arXiv:2308.13145v1 [math.PR] 25 Aug 2023

Results for convergence rates associated with renewal processes

Luis Iván Hernández Ruíz^{(1)(2)}

Abstract

Via a coupling argument, it is proved that the solution to a renewal equation has a power law decay rate in the case of a spread out interarrival distribution. By the regenerative property, the convergence in distribution for the recurrence times of the renewal process is established as well as that of the compensator of the renewal counting process. All results are proved under mild assumptions of existence of moments.

1 Introduction

The Key Renewal Theorem states the limiting behaviour of the solution to the renewal equation

Z(t) = z(t) + ∫_t 0 Z(t − u)F (du), t ≥ 0, (1.1) where z : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is known, Z : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) is unknown and F is a given probability distribution on [0, ∞). If additionally z is bounded on finite intervals, i.e. sup_{0≤t≤T} |z(t)| < ∞ for all T < ∞, then the only solution to (1.1) which is bounded on finite intervals is given by

Z(t) = Φ ∗ z(t) = ∫_t 0 z(t − u)Φ(du), t ≥ 0, (1.2) where the increasing function Φ(t) = Φ([0, t]) is given as Φ = ∑ n≥0 F^{∗n}, (1.3)

with

F^{∗0} = δ_0, and F^{∗(n+1)}(t) = F^{∗n} ∗ F (t) := ∫_t 0 F^{∗n}(t − s)F (ds), t ≥ 0. (1.4) (0)This research was supported by RIMS and by ISM. (1)Graduate School of Science, Kyoto University.

(2)The research of this author was supported by JSPS Open Partnership Joint Research Projects grant no. JPJSBP120209921.

The function Φ(t) is called the renewal function, and its induced measure Φ(dt) is called the renewal measure.

Lindvall [7] found some of the first results on the rate of convergence between two differently delayed renewal measures with the aid of coupling techniques introduced by Athreya–Ney [3]. More recently, Willmot–Cai–Lin [14] have found certain sharp estimates for the asymptotics of the solution (1.2) under a variety of assumptions on z and F . Asmussen–Foss–Korshunov [2] considered this problem in the case of subexponential distributions. Yin–Zhao [15] studied non-exponential asymptotics in the case of defective distributions, i.e. F ([0, ∞)) < 1. Sgibnev [11] treated some cases where Z(t) → ∞ as t → ∞. A different approach to the study of asymptotical properties in renewal theory concerns the limiting behaviour of processes constructed from a renewal process. Gakis–Sivazlian [5] obtained the limit distributions for the forward and backward recurrence times of a renewal process. Meanwhile, Godrèche–Luck [6] found results for occupation times of a renewal process using Laplace transform methods.

The purpose of this paper is twofold. First, we want to establish power law decay rates for the Key Renewal Theorem under the assumption of existence of moments. In particular, we are interested in the case of a spread out interarrival distribution.

Definition 1.1 ([1, Sec VII. p.186]). A distribution F on [0, ∞) is called spread out if for some n ≥ 1, there exists a nonnegative measure G such that 0 ≠ G ≤ F^{∗n} and G is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. The measure G is called an absolutely continuous component of F^{∗n}.

We obtain our result by means of a coupling argument as was done in the proof of the following Theorem (see for example [1, Theorem VII.2.10]).

Theorem 1.2 (Lund–Meyn–Tweedie [8]). Assume that the distribution F is spread out with finite mean m^{−1} := ∫_∞ 0 xF (dx) < ∞ and that for some η > 0, ∫_∞ 0 e^{ηx}F (dx) < ∞. Take 0 < ϵ < η. If the function z in (1.1) is measurable with z(x) = O(e^{−δx}) as x → ∞ for some δ > ϵ, then Φ ∗ z(x) = m ∫_∞ 0 z(y)dy + O(e^{−ϵx}) as x → ∞. (1.5)

Secondly, we want to study the convergence in distribution of the recurrence times and compensator of a renewal process as elements of the càdlàg space D([0, 1]). We do so by noting that these processes evolve in cycles between renewals and satisfy the so-called regenerative property.

Consider τ_1, τ_2, . . . a sequence of i.i.d. random variables on (0, ∞) defined on a probability space (Ω, F, P) with interarrival distribution function F (x) = P(τ_1 ≤ x) for x ≥ 0. Additionally, consider a random variable τ_0 on [0, ∞) defined on the same space, which is independent of τ_1, τ_2, . . . , with delay distribution F_0(x) = P(τ_0 ≤ x), x ≥ 0, not necessarily equal to F . We will work in the setting of the following definition.

Definition 1.3. Let { ^S_n}_{n≥0} be the sequence of partial sums given as ^S_n = τ_0 + τ_1 + · · · + τ_n, n ≥ 0, (1.6) to which we associate the counting measure ^N(B) = ∑ n≥0 1_{{ ^Sn∈B}}, B ∈ B([0, ∞)). (1.7)

In particular, we identify the renewals { ^S_n}_{n≥0} with the delayed renewal process ^N(t) := ^N([0, t]) = ∑ n≥0 1_{{ ^Sn≤t}}. (1.8) If instead we consider the partial sums S_0 = 0, and S_n = τ_1 + · · · + τ_n, n ≥ 1 (1.9) then N(t) := N([0, t]) = ∑ n≥0 1_{{Sn≤t}} (1.10) is called a zero-delayed or pure renewal process.

Notice that since the interarrival distributions do not have an atom at x = 0, then necessarily S_{n+1} > S_n on {S_n < ∞} for all n ≥ 0, which implies that the renewal process is a simple point process. From the definition of N, the following processes can be derived. Definition 1.4. Given a renewal process N, the backward recurrence time {A_t}_{t≥0} and forward recurrence time {B_t}_{t≥0} are given for t ≥ 0 as A_t = t − S_{N(t)−1}, B_t = S_{N(t)} − t. (1.11)

It is notable that {A_t}_{t≥0} and {B_t}_{t≥0} are time-homogeneous strong Markov processes (c.f. [1, Proposition V.1.5]). Denote by (F^N_t )_{t≥0} the augmentation of the natural filtration generated by the renewal process, given for each t ≥ 0 by σ(N(s); 0 ≤ s ≤ t). The process N is increasing and predictable, hence, by the Doob–Meyer decomposition theorem, it has an a.s. finite compensator Λ such that the process M := N − Λ, (1.12) is an (F^N_t )-martingale.

Throughout this paper, we will make the following assumptions. (A0) The interarrival distribution F is spread out. (A1) F has a density f: F (x) = ∫_x 0 f(s)ds. (B0) τ has finite mean: m^{−1} := E [τ] = ∫_∞ 0 xF (dx) < ∞.

Note that (A1) implies (A0). We proceed now to state our main results.

The following Theorem improves the error term in Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that F satisfies (A0) and E [τ^s_1 ] = ∫_∞ 0 x^s F (dx) < ∞ for some s ≥ 2. Let z : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be a measurable function that is integrable, bounded, and z(x) = O(x^{−r}) as x → ∞ for some r > 1. Then, for q such that 0 ≤ q ≤ s − 1, Φ ∗ z(x) = m ∫_∞ 0 z(y)dy + O ( x^{max{1−r,−q}} ) as x → ∞. (1.13)

Moreover, if z(x) = o(x^{−r}) as x → ∞, then (1.13) holds with o ( x^{max{1−r,−q}} ) instead of O ( x^{max{1−r,−q}} ) . The next result establishes the speed of convergence in distribution for the compensator of the renewal process.

Theorem 1.6. Let N be a zero-delayed renewal process satisfying (A1) and (B0). For any p > 0, the convergence in distribution ( 1 T^p [ Λ(T v) − Λ(S_{N(T v)−1}) ]) v∈[0,1] d−→ T →∞ 0 (1.14)

holds in the Skorokhod topology.

Finally, we have the following Theorem that establishes the speed of convergence for the recurrence times.

