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Abstract

We give rates of convergence in the strong invariance principle for stationary sequences satisfying
some projective criteria. The conditions are expressed in terms of conditional expectations of partial
sums of the initial sequence. Our results apply to a large variety of examples. We present some
applications to a reversible Markov chain, to symmetric random walks on the circle, and to functions
of dependent sequences.

1 Introduction and notations

The almost sure invariance principle is a powerful tool in both probability and statistics. It says that
the partial sums of random variables can be approximated by those of independent Gaussian random
variables, and that the approximation error between the trajectories of the two processes is negligible
in a certain sense. In this paper, we are interested in studying rates in the almost sure invariance
principle for dependent sequences.

When (X;);>1 is a sequence of independent and identically distributed (iid) centered real-valued
random variables with a finite second moment, it is known from Strassen (1964) that a sequence
(Zi)i>1 of iid centered Gaussian variables with variance 02 = E(X3) may be constructed is such a

way that
k

sup Z(X’ - Z;)

1<k<n ! =

= o(b,,) almost surely, as n — oo, (1.1)

where b, = (nloglogn)'/2. To get smaller (b,) additional information on the moments of X; is

necessary. In the iid setting, Komlds, Major and Tusnddy (1976) and Major (1976) obtained (1.1)
with b, = n!/P as soon as E(]X;|P) < oo for p > 2.

There has been a great amount of works to extend these results to dependent sequences, under
various conditions: see for instance Heyde (1975), Philipp and Stout (1975), Berkes and Philipp (1979),
Dabrowski (1982), Bradley (1983), Utev (1984), Eberlein (1986), Shao and Lu (1987), Sakhanenko
(1988), Shao (1993), Rio (1995), and more recently, Wu (2007), Zhao and Woodroofe (2008), Liu and
Lin (2009), Gouézel (2010), Merlevede and Rio (2012).

Having explicite rates in the strong invariance principle (1.1) may be useful to derive results in
asymptotic statistics. We refer to the monograph by Csorgé and Horvéath (1997) which illustrates



the importance of strong approximation principles for change-point and trend analysis, and also to
the paper by Horvath and Steinebach (2000), showing that limit results for so-called CUSUM and
MOSUM-type test procedures, which are used to detect mean and variance changes, can be proved
with the help of strong invariance principles. For instance, Aue, Berkes and Horvéth (2006) use a
strong approximation principle with an explicit rate for the sums of squares of augmented GARCH
sequences to study the limiting behavior of statistical tests, which are used to decide whether the
volatility of the underlying variables is stable over time or if it changes in the observation period. Let
us also mention the recent paper by Wu and Zhao (2007) who consider statistical inference of trends
in mean non-stationary models. Starting from a strong approximation principle with an explicit rate
for the partial sums of stationary processes, they propose a statistical test concerning the existence
of structural breaks in trends, and they construct simultaneous confidence bands with asymptotically
correct nominal coverage probabilities. In their paper, they point out that an explicit rate in the
strong approximation principle is crucial to control certain errors terms (see their Remark 2).

In this paper, we obtain rates of convergence of order b, = n'/PL(n) in (1.1) (L(n) is a slowly
varying function) when p €]2,4], for stationary sequence satisfying some projective conditions. To
describe our results more precisely, we need to introduce some notations.

Let (2, A4, P) be a probability space, and T :  +— € be a bijective bimeasurable transformation
preserving the probability P. For a o-algebra JF satisfying Fy C T~ 1(Fy), we define the nondecreasing
filtration (F;);ez by F; = T~%(Fy). Let X, be a square integrable, zero mean and Fy-measurable
random variable, and define the stationary sequence (X;);ez by X; = XooT*. Define then the partial
sum S, = X7 + Xo + --- + X,,. Finally, let H; be the space of F;-measurable and square integrable
random variables, and denote by H; & H;_1 the orthogonal of H;_; in H;. Let P; be the projection
operator from L2 to H; & H;_1, that is

Pi(f) = E(f|F;) — E(f|Fi_1) for any f in L.

We shall denote sometimes by E; the conditional expectation with respect to F;. The following
notations will be also frequently used: For any two positive sequences a, < b, means that for a
certain numerical constant C' not depending on n, we have a,, < Cb,, for all n; [x] denotes the largest
integer smaller or equal to x.

Our starting point is the same as in Shao and Lu (1987) and Wu (2007): to obtain a rate of order
b, =n'/PL(n) in (1.1), we shall always assume that

the series dgp = Z Py(X;) converges in LP. (1.2)
i>0

We then define the approximating martingale M,, as in Gordin (1969) and Heyde (1974):

M, = dooT". (1.3)
i=1

Now to prove (1.1), it remains to find appropriate conditions under which (1.1) is true for M,, instead
of S,, and |M,, — S,| = o(b,,) almost surely. To prove that M,, satisfies (1.1), we shall apply the
Skorohod embedding theorem (see Proposition 5.1 in the appendix).

Let us now describe the main differences between our paper and that by Shao and Lu (1987) or
Wu (2007).

It is quite easy to see that one of the assumptions of Shao and Lu is that the sequence E(S,,|Fo)
converges in L?, which is equivalent to a coboundary decomposition: Xg =dy+ Z — Z o T, for some
random variable Z in LP. Clearly this coboundary decomposition implies (1.2). However, for p = 2,
this condition is known to be too restrictive for the almost sure invariance principle: see the recent



paper by Zhao and Woodroofe (2008). We shall not require this coboundary decomposition in our
results.
In his 2007’s paper, Wu does not assume the existence of a coboundary decomposition, but a

polynomial decay of

> 1P (X)) -

i>n
He also assumes that the quantity ||E(d2|Fo) — E(d§)||,/2 converges to zero fast enough as n tend to
infinity. He then gives a large class of functions of iid sequences to which his results apply. In our
first result (Theorem 2.2), we give slightly weaker conditions than those required in Theorem 4 in Wu
(2007), and we provide some examples to which our result applies whereas Wu’s conditions are not
satisfied.

However the condition on d,, can be very difficult to check if the sequence X; has not an explicit
expression as a function of an iid sequence. In Theorem 2.3 and its corollaries, we give conditions
expressed in terms of conditional expectations of the random variables X; and X;X; with respect to
the past o-algebra Fy, to obtain rates in the almost sure invariance principle. The proofs of these
results are postponed to the section 4.

As we shall see, our results apply to a large variety of examples, including mixing processes of
different kinds. However, with this direct approximating martingale method, there seems to be no
hope to get the rate n'/? instead of n'/?L(n) with only a moment of order p, whereas this can be done
in some situations via other approaches (for ¢-mixing sequences in the sense of Ibragimov (1962) and
2 < p < 5, it can be deduced from a paper by Utev (1984)).

In Section 3, we have chosen to restrict our attention to four different classes of examples.

We first apply Theorem 2.2 to a function of an absolutely regular Markov chain (see Section 3.1).
We obtain a rate of order n'/? in (1.1) under the same conditions implying a Rosenthal type inequality
of order p (see Rio (2009)). Note that we get these rates of convergence in the case where the S-mixing
coefficients of the chain are not summable.

For the three other classes of examples, we apply Theorem 2.3.

In Section 3.2 we show that our projective conditions apply to the well known example of the
symmetric random walk on the circle. We obtain rates of convergence in the strong invariance principle
for a function f of the stationary Markov chain with transition K f(z) = (f(z+a) + f(z —a)), when
a is irrational and badly approximable by rationals (see definitions (3.7) and (3.8)), and the Fourier
coefficients f of f satisfy f(k) = O(k™?) for some b > 1. In particular, we obtain the rate n'/*L(n)
in (1.1) when f is three times differentiable (see Remark 3.2). Up to our knowledge, this is the first
strong approximation result for this chain.

In Section 3.3, we give an application of Theorem 2.3 to the case of 7-dependent sequences in
the sense of Dedecker and Prieur (2005). The nice coupling properties of 7-dependent sequences
enables to get results for sums of Holder functions of the random variables. We apply our results to
a functional auto-regressive process whose auto-regression function is not strictly contracting, so that
the 7-dependence coefficients decrease with an arithmetical rate.

In Section 3.4, we give an application of Theorem 2.3 to the case of a-dependent sequences in the
sense of Dedecker and Prieur (2005). This class contains the class of a-mixing sequences in the sense
of Rosenblatt, and as a consequence, we improve on the result given by Shao and Lu (1987) in the
a-mixing case. We also give an example of a non a-mixing sequence to which our result apply, by
considering the Markov chain associated to an intermittent map of the interval.

2 Main results.

In this section, we give rates of convergence in the strong invariance principle for stationary sequences
satisfying projective criteria. We shall use the notations of Section 1 (recall in particular that dy =



> is0 Po(X;), where the series converges in LP).

We start this section by recalling Theorem 4 in Wu (2007).

Theorem 2.1 (Wu (2007)). Let 2 < p < 4. Assume that

D IP(Xo)llp = O(n=271P) and |E(d7] Fo) — B(dy)|lp2 = O(n= U =2/7)). (2.1)
L>n

Then, enlarging 2 if necessary, there exists a sequence (Z;);>1 of iid gaussian random variables with
zero mean and variance o> = E(d3) such that

sup |Sk — = o(n'/P(logn)*?) almost surely, asn — oc.

