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1 Introduction

The concept of regular variation plays an important roléhmdgtudy of heavy-tailed
phenomena, which appear in diverse contexts such as fihaiskiananagement,
telecommunications, and meteorology, to name a few. Toadilly, regular varia-
tion has been defined and studied for univariate functiodsamdom variables iR,
see for instande Bingham et al (1987) and Resnick (1987)tentkferences therein.
Later on, it has been extended to random vectors and stmp&esse@ck
11986 Mmmmm.mmmwzoom study the
polar decomposition of a regular varying time series|and bl Lindskog[(2006),
by introducing theVip-convergence, build a framework to define regular varidion
measures on metric spaces endowed with scalar multigita@ombining results
and methods in these two papers, Meinguet and Segers| (28d@d)i@ a detailed
study of regularly varying time series in Banach spaces. &uris to extend and
generalize results in the latter concerning two aspectsilae variation of the time
series when seen as a single random element in a sequeneeasyhihe polar de-
composition in star-shaped metric spaces.

Let X = (X )iz be a discrete-time stochastic process taking values inra sta
shaped metric spa&i.e., a complete, separable metric space equipped withlarsc
multiplication (see Sectidd 2). Regular variation of ramdelements in such spaces
has been introducedlin Hult and Lindskbg (2006), generaittieory in Kuelbs and Mandrekar
(1974) and Mandrekar and Zinn (1980) for regular variatiotilbert and Banach
spaces, respectively; see also Ginélet al (1990) and deatahlnin (20011) for regu-
lar variation of random continuous functions. Regularation of a time serieX can
be defined via its finite-dimensional distributions, that}_m, ..., Xn) is regularly
varying as a random element®™* for eachme Z, = {0,1,2,...}. Alternatively,
X can be required to be regularly varying as a random elemehelaequence space
&, In|Samorodnitsky and Owada (2012), it is shown that, undiéd oonditions,
these two ways of defining regular variation of a real-valsexthastic process are
equivalent. As one of the paper’s aims, the equivalenceawsltior X taking values
in a general metric space.

The polar decomposition of stationary regularly varyimgeiseries in Euclidean
spaces is introduced @2009) and geedria Banach spaces
by/Meinguet and Segers (2010). lizbe a Banach space equipped with a ndjrrih.
Regular variation of 8-valued stationary time serié$ is equivalent to the existence
of the limit in distribution of

<||X0H/u, (xt/HXOH)teZ) conditionally on||Xp|| > uasu — oo,

where the limit of||Xo||/u given || Xo|| > u is assumed to be non-degenerate. This
leads to a natural decomposition of the limit process intependent modular and
angular components. The modular component, the limit itridigion of ||Xol|/u
given || Xo|| > u asu — o, is fully determined by the index of regular variation,
a, of the random variablgX||, while the angular component, the limit in distri-
bution of (X /|| Xol| )tez given||Xo|| > u, captures all aspects of extremal dependence.
The angular component is callegectral tail process. Stationarity ofX induces a
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transformation formula for the spectral tail process urtiee shifts. The spectral
tail process provides a single apparatus to describe a langety of objects de-
scribing extremal dependence: the extremal index (Le#elhd983), the cluster in-

l%%s&hjmmmmwl@ the extremogfam iDavd Mikosch, 2009;
112013), limits of sums or maxinia (Basrak et al.22(Meinguét| 2012),
and Markov tail chains (Janssen and Segers,|2014; Dree2e14).

A general metric space may not possess a norm. However gnatit/e function
possessing some key properties of a norm, nameetlilus, might still exist. If this is
the case, then the above polar decomposition still goesigiimaand the time-change
formula for the spectral tail process is shown to be preskrve

The structure of the paper is as follows. The conditions emtktric space and the
definition of a modulus function are introduced in Secfibin2Sectior 8, the polar
decomposition of a regularly varying random element in arimspace is studied.
Regular variation of a time series seen as a random elememis@guence space
is investigated in Sectioln 4. Results on the spectral tait@ss and on the time-
change formula are given in Sectidis 5 ahd 6, respectivebti® T provides some
brief discussion in connection to hidden regular variagon AppendiXA contains
auxiliary results on convergence of measures.

2 Star-shaped metric spaces

Let (S, d) be a complete, separable metric space anddet8be a point inScalled

‘origin’. (To avoid trivialities, assume th&is not equal tof Os}.) To define regular
variation of measures on the metric sp&gelult and Lindskog (2006) assume tigat
is equipped with a scalar multiplication. The following igoamal definition of such a
multiplication. In the cited paper, conditions (i) and @ie not mentioned explicitly.

Definition 2.1 A scalar multiplication on Sis a map[0,0) x S— S: (A,X) — AX
satisfying the following properties:

(i) A1(A2x) = (A1Ag)xfor all A1, Az € [0,) andx € S;
(i) Ix=xforxe S
(iii) the map is continuous with respect to the product toggt
(iv) if xe S5 =S\{0s} and if 0< A1 < Az, thend(A1x,0s) < d(A2x,0s).

Let x € §. For anyA € [0,), we haveA (0x) = (A0)x = Ox by (i) in Defini-
tion 2. 1t follows thatd(A1(0x),0s) = d(0x,0s) = d(A2(0x),0s) for all A1,As €
[0,0). By (iv), it can therefore not be true thax @ &. We find that & = Os for alll
x € S. In addition, we necessarily haves = Og for all A € [0,); indeed, by the
property just established, we ha¥8s= A (00s) = (A0)0s = 00s = Os.

We think of Sas ‘star-shaped’ with rays emanating from the origin. Alggively,
think of Sas a kind of cone. We will sometimes writgA := A ~1x for A > 0 and
xe S

The distance functior — d(x,0s) need not be homogeneous. This will be im-
portantin Sectiohl4, where we will consider metrics on segaespaces inducing the
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product topology. To decompose a pointSpin a ‘modular’ component and an ‘an-
gular’ component, a modulus function needs to be presem fdllowing definition
captures the properties needed on such a function.

Definition 2.2 A function p : S— [0,) is amodulus if it satisfies the following
properties:

(i) piscontinuous;
(i) pis homogeneoug(Ax) =A p(x) for A € [0,00) andx € S,
(iii) for every e > 0, we have infp(x) : d(x,0s) > €} > 0.

SinceAOs = Os for all A € [0,0), homogeneity impliep(0s) = 0. The third
condition on the modulug will be needed to ensure that every subsefpivhich is
bounded away from the origin is included in a set of the f¢xmp(x) > 6} for some
0 > 0. In particularp(x) > 0 for x # Os. Thereforex = Og if and only if p(x) =
Furthermore, the third condition implies that there exissipve scalargz )~ such
that lim oz = 0 and{x: p(x) < r} C {x:d(x,0s) < z} for everyr > 0. Since
p(0s) = 0 and sincep is continuous, the collection of sefg: p(x) <r}, forr > 0,
therefore forms an open neighbourhood base §ar 8.

We think of p(x) as the ‘modulus’ ok. We further define the ‘angle’ ofe § as
0(x) = p(x)~Ix. Note thatp(8(x)) = 1, that is,8(x) € {6 € S: p(8) =1} =: [, the
‘unit sphere’ ofS. Clearly,x = p(x) 8(x) for x € S. The map

T:S—(0,00) xO:x—T(X) = (p(x),0(X))
is the polar decomposition.

Example 2.1 In case the functiox — d(x,0s) is itself homogeneous, it is a mod-
ulus as in Definitio_2]2. This is the case, for instance§ i§ a Banach space and
the distance is the one induced by the norm, which brings ok tzathe set-up in
IMeinguet and Segers (2010). Another example is the SkorspactD = D([0,1], RY)
of cadlag functiong0, 1] — RY equipped with the;-metric: in that case, the zero el-
ement @ is the zero function, and the Skorohod distancexefD to Op is given
by d(x,0p) = sup.q 11 IX(t)||. Regular variation oD-valued random elements was
considered in Hult and Lindskog (2005).

