CONVERGENCE RATES IN THE LAW OF
LARGE NUMBERS

BY
LEONARD E. BAUM AND MELVIN KATZ (1)

Introduction. Let {X,:k=1} denote a sequence of random variables, {a,:n=1}
a sequence of real numbers, {b,: n =1} a nondecreasing sequence of positive
real numbers and let S, = X, -, X,. Many of the limit theorems of probability
theory may then be formulated as theorems concerning the convergence of either
the sequence {P(|(S,—a,)/b,|>e):nz1} or {P(supss,|(Sy— a)/bi|>¢):
n 2 1}, fore > 0, to an appropriate limiting value. It is the purpose of this paper to
study the rates of convergence of such sequences. The results of this paper will
include those previously announced in [1].

In the first part of the paper attention is restricted to sequences of independent
and identically distributed random variables. In analogy with the Law of Large
Numbers the normalizing constants b, are chosen to be n% o >1/2, and the
centering constants a, = ES,, provided the expectation exists and is finite.
Necessary and sufficient conditions are found, in terms of the order of magnitude
of P( | X, | >n), for the sequences {P( | (S, — ES,,)/n“I >¢):n =1} and
{P(sup,@,,i(S,‘— ESk)/k"‘] >¢):n=1} to converge to zero at specified rates.
These results extead and complete previous work on this problem.

The next result, again for independent and identically distributed random
variables, consider the problem of convergence rates when the b,’s are a sequence
in the upper class o the S,’s and again a, = ES,. Next the independence con-
ditions on the sequeice {X,: k = 1} are relaxed and it is assumed only that the
random variables forn a stationary sequence. It is shown here that no conditions
on the size of the viriables, i.e. conditions on the magnitude of P(|X k| > n),
can insure a prescritrd rate of convergence of P(|(S,, - ES,,)/n| >¢g) to zero
when the X,;’s form a ergodic stationary sequence. However, in the converse
direction, a prescribed rate of convergence to zero of the above probabilities
does imply conditions o1 the magnitude of P( | X kI > n).

Finally in the last setion of the paper some propositions and examples are
presented for the case o1independent but not necessarily identically distributed
random variables.
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Independent, identically distributed random variables. In this section only
sequences {X,: k = 1} of independent and identically distributed random variables
will be considered. Given a sequence {c,: n=1}of bounded, non-negative numbers
converging to zero, one method of measuring the rate of convergence is to de-
termine which, if any, of the series 2,2, n"c, converge where r = — 1. This is
the idea behind the first three theorems of this section.

THEOREM 1. Let 0 <t < 1. The following two statements are equivalent:
(a) E|Xk|'< o ;

(b) X2 n'P{|S,|>n'"" e} < oo for alle>0.

Let 1 =t <2. The following two statements are equivalent:

(©) E|X,|' < and EX, = p;

@ X2, n'lP{|S,, - nul > n'’'e} < o for all ¢ > 0.

Proof. First it will be shown that (a) =-(b) and (c)=- (d). Assume, with no loss
of generality, that ¢ = 1 and, if EX, exists, that E(X;) =0. Forn=1,2, - and
k=1,2,---, n define
X, = ka if | X, | <n'

L0 otherwise
and observe that

o0
T n'P{|S,|>n""}
n=1

0
) < X n'P{|X,| = n" for some k < n}
n=1
o0 n
+ 2P| 2 (= EX)| > 01— 171 |EX,, )
n=1 k=1

The first series on the right-hand side of (1) converges since

00 o]
z n'lP{|Xk| > n'"" for some k< n } <X P{|Xk| =n'}
n=1 n=1
and the finiteness of the last series is equivalent to E [ Xy |’ < 00.

For t = 1 it follows from integration by parts and the fact that EX, = O that
n' U EXy,|»0asn—o0;for0<t<1

w1 EXyy | 5 0 f ||| |/n} 1 ~*dFx) > o.
|x|<nt/t

Thus to show that the second series on the right side of (1) is finite it is enough

to show that X2 n ™ 'P{| X} (X4, — EX,,)| > en'/'} < oo for some ¢,0<c<1.