1<k<n

=1

Let us mention that in the statement of Theorem 4 in Wu (2007), the bound in the first part of
condition (2.1) appears with the power —(1 — 2/p) (instead of —(1/2 — 1/p) but his proof reveals
that it is a missprint in the statement. Let us continue now with some comments concerning the
method used to prove this result. The second part of condition (2.1) comes from an application of
the Shorohod-Strassen embedding theorem (see Proposition 5.1 given in Appendix for more details)
to the martingale M,,. Hence the conclusion of Theorem 2.1 holds provided that

=5, — = o(n'/?(logn)*/?) almost surely (2.2)
which is true if
L s
2 2 :
el (log n)r/

(see Proposition 1 in Wu (2007) combined with an application of Holder’s inequality). Next, Wu
proved the following upper bound (see his Theorem 1):

12 < 3 (S IR xal) (2.4)

k=1 >k

which leads to the first part of condition (2.1). In Proposition 4.1 of Section 4, we give another
condition under which (2.2) is satisfied. As a consequence we obtain the following result:

Theorem 2.2 Let 2 < p <4 and t > 2/p. Assume that Xo belongs to LP and that (1.2) is satisfied.
Assume in addition that

[E(M2|Fo) — B(M2)|”2

IE(Sn|Fo)llp p/2
2 (log n)~DP/2 < 00. (2.5)

g — P <0 and E
2 1)p/2
"o n?(log n)(t )p/

n>2

Then n=YE(S2) converges to some nonnegative number o and, enlarging ) if necessary, there exists
a sequence (Z;)i>1 of iid gaussian random variables with zero mean and variance o such that

k

Sk—ZZi

i=1

sup
1<k<n

= o(n'/?(log n)(tH)/z) almost surely, as n — oo.




Since ||E(S,|Fo)llp = |E(Rn]Fo)llp < |Rnllp, by taking into account (2.4), it follows that the first
part of (2.5) holds under the first part of (2.1). Therefore Theorem 2.2 contains Theorem 2.1.

Notice also that the first part of (2.5) can be satisfied whereas the first part of (2.1) fails to hold.
Indeed, let us consider the following linear process (Xj)rez defined by Xj = > >0 0j€k—j where
(ex)kez is a strictly stationary sequence of martingale differences in LP and (ag)xez is a sequence of
reals defined by:

ag=14+wug and ap = + (—1)kuk forall k > 1,

ka+1

where a > 0 and (ug)rez is a sequence of reals in £2 but not in ¢*. Taking Fy = o (e, k < 0), it follows
that Py(X;) = aieo, showing that (1.2) is satisfied but the first part of (2.1) is not. In addition, from
Burkholder’s inequality,

n+j 2
IEGSFE < lleol2> (D @) <t 43 ul.
J>0 k=j+1 k>0

Hence the first part of (2.5) is satisfied as soon as a > 1/2 — 1/p. In this situation, notice that the
second part of (2.5) is satisfied as soon as it is with >, _, &) instead of M,. This last condition
for Y"1, ex can be then verified in different situations. We refer, for instance, to Section 4.3 in
Merlevede and Peligrad (2012) where this condition has been verified in case when the sequence of
martingale differences, (ex)kez, has an ARCH(c0) structure, or also to the example given in Section
4.1 in Dedecker et al. (2009) where (ej)kez is, in addition, a certain function of a homogeneous
Markov chain as described in Davydov (1973).

Theorem 2.1 as well as Theorem 2.2 gives explicit approximation rates that are optimal up to
multiplicative logarithmic factors. As we just mentioned before, the conditions involved in these
results are well adapted to linear processes even generated by martingale differences sequences, and
we would like to refer to Section 3 in Wu (2007) where it is shown that they are also satisfied for a
large variety of functions of iid sequences. In Section 3.1, we shall also give an application of Theorem
2.2 to the case where (X,,)n>0 is a function of a stationary Markov chain for which the knowledge of
the transition probability allows us to verify both parts of condition (2.5).

However, a condition expressed in terms of |E(S2|Fo) — E(S2)||,/2 rather than the second part of
condition (2.5) would give a nice counterpart to Theorem 2.2. It would be much easier to check, and
would allow to consider general classes of weakly dependent processes that are not explicit functions
of iid sequences. The forthcoming Theorem 2.3 and its corollaries are in this direction.

To replace M,, by S,, in the second part of condition (2.5), a first step is to give a precise decom-
position of R,, = S, — M,,.

Proposition 2.1 Let p > 1 and assume that (1.2) holds. Then, for any positive integers n and N,
1. Ry, = E(Snu:O) - E(Sn-i-N - Snlj:n) + E(Sn-i-N - Snl}—o) - 22:1 Zj2n+N+1 Pk‘(Xj) .
2 | Rally < IESIFo) + IBSNIFL + 5 | s hen Po(X))|) where p = min(2, p).

Let us now consider the following reinforcement of the first part of (2.5): there exists a sequence
(un)n>1 of positive reals such that u, > n and

>

n>2

X0 0 [ o) 1 S |
n2(10gn)(t71)p/2 < 0 and ;W(Z Z P()(XJ)

k=1 j>ktu,

2\ p/2
) < 00,
p

(2.6)



and
np/4

S (2] 2 o) < @)

With the help of Proposition 2.1, we then obtain the followmg counterpart to Theorem 2.2:

Theorem 2.3 Let 2 <p <4 andt > 2/p. Assume that Xy belongs to LP and that (1.2) is salisfied.
Assume in addition that the conditions (2.6) and (2.7) hold and that

1 2 2\||P/2
> n2(log n)t—1p/2 [E(S71Fo) = E(S7)[)5 < 00 (2.8)
n>2

Then the conclusion of Theorem 2.2 holds.

In view of applications to mixingale-like sequences, we give the following results:

Proposition 2.2 Let 2 <p <4 andt > 2/p. Assume that Xy belongs to LP. If

nP~! n3p/4
(t—1p ||E(Xn|-7:o)||§ < oo and
2

. IB(XalF)I* <00, (29)
n>2 n2(logn

(t=Dp
2

n>2 n2/p (IOg n)

then (1.2) holds, and the conditions (2.6) and (2.7) are satisfied with u, = [nP/?]. In addition
n~'E(S?) converges to Y, .5 Cov(Xo, Xi) as n tends to infinity.

Corollary 2.1 Let 2 < p < 4 and t > 2/p. Assume that Xo belongs to LP and that there exists
v €]0,1] such that

nlE- D(5+1) p
p
Zn1/2(1ogn)<t 15573 [E(Xa|Fo) 77 < o0, (2.10)
n>0
and
n(r+1p/2 "
> e S IBCX 1) — BRI < (211)

n>0
Then the conclusion of Theorem 2.2 holds with o® =Y, ., Cov(Xo, X}).

The next result has a different range of applicability than Corollary 2.1.

Corollary 2.2 Let 2 < p < 4 and t > 2/p. Assume that Xo belongs to LP and that (2.9) holds.
Assume in addition that

n’ p/2
2 w2 (iogm) @07z OB XalFo)lly, < 0o (2.12)
n>0
and
2 liogmye 7 S0, B 150) — B < oo (213)

n>0
Then the conclusion of Theorem 2.2 holds with 0® =", ., Cov(Xo, Xy).



3 Applications

3.1 Application to an example of irreducible Markov chain.

In this section we apply Theorem 2.2 to a Markov chain which is a symmetrized version of the Harris
recurrent Markov chain defined in Doukhan, Massart and Rio (1994) and that has been considered
recently in Rio (2009). Let E = [—1,1] and let v be a symmetric atomless law on E. The transition
probabilities are defined by

Qz, A) = (1 — |2[)d2(A) + |z|v(A),

where d, denotes the Dirac measure at point . Assume that 6 = [}, |z|~'v(dz) < co. Then there is
an unique invariant measure
n(dz) = 0~ x| tu(dr), (3.1)

and the stationary Markov chain ({;); is reversible and positively recurrent.
Let f be a measurable function on E and X; = f({;). We denote by S,,(f) the partial sum S,.
Assuming that the measure v satisfies

v([0,1]) < et for some a > (p — 2)/2 and some ¢ > 0, (3.2)

and that f is an odd function satisfying |f(z)| < C|z|'/? for any 2 in E with C is a positive con-
stant, Rio (2009) (for p €]2,3]) and Merlevede and Peligrad (2012) (for any p > 2) have shown that
| maxi<g<n |Sk(f)||l, satisfies a Rosenthal-type inequality. When p €]2, 4], applying Theorem 2.3, we
shall prove that under the same assumptions, S, (f) satisfies the strong approximation (1.1) with rate
b, = nl/P.

Corollary 3.1 Let f be such that f(—x) = —f(x) for any x € E. Assume that there exist C > 0 and
v > 1/2 such that |f(x)| < C|z|'/? for any x in E. Let p €]2,4] be a real number and assume that
(8.2) holds true. Then S, (f) satisfies the strong approzimation (1.1) with 0® =", ., Cov(Xo, X)
and rate b, = n'/? if p €]2,4[ and b, = n'/*(logn)>/**¢ for any ¢ > 0 if p = 4.

Remark 3.1 Let B¢c(n) =271 [ |Q"(x,-)—=(-)||x(dx) where ||u(-)|| denotes the total variation of the
signed measure p. According to Lemma 2 in Doukhan et al. (1994), the absolute regularity coefficients
Bc(n) of the sequence ((;); are exactly of order n=%. Therefore, for p €]2,4], as soon as 7y is big
enough, S,(f) satisfies the almost sure invariance principle with the rate n'/P even if the absolute
reqularity coefficients of the Markov chain ((;); do not satisfy >, <, Bc(n) < oo which corresponds to
the ergodicity of degree two (see Nummelin (1984)). B

Notice also that an application of Theorem 2.1 in Merlevéde and Rio (2012) would require a > p—1
if p €]2,3] to get the rate n'/p (up to some logarithmic terms) in the almost sure invariance principle

for Sp(f).

