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A BOUND ON THE RATE OF CONVERGENCE
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Abstract

A famous result in renewal theory is the central limit theorem for renewal processes.
Since, in applications, usually only observations from a finite time interval are available,
a bound on the Kolmogorov distance to the normal distribution is desirable. We provide
an explicit non-uniform bound for the renewal central limit theorem based on Stein’s
method and track the explicit values of the constants. For this bound the inter-arrival
time distribution is required to have only a second moment. As an intermediate result of
independent interest we obtain explicit bounds in a non-central Berry—Esseen theorem
under second moment conditions.
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1. Introduction

LetZ,Z;,i=1,2, ..., beindependent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) non-negative ran-
dom variables with positive mean p and finite variance o2, let Tp =0, for n>1 let T), =
Z?:l Z;, and let X; = max{n: T, <t}. Then (X;, t > 0) is a classical renewal process.

Renewal processes are a cornerstone in applied probability and appear in a number of appli-
cations; see, for example, [10] and references therein. Since, in applications, time is finite, a
quantification of the rate of convergence to normal is desirable. Also note that X; only takes on
values in {0, 1, ...}. In [8] it is shown that when y :=E(|Z — u|?) < oo then

1
sup ‘P(Xt <n)—® (M>‘ <4 (Z)3 <£) "
n oA/t o Jt
where @ is the cumulative distribution function (CDF) of the standard normal distribution.
Also in [8], a similar bound is indicated when Z possesses moments of order « for some
2 <a < 3. Under the third moment assumption this bound was generalised to the bivariate
case in [1], which in turn was generalised to a k-variate process in [9]. The result was extended
in [11] to allow for non-identically distributed inter-arrival times Z;, again under third moment
assumptions. In [3, Theorem 17.3], a functional central limit theorem for the renewal process
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is shown. In particular, as t — 0o, X; is asymptotically normally distributed with mean ﬁ and

variance "—2{ Hence, second moments suffice for the normal approximation. Unfortunately, [3]
does not give a bound on the rate of convergence.

Explicit constants in such bounds are the gateway to quantitative applications of the results.
In applications there is not usually an infinite amount of data available, and hence asymptotic
results as the sample size tends to infinity are of limited value in applications, even when the
order of the convergence is given, unless exact bounds are available. An illustration can be
found in [7]. As a second example, in [2] explicit bounds lead to a recommended sequence
length to guarantee that a given confidence level in a statistical test procedure is achieved.

In this paper we provide an explicit bound on the rate of convergence in the case that Z

has only second moments; this bound is of order 2. This bound clearly shows the range
of renewal events n for which the approximation is informative, dependent on the time ¢ as
well as the mean and the variance of the renewal process. As an intermediate result we provide
explicit constants for a non-uniform Berry—Esseen theorem, quantifying [5, Theorem 2.2] (also
[4, Theorem 8.1]). The explicit bound provides a quantitative tool to assess the quantile of
interest based on the interplay between the quantile, the number of summands, the decay of
the second moments of the summands, and the behaviour of truncated third absolute moments
of the summands. Our main tool is Stein’s method.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the notation, we give some
bounds on the tail of the normal distribution, and we provide some background from Stein’s
method. Section 3 gives the main result, with a proof. The proof is based on the approach to
obtain a non-uniform bound from sums of i.i.d. random variables in [4, Chapter 8], while deriv-
ing explicit bounds for the required intermediary results from that chapter. Proofs of auxiliary
results are given in Section 4. For convenience, in the Appendix we re-state results from [4]
which are used in this paper.

