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Shifted small deviations and Chung LIL for symmetric
alpha-stable processes.

Elena Shmileva*

Abstract

Let X, be a symmetric a-stable Lévy process with a € (1,2). We consider small
ball probabilities of the following type P {|| X, — A f|| < r} as 7 — 0 and Ar®*~1 — 0

or \r®~! = ¢, ¢ > 0, where || - || is the sup-norm and f is any continuous function
which starts at 0. We obtain an exact rate of decrease for these probabilities including
constants.

Using these small ball estimates, we derive a functional LIL for X, with continuous
attracting functions. It occurs that the a.s. limit set of the family {T)f/‘”%}?(%)} is
T>0
equal to the set of all continuous functions (which start at 0), under certain choice of
scaling function h(T).
Keywords: Chung LIL, Strassen LIL, small ball probabilities, Lévy processes, sta-
ble Lévy processes.

Introduction

We are interested in the probabilities that a cadlag process X (t),t € [0, 1] hits an arbitrary
small ball, i.e., P{X € B(f,r)}, where B(f,r) is a ball (in the Skorokhod metric or in the
uniform metric) of radius r > 0, (r — 0), and of center f, which is an arbitrary element of
the Skorokhod space D[0, 1].

If the shift function (center) f has jumps, i.e., f € D[0,1]\ C[0,1], then the problem
is delicate. If the process X has no fixed-time jumps, what holds in most of practically
important cases, the uniform small balls are obviously empty. Hence, one has to deal with
the Skorokhod topology. We don’t know any results on probabilities of small balls in the
Skorokhod topology. This is a subject of future research.

However, if we assume that the shift f is a continuous function, then there is a sense
to consider small balls in the uniform topology (as well as in the Skorokhod topology).
Dealing with uniform balls and the uniform topology is more usual and there are already
some results in this direction.
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In the sequel, by || - || we denote the uniform norm, and by B(f,r) a ball of radius r
and of center f in the uniform metric.

Aurzada and Dereich (see [ADO§]) elaborate a method that allows to estimate P {|| X|| <
r}, where X is an arbitrary Lévy process. So, they deal with time-homogeneous processes,
i.e., the shift f is the identity function multiplied by a constant. Since we are interested
in applications to the functional law of the iterated logarithm (functional LIL), we need
to study similar probabilities but with arbitrary shift functions. Thus, in general, we deal
with time-inhomogeneous (additive) processes.

In this article, we focus on symmetric a-stable Lévy processes X,,.

Concerning the LIL for these processes, there are significant differences from the gaus-
sian and the pre-gaussian cases. Namely, Limsup LIL doesn’t exist, i.e., there is no such a
scaling function ¢(-) that 0 < limsup,_, . | Xa(T)|/¢(T) < co. Instead, there is an integral
test for ¢ (see Fact [2 below) that says whether this limit is equal to 0 or to occ.

In spite of that, there is a Liminf LIL statement by Taylor [Tay67]:

T—oo (T/loglogT)Ye

a.s.,

where K|, is a positive constant (the same as in () below).

Based on these two facts, we are looking for a functional LIL for X, under those
scaling functions ¢, which are bigger than (7'/loglogT)Y®. For example, if ¢(T) -
(T/loglog T)~'/* — oo, then

lim inf
T—o0

=0 a.s.,

‘XQ(T-)
o(T)

what means that the family of scalings {X;((g)') }T . has at least one a.s. limit point under
>

uniform convergence, this is the zero function. If, moreover, the integral test gives 0, then
this is the only a.s. limit point.

In this article, we study the a.s. limit sets of the family under these scaling func-
tions ¢ that ensure oo in the integral test. In Theorems [ and Bl we obtain that if

o(T) € ((T/loglog T)Y/* TV *loglog T'~1/*), then the a.s. limit set of {X;(%')}T . in
>

the uniform topology is equal to the set of all continuous functions which start at 0.

The border line ¢(T) = C - (T/loglog T)/*,C > 0 is studied in Theorem B} which
shows that the scaling is too small and the trajectories stop a.s. clustering near continuous
functions, i.e., the a.s. limit set is empty.

Of course, it is interesting to understand what happens when the scaling function is
close to the border of the integral test. It requires additional study.

The article is structured as follows.

In section 1, we obtain small deviation estimates for P {|| X, — A f|| < r} as r — 0, first
under A\r®~! — 0, see Theorem [, then under A\r® ! = ¢, ¢ > 0, see Theorem Pl For the
proof we use the Girsanov theorem for additive processes, that is provided in section 0.1.