3.2 Symmetric random walk on the circle
Let K be the Markov kernel defined by

Kf(r) = (7 +a) + [z~ a)

on the torus R/Z, with a irrational in [0, 1]. The Lebesgue-Haar measure m is the unique probability
which is invariant by K. Let (&;);ez be the stationary Markov chain with transition kernel K and
invariant distribution m. For f € L2(m), let

X = f(&) —m(f)- (3-3)



This example has been considered by Derriennic and Lin (2001) who showed (see their section 2) that
the central limit theorem holds for n~1/2 > h_; Xk as soon as the series of covariances

o?(f) =m((f —m(£)?) +2 ) m(fK"(f — m(f))) (3.4)

n>0

is convergent, and that the limiting distribution is N'(0,02(f)). In fact the convergence of the series

in (3.4) is equivalent to
|/ (k)1
Ezdwmm2<m’ (3:5)
kez*

where f(k) are the Fourier coefficients of f and d(ka,Z) = min;ez |ka — i|. Hence, for any irrational
number a, the criterion (3.5) gives a class of function f satisfying the central limit theorem, which
depends on the sequence ((d(ka,Z))rez~. Note that a function f such that

1%nhﬁkﬂf@0|>(h (3.6)

does not satisfies (3.5) for any irrational number a. Indeed, it is well known from the theory of
continued fraction that if p, /g, is the n-th convergent of a, then |p, — gna| < q;; !, so that d(ka,Z) <
k=1 for an infinite number of positive integers k. Hence, if (3.6) holds, then |f(k)|/d(ka, Z) does not
even tend to zero as k tends to infinity.

Our aim in this section is to give conditions on f and on the properties of the irrational number a
ensuring rates of convergence in the almost sure sure invariance principle. Let us then introduce the
following definitions: a is said to be badly approzimable by rationals if

d(ka,Z) > c(a)|k|~* for some positive constant c(a). (3.7)

An irrational number is badly approximable iff the terms a,, of its continued fraction are bounded. In
particular, the quadratic irrationals are badly approximable. However, note that the set of numbers
in [0, 1] satisfying (3.7) has Lebesgue measure 0. A much bigger set is the following: « is said to be
badly approrimable in the weak sense by rationals if for any positive ¢,

the inequality d(ka,Z) < |k|™*~¢ has only finitely many solutions for k € Z. (3.8)

From Roth’s theorem the algebraic numbers are badly approximable in the weak sense (cf. Schmidt
(1980)). Note also that the set of numbers in [0, 1] satisfying (3.8), has Lebesgue measure 1. Let us
note that in Section 5.3 of Dedecker and Rio (2008), it is proved that the condition (3.5) (and hence
the central limit theorem for n=1/23"7_| X}) holds for any number a satisfying (3.8) as soon as

il;}g |k|' €| (k)] < oo for some positive e. (3.9)

Note that, in view of (3.6), one cannot take ¢ = 0 in the condition (3.9).

Corollary 3.2 Let X}, be defined by (3.3). Suppose that a satisfies (3.7). Let p €]2,4] and assume
that for some positive ¢,

-~ +2
P p

e 7 V1+4p(p—2 3
sup |k|*(log(1 + |k:|))1—Ir |f (k)] < oo  wheres= Vit -2) (3.10)
k0

Then Sy(f) satisfies the strong approzimation (1.1) with 0® = Y, ., Cov(Xo, X;) and rate b, =
n'/?logn.



When the condition on a is weaker, we obtain:

Corollary 3.3 Let X}, be defined by (3.3). Suppose that a satisfies (3.8). Let p €]2,4] and assume
that for s defined in (3.10) and some positive ¢,

sup [k|*+2|f (k)| < oo.
k#£0

Then Sy (f) satisfies the strong approzimation (1.1) with 0® = 3", ., Cov(Xo, Xy,) and rate b, = n'/?
if p €]2,4[ and b, = n"/*(logn)*/**% for any 6 > 0 if p = 4.

Remark 3.2 Applying Corollary 3.3 with p close enough to 2, we derive that if the function f satisfies
(3.9) then, enlarging Q if necessary, there exists a sequence (Z;);>1 of iid gaussian random variables
with zero mean and variance o? such that, for some n > 0,
n
Z(Xi — Z;) = o(n**7") almost surely, as n — oo, (3.11)
i=1
which could be also deduced from Theorem 1 in Eberlein (1986). As a consequence of (3.11), the weak
invariance principle as well as the almost sure invariance principle hold true under (3.9). Note also

that if f is three times differentiable then Y .| X; satisfies the strong approzimation (1.1) with rate
by, = n'/*(logn)3/**9 for any 6 > 0.

3.3 Application to a class of weak dependent sequences

In this section we give rates of convergence in the almost sure invariance principle for a stationary
sequence (X;);cz satisfying some weak dependence conditions specified below.

Definition 3.1 Let A;(R) be the set of the functions f from R to R such that | f(x) — f(y)| < |z —y].
For any o-algebra F of A and any real-valued integrable random variable X, we consider the coefficient
O(F,X) defined by
0(F,X) = sup [E(f(X)|F)—-E( (X)) (3.12)
feA(R)
We now define the coefficients v(n), 62(n) and Az(n) of the sequence (X;);cz.
Definition 3.2 For any positive integer k, define

O2(n) = sup max{0(Fo, X; + X,),0(F0, X; — X;)} and ~(n)=|EX,|Fo)|:- (3.13)

i>j>n

Let now
A2(n) = max(bz(n),y(n)) . (3.14)

Definition 3.3 For any integrable random variable X, define the “upper tail” quantile function Qx
by Qx(u) = inf{t >0:P (|X]| >t) <u}. Note that, on the set [0,P(|X]| > 0)], the function Hx :
z — [ Qx (u)du is an absolutely continuous and increasing function with values in [0, E|X|]. Denote
by Gx the inverse of Hx.

Corollary 3.4 Let 2 < p < 4 and t > 2/p. Assume that Xo belongs to LP. Let Q = Qx,, and
G = Gx,. Assume in addition that

nP~1

A2(n)
— QP! o G(u)du < 0. (3.15)
% g

Then the conclusion of Theorem 2.2 holds with o® =Y, ., Cov(Xo, X}).



Denote by Fp = o(X;,i < ¢) and by and G, = o(X;,i > k). Notice that if o denote the usual strong
mixing coefficient of Rosenblatt (1956) of X defined by

a(n) = sup a(Fy, Gnie) for n >0,
LeZ

where a(F,G) = sup e £ geg IP(AN B) — P(A)P(B)], then according to Lemma 1 in Dedecker and
Doukhan (2003), condition (3.15) is implied by

np—1 a(n)
= QP (u)du < oo
n>2 n?/P(logn) =
As a consequence, it follows that, if for r» > p,
np~1
supz"P(|Xo| > ) < oo and Z 5 (a(n)"P/" < 0, (3.16)
>0 = n2/p

then (1.1) holds with b, = n'/P(logn). Therefore, Corollary 3.7 improves on Shao and Lu’s result
(1987), which requires: Y >0 (a(n))""P/("P) < oo, Notice however that (3.16) is stronger than
S nP~2(a(n))"P)/" < oo which is the condition obtained by Merlevede and Rio (2012) to get
the rate n'/? (up to logarithmic terms) in (1.1), but only for p €]2,3]. Therefore, compared to their
Theorem 2.1, Corollary 3.4 allows better rates than n'/3

3.3.1 Application to 7-dependent sequences

As we shall see Corollary 3.4 is well adapted to obtain rates of convergence in the almost sure invariance
principle for functions of 7-dependent sequences. Before stating the result, some definitions are needed.

Definition 3.4 Let A;(R) be the set of the functions f from R to R such that | f(x) — f(y)| < |z —y].
Let A1 (R?) be the set of functions f from R? to R such that

1 1
|f(w1,91) — fw2,92)] < §|=’E1 — |+ §|932 — 2.

Define the dependence coefficients Ty and T2y of the sequence (Y;)icz by

nv®) = | sw [BG0DIR) - GO,
nor() = max{ny (), sw || o[BG - B0 ]

Many examples of 7-dependent sequences are given in Dedecker and Prieur (2005).

We now define the classes of functions which are adapted to this kind of dependence.

Definition 3.5 Let ¢ be any concave function from RT to RT, with ¢(0) = 0. Let L. be the set of
functions f from R to R such that

[f(z) = f(y)l < Ke(le —yl),  for some positive K.

An application of Corollary 3.4 gives:
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Corollary 3.5 Let f € L., and let X, = f(Yi) —E(f(Yz)). Let2 <p <4 andt > 2/p. Assume that
Xo belongs to LP. Let Q = Qx,, and G = Gx,. Assume in addition that

nP~1

c(r2,v(n))
=r / QP o G(u)du < . (3.17)
3 Jo

n>2 n?/?(logn)
Then the conclusion of Theorem 2.2 holds with 0® =, ., Cov(Xo, X}).

Notice that if for r > p and ¢t > 2/p,

p—1
supz"P(|Xo| > z) < oo and n—w(c(TQ,Y(k)))(T*p)/(“l) < o0,
>0 S5 n2/o(logn) 2

the condition (3.17) is satisfied.

Proof of Corollary 3.5. Let us first prove that the condition (3.17) implies the condition (3.15). Let
Xi = f(Yx) —E(f(Yr)). Applying the coupling result given in Dedecker and Prieur (2005, Section
7.1) (see also Proposition 4 in Riischendorf (1985)), we infer that there exists Y, distributed as Y,
and independent of F( such that

E(Y, - Y,)=nv(n) <7mv(n).