Theorem 1.7. Let N be a renewal process satisfying E [τ^s_1 ] = ∫_∞ 0 x^s F (dx) < ∞ for some s ≥ 1. Then, for any p ≤ s the convergence in distribution ( 1 T^{1/p} (A_{T v}, B_{T v}) ) v∈[0,1] d−→ T →∞ (0, 0) (1.15)

holds in the Skorokhod topology.

The structure of the paper is the following. In Section 2 we present in detail the construction of the coupling for renewal processes, and, in Section 3, we use it to prove our Theorem 1.5. Section 4 consists of a brief explanation of regenerative processes. Section 5 is dedicated to the proofs of our Theorems 1.6 and 1.7. Finally, Section 6 is an appendix with some results from the general theory.

2 Coupling for renewal processes

Throughout this section, we will suppose that (A0) and (B0) hold and we will review some known consequences of these assumptions. The first of such implications is that under (B0) we can make a delayed renewal process stationary, in the sense that for any t > 0 the distribution of the increments { ^N(t + s) − ^N(t) } s≥0 does not depend on t, by choosing the delay distribution Π = π(t)dt with density π given as π := mF := m(1 − F ), (2.1) in which case, the corresponding forward recurrence time ^B_t has common distribution Π for all t ≥ 0 (see for example [4, Proposition 4.2.I]).

Given a finite signed measure μ on the measurable space (Ω, F), denote by ‖μ‖_{t.v.} the total variation norm ‖μ‖_{t.v.} := sup_{B1,B2∈F} (μ(B_1) − μ(B_2)) . (2.2)

Note that for measures, the total variation reduces to ‖μ‖_{t.v.} = μ(Ω).

Consider two stochastic processes {X^′_t}_{t≥0}, {X^{′′}_t }_{t≥0}, with the same state space and defined a priori on different probability spaces. By a coupling of X^′, X^{′′}, we mean a pair ( ~X ′, ~X ′′ ) and an associated random time T (coupling time), defined on a common probability space with ~X^{′ d}= X^′, ~X^{′′ d}= X^{′′}, (2.3) and such that ~X^′_t = ~X^{′′}_t , for all t ≥ T . (2.4) We want to make use of the coupling inequality. Let {X^′_t}_{t≥0}, {X^{′′}_t }_{t≥0} be stochastic processes and T ≤ ∞ be a random time defined on a common probability space such that X^′_t = X^{′′}_t for all t ≥ T . Then, ‖P(θ_tX^′ ∈ ·) − P(θ_tX^{′′} ∈ ·)‖_{t.v.} ≤ 2P(T > t) , (2.5) where θ_t stands for the shift operator given for any t ≥ 0 as {θ_tX}_s = X_{t+s}, (2.6) for any stochastic process X.

For two probability distributions λ and μ, we define a measure λ ∧ μ as λ ∧ μ(·) := ∫ · (f ∧ g)d(λ + μ), (2.7)

where λ(·) = ∫ · fd(λ + μ) and μ(·) = ∫ · gd(λ + μ). Then we have λ ∧ μ(·) = ∫ · ( ~f ∧ ~g)dν, (2.8) if λ(·) = ∫ · ~fdν and μ(·) = ∫_· ~gdν for an arbitrary dominating measure ν. Notice that ∫ ( ~f − ~g)dν = 1 − 1 = 0, (2.9) implies ∫ {^~f>~g} ( ~f − ~g)dν = − ∫ {^~f≤~g} ( ~f − ~g)dν. (2.10) As a consequence, ‖λ − μ‖_{t.v.} = ∫ | | | ~f − ~g | | dν (2.11) = ∫ {^~f>~g} ( ~f − ~g)dν − ∫ {^~f≤~g} ( ~f − ~g)dν (2.12) =2 ∫ {^~f>~g} ( ~f − ~g)dν (2.13) =2 ∫ ( ~f − ~f ∧ ~g)dν (2.14) =2(1 − ‖λ ∧ μ‖_{t.v.}) . (2.15) The following Lemma is sometimes referred to as maximal coupling. Lemma 2.1. Given two probability distributions F , G on a measurable space (X , B(X )), there exist random variables X, Y defined on a common probability space (Ω, F, P) such that X has distribution F , Y has distribution G, and ‖F − G‖_{t.v.} = 2P(X ≠ Y ). (2.16) Proof. Write δ := ‖F ∧ G‖_{t.v.} and H = δ^{−1}(F ∧ G) and define the distributions F^′ = F − δH 1 − δ , G^′ = G − δH 1 − δ . (2.17) It is clear that F = δH + (1 − δ)F^′, G = δH + (1 − δ)G^′. (2.18) Now we take independent random variables ξ, X^′, Y^′ and Z defined on a common probability space (Ω, F, P) and such that X^′ has distribution F^′, Y^′ has distribution G^′, Z has distribution H, and ξ ∼ Bernoulli(δ). Define X := ξZ + (1 − ξ)X^′, and Y := ξZ + (1 − ξ)Y^′, (2.19) and notice that X has distribution F , Y has distribution G, and P(X ≠ Y ) = P(ξ = 0) = 1 − δ = 1 2 ‖F − G‖_{t.v.} , (2.20) by (2.15).

2.1 Stone’s decomposition

It has been shown that when F is spread out, the renewal measure can be written as a sum of a finite and an absolutely continuous component (see Stone [12]). This decomposition is not unique, as it depends on the absolutely continuous component from Definition (1.1). For our purposes, it is convenient to select uniform components, which can always be done as shown in the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.2. (see e.g., VII.1.2 from [1]) If F is spread out, then F^{∗n0} has a uniform component on (a, a + b) for some a, b, n_0 > 0.

Proof. Since F is spread out, there exists a measure G and an n ≥ 0 such that 0 ≠ G ≤ F^{∗n} and G has a density g w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure. Suppose that g is bounded with compact support. Choose continuous functions g_k ∈ L_1 with compact supports such that

‖g − g_k‖_1 = ∫ |g(t) − g_k(t)| dt −→_{k→∞} 0. (2.21) Then sup |x−x^′|<δ |g_k ∗ g(x) − g_k ∗ g(x^′)| ≤ sup_{|z−z′|<δ} |g_k(z) − g_k(z^′)| ∫ g(y)dy −→_{δ→0} 0. (2.22)

So g_k ∗ g is uniformly continuous. Since ‖ ‖g^{∗2} − g ∗ g_k ‖ ‖_∞ ≤ ‖g‖_∞ ‖g − g_k‖_1 −→_{k→∞} 0. (2.23) we see that g^{∗2} is continuous as a uniform limit of continuous functions, hence there exist a, b, δ > 0 such that g^{∗2}(x) ≥ δ for x ∈ (a, a + b). Finally, take n_0 = 2n, and then

G_0(dx) = δ1_{(a,a+b)}(x)dx (2.24)

is a uniform component of F^{∗n0} .

We can then write Stone’s decomposition for the renewal measure.

Theorem 2.3 (Stone [12]). If the interarrival distribution F is spread out, then we can write Φ = Φ_1 + Φ_2, where Φ_1 and Φ_2 are nonnegative measures on [0, ∞), Φ_2 is bounded (i.e. ‖Φ_2‖_{t.v.} < ∞) and Φ_1 has a bounded density φ_1(s) = dΦ_1(x)/dx satisfying φ_1(x) −→_{x→∞} m. The following proof is taken from Asmussen [1] with a slight correction.

