_n+H exp ( −2ϵ (l − κ_n)^{2ϵ} ) ≤ 2^{n+1}−κ_n ∑ h=H exp ( −2ϵh^{2ϵ} )

≤ 2^{n+1}−κ_n ∑ h=H exp (−2 log h) < ∞∑ h=H exp (−2 log h) ≤ π^2 6 . (19)

Since l ≥ κ_n, every summand exp ( κ^{1−2ϵ}_n ( κ^{2ϵ}_n − l^{2ϵ} )) is less than or equal to 1 and hence we have κ_n+H−1 ∑ l=κ_n exp ( κ^{1−2ϵ}_n ( κ^{2ϵ}_n − l^{2ϵ} )) ≤ H. (20)

Combining (19) and (20) with (17) and applying the definition of κ_n yields

2^{n+1}∑

l=κ_n P ( max_{j∈In} | | | | l 2^{n+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{n,k} | | | | > 3 4 min_{r∈In}c (l, r) ) < 2 ( H + π^2 6 ) exp (−κ_n) . (21)

We can conclude from Lemma 2.3 that there exists ω ∈ Ψ such that

κ_n ≥ min_{j∈In} log ψ (⌊log j⌋) − 1 = min_{j∈In} log ψ (⌊log j⌋) e ≥ min_{j∈In} log ω (⌊log_2 j⌋) = log ω (n) .

Thus, with (21) we obtain ∞∑ n=1

2^{n+1}∑

l=κ_n P ( max_{j∈In} | | | | l 2^{n+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{n,k} | | | | > 3 8 min_{r∈In} c (l, r) ) < ∞∑ n=1 2 ( H + π^2 6 ) 1 ω (n) < ∞.

Hence, we can apply the Borel-Cantelli Lemma and obtain for

C_n := { (l, m) ∈ N × N : m ≥ n, κ_m ≤ l ≤ 2^{m+1} } that P ⋂ n∈N ⋃ (l,m)∈C_n { max j∈I_m | | | | l 2^{m+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{m,k} | | | | > 3 8 min_{r∈In} c (l, r) } = 0. Since max j∈I_m | | | | | l 2^{m+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{m,k} | | | | | ≤ 3 8 min_{r∈Im} c (l, r) implies | | | | | l 2^{ρ(j)+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{ρ(j),k} | | | | | ≤ 3 8 min r∈I_{ρ(j)} c (l, r) , for j ∈ I_m, we have with

D_n := { (l, j) ∈ N × N : j ≥ n, κ_{ρ(j)} ≤ l ≤ 2^{ρ(j)+1} }

that P ⋂ n∈N ⋃ (l,j)∈D_n {| | | l 2^{ρ(j)+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{ρ(j),k} | | | | > 3 8 min r∈I_{ρ(j)} c (l, r) } = 0. (22)

For j ∈ I_n and p_j ≥ κ_{ρ(j)}/j, we can find l ∈ { κ_n, . . . , 2^{n+1} } such that l 2^{n+1} ≤ p_j < l + 1 2^{n+1}

. (23)

Let us assume this inequality and l 2^{n+1} · j − j∑ k=1 B^l_{n,k} ≤ 3 8 min_{r∈In} c (l, r) (24)

holds. Then it follows by the definition of B^l_{n,k} for j ∈ I_n that l 2^{n+1} · j − j∑ k=1 A_{j,k} ≤ 3 8 min_{r∈In} c (l, r) ≤ 3 8 c (l, j) . (25) For j ∈ I_n, we can conclude from the second inequality of (23) that p_j · j − l/2^{n+1} · j ≤ 1, and from the first inequality of (23) that l ≤ p_j · 2^{n+1} ≤ 2 · p_j · j. Thus, (25) implies p_j · j − j∑ k=1 A_{j,k} < 3 4 c (p_j · j, j) + 1 < c (p_j · j, j) , for j ∈ I_n with n ∈ N sufficiently large. Analogously to the situation above we get for j ∈ I_n and under the assumption that (23) and j∑ k=1 B^{l+1}_{n,k} − l + 1 2^{n+1} · j < 3 4 min_{r∈In} c (l + 1, r) ≤ 3 4 c (l + 1, j) (26)

hold that j∑ k=1 A_{j,k} − l + 1 2^{n+1} · j < 3 4 c (l + 1, j) . (27)