This is done as follows:
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@

n 2
>cn! } E -1- 2/'E{ z (X/m“Ean)}
k=1

2 {2 (u-Exa)

0 n [o0]

ScXn '™ Y EXL=c X n'zl'f x2F(dx)
n=1 k=1 n=1 |x|<nt/t
0 n

@ ScXn T KPk—-12|X,| <k}

n=1 k=1
[e o] [e o)

=c X K'Plk—-1<|X,|' <k} X o2
k=1 n=k
]

Sc E kP{k—1<|X <k} <.

Note that in (2) and throughout this paper ¢ denotes all constants and thus even
in a single inequality ¢ can denote two different values.

To prove the converse assertions we may assume EX, = 0. The proof proceeds by
showing first that S%/n*/* -0 in probability, where X* will always denote the
symmetrized random variable X. Assume that S$/n'/* does not converge in proba-
bility to zero. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that either P{S;/n,'/* > ¢} > ¢ or
P{S,’,i/ni”'< — ¢} >¢ for infinitely many i. For argument’s sake assume
P{Sf,i/ni” *>¢} >¢ for infinitely many i. With no loss of generality choose
n;4+1 > 2n;. Now for each j such that n; < j < 2n; it follows by symmetry that
P{Xi_, +1Xi=0}=1/2and thus P{X}_, X; = j"/"¢/2""} 2 ¢/2 for n; Sj<2n;.
Therefore
<o} 2n

g2z X X nT'P{Sn'" 2 g2}

i=1 n=n;

(3 © 2
> X X nl=

2 i=1 n=n;
However, (3) implies that X2, n"'P{|S, |/n1/‘> g/2'"*1} =00, a contra-
diction. Thus Sn'/"-0 in probability and in addition we also conclude
that nP{ | X°| > n'"¢} -0 as n— oo for all £ > 0. We may thus proceed exactly
as in [3] to prove that X2 lP{|X | > n'"*} < c0. Therefore EIX | < oo and
consequently Elel < oo. Finally, if t=1, it follows from Marcinkiewicz’s
theorem [8, p. 242] that (S, — ES,)/n'/* - 0 almost surely and therefore EX; = 0.
This completes the proof.

In the case t = 1 the above theorem has been proved in [9] by entirely different
methods. The methods here employed are much more elementary and have the
further advantage that they can be applied to give unified and simplified proofs
of all the results of this type.

n~'P{S;n'" =

1 Ms

THEOREM 2. Let 0 <t < 1. The following three statements are equivalent:
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(a) E| X, |'1g* | X, | < 05
(b) XX n"ignP{|S,| > n'"e} < o0 for all &> 0;
(© X-in ' P{supys,|Si/k'"| > e} < oo for all &> 0.
Let 1 £t < 2. The following three statements are equivalent:
(@) E|X,|'1g* | X,| < 0 and EX, = p;
(&) X,2in 'lgnP{|S,—nu|>n""e} < o for all &> 0;
() X n™ ' P{supyy,| (S — kw)/k '/"| > e} < o0 for all &> 0.

Proof. The proof that (a) <> (b) and (d) <> (e) is, except for details, the same
as that given in Theorem 1 and will be omitted.
We proceed by showing that (a) A (b) = (c) and (d) A (e) = (f). Again we
assume that E(X,) = 0 if it exists. Since
P { sup |Si/k''|>e } <P l sup | Sk | > s}
k2n k221

for 2 < n <2 it is clearly sufficient to show that (b) or (e) =
E?';IP{supkgzilSk/k”'| > ¢} < oo for all ¢ > 0. Now observe that

x© )
4) T n7tignP(|Si| > n'"e) z ¢ T 1g@)HP(|S5| > 20 D).
n=1 i=1

This follows since

P(S5i+ X3igq 4 o4+ X5> 20D gy > PS5, > 20 g (X5 i+ -+ X)20)
> %P(s;,_ > 2Dy

Next note that the finiteness of the-right hand side of (4), for all ¢ > 0, = that
X2 P{sup,, | Si/k'"| > &} < oo for all &> 0. This follows from

o) o o] o
x P{ sup | Sy/k'"| > s} <Y X P{ max | S| >e}
i=1 i=1 j=1

k2% 2i<ig2i+1

00 0
Q) S2X X P{|S5u] > 20PN ()22}
i=1 j=i
=2 X jP{|S5se1| > 29 Pe2%Y)}
1

where we have used P. Levy’s inequality [8, p.247] for the second inequality.
From the symmetrization inequalities [8, p. 247] it follows that

e 0]
z P{ sup | Sg/k'| >a} < oo for all ¢>0

i=1 k22!