Example 2.2 Assume that, for af > 0, there exist® > 0 such tha{x: d(&x,0s) <
1} C {x:d(x,0s) < €}. Then it can be shown that the map S— [0, ») defined by

Q) — inf{A € (0,00) :d(A~1x,0s) <1} if x# Os,
PXI=10 if x = Os.

is a modulus as in Definition 2.2. Intuitively, the condition the metricd is that
scalar multiplication increases distances to the origia imiform way.

Example2.3 Let D be a nonempty compact subset of some Euclidean space and
let S= USC; (D) be the space of upper semicontinuous function® — [0, ).
Each such functiom is identified with itshypograph, i.e., the set hypp= {(a,s) €
RxD:a < x(s)}, aclosed subset & x D. The hypo-topology on USC. (D) is
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the one induced by the Fell hit-and-miss topology on the spdclosed subsets of
R x D; see_Molchandvi (2005, Section 5.3) for the dual theory ofcepivergence
of lower semicontinuous functions. The mafx) = supp X(s), for x € USC, (D),
then defines a modulus on USM).

If Sis locally compact, then condition (iii) in Definitidn 2.2 yde relaxed to
the seemingly weaker assumption tpék) > 0 for all x # Os. In general, however,
the latter condition does not imply (iii); see Examplel 2.4eSlso Sectiopnl 7 for a
discussion on condition (iii).

Example 2.4 LetH be a separable, infinite-dimensional Hilbert space, theiotet-
ing the one induced by the scalar product. &gk, . .. be an orthonormal basis I,
and definep(x) = (3;>1Ai|(x.&)|?)Y/2, where(A))i>1 is a positive scalar sequence
such that\; — 0 asi — . Thenp satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) in Definitidn 2.2,
andp(x) > 0 as soon az # Oy. Still, condition (iii) in Definition[2.2 is not satisfied,
sincep(g) — 0 asi — o while d(g,0y) = 1 for everyi > 1.

3 Regular variation and the polar decomposition

Let (S,d) be a complete, separable metric space equipped with am@gg Sand a
scalar multiplication (Definitioh 211). Le®(S) denote the Bored-field onSand let
Mo(S) be the space of Borel measures®n= S\ {Os} that are bounded on comple-
ments on neighbourhoods of the origin. &t denote the collection of bounded and
continuous function$ : S — R for which there exists > 0 such thatf vanishes on
Bor = {x€ S:d(x,0s) < r}. The convergence of measungs— U in Mo(S) holds
as said in_Hult and Lindskog (2006) if and onlyfiff du, — [ fdu for all f € 4.
Versions of the Portmanteau and continuous mapping theofenvp-convergence
are stated as Theorems 2.4 and 2.5, respectively, in Hult magkog (20086).

Fort € R, let %Z; denote the class of regularly varying functions at infinitighw
indext, i.e., positive, measurable functiogslefined in a neighbourhood of infinity
such that lim . g(Au)/g(u) = AT for everyA € (0, c0).

Definition 3.1 (Hult and Lindskog (2006)) A random elemenX in Sis regularly

varying with indexa € (0, ) if and only if there exists a functio € #Z_, and a
nonzero measurg € Mo(S) such that

\%Pr{u*Xe-]au(-), u— oo,

The measurg: must be homogeneoug(A -) = A~ u(-) for everyA € (0,)
(Hult and LindstU, 2006, Theorem 3.1).

Let p be a modulus o (Definition[2.2). Our aim is now to extend to the present
set-up the familiar decomposition of a regularly varyingdam vector into a regu-
larly varying ‘modulus’ and an asymptotically independ@migle’. First, we need a
preliminary result linking the auxiliary functiov to the tail functioru— Prip(X) >
ul.
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Lemma 3.1 Let X be a regularly varying random element in S with index o and
limit measure . If p isa moduluson S, then u({xe€ S: p(x) = A}) =0 for every
A € (0,0) and

. 1
u'ﬁl,v(u) Prip(X) > u] = pu({xe S: p(x) > 1}) € (0,0).

Proof We have{x: p(x) =A} ={Ax: p(x) =1} for A € (0,). The sef{x: p(x) =
A} is closed due to the continuity @fand does not contain the origin. Herneé{x :
p(X)=A})=A"%u({x: p(x) =1}) must be finite. Since the sefg: p(x) = A} are
disjoint for differentA, we conclude thati({x: p(x) =A}) =0forall A € (0,).

The set{x: p(x) = 1} is the boundary of the open set{of: p(x) > 1}. The latter
is thus gu-continuity set, and its closuréx: p(x) > 1}, does not contain the origin,
so thatp ({x: p(x) > 1}) < . We obtain

1

o Prip(X) > u] = Prp(u™1X) > 1]

1
V(u)
= H({x:p(x¥) >1}) =p({x:p(x) >1}), U
The latter quantity must be nonzero: indegds nonzero and we hav® = Uy-1{X:
p(x) >k Tandu({x: p(x) >k }) = p(k H{x:p(x) > 1}) =k p({x: p(x) > 1}).

Let the arrow~~ denote convergence in distribution, and (Y | A) denote
the law of a random objedf conditionally on an everA. Fora > 0, let Paretta )
denote the probability distribution of a random varia¥lsuch that Ry >y) =y ¢
fory € [1,). RecallT(x) = (p(x), 8(x)) with 8(x) = p(x)~x for x € S and recall
0 = {xe S: p(x) = 1}. Let® signify product measure and Ieg denote the indicator
function of a seB.

Proposition 3.1 Let X be a random element in Sand let a € (0, ). Assume that a
modulus p : S— [0, ) exists. The following properties are equivalent:

(i) Xisregularly varyingwith index a > 0.
(ii) Thefunctionu— Pr{p(X) > u] isin %_ and there exists a probability measure
HonO = {xe S: p(x) = 1} such that

Z(0(X) | p(X) >u)~H, U — oo, (1)
(iii) There exists a probability measure H on O such that
Z(p(X)/u,0(X) | p(X) > u) ~ Pareté¢a) @ H, u— oo, (2)

In that case, we have

1

PO S 4 PiulXe - ]—-u,  u—ow, (3)

where  is determined by
poT Y(dr,dg) = ar 9 1drH(de), (r,8) € (0,00) x 0. (4)
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In terms of integrals, equatiohl(4) means thatfeintegrable functions : S —

R, we have
/ F(x) dp(x / / £(r0)dH(8) ar @ 1dr.
r=0.J6¢e0

Propositio 311 is to be compared with Corollary 4.4 in Likmtg et &l (2014). In

the latter paper, the set excluded from the siBisenot necessarily just a single point
but is allowed to be a closed cone. In contrast, the metridnadl I 4)is
supposed to be homogeneous, as in our Example 2.1, an agsuhgit we avoid
here.

Proof (Proof of Proposition[3.1) We break down the equivalence claim into a number
of implications.

(i) implies (ii) and (iii). Let V andfi be the auxiliary function and the limit mea-
sure in the definition of regular variation &f. By Lemma3.]L, we have fr(X) >
u]/V(u) — fi({x: p(x) > 1}) asu— oo, the limit being finite and nonzero. Hence, the
functionV (u) :=Pr{p(X) > u] is a valid auxiliary function foX too. With this choice,
the limit measure is then just a rescaled version of the ol pf-) = [i(-)/f({x:

p(x) > 1}). In particular,u({x: p(x) > 1}) =
Define a Borel measutd on [ by

H(-) = u({x:p(0) >1,8(x) € -}).