2. Notation, tail bounds, and results from Stein’s method

2.1. Notation

Let Z,, n>1, be i.i.d. positive random variables. Let 7o =0 and T, =21 + - - - + Z,,
n > 1. The process X = (X;, t > 0) defined by X; = max {n > 0: T, <t} is the renewal process

of interest.
For a renewal process X; whose inter-arrival times Z; have mean p and variance o2, and
n>1,te{0,1,...,} fixed, we aim to compare
Xi— np —t
P(X, <m) =P ko DY
o‘\/iufi U\/;
to

()

The probability P(X; = 0) = P(Z; > 1) is not of interest for a normal approximation and is not
considered in this paper.
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2.2. Normal tail bounds

The following results will be useful when we develop the bounds. Firstly, for every w > 0,
the standard normal tail bound

1 w? 1 1 w?
——e¢ 2 <P(—w)=1-P(w)<min| =, ——|e 2 2.1
4(1 +w?) = e = (2 w«/27‘(> @D

holds. This is a well-known result, see for example inequality (2.11) and p. 243 in [4]. The
next result assesses the smoothness of the standard normal CDF, as follows.

Lemma 2.1. For £t >0, 0 >0, n>1, and t > 0,

S

2 o :
n—1 (npw — 1)l eV i itr=nu,
I:=|o o (ZETIVE o 243 .
o/n oA/t if t>nu.

— g

16
N
CNVRT T Y2 (t—npu)2 ()

A proof of Lemma 2.1 is given in Section 4.

2.3. Results from Stein’s method

Stein’s method, originating from [12], is a powerful tool to assess distances between distri-
butions. The proof of the statements below can be found in [4, pp. 13-16]. Let W be a random
variable and suppose that the aim is to bound |P(W < z) — ®(z)| for all real z. For fixed z € R,
the unique bounded solution f(w) :=f;(w) of the so-called Stein equation,

F'w) —wfw) =1(w < z2) — ®(2), (2.2)

is given by

V2 o)l — d(z)] ifw <z,
Jf(w) = s (2.3)
V2meV Po)[1 — dw)] ifw >z

With this solution,
P(W <z) — ®(z) =E{f' (W) — Wf(W)} 2.4

and the right-hand side depends only on the distribution of W and can often be bounded
using Taylor expansion. Moreover, for the solution f; of the Stein equation (2.2), wf.(w) is
an increasing function of w, and for all real w,

Il <1, (2.5)

(2.6)

0<fz(w)§min(m 1).

4 )7

3. A non-uniform bound for the renewal central limit theorem

Our main result is Theorem 3.1. As mentioned before, we restrict our attention to the regime
with n > 1.
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Theorem 3.1. (Bound for the renewal central limit theorem under second moment
assumptions.) Let X = (X;, t > 0) be a renewal process whose inter-arrival times Z,, n> 1,
have finite mean € (0, 00) and finite variance o* € (0, 00). Then, for n > 1,

(nu-—ﬂwﬁi)‘

#mgm—¢< i

<1(t<n,u)f + 1(t > nu) 32 i( o + G >
VT in 2V2m i \i2Vi T QR /i
i)

Before we prove this result, here are some remarks.

Remark 1.

t
+ 50990 <1+‘

1. The bound is valid for all n > 1, but for very small 7 it will be large, as it should be, as
the sum of a few random variables is in general not close to a normal distribution.

2. The explicit value of the constant in Theorem 3.1 is large. This is because the calculation
of the constant is not optimized. As a result, the bound is not informative for small values
of n.

3. The bound illustrates the interplay between ¢ and n. For f much larger, or much smaller,
than n,u, the bound is of the order 2. For fixed t, as n — oo the bound approaches

N
Ef«/M

bound deteriorates for ¢ close to the expectation nju.

For t =cnu with ¢ >0, ¢ # 1, the bound is of order n =3 as n— co. The

4. When the inter-arrival times have a finite moment of order « € (2, 3), letting y, =
{E|Z — M|“}$, [8, Theorem 2] gives as a bound

an o <m— (P e () ()

where o is the square root of the variance; C is a universal constant which is not given
explicitly. In contrast, Theorem 3.1 gives an explicit bound. Moreover, our result does
not require the evaluation of fractional moments.

5. The proof of [8, Theorem 2] relies strongly on nifty case-by-case considerations for
the values of n in relation to ¢, with the cases strongly related to the third moment.
While the proof cannot be adapted easily, the proof of Theorem 3.1 also involves careful
case-by-case considerations for the values of # in relation to .

