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Abstract

Merging asymptotic expansions of arbitrary length are established for the distribu-
tion functions and for the probabilities of suitably centered and normalized cumulative
winnings in a full sequence of generalized St. Petersburg games, extending the short ex-
pansions due to Csorgo, S., Merging asymptotic expansions in generalized St. Petersburg
games, Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged) 73 297-331, 2007. These expansions are given in terms
of suitably chosen members from the classes of subsequential semistable infinitely divisible
asymptotic distribution functions and certain derivatives of these functions. The length
of the expansion depends upon the tail parameter. Both uniform and nonuniform bounds
are presented.
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1 Introduction

For p€ (0,1) and « > 0, consider a generalized St. Petersburg game in which the gain X
of a gambler is such that P {X = rk/"} =q¢"p for ke N:={1,2,...}, where q:=1—1p
and 7 := 1/q. We refer to Csérgé (4) for a brief introduction to both the history and the
mathematics of this game. Let X, X, ... be the gambler’s gains in a sequence of independent
repetitions of the game, with S, := X;+---4+X,, standing for the total winnings in n games,
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n € N. The main purpose of the present paper is to study the asymptotic behaviour of the
distributions of S,. Note that E(X®) =00 and E(X?) < oo forall 3 € (0,a), namely,

p a
E(XP) = ——— = u2%.
( ) qﬁ/o‘ . B

Remark that even for > «, a virtual moment ,ug’p < 0 may be defined by this formula. In
the finite-variance case « > 2, the central limit theorem is valid, namely,

Sn P
lim P {# < x} = &(z) forall z€R, (1.1)
n— 00 an’
where R is the real line, a®? = o,,/n with 04, = Vus? — [u7"]?, and @ is the

standard normal distribution function. In the infinite-variance case a = 2 the underlying
distribution is still in the domain of attraction of the normal law and (ILI)) holds with the
choice a2? := /prnlog,n, see Csorgé (4). By standard results for normal approximation,
one can derive rate of convergence in the central limit theorem (ILI]). Namely, there exist
constants C'(a, f,p) >0 and C(a,p) >0 such that for all n € N and z € R,

(Clasp L if3<f<a,
C(3,p) log, n . B
Sn — pi" T2 , if a =3,
‘P{ £ } o(z)| < C” v
o 1(4;1;2)@, if 2<a<3,
1 . B
LC@P) o > if a=2,

see Osipov (16) and Petrov (19, Theorem V.13) for « > 3, Hall (11, Theorem 4.1) for
2 < a <3, Hall (12, Corollary 1) for « = 2, and Csorgé (4). Moreover, if 2 < < a <3
then there exists a bounded decreasing function e3” : [1,00) — [0,00) with uh_}rrolo g5’ (u) =0
such that for all n € N and x € R,

S B P KA

N = [T+ 2Py nCDF

see Osipov and Petrov (18). The standard results for asymptotic expansion in the central limit
theorem (L)) (see Petrov (19, Theorems VI.1-5)) are not applicable, since the characteristic
function of the gain X in one game

fop(t) = E () =Yg 1p,  teR, (1.2)
k=1

does not satisfy Cramér’s continuity condition limsup |f,,(¢)] < 1. Indeed, f,, is an almost
t—»00

periodic function (see, e.g., Katznelson (13, VI.5)), hence for all ¢ > 0, there exists A > 0
such that for every 7' > 0, there exists 7 € (7,74 A) such that sup |f,,(t) —f,,(t+7)] <e.
teR



Particularly, |f,,(0) —f,,(7)| <e, consequently, limsup |f,,(¢)] =1. However, for a > 3,
t—o00

/e ¢ N, a short expansion is valid, namely,

Sp— puitn 17 (x)
POn T HL T _ _
P{ TapV/n 1’} (o) Vn

in the non-lattice case r

sup (1 + [z|°)
z€R

as n — oo with

a,p . :ug’p 2\ —22/2
r) = ——2—(1—a2%)e , z € R,
V)= )

see Bikelis (2). In the lattice case /% € N, a longer expansion with the usual remainder
term can be obtained by adding extra terms to the expansion, see Osipov (17) and Petrov (19,
Theorem VI.6).

In the finite-variance lattice case « > 2 and r/® € N, the local limit theorem is also

Tim L{ P{S, = s} — @, (%)] =0 (1.3)

for all s € r'/°N, where ®,,(z) := ®(z/0,,), © € R. For a >3, the rate of convergence is

ot =i-o (S) o ).

see Petrov (19, Theorem VIIL.6). For 2 < a <3, a nonuniform bound

D |2 L a)p
sup (1 + n ) \1//; P{S, = s} — ¥, (w))
serl/aN

valid, namely,

sup
serl/aN

o)
ST

NLD

\/ﬁ
B O(‘O%") it =3,

O(ﬁ) 1f2<a<3,

is available, see Hall (11, Theorems 5.4 and 5.5). There is also an expansion in the local limit
theorem (L3]), namely, for 3 < 5 < «,

a;p, (L8] P
s — 1n NG am’ [($—pitn 1
14 |2—2 = P{S, = Usi) | —F—— )| =\ 522
SEST?EN< " Vn ) rifa (8=} = (U53) ( Vn )) 0<n(LBJ—2)/2 ’

where |y| :=max{k € Z : k <y} denotes the lower integer part of a number y € R, where
Z:={0,£1,4£2 ...}, and

B]-2
Q" (z)
a,p .
Uﬁvn( ) Z nk/2
is the usual approximating function in the asymptotic expansion in the central limit theorem,

where the functions @7, k € N, are defined in an appropriate way, see Petrov (19, Theorem
VII16).




From now on, we assume « € (0,2). Then the distribution function of X is not slowly
varying at infinity, hence it is not in the domain of attraction of any (stable) distribution, that
is, S, cannot be centered and normalized to have a proper limit distribution, see Csorgé (4).
However, the sequence (.S, —c®P)/n'/® has proper limit distributions along some subsequences
of N with centering sequence

pn _ %P :
S, i a1

cob (1.4)
prnlog, n, if a=1.
The appropriate subsequences are regulated by the position parameter
Vo 1= € (g, 1], (1.5)

Tlog, ]

which describes the location of n = v,7/°8""l between two consecutive powers of r = 1/g,
where [y]| :=min{k € Z : k > y} denotes the upper integer part of a number y € R. The
possible proper limit distributions are semistable infinitely divisible distributions {Ga,~ : ¢ <
v <1} with exponent «, where G,,, can be given by its characteristic function

Sapr(t) = / e AGy o () = 7O, t e R, (1.6)

oo

where

> (e {imr}-1) 5, if ac(0,1),

k=—o00
. 0 i,r.k/a 1,r.k/a
1tprlogr Z ( {tl/a}—l— tl/a);%
7p L
y’Y (t> * [e'e} 1trk/a Py .
+Z<exp{ 1/a}—l)qr—k, if a=1,
itrk/ itrk/a )
< {tl/a } —fle> ;;1—’2, if 066(1,2),

 k=—00
for all ¢ € R, see Csorgé (4) and (6). It can be shown that for any subsequence {n;}32, of
N, the sequence (S,, —cn?)/ nk/ converges weakly as k& — oo if and only if there exists
v € (q,1] such that [log, nﬂ log, nx — log, = L (mod 1) as k — oo, and in this case