Proof. Let G_0 denote the uniform component of F^{∗n0} which was given in the proof of Lemma 2.2, and g_0 its density, given as

g_0(x) =

‖G_0‖_{t.v.} b 1_{[a,a+b)}(x), x ≥ 0, (2.25) and define H := F^{∗n0} − G_0. We then note that Φ = n_0−1∑

k=0 F^{∗k} ∗ Φ_0, (2.26)

where Φ_0 = ∞∑ n=0 F^{∗nn0} . (2.27)

We can check by induction that

F^{∗nn0} =(H + G_0)^{∗n} = G_0 ∗ n−1∑ k=0 F^{∗(n−k−1)n0} ∗ H^{∗k} + H^{∗n}, (2.28)

so Φ_0 becomes

Φ_0 = ∞∑ n=0 ( G_0 ∗ n−1∑ k=0 F^{∗(n−k−1)n0} ∗ H^{∗k} + H^{∗n} ) (2.29)

=G_0 ∗ ∞∑ k=0 H^{∗k} ∗ ∞∑ n=k+1 F^{∗(n−k−1)n0} + ∞∑ n=0 H^{∗n} (2.30)

=G_0 ∗ ∞∑ n=0 H^{∗n} ∗ Φ_0 + ∞∑ n=0 H^{∗n} (2.31)

Then a decomposition of Φ_0 is given as Φ_0 = Φ^{(1)}_0 + Φ^{(2)}_0 where

Φ^{(2)}_0 = ∞∑ n=0 H^{∗n}, Φ^{(1)}_0 = G_0 ∗ Φ^{(2)}_0 ∗ Φ_0. (2.32)

Since ‖H‖_{t.v.} = 1 − ‖G_0‖_{t.v.} < 1, we have that ‖ ‖Φ(2)_0 ‖ ‖ t.v. = 1 1 − ‖H‖_{t.v.} = 1 ‖G_0‖_{t.v.}

< ∞. (2.33)

Moreover, since G_0 is absolutely continuous, so is Φ^{(1)}_0 , with density φ^{(1)}_0 = Φ^{(2)}_0 ∗ (Φ_0 ∗ g_0). From Blackwell’s renewal theorem (c.f. [4, Theorem 4.4.I]) we have that Φ_0 ∗ g_0(x) =

‖G_0‖_{t.v.} b Φ_0((x − a − b, x − a]) −→_{x→∞} m n_0

‖G_0‖_{t.v.} . (2.34) From the subadditivity of the renewal function (c.f. [1, Theorem V.2.4]): Φ_0((x − a − b, x − a]) ≤ Φ_0(b) for all x ≥ 0, (2.35) and the total finiteness of Φ^{(2)}_0 , we have from the Dominated Convergence Theorem (DCT), (2.33) and (2.34) that

φ^{(1)}_0 (x) = ∫_x 0 Φ_0 ∗ g_0(x − y)Φ^{(2)}_0 (dy) −→_{x→∞} m n_0

‖G_0‖_{t.v.} ‖ ‖Φ^{(2)}_0 ‖ ‖_{t.v.} = m n_0

. (2.36)

Finally, using (2.26) and (2.31), we decompose Φ as Φ = Φ_1 + Φ_2 with

Φ_2 = n_0−1∑

k=0 F^{∗k} ∗ Φ^{(2)}_0 , Φ_1 = n_0−1∑

k=0 F^{∗k} ∗ G_0 ∗ Φ^{(2)}_0 ∗ Φ_0 = G_0 ∗ Φ^{(2)}_0 ∗ Φ, (2.37)

where ‖Φ_2‖_{t.v.} = n_0 ‖G_0‖_{t.v.}

< ∞, (2.38)

and G_0 ∗ Φ^{(2)}_0 ∗ Φ has density φ_1 = Φ^{(2)}_0 ∗ (Φ ∗ g_0) such that φ_1(x) = ∫_x 0 Φ ∗ g_0(x − y)Φ^{(2)}_0 (dy) −→_{x→∞} m ‖G_0‖_{t.v.} ‖ ‖ ‖Φ^{(2)}_0 ‖ ‖ ‖_{t.v.} = m. (2.39) Moreover, this density is also bounded since from subadditivity we have Φ ∗ g_0(x) =

‖G_0‖_{t.v.} b Φ([x − a − b, x − a)) ≤ ‖G_0‖_{t.v.} b Φ(b), (2.40) from which we conclude that ‖Φ ∗ g_0‖_∞ ≤

‖G_0‖_{t.v.} b Φ(b) < ∞ (2.41) ‖φ_1‖_∞ ≤ ‖Φ ∗ g_0‖_∞ sup_{x≥0} Φ^{(2)}_0 ((x − a − b, x − a]) < ∞, (2.42)

which concludes the proof.

In the remainder of this paper we use the decomposition given by (2.37).

2.2 Construction of the coupling

We follow the construction of the coupling presented in [13]. First, we have the following Lemma for the forward recurrence time B_t that has been introdued in Definition 1.4. Lemma 2.4. For a zero-delayed spread out renewal process, there exist positive constants b and d such that the distributions of the B_t with t ≥ d have a common uniform component on (0, b). That is, for some δ ∈ (0, 1) and all t ≥ d, P(u < B_t ≤ b) ≥ δ v − u b , 0 < u < v < b. (2.43)

We give a more detailed version of the proof found in [1, Lemma VII.2.8].

Proof. From Lemma 2.2 we have that for some n_0 ≥ 1, F^{∗n0} has a uniform component on an interval, so there exist constants 0 < p < q and η > 0 s.t. F^{∗n0} (v)−F^{∗n0} (u) ≥ η(v − u) for 0 < p < u < v < q. Let b = (q − p) 2 , a = (p + q) 2 . (2.44) When p < z < a, 0 < u < v < b, we have (u + z, v + z) ⊂ (p, q), and hence from Lemma 6.2 we have P(u < B_t ≤ b) = ∫_t 0 F ((t + u − s, t + b − s]) Φ(ds). (2.45) Note that Φ = ∑ n≥0 F^{∗n} ≥ ∑ n≥n_0−1 F^{∗n} = F^{∗(n0−1)} ∗ Φ, (2.46)

from which we can say that

P(u < B_t ≤ b) (2.47) = ∫_∞ 0 1_{[0,t]}(s_1)F ((t + u − s_1, t + b − s_1]) Φ(ds_1) (2.48) = ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 1_{(t+u,t+b]}(s_1 + s_2)1_{[0,t]}(s_1)F (ds_2)Φ(ds_1) (2.49) ≥ ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 1_{(t+u,t+v]}(s_1 + s_2)1_{[0,t]}(s_1)F (ds_2)(F^{∗(n0−1)} ∗ Φ)(ds_1) (2.50) = ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 1_{(t+u,t+v]}(s_2 + s_3 + s_4)1_{[0,t]}(s_3 + s_4)F (ds_2)F^{∗(n0−1)}(ds_3)Φ(ds_4). (2.51) It is easy to see that 1_{(t+u,t+v]}(s_2 + s_3 + s_4)1_{(t−p,t−a]}(s_4) (2.52) ≥1_{(t+u,t+v]}(s_2 + s_3 + s_4)1_{[0,t−a]}(s_4)1_{[0,v+p]}(s_3), (2.53) ≥1_{(t+u,t+v]}(s_2 + s_3 + s_4)1_{[0,t]}(s_3 + s_4), (2.54) hence ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 1_{(t+u,t+v]}(s_2 + s_3 + s_4)1_{[0,t]}(s_3 + s_4)F (ds_2)F^{∗(n0−1)}(ds_3)Φ(ds_4) (2.55) ≥ ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 1_{(t+u,t+v]}(s_2 + s_3 + s_4)1_{(t−p,t−a]}(s_4)F (ds_2)F^{∗(n0−1)}(ds_3)Φ(ds_4) (2.56) = ∫_∞ 0 ∫_∞ 0 1_{(t+u,t+v]}(s_4 + s_5)1_{(t−p,t−a]}(s_4)F^{∗n0} (ds_5)Φ(ds_4) (2.57) = ∫_{t−a} t−p F^{∗n0} ((t + u − s_4, t + v − s_4])Φ(ds_4). (2.58)

Using (2.45) and (2.58), we obtain the inequality P(u < B_t ≤ b) ≥ ∫_{t−a} t−p F^{∗n0} ((t + u − s, t + v − s])Φ(ds) (2.59) ≥ ∫_a p F^{∗n0} ((u + z, v + z]) Φ(t − dz) (2.60) ≥ ∫_a p η(v + z − u − z) Φ(t − dz) (2.61) =η(v − u)[Φ(t − a) − Φ(t − p)] . (2.62) Using Blackwell’s renewal theorem, we have Φ(t − a) − Φ(t − p) −→_{t→∞} m(a − p) = mb. (2.63) So, for 0 < δ < min{1, mηb^2}, there exists d > 0 such that for all t ≥ d, Φ(t − a) − Φ(t − p) ≥ δ bη , (2.64) thus, for all t ≥ d, P(u < B_t ≤ b) ≥ δ v − u b . (2.65) The proof is complete.