We start section 2 with a detailed review on the LIL for stable Lévy processes and dis-
cuss a Baldi-Royonette result (see [BR92]) for the Wiener process that describes a parallel
situation with the main results of this article. In Theorems[Bl M and Bl we get the a.s. limit

set (subset) of the families {%}T o when h(T) € [(loglog T)~ Y, (loglog T)*~1/].
>

We obtain these results together with the rates of convergence to the limit functions.

0.1 Notations and tools.

Let C ={f € C[0,1] : f(0) =0}.

By ACI0, 1] we denote the set of all absolutely continuous functions on [0, 1].

Put H={f € AC[0,1] : f' € Ly, f(0) =0}.

We use notations from the Sato monograph [Sat99], to introduce a Lévy process. In this
article, we deal with processes of finite expectation, therefore it is convenient to define
a Lévy process X by its centered triplet (o2, A(dz),v)1, where o2 is the variance of the
gaussian component (here, 02 = 0), A(dx) is the Lévy measure and 7 is the expectation of
X(1). Here is the corresponding Lévy-Ito decomposition

t
X(t) =~t +/ / e Na(dz,ds),
0 JR\{0}

were N (dx, dt) is a Poisson measure corresponding to the Lévy measure A, and N (dx, dt) =
N (dz,dt) — A(dz)dt is the centered Poisson measure.

If v = 0, we call the corresponding Lévy process a (A, 0)-Lévy martingale.

By additive processes, we mean time-inhomogeneous processes with independent in-
crements, that start at 0. The distributions of the processes with finite expectations are
specified by the centered triplets (0, A(dx,dt),~(t))1, v € L1. The corresponding Lévy-Ito
decomposition is

X(t) = /Otfy(s)ds + /Ot /]R\{O} wN(dz,ds).

Denote by P the distribution of the process & in DI0, 1].
In the next section, we will need the following particular case of the Girsanov theorem,
see Theorem 3.24 from [JS03], see also [LS02], Theorem 2:

Fact 1 (The Girsanov transform for additive processes with finite expectations)
Let € be an additive process defined by the centered triplets (0, A(dx,dt),y(t))1, v €
L1[0,1]. Suppose there exists 0(-,-) : R\ {0} x [0,1] — R such that

1 2
/ / (ee(”c’s)/2 - 1) A(dz,ds) < oc. (1)
0 JR\{0}



Then the distribution of an additive process &y defined by

(0, @A (dx, dt), () + ( /0 t /R (ef(@3) 1):13A(d3:,ds)>/)
/1

is equivalent to the distribution of &, i.e., Pz ~ Pe, and the density transformation formula
is of the form:

Cﬁz%; CO)=ex {_ /o1 /R\{O} (") = 1= 0(a,)) Al )+

! —
+/0 /]R\{()} H(SU,S)NA(dx,dt)(.)} , Pe-a.e.

Comments:

1. Condition (]) guarantees existence of the integrals and the properties of Lévy measure
for @) \(dz, dt).

2. Note that if there exists 6* such that
t t
/ / (@) _ 1)uA(d, ds) = — / (s)ds, Vte[0,1], @)
0 JR\{o} 0

then the transformed process is a martingale.

1 Shifted small ball probabilities for symmetric a-stable pro-
cesses

1.1 ”Small” shifts.

Let X, be a symmetric a-stable Lévy process, a € (1,2). The aim of this section is to
estimate shifted small ball probabilities for these processes, unlike the centered small ball
probabilities that were studied in [Mog74]

P{X, €B(0,r)} = exp{—K,r *(1+0o(1))}, (3)

where 0 < K, < 00, it depends just on the process X,. This constant is equal to the first
eigenvalue of the fractional Laplacian (cf. [ZRKO0T]), the explicit expression for K, is still
not found.

Theorem 1 For all f € C and A > 0, r > 0 such that \r®™1 — 0, » — 0 we have

P {[|Xa() = AfO) <7} =exp{-Kar™*(1+0(1))}.



Comments:

1. In this theorem, we consider relatively small A, namely A = o(r—(®=1)). The case
when A is finite is included in this part of the result.

2. Notice that the estimate is similar with the estimate (3)) for centered small deviations.
The leading term of the asymptotic estimate is not sensitive for f, the dependence
on f is hidden in the rest term.