S, — CxP
lim P {7’“ < x} Gopr(T) for all = € R,

k—oco 1/

see Csorg6 (8) and Csorgé and Dodunekova (9). It should be noted that the special classical
case a =1, p=1/2 and n, = 2* has been described by Martin-Lof (15). The above result
suggests a merging approximation of the distribution of (S,, —c®?)/n'/® by G,,,. It turns
out that the rates of merge is reasonably fast. Csorgé (4) proved that

)
(1), if ae(0,1),
P {5_17/ < x} Goprn()| =

(Lan2), if a =1,

n(2fla)/a>7 it e (1,2)

sup
zeR




In fact, the constants in these bounds are given explicitely by Csérgé (4). For « € (0,1],
Csorg6 () derived short asymptotic expansions in the merging approximations, namely, for
a e (0,1),

a, 1 3 <1
P{Sn—ﬂ1pn< O(HQ), if 0<a<sy,

1
su <z _ Ga (x + — 8072) T —
xeﬂg nl/a } o ( ) 2n ’pnn( ) O( 11/a>7 if % <a< ].7
for a =1,
S, — 1
sup P{ prn ogrngx}
z€R n

prlog,.n .1 p*r?flog, n)* .0 1
= Gl (1) = =G (o) + G ()| = O ).

and for % < a < 1, in the non-lattice case r'/® ¢ N,

sup
z€R

Sn — py"n L 02 1 o 1
P { nl/a <z,— Ga,p,’m(x) + %Ga,}),—yn (I) - nl/a Ga,}u,’yn(x) =0 nija |’

where, for « € (0,2), p€ (0,1), v € (q,1] and k,j € {0,1,2,...}, the function G,(fpjl, can
be given as a function of bounded variation on the whole R with Fourier—Stieltjes transform
(k)

ga ’\/ a7p7ﬁ/

)

<w=/ T AGL) (2) = (—it) [y (P Y, teR, (1.7)

satisfying lim, ., G((flf )y(:c) = 0. The function Gkapj )v can also be given by

.

_ 0 I Gopy(T,u)

= e ,
0x* Ou w1

r € R,

where, for each u > 0, the function z — G,,p,(2,u) is a semistable infinitely divisible
distribution function given by its characteristic function ¢+ g, ,(t,u) defined by

Bap(tiu) = / " G (z,u) =Vt ER,

see Csorgd (8).

The aim of the present paper is to establish asymptotic expansions of arbitrary length for
a € (0,1)U(1,2), improving the approximation. First, in order to establish candidates for
the approximating functions, a formal infinite expansion of the characteristic functions of the
cumulative winnings is derived in Section 2, which can be turned into a formal infinite expansion
of the distribution functions of the cumulative winnings. Next, in Section 3, a uniform bound
is given in case « € (0,1) U (1,2). Its proof, carried out in Section 4, is based on Esseen’s

>



classical lemma. In Section 5 a nonuniform bound is presented for « € (1,2). Its proof in
Section 6 is based on a lemma of Osipov (17). The convergence rate of the expansion of length
(¢ is O (#) for a € [%, 1) U (1, 2 — %] In the non-lattice case the remainder O (#) will
be reduced to o (nll/a ) These convergence rates seem to be optimal. The optimality might be
studied by the ”leading term” approach of Hall (11). In case « =1 one can not improve the

short expansion of length 2 obtained by Csorgé (8) by taking a longer expansion, since all the
extra terms of a formal infinite expansion are of smaller order than the remainder term O (%)
We also give asymptotic expansions of length ¢ in local merging theorems with uniform bound
for a € (0,1) and «a =1, and with nonuniform bound for « € (1,2), with convergence rates

O (), O(%if]%) and O (=z=ay7=), respectively.

n

Recently Kevei (14) derived uniform merging asymptotic expansions for distribution func-
tions from the domain of geometric partial attraction of a semistable law.

2 Construction of a formal infinite expansion

For fixed a € (0,2) and p € (0,1), consider the suitably centered and normalized cumulative
winnings (S, —c®P)/n'/®. We derive a formal infinite expansion (not taking into consideration
its convergence) for the characteristic function

(1) = E (1) e R,

in terms of the Fourier—Stieltjes transforms ggfﬁ;%n, k,7€{0,1,2,...}. By (L2),
n e 2} o P t " e oY
£ () = [fap(t/nt/®)] e 1o " = {1 + 2 >] et/ (2.1)
n

for t € R, where

a, — 1/ _ o itrk/a k—1
22P(t) == n(f,,(t/n"*) — 1) = nz (exp{ ~Ta } — 1>q P.

It is easy to check that

(e} (e} : Cn [o'N
zoP(t) = yP(t) + 1tnl/a + Ry7 5 (), teR, (2.2)

where the position parameter -+, is given in (L3)), the function y$” stands in the exponent
in the definition (L6) of the characteristic function g,,,, and for k€ {2,3,...} and t € R,

00 . k—1 RV
RY™ (t) == — Z exp _ v Z L P pm (2.3)
b /e Lpamfandle | g

m/o~t
m=/[log, n] r In j=0J



see Csorgé (4, page 833). This series is absolutely convergent on the whole line R for each
k> 2 (see Csorgé (8, page 322) for k = 2), thus

o0

N P — (it
Ble®=="0 D > o
b niog, w1 =% J TR

- p - (1t) . = m(j—a)/a
- q (j—a)/a Z q
j=k «7 In m=/log,. n]

gllogrnl(i—a)/a

_ P
— Z (] a/a q(j_a)/a)

jk]”Yn

_ oy (it)’ N !
g & = U e E: ) (24)

j=k j=

Consequently, we have the formal expansion

QP XD (¢
fﬁ’p(t):exp{ —it C?/ + nlog (1—1—%7())}
nt/e n
P o (1) () *
_ _ n a,p n
_exp{ 1t—nl/a—|—zn (t)+n E . -
e ap J k—i—l a,p k
a K Ty t

:exp{y%p(t)jtn E #(nl/a) +n E ( n( )) }

First consider the case a € (0,1)U(1,2). Then by (22) and (L), we have

ST it )
ORI PEIORES Dl (<L I

=

oo (_1)k+1 yg,p(t) % ,U?’p it 2k
eSS | 2 ()

k=2 /=1

_ 0 ep {nzzdzf < n;/a)k (yﬁéz(t))ﬂ},

k=0 j=0




where the coefficients dz,’f are polynomials of the virtual moments p;”, ¢ € N, such that
00 = do1 = di’g =0. Remark that

e 1 e e 1 e 1 a,
doy = 5 o=, dyy = _5[/11’:0]2 + oH2 e
& 1 &7 «, a, «, 1 ) 1 1 ). Q, 1 &)
do,’?{) = 3’ dl,’g =M . dz,f = [p3 p] 2#2 ,d35’ = _g[/h ] + 2#1 p/~L2 P 6/~L3 ¢
e} 1 e a, o 3 a, 1 a, o' a,p P 1 a,
do,’f = VR dl,’?‘? = M ? dz,g = _§[M1 p]2 + 5#2 ? ds,f = [py” ] — M p,U P+ 6#3 ?
o 1 1 o 1 o 1 1,
20 = _Z[Ml 1+ 2[#1717]2#2@ 6#14}# i 8[#2 "7+ ﬂﬂ47p~

Following Christoph and Wolf (3, Section 4.3), using the Taylor expansion of the exponential
function, we obtain a formal power series expansion

k+j ap  (_ i\k [0 t)]j+m
a, _ P(t) § : § : wm,k,] ( lt) [y'yn (
fn p( ) ey'y {1 + § : kyj )

Ina
k=0 j=—|k/2] m=max{1l,—j} m:n
where
0, if —[k/2) <J < Lo
wt = ! d%P doP if 7> L
mak.j Z kst ks T Z Lmoks
S1++sm=j+m
with

Ly = max{—|k/2], —m, m — k}.