[oo]
> X P{ sup | S/k'/" — med(S,/k'"")| >s} < oo for all ¢>0;

i=1 k22t
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further, (a) or (d)=that med(S,/k"/*)—~0 as k— oo by [8, p. 242]. Thus the finiteness
of the right-hand side of (4), for all ¢ >0, = X2, P{sup;»,: I S./k “'I > ¢} < ©
for all ¢ > 0 and again by the symmetrization inequalities it follows that (b) or (e)
guarantees the finiteness of the left side of (4) for all ¢ > 0.

To complete the proof of the theorem, we now show that (c¢) =-(a) and (f) =(d).
Again let EX, =0. Definea,., = P( | X, |‘ > (n + k)) and choose ¢ = 1/2. Then

0 > 2 n 1P{ sup|Sk/k”']>1/2>

() z ;‘.j "IP{CJ [| ,,+k|>(n+k)”']}

By Theorem 1, E|X1 | < 00 and hence lim, _, Z}“’:I a,4;=0. Thus

n~1 {kg a"+k(1 - X ay; )} > c § ' XY a,

0
© > X
n= >k

1
with ¢ > 0. This, however, implies that >, a,lgn < oo which is equivalent to
E|X1|'lg+|X1| < oo. In case t =1 we have as before that EX, =0 and the
proof is complete.

THEOREM 3. Let t > 1, r> 1 and 1/2 <r[t < 1. The following three statements
are equivalent:

(a) EIXkI < oo and EX, = u;

(b) Lo n"?P{|S,— nu|>n""e} < o forall &> 0;

(c) X2, n"” 2P{supk>,,|(Sk — k)K" | > e} < oo for all &> 0.
Lett>0,r>1andr/t > 1. The following three statements are equivalent:

(@) X| x| < oo

(e) Xyn™ 2P{|S | > n"%} < o0 for all &> 0;

(f) X2, n"~ 2P{sup,@,,|.5'k/k’/'| > ¢} < oo forall ¢>0.

Proof. The proof that (b) =-(c) and (e) =-(f) is essentially that given in Theorem
2; only the details are different. That (c¢) =(b) and (f)=(e) is trivial. Thus to
prove this theorem we need to show that (a) is equivalent to (b) and (d) to (e).
The proof that (a) =(b) and (d) =(e) has been given in [6]. This proof is basically
the same as the proof of Theorem 1; namely a systematic use of the truncation
method and Markov inequality.

It remains only to prove that (b) =(a) and (e) =~(d). We need consider only
the case 1 <r <2 since for r = 2 this result has been proven in [6] using the
methods of [3]. However, for 1 < r <2, the proof in Theorem 1 that (b)=(a)
and (d) =(c) applies equally well here to give the desired result. We omit the details.
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Next we state as a lemma a result on infinite series that we need but to which
we could find no reference in the literature.

LemMMA. Let {a,} be a nonincreasing sequence of non-negative numbers

converging to zero. Let t = 0, then if X2 n'a, < oo it follows that n'*'a,— 0.

In particular if in Theorem 3 we let r =t >1 it follows that EX, =0 and
E|Xk|’ < =>n"1P{]S,,/n| >¢} -0 for all ¢>0. Next we apply the lemma
to obtain a corollary to Theorem 3.

COROLLARY. Let EX, = p and E| X, |‘< oo for some t = 1. Then the series
re (- 1)"n'~ ' P{sup,, [(Sk - k,u)/kl > &} is finite for all ¢ > 0.

Proof. We can assume t>1 since for ¢t =1 we have an alternating series of
terms monotonically decreasing to 0. Let a, = P{sup,»,|(S, — kw)/k| > ¢} for
arbitrary >0, and let T, ;= {n'"'a, —(n + 1) 'a,  + - £ (n + k) a0}
We will show that given 6 > 0 there exists n(d) such that for n = n(d) and all
k, | T,,,,‘! < 4. Since {a,} is a nonincreasing sequence it is clear that T, , is minimized
ifa,=a,.1, ay+2 = a,3, etc. Thus

(k—1)/2

—(t=-1) X (+2+1)2%a,,, ifkodd
=0

(k/2)—1
L—(t—1) Y (n+20+1)"%a,,, if keven.
1=0

On the other hand T, ,={n""la,+[—(n + 1) a1 + - = (n + k)" " a,4:]}
and is clearly maximized if a,,, = a,,, d,+3 = d,44, etc. Therefore

k/2
{n'"'a,, +@=1) X (n+2D)"%a,,, if k even,
) To =t

IIA

(k-1)/2

]Ln'_la,,+(t—1) Y (n+20)'"%,,., if kodd.
1=1

By Theorem 3 the series on the right-hand side of (7) and (8) converge to zero as
n— oo and from the lemma it follows that n'~*a, — 0. This completes the proof.