By constructionH () =1, i.e.,H is a probability measure.
Forr € (0,) and Borel set® C [0, we have

HoT H((r,e) x B) = p({x: p(x) > 1, 6(x) € B})
= u(r{x: p(x) > 1, 6(x) € B})
@ pu({x: p(x) > 1, 6(x) € B})
=r"%H(B).
Since the collection of sets of the forfifr,0) x B: r € (0,),B € #(0)} is an-
system generating the Boreltfield on(0,) x O, we find [4).
We prove[(1). FoG C 0 open, we have
Prlu=tX € T71((1,) x G)]
Prip(X) > Ul
> o T 1((1,0) x G) = H(G).

I'umJQf PrO(X) e G| p(X) > u] = Iltrmgf

The inequality on the second line follows from the Portmanteorem foMg con-
vergencel (Hult and Lindskog, 2006, Theorem 2.4): indeeiséil —1((1,) x G) is
open inSand its closure does not contain the origin. The fact thaatiwve display
implies ) follows from the Portmanteau theorem for weakvewgence of probabil-
ity measures on metric spacl|e_)T_1|999, Theordm 2

Further, forA € [1,), we have

Pio(X)/us>A [pX)>u =Y L j-a e 5)
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It follows that.Z(p(X)/u| p(X) > u) ~~ Paretda) asu — oo.

By (@) and [3), it follows that the distribution&’(p(X)/u,8(X) | p(X) > u)
are asymptotically tight as — . It remains to show that there is only a single
accumulation point.

Let B e #(0) be aH-continuity set and lek be the open intervalA;, A2) with
1< A1 < Az < 0. The seff (I x B) ¢ & is bounded away from the origin and is a
continuity set with respect tg. It follows that

Prip(X)/ucl,8(X)eB|p(X)>u = \% Piu~iX e T1(1 xB)]

= o T H(1xB) = (A; = 2; *)H(B) = (Paretda) & H)(I  B)

asu — oo, This fixes the value dof(l x B) for any lawL that can arise as the limit in
distribution of a sequendp(X)/un, 6(X) | p(X) > un] whereu, — c0 asn — . The
collection of such setbx B forms ar-system generating((1,) x ). (Use the
Lindeldf property to write every open subset of the seplaraietric spacél, ) x [
as a countable union of sets of the fotnx B, with B an open ball inC whose
boundary is atd-null set.) It follows that all sequencés(X)/un, 8(X) | p(X) > up]
converge in distribution to the same limit.

(iii) implies (ii). Convergence in distributiof](1) is a consequence of comrerg
in distribution [2) and the continuous mapping theorem. dédoer, forA > 1, we
have Pfo(X) > Au]/Prip(X) > u =Prip(X)/u> A | p(X) >u] = A~ asu — o.
It follows that the functioru — Pr{p(X) > u] belongs to%Z_g.

(i) implies (i). Define a measurg on & by

u(B) = ./:O./G;GD 18(r0)dH(8)ar 9 1dr,  Be B(S),

i.e., U is the push-forward of the product measane ®~dr dH (8) on (0,c0) x [
induced by the maf0,0) x 0 — S : (r,0) —r0.

The measurg is finite on complements of neighbourhoods of the originekd
lete > 0. By assumption, there exisds> 0 such thatl(x,0) > ¢ implies thatp(x) >
0. Therefore{x: d(x,0) > €} C {x: p(x) > &}. The u-measure of the latter set is
equal tod~7?, and thus finite.

We show that[([8) holds. LeéB € %(00) be aH-continuity set, i.e.H(dB) =0,
wheredB denotes the topological boundary®fin 0. Let 0< A < o. PutV(u) =
Prp(X) > u]. By the Portmanteau theorem for weak convergence of prityabea-
sures,

\% Priu~'X € {x: p(x) > A, 8(x) € B}]
_ \Q(?UL)” Po(X) X € B| p(X) > AU

—ATYH(B) = pu({x: p(x) > A, 6(x) € B}), u— oo

Since the limit is continuous iRl and since{x: p(x) > A} C {x:p(X) > A} C
{x:p(x) > (1—¢€)A} for everye € (0,1), we find that the above display remains
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valid if we replace p(x) > A’ by ‘p(x) > A". It follows that, for every open interval
I = (A1,A2) with 0 < A1 < A2 < 0 and for eactH-continuity seB € #(0), we have

\% Priu~'X e {x: p(x) €1, 8(x) € B}

— u({x:p(x) €l, 6(x) € B}), u—o. (6)

LetG C She open and such thag@ G—. The set{(r,0) € (0,0) x I : r0 € G}
is open by continuity of the scalar multiplication map. Feely x € G, there exists
0 < € < p(x) such that the sefo(x) — €,p(x) + &) x {6 €0 :d(6,0(x)) < e}isa
subset of{(r,0) : r@ € G}. By decreasing if needed, we can ensure that the ball
{6e0:d(6,6(x)) < €} is aH-discontinuity set. Le&(x) denote the value of thus
obtained, depending one G.

The setsA(x) = {y € S: |p(y) — p(X)| < £(x), d(8(y), (X)) < €(X)}, for x € G,
are open subsets @f and they cove6 asx ranges ove6. By the Lindelof property,
there exists a countable subcover@®by setsA(x;), say. Finite intersections of the
setsA(x) are of the form{y: p(y) € 1,6(x) € B}, wherel is an open interval of
(0,), bounded away from 0 ard, andB is anH-continuity subset of].

Fix n > 0. Sinceu(G) < o, we can find a finite numbér such thatu(G) <
p(UC 1 AX)) +n. Write py(-) =V (u)~"tPru1X e -]. By (8) and the inclusion-
exclusion formulau, (U 1 A(X)) — (U {A(X)) asu — . But then we have
liminfye tu(G) > U(G) — n. Sincen > 0 was arbitrary, we can conclude that
liminfy e tu(G) > p(G).

Finally, letF C Sbe closed and such thag @ F. Since the complement & is
open, there exists > 0 such thad(x,0s) < € impliesx ¢ F. Further, there exists
0 > 0 such thap(x) < d impliesd(x,0) < €. As a consequencE,C {x: p(x) > 0}.
DefineG = {x: p(x) > 0} \ F. ThenG is open and §¢ G~. From the previous
paragraph, recall liminf,. tu(G) > U(G). Further,uy(G) =V (du)/V (u) — pu(F)
andu(G) =907 — u(F). It follows that limsup,_,, tu(F) < ((F). Conclude by the
Portmanteau Theorem 2.4lin Hult and Linds 006).

4 Regularly varying time series

Recall that(S,d) is a complete, separable metric space equipped with amargi
a scalar multiplication. In this section, no modulus williteeded. For simplicity, let
from now on the origin oSbe denoted simply by 0 rather than by 0

Let S” be the space of all sequendes);z with elements inS. For nonnega-

(X m,...,Xm) € ™1 The setss” andS*™* are endowed with the respective prod-
uct topologies, and these topologies can be metrized by #tdasd., anddy, re-
spectively, where

ol y) = 5 2710 A0eW

1 Al )\ w7yes>oa
< 1+d(x, W)

< i dleW)
Am(z,y) = 2 M0 g gy e ML
m( y) t:Zm 1+d(Xt,Yt) Y
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The metric space”, d.,) and(S°™?,dm) are complete and separable too. The pre-
cise choice of the metrics is not essential, and we could tlamsen equivalent ones,
replacingd (X, yt)/ (14 d(x,y)) by min{d(x, ), 1}, for instance.

Let0 € S” be the zero sequence and®t) = (0,...,0) € ™. These are the
origins of the spaceS” andS"™1, respectively. Scalar multiplication on these spaces
is defined componentwise.