We proceed with the construction of the coupling for the forward recurrence time of the renewal process.

Lemma 2.5 (Chapter 10, Theorem 6.2 from [13]). Let {S_n}_{n≥0} be a zero-delayed renewal process satisfying (A0) and (B0), and B ={B_t}_{t≥0} its forward recurrence time. Let { ^S_n}_{n≥0} be the stationary version of the renewal process whose forward recurrence time ^B = { ^B_t}_{t≥0} has stationary distribution Π. Then, the underlying probability space can be extended to support a coupling (S^′, ^S^′) of S and ^S, and a geometric random variable σ such that the coupling event occurs in a σ number of trials.

Proof. Let the positive constants b, d and δ be as in Lemma 2.4 so that for all t ≥ d, the distribution of B_t has a common component δU where U has uniform distribution μ on (0, b). Define a Markov process (η_k, ^η_k)_{k≥0} in [0, ∞) × [0, ∞) in the following way: (η_0, ^η_0) := (S_0, ^S_0), and (η_k, ^η_k) := (S_{NLk −} , ^S_{^NLk−} ), k ≥ 1, (2.66) where L_k := η_k ∨ ^η_k + d. (2.67)

Then, since B is a time-homogeneous strong Markov process, we can see that conditionally on (η_k, ^η_k) = (s, ^s) the random variables β_{k+1} := η_{k+1} − L_k, ^β_{k+1} := ^η_{k+1} − L_k, k ≥ 0, (2.68) satisfy P(β_{k+1} ∈ A, ^β_{k+1} ∈ ^A | (η_k, ^η_k) = (s, ^s)) = P(B_{((^s−s)++d)−} ∈ A)P(B_{((s−^s)++d)−} ∈ ^A). (2.69) Thus, from Lemma 2.4, P((β_{k+1}, ^β_{k+1}) ∈ · | (η_k, ^η_k)) ≥ δ^2μ ⊗ μ, k ≥ 0. (2.70) Using [13, Chapter 3, Corollary 5.1], we can extend the underlying probability space to support 0-1 random variables I_0, I_1, . . . such that for k ≥ 0, (S, ^S, I_0, I_1, . . . , I_{k−1}) ⊥⊥ I_k, given ((η_k, ^η_k), (η_{k+1}, ^η_{k+1})), (2.71) and P(I_k = 1 | η_k, ^η_k) = δ^2, (2.72) P((β_{k+1}, ^β_{k+1}) ∈ · | (η_k, ^η_k) = (s, ^s), I_k = 1) = μ ⊗ μ. (2.73) Fix an m ≥ 1. Because of (2.71) and the fact that ((η_i, ^η_i), (η_{i+1}, ^η_{i+1})) is a measurable mapping of (η_k, ^η_k)^m_{k=0}, we have that for 0 ≤ i < m (S, ^S, I_0, I_1, . . . , I_{i−1}) ⊥⊥ I_i given (η_k, ^η_k)^m_{k=0}. (2.74) In particular, for the m-tail of the Markov sequence it holds that (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1} ⊥⊥ I_i given ((η_k, ^η_k)^m_{k=0}, I_0, . . . , I_{i−1}) , (2.75) thus, (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1} ⊥⊥I_{m−1} given ((η_k, ^η_k)^m_{k=0}, I_0, . . . , I_{m−2}) , (2.76) (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1} ⊥⊥I_{m−2} given ((η_k, ^η_k)^m_{k=0}, I_0, . . . , I_{m−3}) , (2.77) . . (2.78) (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1} ⊥⊥I_0 given (η_k, ^η_k)^m_{k=0}, (2.79) which combined with the Markov property of (η_k, ^η_k)_{k≥1} we can use to deduce that (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1} ⊥⊥((η_k, ^η_k)^m_{k=0}, I_0, . . . , I_{m−1}) given (η_m, ^η_m). (2.80) Using (2.71) on I_m we obtain that

((η_k, ^η_k)^m_{k=0}, I_0, . . . , I_{m−1}) ⊥⊥ I_m given ((η_m, ^η_m), (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1}) , (2.81) which in addition to (2.80) gives

((η_k, ^η_k)^m_{k=0}, I_0, . . . , I_{m−1}) ⊥⊥(I_m, (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1}) given (η_m, ^η_m). (2.82) Once again, by using (2.71) repeatedly we note that for each n ≥ 1

(η_k, ^η_k, I_k)^m_{k=0} ⊥⊥I_{m+n} given ((η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1}, I_{m+1}, . . . , I_{m+n−1}) , (2.83) (η_k, ^η_k, I_k)^m_{k=0} ⊥⊥I_{m+n−1} given ((η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1}, I_{m+1}, . . . , I_{m+n−2}) , (2.84) . . (2.85) (η_k, ^η_k, I_k)^m_{k=0} ⊥⊥I_{m+1} given (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1}. (2.86) We note from (2.82) that (η_k, ^η_k, I_k)^m_{k=0} ⊥⊥ (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k})_{k≥1} given (η_m, ^η_m, I_m). (2.87) We can then conclude that (η_k, ^η_k, I_k)^m_{k=0} ⊥⊥ (η_{m+k}, ^η_{m+k}, I_{m+k})_{k≥1} given (η_m, ^η_m, I_m), (2.88) hence, (η_k, ^η_k, I_k)_{k≥0} is a Markov process. Furthermore, from (2.72) and (2.82) we know that the random variables I_1, I_2, . . . , are i.i.d. and P(I_1 = 1) = δ^2. Thus, σ := inf{k ≥ 0 : I_k = 1} , (2.89) is geometrically distributed with P(σ = m) = (1 − δ^2)^mδ^2. Now, recall that η_0 = 0 (which implies η_0 ∨ ^η_0 = ^η_0) and define T := L_σ + U = T_σ, (2.90) where for n ≥ 0,

T_n := ^η_0 + d + n∑ i=1 (β_i ∨ ^β_i + d) + U. (2.91)

Let us define as well K := N_{Lσ−}, ^K := ^N_{Lσ −}. (2.92) Since σ is a stopping time with respect to the Markov process (η_k, ^η_k, I_k)_{k≥0}, we obtain P ( (β_{σ+1}, ^β_{σ+1}) ∈ · | (η_σ, ^η_σ) = (s, ^s) ) (2.93) =P ( (β_1, ^β_1) ∈ · | (η_0, ^η_0) = (s, ^s), I_0 = 1 ) = μ ⊗ μ. (2.94) In other words, β_{σ+1} and ^β_{σ+1} are i.i.d. with distribution μ and (β_{σ+1}, ^β_{σ+1}) is independent of (η_σ, ^η_σ) and thus of L_σ. From which we get that S_K = η_{σ+1} = L_σ + β_{σ+1}^d= L_σ + ^β_{σ+1} = ^η_{σ+1} = ^S_K . (2.95) And due to L_σ + β_{σ+1}^d= L_σ + U, the processes S and ^S have a common renewal at T . Taking S^′ = S and ^S^′ with the same renewals as ^S before T and with the same renewals as S after T gives the desired coupling.