The summation Z in the definition of w," ; is carried over all nonnegative integers
ki, ..., km, S1, -+, Sm, such that &k +---+k, =k, s1+---+5s, = Jj+m, and
(kj,s;) ¢ {(0,0),(1,0),(0,1)}. Finally, we conclude a formal expansion

k+j (k,j+m) (t)

£9P (1) = gopo (£) + Z Z Z W i Bapm

| a+J
k=0 j=—|k/2) m=max{1,—j} m:n

: (2.5)

where the position parameter =, is introduced in (L5]), the characteristic function g, ,, is
defined in (L.6]), and the function gh7) is given in (LT). Replacing each term by its inverse
Fourier-Stieltjes transform, this may be turned into a formal expansion

k+j a,p G(k ]+m( )

R A VD M W

Inat
k=0 j=—|k/2] m=max{1l,—j} m:n

for x € R.



Now consider the case o = 1. Then by (2.2) and (L.4]), we have

f,im()_eXp{ +”Z2 ( )
+n§:(—1]3k+1 [y (t)—l—ltprlogr f: ( )gr}

=2

1, : j
— ot exp{nZZdl ( 1t> <ywnp(t)+:p7"10grn>y}’

k=0 7=0

where the coefficients d are now polynomials of the virtual moments ué’p with only ¢ > 2,
such that dé’g = dé”l’ = d}’g = 0. Remark that a formula for d,lf; can be obtained from the
formula for 7, a € (0,1)U(1,2), by replacing a by 1 and p” by 0. Hence following
Christoph and Wolf (3, Section 4.3), now we obtain a formal power series expansion

k+j 1p k[, 1,p : j+m
2 {HZ S50y G AT + ipriog }

m! nk+i
k=0 j=—|k/2] m=max{1l,—j}

for f'7(¢), t € R, which may be turned into a formal expansion

S, —prnlog,.n uar whh
n 7 . § § m,k,]
i { n = x} = Crpna(®) Z m!nk+i

k=0 j=—|k/2] m=max{1l,—j}

j+m .
XZ( ) [—prlog, n]' G{ "0 (@),

for € R. On the other hand, the above formula for f!*P(¢), and hence the above expansion

for P {w < x} in case «a = 1 can be obtained from the formula for £*?(¢),

€ (0,1)U(1,2), and from the expansion for P {S" fj; n < x} by replacing o« by 1 and
u” by prlog,n

3 Uniform bounds in asymptotic expansions

For a € (0,1)U(1,2), pe (0,1), n€N and ¢ €{0,1,...}, introduce

20 -k k+j a,p G(k})ﬂjy‘m (z)
a, L mk Py In
n,g(@ 1= Gapn () + Z Z Z 2 | El;

k=0 j=—|k/2] m=max{1l,—j} m.na



for z € R. The function Gi’é consists of all terms of order n~ a7 with k + 35 < £ of the

formal expansion. Remark that G = Gapy,, and

a,p ( a,p ( 06717 (
G ,P’Yn + G ,P’Yn G ,P’Yn

2

ap __
n,l T Goc,p,'yn +

n ’n,a TN o
a, a, 2,0
_ G _ G( a,P,Yn + ’p G( a,DyYn o ([lul p]2 - lu2 p) G(O!7p72yn
Py Yn 2n na 2n__1 )
«, 0 3 «, o, Q, Q,
| B8 G + SRS Gaph, | dif Gagh, + dif dif GEG,
Gn 2 = G 2 1+1 1
n n-Ta
(X’p G( @,P,Yn ; ([ (X’p] + 2da7p a’p) G( @Dy, Yn
na
a, 3,0) , a, 3,1) , 4,0
5 G( Py Yn + d 4 5 G( Py Yn %[ 2 (1)7]2 G( 7p72Yn
7—1 + 4_9
nea na
— a,p G( D, Yn + 3G 7p 'Yn . 777 (2G a,p, 'Yn G( a,p, 'Yn)
ml 24 n? 2n'ta
«, o, 2,1 a,p 3
L 2@ — 157) Glpha + (B[S = p5?) GG,
Ana
a, a, 3,0) , , a, 3,1
CQUETP = 35T g 4 15T Gloph, 4 3T ([ = 15”) Gyl
Gnal

([15712 = 15™)" Glaph
8na~?

For a=1, p€(0,1), neN and ¢ € {0,1,...}, introduce

_|_

k+j 1p

2
Gl’p( ) = Gipy, (@ +Z Z Z njn;:iﬂ

k=0 j=-—|k/2] m=max{1l,—j}

Jj+m .
XZ( ) prlog, n]t GHETTm =0 ()

for z € R. The function Gl’p consists of all terms containing n*=7 with k+j < ¢ of the

formal expansion. Remark that GLp 0= Gipnr,, and
1 Lo, [rlog, n] G ([prlog, nf” — ") GV
G7p Glp'Yn_ - = ’ n>
w 2n n 2n

10



8G o, + 3G e, lprlog, n](2G1;2 +GiLY )

1,p,vn

24 n? 2n?

2,1) 2,2
2(2[]37’ 1Ogr n]2 - ,u2 ) Gg Dy Yn (3[]37’ 1Og7‘ n]2 B 'u;p) vapv’)yn
4n?

(2[prlog, n)* — 3[prlog, n] uy? + uy?) G0
6n2

2
3[prlog, n]([pr log, n]* — uy”) G4 . (Iprlog, n]* — uy*)* G40

6m2 8n?

The functions G%f , «a € (0,2), are almost the same as the approximating functions G9?,
€ (0,2), of Csorgé (). They differ only in the coefficients of their last terms, which does
not make difference in the convergence rates if « € (0,1], but the functions G}, «a € (1,2),

give better approximations than G&?, a € (1,2), of Csorgd (8).

The main results of this section are contained in the following

Proposition 3.1. For (€N,
O(&%), if 0<a<i

sup
z€R

Sn— piy"n a.,p 1 1
P i/ <z _Gn:Z—l(x): O( W), if 3<a<1 0r1<a<2——

O(ztom), if 2—7<a<2.

B 1
=0 m .

In case ¢ =1, the approximating function is Gi"g = Gopn,, and Proposition 3. gives
back the rates of merge for 0 < a <1 and 1< a <2, due to Csérgs (4). Certain terms of

For €{2,3,...}, ae (3, 1)U(1,2—1) and r'/* ¢N,

Sn— pitn o
P{T/;S x} — G ()

sup
z€eR

Gy v are of the same or of a smaller order than the remainder terms O ( ; /a) or o ( ; /a)

Using boundedness of the functions Ga,p,% (see Csorgd (8, Lemma 6)), the expansions may
be simplified as follows.