We conclude from the first inequality of (23) that (l + 1) /2^{n+1} · j − p_j · j ≤ (l + 1) /2^{n+1} · j − l/2^{n+1} · j ≤ 1. The first inequality of (23) also gives l + 1 ≤ 2 · p_j · j + 1. Thus, (27) implies j∑ k=1 A_{j,k} − p_j · j < 3 4 c (p_j · j, j) + 2 < c (p_j · j, j) , for j ∈ I_n with n ∈ N sufficiently large. Hence, we have proved that under condition (23) the inequalities (24) and (26) imply | | | | j∑ k=1 A_{j,k} − p_j · j | | | | < c (p_j · j, j) . This combined with (22) proves (14).

In the last steps we prove (15). In order to do so we define the triangular array of random variables ( B_{n,k} ) with k, n ∈ N, k ≤ 2^{n+1} by B_{n,k} := 1_π−1_{k ([0,κn/2}n_{])}. It immediately follows that

(a) each B_{n,k} is Bernoulli distributed with success probability q_n := κ_n/2^n, (b) if p_j ≤ q_n for some j ∈ I_n, then B_{n,k} ≥ A_{j,k} for all k ≤ j, and (c) The random variables B_{n,1}, . . . , B_{n,2}n+1 are independent for all fixed n ∈ N.

Since E ( B_{n,1} ) = q_n we have that 3 8 · c (κ_n, 2^n) ≥ 3 2 · q_n · 2^{n+1} > 3 2 · E 2^{n+1}−1 ∑ k=1 B_{n,k} .

Furthermore B_{n,k} ≤ 1 and we can apply Lemma 2.6. This yields P ( max_{j∈In} | | | |qn · j − j∑ k=1 B_{n,k} | | | | ≥ 3 8 c (q_n · 2^n, 2^n) )

≤ P max_{j∈In} | | | | q_n · j − j∑ k=1 B_{n,k} | | | | ≥ 3 2 · E 2^{n+1}−1 ∑ k=1 B_{n,k}

≤ 2 exp − 3 (_3 2 )_2

6 + 2 ·^3_2 · E 2^{n+1}−1 ∑ k=1 B_{n,k} = 2 exp − 3 4 · E 2^{n+1}−1 ∑ k=1 B_{n,k}

< 2 exp ( − 3 4 · q_n · ( 2^{n+1} − 1 ) ) < 2 exp (−κ_n) ,

for all n ∈ N. By the definition of κ_n it follows that P ( max_{j∈In} | | | | | q_n · j − j∑ k=1 B_{n,k} | | | | | ≥ 3 8 c (q_n · 2^n, 2^n) ) < 2 exp ( − ⌊ min_{j∈In} log ψ (⌊log j⌋) ⌋)

≤ 2 min_{j∈In} ψ (⌊log j⌋) .

With the considerations from above we have that ψ ∈ Ψ implies that ~ψ : N → R^+ lies in Ψ where ~ψ (n) := min_{j∈In} ψ (⌊log j⌋).

With these considerations we can apply the Borel-Cantelli Lemma and obtain P ( max_{j∈In} | | | | | q_n · j − j∑ k=1 B_{n,k} | | | | | ≥ 3 4 c (q_n · 2^n, 2^n) infinitely often ) = 0. (28)