Let X = (X )icz be a discrete-time stochastic process, not necessatilyretay,
taking values inS. There are two ways of defining regular variation Xf. either
by viewing X as a random element & or via its finite-dimensional distributions.
According to the following theorem, these two definitions assentially equivalent.
For integem > 0, write X (M = (X_p,,..., Xm), @ random element i§?™1,

Theorem 4.1 Let (S, d) be a complete, separable metric space equipped with an
origin 0 € Sand a scalar multiplication. Let X = (X;);cz be a stochastic processin
S Leta € (0,0) andV € Z_4. Thefollowing two statements are equivalent:

(a) There exists u(®) € Mo (S®) such that u®) ({z : xo # 0}) > 0 and such that, as

u— oo,
1 ~ . _

Wpr[u IX e ] u™() inMo(S). (7)

I eac nonnegatlvelnteger m, there exlstsanon-zerou S m such that,

b) For each ivei h i (M & Mym such th
asu — oo,

1 - _

Wpr{u X ] u™()inMym (™). (8)

If (X )tez is strictly stationary, the condition () ({z : X9 # 0}) > 0in (a) is equiva-
lent to the condition that u(*) is non-zero.

In case the two equivalent conditions of Theolenh 4.1 holdsayethat the stochas-
tic procesg X )iz, is regularly varying.

Proof (Proof of Theorem[4.I) Regarding the last statement(¥; )iz is strictly sta-
tionary, then the value ofi®) ({z : x # 0}) does not depend dne Z, and since
S\ {0} = Urez{x : % # 0}, we find thatu(®) ({z : xo # 0}) > 0 if and only if u(*)
iS non-zero.

For integen > m> 0, define the projectior@n,: S — ™! andQn m: ™1 —
Pm+l by '

Qm(®) = (Xom, .-, Xm), res,
Qr'L’m(an7 ce ,Xn) = ()(7['1]7 ce ,Xm), (an, e 7Xr‘|) E Sszrl
Let Q! and Q,{%1 denote the usual inverse images, inducing maps from thel Bore

o-field (S°™1) to the Borelo-fields 2(S”) and%(S"+1), respectively. The pro-
jections are continuous and we ha@g(0) = Qnm(0™) = 0(™.
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Further, for scalan > 0 and integem > 0, define the measures
o™ () = iF’V[WlX(m) €],
ui () = —uPr[u*lX €]
For integem > m> 0, we haveQnm(X ™) = Qu(X) = X (M. We obtain
i o Qrt = uf™ o Q= ui™.

(a) implies (b). By assumptionp™ — u(®) asu — o in Mo(S%). Theorem 2.5

in[Hult and Lindskog|(2006) yields

Ulsm) _ U[Soo) o Q;'l N u(m) o Qal = I_j(m)7 asu — o

in My (S?™1). The measurg™ is non-zero, sincg ™ ({z : xg # 0}) = p*) ({z:
Xo #0}) > 0.

(b) implies (a). Sincev” 0 Q- = v{™ for integern > m > 0, we have, letting
u— o0 and using again Hult and Lindskag (2006, Theorem 2.5),

uWoQh=pum. €)

This self-consistency property of the measyné® suggests the use of the Daniell—
Kolmogorov extension theorem to construct a Borel meagiffé on S%\ {0} such
that u* o Q;;t = u™. Care is needed, however, since the measuf®s are fi-
nite only on complements of neighbourhood®6? in Y™ 1. Moreover, the spaces
™1\ (0™} are not product spaces. A more delicate construction isetwer
needed to obtaip(®), starting from a decreasing sequence of neighborhoodof th
zero sequence in S”. Convergence to the limit measu™ will then be shown
using Theorer All.

Let % (S”) be the class of cylinders &, that is,

20 = | {Qri(A) - Ac B(S™ )}, (10)
m=0

For integerm > 0 and for real > 0, define
Nmr(z) = {y € ™ dm(,y) <1}, x e ™
Forz,y € S” we haveds(z,y) < dm(Qm(z),Qm(y)) +2-™. We obtain
Q' (Nmr(Qm(z))) C{y €S i du(z,y) <r+2"M,  wzeS"

For everye > 0 we can find > 0 and integem > 1 such that +2™ < &. Therefore,
we can write any open subset$f as a countable union of open cylinders: apply the
Lindelof property, using the separability of the metriasp(S”,d.,). The o-field
generated by#; () is thus equal ta#(S”). Clearly, %¢ (S”) is ar-system.
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Fix integerm > 0 and let
Bs(S™) = {Be B(S™): ™ (9B) =0}, (11)

i.e., the collection ofu(™-smooth Borel sets o™, Sinced(ANB) c JAUIB
for all subsetsA andB of a topological spaceZs(S°™ ) is a -system. Moreover,
finiteness ofu(™ on complements of neighbourhoods®P together with separa-
bility of the metric spacéS*™"*,dy,) implies, via the Lindeldf property, that every
open subset d™1 can be covered by a countable collectioruéf) -smooth open
balls. In particular, ther-field generated byss(S°™1) is equal toZ(S™1).

For integem > k > 1, define the subsé™ of ™1 by
(m) — m+-1 . . <
AL {mesz .rkng?ékd(xJ,O)\l/k}.

By homogeneity ofu(™, we haveu™ ({z € ™1 :d(x;,0) = c}) = 0 for all in-
tegerm >0, j € {—m,...,m}, and realc > 0. Thereforeu™ (9A™) = 0 for all
integerm > k > 1. The set®™ 1\ A™ is u(M-smooth and open. By construction,
din(,0M) > 27K/ (14-K) for & € ™1\ A™ while dm(z,0™) < 3/(1+ k) for
xc Af(m). As a consequence of the former inequalit{" (Szml\Af(m)) < o,

For integem > k > 1, write

™ = o A, (12)

If additionallyn > m, we have, sinc@%(A!™) = A", by (@),

woQun=u", n>m>k>1 (13)
LetR, = u® (s2<+1\ A¥) be the common value of the total mass of the measures
ulim) for m> k. Then 0< Ry < oo: positivity follows from the fact that¥) is nonzero
and homogenous; finitess follows becaagg is a neighbourhood @i(¥) in S2+1,
Fix integerk > 1. For integem > k, consider the probability measuragn) =
R1u™ on™1 By (13), we have

PYoQph=R™,  nxmx>k (14)

By (14), the family(Plim))mk is consistent in the senselof Pollard (2002, Chapter 4,

Section 8). Since the metric spa@™"*, dn,) is separable and complete forail> K,

every probability measur@™ is tight (Billingsley, 1990, Theorem 1.3). According
m_(Pollard, 200heorem 53), there

to the Daniell-Kolmogorov extension theore
exists a tight probability measuFéw) on S such that

Pl =R™,  m>k (15)
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Defineulﬁm) = RkPk<°°). Then [I¥) implies

m)

uoQut=p,  m>k (16)

The sets

—k<j<

Af(""){a:eSZ: maxkd(xj,O)ékl}, k>1,

form a decreasing sequence of closed neighbourhoo@s&”. Clearly, Af(w) C
{x: dw(x,0) <3/(1+K)}. ForB C $” such thaD ¢ B, there exist&g > 1 such that
A” B = o forall k> ko.

k

By (12) and[(15b), the measupé‘”) is finite and vanishes ohl((”) = Q;l(Af( )):
) = A ) =0 @
(SR~ (S A <o )
Moreover, we have

U AT =T (AT =7 C), 2k (19)

Indeed, fom > ¢ andB € (™), we have, by[(16),

1 (QnMBNAT) = 1™ (Qn'(BVA™))
=" B\AT) = 1" (B) = 17 (' (B)).

and the cylinders o§” form a r-system generating?(S”); apply Theorem 3.3 in
(195) to arive a((19).
According to [19), the measurqeém) are successive extensions of one another,

each measure being supported $n\ A‘(<°°), a sequence of subsets $f which is

growing toS” \ {0} ask — . These properties can be used to define a meastite
concentrated 08"\ {0} by

u)(B) = (B\A) + iuﬁ”’((BmA&”b\A&“)), Be A(S).
k=

By properties[(17)[(18) an@ (1L9), we have
O AAD) =T (), k=1 (20)
The measureg™ andu(* are connected through the formula
pu@oQpt=p™  m>o. (21)

Indeed, leB € ("™ 1) be such tha®™ ¢ B~. Then we can find > maxm,1)
such that mag._m__md(x;,0) > 1/¢ for all z € Band thusA\”) N Q;}(B) = @ and
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A;@ NQ, L(B) = @. SinceQ,}(B) = Q, 1(Q, 1(B)), we find, applying successively
equations[{20)[{16)[ A 2) and (9), '

u* (Qrl(B)) = 1™ (Qut(B))
=1 (Q(B))
=1 (Qm(B))
=u™(B),

as required. In particulag®) ({z : xo # 0}) = u(9(S\ {0}) > 0.
To proveMgp-convergence in Theorelm 4.1(a), we apply Thedren A.1. Rewal
u™-smooth Borel sets4s(S°™1) in (). Define the collections ¢ #(S”) by

o = 0 {Qnt(B):Be Bs(S™ 1), 0M ¢ B~ ).
m=0

We show thate/ satisfies conditions (C1) and (C2) of Theofleml]A.1.