Remark. Due to (2.72) and the fact that (η_k, ^η_k, I_k)_{k≥0} is a Markov process, we have for i ∈ {0, 1} and k ≥ 1 that P((η_0, ^η_0) ∈ ·, I_0 = i)) = P(I_0 = i) P((η_0, ^η_0) ∈ ·) , (2.96) and P((η_k, ^η_k) ∈ ·, I_k = i | (η_{k−1}, ^η_{k−1}) = (s, ^s), I_k = 0) (2.97) =P(I_k = i) P((η_k, ^η_k) ∈ · | (η_{k−1}, ^η_{k−1}) = (s, ^s)) . (2.98) Since the event {σ = m} ={I_0 = 0, I_1 = 0, . . . , I_{m−1} = 0, I_m = 1} , (2.99) we have that for any Borel sets D_0, D_1, . . . , D_{m−1},

P((η_0, ^η_0) ∈ D_0, . . . , (η_{m−1}, ^η_{m−1}) ∈ D_{m−1}, σ = m) (2.100) = ∫ D_0 · · · ∫ D_{m−1} P((η_{m−1}, ^η_{m−1}) ∈ du_{m−1}, I_{m−1} = 0 | (η_{m−2}, ^η_{m−2}) = u_{m−2}, I_{m−2} = 0) · · · (2.101) · · ·P((η_1, ^η_1) ∈ du_1, I_1 = 0 | (η_0, ^η_0) = u_0, I_0 = 0) P((η_0, ^η_0) ∈ du_0, I_0 = 0) (2.102) =P(I_m = 1)P(I_{m−1} = 0) · · · P(I_0 = 0)P((η_0, ^η_0) ∈ D_0, . . . , (η_{m−1}, ^η_{m−1}) ∈ D_{m−1}) , (2.103) hence, P((η_0, ^η_0) ∈ ·, . . . , (η_{m−1}, ^η_{m−1}) ∈ ·, σ = m) (2.104) =P(σ = m)P((η_0, ^η_0) ∈ ·, . . . , (η_{m−1}, ^η_{m−1}) ∈ ·) . (2.105) 3 Decay rates for the Key Renewal Theorem

We work in the same context as the previous section. For the coupling time T constructed in Lemma 2.5 we have the following result that we prove along the lines of [7]. Lemma 3.1. Assume E [τ^s_1 ] < ∞ for some s ≥ 2. Then E [T^q] < ∞ for 0 < q ≤ s − 1.

Proof. It suffices to show E [T^q] < ∞ for q = s − 1. Let us find some estimates for E [B^q_t ]. Consider first E [B_t] =E [ S_{N(t)} ] − t (3.1) =m^{−1}E [N(t)] − t (3.2) =m^{−1}Φ(t) − t. (3.3) Since Φ(t)/t −→_{t→∞} m, for any ϵ_0 > 0 we can find a t_0 > 0 such that Φ(t) <(ϵ_0 + m)t, for all t ≥ t_0, (3.4) Φ(t) ≤Φ(t_0) + (ϵ_0 + m)t, for all t ≥ 0. (3.5)

Hence, for any arbitrary ρ > 0, there exists a constant a_ρ such that

E [B_t] ≤ a_ρ + ρt, for all t ≥ 0. (3.6)

For E [B^q_t ], we can use Lemma 6.2 to find

E [B^q_t ] = ∫_t 0 ∫_∞ 0 x^qF (t − u + dx) Φ(du) (3.7) ≤ ∫_t 0 ∫_∞ t−u x^qF (dx) Φ(du) (3.8) ≤ (∫_∞ 0 x^qF (dx) ) Φ(t), (3.9)

where ∫_∞ 0 x^qF (dx) < ∞. Then, using (3.5) with ϵ_0 = 1, we find positive constants a_1 and b_1 independent of k such that

E [B^q_t ] ≤ a_1 + b_1t, t ≥ 0 (3.10)

and by Fatou’s Lemma also

E [B^q_{t−}] ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} E [ B^q_{t−1/n} ] ≤ a_1 + b_1t, t ≥ 0. (3.11)

Since there exist constants a_2 and b_2 such that (d + x)^q ≤ a_2 + b_2x^q, for all x ≥ 0, we have E [ (d + β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q ] ≤ a_0 + b_0E [ (β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q ] . (3.12)

From (2.69) we have E [( β_k ∨ ^β_k )_q | | |(η^{k−1}, ^η^{k−1}) = (y, ^y) ] (3.13) ≤E [ β^q_k + ^β^q_k | | |(η_{k−1}, ^η_{k−1}) = (y, ^y) ] (3.14) =E [ B^q_{((^y−y)++d)−} ] + E [ B^q_{((y−^y)++d)−} ] . (3.15)

Then, from (3.11), we obtain E [ (β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q | η_{k−1}, ^η_{k−1} ] ≤2a_1 + 2b_1d + b_1 |η_{k−1} − ^η_{k−1}| (3.16)

=2a_1 + 2b_1d + b_1 | |β_{k−1} − ^β_{k−1} | | (3.17)

≤2a_1 + 2b_1d + b_1(β_{k−1} ∨ ^β_{k−1}). (3.18)

We define a_3 := 2(a_1 + b_1d) and b_3 := b_1 to write E [ (β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q | η_{k−1}, ^η_{k−1} ] ≤ a_3 + b_3(β_{k−1} ∨ ^β_{k−1}). (3.19)

Now we shift our attention to E [ β_k ∨ ^β_k ] for k ≥ 1. We follow the same steps as in (3.15) (but with q = 1), and use (3.6) with ρ = 1/2 to find a constant a_ρ such that E [ β_k ∨ ^β_k | η_{k−1}, ^η_{k−1} ] ≤ 2a_ρ + d + 1 2 ( β_{k−1} ∨ ^β_{k−1} ) . (3.20)

By taking conditional expectation given (η_{k−2}, ^η_{k−2}), (η_{k−3}, ^η_{k−3}), . . . , recursively and using (3.6) with ρ = 1/2 we ultimately obtain E [ β_k ∨ ^β_k | η_0, ^η_0 ] ≤ a_ρ(2 + 1 + · · · + 2^{2−k}) + d(1 + 2^{−1} + · · · + 2^{1−k}) + 2^{−k}(η_0 ∨ ^η_0) , (3.21)

which can be simplified by recalling that η_0 = 0 and by noting that for any k ≥ 1: 2 + 1 + · · · + 2^{2−k} < 4, 1 + 2^{−1} + · · · + 2^{1−k} < 2, and 2^{−k} < 1. In summary, E [ β_k ∨ ^β_k | η_0, ^η_0 ] ≤ 4a_ρ + 2d + ^η_0 = a_4 + ^η_0, (3.22)

where a_4 := 4a_ρ + 2d. Now note that since ^η_0 is taken from the stationary distribution Π and 0 < q ≤ s − 1, then

E [^η^q_0] = ∫_∞ 0 x^qmF (x)dx (3.23) = m q + 1 ∫_∞ 0 y^{q+1}F (dy) < ∞. (3.24)

There are two notable cases. Let us focus first on the case q = s − 1 ≥ 1. In this case c_0 := E [(d + ^η_0)^q] < ∞. We take the expectation on both sides of (3.22) and (3.12), which together with (3.19) yields E [ (d + β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q ] ≤a_2 + b_2 ( a_3 + b_3E [ (β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q ]) (3.25)

≤a_2 + b_2{a_3 + b_3(a_4 + c_0)} . (3.26)

We take a_q := a_2 + b_2{a_3 + b_3(a_4 + c_0)}. Because q ≥ 1, we can apply Minkowski’s inequality to obtain that

E [T^q_n ]^{1/q} ≤E [(d + ^η_0)^q]^{1/q} + n∑ k=1 E [( d + β_k ∨ ^β_k )_q]_{1/q} + (b^q)^{1/q} (3.27)

≤c^{1/q}_0 + na^{1/q}_q + b. (3.28)

Since {σ = m} is independent form T_n by (2.105) and (2.91), and since σ has geometric distribution, we have

E [T^q] =E [T^q_σ ] (3.29) = ∞∑ n=0 E [T^q_n ] P(σ = n) (3.30)

≤ ∞∑ n=0 (c^{1/q}_0 + na^{1/q}_q + b)^qδ^2(1 − δ^2)^n < ∞, (3.31) because (1 − δ^2)^n vanishes exponentially.