For p_j ≤ q_n with j ∈ I_n and thus in particular for p_j ≤ κ_{ρ(j)}/j we have that B_{j,k} ≥ A_{j,k} for j ≤ k. Hence, ∑_j k=1 B_{j,k} − q_n · j < 3 · q_n · 2^n implies ∑_j k=1 A_{j,k} − q_n · j < 3 · q_n · 2^n. Adding q_n · j − p_j · j j∑ k=1 A_{j,k} − p_j · j < 3 · q_n · 2^n + q_n · j − p_j · j ≤ 4 · q_n · j ≤ 4 · log ψ (⌊log j⌋) Since p_j ≤ κ_n/2^n for j ∈ I_n, we have that p_j · j ≤ log ψ (⌊log j⌋) and thus c (p_j · j, j) = 4 · log ψ (⌊log j⌋). Hence, ∑_j k=1 A_{j,k} − p_j · j < c (p_j · j, j). Combining this with (28) and noting that on the other hand we have for p_j ≤ q_n and j ∈ I_n that p_j · j − ∑_j k=1 A_{j,k} ≤ q_n · 2^{n+1} ≤ c (p_j · j, j) yields (15). □

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Since (t_n) fulfills condition (5), it follows that F (t_n) > 0, for n sufficiently large and we can apply Theorem 2.4 which yields T^{tn}_n ∼ n �_{tn} 0 xdF (x) a.s. (29)

We want to apply Lemma 2.7 to the random variables ( 1_{{X1 >tn}}, . . . , 1_{{Xn>tn}} ) and ( 1_{{X1≥tn}}, . . . , 1_{{Xn≥tn}} ) . These random variables are defined on a different probability space, however the triangular scheme ( 1_{{Xk >tn}} ) n∈N,k≤n is identically distributed to (An,k)n∈N,k≤n defined in Lemma 2.7 if we set

p_n := P (X_k > t_n). To see this we note that A_{n1 ,k1} , . . . , A_{ni,ki} are independent by construction if all k_j , j = 1, . . . , i are different. The same is true for 1{_{Xk1 >tn1} }, . . . , 1{_{Xki >tni} } since X_{k1} , . . . , X_{ki} are independent. To calculate the finite dimensional distribution for k_1 = . . . = k_i we only have to consider P (A_{n,1} > 0) which gives a probability strictly between 0 and 1. P (A_{n1 ,1} > 0, . . . , A_{ni,1} > 0) = P (x ∈ [0, p_{n1} ] ∩ . . . ∩ [0, p_{ni} ]) = P ( x ∈ [ 0, min_{1≤j≤i} p_{nj} ]) = min_{1≤j≤i} p_{nj} . On the other hand we have that P ( 1{_{X1 >tn1} } > 0, . . . , 1{_{X1>tni} } > 0 ) = P ( X_1 > max_{1≤j≤i} t_{nj} ) = min_{1≤j≤i} p_{nj} . Furthermore, P (| | | | p_n · n − n∑ k=1 A_{n,k} | | | | | ≥ c_{ϵ,ψ} (p_n · n, n) infinitely often )

= lim_{k→∞} P ⋃ n≥k {| | | p_n · n − n∑ k=1 A_{n,k} | | | | ≥ c_{ϵ,ψ} (p_n · n, n) }

and since P ⋃ n≥k {| | | | p_n · n − n∑ k=1 A_{n,k} | | | | ≥ c_{ϵ,ψ} (p_n · n, n) }

= P ⋃ n≥k {| | | | p_n · n − n∑ k=1 1_{{Xk >tn}} | | | | ≥ c_{ϵ,ψ} (p_n · n, n) } , for all k ∈ N, it also follows that P (| | |pn · n − n∑ k=1 1_{{Xk >tn}} | | | | ≥ cϵ,ψ (pn · n, n) infinitely often ) = 0.

The argumentation for ( 1_{{Xk ≥tn}} ) follows analogously.

We have that the success probability for 1_{{X1 >tn}} is a^−_n /n and the success probability for 1_{{X1 ≥tn}}

is a^+_n /n. Thus, we have a.e.

a^+_n − c ( a^+_n , n ) ≤ # {i ≤ n: X_i ≥ t_n} ≤ a^+_n + c ( a^+_n , n ) eventually (30)

and a.e. a^−_n − c ( a^−_n , n ) ≤ # {i ≤ n: X_i > t_n} ≤ a^−_n + c ( a^−_n , n ) eventually. (31)

We can conclude from (31) that a.e. S^{a−n +c} (a^−_n ,n) n ≤ T^{tn}_n eventually. (32)

