arXiv:1907.08920v1 [math.PR] 21 Jul 2019

MAXIMUM ON A RANDOM TIME INTERVAL OF A RANDOM WALK WITH INFINITE MEAN

DENIS DENISOV

Abstract. Let ξ_1, ξ_2, . . . be independent, identically distributed random variables with infinite mean E[|ξ_1|] = ∞. Consider a random walk S_n = ξ_1 + · · · + ξ_n, a stopping time τ = min{n ≥ 1 : S_n ≤ 0} and let M_τ = max_{0≤i≤τ} S_i. We study the asymptotics for P(M_τ > x), as x → ∞.

1. Introduction

Let ξ, ξ_1, ξ_2, . . . be independent random variables with a common distribution F . Consider a random walk S_0 = 0, S_n = ξ_1 + . . . + ξ_n and a stopping time

τ := inf{n ≥ 1 : S_n < 0}.

Let M_τ := max_{0≤i≤τ} S_i and M = sup {S_n, n ≥ 0}. We will consider the random walks with infinite or undefined mean (E[|ξ_1|] = ∞) under the assumption that S_n → −∞ a. s. It is well known that the latter assumption is equivalent to M < ∞ a. s. and to E[τ] < ∞ (see Theorem 1 in [17, Chapter XII, Section 2]).

In the infinite-mean case, an important role is played by the negative truncated mean function m(x) ≡ E min{ξ^−, x} = ∫_x 0 P{ξ^− > y} dy, x ≥ 0, where ξ^− = max{−ξ, 0}; the function m(x) is continuous, increasing, m(0) = 0 and m(x) > 0 for any x > 0. It is known that if E|ξ| = ∞, then S_n → −∞ a.s. as n → ∞ if and only if

K := ∫_∞ 0 x m(x) F (dx) is finite, (1)

see Corollary 1 in [16].

The aim of this paper is to study the asymptotics for P(M_τ > x) in the infinitemean case. In the finite-mean case, under the assumption that F ∈ S^∗ it was shown by Asmussen [1], see also [22] for the regularly varying case, that

P(M_τ > x) ∼ EτF (x), (2)

where F (x) = 1 − F (x) = P(ξ_1 > x). The class S^∗ of strongly subexponential distributions was introduced by Klüppelberg [23] and is defined as follows,

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 60G70; Secondary 60K30, 60K25. Key words and phrases. Random walk, subexponential distribution, heavy-tailed distribution, busy period, busy cycle, single server queue. 1

Definition 1. A distribution function F with finite μ_+ = ∫_∞ 0 F (y)dy < ∞ belongs to the class S^∗ of strong subexponential distributions if F (x) > 0 for all x and ∫_x 0 F (x − y)F (y)dy F (x) → 2μ_+, as x → ∞

This class is a proper subclass of class S of subexponential distributions. It is shown in [23] that the Pareto, lognormal and Weibull distributions belong to the class S^∗ as well.

The proof in [1] relied on the local asymptotics for P(M ∈ (x, x + T ) found in [5] and, independently, in [3]. Foss and Zachary [19] pointed out the necessity of the condition F ∈ S^∗ and extended (2) to the case of an arbitrary stopping time σ with the finite mean Eσ < ∞. Then, Foss, Palmowsky and Zachary [20] found the asymptotics P(M_σ > x), for a more general class of stopping times σ, including those that may take infinite values or have infinite mean. They also proved that these asymptotics hold uniformly in all stopping times. A short proof of (2) may be found in [9],[10] and [14]. The former proof relies on the local asymptotics for P(M_τ ∈ (x, x+T ]) and the latter proof uses the martingale properties of P(M > x). The local asymptotics for P(M_τ ∈ (x, x + T ]) were found in [13].

We will now introduce several subclasses of heavy-tailed distributions that will be used in the text.