Proof.
Upper bound: Using the Anderson inequality which holds for symmetric processes
(cf. [LRZ95], [BK86]), and taking into account (3]), we obtain

P{X, € B\-f,7)} <P{X, €B(0,7)} <exp{—Kur *(1+0(1))}.

Lower bound: We modify an approach from [Shm06].
Take f € H. By using self-similarity, we can write

P{|Xo = Afll <)} =P{I&l <rp'/},

where £ is a Lévy process with the centered triplet (0, p |z|~1=%dz dt, —\p/*f'(t)); and
p is an arbitrary positive real number that we are free to choose.
Using Fact 1, we have that an additive process £ with the generating triplet

dx
O(x,t
(0 pe tman)

where 0(z,t) = log <1 + )\p_aTil . 2_TO‘f’(t)a;l{‘gckl}) has distribution P, equivalent to
P, and it is a martingale. Note that it is defined correctly if

_a-1 2—
Ap” T - 5

a\f’(t)\ <1 for almost all t € [0,1].

If we assume
pr Ap~leDle 0, (4)

then this condition holds for large enough p. This will be the first restriction we impose
on p. We continue

dPe,
B(Oval/a) dPé-Z

1 a—1 2 — / d:E
= exp —p/ / \\ <)\p_T. ft x> T dt o X
{ 0 Jig<1 S |1+
1 _a-1 2 —« / v,
Bow = [ ), lee\(IHdem e 5= SO ) Ne(dedt)  Le<pe) =
=D, x5,

P{X,—-AfeB(0,r)} =

dez =




where ¥(u) = (1 +u)log(l+u) —u= “72(1 +o0(1)) as u— 0.
Deterministic term simplification.

1
D, = exp {22 [ pepan 1+ ).

Stochastic term simplification. By the Jensen inequality, we get rid of the stochastic
term of the density transformation formula

1
Sp > exp {—EP'/ / log <1 + )\,0_%1 2 ; c (@) a;) ./\_f52(dx,dt)} P {& € B(0,rp/*)} =
0 Jz|<1

=P {ll&2]] <rp'/},

where P’ : % = 1yg)<rprray (P {lI€2]] < rpt/*}) 1. Tt is left just to treat the small ball
probability P {||&|| < rp'/®} for the time-inhomogeneous martingale &;.

Homogenization. 1t is clear that &»(-) 4 &(p-), where £ is a Lévy process with the
centered triplet

_a-l 2—« dz
(0 (1207 255 PO e ) i)
1

We can represent the process as a sum of independent processes &(-) 4 ¢1(+) 4+ Ca(+), where
(1 is a Lévy process generated by the centered triplet

dx
<07 (1 - ’x‘l{‘x‘<l}) W70>17

(5 is an additive process generated by

_a1 2—a dx
<07 (!x\ +Ap o - 5 f (t) a;> 1{‘x‘<1}—‘x’1+adt’ 0>1
Taking into account this decomposition, for any 6 € (0,1) we can write

P{|l€(p) | <ot} > P{G(p)ll < (1= 8)rp/*}P {||Calp)]| < 8- rpt/}.

Let us treat each of the probabilities separately.
Using results of section 8.2.4 of [BGT8Y|, one can prove that the process (; belongs to
the domain of normal attraction of X, i.e.,
Glp) 4

e = Xa(-) as p— oo,

where ”-%” means convergence in distribution.
By [Mog74] and a slight generalization of his result by [Rus07], we know the following:



Proposition 1 For any Lévy process X which is a martingale and belongs the normal
domain of attraction of a strictly a-stable Lévy process X, we have
X (o)l K
P {W <rp=exp —T—(j(l +0(1)) ¢,
that holds as v — 0 and rp*/® — co. The constant Ko, is as in ([3).
In particular, if X is from the normal domain of attraction to the Wiener process, then
Ky =72 /8.

p: Tpt" = o0, (5)

Thus, assuming
we have
C1(

P 17;) <(1-68)rs =exp —%(1—#0(1)) .
{ P (1-9)

In its turn, {» could be decomposed into the sum of processes with only positive and

only negative jumps, (o 4 ¢t + ¢, where (T are generated by

a—1 2—0é

_a-1 dx
<07 <1 + A,O @ 2 f/(t)> 1{:&%6(0,1)}Wdt7 0> ) .

This decomposition give us

P {||Ga(p)]| < 8- 1pM} > PLICT(p)]| < (8/2)rpMIP{IICT ()| < (8/2)rp"/}.