Combining (30) and (31) we have that a.e.

a^+_n − a^−_n − c ( a^+_n , n ) − c ( a^−_n , n ) ≤ # {i ≤ n: X_i = t_n} eventually. (33)

We first consider the case that b_n ≤ a^+_n − c (a^+_n , n). Then b_n − a^−_n − c ( a^−_n , n ) ≤ a^+_n − a^−_n − c ( a^+_n , n ) − c ( a^−_n , n ) . Hence, (4) combined with (32) and (33) yields a.e. S^{bn}_n ≤ T^{tn}_n − ( b_n − a^−_n − c ( a^−_n , n )) t_n eventually. (34)

On the other hand since X^{tn}_n ≤ t_n it follows by (31) that a.e. T^{tn}_n − 2c ( a^−_n , n ) t_n ≤ S^{a−n +c}(^{a−n ,n}) n eventually

and trimming the sum by b_n − (a^−_n + c (a^−_n , n)) more summands yields a.e. T^{tn}_n − ( b_n − a^−_n − c ( a^−_n , n )) t_n − 2c ( a^−_n , n ) t_n = T^{tn}_n − ( b_n − a^−_n + c ( a^−_n , n )) t_n ≤ S^{bn}_n eventually. (35)

Combining (34) and (35) yields a.e. | S^{bn}_n − T^{tn}_n + ( b_n − a^−_n ) t_n | ≤ c ( a^−_n , n ) · t_n ≤ γ_n · t_n eventually.

Let us now consider the case b_n > a^+_n − c (a^+_n , n). This implies b_n − a^−_n − c ( a^−_n , n ) > a^+_n − a^−_n − c ( a^+_n , n ) − c ( a^−_n , n ) and with (32) and (33) it follows that a.e. S^{bn}_n ≤ T^{tn}_n − ( a^+_n − a^−_n − c ( a^+_n , n ) − c ( a^−_n , n )) t_n eventually. (36)

On the other hand we have that (35) still holds if b_n > a^+_n − c (a^+_n , n). Considering ( b_n − a^−_n ) − ( a^+_n − a^−_n − c ( a^−_n , n ) − c ( a^+_n , n )) = b_n − a^+_n + c ( a^+_n , n ) + c ( a^−_n , n ) and combining (35) and (36) yields that a.e. for n sufficiently large | |S^bn_n − T^tn_n + (b_n − a^−_n ) t_n | | ≤ b_n − a^+_n + c (a^+_n , n) + c (a^−_n , n) and thus |

|S^bn_n − T^tn_n + (b_n − a^−_n ) t_n| = O (γ_n · t_n) a.s.

Combining this with (5) and (29) yields the statement of the theorem. □

Acknowledgements. We thank David Mason for mentioning the publications on trimmed sums

for slowly varying tails, Péter Kevei for useful comments on an earlier draft of this paper and the

referee for his or her valuable comments and careful proofreading which considerably improved

the quality of this paper.

References

[1] Aaronson, J.: On the ergodic theory of non-integrable functions and infinite measure spaces. Israel J. Math.

27(2), 163–173 (1977). DOI 10.1007/BF02761665. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02761665 1 [2] Aaronson, J., Nakada, H.: Trimmed sums for non-negative, mixing stationary processes. Stochastic Process. Appl. 104(2), 173–192 (2003). DOI 10.1016/S0304-4149(02)00236-3. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4149(02)00236-3 1 [3] Csörgő, S., Simons, G.: A strong law of large numbers for trimmed sums, with applications to generalized St. Petersburg games. Statist. Probab. Lett. 26(1), 65–73 (1996). DOI 10.1016/0167-7152(94)00253-3. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0167-7152(94)00253-3 1 [4] Diamond, H.G., Vaaler, J.D.: Estimates for partial sums of continued fraction partial quotients. Pacific J.