The next theorem determines necessary and sufficient conditions for conver-
gence rates to zero for the sequences

{P(|S,/n|>e):n=1} and {P{:gflSk/k|>s}:ngl}.

THEOREM 4. Let t = 0. The following two statements are equivalent:
() n**'P{|X,|>n} >0 and [, <, xdF(x) - 0;
(b) n'P{|S,| > ne} >0 for all &> 0.
If t >0, the above two statements are equivalent to:
() n'P{supyz,|Si/k|>¢e} -0 for all &> 0.
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Proof. Note that the case t =0 is just a restatement of the Weak Law of
Large Numbers for identically distributed random variables. In proving that
(a) =(b) it is convenient to make the proof for symmetrized random variables X,
which, by the symmetrization inequalities, also satisfy the hypothesis
of (a). We will prove n'P{ | Sf,l > ne} - 0 for all &>0. This implies
n'P{|S,/n — med(S,/n)| > &} -0 for all &> 0. However, the hypotheses of (a)
imply S,/n — 0 in probability and thus med(S,/n) — 0, completing the proof.

Let S5, = Xr_,X: where X, denotes the kth, k < n, symmetrized random
variable truncated at n. Then

n' P{|S;| > ne} < n**'P{| X3| > ne} + n'P{| S}, | > ne},

and since n*'P{| X{| > ne} > 0 it remains to prove n'P{| S;,| > ne} — 0. Choose
r to be an even integer greater than 2t + 1. From Markov’s inequality we obtain

n'P{|Ss|>ne} Scn' TE(Sp) 'S en' T {nE(X Y +n(n— DE(X$,)" T E(X$,)7 + ).

Let {2ij, 2i,, -+, 2i,,} be a partition of r into positive even integers. A
bound for the corresponding term in the preceding expansion is then given by
en' " TME(X$,)*" - E(X},)*™. By hypothesis n'*'P{|X{|>n}—>0 and thus
upon integrating by parts we obtain that all factors E(X},)*" for which 2i; <t + 1
are bounded, those with 2i; =1+ 1 are o(lgn) and those with 2i;>¢+1 are
o(n*"7*"1), Consequently cn'~"*™E(X5,)*" - E(X5,)*™ is bounded by a product
a,b, where a,=0(n™") and b, = o(n' """+ 1g’n) with u = X; <4 1y2(2i; — 1),
v = number of i; = (t+ 1)/2 and w = number of i; > (¢ + 1)/2. It follows from
this that for r> 2t + 1 all partitions of r into even integers yield o(1) terms.
Thus we have shown that (a) =(b).
Now we prove that (b) =(a).

P{S;>ne}2 P {(X§>ns) n( )y Xj.go)}
i=1 Ji=1;j#i

> X { %P(Xi > ne) — P(X$> ne) ) P(x;>ns)}

i=1 J=1;j#i

I

Y PXE > ne) {%—(n —1)P(XS > ns)}
i=1
= nP(X; > ne) [12-—5]

where 6 can be chosen arbitrarily close to zero for sufficiently large n.
Hence n'P{|S,|> ne}>0=>n'P{|S;|>ne} »0=n"""P{| X;| >ne} - 0 =
n'*'P{X,| > ne} - 0. Finally the hypotheses of (b) imply that S,/n — 0 in proba-
bility and thus by the Weak Law of Large Numbers [8, p. 278] [|,|<.xdF(x) - 0.