Theorem 3.1. For (€{2,3,...}, a€ [+, 5)Uu(2—-.2—1] and rV/* €N,
Sy — pin ~
P{Tiﬂ} G (@)

for £ =2, ac (%,I)U(l,%), or for £ €{3,4,...}, a¢€ (% L}U[Q—i 2—%); and
for rY/* ¢ N,

_ %P =
p{ng}_gzzg_l(x) _

nl/a

sup
zeR

sup
zeR

11



where the approximating functions are given by

( /—1 J oe;z) Gg)g:"y_m)
Gaprn 33 &W , i ac)
éagn o j 1 m=1 )
m (g™ = ps™)’ GE3Y)
ozp'Yn _I—Z m' 2j nJ(2 a)/a — ) Zf S (1a2)7
r o TG
and GY) =GV |+ nl/a”

If ¢ =2 then the approximating function is

Gg072)
o Gopm — 2’2”*", if o€ (0,1),
n,1 - a,p12 _ ,,op G(270)
Gopan = (T = 157) Goo if ac(1,2),

2 n—aj/a ’

and for « € (0,1) the result has been obtained by Csorgé (8). The approximating functions
for £=3, /=4 and a € (0,1) are

0,3)
8Gipin + 3Guph

GoP — QP
n,2 n,1 247’L2 9
(0,4) 0,5) 0,6
GoP — GoP _ 12Gap n + 8G<(x P+ Gf(x@)%
n,3 n,2 4813 .

4 Proof of Proposition [3.1]

Fix £ € N and « € (0,1)U(1,2). The strategy of the proof is the same as the proof of
the Proposition of Csorgé (8). It is based on Esseen’s classical result (see Petrov (19, Theorem

5.2)).

Lemma 4.1 (Esseen). Let F be a distribution function and G be a differentiable function
of bounded variation on R with Fourier-Stieltjes transforms f(t) = [*_ ¢ dF(z) and
g(t) = [T _e™dG(z), t€R, such that G(—o0) :=lim, o G(z) =0. Then

f(t) — g(t)

t

Super |G'(2)]

b T
sup | Flo) ~Gla) < 5 [ ]

z€R 2T

‘dt—FCb

for every choice of T >0 and b > 1, where ¢, > 0 1is a constant depending only on b,
which can be given as ¢, = 4bdi/w, where dy > 0 is the unique root d of the equation
4 d gin?y 1

du=1+ 3.

0 u?

12



We apply this lemma for F(z) = P {S” {‘}a "< a:} and G(r) = Gy (r), € R. By
Lemma 6 of Csérgd (8), G}, is a differentiable function of bounded variation on R with
mt—1(—00) = 0. The Fourier-Stieltjes transform of G} | is

20—-2 (—k—1 k+7j a,p kT« itm
w, s (=it)" [y P (e))
a,p _ yn mvky.] Tn
ar@-wofiny Yy O

Ina™l
k=0 j=—|k/2] m=max{l,—j} m:n

for t € R. The aim of the following discussion is to find an appropriate estimate for |£27(t) —
gor1 ()] if [t| <T77, with appropriate 7)) ;. Recalling formula (1)) for f3?, we have

Oé,pt
f,‘f’p(t):exp{—ltp Pl 1/0‘—|—nlog< Tn ())}, (4.1)

n

provided [z%P(t)] < n. In order to estimate |z3P(t)|, we will use formula (2.2) for z%P(¢)
containing ySP(t) and R)7,(t). Csorgd (4, Lemma 3), (8, Lemma 3) proved the following
crucial estimates.

Lemma 4.2 (Csorgd). For arbitrary « € (0,1)U(1,2) and p € (0,1), there exists C7™* >0
such that, uniformly in -~ € (¢, 1],

Re(yy (1) < —CY7E|", [uyP (@O < Y7, teR.

Applying this lemma, we can derive the following estimates.

Lemma 4.3. For arbitrary k> 2, a € (0,1)U(1,2) and p € (0,1), there exists C7} >0
such that for all n € N,

t k
Rt (1)) < Cop—L teR.

Lk (h—a)/a
Further, for arbitrary o € (0,1)U(1,2) and p € (0,1), there exist C3" >0 and C5" >0
such that for all n € N and |t| < C5Pnl/e,
|22 (2)] CsP|t)e, if 0<a<l,
P W <

[z ()] <
n

N —

CyP [t nleV/e if 1< a< 2.

Proof. By the elementary inequality

k—1

j u\k
< R u € R, (4.2)
7=0
we obtain
‘R D (t)| < Phn Prn f: |t|k o p|t|k qﬂogr.n](k—a)/a
" G Rl Rl gy 1 gl
_ p t]* I 1
k! (q — M) (yuritossnT)(k=a)/a Kl pl=ay/a’

13



for all ¢ € R, hence the statement is satisfied with C7} = —pu™"/k! > 0.
By (22), Lemma [£2 and the estimate for R;7,,

t 2
|29P ()| < O 4 |l Pt nte Do + Cﬁg’in(i_t)/a, t R, (4.3)
hence for |t| < C5Pnt/e,
a.p (¢ 1
0L < opriogmy+ lavics + Crpesy < 5
n

for all sufficiently small C5? > 0. If 0 <a <1 then, by [@3), for [t| < CyPnl/e,
2 (O] < 17 {CFP 4+ | =on@ /e 4 Cpplef-on(e2in)
< [t {CTP + [P HCP) T + TP (Cy 7))

If 1<a<?2 then again by [@3), for [t| < C5yPnl/e,
Ca’p|t|°‘ 1 00‘71”|t|
o (a-nfa JOUTIHT  ap | CLi
7o) < e { S 1 g 4 S22

< |t|na 1)/« {C P ,p)a 1+|u1,p|+0 C ,p}

establishing the case 1 < a < 2. O

Remark that Csorgé (4) also derived these estimates for |z3P(t)].

For k€ {0,1,2,...} and [t| < CyPn'/*, introduce

RED (1) = Z (R0 + B0, (4.4)

b

where

o o (D (@)
Ry (1) :; n]_l . (4.5)

Then, by Lemma B3, for |t| < C5*Pn/®, we may write

og (14 570) _ni 2 (BOY a4 meg)

Next we separate all the terms of order n~ed with k+ j < ¥ —1 of the formal expansion

14



of foP. By (@I), 2) and 24), for |t| < CyPnt/,
£7 (1) = exp { —itu{n D 1 ai?(8) + RS L(1)}

= exp {y3P(t) + Ry7,(8) + Ry5 () }

-1
& 1 « « «
= ey’ynp(t){l + _| [RnIIJZ(t) + Rn 5,2(0} Rngﬁ( )}
=1’
-1 0—§+1  ap —j+1
. L[ (i) (—1)* oo ()]
— ey"/np(t) {1 _'_ J— Z k —'— Z n +
q| k_ k—1
o = Klne ! k=2 k n
J
+Rn1€ ]+2()+Rn3f ]+2(t) +Rn2£( )}
Using notation
P (it)!
o) =)+ S 5 teR, meN,
= Jlnet

by (22), we obtain

and then
cly .
fr?’p(t) = ga,pﬁn(t){l + Z ﬁ [Rz:ie—j+1(t)]] + szé’,e(t) + Rﬁjg,e(t)},
j=1""
where, for m € N with m > 2,
a,p (\k mo ANkl [P t)]
,p Hy (it) (1) @ —k+1(
Rn4m(t) - /{i'né_l _I—Z k nk—1 ’
k=2 v k=2
Z—ll i ]
B2 = 3 5 30 (1) [t a0 (B 0]
j=1"" s=1

with

Rz:g,m(t) = Rg:f,m-l—l(t) + En ,3, m( ) + Rn 3 m+1( )

~ 2L (—1)kH! ok ap u [~ap .
Rn:3,m(t> = Z knk—l [Rn:l,m—k+2(t)} [xn:m—k—i-l(t)} .