6. Theorem 3.1 does not assume the existence of finite third moments. It holds as long as
the inter-arrival times have finite variance. As an example where Theorem 3.1 applies
but which is out of the range of the results in [8], assume that the inter-arrival times Z; are
discrete with probability mass function proportional to W. Then the inter-arrival

times have second moments but no higher moments.

For the proof of Theorem 3.1, recall that, forn>1, T, = Z?:] Z; has mean nu and vari-
ance no 2, and P(X; < n) = P(T,, > t). Moreover, the standardised T, satisfies the central limit
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theorem. We decompose

(np =0\ ) t—np
P(thn)—cb( o i )_P(T,,zt) {1 Q(Uﬁ)} 3.1)

(7)o (%),

We bound the terms (3.1) and (3.2) separately. For (3.2) we employ the tail bounds for the
normal distribution from Lemma 2.1. If the Z; had third moments, then bounding term (3.1) via
Stein’s method would be straightforward as follows. Letting 7,, = Tg_% be the standardised

version of 7}, and setting fn =T, — f which is independent of Z;, Taylor expansion on
the right-hand side of (2.4) gives that, for some (random) 0 <6 < 1,

7OV T,

Efnfn:E
{f()}Z{f

()2

+ (T—T P OT," +(1—9)T)]}

—ZE{<Z “) }E{f(r“’)}

3 .
: ) 7107, + - 9>fn>} ,

which is close to E{f'(T},)} when Y ", E{ i’;f’n‘ 3] is small. When E{Z?} does not exist, this
argument breaks down. Instead, for (3.1) truncation arguments and case-by-case arguments
will be employed. With such arguments we derive non-uniform bounds using ideas from [4,
Chapter 8] — our Theorem 3.2 is a version of [4, Theorem 8.1] but with the constants in the

bound made explicit. This bound is of interest in its own right and hence we give it as a theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let &1, &, ... &, be independent random variables with mean 0 and finite
variances such that y_;_, Var(§;) = 1. Let W denote their sum, W = _;_, &. Let

Br=) EE1(&I>1) and py=) El&P1(& < 1).
i=1 i=1

Then, for all z € R,

1V |z

IPW <2)— &) <2 ) P <|s,~| >

i=1

) +C(L+ 2D (B2 + Ba), (3.3)

where

15 ifB+pB=1,
C=<437 if B2+ B3 <land|z| <2,
25431 if o+ B3 <land|z] > 2.
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The proof of Theorem 3.2 is found in Section 4. The proof of Theorem 3.1 is now almost
immediate.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. First, term (3.2) is bounded directly in Lemma 2.1. The bound arising
from (3.1) is less than 1 only when

=il _ oo
> /50990 —
f

oa/n

Hence, if |t(:—j}%” < 224, the claim is trivially true. So we apply Lemma 2.1 for ‘tﬂ_—:}gl > 224,
which turns the non-uniform bound for the regime ¢ > np and n > 1 into a uniform bound for
the regime =22 > 224, for which we have

ov/n

t .
t—nu ~ 2240 \/n

so that

16 203 <32L(03+ o )
221 Nt —np)2(Jrgat 41) T €22 1 \ AVt 2242/

This gives the first part of the bound.
For term (3.1), using Theorem 3.2 it remains to show that

vzl 1 \?
22P<|§,|> )5128<1+|Z|)

with & = o[ and then apply this inequalty to z = |t nu| Note that 1+|z| <1V Iz|. So, using

Markov’s inequality,

ZP<|§I|> |z|> ZP<|EI +Iz|)
: <1+ zl) ;Eg?:<1f|z|>2'

This gives the assertion. (]
Remark 2. With the notation from Theorem 3.2, under the same assumptions as for
Theorem 3.1, using [6, Theorem 3.3] with &; = G’ f to bound (3.2) gives the bound

—1
'P(Xt @ (M)'
o/t

evT 1 eVIr \uAi (22421

The terms B> and B3 depend on n as well as on ¢ in an implicit fashion but may be
straightforward to calculate in some situations.