The proof is completed by showing that (b) =-(c) since clearly (c)=(b). Let
271 < n £ 2/, then it follows from Lévy’s inequalities that
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Sk - 82
Skl s ol <
k =6}=21§i P“ 2i

P{ sup

kzn

s 0 X S L. 2!
Pk Jjt 2J -t <
w5 2 [rol |5 sl

where i has been chosen so large that n'P{|Sj/n| 2 ¢/2} < 6 for all n 2 2. Since
(b) =med(S,/k) -0, we conclude that n'P{sup;, |S,‘/k| =¢e}—>0.

In the preceding theorems we have obtained convergence rates for expressions
of the form P(|S,|>n%) and P(sup,,|Si/k*|>¢) with a>1/2 and &> 0.
Now we consider the problem of convergence rates when ¢ is replaced by a sequence
{e,} decreasing to zero. Thus we are led to consider convergence rates of sequences
{P(S, > b,): n =1} when {b,} belongs to the upper class of {S,}. In[5] Feller has
given a criterion for a sequence to be in the upper class: Let {X,:k=1} be a
sequence of independent and identically distributed random variables with
EX, =0, EX?=1 and EX}(Ig*|X,|)'"® <o for some 6>0. Let ¢(t) be a
positive monotonically increasing function. Then P(S, > \/ ng(n) i.0.) =0 if and
only if [P (¢(t)/t)e” MP** Dt < oo,

For sequences in the upper class we have the following results on convergence
rates.

28/2}.

Thus
n'P{ sup

kza

THEOREM 5. Let {X,:k = 1} and ¢(¢) satisfy the hypotheses of Feller’s cri-
terion. Then

}2 ¢’ (")P(s > /nd(n)

converges if and only if
[e o]
f B0 p-amerogy < o,
1

Proof. Let ®(x) denote the distribution function of a normal random variable
with mean zero and variance 1 and let F,(x)=P(S,//n < x). By hypothesis
EX, =0, EX; =1 and EX}(Ig" | X;|)'** < 00 and hence by [7]

sup | F,(x) — ®(x)| < C/(ign)" **.
xeR

Therefore by a result of Esseen [4, p. 70] it follows that

1 2 41glgn+1 1 Clglgn
_— < —
|Fi) = 0| S 15 {A/ 7 Aglgmz Qgm? + (gn)i+e :

Now

2(n)

P(S,> /n¢(n))
_ ¥y ¥0
n=1 n

1["]8

[F.) - o6m)] + £ L0 - o)
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and setting x = @(n) in the previous inequality the first term on the right-hand
side of this equation is absolutely convergent. Therefore the left side of the equation
converges and diverges with X2, (¢*(n)/n)(1 — ®(¢(n))). However,

v ¢2(n) 1 _ 1 —(1/2)$2(m) 00 ¢2(n) B
cZ 2w ww) ¢ < ¥ 200 - a@m)

C E ¢(:) e—(1/2)¢2(n)

n=1

IIA

and consequently from the integral convergence test it follows that

0 2

£ 00— am) < @

if and only if [{ (¢(t)/f)e ~/P** VUt < oo, completing the proof.
If we let ¢p(n) = (1 + £)(21glgn) /3, for ¢ > 0, we obtain

THEOREM 6. If {X,: k = 1} satisfies the hypotheses of Feller’s criterion then

0

S
-1 k
I (nlgn'P {2213 Ckiglgh)iz

foralle> 0.

Proof. 1t is clearly sufficient to prove the result for all ¢ contained in the interval
(0, 1). Choose and fix such an ¢ Let 7 denote a number in (1,2) such that
(1 + &/2)[y > 1. Using [«] to denote the largest integer contained in o, let iy denote
the smallest positive integer such that (a) [y'] < [y'*!] for all i =i, — 2,
(b) Iglg[y°~"] > (2y)*/¢?, and (c) y* %> 1/(y — 1). Finally let n, be the largest
integer such that ny < [y*] and for n = n, define i, to be the smallest integer
such that n < [y*]. Now note that

>1+s}<oo

X S
—~1 k
I (nlgny'p { SUP kigighyiz Y 8:

< io (nlgn)"{P( max

S T— )
n=ng nsk<[yln} (2klglgk)1/2

S S
+ X P ( max . RS e) } .
i=ip+1 izk<yi+y (2klglgk)1/?