(C1) PutN; = Ai(°°) fori € N. We haved,(x,0) < 3/(1+i)+2" for z € Ni. Further,
leti € N and letA = Q,}(B) with B € %s(S™1) and0™ ¢ B~, soAc /.
We need to show thad\ N; € &/ too. Put/ = max(m,i) and note thah =

Q,1(Q 4(B)) andNi = Q, 1(Q; L(A")), whence

A\N =Q,;1(Q; LB)\Q HAM)).

The set on the right-hand side is of the desired f@p’r(C) for some se€C ¢
P5(S 1) such thaD() ¢ C~; indeed, we have for instangg®) (9Q; 1(B)) =
u(Q, 1(9B)) = u™(9B) = 0 by (I3) and the fact th&™ ¢ B~. As a con-
sequenceA\ N € & forAe .

(C2) Recall from the paragraph containifig](10) that evergrogubset of” can
be written as the union of a countable collection of openndgis. Moreover,
recall from the paragraph containiig{11) that every opdissuofS*™* can
be written as a countable collection gf™-smooth open balls, and this for
arbitrary integem > 0. As a consequence, every open sulisef S* such that
0 ¢ G~ can be written as a countable union®tsets.

Finally, by TheoreniZ]1(b) and the Portmanteau theoremt(hd Lindskog,
2006, Theorem 2.4), we have, for evey= Q,X(B) € &/ with B € %s(S™1) and
om ¢B-,

m)(B):“(OO)(A)v U—)007

the final identity following from[(211). Apply TheoremA.1 taoaoclude that thép-
convergence stated in TheorEml4.1(a) holds.
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5 Angular or spectral tail processes

Let X = (X)iez be a strictly stationary, regularly varying discrete-tistechastic
process taking values i According to Theorerh 411, the random varialsleis a
regularly varying random element in the spa&d). With the assumption that a
modulusp : S— [0, ) exists, Proposition 3] 1 describes the joint limit of theceded
modulusp(Xp)/u and the anglé(Xy) = Xo/p(Xo) given thato(Xo) > uasu— . In

the following theorem, we will extend this by considering #ntire self-normalized
processt/p(Xo), t € Z. The theorem generalizes Theorem 2.1 in Basrak and Segers
(2009) and Theorem 3.1 in Meinguet and Seders (2010)4b€8¢) be the space of
functionsS¢\ {(0,...,0)} — R which are bounded and continuous and vanish on the
complement of a neighbourhood of the origi@,...,0), in S. Recall that the arrow

~ signifies weak convergence.

Theorem 5.1 Let X = (X )iz beadtrictly stationary time series taking valuesin a
complete, separable metric space S, endowed with an origin, a scalar multiplication,
and a modulus p. The following properties are equivalent:

(i) X isregularly varyingwithindex a € (0, ).
(i) The function u+— Pr{p(Xo) > u] belongsto #Z_4 and there exists a random ele-
ment (G ez € S such that, asu — o,

Z((%/p(Xo)hez | P(X0) > U) ~ (Gh)rez.- (22)

(iii) Thereexist a Paretda) random variableY and a random element (& )iz € S,
independent of each other, such that, asu — oo,

Z(p(X)/u, (% /p(Xo) ez | P(Xo) > u) ~ (Y, (Gh)tez)- (23)

In this case, the law of (& )iz isthe same across (ii) and (iii), and for every integer
t and every positive integer k,

Elp(&)"] = '!?3 lim Prip(X—t) >rufp(Xo) > u < 1, (24)
1
WPr{(Xl/u,...,Xk/u)e.]_>Vk(.), U oo, (25)

in Mo(S¥), where [ fdyy for f € 6p(S) isgiven by

K oo
. ) — _ s a

.;/0 E{f(o,...,o,zeo,...,zek,)11<1irg?glp(oj) oﬂ d(—z%). (26)
Proof We prove the implications (i}=- (i) = (i) = (i) & (24) & (E5).

(i) implies (ii). Let V, 1) and (™ be the auxiliary function and the limit mea-
sures, respectively, i](7) and (8). Proposition 3.1 andeipeation [(B) imply that
whenm= 0, we have

1

—Prip(Xo) >u = g Q({xeS:p(x) >1}), u— oo,
V(u)
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the limit being finite and nonzero. Hence, the functibfu) := Prip(Xp) > u] is a
valid auxiliary function forX . With this choice, the limit measures are rescaled ver-
sions of the old ones:

P () =) () /a0 Ux: px) > 1)),
p™ ) =aM™ /a9 (x: p(x) > 1}).

For everyA > 0, the homogeneity of the measyré” and the modulup implies
thatu® ({z € S :p(x0) =A}) = A" u)({x € S : p(x) = 1}). The set{x ¢
S”: p(x) = 1} is the boundary of the open sgt € S”: p(xo) > 1}. The latter is
thus au(®)-continuity set, and its closuréz € S” : p(xo) > 1}, does not contain the
origin 0. Similarly, we have that, for every nonnegative integerthe set{z(™ =
(X_m,- .-, %m) € ™1 p(x0) > A)} is au™-continuity set, whose closure does not
contain the origiro(™ .

Let mbe a nonnegative integer and write- 2m+ 1. Put

Om={(6_m,...,0m) € S: p(6p) =1} (27)

and define a probability measure @i, by

Hm(B) = 1™ ({&™ = (X_m,...,xm) € S: p(x0) > 1,2 /p(x0) € B}),

for Borel setsB C O, Letg: Oy — R be bounded and continuous and define
S — R by

FOxm; . Xm) = 9(X-m/P(X0), -, Xm/P(X0)) 1{P (¥0) > 1},

to be interpreted as 0 ¥y = 0. The functionf is bounded and vanishes on the set
{xM e ™1 p(x) < 1}, which is a closed neighbourhood of the origitf” in
Sm+1 Moreover, it is continous everywhere except perhaps gnwhich is au (M-
null set. By Lemm&Al,

E[9(X-m/P(X0),- .-, Xm/P(X0)) | P(Xo0) > U]

1
- m E[f(xfm/p(xo),...,Xmm)(xo))]
f

/ du(m):/ gdHm, U— .
& Om

If (O_m,...,Bn) is arandom element af ,, with distributionHy,, then

_>

Z((Xm/p X)X/ P(X0)) | P(X0) > ) = (O-m....,Om),

asu — . The Daniell-Kolmogorov extension theorém (Pollard, 200georem 53)

yields that there exists a random elem@g)z in S” such that, for every nonneg-

ative integem, the distribution of(@_p, ..., 0n) is Hn. Weak convergence of finite
stretches characterizes weak convergence in the procameSp(van der Vaart and Wellner,
[1996, Theorem 1.4.8), and statement (ii) follows.
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(i) implies (iii). Fix a nonnegative integen. Lety > 1 and letg: 0y — R be
continous and bounded, wiffi, as in [27). We have

E[1{p(X0)/u>y}a(X-m/P(Xo), ..., Xm/P(X0)) | P(Xo) > U]
_ PP > W i o0),.. X (X)) | (%) > W]

~ Prp(Xo) > U]
-y YEg(O_m,...,Om)], U— .