3
5imax!ﬁi, 32 (" +—C )}+4(4ﬁ2+3ﬁ3).
i
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Bound for a renewal process with Pareto inter-arrival times
(t=3600, m=3, alpha=2.5)
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FIGURE 1. Bound for a renewal process with Pareto (3, 2.5) inter-arrival times at time t = 3600.

Example 1. Theorem 3.1 enables us to assess the rate of convergence in the central limit the-
orem for example for a renewal process X; whose inter-arrival times Z; follow a Pareto (m, «)-
distribution with « € (2, 3) for i > 1. The probability density function of this distribution is
fz.(x) = am®x~@+tD1(x > m). This distribution has mean p = ~7» finite second moment, and

variance o2 = but infinite third moment. Then Theorem 3.1 gives that

oam
(@=2)@—1)2"

(¢ — D(a—2) o
o (F D ()

< V2 145099 1+,/O‘_2
T edmala —2)t o

(¢ — Dt —amn

m/n

) -2
with

B amn 16 m Jom amn
1_1<’5a—1>+? ((a—l)(a—zm +<224>w—<a—1>>1<t>a—1)'

Figure 1 illustrates the bound for a renewal process with Pareto (3, 2.5) inter-arrival times
at time ¢ = 3600; the bound tends to 0 as n — oo.

4. Remaining proofs of results

Proof of Lemma 2.1. To bound I = ‘<I> (Z“—ﬁ) - (%ﬁ) ‘ we consider two cases.
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Case 1: nu > t: If t < ny then £ > 1 and

H‘}‘(“f“ Yool 425
IV [t

I+ mp x>0

~
IA

IA

m\~

S ol T

Case 2: t > nu: If t > ny then 2 T < 1 and

o (-]

< —

T V2m o Vi o\n i

2o3n? { 4 —lxz}
< x"e”2
\/ (2 — mp)>(JRRE + 1) 20

_ 16 o3

T 221 g3 w2t — np)?(/nut + t).
This completes the proof. (|

4.1. Proof of Theorem 3.2

For the proof of Theorem 3.2 we first show an auxiliary result, Lemma 4.1, which gives an
explicit bound for [4, Lemma 8.4].

Let &1, ..., &, denote independent random variables with zero means and variances sum-
ming to one. Let W denote their sum, W= ", &. We consider the truncated random
variables and their sums:

=gl W=y & W' =W-& @)

i=1
Lemma 4.1. Let f, denote the solution to the Stein equation (2.2). For z > 2 and for all s <
t <1, we have

[(W(l)-i- W+ 5) — (W(’>+t)fz(w(’)+t)]

<258+ 25 Y et minct, o+ 1

< . e 2min(l, |s .
2

Proof of Lemma 4.1. Let g(w) = (wfz(w))’. Then, forall s <r <1,

[(W(’) + t) f (W(i) + z) - (W(” - s) f (W(i) - s)] - / "Eg (W(i) + u) du.

N

Using (2.3), we can compute that

VZr(1 = B@)(( + WD b + ) ifw=z,

gw) = «/ﬂ@(z)((l + W2)6w2/2(1 — d(w)) — %) ifw>z.
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Instead of w < z, we consider whether or not w < 5. We split the problem into four cases.

Case 1. If w <0, then (5.4) from [5] gives

2
V2 (1+w)eW/2(I>(w)+w<1+| E forw <0.
In this case w <0 < z, so
4 1+2(1+7) 2
e < (1 — B(2) U+ 51— o).

1—}-|w|3 - 1+ w3
Case 2. If 0 <w < 3, then

ew) < (1 = D@)B( + D)™ +2)
4(1 +2(1 4+ 2

L IO

Case 3. If % <w <7z, then
gw) <V2m(1 - <D(z))<(1 NN J;_n)
<38 +z2)e12/2(1 — ®()).