Since EX? < o it follows from Lévy’s inequalities that

Si
P( néf:a[xyi,,] (_W >1+e )

§P( max S,>(1+ a)(2nlglgn)1/2)

nsk<[yin]

S 2P(Spg 2 (1 +e)(2nlglg n)/? — (2[yi"])1/2).
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From (b) and (c) it follows that (1 +¢&)(2nlglgn)’? — 2[y"D* = (1 +¢/2)
2 1glg[y™""D'*[y"]"? and thus we have that

Sk
P ( werorn QKIgIgk)i2
S 2P(Spy = (1 +€/2)2/y* 1glg [y~ "D [y"1'3).

In a similar manner we obtain that P(maxw,,]é,,qy,,,“]S,‘/(Zklglg kK)'Y2>1+¢)
< 2P (Spyi,eny 2 (1 + 6/2) 2% 1glg [y * [y""*]"%). Thus

>1+s)

0
Y (nlgn)y' P{ sup

Sk
—k 54
(9) n=no {kgn (2k1glgk)1/2 8}

[eo] o]
<2 X (nlgn)™' X P(Spq 2 (1+¢2)Qh°1glg[y ™' D[],
n=no i=i,
To prove that the right-hand side of (9) is finite it is sufficient to consider only
the case when the X, are normal random variables with mean zero and variance
one. This follows since

00
sup P( Sua >x ) - f 1/Q2n)2e™ "2 ds | sclglyp
xeR [7' ]1/2 x

(by [7]) and i, =Ig,n. However, for centered normal random variables with
variance one it follows from well known inequalities that the right side of (9) is
bounded by C X2, (nlgny * X2, (Ig[y*~*]) ™ *#2%and since ((1 +¢/2)/7)* > 1
and i, = g, n the above series is finite. This completes the proof.

Stationary random variables. Let {X,:k>1} be a stationary ergodic
sequence with EX, = 0. From the ergodic theorem it follows that n ~'S, - 0
a.e. and thus by analogy with Theorem 1 of this paper one might hope to show that
X2 n P | S,,| > ne} < oo for all ¢ > 0. However, the following construction
demonstrates that this is not the case and in fact for the general ergodic stationary
case no size restriction on the X, can guarantee X, n ' P(|S,| > ne) < oo for
all e >

EXAMPLE. There exists a stationary ergodic sequence such that |Xk| =1,
EX,=0and X2, n~1P{ | S,,| = n} = 0. We construct the example by defining
a probability space (Q, &/, P) an ergodic measure preserving transformation T on
Q and a function ¢ on Q such that |¢| =1 and | ¢(w)P(dw) = 0. The desired
stationary sequence is {X; = ¢(T*"1)}.

Let Q= U;,'°=0 Q, where Q, = {(x,n):0=<x<1,} with {I,} a nonincreasing
sequence of non-negative numbers such that 22,1, = 1. The I,’s are defined
implicitly by

[l”(]gl")Z:l‘-l =n+ C fOI' n= 1,2,...,
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0
lb=1-X1,
n=1

[+2]

with C chosen fixed and so large that X, I < 1/2. This is possible since for
large x one has

x(Igx)?/(1gx + 21glgx)* < x < x(Igx)*1glg x/(lg x + 21glg x + 1glglg x)?
and consequently the solution, y, of [y(Igy)?]™! = x satisfies
[x(gx)*Iglgx] ™" < y < [x(1gx)*]™".

The class & of measurable sets is the class of unions of linear Lebesgue measurable
sets and P is the sum of the linear Lebesgue measures. Let T, be a measure
preserving ergodic transformation on Q, and define T on Q as follows:

x,y+1 if (x,y+1eQ,

T(x,y) = {
(Tox,0) if (x,y +1)¢Q.

T is an ergodic, measure preserving transformation on Q. Let 4, = Q, be a
measurable subset of Q, of measure (1/2 — X2, 1,). Define ¢ on Q as follows

0
+1, we[UQ,,qu],
n=1

‘—l, a)er_Ao.