Definition 2. A distribution function F is (right) long tailed (F ∈ L) if, for any fixed y > 0, P(ξ > x + y | ξ > x) = F (x + y) F (x) → 1, x → ∞. An important subclass of heavy-tailed distributions is a class of subexponential distributions introduced independently by Chistyakov [7] and Chover et al [8].

Definition 3. A distribution function F on R^+ is subexponential (F ∈ S) if F (x) > 0 for all x and P(ξ_1 + ξ_2 > x)

P(ξ_1 > x) = F^{2∗}(x) F (x) → 2, as x → ∞, (3) where ξ_1, ξ_2 are independent random variables with a common distribution function F . Sufficient conditions for a distribution to belong to the class S may be found, or example, in [7], [23], [24] and [25]. The class S includes, in particular, the following distributions on [0, ∞):

(i) the Pareto distribution with the tail G(x) = (^κ_{κ+x} )^α, where α, κ > 0; (ii) the lognormal distribution with the density e^{−(ln x−ln α)2/2σ2} /x √ 2πσ^2 with α > 0; (iii) the Weibull distribution with the tail G(x) = e^{−xα} with α ∈ (0, 1).

Another subclass of heavy-tailed distribution is a class of distributions with dominated varying tail.

Definition 4. A distribution function F is a dominated varying tail distribution function (F ∈ D) if

sup_{x>0} F (x/2) F (x) < ∞.

A distribution function from D is not always subexponential. Indeed, all subexponential distributions are long-tailed, but there are some dominated varying distributions which are not long-tailed, see [15] and [21] for a counterexample. However, Klüppelberg [23] proved that if the mean ∫_∞ 0 F (y)dy is finite then L ∩ D ⊂ S^∗ ⊂ S.

All regularly varying distribution functions belong to D.

Definition 5. A distribution function F is regularly varying with index −α if, for all λ > 0, F (λx) F (x) → λ^{−α}, x → ∞. Examples of regularly varying distribution functions are the Pareto distribution function and G with the tail G(x) ∼ 1/x^α ln^β x An extensive survey of the regularly varying distributions may be found in [6]. It is shown in [7] that any subexponential distribution is long-tailed with necessity. The converse is not true, see [15] for a counterexample.

When the mean is finite, the derivation of (2) in [1],[19] and[10] heavily relied on the local asymptotics P(M ∈ (x, x + c]) for a fixed c > 0 as x → ∞. In the infinite-mean case, these local asymptotics are not known. It seems that it can be found only in some particular cases. The reason for that are complications in the local renewal theorem in the infinite mean case, see [4] for the complete solution of the local renewal in the infinite mean case and its history. Therefore, we propose a slightly different approach: it appears that it is sufficient to prove directly that ∫_x 0 π(du)F (x − u) ∼ F (x). (4) For that, we use a introduce a new class S_F of heavy-tailed distributions,

Definition 6. Let F be a distribution function. A distribution function G on R^+ belongs to S_F (G ∈ S_F ) if ∫_x 0 G(du)F (x − u) ∼ F (x). (5) This class is a natural extension of the class of subexponential distributions.

Indeed, it follows from the definition that F is subexponential if and only if F ∈ S_F . Then we study properties of this class. These properties (as well as its proofs) are rather close to that of subexponential distributions. Let G_1 be a distribution function on R^+ with the distribution tail

G_1(x) = 1 K ∫_∞ x t − x m(t − x) F (dt), x ≥ 0. The following theorems are the main results of this paper.

Theorem 7. Suppose Eξ^− = ∞ and condition (1) holds. If the distribution function G_1 ∈ S_F then asymptotics (2) hold, i. e. P(M_τ > x) ∼ EτF (x). Theorem 8. Let Eξ^−_1 = ∞ and either of the following conditions holds (a) F ∈ S^∗;

(b) F ∈ L ∩ D and condition (1) holds. Then G_1 ∈ S_F .