In the same way, for n < i < j there exists (Y;*,Y}") distributed as (V;,Y;) and independent of Fo
such that

1 * *
SBY: =Y+ 1Y =Y = || sup
heA1(R2)

E(h(Y;, Y)IFo) — BV V)| < v () < oy ().

Clearly B
v(n) = [[E(f(Yn)[Fo) = E(f (Ya))llr < [1f(Ya) = f(Ya)ll1 -
Consequently, if f € L., one has
1) < KB(e(|Y; — Ya])) £ Ke(([Ya ~ Vall1) = Ke(rx(n)
In the same way, if g is in A;(R),
IE(g(X: + X;)|Fo) — E(g(Xi + X)) <E(f(Y:) — FY)+ 1F(Y5) = fF(Y)]) -

Hence, if f € L.,
IE(g(Xs + X;)[Fo) — E(g(Xi + X;))lly < 2K¢(2,v(n)) -

Note that the same inequalities hold with X; — X; instead of X; + Xj.
As a consequence, we obtain that if f € L., then Ay(n) < 2Kc¢(rm2yv(n)). Hence, Corollary 3.5
follows from Corollary 3.4. ¢

Example: Autoregressive Lipschitz model. Let us give an example of an iterative Lipschitz model,
which may fail to be irreducible and to which Corollary 3.5 applies. For § in [0,1] and C' in 0, 1], let
L(C, ) be the class of 1-Lipschitz functions h which satisfy

h(0) =0 and |B'(t)|<1-C(1+ \t|)_‘S almost everywhere.

Let (e;)icz be a sequence of i.i.d. real-valued random variables. For S > 1, let ARL(C,J,S) be the
class of Markov chains on R defined by

Y, = h(Y,_1) + e, with h e L£(C,5) and E(|go|®) < co. (3.18)

11



For this model, there exists an unique invariant probability measure p such that u(|z|*~?) < oo
(see Proposition 2 of Dedecker and Rio (2000)). In addition starting from the inequality (7.7) in
Dedecker and Prieur (2005) and arguing as in Dedecker and Rio (2000), one can prove that 72y (n) =
O(n®+1=9)/9) if § > 1 + §. Therefore an application of Corollary 3.5 leads directly to the following
result:

Corollary 3.6 Assume that (Y;);cz belongs to ARL(C,6,S). Let f be some Hélder function of order
v €]0,1], that is |f(z) — f(y)| < K|z — y|” for some K > 0. Let X; = f(V;) — E(f(Y2)) and
Sn(f) =>1_) Xi. If for some p €]2,4],

(S=1-0)(S—0—1p) 5( 2)’

S>1+4+6 and > —(p

1
[ 5 (3.19)

then S, (f) satisfies the strong approzimation (1.1) with 0® =Y, _, Cov(Xo, Xi) and rate b, = n'/?
if p €]2,4 and b, = n'/*(logn)®/**¢ for any e > 0 if p = 4.

Notice that the condition S > p+ (1 +~'(p —2/p)) implies the condition (3.19) (both conditions
are identical if v = 1, that is when g is Lipschitz).

An element of ARL(C,d,n) may fail to be irreducible and then strongly mixing in the general
case. However, if the common distribution of the €;’s has an absolutely continuous component which
is bounded away from 0 in a neighborhood of the origin, then the chain is irreducible and fits in the
example of Tuominen and Tweedie (1994), Section 5.2. In this case, the rate of ergodicity can be
derived from Theorem 2.1 in Tuominen and Tweedie (1994).

3.4 Application to a-dependent sequences

In this section we want to consider a weaker coefficient than the Rosenblatt strong mixing coefficient
defined by (3.3), and which may computed for instance for many Markov chains associated to dy-
namical systems that fail to be strongly mixing. We start with the definition of the a-dependent
coefficients.

Definition 3.6 For any integrable random variable X, let us write X(© = X — E(X). For any
random variable Y = (Y1, ,Y}y) with values in RF and any o-algebra F, let

b (0)
a(F,Y) = sup E( H(ijgmj)(o)’]:)

(1,...,z)ERF j=1 1

For the sequence Y = (Y;)icz, let

ary(0) =1 and agv(n) = max <'51<1p - a(Fo, (Y, ..., Y;,)) forn > 0. (3.20)
SISE n< <. <iqy

Let A1(R) be the set of the functions [ from R to R such that |f(z) — f(y)| < |z —y|.

Notice that ag v (n) < a(n) for any positive n, where a(n) is the strong mixing coeflicient of Rosenblatt
of Y as defined by (3.3). For examples of Markov chains satisfying lim,,_.. o v (n) = 0 and which
are not strongly mixing in the sense of Rosenblatt, see the section 3.4.1.

We now define the classes of functions which are adapted to this kind of weak dependence.
Definition 3.7 Let p be the probability distribution of a random wvariable X. If QQ is an integrable

quantile function (see definition 3.3), let Mon(Q, ) be the set of functions g which are monotonic on
some open interval of R and null elsewhere and such that Qq(xy < Q. Let F(Q, ) be the closure in

LY(u) of the set of functions which can be written as Zle agfe, where Zle lag] <1 and f; belongs
to Mon(Q, 1).

12



For functions of a-dependent sequences, the following result holds:

Corollary 3.7 Let2 <p <4 andt>2/p. Let X; = f(Y;) — E(f(Y:)) where f belongs to F(Q, Py,)
(here, Py, denotes the distribution of Yy) with QP integrable. Let asy(n) be defined as in (3.20).

Assume that
np~1

az y(n)
= /0 QP (u)du < oo, (3.21)
2

n>2 n?/P(logn)

Then the conclusion of Theorem 2.2 holds with o® =Y, ., Cov(Xo, X}).

When p is close to 2, the condition (3.21) is close to the condition: >, foaz’Y(k) Q?(u)du < oo
which is the best known condition (and optimal in a sense) for the strong invariance principle of -
dependent sequences (see Theorem 1.13 of Dedecker, Gouézel and Merlevede (2010)). However when
p €]2,3], Theorem 2.1 in Merlevede and Rio (2012) provides a sharper condition than (3.21). As a
counterpart, our Corollary 3.7 allows rates of convergence of order n'/? (up to logarithmic terms) with

p €]3,4] in the almost sure invariance principle that are not reached in Merlevede and Rio’s paper.

3.4.1 Application to functions of Markov chains associated to intermittent maps

For 7 in ]0, 1[, we consider the intermittent map 7', from [0, 1] to [0, 1], which is a modification of the
Pomeau-Manneville map (1980):

() = {x(l—i—?'yaﬂ) if  €[0,1/2]

T, (x
2¢ —1 ifxe[l/2,1].
We denote by v, the unique T -invariant probability measure on [0, 1] which is absolutely continuous

with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We denote by K, the Perron-Frobenius operator of 7', with
respect to v.,. Recall that for any bounded measurable functions f and g,

vy(f-goT,) =vy(K,(f)g)-

Let (Y;)i>0 be a stationary Markov chain with invariant measure v, and transition Kernel K.,. Ap-
plying Corollary 3.7, we shall see that for f belonging to a certain class of functions defined below,
S h_ i (F(Yi) — v,(f)) satisfies the strong approximation principle (1.1) with rate b, = n'/?(logn).

Definition 3.8 A function H from R, to [0,1] is a tail function if it is non-increasing, right contin-
uous, converges to zero at infinity, and x — xH (x) is integrable. If u is a probability measure on R
and H is a tail function, let Mon™(H, ) denote the set of functions f : R — R which are monotonic
on some open interval and null elsewhere and such that p(|f| > t) < H(t). Let F*(H,u) be the

closure in L' (i) of the set of functions which can be written as Zl%:l agfe, where ZLI lag| <1 and
fe € Mon™(H, p).

Corollary 3.8 Let (Y;);>1 be a stationary Markov chain with transition kernel K, and invariant
measure v~. Let p €]2,4] and let H be a tail function with

/Ooxp_l(H(x))%dx<oo where § =p+1—2/p. (3.22)
0
Then, for any f € F*(H,v,), the series

o? = vs((f =5 () + 2D 0y ((f = r())f o T)

k>0

converges absolutely to some nonnegative number, and >, (f(Y;) — vy(f)) satisfies the strong in-
variance principle (1.1) with b, = n*/?P(logn).
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To prove this corollary, it suffices to see that (3.22) implies (3.21) with ¢ = 1. In this purpose, we
use Proposition 1.17 in Dedecker, Gouézel and Merlevede (2010) stating that there exist two positive
constant B,C such that, for any n > 0, Bn(y~D/7 < agy(n) < Cn(=Y/7 together with their
computations page 817.

Note that Corollary 3.8 can be extended to functions of Markov chains associated to generalized
Pomeau-Manneville maps (or GPM maps) of parameter v € (0,1) as defined in Dedecker, Gouézel
and Merlevede (2010). Notice also that when f is a bounded variation function, Corollary 3.8 applies
as soon as v < 6. Therefore when v < 3/10, we obtain better rates than the one obtained by
Merlevede and Rio (2012, Corollary 3.1). In particular, if v < 2/9, we obtain the rate b, = n'/*logn

n (1.1).

4 Proofs

Recall that do = 5, PO(X ), so it is an element of Hy© H_7 and by (1.2), it is in LP. Recall also
that M, = > dpoT" and let R,, = S,, —

4.1 Proof of Theorem 2.2

We start the proof by stating the following proposition concerning the almost sure convergence of R,
(its proof will be given later).