Case 4. If z < w, then replacing w by —w in (4.2) gives

V2 (1 + whe" P o(—w) —w < ———.
1+ [w|:
In this case, we use the standard normal tail bound (2.1) to obtain

-2

g(W)SdD(z)l_i_| 5=

Collecting (4.3)-(4.6),

(I1+2%) ™

2 3
e | Q-0 s

8(1+72)e” : (1 — ®(2) ifw>

So, for any u € [s, t], since z > 2 we have

—0) o[ ) _ —() ,
Bg(W” +0)=E [¢W" + w0, 52] +E ¢ + w0 +u>%]

1 2
<E| ——7—— |40+ D1 +DeF (1 - ()
LT+ W 4 ul?

4801 + e (1 — d()P (W(") +u> %)

I 2 ]
<E| ———— |40+ DA +)e¥ e
L1+ W up N

o

2 1 2 (i)
+8(1+72)e” ——e TPV =€),
w2
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Using Markov’s inequality, since u < ¢ < 1, we obtain

2
L 401+ 21+ P ¥ 1
Eg(W 4wy < 2LFDUH ) Ty —0
/21 1+ |W 4 u?
8(1+ 72 (i)
n (1+z )ezu—zE[ezw ]
27
2 3 3 2
_A0 42U+ e s +8(1+z)eze_zee2_3
- 27 V21

20 2 4
<(258+ -2 e 2) o3, 47)
( V27

where we used [4, Lemma 8.2] with =2 and @« = B = 1. So, for z > 2, from (4.7) we have

t
(i) 20e e2—3> -3
Eg(W +u)du§<25.8+—e e 2(t—s)
/s § N2

206" 2

V2r

The assertion follows. O

< (25.8 + ) e 2(|t] + |s)).

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Note that it is enough to consider z > 0. To see this, replacing W by
—W gives
[P(—=W <2) — ®(2)| = |P(=W = 2) — ®(—2)| = [P(W < —z) — D(—2)|.

The case 8, + B3 > 1:
We start with the case 8> + 83 > 1. Note that

[P(W=<2) = @@)|=PW>2)—(1—-P@)=PW=>2+1- D).
As W is the sum of independent random variables with zero means and variances less than
or equal to 1, we apply [4, Lemma 8.1] with B=1 and p =2 to obtain
-2

zVv1 2 22
P(W > z) <P [ max |$l~|>T +e 1+E

1<i<n

-2

n 2
52P<|5i|>¥>+e2 (1+%> . 4.8)
i=1

To write (4.8) as a bound of the form (3.3), we bound e2(1 + %)_2 by 1.867¢%(1 +2)"2.
For 1 — &(z) we apply the standard normal tail bound (2.1) and obtain

[P(W <2) = P@)| <P(W=2)+ |1 — D(2)|

<y'Pp <|.§,~| > %) +1.867¢*(1 +2) (B2 + B3)

i=1

1 1 2
1 - — -7, 49
+ min (2 - _2 )e 4.9)
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Now we bound the standard normal tail bound in (4.9) by

1 1 2

min [ =, —— ) e~ 7 <1.176(1 +2) 2. (4.10)
<2 2n )

Substituting (4.10) into (4.9) gives that, for z > 0,

Z 1
POW <2)— d@) <3 P <|&-| > %) (186767 + LIT6)(1 +2) (B2 + Bs)
i=1

<23 P (Il > 5 )+ (L8676 + L176X + o) 2o+ .
i=1

Since 1.867¢” + 1.176 < 15, we have proved the theorem for the case 2 4 3 > 1.

The case B> + B3 <1 and z < 2:
Next, we consider the case B> + B3 < 1. We distinguish whether or not z > 2.
If z € [0, 2], then we use the uniform bound [4, (3.31)], which states that

Squi [P(W <2) — ()| =4.1(B2 + B3).

We bound 4.1 by 37(1 + |z|)_2 for z € [0, 2] because 4.1 x (1 +2)? < 37. So we have

1V |z

IPW<2)—®()| <2 P (|§,~| >

i=1

) +37(1 + 12D 2Bz + B).

Thus we have proved the theorem when 8, 4+ 3 < 1 and z € [0, 2].