2. Class S_F and its basic properties Definition 6 may be rephrased as follows. Consider independent random variables ψ ≥ 0 and ξ with distributions G and F respectively. Then G ∈ S_F if and only if P(ξ + ψ > x, ψ ≤ x) ∼ P(ξ > x). Basic properties of the class S_F are very close to those of the class of subexponential distributions(see Lemmas 9–13). For a fine account of the theory of subexponential and local subexponential distributions we refer to [2] and [18].

Lemma 9. Let G be a distribution function on R^+. Then G ∈ S_F if and only if there exists a function h(x) ↑ ∞, h(x) < x/2 such that:

(1) F (x − h(x)) ∼ F (x); (2) G(x − h(x), x] = o(F (x)); (3) ∫_{x−h(x)} h(x) G(du)F (x − u) = o(F (x)). Proof of Lemma 9. It is clear that if such a function h(x) exists, then F ∈ L and G(x − t, x] = o(F (x)) for all fixed t > 0. Conversely, if F ∈ L and G(x − t, x] = o(F (x)) for some fixed t > 0, then one can construct a function h(x) satisfying conditions (9) and (9).

First, assume G ∈ S_F . Fix any t > 0. Then, ∫_x 0 G(du)F (x − u) = (∫_t 0 + ∫_{x−t} t + ∫_x x−t ) G(du)F (x − u) ≥ G[0, t]F (x) + G(t, x − t]F (x − t) + G(x − t, x]F (t). By dividing both sides by F (x), letting x to infinity and rearranging the terms, we obtain 1 ≥ lim sup_{x→∞} F (x − t) F (x) ≥ lim inf_{x→∞} F (x − t) F (x) ≥ 1 and lim sup x→∞ G(x − t, x] F (x) = 0 Consequently, there exists a function h(x) such that (9) and (9) hold. For this function, condition (9) holds.

Conversely, suppose that there is a function h(x) satisfying (9)–(9). Condition (9) implies ∫_{h(x)} 0 G(dy)F (x − y) ∼ F (x) ∫_{h(x)} 0 G(dy) ∼ F (x), and condition (9) implies 0 ≤ ∫_x x−h(x) G(dy)F (x − y) ≤ G(x − h(x), x] = o(F (x)). Using condition (9) we obtain the required result G ∈ S_F . □ Lemma 10. (convolution closure) Let distribution functions G_1, G_2 belong to S_F . Then G_1 ∗ G_2 ∈ S_F .

Proof. Take a function h(x) satisfying conditions (9)–(9) of Lemma 9 for both distributions G_1 and G_2 simultaneously. Then, ∫_x 0 G_1 ∗ G_2(du)F (x − u) = ∫_x 0 G_1(du) ∫_{x−u} 0 G_2(dv)F (x − u − v) = (∫_{x−h(x)} 0 + ∫_x x−h(x) ) G_1(du) ∫_{x−u} 0 G_2(dv)F (x − u − v) ≡ I_1(x) + I_2(x).

By conditions (9) and (9) of Lemma 9,

I_1(x) = ∫_{x−h(x)} 0 G_1(du) ∫_{x−u} 0 G_2(dv)F (x − u − v) ∼ ∫_{x−h(x)} 0 G_1(du)F (x − u) ∼ F (x) and, by condition (9), I_2(x) ≤ G_1(x − h(x), x] = o(F (x)). □ By induction, Lemma 10 yields Corollary 11. Let G ∈ S_F . Then G^{∗n} ∈ S_F for any n ≥ 1.

Throughout, G^{∗0} denotes a distribution degenerated at 0.