For the case where q = s − 1 < 1 we use the subadditivity of the function x → x^q, x ≥ 0, to get

E [T^q] =E [(_n ∑ k=0 (d + β_k ∨ ^β_k) + U )_q ; σ = n ] (3.32)

≤E [(d + ^η_0)^q] + ∞∑ k=1 E [ (d + β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q1_{{σ≥k}} ] + b^q (3.33)

≤c_0 + ∞∑ k=1 E [ E [ (d + β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q1_{{σ≥k}} | η_0, ^η_0 ]] + b^q. (3.34)

Since 0 < q < 1, we can apply Hölder’s inequality with p > 1 such that q +^1_p = 1 to obtain E [ E [ (d + β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q1_{{σ≥k}} | η_0, ^η_0 ]] ≤E [ E [ (d + β_k ∨ ^β_k) | η_0, ^η_0 ]_q E [ 1_{{σ≥k}} | η_0, ^η_0 ]_{1/p}] (3.35) ≤E [ d^q + E [ β_k ∨ ^β_k | η_0, ^η_0 ]_q] P(σ ≥ k)^{1/p} . (3.36)

From (3.22) we know that E [ β_k ∨ ^β_k | η_0, ^η_0 ]_q ≤ a^q_4 + ^η^q_0, (3.37)

hence, E [ E [ (d + β_k ∨ ^β_k)^q1_{{σ≥k}} | η_0, ^η_0 ]] ≤(d^q + a^q_4 + E [^η^q_0]) P(σ ≥ k)^{1/p} (3.38)

=c_qP(σ ≥ k)^{1/p} , (3.39)

where c_q := d^q + a^q_4 + E [^η^q_0] < ∞. The random variable σ is geometrically distributed so P(σ ≥ k) = (1 − δ^2)^k. From the above, we have that

E [T^q] ≤c_0 + b^q + ∞∑ k=1 c_q(1 − δ^2)^{k/p} < ∞, (3.40)

since (1 − δ^2)^{k/p} decreases exponentially in k. This ultimately means that E [T^q] < ∞ for 0 < q ≤ s − 1, which concludes the proof.

Before proceeding, let us make the following observation. Let h : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be a non-decreasing function with lim_{t→∞} h(t) = ∞ and suppose that E [h(T )] < ∞ for the coupling time T , then, by the DCT, h(t)P(T > t) ≤E [ h(T )1_{{T >t}} ] −→_{t→∞} 0 (3.41)

which means that P(T > t) = o ( 1 h(t) ) as t → ∞. (3.42)

We use the previous remark to prove the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let {S_n}_{n≥0} be a zero-delayed renewal process that satisfies E [τ^s_1 ] < ∞ for some s ≥ 2. Then, for q such that 0 < q ≤ s − 1,

‖P(B_t ∈ ·) − Π(·)‖_{t.v.} = o ( t^{−q} ) as t → ∞, (3.43)

where Π is the stationary distribution given in (2.1), and

Φ_2([x, ∞)) = o ( x^{−q} ) as x → ∞, φ_1(x) = m + o ( x^{−q} ) as x → ∞. (3.44)

Proof. Let q such that 0 < q < s − 1. Notice that the function h : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) given by h(t) = t^q is non-decreasing and E [T^q] < ∞, by Lemma 3.1. By definition of Π and T we have

‖P(B_t ∈ ·) − Π(·)‖_{t.v.} = ‖ ‖P(B_t ∈ ·) − P( ^B_t ∈ ·) ‖ ‖ t.v.

≤ 2P(T > t) , (3.45)

and thus, from (3.42),

lim_{t→∞} t^q ‖P(B_t ∈ ·) − Π(·)‖_{t.v.} ≤ lim_{t→∞} 2t^qP(T > t) = 0, (3.46)

which implies

‖P(B_t ∈ ·) − Π(·)‖_{t.v.} = o ( t^{−q} ) as t → ∞. (3.47)

Now consider Stone’s decomposition Φ = Φ_1 + Φ_2 obtained from the uniform component G_0 with density g_0(x) =^{‖G0‖t.v.}_b 1_{{a≤x<a+b}}, x ≥ 0. Since H = F^{∗n0} − G_0 < F , from the finiteness of E [τ^s_1 ], we get that ∫_∞ 0 x^sH(dx) < ∞, (3.48)

and hence, ∫_∞ 0 x^sΦ_2(dx) < ∞, (3.49) and lim sup x→∞ x^q ∫ [x,∞) Φ_2(dt) ≤ lim_{x→∞} ∫ [x,∞) t^qΦ_2(dt) = 0, (3.50)

from which we get that

Φ_2([x, ∞)) = o ( x^{−q} ) as x → ∞. (3.51)

From [1, Sec. V. Theorem 2.4 (iii)] we have that for a general renewal process

Φ((x − a − b, x − a]) (3.52) =E [ N_{(x−a−b)+b} − N_{x−a−b} ] (3.53) = ∫_b 0 Φ(b − ξ)P(B_{x−a−b} ∈ dξ) (3.54) = ∫_b 0 Φ(b − ξ)Π(dξ) + ∫_b 0 Φ(b − ξ)[P(B_{x−a−b} ∈ dξ) − Π(dξ)] . (3.55)

Since | | | ∫_b 0 Φ(b − ξ)[P(B_{x−a−b} ∈ dξ) − Π(dξ)] | | | ≤ Φ(b) ‖P(B^t ∈ ·) − Π(·)‖t.v. , (3.56)

we can use (3.47) and Lemma 6.1 to obtain, ∫_b 0 Φ(b − ξ)Π(dξ) + ∫_b 0 Φ(b − ξ)[P(B_{x−a−b} ∈ dξ) − Π(dξ)] (3.57) =mb + o ( (x − a − b)^{−q} ) (3.58) =mb + o ( x^{−q} ) . (3.59)

In other words, Φ((x − a − b, x − a]) = mb + o(x^{−q}) as x → ∞. From Stone’s decompo-

sition the density φ_1 is given as

φ_1(x) = ∫_x 0 Φ ∗ g_0(x − y)Φ^{(2)}_0 (dy), (3.60)

where from the previous reasoning

Φ ∗ g_0(x) − m ‖G_0‖_{t.v.} = o(x^{−q}) (3.61)

Notice that | | | | ∫_{x/2} 0 (Φ ∗ g_0(x − y) − m ‖G_0‖_{t.v.}) Φ^{(2)}_0 (dy) | | | | (3.62)

≤ sup_{y′≥x/2} |Φ ∗ g_0(x − y^′) − m ‖G_0‖_{t.v.}| ‖ ‖ ‖Φ^{(2)}_0 ‖ ‖ ‖_{t.v.} = o(x^{−q}), (3.63) and | | | ∫_x x/2 (Φ ∗ g_0(x − y) − m ‖G_0‖_{t.v.}) Φ^{(2)}_0 (dy) | | | (3.64)

≤(‖Φ ∗ g_0‖_∞ + m ‖G_0‖_{t.v.}) Φ^{(2)}_0 ((x/2, ∞)) = o(x^{−q}), (3.65)

from which we conclude that

φ_1(x) =m ‖G_0‖_{t.v.} ‖ ‖ ‖Φ^{(2)}_0 ‖ ‖ ‖_{t.v.} + o(x^{−q}) (3.66)

=m + o(x^{−q}), (3.67)

by (2.33).

We proceed to the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We prove the case where z(x) = o(x^{−r}) as x → ∞ and the case

for z(x) = O(x^{−r}) as x → ∞ follows similarly. Assume that 0 ≤ q ≤ s − 1. We compute

the convolution explicitly using Stone’s decomposition.