The case B> + B3 < 1 and z > 2:
Our remaining task is to prove the theorem when > + 83 < 1 and z > 2. Recall the notations

X =&ilg <1, W=>" %, and w—w — %;. The idea is to show that P(W > z) is close to
P(W > z) for z > 2. Observing that

W>z}={W>z max & > 1} U{W >z max & <1}
1<i<n 1<i<n
C{W>z max &> 1}U{W >z}
1<i<n

and W > W, P(W > 7) yields
P(W>2)<P(W>2z)<P(W>z)+P(W>z, lmax &>1). 4.11)
<i<n

From [4, Lemma 8.3], with p =2 and z > 2,

2
<) B (4.12)

- 2
2 Z
o= s e =237 (k1= 5) e (1)
=
For a bound of type (3.3), we bound (1 + %2)*2 by 4(1 + 7)~2. Thus, from (4.11) and (4.12),
n z 22 )
—P(W . e 2 £
[P(W > z) — P(W > 2)| Sz;P(m > 4) +e (1 n 8) 8
=
n z
. e 2 -2
SZEP(I&I = 2)+420+272 + o),
=

where for the last inequality we used that 83 > 0.
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Hence, using the triangle inequality, we have, for z > 2,

[P(W <2) — @(2)| < [P(W = 2) = P(W > 2)| + |[P(W > 2) — ®(—2)|

=2 ZP (IEiI > i) +4e*(1+2) 2(Ba+ B3) + [P(W < 2) — D).
i=1

Note that for z > 2, we can bound e 3 < ;—%(1 +2)72
Now we claim that, for z > 2,

IP(W <2) — ®(2)| < 71152 (B + B3). (4.13)
If (4.13) holds, then for z > 2, bounding e 3 < ;fﬁs(l + z)_z, we obtain

. z 16 _
IP(W <z) — ®(2)| < 2;:1’ (|s,-| > Z) + (4e2 + 5 % 7115> (1+2)72(B+ B3)

- 1
<2) P <|5i| > V4|Z|> +25431(1 + 2D (B2 + B3), (4.14)
i=1

which proves the theorem when 8 + 83 < 1 and z > 2, and therefore completes the proof of
Theorem 3.2. So our remaining work is to prove (4.13).

Proof of (4.13):
We use Stein’s method as well as properties of the solution f; to the Stein equation (2.2).
We define the function
Ki() = E[xi(lo<i<, — Li<i<0)],
where x; = £;1¢,<1. Equation (8.24) in [4] and 2?21 EEiz =1 give

3 / ' Ra=Y B =1 - 3 B Ll (4.15)
i=1Y~® i=1 i=1

Using the independence between W and Xi,

E[WEW)] =) E[&:(W)]

i=1

= ELGEW) — W) + Y EFELLW )]

i=1 i=1
n Xi . n .
=3 E |:)El- / £+ dt:| + > EGE[L W], (4.16)
i=1 0 i=1
The first term in (4.16) can be written as

> E [x,» / T 4 dt}
i=1 0

n 1 , n 1 ,
-3 E f £ 4 05iloz=r di = Y B / £ 4 D510 dt
i=1 - 00

i=1 -

n 1 ,
-y / ELAW? + 0] Ko b,
=177
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where the last equality follows from independence. Therefore,

n 1 . B n .
E[WLEW)I=) / ELA(W” + 0] Ky di + Y ERELLW )L, (4.17)
=17

i=1

Next, we replace w by W and take expectations in the Stein equation (2.2), together with (4.15)
and (4.17), to obtain

P(W < 2) — d(2) =E[f,(W)] — E[W£.(W)]
n 1 n
=E[f/(W)] (Z / Ki(yde+ E[€i21§i>1])
=177 i=1

=Y El&7 152 JELF(W)] (4.18)
i=1

n 1 . .
+3° f ELAWY +5) — W + 0K dr (4.19)
=17

n
+ 3 Blgilg -1 ELLW)] (4.20)
i=1
=R; + Ry +Rs.
In order to prove (4.13), we bound each of R given in (4.18), R, given in (4.19), and R3 given

in (4.20) and show that the sum of the three bounds is less than or equal to 71 15¢~3 (B2 + B3)
for z > 2.