Proposition 4.1 Letp > 1. Assume that X belongs to LP and that (1.2) is satisfied. Let (1(n))n>1
be a positive and nondecreasing sequence such that there exists a positive constant C satisfying 1(2n) <
Ciy(n) for alln > 1. Assume that

R,
Z M < oo for some q € [1,p] and Z (1/J (Z ”Eljlﬂlj;—?» ||p> < o0, 1)
n22 n>2

then R, = o(1p(n)) almost surely.

With the help of the above proposition, we prove now that under the first part of (2.5),
R, = o(n'/?(log n)**1/2) almost surely. (4.2)

Taking ¢(n) = n'/?(logn)*+1)/2  we observe that (¥)(n)),>1 satisfies the assumptions of Proposition
(4.1). With the above selection of ¥(n), we infer that a suitable application of Holder’s inequality
implies that the second part of (4.1) holds provided that the first part of condition (2.5) is satisfied.

We prove now that the first part of condition (2.5) implies the first part of (4.1) with ¢ (n) =
n'/?(logn)**+1/2 and q = 2. Note that the first part of (2.5) implies that

E(
> IEG:Folll2 _ (4.3)

3/2
k>0 k/

Applying Proposition 1 in Merlevede et al. (2012), we derive that:

E(Sk|F
|Rulls < 023" H%%Nb
k>n

(notice that under (1.2), the approximating martingale considered in the paper by Merlevede et al. is
almost surely equals to Y _, dy o T" where dy = ), >0 Py(X;)). Next, using Holder’s inequality, we
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derive that for any v €]0,1 — 2/p|

1 1 IE(SkIFo)2 \?
Z n1+2/p(10g n)t+1 ”R H2 < Z n2/p log n)t+1 (Z k3/2

n>2

1 E(S 2 E(S 2
Z I E(Sk|Fo)ll5 = I E(Sk|Fo)ll3
k

< Z n 2/ (logn)t+! k2= n1+2/r(logn)t+1’
>2

which is finite under the first part of condition (2.5) (to see this it suffices to apply Holder’s inequality).

Therefore, due to the almost sure convergence (4.2), to complete the proof of Theorem 2.2, it
suffices to notice that under the second part of condition (2.5), (M,,),>1 satisfies the condition (5.1)
of Proposition 5.1 given in Appendix with 1(n) = n?/?(logn). Hence, enlarging Q is necessary, there
exists a sequence (Z;);>1 of iid centered Gaussian variables with variance E(d2) such that (1.1) holds
with b, = n'/P(logn)**+1/2, In addition, note that (4.3) is a sufficient condition for n='E(S2) to
converge (see for instance Theorem 1 in Peligrad and Utev (2005)).

To end the proof of the theorem, it remains to prove Proposition 4.1. With this aim, we first notice
that due to the properties of monotonicity of the sequence (1)(n)),>1, the almost sure convergence
(4.2) will follow if we can prove that for any A > 0,

ZP( max |S; — M| > w(zr)) < 0. (4.4)
r>1

1<i<2r

Let g € [1,p]. Applying inequality (8) of Proposition 5 of Merlevede and Peligrad (2012) with ¢(u)
u? and z = M)(2"), and using stationarity, we derive that for any integer r > 1,

r—1

Ry | or P
P( max [, - Mi| 2 2(2) < iy (X2 imsaizl,) -
=0

1<i<2 AL(P(27))  AP(p(27))P

Notice now that by stationarity, for all 4,5 > 0, |Riyjllq < [|Rillq + IRl and [[E(Si+;|Fo)ll,
IE(S:|Fo)ll, + |E(S;|Fo)llp- Therefore applying Lemma 5.2 of the appendix respectively with V;,
(¥(n)) "Ry ||§ and V,, = [|E(Sy|Fo)l|p, we infer that (4.4) will hold true if (4.1) is satisfied. o

I IA

4.2 Proof of Proposition 2.1

Notice first that the following decomposition is valid: for any positive integer n,

Rn:zn:(Xk—ZP (X)) Z > Pu(X;) = E(Sa|F0) Z > Pux (4.5)

k=1 j=1 k=1j>n+1 k=1j>n+1

Let N be a positive integer and write

n n+N n
Z Z Pe(X;) = Z Zpk +Z Z Py(X;) (4.6)
k=1j>n+1 j=n+1k=1 k=1j>n+N+1

= E(Sn+N - Sn|-7:n) - E(Sn+N - Sn|-7:0) + Z Z Pk(Xj) . (4.7)
k=1j>n+N+1

Starting from (4.5) and considering (4.6), item 1 follows. To prove item 2, we start from item 1 and
use stationarity, to derive that for any positive integers n and N,

Rl < 1B, Flp + 2SN+ Y R (48)
k=1j>n+N+1 p
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Applying then Burkholder’s inequality and using the stationarity, we obtain that for any positive
integer m, there exists a positive constant ¢, such that

Hi Z Pp(X;) p<CPZH Z Pr(X;) fcpZH Z Py(X H7 (4.9)

k=1j>n+N+1 k=1 j>n+N+1 k=1 j>N+k

where p’ = min(2, p). Starting from (4.8) and using (4.9), item 2 follows. ©

4.3 Proof of Theorem 2.3

The proof will follow from Theorem 2.2 if we can show that under (2.6), (2.7) and (2.8), the second
part of condition (2.5) is satisfied. With this aim, let M,, = S,, — R,, and write that

E(M|Fo) — < |[E(S7170) - +2|[Eo(SnRn) — E(SnRn)|p/2 + 2| Ball; -

Ms)Hpm (STQL)HPN

Let 3, = n?(log n)(t’l)p/z. Since (2.8) holds true, the second part of condition (2.5) will be satisfied
if
Z G IRl < 0o and Z*HEO SnRn) = B(S, Ry)|23 < oo (4.10)
n

n>1 n>1

By using item 2 of Proposition 2.1 with N = w,,, the first part of (4.10) clearly holds under (2.6). To
prove the second part of (4.10), we first notice that

[E(S,E(S0|F0)|Fo) — E(SuE(Su|F0))llp/2 < 2 E(S|Fo)l7 -

Hence the first part of (2.6) implies that

37 B2l Fo) — E(SLE(S|Fo))|[Z/2 < oo. (4.11)

n>1

In addition, [|E(S,E(S2, — Sn|Fo)|Fo) — E(S,E(S2, — Sn\]-"o))Hp/g < 2||E(Sn\.7-"0)||12). Therefore, we
also have that

1
> —IE(S E(S2n — S| Fo)|Fo) — E(SuE(S2n — Sn|7:0))||§g < 0. (4.12)

n>1

Now since S,, is F,-measurable, we get that

||E(SnE(S2n - Sn‘]:n)‘]:O) - E(SnE(S2n - Sn|]'—n))||p/2
= ||E(Sn(52n - Sn)|]:0) - E(SH(SQVL - Sn))Hp/2 .

Next, using the identity 2ab = (a + b)? — a? — b? and the stationarity, we obtain that

2HE(S’!LE(S2TL - Sn|]:n)|]:0) - E(SnE(SQn - Snlfn))Hp/2
< |E(S2,1F0) — E(S3,)[lp/2 + 2 E(S:|F0) — E(SH)lp/2

which combined with (2.8) implies that

S L B(S.B(San — SulF)lFo) — BSB(San — SulF) |72 < (413)

p/2
n>1
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Therefore by combining (4.11), (4.12) and (4.13), we derive that the second part of (4.10) will be
satisfied provided that

1 ~ ~
3 Fmrary PSRl 0) ~ B, o)lyyz < oo, (4.14)
n N

n>1

where R, = R,, — E(Sn|Fo) — E(San — Sn|Fn) + E(Sa, — S,|Fo). To prove (4.14), we first write that

1o (SnRn) = B(SuRn)lp2 < 2\ Bo(SnRn)llprz < 2By > (S2)EG > (B2)]),2
< 2||(Bo(52) — B(S2)) 2By * (2,2 + 2(B(S2)) /2By * (R2)] 2
< Eo(82) = B(S2) /2 + [ Bull2 + 2(B(S2) 2By > (B2)|l,/2 - (4.15)
In addition,

1Bally < |1 Rulp + BIE(Sa|Fo) |, and (B(S2)|Eg(R)llp/2 < n'/?| Rl (4.16)

where for the last inequality we have used the fact that the function z — |z|P/* is concave and that
E(S?) < n. Next, taking into account item 1 of Proposition 2.1 with N = n, the following inequality

holds: .
1R3 =] > x|

k=1 j>k+n

Therefore, starting from (4.15) and using (4.16) and (4.17), we then infer that (4.14) holds by taking
into account (2.7), (2.8) and the first part of (4.10). This ends the proof of the second part of (4.10)
and then of the theorem. ¢

’ 4.17
.1
27 ( )

4.4 Proof of Proposition 2.2

We first notice that the first part of (2.9) implies that ||E(X,|Fo)|, = o(nz/p2’1(logn)(t’1)/2), S0
that 3, o n~VP|E(X,|Fo)|, < oo, since p > 2. This implies that X, is regular in the sense that
E(Xo|F_s) = 0 almost surely. Applying Lemma 5.1 with ¢ = 1, it follows that } ¢ [|[Po(Xy)|l, < o0
and the condition (1.2) is satisfied. Now, since Xy is regular, the condition ) _,[[Po(Xn)ll2 < o0
implies that the series 0 = Y, Cov(Xy, X},) converges absolutely, and consequently n~'E(S?)
converges to o2.