15
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Clearly ZZ ! [Rz’fl’ it )}] /j! consists of certain terms of the formal infinite expansion (2.5])

of fP(t), and all the terms of order n~«J with k +7 < {¢—1 of [23) are contained in
P [Ry% i a()]/4!. Consequently, for all [t] < C5Pnl/e,

7=1
-1 20-2  —k-1 k+j o +m
1 Wong (1" 5P () o
'_l[Rn’ie—jH - Z Z . ! ,:j Rz D), @1
= k=0 j=—|k/2] m=max{l,—j} e

where Rn7 e( ) contains only terms of order n~&J with k+ j > ¢. Finally, we recognize
that

£r7(1) = gnf 1 (1) + ORI forall [t < CFRl, (4.12)
where

RV (t) == B2 (8) + Bog o(t) + B (t).

In order to estimate the remainder term R s, we need the following lemmas. Recall the
definition (4.5]) of Rzgk
Lemma 4.4. Forall k€N, a€(0,1)U(1,2), p€(0,1) and n €N,

2l (t)]"

) < S

for all |t| < CgPplt/e.

Proof. By Lemma [4.3]

()"
|Rn3k( )| < knk_l Z

i=k

297 (1)
n

TR |aer@))F o= 1

l:n’f_l 2_:02_’”’

for all |t| < CyPnl/e. O

Lemma 4.5. For arbitrary £ €N, a € (0,1)U(1,2) and p € (0,1), there exists Cy7 >0
such that for all n € N and |t| < C5Pnl/e,

|t|(£+1)a + |t|2£a

) ) Gyt " , if 0<a<l,
R +|R <
| n,5£( )| | n?é( )| — ap|t|2+(£_1)(2_a) i |t|2z |

Y e/ , if 1<a<2.

Proof. A term of order n~a~/ of R?(t) is contained in the formal infinite expansion (23)
of £*P(t), hence it has the form

Witk (10" [y PP

Y

mlnati

where k>0, j> —|k/2] and 1 <m <k+j. By Lemmal[L2 we have

(it)" [y”"p(t)]”m

) |t‘k+ (J+m)a
S (Cilyp)]-l-m

, neN, telR.

+]

na no

16



For all n€ N and |t| < CyPnl/e,

(cgrpa-a 2T it 0<a<
|t|k+ (J+m)a 2 nkﬂ' ) )
na+] - 1) |t|(k+j )(2—a)+ma

(CgP) k23 if 1<a<?2.

nk+i)2-a)/a ’
Since R[7,(t) contains only terms of order n~e~ with k+j > ¢ of the formal infinite
expansion ([2.3) of £3P(¢), and 1 <m < k+j, we obtain the estimate for |R}7,(t)|. For

n, 7,0
the estimate of |R'f ,(t)| we derive from Lemmas {2 3] and [L4] the estimates

N Cs.m|t]?, if 0<a<l,
[T (t)] <
Capmltinte=V/eif 1< a <2,
( |t|2+(m—1)a
C3,mﬁa if 0<a< 1,
natm-
|Rn3m( )‘ <
|t‘m+1 )
Csm—m— I D if 1<a<?2,
\
4 |t|2a ]
Csm ; if 0<a<l,
a, n
0] < »
Cgm ) if 1<a<?2,
( |t|(m+1)a
C3pp———, if 0<a<l,
nm
|Rn6m( )‘ < |t‘m+1
Csm—pmr—> i 1 <a<2,
\ n o -1

forall n € N and [t| < CyPn'/* and with sufficiently large constants Cs,, > 0. The last
two inequlaities imply the estimate for |R% ,()]. O

Lemma 4.6. For arbitrary ¢ € N, a € (0,1)U(1,2) and p € (0,1), there exist CJ77 >0
and €4, € (0,C57] such that for all n € N and [t| < eq,n'/®,

|t|2£a CYPIt|> /2
o (ﬁﬁ——wf—ﬂ if 0<a<l,
R> <

281 = o [£[2 €CE T2

4’ZW’ Zf1<O{<2

17



Proof. Recalling the definition (Z4) of R;%,, forall n €N and |t] < C5Pn'/®,

n2€ Z_ n12 |+|Rn32( )|)]
j=¢ 7!
_ (Bata0]+ LAy )" 5~ (RO BB
- o (j—0)!
1
(|Rnl2( )| + |Rn32( )|) |Rn12(t)\+|Rn32( )|
14
By Lemmas 3 and &4 for all n € N and [t| < C5Pnl/e,
t° zoP(t)]?
RS0 + 1BRa(0)] < O o+ O
If o€ (0,1) then by Lemma 3] for all n € N and [¢| < e,,nt/* with e, € (0,057,
t2 (00713)2 |t|2a
R A(0) + | ReBa(0)] < O~ 4 10
a,p 22« a,p\ 2 ‘t|2a
< [C28 ap™ + (377 1 (414)
« —zQ (o4 (e (0% 1 (e [e%
< [O7F(2ap)” ™ + (C57)°] (2ap)* [H1* < 5CT7 I (4.15)

for sufficiently small ,, > 0. Applying in the inequality (£I3)) the estimates (£I4)) and (£.I5])
for (|Rp% o(6)| + | RyE o(t )\)g and el fnT2OFIRE (0] regpectively, we obtain the statement for
€ (0,1).
If a€(1,2) thenforall n €N and |t| <eqpn'/® with g4, € (0,C57],

BELo(0)]+ IR0 < [CFF + (7] o (4.16)

(63 (63 -« o 1 (e «
< [O7F + (C57)] (eap)™ ™" It]™ < SCr7 I (4.17)

for sufficiently small &,, > 0. Applying in the inequality (£I3) the estimates (£I06)) and (£I7)
for (|Ry74(t)]+ |Rz:§72(t)|)£ and el 2OHIRE (O regpectively, we obtain the statement for
ae(1,2). O

By (£1I2), the first inequality of Lemma 2] and Lemmas and .0, we obtain

Lemma 4.7. For arbitrary £ €N, a € (0,1)U(1,2) and p € (0,1), there exists Cy7 >0
such that for all n € N and |t| < enp,n'/®,

¢ (t+1) t 2lo Pl

C,ap| K n:‘| | o] 2 if ac(0,1),
FOP() — o®P ()] <
‘ n ( ) gm(—l( )‘ - |t‘2+(f—1)(2_a) —+ ‘t|2€ CoP¢|e /9

C;’;) e_ 1 ‘tl / ’]/f (0% E (1’2)

nt2-a)/a

18



Now by Lemma [A.1]

Sn - Ol7pn «a b «a «a
P {i < l’} - ang—l( ) < A 7101 +CbAn’Z2

ALY = sup /a

zeR

for every b > 1, where

ca,pnt/® fap(4) — o®P (¢
Az’,zl ::/ | n ( ) tgn,Z—l( )‘ dt,
0 2]

M*? dGo7  (x)
ap o ml P . “ 1V
Ay = ST with M%) = ilég 1 )
By Lemmas 4 and 6 of Csérgd (8), sup,ey M,y < oo, and hence AN, = (nll/a) for all
fixed ¢ € N. Using the simple fact that
/ tPe= 9" dt < oo, B> -1, C >0, (4.18)
0
by Lemma [A.7] we obtain
N 1 1

Consequently, we conclude Aa’p =0 (% + Z(z,la) e+ nll/a), which implies the first statement.