In view of LemmdA.2, asl — oo,

Z((p0X0) /1. X/ PX0), .. Xan/ P X)) | P(Xo) > 1) = (¥,O-im...... O,

whereY is a Paret¢a ) random variable independent@_,, . . ., ©m). Statement (iii)
follows.

(iii) implies (i), (24) and (25). To prove (i), we will show that[{8) holds with
V(u) = Pr[p(Xo) > u]. The latter function belongs t&_, because (jii) implies that
V(uy)/V(u) = Prip(Xo)/u>y | p(Xo) > u] -y 9 asu— oo, for all y > 1. By
Hult and Lindskog 6, Theorem 2.1), equatioh (8) is egjent to the condition
that for everym> 0 and evenyf € %o(S"™1), we have

1 m
JmWE[f(X,m/u,...,m/u)]:/Szmﬂf(x,m,...,xm)du( ).

By stationarity, this limit relation is a consequencelof)(23st replaceX_p, ..., Xn)
by (Xq,...,Xk) with k=2m+ 1.

We start with proving(24). Fix integérnd real > 0. PutV (u) = Prip(Xo) > u].
Statement (iii) implies the independence betw¥emd(&; )io. Writing

X _ po) X

v o)

we have, by stationarity and Fubini’s theorem,

i Prp(X 1) > ru| p(Xo) > U
. V(ru)
=M VW

=r “PirYp(@) > 1] =E {r" /lwll{ryp(@r) >1}d(=y™)

Prip(X%) > ulp(X) > ru]

—E [ JREACSE 1}d<—z“>} _ Emin{p(@).r 1}

By monotone convergence, we havémin{p(&),r1}9] — E[p(&)?] asr | 0,
whencel(24).

Fix f € %(S). There existgo > 0 such thatf vanishes on the sete € S:
max<i<kP(Xi) < ro}. Indeed,f vanishes on a neighbourhood of the origh. .., 0)
in S¢ and sets of the stated form constitute a neighbourhood bésigs origin, by
Definition[2.2(iii) and by definition of the product topolagy
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Fixr € (0,rp). Form a partition of max <<k 0 (X) > ur} according to the small-
est index such thap(X;) > ur. By stationarity, we find

\%E[f(xl/u,...,xk/u)]
1

= WE {f(xl/u,...,xk/u)ll<1n<1ifi>§p(xa/u) > r)]

X!x

<

1

=V 2 E [f(Xl/u,...,Xk/u)ll <p(Xc) >ur > Knquxlp(xj))]
VI

= V(U iiE [f(xl/u,...,xk/u)]l(Kr?gxlp(xj) < ur)‘p(xi) > ur]
k

SR E[f(xli/u,-..,xki/uﬂl(l max PX) <Ur>‘P(Xo) >ur}

—i<j<—

Im g B0/ /) (28)

k

=5 [Te[tmver o1, max poey <1)]di-y )

1-i<j<-1
k

iZ/rmE[f(zeli,...,ZOki)ll< max lp(z@j) < r>] d(—z°9),

1-i<js—

where we substitued = ry. The final expression involves an arbitrary scalag
(0,rp) but, in view of the left-hand side df(28), it does not dependte exact value
of r. We show that we can take the limita$ 0, obtaining[(2B). To that end, we apply

dominated convergenceto each téray{1,. ...k} separately. For fixede (0, o), we
have, since is bounded,

1-i<j<-

l,i?JE f(z@li,...,z@ki)]l( max 1p(z@j)<rﬂ

= E[f(O, ...,0,20p,...,26_i)1 (lirgjag)(lp(ej) = O>] .
Next, we need to show that we can integrate this limit aver(0,) according
to the measurel(—z ). Since f is bounded and vanishes on the $etc S¢:
max<i<kP(Xi) < ro}, there existg > 0 such that

|f(x)] <cl < max p(x;) > r0> . xesN\{(0,...,0)}.

1<j<k
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It follows that, for allz€ (0,) and allr € (0,rg),

e[t 00 01 max oy <)

1-igjs-1

K
<c Pr[ max p(z0j_i) > ro] <c z Prip(©;_i) >z ).

1<j<gk

For any integet, we have, by Fubini’'s theorem,

| Prip(@) > 2 trold(-2 ) = 152 Elp(@)] < 1.

the inequality following from[(24). This justifies the use the dominated conver-
gence theorem when passing to the limit 0 on the right-hand side of (28). We
arrive at [Zb) with limit measurey as given in[(26). This completes the proof of

Theoreni 5.1

6 The time-change formula

In general, the spectral proce® )iz, of a stationary regularly varying time series
(% )tez is itself nonstationary. Still, the fact theX; )iz is stationary induces a pecu-
liar structure on the distribution of the spectral procésgarticular, the distribution
of (Gt)iez is determined by the distribution of its restriction to thennegative time
axis, that is, of théorward spectral process (& )icz, , with Z, = {0,1,2,...}. The
same is true for thbackward spectral process (6 )iz, withZ_ = {0,—-1,-2,...}.

Theorem 6.1 Statements(ii) and (iii) in Theorem[E.Tare equivalent to the statements
with Z replaced by Z.. or Z_. In that case,

E[f(@s,...,&0)]=E {f (%,...,p?g;) p(es)“] (29)

for all nonnegative integers s and t and for all integrable functions f : STt - R
with the property that f (6_s,. .., 6) = O whenever 6_s= 0.

By ‘integrable functions’ is meant real-valued, Borel-me&ble functions such
that one of the expectations, and hence the other one, .ekisg9) and in later
formulas in which expressions like(Gs) appear both in the denominator and as a
term in a product, the integrand is to be interpreted as zérenw (Gs) is zero. A
time-change formula for general integrable functionshuaiit the zero-property, is
given in [40) inside the proof of Theordmb.1.

By considering the time-reversed procgs- X_;, equation[(29) can be reversed
in the obvious way. A simple case occurs wHeonly depends on its first component,
thatis, whenf (6_s,...,6) = f(6_s) and f (0) = 0: equation[(2P) then reduces to

E[f(0_s)] = E[f(@0/p(09) p(05)7].  sEL. (30)
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This yields an expression of the distribution®f s in terms of the joint law 019
and@s. In particular, we find

PlO_#£0| =E[p(0s)?], scZ

If the common value in the preceding display is equal to yitgn [30) is valid for
arbitrary integrabld, that is, without the restriction thd{0) = 0.

Proof (Proof of Theorem[6.1) By symmetry, we only need to consider the forward
case/Z. ={0,1,2,...}. Consider the statements (ii) and (iii) in Theorlen 5.1 With
replaced byZ, .

(ii;) The functionu — Pr{p(Xo) > u] belongs toZ_g, and inS*+,

2 (0 /p0ez. [ p(0) > 0) = (@hez ()
(iii 1) In (0,00) x S*+, asu — o,

z<p<xo>/u, (%P (X0 ez, | P(Xo) > u) - (V.G ).

whereY is a Paret¢a ) random variable independent froi@ )iz, .
We have to show that the statements (i)—(iii) in Theorerh Beleguivalent with each
of (ii1) and (iii.). We already know that (i) implies (ii). Trivially, (i) imiges (ii.).
To show that (ii.) implies (iii,.), just sets= 0 in the part of the proof of Theordm®.1
that (ii) implies (iii). Since (iii) implies (i) by Theorer 4, all that remains to be
shown is that (iii.) implies (iii).

The proof of [24) in Theorei 3.1 ensures that if.()iithen for every € Z.,, (24)
holds.