Let 3, = n?(logn)*~YP/2 Let us prove that (2.6) holds with u, = [n?/?] as soon as the first
part of (2.9) is satisfied. Since maxye v, } IE(Sk|Fo)llp < Dopty IE(Xk|Fo)|lp, Holder’s inequality
implies that for any v €]0,2/p],

1 nP/2 3l 11—
Z — max ||E(Sy|Fo)|h < Z Z kP E(X | Fo)[I5 -
"2 ﬂn ke{n,un,} n>2 n =1

Therefore changing the order of summation, we infer that the first part of (2.6) holds with u,, = [n?/?]
as soon as the first part of (2.9) does. Let us prove now that the second part of (2.6) is satisfied with
u, = [nP/?]. Using Lemma 5.1 given in Appendix, we first get that

np/2

a3 X rml) e (5 RGNy

k=1 j>k+un k>[np/2 /2]
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Next Holder’s inequality implies that for any v €]1 — 1/p,1 — 2/p?|,
T L) e AL

SEI PN [DOITNRED SEmEDS :

k=1 j>k+4u, n>2 k>[nr/2]

Changing the order of summation, we then derive that the second part of (2.6) holds with u,, = [n?/?]
as soon as the first part of (2.9) does.

It remains to prove that the second part of (2.9) entails that (2.7) holds. Using again Lemma 5.1
followed by an application of Holder’s inequality, we first obtain that for any v €]1 — 2/p,2 — 4/p|,

n”/ 2\ p/4 ne/? | E(Xk|Fo)l2\P/2
(ZH S (Xj)H2> <Z Bn ( Z/Z] k172 )
nP(2=7—2/p)/2

Z k'yp/Q ||E Xk:‘]:())”
kp/4

<y et

n>2

B

k>n

Changing the order of summation, it follows that (2.7) holds provided that the second part of (2.9)
does. This ends the proof of the proposition. ¢

4.5 Proof of Corollary 2.1.

Notice first that, since v €]0, 1] and p > 2, the condition (2.10) implies the second part of (2.9). Now,
since (|| E(X,|Fo)|lp)n>1 is a nonincreasing sequence, condition (2.10) implies that

IE(Xa|F0)|Ih = o((log n)*~VPn3=2p) | (4.18)

which in turn entails that the first part of (2.9) is satisfied. By Proposition 2.2, it follows that (1.2),
(2.6) and (2.7) are satisfied.
It remains to prove that condition (2.8) holds as soon as (2.10) and (2.11) hold. With this aim,
setting
Y(Fo,m, k) := [|E(Xp Xgtm|Fo) — E(Xka+m)Hp/2a

we first write that for any v € [0, 1],

S
|

’7(-7:(% m, k)
=0
"]

IE(S7170) — B(S7) /2 < 2

3

M: -

v(Fo, m, k) +2Z Z Y(Fo, m, k). (4.19)

m=1k=[m7]+1

HM

3
)l

We shall bound up v(Fp, m, k) in two ways. First we consider the bound: for any k > 0,
V(Fo,m, k) < sup ||E(X;X;[Fo) — E(X;X;)p/2 =7(m).

izj>m
Therefore, by Holder’s inequality,

n (1-t)p/2 ( n

n)(1=0)p/2 n p
s tosl T (5 S k) )" w3 W (S )

n>2 m=1 k=0 n>2 m=1
(1-a)(p—2)/2(] (1-t)p/2 2
n ogn _ ~
<3 Cpen T S e,
n>2 m=1
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for any o €]1 — 2/(p — 2),1[. Changing the order of summation, it follows that under (2.11),

logn)(1—p/2 , 2 ] /2 log n)(1=Dp/2, (1+)p/2
Z(Ogni( SO 3 A (Fomak) ) <3 (logn) ” F(n))P'? < 0o, (4.20)

n2
n>2 m=1 k=0 n>2

We write now that

v(Fo,m, k) < 2||E(Xka+m|}—0)”p/2
<2[E((Xm — Eo(Xm)) (Xitm — Eo(Xitm))1F0) lp/2 + 21 Eo(Xm)Eo(Xkm)llps2 - (4.21)

We notice first that Holder’s inequality entails that

(logn)(t=tw/2 , "X p/2 logn (1-t)p
> (X Y IEo(Xm)Bo(Knsm)llp) < D o (ZHEO Xullp)
n>2 m=1 k=0 n>2
(log n) 1=0P/2 pi=0)p=1) 2
=D B (X)]P
<<n§ = > IEo(X0IE

for any o €]1 — 1/(p — 1), 1[. Changing the order of summation and using (4.18), it follows that

(logn (1 t)p/2 n n—m p/2
S (30 S e (X Bo(Xin) )
n>2 m=1 k=0

logn (1 t)p/2 nP

>

n>2

IEo(X,)IE < oo (4.22)

Starting from (4.19) and using (4.20), (4.21) and (4.22), condition (2.8) will be satisfied if we can

prove that
(1-t)p/2 , ™
g (ogm)0on (logn v/ ( 3 Z )p/2 . (4.23)

n>2 m=1k= m'Y +1

where v*(m, k) = |E((Xn — Eo(Xm))(Xitm — Eo(Xigm))|Fo)llp/2. With this aim, since X, —
Eo(Xn) = >0, Pe(Xy), we first observe that

) < || ZP« WP X\ Fo) | < ST NPUX )l Pe K
/=1
Therefore by stationarity,
m—1
1P (Xl Po(X e8I - (4.24)
£=0

Now we write that

n (n”] [K'/7]+1

Z Sy (mk) <<Z Z B Y Sy mk). (4.25)

=1k=[m7]+1 k=[n7]+1m=1
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Using (4.24) and Holder’s inequality twice, we first derive that

[n7] [&*/7]+1 (] »/
( 7 (m. k)" (ZM&MZWWWMMJ
k=1 m=1
- p=2 n-l (n”] b/
Q]%|@ S IRl (D2 K 1P (X))
=0 =0 k=1
n—1 p—2 n—1 [n’y]
2
< 22N R X)) T3 IP (Xl 3 R ORI | Py (X 2.
1=0 £=0 k=1

for any o €]1 — 2/(p — 2),1[. We then infer that

(logn)(l t)p/2 p/2
3l S )
p (1og n)(l_t)p/2 np/(27)+p/2
< (Ziaeal)” Y i I Po(X) 2.
>0 n>2

Notice now that by Lemma 5.1, >~ ,- [[Po(X¢) ||, < 0o as soon as Y, o k~/P||Eo(X,)||, < oo, which
clearly holds under (4.18) since p > 2. On an other hand, using Lemma 5.1 again, we get that

(log n)(l—t)p/2 nP/(27)+p/2 (logn) (1=t)p/2 p/(27)+p/2

2 2
Z nl+1/y || |P/ < Z n2+t1i/y Z ||P0(Xk)||g/
n>2 n>2 k>n
(log n)(1=4p/2 p/ 27)+p/2 -
<> i S RV E (X 52 (4.26)
n>2 kZ[n/Z]

It follows that under (2.10),

n] [k

(1—t)p/2 ]+ /
5o tosm) T S 0)" <.

n>2 k=1 m=1

Therefore from (4.25), (4.23) will follow if we can prove that

p/2

Z(logn(l tp/2( Z ZV mk) < 0. (4.27)

n>2 k=[n7]+1m=1

Using (4.24) and Holder’s inequality twice,

> Y rmn) < (SRl Y 1Rl

k=[n7]4+1m=1 =0 k=[n7]+1

n—1 (p—2)/2 n—1 n /2
< np/2(z ||P0(Xi)Hp) b Z ||P0(Xz)||p( Z ||P0(X£+k)||p)p
=0 £=0

k=[n7]+1

n—1

RV (p—2)/2 122 " .
<P AR (ST R ,) Y IR Y R R,
=0 £=0 k=[n7]+1
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for any « €]1,1 4 1/~[. It follows that

Z (logn)n(;*t)PN( i i 'y*(m,k))p/Q

n>2 k=[nY]4+1m=1
p/2 (logn)1=0P/2 pp/ 27)+p/2
< (Y IrEol) Y i | Po(Xn) 172,
£>0 n>2

which is finite under (2.10) (see (4.26)). This ends the proof of Corollary 2.1. ¢

4.6 Proof of Corollary 2.2.
Starting from (4.19) with v = 1 combined with the bound

V(Fo,m, k) < (s [E(XiX;1F0) = BIXiX))llpya ) A (21 X0E(XklFo)llp2 ) -

i>j>m

where (Fo,m, k) is defined in (4.19), we infer that (2.8) is satisfied provided that (2.12) and (2.13)
are. The corollary then follows from an application of Theorem 2.3 together with Proposition 2.2. ¢

4.7 Proof of Corollary 3.1.

Let us first check that (1.2) is satisfied. By definition of the transition probability, and since f is an

odd function and v is symmetric,

Eo(Xn) = E(f(¢n)|C0) = (1 = [Col)" f (o) a.s.