Math. 122(1), 73–82 (1986). URL http://projecteuclid.org/euclid.pjm/1102702122 1 [5] Einmahl, J.H.J., Haeusler, E., Mason, D.M.: On the relationship between the almost sure stability of weighted empirical distributions and sums of order statistics. Probab. Theory Related Fields 79(1), 59–74 (1988). DOI 10.1007/BF00319104. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00319104 1 [6] Feller, W.: An introduction to probability theory and its applications. Vol. II. Second edition. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York-London-Sydney (1971) 1 [7] Griffin, P.S., Pruitt, W.E.: Weak convergence of trimmed sums. In: Sums, trimmed sums and extremes, Progr.

Probab., vol. 23, pp. 55–80. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA (1991). DOI 10.1007/978-1-4684-6793-2_2. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4684-6793-2_2 1 [8] Haeusler, E.: A nonstandard law of the iterated logarithm for trimmed sums. Ann. Probab. 21(2), 831–860 (1993). URL http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0091-1798(199304)21:2<831:ANLOTI>2.0.CO;2-2&origin=MSN 1 [9] Haeusler, E., Mason, D.M.: Laws of the iterated logarithm for sums of the middle portion of the sample. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 101(2), 301–312 (1987). DOI 10.1017/S0305004100066676. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0305004100066676 1 [10] Haeusler, E., Mason, D.M.: On the asymptotic behavior of sums of order statistics from a distribution with a slowly varying upper tail. In: Sums, trimmed sums and extremes, Progr. Probab., vol. 23, pp. 355–376. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA (1991). DOI 10.1007/978-1-4684-6793-2_12. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4684-6793-2_12 1 [11] Hoeffding, W.: Probability inequalities for sums of bounded random variables. J. Amer. Statist. Assoc. 58, 13– 30 (1963). URL http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0162-1459(196303)58:301<13:PIFSOB>2.0.CO;2-D&origin=MSN 2.2 [12] Kesten, H.: Convergence in distribution of lightly trimmed and untrimmed sums are equivalent.

Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 113(3), 615–638 (1993). DOI 10.1017/S0305004100076246. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0305004100076246 1 [13] Kesten, H., Maller, R.A.: Ratios of trimmed sums and order statistics. Ann. Probab. 20(4), 1805–1842 (1992).

URL http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0091-1798(199210)20:4<1805:ROTSAO>2.0.CO;2-K&origin=MSN 1 [14] Kesten, H., Maller, R.A.: The effect of trimming on the strong law of large numbers.

Proc. London Math. Soc. (3) 71(2), 441–480 (1995). DOI 10.1112/plms/s3-71.2.441. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s3-71.2.441 1 [15] Khintchine, A.: Metrische Kettenbruchprobleme. Compositio Math. 1, 361–382 (1935). URL http://www.numdam.org/item?id=CM_1935__1__361_0 1 [16] Maejima, M.: Trimmed sums. Proc. Inst. Statist. Math. 52(1), 45–62 (2004) 1 [17] Maller, R.A.: Relative stability of trimmed sums. Z. Wahrsch. Verw. Gebiete 66(1), 61–80 (1984). DOI 10.1007/BF00532796. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00532796 1 [18] Mason, D.M.: Laws of large numbers for sums of extreme values. Ann. Probab. 10(3), 754–764 (1982). URL http://links.jstor.org/sici?sici=0091-1798(198208)10:3<754:LOLNFS>2.0.CO;2-#&origin=MSN 1 [19] Mori, T.: The strong law of large numbers when extreme terms are excluded from sums. Z.

Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und Verw. Gebiete 36(3), 189–194 (1976). DOI 10.1007/BF00532544. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00532544 1 [20] Mori, T.: Stability for sums of i.i.d. random variables when extreme terms are excluded. Z.

Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und Verw. Gebiete 40(2), 159–167 (1977). DOI 10.1007/BF00532880. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00532880 1

Universität Bremen, Fachbereich 3 – Mathematik und Informatik, Bibliothekstr. 1, 28359 Bremen, Germany

E-mail address: mhk@math.uni-bremen.de

Australian National University, College of Business and Economics, Acton ACT 2601, Australia

E-mail address: tanja.schindler@anu.edu.au