Lemma 12. Let G ∈ S_F . Then, for any ε > 0, there exists A ≡ A(ε) > 0 such that, for any integer n ≥ 0 and for any x ≥ 0, ∫_x 0 G^{∗n}(du)F (x − u) ≤ A(ε)(1 + ε)^nF (x). Proof. Take any ε > 0. Since G ∈ S_F , there exists x_0 > 0 such that ∫_x 0 G(du)F (x − u) ≤ (1 + ε)F (x), x ≥ x_0. (6) Put A ≡^1_{F (x0)} . We use induction arguments. For n = 0 the assertion clearly holds. Suppose that the assertion is true for n − 1 and prove it for n. For x < x_0, ∫_x 0 G^{∗n}(du)F (x − u) F (x) ≤ 1 F (x) ≤ 1 F (x_0)

= A ≤ A(1 + ε)^n

Further, for x ≥ x_0, ∫_x 0 G^{∗n}(du)F (x − u) = ∫_x 0 G(dy) ∫_{x−y} 0 G^{∗(n−1)}(dv)F (x − y − v) ≤ A(1 + ε)^{n−1} ∫_x 0 G(dy)F (x − y) ≤ A(1 + ε)^nF (x). The latter follows from (6). □ Let {ζ_n} be a sequence of i.i.d. non-negative random variables with a common distribution G, and let ν be a random stopping time independent of {ζ_n}. Put X_n = ζ_1 + · · · + ζ_n. Then the distribution of the randomly stopped sum X_ν is G_ν (x) ≡ P(X_ν ≤ x) = ∑ n≥0 P(ν = n)G^{∗n}(x). Lemma 13. Let G belong to S_F . Assume that E(1 + δ)^ν < ∞ for some δ > 0. Then G_ν belongs to S_F .

Proof. The result follows from Corollary 11, Lemma 12 and from the dominated convergence theorem. □ It is known [23, Theorem 3.2] that if F ∈ S^∗ then F is subexponential, i.e.

F ∈ S_F . In the following Lemma, we generalize this assertion to obtain sufficient conditions for G ∈ S_F . Another extension may be found in [12, Lemma 9]. Lemma 14. Let F ∈ S^∗ and G on R^+ be such that G(x − 1, x] = o(F (x)). Then G ∈ S_F . Proof. It follows from F ∈ S^∗ that F ∈ L, see [23, Theorem 3.2]. Then there exists a function h(x) satisfying conditions (9) and (9) of Lemma 9. Further, ∫_{x−h(x)} h(x) G(dy)F (x − y) ≤ [x−h(x)] ∑ k=[h(x)]−1 G(k − 1, k]F (x − k), Since G(x − 1, x] = o(F (x)), for x large enough G(x − 1, x] ≤ F (x). Then, [x−h(x)] ∑ k=[h(x)]−1 G(k − 1, k]F (x − k) ≤ [x−h(x)] ∑ k=[h(x)]−1 F (k)F (x − k − 1) = o(F (x)), the latter is due to F ∈ S^∗. Then, condition (9) of Lemma 9 is satisfied and G ∈ S_F . □ As a simple corollary of Lemma 14, we can obtain sufficient conditions for the convolution F ∗ G to belong to the class S^∗ ⊂ S.

Corollary 15. Let F and G on R^+ be such that F ∈ S^∗ and G(x−1, x] = o(F (x)). Then F ∗ G belongs to S^∗.

Let H be a non-decreasing function on R^+ such that integral ∫_∞ 0 H(dt)F (t) is finite.

We assume that H is subadditive, i.e. if H(x + y) ≤ H(x) + H(y) for all x, y ≥ 0. Let H(x, y] = H(y) − H(x). Consider a distribution function G_H on R^+ with the tail distribution

G_H (x) ≡ min ( 1, ∫_∞ 0 F (t + x) H(dt) ) , x ≥ 0. (7) Integrating (7) by parts, we obtain an equivalent representation for G_H ,

G_H (x) = min ( 1, ∫_∞ x H(0, t − x] F (dt) ) , x ≥ 0. (8) We now establish some properties of G_H , which will be used in the next Section. Lemma 16. Let F ∈ L and H(x − 1, x] → 0 as x → ∞. Then, G_H (x − 1, x] = o(F (x)). Proof. It follows from definition that, for all sufficiently large x, G_H (x − 1, x] = ∫_∞ x−1 H((t − x)^+, t − x + 1]F (dt)