Taking into account that |f(x)| < C|z|*/? and the assumption on v it follows that

1
[Eo(Xn)[lh < / (1 — z)"PaP 229 Ly,
0

(4.28)

and using the properties of the Beta functions, [|[Eo(X,)[/) = O(n=%"?/2). Hence, if a > (p — 2)/2,
a0 VP Eg(X,)], < oo and by Lemma 5.1 of the appendix, >, [ Po(X,)]|, < oo, proving that

(1.2) is satisfied. We also get that
IEo(Su( /)]l < max(logn, n'/27/7).
We prove now that for M, = ZZ=1 d; where d; = ani P(X,),
|Eo(M2) — E(M?2)]|,/2 < max(logn,n' ~2*/7).
Starting from (4.28), we infer that
f(&) (%)

L= |C1| _ el + f(&o) as.,
yielding to
1Cal |Col

Hence (4.30) will be proven if we can show that

1Bo(S2(£)) — B(S2(f)),/2 < max(logn,n'~2%/7)
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[Bo((ce™ =1 = f) (@l = 1)) || < max(ogn,n'=2/), (432)

and
[Bo(Su (GG = 1) = F@)Gl ™ =) || < maxiogn,n' /). (4.3

The bound (4.31) has been proved in Rio (2009) (see the computations leading to his bound (4.15)).
We turn now to the proof of (4.32). According to the definition of the transition probability, we first
notice that for any positive integer n, and any function g on E,

Bo(9(6:)) = Bo((1 = 6i-1Da(Gum0) + Ballcua) | aw)otdy) as. (1.34)
and since f is an odd function and v is symmetric,

n+1 f(CO)
Gl *°

Therefore, using (4.34) with g(z) = y=2(1— |y|)?f%(y) and (4.35), we get that for any positive integer
n,

EO(f(C7l)(|CTL|71 - 1)) = (1 - |C0|)

(4.35)

Eo () (167" = 1) = £(Go) (Gl ™ = 1)) < lCn-1llp/2 (1—|y|)2L(2y)dv(y)
(11 .. /. y

+ B (81— gy - 2252 - a2 + L8 - pai) -

With the help of (4.34), we then derive after n — 1 steps that

[Bo((Fe ™ =1 = rco) (@l = 1)) | <<||<o||,,/22 / gL g>dv(y>

+\ 21— (1 - (1 - [6ol)”)

. (4.36
\W (4.36)

Taking into account that |f(x)| < C|x|'/2, the assumption on v and using the properties of the Beta
functions, we get that for any positive integer n

Z/ 2+kf ( )d (y) < max(logn,n'™?). (4.37)

Since | f(x)| < C|z|'/?, by taking into account (3.1), it follows that for any positive integer n,

p/2 1 B 2
[ESha - 1ah - - )| < [ a0 e (- - e,
& p/2 0
Using the fact that 1 — (1 — z)™ < min(1, nx), we then infer that for any positive integer n,

< max(logn, n?/279) . (4.38)

|52 - e -a- e,
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The inequality (4.36) combined with the bounds (4.37) and (4.38) gives (4.32). It remains to show
that (4.33) holds true. Taking into account the definition of the transition probability, the fact that
f is an odd function and v is symmetric, it follows that

n 2
Bo(S, (G161 = 1) = 3 Ba( T = joy-++1). (4.59)
k=1

Next, by using (4.34) k times, we infer that for any positive integer k

e (G a—tar) < ll<o||p/2§ R

126 (1 = o™,y (440)

On the other hand, since f is an odd function and v is symmetric, by the definition of the transition
probability, it follows that

Eo(Sn(f)f(Co)(G| ™" — 1)) = Z (1= )™t (4.41)

\co 2

Therefore, taking into account (4.39), (4.40) and (4.41) together with (3.1) and the fact |f(z)| <
C|z|'/?, we infer that

n n

[Bo (SN (@G =1 = F@)0l ™ ~1))|| < k/oll_xzadx

k=1 /¢=
+ n(/ol(l - x)”p/zx“_ldx)Q/p +é (/0 (1— x)kp/Qxa_lda:) 2/p.

The bound (4.33) then follows from the properties of the Beta functions. This ends to proof of (4.30).

It remains to use Theorem 2.2 combined with the bounds (4.29) and (4.30) and the assumption that
a > (p—2)/2, to end the proof of the corollary. Indeed when p = 4, this directly implies that S, (f)
satisfies the strong approximation (1.1) with 0 = Y, _, Cov(Xo, Xx) and rate b, = n'/4(logn)3/4+¢
for any € > 0. Now when p €]2,4[, since a > (p — 2)/2, the arguments also hold for some p’ > p
leading to the rate b, = n'/? in (1.1). o

4.8 Proof of Corollaries 3.2 and 3.3.

To prove Corollary 3.2, it suffices to prove that the sequence X; = f(&;) —m(f) satisfies the conditions
(2.10) and (2.11) of Corollary 2.1 with ¢t = 1.

Note that, according to the proofs of Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 in Dedecker and Rio (2008) and to their
inequality (5.18),

[E(Xn[é0) o0 < C1(f) Z |k|~* (log(1 + |k|))_(1+5)| cos(2mka)|"”
kEZ*

and

sup [[B(X:X;1F0) — BOGX) oo < Ca(f) S k|75 (log(L + [k])) " cos(2mka)|”

12j2n kEZ*
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Hence to verify the conditions (2.10) and (2.11), it suffices to take + such that 2/p—~v =1/p—~~1(1—

2/p) that is

1+ 1+4p(p—2)
2p

N = (4.42)

and to show that

SO w2 37 [k (log(1 + k) T4 cos(2mka)|" < oo (4.43)
n>1 keZ*

Note first that by the properties of the Gamma function there exists a positive constant K such that,
for any irrational number a

K
(1 — | cos(2mka)|)r—2/p+1 "

> 1 72/P| cos(2mka)|"

n>1

Since (1 — |cos(wu)|) > n(d(u, Z))?, we derive that

s —(1+¢)
-2 —s—¢ . n |k| log( + ‘k|))
va /p Z |k| | cos(2mka)|™ < e 2/p+1 Z d(2ka, Z))21—4/p+2

n>1 keZ*

Note that, if a is badly approximable by rationals, then so is 2a. Therefore if a satisfies (3.7),
proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 5.1 in Dedecker and Rio (2008), we get that

N+l _q

1
(2y—4/p+2)N
kzg:zv (d(Qka,Z))2y74/p+2 < 227=4/p+2)N

Therefore
Z n /P Z |k|~* (log(1 + |k|))7(1+5)\ cos(2mka)|"

n>1 kEZ*
2(27_4/17"!‘2)1\] k =s(1 1 k —(1+e¢) <
< NZ>O 2N§%§§N+1| |7 (log(1 + [k)) o

proving, by the choices of s and ~, that the condition (4.43) is satisfied. This ends the proof of
Corollary 3.2. Corollary 3.3 follows the same lines and the main point is to prove that for v defined
by (4.42) and a satisfying (3.8),

ZnW_Q/p Z ||~ cos(2mka)|™ < oo

n>1 keZ*

When p = 4 this will give the rate b,, = n1/4(10g n)3/4+5, for a 6 > 0, in the strong invariance principle
(1.1). For p €]2,4[, the arguments also hold for some p’ > p leading to the rate b, = n'/? in (1.1). o

4.9 Proof of Corollary 3.4.

To prove the result, we apply Corollary 2.2, so that we need to check the conditions (2.9), (2.12) and
(2.13).
Notice that since p > 2, (2.12) and the first part of (2.9) are both satisfied if
n?~! p/2
max ||E0(Xk)EO( n)||p/2 < 00. (4.44)

= nQ/P(log )(t Lp 0<k
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We start by proving this condition. Using Proposition 1 in Dedecker and Doukhan (2003), we get
that for any integers k and n,

/G(IE(anfo)h)

[Eo(Xk)Eo(Xn)llp/2 = E(Zo|Eo(Xk)|Xn) < Q) 20Eo (x| (0) Q) x,, (w)du,,

0

where Zy = ||E0(Xk)E0(Xn)||11)72’9/2\EO(X;C)EO(X”)\p/2_1sign(E0(Xn)). Next using successively Lemma
2.1 and Inequality (4.6) in Rio (2000), we obtain that

/G(lE(anfo)h)

”EO(Xk)EO(Xn)”p/2 < Q|ZO‘(U)Q2(u)du.

Now, applying Hélder’s inequality and noting that || Zol|,/(,—2) = 1, we obtain that

p/2 <
B 1o (Xk)Eo(Xn)ll,)n <

G(|B(Xn|Fo)ll1)
/ QP (u)du,

so that (4.44) is satisfied under (3.15), since ||E(X,|Fo)|l1 < A2(n).
Let us prove now that the second part of (2.9) is satisfied under (3.15). Using the same arguments
as before, we infer that

IBo(X) o < (/OG(IE(XnIfo)Il) Q2(u)du> 1/2 < (/01 Qp(u)du) 1/p1/2</0G(|E(Xn|7’o)I1) Qp(u)du)lm.

For the second inequality we have used Holder’s inequality together with the fact that, since @ is
nonincreasing, for any z € [0, 1],

/ @it / " QP (w)du.

Therefore the second part of (2.9) will be satisfied if

n3p/4 IBCIF /A
ﬁ(/ Q" o G(U)dU) < oo,
ns2 n?(logn) =

which clearly holds if (3.15) does, since [ E(X,|Fo)|[1 < Aa(n), (f;*™ QP~LoG(u)du), is nonincreasing
and p > 2.
It remains to prove that (2.13) holds if (3.15) does. Let B;; = X;X; — E(X,X;) and By =

|Eo(Bi ;) [P/* | Eo(Bi ;) ||11)/_2p/251gn(E0(Bi7j)). Applying again Proposition 1 in Dedecker and Doukhan
(2003), we derive that

GBiyj (HEO(Bi,])Hl)
B |0) ~ BOXX) 2 = B(BoB) < [ Q5 (WQa,, (wdu.