Bound for R;: .
ForRi =Y 1, E[§i215i>1]E[fZ’(W)], substituting (2.3) into the Stein equation (2.2) gives
fiw) =wf.(w) + 1<; — P(2)
(V2awe Pdw) + 1)1 — (7)) ifw<z,
(V2rwe" 2(1 — d(w)) — D) ifw > z.

Using (2.5),
ELA/(W)| =Bl (W)lly5] +EILAW)l Ly ]
= E[(V2mwe" 2 ®(w) + D(1 — @)y )]+ ELLf (W)l 1y ;]

= (Vor S F 1) - 0@y +P(W=3).

By Markov’s inequality, P (W > %) = P(eW > e%) < e_%E[eW]. By definition x; < 1, so Ex; <
0and 3", Ex;? < 1. Applying [4, Lemma 8.2] with « =B == 1 gives

E[eW] <exple—1—1)=e°"2.
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Again employing the standard normal tail bound (2.1),

2
1 -5 —% e—2

— 1 3.2
E[f/(W)| < =e 8% + e 2 +e 2e
(W] 2 21

1 z € ! z _Z a2

e 2e 2 4 e 2 +e e
2421

=

N =

Hence, we have shown that

1 1 C_l b4 "
IR1| = <—e_2 + + ee_z) e 2 ZE[Eizlépl]
i=1

2 23/27
<<1 S R H) “3(Br+ B3)
—C c c .
=2 227 2

Bound for Ry:

4.21)

ForRy =Y, f_loo E[fz/(V_V(i) + x7) —fz/(V_V(i) + 1)]K;(t) dt, we use the Stein equation (2.2)

to write R, as the sum of two quantities and then bound them separately:

n 1 . .
Ry = Z/ EIOW” + 2 W +8) + 150, . — 0()
=17 7® R

(D)

~ (W4 0f (W 40— 10, + PEIK(0) dr

+1=z

n 1
= Z / N E[1W<i)+fi§z - IW(i)+t§z]Ki(t) dr
i=1""

i)

n 1 . . .
#30 [BO 2@+ 5 7 07+ iR e
j=1Y">®

=Ro1 + R

Since the difference between two indicator functions is always less than or equal to 1, Ry

can be bounded by

n 1 . _
Ry < Z / E[l;<Pz—1< w? <z—x[x)]K;(r) dt.
j=1 7>

Applying [4, Proposition 8.1] with a =z — t and b = z — x; gives
noonl
. — =t =
Ra=Y [ Bi6Gmin( e -5+ fa+ pre T IR0
=1 ~®

nooa
<6e7iet Y [ Bimin(1, i+ D+ o+ BaIKiC0
i=1 Y~

z z n 1 -
<6e3eT (B + a) + 6 Tet Y / Elmin (1, [t] + |5DIK(0) dr,
=17
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where we used (4.15) for the last step. Note that lo<;<g + lg</<0 < 1j<|5;|, SO Ki(f) <
E[lx;|1}s<|5]. Moreover, as both min (1, |#| + |x;]) and |x;|1},<|5 are increasing functions of
|x;|, they are positively correlated. So

E[min (1, || + [5)]K;(t) < E[min (1, [1] 4 [ DIE[%i |1} <]
< E[min (1, [f] + [%:DI%i|1}<)]
<2E[min (1, |x;])|x;[1}7<;]-

This gives
n 1 n 1
> / E[min (1, 1| + [5DIK(D dr < ) f 2E[min (1, [5))1%il 1</ de
i=1 V7% =17

<4 Elmin(l, [EDIEPT=4(B2+ B3).  (423)

i=1

Substituting (4.23) into (4.22),
z 1 1 z
Ry =6e”2e2(4+ 1)(B2 + B3) =30e2 (B2 + B3)e 2.
Similarly, we can construct a lower bound for R>; by symmetry:
noopel .
Rz Y [ El- b5 < W <z IR d
=177
n 1 i
== / E[6(min (1, & — ) + B2 + B3)e™ 2 |Ki(t)dt
=177

n 1
> —66_56% Z/ E[min (1, |t + |%i]) + B2 + B31K;(r) dr.
=17

Proceeding now as for (4.23) gives that Ry > —306%(,32 + ﬂg)e_%, and therefore
1 Z
[R21] <30e2 (B2 + B3)e™ 2. (4.24)
For R»,, since wf;(w) is increasing in w, Lemma 4.1 gives

noopl , . . . _
Rp<)) f E< (W + 2. (W + 515 — W + (W + 0)Ri(o) dr
=177

202\ . ! _
<258+ e 3 / E[min (1, %] + |()]K;(¢) dt
= ; N ; ;