Φ ∗ z(x) = ∫_x 0 z(x − y)Φ_2(dy) + ∫_x 0 z(x − y)φ_1(y)dy. (3.68)

The first integral can be split as ∫_x 0 z(x − y)Φ_2(dy) = ∫_{x/2} 0 z(x − y)Φ_2(dy) + ∫_x x/2 z(x − y)Φ_2(dy), (3.69)

where | | | | ∫_{x/2} 0 z(x − y)Φ_2(dy) | | | | ≤ sup_{y′≥x/2} |z(y^′)| ‖Φ2‖_{t.v.} = o(x^{−r}) (3.70) | | | | ∫_x x/2 z(x − y)Φ_2(dy) | | | | ≤ ‖z‖∞ Φ^2((x/2, ∞)) = o(x^{−q}). (3.71)

The second integral can be written as ∫_x 0 z(y)φ_1(x − y)dy = ∫_{x/2} 0 z(y)φ_1(x − y)dy + ∫_x x/2 z(y)φ_1(x − y)dy. (3.72)

From Lemma 3.2, we have ~φ_1(x) := φ_1(x) − m = o(x^{−q}) as x → ∞. This entails, | | | | ∫_{x/2} 0 z(y) ~φ_1(x − y)dy | | | | ≤ ∫_{x/2} 0 z(y) |~φ_1(x − y)| dy (3.73) ≤ sup_{y′≥x/2} | ~φ_1(y^′)| ∫_∞ 0 z(y)dy (3.74)

=o(x^{−q}) (3.75)

On the other hand, | | | | ∫_x x/2 z(y) ~φ_1(x − y)dy | | | | ≤ ∫_x x/2 z(y) |~φ_1(x − y)| dy (3.76) ≤ ‖ ~φ_1‖_∞ ∫_x x/2 z(y)dy, (3.77)

Let ϵ > 0 be arbitrary. Since z(x) = o(x^{−r}) as x → ∞, there exists x_0 > 0 such that

x^r |z(x)| < ϵ for all x > x_0. Then, for all x > 2x_0, ∫_x x/2 |z(y)| dy <ϵ ∫_x x/2 y^{−r}dy (3.78) <ϵ (x/2)^{1−r} r − 1 , (3.79)

from which we obtain that ∫_x x/2 |z(y)| dy = o(x^{1−r}). (3.80)

This means that, ∫_{x/2} 0 z(y)φ_1(x − y)dy = m ∫_{x/2} 0 z(y)dy + o(x^{−q}), (3.81) ∫_x x/2 z(y)φ_1(x − y)dy = m ∫_x x/2 z(y)dy + o(x^{1−r}). (3.82)

Ultimately, we get, Φ ∗ z(x) =m ∫_∞ 0 z(y)dy + o(x^{−q}) + o(x^{−r}) + o(x^{1−r}) + o(x^{−q}) (3.83) =m ∫_∞ 0 z(y)dy + o(x^{max{1−r,−q}}), (3.84) which is the desired result.

4 Regenerative processes

We now turn to the notion of regenerative processes. Intuitively, such processes evolve in cycles between the epochs of a renewal process. Formally, we have the following definition.

Definition 4.1 (Sec VI. p.169 in [1]). Let {X_t}_{t≥0} be a stochastic process with state space E. We call {X_t}_{t≥0} regenerative (pure or delayed) if there exists a renewal process (pure or delayed) { ^S_n } = {τ_0 + τ_1 + · · · + τ_n} such that for each n ≥ 0, the post- ^S_n process θ_{^Sn} X := ( τ_{n+1}, τ_{n+2}, . . . , { X_{^Sn+t} } t≥0 ) , (4.1)

is independent of τ_0, . . . , τ_n, and its distribution does not depend upon n.

Since the renewals are stopping times for a renewal process, from the strong Markov property it is obvious that the forward and backward recurrence times from Definition 1.4 are regenerative. We can show as well that the compensator of a zero-delayed renewal process that satisfies assumption (A1) can be written in terms of a regenerative process. Let μ : [0, ∞) → [0, ∞) be the nonnegative measurable function given by μ(x) = f(x) 1 − ∫_x 0 f(y)dy , x ≥ 0. (4.2)

From [9, Sec. II Theorem T7], we have that the process {M(t)}_{t≥0} given as M(t) = N(t) − ∫_t 0 μ(u − S_{N(u)})du, t ≥ 0, (4.3) is an (F^N_t )-martingale, with compensator Λ: Λ(t) := ∫_t 0 μ(u − S_{N(u)})du, t ≥ 0. (4.4) Notice that Λ can be rewritten as

Λ(t) = N(t)−1∑

i=1 ξ_i + ∫_t S_{N(t)−1} μ(u − S_{N(t)−1})du (4.5)

:= N(t)−1∑

i=1 ∫_{Si} S_{i−1} μ(u − S_{i−1})du + ∫_t S_{N(t)−1} μ(u − S_{N(t)−1})du, (4.6) where the random variables ξ_i are independent and identically distributed with ξ_i^d= ∫_{τ1} 0 μ(u)du i = 1, 2 . . . (4.7) Observe that the process ∫_t S_{N(t)−1} μ(u − S_{N(t)−1})du (4.8)

is regenerative. In effect, let n ≥ 0 be arbitrary, then from the strong Markov property of the backward recurrence time A_t we have ∫_{t+Sn} S_{N(t+Sn)−1} μ(u − S_{N(t+Sn )−1})du = ∫_{t+Sn−SN(t+Sn)−1} 0 μ(v)dv (4.9) = ∫_{At+Sn} 0 μ(v)dv (4.10) d= ∫_{At} 0 μ(v)dv (4.11) and since this is a measurable function whose argument is the regenerative process A_t, from [1, Proposition VI.1.1], we can conclude that this process is itself regenerative.

Now, let{X_t}_{t≥0} be a regenerative process. It will be useful to compute the distribution of the maximum of X_T := max_{0≤t≤T} X_t for any T > 0. To do this, we use the following result of Rootzén, which we state without proof.

Theorem 4.2 (Rootzén [10]). Let {X_t}_{t≥0} be a regenerative process whose renewal process satisfies assumption (B0). Assume that the state space of X is a real interval and define G(x) := P_0(X_{τ1} ≤ x), F_T (x) := P(X_T ≤ x). (4.12) Then, when G does not have finite support, lim_{T →∞} sup_{x≥0} | F_T (x) − G(x)^{mT} | = 0. (4.13)

5 Convergence of processes

Now we can proceed with the proof of our Theorems 1.6 and 1.7. We work in the context of regenerative processes introduced in the previous section.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. As we noted above, for all i = 1, 2, . . . ,

ξ_i := ∫_{Si} S_{i−1} μ(s − S_{i−1})ds^d= ∫_{τ1} 0 μ(s)ds. (5.1)

We now look for the distribution of the latter. Let x > 0, we have μ(x) = f(x) 1 − F (x) = − d dx log(1 − F (x)), (5.2)

or in other words, exp ( − ∫_x 0 μ(s)ds ) = 1 − F (x), (5.3)

which implies that G(x) :=P (∫_{τ1} 0 μ(s)ds ≤ x ) (5.4) =P ( exp ( − ∫_{τ1} 0 μ(s)ds ) ≥ e^{−x} ) (5.5) =P ( F (τ_1) ≤ 1 − e^{−x} ) = 1 − e^{−x}, (5.6)

where in the last equality we used that if F (x) = P(τ_1 ≤ x), then the random variable F (τ_1) ∼ Uniform[0, 1]. This means that ∫_{τ1} 0 μ(s)ds ∼ exp(1). (5.7)

We have for any p > 0 that

sup_{v∈[0,1]} 1 T^p [ Λ(T v) − Λ(S_{N(T v)−1}) ] = sup_{v∈[0,1]} 1 T^p ∫_{T v} S_{N(T v)−1} μ(s − S_{N(T v)−1})ds (5.8) ≤ 1 T^p max k≤N(T ) ξ_k, (5.9)

and since G does not have finite support, from Theorem 4.2, we know that F_T (x) := P ( max k≤N(T ) ξ_k ≤ x ) can be uniformly approximated by G(x)^{mT} , in the sense that

lim_{T →∞} sup_{x≥0} | |F_T (x) − G(x)^{mT} | | = 0, (5.10) where G(x) = P (∫_{τ1} 0 μ(s)ds ≤ x ) = 1 − e^{−x}. If we take x = ϵT^p for ϵ > 0, we have,

G(ϵT^p)^{mT} = ( 1 − e^{−ϵT p} )_{mT} = exp { mT log ( 1 − e^{−ϵT p} )} (5.11) = exp { mT ( e^{−ϵT p} (1 + o(1)) )} −→_{T →∞} 1, (5.12)

which proves that for any p > 0

lim_{T →∞} P ( 1 T^p max k≤N(T ) ξ_k ≤ ϵ ) = 1 (5.13)

and hence, ( 1 T^p ∫_{T v} S_{N(T v)−1} μ(s − S_{NR(T v)−1})ds ) v∈[0,1] d−→ T →∞ 0. (5.14)

The proof is complete.