The reduction of the order O( —=) to 0( —=) when (€ {2,3,...}, a € (3, )U(1,2—3)
/@ ¢ N is based on the following classical result due to Esseen (10).

and r

Lemma 4.8 (Esseen). If f s the characteristic function of a non-lattice distribution, then
for every fized £ >0, there exists a sequence N\, — oo such that

//\n F()" dt = ( _‘/ﬁ/z) as n — oo.

t

It is easy to check that the distribution of X is non-lattice if and only if r/* ¢ N. Thus
there exists a sequence AP — oo such that

AP pl/e oq AP plt/ e 1/a\|n
f P fa t
100 :_/ ‘ ()| dt = / |fop(t/n'/?)] dt
€ 5

a,pnl/a t a,pnl/a t

2\&P
nf, " 1
:/ [fap(s)I" ds:o(e_\/ﬁm) :0< 7 ) as n — oo.
c s nye

o,p

Clearly (£I9) implies A7, = ( =) as n— oo for a€ (+,1)U(1,2— ). Hence by
Lemma A now with 7' = A%P n'/® we have

(07 b (6% 6] 16% n7p b o 1
Anij S — (An:§,1 + ]n7p + In,f) + Cb)\a,pnﬁ/a = %Inf +o ( )
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as n — 0o, where

o a,p
TP . — ‘gn,ﬁ—l(t” dt = O né—2e—cfé’p(€a,p)an —0 1
n,l t nl/o‘
€

1/
apnt/

as n — 0o, using Lemma and the simple fact that
/ u’e™ du = O(nfe™), B eR. (4.20)

Thus AYY =o0(==) as n—oo for ae(3,1)U(1,2—7).

nl/o

5 Nonuniform bounds in asymptotic expansions

The main results are contained in the following

Proposition 5.1. For (€ {2,3,...} and a€ (1,2— 1],

S, — uitn o
(S ) ]
1
=0 <né(2—a)/a) :

B 1
= o\ e=ayja )

For /=1 and « € (1,2), we have a nonuniform rate of merge

Sn - /J’(llmn !
P {7 < :L’} — Ga,p,’m(x) =0 (W) '

nl/a
Certain terms of G;7% ; are of the same or of a smaller order than the remainder terms

1

@) (#) or o (W) Using the boundedness of the functions G&’“pj 2Yn, the expansions may

sup (1 + [x])
zeR

For ¢ €N and a€(2—%,2),

— &P

nl/a

sup (1 + [x])
zeR

For €{2,3,...}, a€(1,2—1) and r'/*¢N,

Sy — puitn o
REEHESRI

sup (1 + [z])
z€R

sup (1 + |z)
zeR

be simplified as follows. Recall the definition of the approximation functions ézf and é%’
from Theorem B.11

Theorem 5.1. For (€{2,3,...} and a€(2—% 2—1},

_ 05D ~
sup (1 + | P{S— < } G ()

zeR nl/a

1
-0 (%)

For (=2, 046(17%); or for £ €{3,4,...}, a€[2—L,2_%), and for r'/* ¢ N,

B 1
=0 ntla |’

z€R nl/a o

— ap ~
sup (1 + |z|)| P {M< x} — Gz,’f_l(x)

20



6 Proof of Proposition [5.1]

Fix ¢ € N and « € (1,2). The proof is based on a result due to Osipov (17) (see Petrov
(19, Lemmas 6.7, 6.8) and Hall (11, Lemma 1.1); note that the result has been stated only for
k > 2, but the proof works for k=1 as well).

Lemma 6.1 (Osipov). Let F' be a distribution function and G be a differentiable function of
bounded variation on R with Fourier-Stieltjes transforms f(t) = [*_ e dF(z) and g(t) =
[ e dG(z), t € R, suchthat G(—o0) =lim, o G(z) =0, G(+00) = lim, 1 G(z) =1,
and

|t ) - G <

with some k € N.  Then the function Hy(z) := 2*(F(z) — G(z)), x € R, is of bounded
variation on R with Fourier—Stieltjes transform

o0

k .7 .7

> J=

for te R with t+# 0, and there exists ¢, >0 such that

sup (1+ [« F(z) - G)
1080 gy, [

T
< ¢ /
o t o

for every choice of T > 0.

sup,eq (1 + |2[")|G'(2)]
T

hy(t)
t

‘dt+ck

We apply this lemma for F(x) = F*P(z) = P {S" l‘jlap" < x} and G(x) = G)7_(2),
xr € R, introduced in Section Bl By Lemma 6 of Csorgé (8), GoF 1 1s a differentiable function
of bounded variation on R with G}*}_(—o0) =0 and Gi?_l(—i—oo) =1. Since a € (1,2),
the expectation E(X) of the gain in one game is finite, which implies [~ |z|dF?(z) =

E S"_l"/i’p" < o0. By Lemma 6 of Csorgs (&), o € (1,2) also implies [~ || |dGy]_(z)| <

oo, since G4 | is a linear combination of the continuously differentiable functions G,(fp] Z,,
k (k+1

k.j € {0,1,2,---}, y € (¢1], and [ |o| GG (2)] = [72, [@l|GESS (@) de < oo

Consequently,

/ mwmww—%imms/|ﬂﬂwm+/|ﬂM%mw<w.

o —00 —00

By Lemma [61] the function H,7 (v) := x(FP(r) — Gy (), = € R, is of bounded
variation on R with Fourier—Stieltjes transform

/ > i » AP — g7 1))

WYL (0 = [ eTAHIE, (@) = 16 - gl () - i

[e.e]

21



for t € R with t # 0. Now we apply Lemma for T = g,,n"* with &,, >0 from
Lemmas and [4.7, and we obtain

Aae = sup(l + |z|)
zeR

S, — uitn o
(B

A @,p A @D A a,p A P
S 201 (An,f,l + An,Z,2 + An,f,3) + ClAn,ZA’

where

- capnt/ |fOD () — P (¢

Aa,p — | n ( ) gn,f—l( )‘ dt
n,l,1 |t‘ )

_ ca,pnt/® for(t) — o%P (¢t

Aa,p — | n ( ) gn,f—l( )‘ dt
n,l,2 |t‘2 )

0

. Ea pn foz,p P t
AP ::/ gn,Z—l)( ) dat.
. 0 |t‘ dt
N MOP dG?  (z)
oa,p n,t A7 nl—1
AV, = T with M7 ilég (1+|z|) ‘7dx