Lemma 6.1 If (iii), then for everyt € Z.,

Z (Xt/p(X0) | P(X0) > U) ~ v, U— o,
where v; is a probability measure on Sgiven for w-integrableg: S— R by

[ 9dv = 9(0) {1~ Elp(%)1} + Elg(®0/p(@1) p(81)°].

Proof (Proof of Lemmal[6.]) Let g: S— R be continuous and bounded. Fix> 0.
We have

E[g(X-t/p(X0)) | p(Xo) > U]

=g(0)Prip(X-1) <ru| p(Xo) > U]
+E{g(X-t/p(X0)) —9(0)} L(p(X-t) <ru) | p(Xo) > U]
+E[g(X-t/p(X0)) L(p(X-t) > ru) | p(Xo) > U]

= Q1+ Q2+ Q3.
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The first termQ; on the right-hand side has been treated1d (24p(Ko) > u and
p(X-t) <ru, thenp(X_t/p(Xo)) = p(X-t)/p(Xo) < r. Recall that there exist positive
scalargz )r-o such thafx: p(x) <r} C {x:d(x,0) <z} and lim oz = 0. Sinceg

is continuous,

Ii?glimSUplel < Ii?w sup [g(x) —9g(0)[ =0.
r

U—00 WOxp(x)<r
For Qs, writing V (u) = Prip(Xo) > u], we have, by stationarity oX,

Q= ElaX/p(X) LX) > 1) [ p(X0) > 1
V) [ Xe/p(%0) Y (0) PO
i = 9t p0w) (2 Foeg 7 2) o>
T ElgOy/p(@) 1YP(@) > 1), U

The last step is justified by (i), which implies the continuity of the law &f and the
independence betwe&hand®;. Moreover, this limit relation holds for every> 0

in a neighborhood of zero. The limit is equal tdgEDy/p (&) min{p(&),r 119,

which, by dominated convergence, tends {g(By/p(&)) p(&;)?] asr | 0. There-
fore, Lemmd®6ll is established.

Fix nonnegative integes andt. If (iii ), then in view of Lemm&®&]1, the con-
verse half of Prohorov’s theoreih (Billingsléy, 1999, Theor5.2) and Tychonoff’s
theorem, there existg > 0 such that the collection of probability measures

L(Xs/p(X0),- - X /p(Xo) | p(Xo) > U),  u>uo, (31)

is tight, that is, for everye > 0 there exists a compact subgtof S*5+1 so that the
probability mass oK, under each of the laws above is at least 4 By the direct
half of Prohorov’s theore99, Theorem)5the collection of prob-
ability measures above islatively compact: for every sequence, — o there exists
a subsequenceay,,, — o for which the laws have a limit in distribution. To prove
convergence in distribution of (B1) as— «, it is then sufficient to show unique-
ness of the possible sequential limits. As probabilityriistions are determined by
their integrals of bounded, Lipschitz continuous funcsigBillingsley, 1999, proof
of Theorem 1.2), it is sufficient to show the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2 If (i), thenfor every nonnegativeinteger sandt and for every bounded,
Lipschitz continuous function f : §+St1 — R, the following limit exists:

lim E[F(X_s/p(X0), .., % /p (%)) | p(Xo) > ul. (32)

U—oo

If moreover f(6_s,...,6)=0assoonas 6_s =0, then the limit is equal to

E[f <p59@0s)""’p?5ss)> p(OS)a} (33)
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Proof (Proof of Lemmal6.2) We fix an integet > 0 and proceed by induction on the
integers> 0. The cass= 0 is already included in (ii) or (iii ). Note thafo(©p) =1
with probability one.

Lets> 1 be an integer and assume the stated convergence holslsefplaced
by s— 1, and all bounded, Lipschitz continuous functions frems- V1 into R. Let
f : S¥51 5 R be bounded and Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz cortstan 0.
Definefy: ST51 - R by

fo(6-s,...,6) = f(6_s,...,6)— f(0,0_511,...,6). (34)
We have

E[f(X-s/p(X0);---,X%/P(X0)) | P(X0) > U]
= E[f(0,X_s11/p(X0); -, %/P(X0)) | p(Xo) > U]
+E[fo(X-s/p(X0); -+ %/P(X0)) | p(X0) > u].

By the induction hypothesis, the following limit alreadyigts:

lim E[F(0,X_s:1/P(X0); -, X/P(X0)) | P(X0) > ul.

U—oo

We will show that

lim E[fo(L i) ‘p(xo) > u]

U= p(Xo)" " p(Xo)
o5 Sa)eer] o

Fix r > 0 and split the integrand on the left-hand side into two patsording to
whetherp(X_s) < ru or p(X_s) > ru. By the triangle inequality, equatioh (35) will
be the consequence of the following three limits:

IimIimsupE[

rl0 u—o

ﬁ(%,...,%) ‘ 1{p(X_s) <ru}

p(Xo) > U} =0, (36)

JmE[f‘)(p)((xZ)""’%) 1{p(X_s) >ru} | p(Xo) > u]
= E[fo(%,...,p@(g;) min{p(@s),rl}"], (37)

Iri?gE{fo< % a+s>min{p(es),r1}"]

P(Gs)" " p(Os)
(25 ) o

We will show equationd (36)_(B7), arld {38).
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First we show[(36). Recall that there exist positive scalars-o such that{x:
p(X) <r}c{x:d(x,0) <z} for everyr > 0 and lim oz = 0. By definition of f
in (34) and the fact that is Lipschitz continuous with some constant- 0, we find
that the expectation on the left-hand side[inl (36) is bourmeldz; . This converges
to zeroas | 0.

Next we showl[(3]7). Le¥ (u) = Pr{p(Xo) > u]. By stationarity of( X iz, regular
variation ofV, and (iii, ), we have

Elfo(X-s/p(X0),- .-, %/Pp(%0)) L(p(X-s) > 1u) | p(Xo) > U]

- \\//((rltl)) E[fo(Xo/p(Xs), - .-, Xers/P(Xs)) L(p(Xs) > ) | p(Xo) > ru]
-a & Gtys -
—r E{fo(p(es)"“’p(@s))]l(wp(@s)>1)]’ U—s 00,

The passage to the limit is justified by (i) the continuity ofY, and the indepen-
dence ofY and (G )iz, . By Fubini's theorem, the expression on the right-hand side
is equal to

- /FWE[fO(%""’p@(g:)) 1{z0(Os) > 1}]d(—2")

_ E{fo(%,...,p@(g:)) /rmll{zp(es) > 1}d(—za)]

= E{f«%, s p(?é:)) min{p(@s),rl}"} .

We arrive at[(3F7).

Finally, the proof of [(3B) is immediate in view of the domiadtconvergence
theorem, the boundednessfofand the integrability op (©s)?, seel(ZH).

We have now proveri (36), (B7) arld [38) and tHus (35). If thetion f is such
thatf(0_s,...,6) =0 as soon af_s =0, thenf = fy and [33) follows. This finishes
the proof of Lemm&®6]2.