P(w) =

Let X, = ¢(T*™ "), then clearly {X,: k = 1} is a stationary, ergodic sequence such
that | X, | = 1 and EX, = 0. For this process

(0: S (@)=n} 2{(x,)):(x,y +n—1)eQ,y >0}
and hence

[+ o]
n~'P(S,=n) =
=1

Ms

n+0)1! f " {[x(gx)*]"' — (n + C)}dx
1 (1]

n n

(10) = LOr0TH- Gl -~ Ol
> £ (n+ 0yt {ig [(n +Olg(n + O)lglg (n 4 O}~
n=1
-3
n=1
= 00,

In the converse direction let ¢t >1 and suppose {X,:k =1} is a stationary
ergodic sequence, with 2>, n'~?P(| S, | > ne) < oo for all & > 0. By the methods
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of [2, Theorem 1] it follows easily that E |X kl"l < oo. However, if in addition
it is assumed that the random variables are independent then by Theorem 3 of this
paper it follows that E|X,‘|' < o0. Consequently it is of interest to investigate
whether in the general stationary ergodic case one can prove that moments larger
than the (¢ — 1)stexist. The following example shows this is not the case.

EXAMPLE. Let t > 1. There exists a stationary ergodic sequence {X,: k =1}
such that L2 n'"?P(|S,|>ne)< oo for all ¢>0, E|X,[™" <o and
E|Xk|"1+"= oo for all 6 > 0. We proceed as in the previous example. Define
Q= |J>,oQ, with Q,={(x,n): 0= x <1}, I, nonincreasing and X, 2,1, =1.
o is the o-field of Lebesgue measurable sets of Q and P is Lebesgue measure on Q.
Let T, be a measure preserving, ergodic transformation on , and T the extension
as defined in the preceding example. Thus (Q, &/, P) is a probability space with
T an ergodic, measure preserving transformation on it. Finally we define the
sequence {l,: n = 0} and a function ¢ on Q:

L, = lyper =27""2 for n =0,1,2,-,

2n 1/(t—1)
5—2- ifwegz,,, n=1’29’”’
— m1/(t—1)
e B (%) fweQy,y, n=12,-,
lo if weQ, U Q.

Let X, = ¢(T* Hfork=1,2,--. Then E| X, """ = (1/2) X2, n~? < o while
for any 6>0 E|X,[™'" =(1/2) X,2,2m/¢7h"2+2¢"D] — oo, We finish
by showing X2, n'">P(|S,| > ne) < oo for all &> 0. This follows since at all
points of Q the summands X;, k =1, ---,n, occur in pairs of equal and opposite
sign except possibly for X, and X,. If both these are unpaired they are of opposite
sign and different absolute value. Thus |S,| < ne unless max(— X,,X,) 2 ne.
Therefore,

P{|S,| 2 ne} < P{|¢| = ne} < Cn'"Y(lgyn)~?
and hence

© ©
Y n2P{|S,|>nef£C X nTligm) T2 < 0.
n=1 n=1

Independent, nonidentically distributed variables. In this section we will consider
only sequences {X,: k = 1} of independent, but not necessarily identically distri-
buted, variables.

PROPOSITION 1. (2) X7 n ™ 'P{|S,/n — med(S,/n)| > &} <o for all >0
= [S,/n — med (S,/n)] > 0 a.s. but not conversely.

(b) If in addition |Xi| <i, then X2 n"'P{ I(S,, - ES,,)/n| > ¢} < oo for all
e>0=(S,—ES,)/n—>0a.s.
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Proof. By the hypothesis of (a)

[e0]
w>X nT'P{S;/n| >} 2 P{| 85:/27| > 2¢}
n=1

~.
148

Therefore, by the a.s. stabllity criterion [8, p. 252] we have S)/n—0 a.s. and
hence [S,/n —med(S,/n)] >0 a.s. We prove that [S,/n — med(S,/n)]—0 a.s.
does not imply the finiteness of X%, n™'P{|S,/n — med(S,/n)| > &} for all
&> 0 by exhibiting a sequence of independent random variables for which this
is the case. Let X, be a symmetric random variable such that P{X, >t}
= P{X, <—t}= (log?) " for large t and define X, = X; = --- = 0; then clearly
S,/—>0as. but X, n”'P{|S,/n|>1} = 0.

Under the hypothesis of (b) we may conclude, as in (a), that S, /n — 0 in pro-
bability and therefore that the characteristic function of Sj/n, say gi(u), con-
verges to 1 uniformly in every finite interval. Further we have that |X ,-I <iand
thus it follows from the truncation inequality [8, p. 196] that

22 o%(X;/n)= X 6*(X;n) £ — 121og g¥(1/2) » 0.
i=1 i=1
Therefore |med (S, /n) — E(S,/n) | < {26%(S,/n)}'/*~ 0 and an application of part
(a) concludes the proof.