Since F ∈ L, there exists a function h(x) such that F (x) ∼ F (x + h(x)). Then, ∫_{x+h(x)} x−1 H((t − x)^+, t − x + 1]F (dt) ≤ H(1)F (x − 1, x + h(x)] = o(F (x)) and ∫_∞ x+h(x) H(t − x, t − x + 1]F (dt) ≤ sup_{y≥h(x)} H(y, y + 1]F (x + h(x)) = o(F (x)). □ Lemma 17. Let F ∈ L, and let H_1, H_2 be subadditive functions such that H_1(x − 1, x] → 0, H_2(x − 1, x] → 0 and

0 < lim inf

H_1(x) H_2(x)

≤ lim sup

H_1(x) H_2(x) < ∞. (9) Then G_{H1} ∈ S_F ⇐⇒ G_{H2} ∈ S_F . Proof. By Lemma 16, G_{H1} (x − 1, x] = o(F (x)) and G_{H2} (x − 1, x] = o(F (x)).

Therefore, there exists a function h(x) such that conditions (9) and (9) of Lemma 9 hold for both distribution functions G_{H1} and G_{H2} . Integrating by parts (9) and using (9) and (9) , we obtain ∫_{x−h(x)} h(x) G_{Hi} (dy)F (x − y) = ∫_{x−h(x)} h(x) F (dy)G_{Hi} (x − y, x] + o(F (x)), i = 1, 2. For any y < x, we have G_{Hi} (x − y, x] = ∫_x x−y H_i(0, t − x + y]F (dt) + ∫_∞ x H_i(t − x, t − x + y]F (dt). Due to the subadditive property, ∫_{x−h(x)} h(x) F (dy) ∫_∞ x H_i(t−x, t−x+y]F (dt) ≤ ∫_{x−h(x)} h(x) F (dy)H_i(y)F (x) = o(F (x)). Hence condition (9) of Lemma 9 holds for distribution functions G_{H1} and G_{H2} if and only if ∫_{x−h(x)} h(x) F (dy) ∫_x x−y H_i(0, t − x + y]F (dt) = o(F (x)). (10)

Then the assertion of Lemma follows from (9). □

Lemma 18. Assume that F ∈ L ∩ D and H(x − 1, x] → 0 as x → ∞. Then G_H ∈ S_F . Proof. It follows from Lemma 16 that G_H (x − 1, x] = o(F (x)). Therefore, there exists a function satisfying conditions (9) and (9). From the proof of Lemma 17, it is clear that if (10) holds then G_H ∈ S_F . Using the subadditive property of H, we obtain ∫_{x/2} h(x) F (dy) ∫_x x−y H(0, t − x + y]F (dt) ≤ ∫_{x/2} h(x) F (dy)H(0, y]F (x/2, x] = o(1)F (x/2).

Further, ∫_{x−h(x)} x/2 F (dy) ∫_x x−y H(0, t−x+y]F (dt) ≤ F (x/2) ∫_∞ h(x) F (dt)H(0, t] = o(1)F (x/2). It follows from F ∈ D that o(1)F (x/2) = o(F (x)). □ 3. Proof of the main results First recall a well-known construction of ladder moments and ladder heights [17, Chapter XII]. Let η = min{n ≥ 1 : S_n > 0} ≤ ∞ be the first (strict) ascending ladder epoch and put p = P{η = ∞} = P(M = 0).

Let {ψ_n}_{n≥1} be a sequence of i.i.d.r.v.’s distributed as P(ψ_1 ∈ B) ≡ G_+(B) = P(S_η ∈ B|η < ∞).

Let ν be a random variable, independent of the above sequence, such that P(ν = n) = p(1 − p)^n, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . Then M^d= ψ_1 + . . . + ψ_ν . (11) We start with proving an auxiliary assertion.