By Lemmas 4 and 6 of Csorgé (8), sup,ey Mﬁ‘f < oo, and hence Az’& =0 ( —=) for all
fixed ¢ € N. By (4.19), we have Aa’“ = O (zz27=). By [@I2) and Lemmas B2 A5 and

4.6 we obtain . ap||a
Rew < e IREY ()] N =0 1
n,t,2 — /0 |t|2 o nt@-a)/a | °

The aim of the following discussion is to find an appropriate estimate for

dt
[t| < eapnt/®.  Using formula ([EIZ), first we calculate the derivatives of the ingredients of

‘d<f3*’—gz;5,1)<t> ¢

for — gz:é’_l. The function ysr s differentiable and

dya,P(t) 0 it,r.k/a ip,y(a—l)/a
S = —— 1| —— telR 6.1
since « € (1,2) implies absolute convergence of this series. Differentiability of yS* implies
that for each m € N, the function z§?7 , introduced in (486), hence, for each m > 2, the
function Rn tm» given in ([@T), and hence for each k € N, the function R}?,, defined in
(A1), is differentiable on the whole R. For each k > 2, the function RV, given in (2.3),

is differentiable and

ARy (1) > it b2 (it) 1p7(a L)/
o, LENTS e . n m(a—1)/a
T = Z exp 1/a j;o o %/a p r , (6.2)

= log ] Tm/a’}/n ]I rim/a

for t € R, since «a € (1, 2) implies absolute convergence of this series. Differentiability of
ok, meN, and RV, k>2, imply that for each m > 2, the function Rngm, given in

n,m?

22



(#.10), is differentiable on the whole R. Recalling formula (2.2), we obtain differentiability of
the function z”, and

n

deg?(t) _ dysr(t) ap, (a—1)/ AR5 (1)
— n a— (0% 1ty t R. .
i 1 +ipy"n + —g € (6.3)

For each k € N, the function Ry%,, defined in (fT), is differentiable for [t| < C5"n'/* and
AR 5.(t) _ dagr(t) i (=137 (@)

dt o de nj

: It| < CSP /e, (6.4)

j=k—1

since by Lemma 3, « € (1,2) implies absolute convergence of this series for [t| < Cy? nl/e,
For each k € N, the function R%,, given in (44, is differentiable for [t| < C3"" n'/® and

dt - dt + dt n,2,k—1( )7 ( : )
for [t| < C5Pn/*. Differentiability of Ry7,, k > 2, RYY . meN, and RS, keN,

imply that for each m > 2, the function R}f,, given in (£9), and hence for each k € N,
the function R;%,  introduced in (X)), is differentiable for |¢| < C5"n'/*. Consequently by

({12), we conclude
A — &)l o (VEnne®) | ARE(0) AR
dt dt dt dt

dya',;p(t> 167 (07 (6%
+ B () — g, (1), It < G5
A2 —g 7 )(t)

5 , we need the following lemmas.

In order to estimate ’

Lemma 6.2. For arbitrary o € (1,2) and p € (0,1), there exists Cy* > 0 such that,
uniformly in ~y € (g, 1],

dy®P(t dy>P(t
T (yT“) < —crr e, ’ y’;ﬂ“’ <CoTpRl teR

Proof. These estimates can be derived in the same way as the inequality (4) in the proof of
Lemma 3 of Csorgé (4) and the second statement of Lemma 3 in Csérgé (8), using (61). O

The following lemmas can be proved as Lemmas [£.3] 1.4 4.5 and 7] respectively.

Lemma 6.3. For arbitrary k > 2, a € (1,2) and p € (0,1), there evists Cyy >0 such
that for all n € N,

b e LER

Further, for arbitrary o € (1,2) and p € (0,1), there exists C5* > 0 such that for all
n€N and |t| < C5Pnl/e,

‘dRz:ik(t)‘ Cap |t|k !

dap? ()
dt

) S C?vp n(a—l)/a.
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Lemma 6.4. For arbitrary k > 2, a € (1,2) and p € (0,1), there evists Cgy >0 such
that for all n € N and |t| < C$Pnl/e,

dRzzg,k(t) a,p |t|k_1
dt 6k -/

Lemma 6.5. For arbitrary ¢ € N, a € (1,2) and p € (0,1), there evists C;) >0 such
that for all n € N and |t| < CgP nl/e,

‘ ARy ,(t) ‘ ‘ dRry7 (1)

7.0 nt2—a)/a

- C“MD|t|1+(f—1)(2—a) + |t|2Z—1
dt dt -

Lemma 6.6. For arbitrary ( € N, a € (1,2) and p € (0,1), there exists Cgy >0 such
that for all n € N and |t| < e,,n'/?,

‘ ARy ,(t) '

. |t|2Z—1 eC{“’ [t|«/2

<Cy

dt 8,0 nt2-a)/a

Lemma 6.7. For arbitrary ( € N, a € (0,1)U(1,2) and p € (0,1), there exist Cg} >0
such that for all n € N and |t| < e,,n'/®,

A" —g,7_1)(t)
dt

p|t|1+(2 1)(2—a) —|—|t|2£ 1+a

a —CP|t|>/2
< Cge nt2-a)/a ' ’

By Lemma [6.7 and the inequality (£I8]), we obtain Aa’p 13 =0 (W) Consequently,

we conclude A%’ =0 ( e ~ L), which implies the first statement.

The reduction of the order O( 1/a) to 0( f/a) when ¢ €{2,3,...}, a € (1,2—1) and

‘
r'/® ¢ N is based again on Lemma A8 By this lemma, there exists a sequence AP — oo

such that o
n’ fa n
/ Mds:o<e_ﬁ/z) as n — 0o.
s
€

a,p

~ AN nt/e for(t A f n
e[S O [ st
} € 1/ t Ea,p S

a,pT

)‘Zfl f n—1 1
</ Mdm(e—m@:o(y) as - o0,
Ea S n :

P

Then

and similarly,

)\avp nl/a
_ for(t 1
L3 I:/ £, 2()|dt:0<n_1/°‘e‘v”‘l/2> :0( - ),
’ €a,pn1/a t n /Oc

as n — oo. By (21,
dfgr(t) _
dt

RO/ (£ (/nY/)) " B (/) eI e el go(y) - (6.6)
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It is easy to check that fc’y,p(t) =1E(Xe"Y) forall teR, thus |f, ()] < pf™” forall teR,

hence
A nt
~ n—1 1 dfap( ) 3 3 - 1
ap . _ (a=1)/a —/m=1/2) _
I3 .—/6 t‘ T )dt—o(n e >_O(n1/a>’

Oé’pnl/a

as n — 0o0. By Lemma Gl now with 7 = A3, nl/e

3 AP
A Q5P E : a,p Fa,p Wi
An,@ < 2¢; (Anéj Iﬂyj) + 201[ Y + Clm as n — oo,
J=1

where, by the first inequality of Lemma [A.2] formula (6.1]), and the statement (420,

. = o o 1 [dg®
fopoe [T (BEAOL L1 ELON
, o/ t 2 t| dt

1 a,p a ]_
-0 <n£—2—g e C1 (ea,p) n) =0 ( 1/a) ) as n — 0.
n

7 Uniform and nonuniform bounds in asymptotic expan-
sions in local merging theorems in the lattice case
Theorem 7.1. For { € N and r'/* € N,

0 (), if 0<a<l,
nt/e o § — c>P oe m]2¢ ,
. P{Snzs}—(Gn,’?_l)'< ~a )‘: O (ter) if a=1,

r
0 (ne(Q}a)/a) ,if T<a<?2.

sup
serl/aN

In case ¢ =1 Theorem [[.1]implies for all 0 < o < 2 the local merging theorem

. [l s — P
lim Lnl/ P{S _S} Gap%( nl/a )} =0

n—oo

for all s € r¥/eN.