Now we present an example to show that without the size restrictions on
the X;’s we cannot dispense with the med (S, /n) terms. For i = 10 let u(i) = 2%
Define a sequence of independent variables as follows. X ; = 0 except if j = u(i)
or j=u(i)+1;

u(i) with probability = 2“?/[u(i) 4+ 2],

u(i) = {"2!40') with probability = u(i)/[u(i) + 2"“],
—u(i) with probability = u(i)/[u(i) + 2u(i)],

Hues = {2“(‘) with probability = 2O /[u(i) + 2"©].

For this sequence EX;=0, j=1,2.--. However, med(S,;/u(i))=1, and
med(S;/j) = 0 for j # u(i). Thus S,/n does not converge to 0 a.s. but for each
¢>0 and each t >0

Zo:o n"P{|S,,/n‘ >e} <2 E [u(i)/2"(")]2 zu): 8] ! E‘, [u(d] *< .
n=1 i=10 Jj=u(i) i=10

The classical Kolmogorov criterion for the Strong Law (and also Brunk’s
extended criteria) imply also the stronger form of convergence.
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PROPOSITION 2. Let {X,:k = 1} be a sequence of independent random varia-
bles with E(X)=0 and X, E|X,|* [K"! < co for some r>1. Then for
all >0 X3, n” 'P{|S,|/n > &} < 0.

Proof.

1

0 - x 2
L n7'P{S,|>ne} < X E|X,| r)nzr

n=1 n

n
n—lcnr—l(
k=1

IA
9}
Ms
try
-
=
8

where we have used [8, p. 263, problems 4, 5] for the first inequality.
The following example demonstrates that Kolmogoroff’s criterion 267 [k? < oo
does not imply the stronger rate of convergence

Ynolp {sup

k2n

i——med—l >e} < o0

and a fortiori by Proposition 3 below it does not imply

§ n'P{|S,/n — med(S,/n)| >} <
n=1

for any t> —1.
Let X, be symmetric independent variables with

X,| = k with probability 1€(1g1—k)2’

. =3,4,
= 0 with probability 1 — gk’
Then
@ o 1
ké:sa,‘/k = Es el < ®
while

Ms

n"'P{| X,.i| 2 n+ k for some k= 1}
=3

ng?'n-l{l —k=l:;_°!-1 (1 B ngk_)T)}

Zn 'p {su Mgl/2}>
n=3 kzn k

> n- 1-— P )

n=3 k=n+1 k(gk)* ( j=n+1 J(8J)?
S 1

> C Z algn =
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PROPOSITION 3. Let {X,} be a sequence of independent variables. If t > — 1
then

@X2, n,P{IS,,/n—med(S,,/n)| > ¢} < o for all ¢>0 if and only if
2 ' P{sup,y,| Si/k — med(S; /k)| > e} <o for all &>0.

If moreover t= 0 then also

O P2 n'P{|S,,/n| >¢} < oo for all >0 if and only if

0
> n‘P{sup ISkI/k > s} <
n=1 kz2n
for all €>0.
Proof. (a) follows by the methods of the proof of Theorem 2. If t =0

o0
n'P {li"l > e} < oo for all ¢ > 0=>med(S,/n)—0
=1

n n

so (b) follows.
In the converse direction the methods of [2, p. 189] suffice to prove.

PROPOSITION 4. For sequences {X,:k =1} of independent variables if
0
X n7'P{|S,| > ne} < oo for all £>0
n=1
then Elg+|X,‘| < oo for all k. For t>1, if
o0
X n'"?P{|S,| > ne} <o for all £>0
n=1

then E|X,|""* < o for all k.

That this result cannot be improved follows trivially by considering sequences
for which X; =0, k=2,3,-- and E|X,|'""* < o0 but E|X,|"'*® = oo for all
6>0.

In [2, p. 190] we obtained necessary and sufficient size restrictions on the in-
dividual independent variables X, for an ‘‘exponential rate of convergence’’ of
S,/n. We have been unable to obtain such satisfactory necessary and sufficient
conditions for the present rates of convergence: X2, n'P{IS,,|/n >g} < 0.
Proposition 1 of this section suggests that such a theorem for the case t= —1
is related to the classical problem of necessary and sufficient conditions for con-
vergence with probability 1 of S,/n.
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