Lemma 19. Let G_+ ∈ S_F . Then asymptotics (2) hold, i. e. P(M_τ > x) ∼ EτF (x). Proof. The proof is carried out via standard arguments: we obtain the lower and the upper bounds, which are asymptotically equivalent. Let us start with the lower bound, which is valid without any assumptions on F and G_+. Fix a positive integer N, then for any x > 0, P(M_τ > x) ≥ N∑ n=0 P(τ > n, max_{0≤i≤n} S_i ≤ x, S_{n+1} > x)

≥ N∑ n=0 P(τ > n, max_{0≤i≤n} S_i ≤ x, ξ_{n+1} > x)

= (1 + o(1))F (x) N∑ n=0 P(τ > n). Let N → ∞ to obtain P(M_τ > x) ≥ (1 + o(1))EτF (x).

Now turn to the upper bound. For any x ≥ 0, P(M_τ > x) ≤ ∞∑ n=0 P(τ > n, S_n ≤ x, S_{n+1} > x)

= ∫_x 0 ∞∑ n=0 P(S_1 > 0, . . . , S_n > 0, S_n ∈ du)F (x − u) = Eτ ∫_x 0 P(M ∈ du)F (x − u), for the latter see [17, Chapter XII, (2.7)]. Finally, it follows from G_+ ∈ S_F , relation (11) and Lemma 13 that the distribution function of M belongs to S_F , that is ∫_x 0 P(M ∈ du)F (x − u) ∼ F (x). □ Now let us introduce a few more definitions. Let χ = −S_τ be the absolute value of the first non-positive sum and let G_−(x) ≡ P(χ ≤ x) be its distribution function. Define a renewal function

H_−(x) = ∞∑ n=0 G^{∗n}_− (x), x ≥ 0. Then ψ_1 is distributed as follows [17, Chapter XII]:

P(ψ_1 > x) ≡ G_+(x) = 1 1 − p ∫_∞ 0 F (u + x)H_−(du) (12)

We will need the following asymptotic estimates for the renewal function H

Proposition 20. (see [12, Corollary 2]) Suppose E[ξ^−_1 ] = ∞ and condition (1) holds. Then,

p ≤ lim inf x→∞ H_−(x)m(x) x ≤ lim sup x→∞ H_−(x)m(x) x ≤ 2p (13)

Proof of Theorem 7. We will prove that G_1 ∈ S_F implies that G_+ ∈ S_F . For that, we verify the conditions of Lemma 17.

First, by the properties of renewal functions, H_− is subadditive. It follows from Eξ^−_1 = ∞ that Eχ = ∞. This, the Key Renewal Theorem implies that H(x−1, x] ≡ H(x) − H(x − 1) → 0, x → ∞. Second, the function x/m(x) is subadditive as well: x + y m(x + y) = x m(x + y) + y m(x + y) ≤ x m(x) + y m(y) . The latter inequality holds since m(x) is non-decreasing. Further, the function x/m(x) is non-decreasing, since d dx x m(x) = m(x) − xm^′(x) m^2(x) = m(x) − xP(ξ^−_1 > x) m^2(x) ≥ 0. Hence, 0 ≤ x m(x) − x − 1 m(x − 1) ≤ 1 m(x − 1) → 0. Then, Lemma 17 and (13) imply that G_+ ∈ S_F if and only if G_1 ∈ S_F . Consequently, G_+ ∈ S_F and, by Lemma 19, asymptotics (2) hold. □ Proof of Theorem 8. Sufficiency of (a) follows from Lemma 14 and Lemma 16.

Sufficiency of (b) follows from Lemma 18. □ Acknowledgements The author is most grateful to Sergey Foss for drawing attention to this problem, valuable comments regarding the manuscript and a number of useful discussion.

References

[1] Asmussen, S. Subexponential asymptotics for stochastic processes: extremal behaviour, stationary distributions and first passage probabilities. Ann. Appl. Probab. 8 354–374, 1998.

[2] Asmussen, S., Foss, S. and Korshunov, D. Asymptotics for sums of random variables with local subexponential behaviour. J. Theoret. Probab. 16, 489–518, 2003.