Theorem 7.2. For (€N, a € (1,2) and r'/® €N,

|s — p$Pn|\ [ nt/e o[ s— uitn
sup <1+ 1/2 P{S =s}— (Gy _1) 7711/11

serl/aN
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8 Proof Theorems [7.1] and

First we prove Theorem [71l Fix £ € N and o € (0,2) such that r'/* € N. We have
FOP(t) = E (M5 /ml®y = N gttt prg, = ),

uerl/aN
for all ¢t € R, hence for every s € r'/°N,
7I.nl/oz/?,,l/oz
/ R A OL
_Wnl/a/,,.l/a "
7.‘.nl/a/,,.l/a l/a
; a 2
— 3PS, —u) e g = T ps, = ).
_ﬂ-nl/a/rl/a T /O!

(In fact, this is the inversion formula for probabilities.) By Lemma 4 in Csorgé (8),

@ ! 1 - —itx o
( n,’g—l) (z) = g/ et gn:f_l(t) dt, r e R.

—0o0

Thus we have

Dy == sup

|
P «,p a,p
< = (Dn,é,l + Jn + Jn,Z) ’
serl/aN @

nt/e ap [ S— P
rlja P{Sn = S} - ( n,Z—l) ( nl/e )

where

1/a

Ea,pn
Db, = / £20(t) — g (1) dt,

7.‘.nl/a/,,.l/a
= | g2 (1) dt,
IS5

ap nl/a

e R CIL
3

a,p nl/a

with €,, >0 from Lemma
First consider the case a € (0,1) U (1,2). Then by Lemma [4.7],

1 1
a,p
D=0 <W + W) :

1/a /1]
Jon wnt/%/r ; ¢
n o,p 1/
Ea’pnl/a n

nt/e " 1 1
ST (s ) =0 (4t )

telea,p, m/r1/]

Moreover,

1/

n /7
dt = nl/e / £, ()" dt
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since
sup £ p(t)] < 1. (8.1)

t€lea,p, /T

(This follows from the fact that the gain X in one game takes values also in the lattice 7/%Z,
the maximal span of a lattice L with P{X € L} =1 is r/® hence sup,.;|E(*)| <1
for all compact set H C R with A N = /QZ (), see, e.g., Bhattacharya and Ranga Rao (1,
21).)

By Lemma [4.2]

o 1 1
a,p =2 —C{"Peap)®n) N
Jn,f =0 (n e 1 Casp ) =0 <’)’Lé + n£(2_a)/a) )

and we obtain the statement for « € (0,1) U (1,2).

1p
In case o =1, in order to estimate D,%,, we need an analogue of Lemma [£.7]

Lemma 8.1. For arbitrary { € N and p e (0,1), there exist C;f >0 and €1, >0, such
that for all n € N and [t| <e1pn

[£27(1) — g% ()] < Cé’pLHnt s (1 +log ?ﬁ)ﬂ e C17H2,
Proof. Tt can be derived in a similar way as Lemma @7l First recall that there exists C}” > 0
such that, uniformly in ~ € (¢,1], we have [y}P(t)| < C1P(1 +1log, [t|)|t| forall ¢t € R, see
Csorgé (8, Lemma 3). There exists Cll’p > 0 such that, uniformly in v € (g, 1], we have
Re(ylr(t)) < —C}P|t| forall t € R, see inequality (4) in the proof of Lemma 3 of Csorgé (4).
Next one can show, as in Lemma 3] that there exist 021,p > 0 and C';’p > (0 such that for
all neN and |t| < CyPn,

2P (t)] 1 1 1 2n
4 <= P < CPlt| (141
n = 27 |xn ( )| — Y3 | ‘ + og, 17 |t‘

The expression for f17(¢) if |t| < CyPn has the same form as in case o € (0,1)U (1,2) by
replacing o« by 1 and ,u}’p by pr log, n, hence

~1 ,uj’p (1t)‘]
Ty (t) == yﬁ{’p(t) + itpr log, n + Z T

Lemma [4.4] is valid for o« =1 as well. As in Lemma [4.5] there exists 0217’5 > 0 such that for
all neN and |t| < CyPn,

7 |t|f+1_|_|t|2£ 2n 20
‘ n5€()|+|Rn7é()|<C21pT 1+ log |t| )
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As in Lemma G, there exist C)7
[t <epn

>0 and &, € (0,C5"] such that for all n € N and

20
1,p Lp‘ |2€ 2n chP|t|/2
|Rn,2£( )|<C4Z n 1+1 |t‘ et ;

and we obtain the statement of the lemma. O

Now by Lemma B1], we obtain Di’f’g =0 (“‘ﬁ#) Clearly, J'? = 0O (Uoggif]ﬂ) can be

proved as in case a € (0,1)U(1,2). Consequently, J:L:f =0 <[1°g;75"}%), and we conclude the

statement of Theorem [.1l for « = 1.

In order to prove Theorem [.2] first we recall that « € (1,2) implies E(X) < oo, and

hence E sn;f/i’f’n < 00, and the characteristic function £7 of S";fji’pn is differentiable and
df7?7p(t) l(u — lu’(l)hpn) it(u—pPn)/nt/e
u€rl/eN
Consequently, for every s € r'/*N,
ﬂnl/a/rl/a a,
/ e—it(s—u‘f’pn)/nl/a dfn p(t) dt
_ﬂ.nl/a/rl/a dt
. o ap 7.‘.,nl/oz/,r.l/oz .
= Z W P{S, = u} elt(u—s)/nl/ dt
werl/aN n _Wnl/a/rl/a
_i(s = piPn) 2mnt/e B
- —a a P{S, = s}.
By Lemmas 4 and 6 in Csorgé (8), a € (1,2) implies
) o / 1 [ . dgffjf_l(t)
i (Gyy_y) (z) = %/_Ooe ¢ (T dt, xr eR.
Thus we have
a,p
ap . s — pi"n|n ap \/[S— MM
Dné = sesrlf_/I‘)lN a o P{S =s}—( n,Z—l) ( l/a ) ‘

1/~ ~ -
< (Dypy+Jer + Jot).
7r basl b
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where

dfgr(t)  dgi i (t)

N ) €a,pn1/a

DY = dt,
mbl /0 dt dt ‘
o . /’m”“/f”“ degr ()|
" o 5a,pn1/a dt ’

dg355_1 (t)
dt

5 [e's)
JCMU —
nt L
Ea,pnlt/e

By Lemma and inequality (IS, 525 =0 (W) Using (6.6) and the inequalities
BI) and |f,,(t)] < p”, t € R, weobtain J3? = O (=gtam). By Lemma B2, J7 =
O (m), and by Theorem [Z.I], we conclude the statement of Theorem

.
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