27
80 2 Z
< (1032 + —¢° 2) e 2(Ba+ Ba).
( T (B2 + B3)
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Here we used (4.23) for the last step. A lower bound for Ry» can be obtained by symmetry:

1
Rp=Y) / El1g < (W + 5 W + 515 — (W + (W + 0]1Ki(o) de

1 . .
=3 f Ele < (W + 0fs (W + 1) — (W + (W + 551K (1) dr

80 6272 4
—< . «/Ee >e2(ﬂ2+ﬁ3).

Therefore, we have shown that

80 2_ _z
IR 5( : m& 2)e 2(Ba + B3). (4.25)
Collecting (4.24) and (4.25) gives

1 z
|R2| < |R21| + |R22| < (30@2 +103.2 + ee2_2> e 2(B2+ Ba). (4.26)

80
Nerd
Bound for R3:

Finally, for Rz = Z?:l E[§i1§i>1]E[fZ(W(i))], we use similar arguments as for Ry:

ELLW) = [m(W“))uﬂo JHE[ET g0 ]
< VT et (- 0@ +E[ LT i1g ]

From (2.6), 0 <f; <min (‘/? %) =1 < % for z > 2. The standard normal tail bound (2.1)
and [4, Lemma 8.2] withoe =B =1t=1 give

Z l Z
El£ (W) < v2res e T+

Hence, we have shown that

1 | n

_1 e—2\ —Z )
R3] < (7% +e e Z;E[éllspl]
=
1 1 z
= 5@+ e (B + By). (4.27)

Applying (4.21), (4.26), and (4.27) to (4.18), (4.19), and (4.20) respectively, we have

3

- 0.5¢~! 4 80c’ 2
IP(W <2)— ®(2)| < (31e—% bl 10304 28 TR T

Nezd

N9}

)e—5<ﬂz+ﬁ3>

<7115¢"2 (B2 + 3)
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This completes the proof of (4.13) and therefore the proof of (4.14). Thus we have proved
the theorem when By 4 3 <1 and z>2, and hence we have completed the proof of
Theorem 3.2. 0
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Appendix A. Results from [4]

For convenience, we provide here some results from [4] which we use in this paper.

Let &1, ..., &, denote independent random variables with zero means and variances sum-
ming to 1. Let W denote their sum, W =), &. We consider the truncated random variables
and their sums as given in (4.1).

In [4, Proposition 8.1] it is shown that, for allreala <b andi=1, ..., n,

Pla<W" <b) <6(min (1,6 —a)+ 2 + fr)e *.

Moreover, Lemmas 8.1 and 8.2 in [4] give the next result.

Lemma A.1. [Lemmas 8.1 and 8.2] Let ny, . . ., n, be independent random variables satisfy-
ing Bn; <0 for 1 <i<nand ) ! En? <B> Then, for x>0 and p>1, with Sy =", n;,

xVB N
P(S,>x)<P| max n;>—— |+’ [ 1+ — '
p pB?

1<i<n
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If, moreover, for some a > 0, n; <« for all 1 <i <n, then, fort >0,
Ee™" <exp (@ 2(e"® — 1 — 1a)B?).

Lemma 8.3 in [4] with 7 = 1 gives the next result.

Lemma A.2. [Lemma 8.3] Let &1, . . ., &, be independent random variables with zero means
and variances summing to 1. Let W = _"_, & and By be given as above. Then, for z > 2 and
p>2

n z zz r
P(WZZ, max & > 1)522P(|"§,’|>5)+ep<1+5> 2.

I<i<n :
i=1
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