[3] Asmussen, S., Kalashnikov, V., Konstantinides, D., Klüppelberg, C. and Tsitsiashvili, G.

A local limit theorem for random walk maxima with heavy tails. Statist. Probab. Lett. 56, 399–404, 2002.

[4] Caravenna, F. and Doney, R. Local large deviations and the strong renewal theorem. Electron.

J. Probab. 24, paper no. 72, 48 pp, 2019 [5] Bertoin, J. and Doney, R. A. Some asymptotic results for transient random walks Adv. Appl.

Probab., 28, 207-226, 1996.

[6] Bingham, N.H., Goldie, C. and Teugels, J. Regular variation. Cambridge University Press, 1987.

[7] Chistyakov, V.P. A theorem on sums of independent, positive random variables and its applications to branching processes. Theory of Probab. Appl. 9, 640–648, 1964.

[8] Chover, J., Ney, P. and Wainger, S. Functions of probability measures. Journal d’Analyse Mathematique 26, 177-190, 1973 [9] Denisov, D. Markov chains and random walks with heavy-tailed increments PhD thesis, Heriot-Watt University, 2004.

[10] Denisov, D. A note on the asymptotics for the maximum on a random time interval of a random walk. Markov Process. Relat. Fields 11 165-169, 2005.

[11] Denisov, D., Dieker, A. B. and Shneer, V. Large deviations for random walks under subexponentiality: The big-jump domain. Ann. Probab. 36 19461991, 2008.

[12] Denisov, D., Foss, S. and Korshunov, D. Tail asymptotics for the supremum of a random walk when the mean is not finite. Queueing Syst. Theory Appl. 46, 15–33, 2004.

[13] Denisov, D., Shneer, V. Local asymptotics of the cycle maximum of a heavy-tailed random walk. Adv. Appl. Probab. 39, 221-244, 2007.

[14] Denisov, D. and Wachtel, V. Martingale approach to subexponential asymptotics for random walks. Electron. Commun. Probab. 17, paper 6, 1–9, 2012.

[15] Embrechts, P. and Goldie, C.M. On closure and factorization theorems for subexponential and related distributions. J. Austral. Math. Soc. Ser. A 29, 243–256, 1980.

[16] Erickson, K.B. The strong law of large numbers when the mean is undefined. Trans. Amer.

Math. 185, 371–381, 1973.

[17] Feller, W. An Introduction to Probability Theory and Its Applications. Vol. 2, 2nd ed., Wiley, New York, 1971.

[18] Foss, S., Korshunov, D. and Zachary, S. An introduction to heavy-tailed and subexponential distributions. Springer Series in Operations Research and Financial Engineering, 2nd ed. New York : Springer, 2013.

[19] Foss, S. and Zachary, S. The maximum on a random time interval of a random walk with long-tailed increments and negative drift. Ann. Appl. Probab. 13 37–53, 2003.

[20] Foss, S., Palmowski, Z. and Zachary, S. The probability of exceeding a high boundary on a random time interval for a heavy-tailed random walk. Ann. Appl. Probab. 15 1936-57, 2005.

[21] Goldie, C.M. (1978). Subexponential distributions and dominated-variation tails. J. Appl.

Probab. 15, 440–442, 1978.

[22] Heath, D., Resnick, S. and Samorodnitsky, G. Patterns of buffer overflow in a class of queues with long memory in the input stream. Ann. Appl. Probab. 7 1021–1057, 1997 [23] Klüppelberg, C. Subexponential distributions and integrated tails. J. Appl. Prob. 25, 132– 141, 1988.

[24] Pitman, E.J.G. Subexponential distribution functions. J. Austral. Math. Soc. Ser. A 29, 337–347, 1980.

[25] Teugels, J.L. The class of subexponential distributions. Ann. Probab. 3, 1001–1011, 1975.

School of Mathematics, University of Manchester, Oxford Road, Manchester M13 9PL, UK

E-mail address: denis.denisov@manchester.ac.uk