By Lemmd6.2 and the tightness argument preceding it, condjii . ) implies
that the limit in distribution

Z(Xos/P(X0),.. . % /P(X0) | p(X0) > ), u— o,

exists for all nonnegative integeandt. By the Daniell-Kolmogorov extension the-
orem (Pollard[ 2002, Chapter 4, Theorem 53), these limitdistributions are the
finite-dimensional’ distributions of a random eleméi® );cz, in the product space
S”. Statement (iii) concerning weak convergencgirthen follows from the conver-
ence in the previous display for alandt together with van der Vaart and Wellner
, Theorem 1.4.8).
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It remains to show equation (29). The weak convergencelesta in the previ-
ous paragraph together with Lemmal6.2 imply that for boundipdchitz continuous
functionsf : §¥5t1 — R vanishing on{(6_s,..., &) € ST5*1: 6_s =0}, we have

E[f(O.s,...,0)] zde[f(psz),...,%) ’p(Xo) >u}

[ (2 S| o

Letg: S*5*! — R be bounded and Lipschitz continuous. Wigl@_s, ...,&) as a
telescoping sum o$+ 1 terms:

g(O-s,...,&t) =9(O_s,...,&) —9(0,0_s1,...,6)
+9(0,0_s41,...,6t) —9(0,0,0_¢,2,...,6)
+9(0,...,0,0_1,...,6) —g(0,...,0,0p,...,6)
+9(0,...,0,0y,...,61).
Take expectations on both sides and apply (39) to thedilises of the right-hand
side of the previous display atreplaced bys,s— 1,...,1, respectively, to obtain

O S S} S
= Hg(p(e"s),---,ﬁ‘@) Q(Oa@,---v%)}m@ﬁﬂ
g

[©) Otys 1 o Otys 1 a
*E[ (0’ p(efl>""vp(5H>) 9<0’0’ p<e§1>""vp(5ﬂ>)}f’(es1) ]

[€) [CEE o [CEE
{g(o,...,o,Tgﬂ,...,p@) —g(o,...,o, p(ell),...,p(él))}p(@l)a]

The equality in the preceding display being true for all baechand Lipschitz con-
tinuous functiong : S*5+1 — R, it must hold whenevay is the indicator function of
a closed seﬁ@ 9, proof of Theorem 1.2) arehtlby a standard argu-
ment, also for all measurable functiofisst! — R that are integrable with respect to
the law of(©_s, ..., &). For such functions that vanish whenever their first argumen
is equal to zero, the formula in the preceding display sifigglito [29) again.

This concludes the proof of Theorém16.1.

7 Discussion

OnS= [0,»)?, the functionp(x,y) = min(x,y) is not a modulus, since condition (jii)

in Definition[2.2 is not satisfied. Similarly, Dombry and Ri&&(2015) consider ‘cost
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functionals’ that satisfy conditions (i) and (ii) but notasssarily (iii) in Defini-
tion[2.2. Without the latter condition, however, regulariation in Scan no longer be
characterized via a polar decomposition as in Propodififins3nce sets of the form
{X: p(x) < r} do no longer form a neighbourhood base of the origin.

Relative to such ‘pseudo-modulbjdden regular variation (@ﬁk@a on
subcones may still occur. The notionM§-convergence then needs to be replaced by
a more general one, involving sets that are bounded awaydoone ‘forbidden set’
which may be larger than a singleton.$r= [0,%)?, one could for instance exclude
the union of the two coordinate axes. Such a concept of regatétion is relevant
for stochastic volatility models, for example, which exhédsymptotic independence
and therefore trivial spectral tail processes in the seifighi® paper|L_D_f;3LisL_e_L|al
[2013{Janssen and Drees, 2016). A complication, howewbgishe index of hidden
regular variation may depend on the time lag (Kulik and S5UR015). A general

treatment for such time series in metric spaces is an integagsearch problem.

A Convergence of measures

We consider a complete, separable metric si&e) and some point @ S. ForAcC S, let A° and A~
denote the interior and closure 8f respectively, and lefA = A~ \ A° be the boundary oA. Recall
Bou = {x € S: d(x,0) < u} for u> 0 as well as the spaddy(S) from Sectior[B. LetMy(2") denote
the set of finite Borel measures on some metric spgicand define convergence of measureMi{2")

by the usual notion of weak convergence, i.e., convergehogeyrals of bounded, continuous functions
from 2 into R. We begin with a variation on Theorem 2.2 in Hult and Lind$k2006).

LemmaA.1 (i) Assume pn — U inMp(S)asn— o andlet f: S — R be bounded, measurable, and
vanish on By, for someu > 0. Let D be the discontinuity set of . If (D) =0, then [ fdun — [ fdu
asn— .

(ii) Ifthereexists a decreasing sequence of positive scalars (ri )iy With ri — 0 asi — oo such that for each
i, there exists a neighbourhood of the origin 0, say N;, such that Nj € Bo; and (- \Nj) = p(- \Nj)
inMp(S\ Ni), then pin — 1 in Mg(S) asn — oo,

Proof (i) Letr € (0,u) be such thap(dBg;) = 0. Let uf]r) and ur(]r) denote the restrictions gi, and
u to S\ By, respectively. By (the proof of) Theorem 2.2[in Hult and [skd§ (2006), we have weak

convergence,uér) — u asn — o« in the spaceMy(S\ B, ). By the continuous mapping theorem for
weak convergence of finite measurgs, f dpn = s g, fdul - Jsgy, Fdu = [, fdu asn— o.

(ii) For any f € %o, there exists € N such thatf vanishes orBg; and consequently oN;. Since
Pn(- \Ni) = (- \Ni) in Mp(S\Ni), we havefg fdun = [gy fdin — fg fdu = [ fdu. Therefore,
Hn — M in Mo(S) asn — oo,

The following lemma is useful for proving convergence intidistion.

Lemma A.2 Let (S d) bea separable metric space. Let (Xn, Yn) and (X,Y) berandomelementsinR x S.
Then (Xn, Yn) ~ (X,Y) if and only if

E[1(% <x)g(Yn)] = E[L(X<X)g(Y)]  (n—e) (41)
for every continuity point x € R of X and every bounded and continuous function g: S— R.

Proof The ‘only if’ part is a special case of the continuous mappingorem. So assumg_{41) holds.
Takingg = 1 yields X, ~ X. Takingx arbitrarily large so that X > ] is arbitrarily small yieldsy, ~~ Y.
As a consequence, the sequefXg Yy) is tight. It remains to show that the joint distribution ©€,Y) is
determined by expectations as in the right-hand §idk (41)Ld&nma 1.4.2 in_van der Vaart and Wellner
(1996), the joint distribution ofX,Y) is determined by expectations of the formf &) g(Y)] with f :

R — R andg: S— R nonnegative, Lipschitz continuous, and bounded. It thdfices to write f as the
limit of an increasing sequence of step functions whose jloogtions are continuity points of.
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The following theorem is similar to Theorems 2.2 and 2 3 ifimRisley (1999) and provides a crite-
rion for convergence iMo(S).

Theorem A.1 Suppose that <7 is a 1-system on S satisfying the following two conditions:

(C1) There exists a decreasing sequence (rj)icy Of positive scalars with rj — 0 asi — oo such that for
each i, there exists a neighbourhood of the point 0, say N;, such that N; C B, and A\ N; € .o/ for
alAc .

(C2) Each open subset G of Swith 0 ¢ G is a countable union of .«7-sets.

If tn(A) — p(A) asn— oo, for all Ain .7, then pn — 1 in Mo(S) asn — o,

Proof Leti € N; by LemmdAll, itis sufficient to show that (- \Ni) — p(- \Ni) in Mp(S\ N;) asn — co.
To do so, we apply the Portmanteau theorem for weak conveegeitfinite measure: /. 1999,
Theorem 2.1). Any open subset®fN; can be written a&\ N; whereG C Sis open and & G~ ; we need
to show that liminf e tn(G\Ni) > (G\ Ni). LetAq,Az,... be a sequence i such thaiG = Uj=1A)-
Write Aji = Aj\N; € /. Since.« is a r-system and by the condition that mew tn(A) = u(A) for
everyA € o/, we find, in view of the inclusion-exclusion formula, M. IJFI(U‘j(:lAj‘i) = IJ(UT:QLAH)
for every integek > 1. Lete > 0. SinceG\ N = Uj1 Aji and sinceu(G\ Ni) < o, we can finck large
enough such thau(G\N,) < p(US_1 Ajj) +&. But u(US_1 Aji) = limn e pin(US_1 Aj i) is bounded by
liminfn_e tn(G\ N), as required.
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paper, pointing out historic references and suggestinpusways to shorten and clarify the paper. In
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