We proceed similarly in the case of the recurrence times. As we will see, the dominating process will be the maximum process of the interarrival times.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let p ≤ s. Notice that

sup_{v∈[0,1]} 1 T^{1/p} ( T v − S_{N(T v)−1} ) ≤ 1 T^{1/p} max k≤N(T ) τ_k, (5.15)

sup_{v∈[0,1]} 1 T^{1/p} ( S_{N(T v)} − T v ) ≤ 1 T^{1/p} max k≤N(T ) τ_k. (5.16)

It is clear that if F (x) := P(τ_1 ≤ x) has finite support, the result is trivial. Thus, we assume that F does not have a finite support. In this case we can approximate the distribution of the maximum by

F (x)^{mT} , (5.17)

and by taking x = ϵT^{1/p} we can compute,

F (ϵT^{1/p})^{mT} = exp { mT log ( F (ϵT^{1/p}) )} (5.18) = exp { mT log ( 1 − F (ϵT^{1/p}) )} (5.19) = exp { mT ( F (ϵT^{1/p})(1 + o(1)) )} . (5.20)

Since E [τ^s_1 ] < ∞, it follows by the DCT that

x^pF (x) = x^pP(τ_1 > x) ≤ E [τ^p_1 ; τ_1 > x] −→_{x→∞} 0. (5.21)

The previous reasoning implies that

T F (ϵT^{1/p}) −→_{T →∞} 0, (5.22) exp { mT ( F (ϵT^{1/p})(1 + o(1)) )} −→_{T →∞} 1, (5.23)

lim_{T →∞} P ( 1 T^{1/p} max k≤N(T ) τ_k ≤ ϵ ) = 1, (5.24)

from which we can conclude that ( 1 T^{1/p} ( T v − S_{N(T v)−1} ) , 1 T^{1/p} ( S_{N(T v)} − T v )) v∈[0,1] d−→ T →∞ (0, 0), (5.25)

which completes the proof.

6 Appendix: Some results from the general theory of renewal processes

The proofs of the results stated in this section are included for the completeness of the paper.

Lemma 6.1. Assume that (B0) holds. Then, the renewal equation

Z(t) = z(t) + ∫_t 0 Z(t − x)F (dx), (6.1) has the linear solution Z_0(t) = mt, t ≥ 0, if and only if z(t) = m ∫_t 0 F (x)dx, (6.2)

where F = 1 − F .

Proof. Let us suppose that equation (6.1) has a linear solution Z_0(t) = mt, which entails mt = z(t) + ∫_t 0 m(t − x)F (dx). (6.3)

Solving for z(t) we get z(t) =mt − ∫_t 0 m(t − x)F (dx) (6.4) =mt − ∫_t 0 m ∫_t x duF (dx) (6.5) =mt − ∫_t 0 m ∫_u 0 F (dx)du (6.6) = ∫_t 0 mdx − ∫_t 0 mF (x)dx (6.7) = ∫_t 0 m(1 − F (x))dx (6.8) = ∫_t 0 mF (x)dx. (6.9) Reversing the order of the above steps we can see that the function z(t) = ∫_t 0 mF (x)dx generates a renewal Equation with solution mt = Z_0(t) = ∫_t 0 m ∫_{t−u} 0 F (x)dxΦ(du). (6.10) The proof is now complete.

The distribution of the forward recurrence time can be found through a renewal argument as follows Lemma 6.2. The distribution function of the forward recurrence time is given for x ≥ 0 as P(B_t ≤ x) = ∫_t 0 F ((t − u, t + x − u]) Φ(du). (6.11) Proof. Write Z_x(t) = P(B_t ≤ x), and z_x(t) = P(B_t ≤ x; τ_1 > t). Then,

Z_x(t) =z_x(t) + P(B_t ≤ x; τ_1 ≤ t) (6.12) =z_x(t) + ∫_t 0 P(B_t ≤ x | τ_1 = u) F (du) (6.13) =z_x(t) + ∫_t 0 P(B_{t−u} ≤ x) F (du) (by the Strong Markov property of B_t) (6.14) =z_x(t) + ∫_t 0 Z_x(t − u)F (du) = ∫_t 0 z_x(t − u)Φ(du). (6.15) Now, analyzing z_x(t), we have, z_x(t) =P(B_t ≤ x; τ_1 > t) (6.16) =P(τ_1 − t ≤ x; τ_1 > t) (6.17) =F (t + x) − F (t). (6.18)

Therefore, we obtain,

Z_x(t) = ∫_t 0 F ((t − u, t + x − u]) Φ(du), (6.19)

which concludes the proof.

7 Acknowledgements

To finalize this paper, I want to sincerely thank my PhD supervisor, Dr. Kouji Yano, for his continuous support throughout the writing of this work. The several readings he gave to the manuscript and all his insightful comments made possible the coming together of this paper.

References

[1] S. Asmussen. Applied Probability and Queues. Applications of mathematics : stochastic modelling and applied probability. Springer, 2003.

[2] S. Asmussen, S. Foss, and D. Korshunov. Asymptotics for sums of random variables with local subexponential behaviour, 2013.

[3] K. B. Athreya and P. Ney. A new approach to the limit theory of recurrent markov chains. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 245:493–501, 1978.

[4] D. J. Daley and D. Vere-Jones. An introduction to the theory of point processes. Vol.

I. Probability and its Applications (New York). Springer-Verlag, New York, second edition, 2003. Elementary theory and methods.

[5] K.G. Gakis and B.D. Sivazlian. The use of multiple integrals in the study of the backward and forward recurrence times for the ordinary renewal process. Stochastic Analysis and Applications, 10(4):409–416, 1992.

[6] C. Godreche and J. M. Luck. Statistics of the occupation time of renewal processes.

Journal of Statistical Physics, 104:489–524, 2001.

[7] Torgny Lindvall. On coupling of continuous-time renewal processes. Journal of Applied Probability, 19(1):82–89, 1982.

[8] Robert B. Lund, Sean P. Meyn, and Richard L. Tweedie. Computable exponential convergence rates for stochastically ordered markov processes. The Annals of Applied Probability, 6(1):218–237, 1996.

[9] Brémaud Pierre. Point processes and queues : martingale dynamics / Pierre Brémaud. Springer series in statistics. Springer-Verlag, New York, cop. 1981.

[10] Holger Rootzén. Maxima and exceedances of stationary markov chains. Advances in Applied Probability, 20(2):371–390, 1988.

[11] Mikhail Sergeyevich Sgibnev. On the renewal theorem in the case of infinite variance.

Sibirskii Matematicheskii Zhurnal, 22(5):178–189, 1981.

[12] Charles Stone. On Absolutely Continuous Components and Renewal Theory. The Annals of Mathematical Statistics, 37(1):271 – 275, 1966.

[13] H. Thorisson. Coupling, Stationarity, and Regeneration. Probability and Its Applications. Springer New York, 2000.

[14] Gordon E. Willmot, Jun Cai, and X. Sheldon Lin. Lundberg inequalities for renewal equations. Advances in Applied Probability, 33(3):674–689, 2001.

[15] Chuancun Yin and Junsheng Zhao. Nonexponential asymptotics for the solutions of renewal equations, with applications. Journal of Applied Probability, 43(3):815–824, 2006.