0
Since || Bol|p/(p—2) = 1, Holder’s inequality gives
G, ; (IEo(Bi ;)ll1) /2 2/p
||E(X2Xj|]'—o) — E(Xin)Hp/z < (/0 QBL]‘ (u)du) . (4.45)
Now, since @p, ;(u) < Q|x,x,|(u) + E(|X;Xj[), we get that

’  (u)d ’ o (u)d 02 d
/OQBl,Au)usz/o Q|Xlx,|<u>u§2/0 Q(u)du,
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where for the last inequality we have used Lemma 2.1 in Rio (2000). It follows that G2(u/2) < G, ;(u)
where G5 is the inverse of  — Hs(x fo Q?(u)du. In particular, G, ,;(u) > Ga(u/c) for any ¢ > 2.
Since @ is non-increasing, it follows that for any ¢ > 2,

Gp; ;(IIEo(Bi,j)l1) IEo(Bi,;)1 [1Eo(Bi, ;)1
/ ’ QY (u)du = / QY oG, (u)du < / QY* ™ o Gy(u/c)du
0 0 7 h 0 “

so that

G, ; (IIBo(Bi ;)ll1) /2
/0 QY2 (w)du

IEo(Bi,;)ll1/c 21 G2(|[Eo(Bi,j)ll1/c) /2 1
< c/ QE” OGQ(U)dU:C/ QY™ (v)Q*(v)dv.  (4.46)
0 7 0

Notice now that Q%/i,zj (u) < 2P/2Q‘P)/5Xj‘(u) + 2P/2E(|X;X;|P/?), which implies that

/Qp/z )du <21+p/2/ Qp)/(2X| du<21+p/2/ QF (u (4.47)

where for the last inequality we have used Lemma 2.1 in Rio (2000). Therefore starting from (4.45)
and using (4.46) together with Holder’s inequality and (4.47), we get that

IB(X: X1 Fo) — B(XX;)[[2)5 < o/l =4/ 0)

G2(|[Eo(Bi,j)ll1/c)
/ Q"(v)dv . (4.48)

0

We show now that for any ¢ > n and j > n, there exists ¢ > 2 such that
G2(|[Eo(Bij)ll1/c) < G(62(n)). (4.49)
With this aim, let M = Q o G(62(n)) and, for ¢ € Z, define the variables
X;=XiIix,<m and X; = XiIx,>nm-
With this notation and using the stationarity, we have that

IEo(Bij)llh < [Eo(X[X) — B(X[X})|1 + 4ME|X(| + 2E|X|?
< [Bo(X7X}) = B(X{X))|l1 + 6E(XG T 01> ar) - (4.50)

Notice now that for any reals  and y:

‘ml\wISM + yIIyISM|2 — |z + y|21|7;+y|§2M

< yPTy<arLgpsar + 2P Ta <Ly sar + 12+ 4P gy <onr Lgpsar
2 + Y* gy <om Lysar + 12+ Y Ly <onr Ly ar Ly s ar
<SMPTjysnr + IMP Ly s - (4.51)

In addition setting for any real u > 0 and any T > 0, g7(u) = u? A T?, we have

2+ YT jpry <ans — gonr (2 + yl)’ <AMPTpyson - (4.52)
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Using (4.51) and (4.52), the fact that 4dzy = |z + y|? — |z — y/|?, and the stationarity of (X;);cz, it
follows that

sup [[4X X}, — gane (1X; + Xel) + g2 (1X; — Xil) 1 < 44ME(|Xo|T x> 00) < ME(XGT x5 01) -

Jj2k>q
(4.53)
In addition, since gops is 2M-Lipschitz, it follows that

Sup IE (g2 (1X; + Xi|)|Fo) — E(ganm (1X; + X)) |1 < 2Mb5(n), (4.54)
J=k=2n

and the same holds true with |X; + X} | in place of | X; — Xj|. Starting from (4.50) and using (4.53),

4.54), together with the fact that E(XZ1 x, 1sa) < G (02(n)) Q?*(u)du, we obtain that for any i > n
0 \ o> 0
and j > n,

G(62(n)) 02(n)
IEo(Biy)lh < Qo G6a(n))8s(n) + 28/0 Q2 (u)du < 29/ Q0 G(u)du

0
so that

G(02(n))
[Eo(Bij)ll < 29/0 Q*(u)du = 29H(G (02(n))),

which proves (4.49) with ¢ = 29. Starting from (4.48), using (4.49) and the fact that 62(n) < Aa(n),
it follows that (2.13) will be satisfied if

nP—2

n>2 (logn)

)\2(”)
/ QP! o G(u)du < o,

(t—1p
2

which holds if (3.15) does, since (fo)‘Z(n) QP o G(u)du),, is nonincreasing and p > 2. This ends the
proof of Corollary 3.4. ¢

4.10 Proof of Corollary 3.7.

It comes from an application of Corollary 2.2. We omit the details since to prove that (2.9), (2.12) and
(2.13) are satisfied if (3.21) is, we follow the lines of the beginning of the proof of Corollary 3.4 and,
to take care of the covariances terms, we use the arguments developped in the proof of Proposition
5.3 in Merlevede and Rio (2012). ¢

5 Appendix

The next proposition gives simple criteria to obtain rates of convergence in the almost sure invariance
principle for a strictly stationary sequence of martingale differences. It is based on Theorem 2.1
in Shao (1993) that gives, with the help of the Skorohod-Strassen theorem, sufficient conditions for
partial sums of non necessarily stationary sequences of martingale differences to satisfy the almost
sure invariance principle with rates.

Proposition 5.1 Let d; = dyoT" where dy is an element of Hy© H_,. Assume furthermore that dy is
in LP with p €]2,4]. Let M,, = >, d;. Let ¢ be a nondecreasing positive function. Assume also that
there exists a positive constant C such that ¥(2n) < Ctp(n) for alln > 1 and 3, ¥ "P/%(n) < occ.

Define v, = n~ P/ (n) D k>n YP/2(k). Assume that

2 _ 2y||P/2
Z rUP/Q HE(Mn|f0) E(Mn)’ p/2 < o0 (5 1)
: mp7 () | |

n>1
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Enlarging Q if necessary, there exists a sequence (Z;)i>1 of iid gaussian random variables with zero
mean and variance E(d3) such that

M’“_ZZ ey

Proof of Proposition 5.1. From Theorem 2.1 in Shao (1993), it suffices to verify that

1/2
+ log log(v)(n ))‘ ) almost surely.

(w”% )‘ log ——

sup
1<k<n

n

Z(E(dﬂfi_l) —E(d?)) = o(1(n)) almost surely . (5.2)

i=1

Since v is nondecreasing and 1 (2n) < Cy(n) for any n > 1 and some fixed C' > 0, the almost sure
convergence (5.2) will follow if we can prove that, for every & > 0,

E P( max
1<k<2r+1
r>1 - -

Therefore (5.2) and then the proposition will be proved if we can show that

k
ZE(dﬂfJfl) - E(df))‘ > sw(T)) < 00.
=1

k

/
> oy Bz, | o R@F )~ B@)[) < oo
r>1 =F=t =

Applying Theorem 3 in Wu and Zhao (2008) (since 1 < p/2 < 2) and using the martingale property,
we get that

i p/2
" <o o (5 [BQBFo) — BOL )
2(E(d?|fifl) - E(d?))‘ ) < 27||d3| \Z;; +2 (Z 2k g 26 )llp/ _

1=

E( max
1<k<2r

Since 1) is nondecreasing and since 1 ~P(n) < oo, it follows that >, 2" P(2") < co. Hence the
result will be proved if we can show that

p/2
Z W ) (222“" O B(ME|Fo) —~ B(MEp2) < oo

But the latter is implied by (5.1), which may be proved as in the proof of (3) = (2) of Proposition
2.2 in Cuny (2011) (see Appendix A there). ©

The following lemma is useful to compare conditions involving the projection operator Py with a
mixingale-type condition.

Lemma 5.1 Let p > 2. For any real 1 < q < p and any positive integer n,

IE(Xk|Fo)

> Imrly < Yo R

k>2n k>n

Proof of Lemma 5.1. If the upper bound is infinite, the inequality is clear.

Let us consider now the case where the upper bound is finite. In that case, since |E(X,|F0)|,
is nonincreasing, we infer that nlfq/p||E(Xn|]:o)Hg converges to 0 as n tends to infinity, so that
E(Xo|F_o) = 0 almost surely.
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Now, for any sequence of nonnegative numbers (ug)ren and any real o > 1, the following inequality
holds: for any positive integer n, there exists a positive constant C, depending only on « such that

Zw@<C Z 1/a(z ?)l/a (5.3)
>k

k>2n k>n+1

(to prove this inequality, it suffices to slightly adapt the proof of Lemma 6.1 in Dedecker et al. (2011)
and to use the fact that the sequence (>, u‘é“)k>1 is nonincreasing).

We proceed now as in the proof of Remark 3.3 in Dedecker et al. (2011). We first consider the
case p > q. Applying inequality (5.3) with uy, = [|[Po(Xy)[|# and o = p/q, we get that

S in< (S IR z) " (5.4)
>k

k>2n >n+1

Next, using the stationarity and applying the Rosenthal’s inequality given in Theorem 2.12 of Hall
and Heyde (1980), we then derive that for any p € [2, 00, there exists a constant ¢, depending only
on p such that

S IR0l = S I1P-(Xo)ll < | 3= Poe(X0)||” = eoIBCKIF. (5.5)

>k >k 0>k

the last equality being true because E(Xy|F_) = 0 almost surely. Therefore when p > ¢, the lemma
follows by taking into account (5.5) in (5.4). Now when p = ¢, inequality (5.5) together with the fact
that ||E(Xk|Fo)|l, is nonincreasing implies the result. ¢

The next lemma is useful to deal with sequences having a subadditive property (see Lemma 38 in
Merlevede and Peligrad (2012) for a proof).

Lemma 5.2 Let (V;)i>0 be a sequence of non negative numbers such that Vo = 0 and for all i, j > 0,

where C' > 1 is a constant not depending on i and j. Then For any integer r > 1, any integer n
satisfying 2" "1 < n < 2" and any real ¢ > 0

r—1 n
> gV < C20P (e 1)
=0 k=1

Vi
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