Now, we need the following lemma, that allows to switch to homogeneous processes.

Lemma 1 Let A be a Lévy measure such that f\x\>1 xA(dz) < oo and u(-) € AC[0,1].
If n is an additive process specified by the generating triplet (0, p'(t)dt A(dz),0)1 and ¢
is a Lévy process specified by the generating triplet (0, (fol wu(t)dt) A(dx),0)1, then

d
Il = 1I<ll-
Proof. By Lévy-Khintchine formula we have
t t
d p(s)ds
Inl| = sup [X </ u(s)ds)‘ = sup X <7f01 > ,
te0,1] 0 t€[0, [ pu(s)ds] fo p1(s)ds

where X is a Lévy process generated by (0, A(dx),0);.
Put (t) = fg ,u(s)ds/fol w(s)ds. Notice that 0 < p(t) < 1 for all ¢ € [0,1]. Taking this
into account we continue

d d
Inll = sup  [X(p(t)] = sup [C((t))| = sup |¢(s)]-
tE[O,fO1 u(s)ds] t€(0,1] s€[0,1]



Using this lemma, we continue

P {Ga(p)l < 6-7p"} = P {n* (p)]l < (6/2)rp"/*YP {lln (p)]| < (5/2)rp"/},

where n* are centered subordinators generated by

_am1 2—« dx
<0, <1 +Ap” e 5 f(1)> 1{ime(0,1)}wdt70>l-

The processes n* have just bounded jumps, therefore they both belong to the normal
domain of attraction of the Wiener process. By Proposition [I, under (Bl we obtain

2

Pl (0l < (372007} 2 exp { - (120075 250 ) ko )

Then

2

P IGa(p)l <30/} 2 exp { o e (14 o)}

Thus, we obtain that for any ¢ € (0, 1)

K,
P {||&] < rp**} > exp {—m(

Under (B)) we have

e R )

Collecting all the preliminary results, under (@) and (&) we get

—

1
P {1Xa() = AFO] <) 2 exp { 2320220 [ pepar 14 o) - T2+ o)}

Using the condition Ar®~! — 0 of the theorem (for the first time in the proof), we can find p
obeying @) and (), such that \2p=/* = o(r~). For example, take p* = r—*(Are=1)~1,
Thus, for all f € H we have

P {1X0() = AFO)] <) 2 exp { =721+ o)}

The set H is dense in C, so the result could be generalized for arbitrary f € C.



Remark:
We can also exploit the same proof under \r®~! — oo or Ar®! = ¢, ¢ > 0 conditions.
For example, under A\r®~! — oo for f’ € Ly, taking p := (\||f'[|(2 — a)2(1 — e))a/(a_l)
€ (0,1), we get

)

P {[IXa() = AFO) <7} 2 exp {=C1 AN (1 4 0(1)) },

where

ety (2= a\ D & [ @)1 )P d
C1 = C1(f, @) = || f/||o/ (@) (—2 > Z O(Qk;_1 )2k —a)
k=1

We see that the order differs from the order of the upper estimate, and moreover, we
can prove that it is not optimal. Following [ADOS| we can obtain: there are constants
0<Ch <0y <oosit.

A A
exp{~Ca Zlogar L <P {1X0() = ML) <) < exp { € Zlog 1.

where Id is the identity function on [0, 1].
Under A\r®~! = ¢, ¢ > 0 condition, we are faced with a known open problem for
processes from the domain of attraction of X,

P {[[X(p)l < c} = exp{—Aa(c)p(1+0(1))},

Aq(c) is not known here.
Nevertheless, in the next section we obtain a result in this case, slightly modifying the
proof.

1.2 ”Middle” shifts.
Theorem 2 For any ¢ >0, f € AC[0,1] : f' € Ly, f(0) =0 such that

17Ol < 5o 2, ()
we have
exp {—Ka riaa - 0(1))} >P {HXa(-) —c-rm@ D ) < r} > exp {—C’(a) Tia} ,

as r — 0, where

- 1 ol 1 20-1 1
C(O‘):2<E+sz(2k—1)(2k—a)+24'6 <2—a+6(3—a)>)’

k=1

and K, is as in (3).



Proof. Upper bound: The Anderson inequality.
Lower bound: In this proof, we are close to [AD0O8] method. We start with a trunca-
tion of large jumps

P {I1Xa() = c-r™ @D fO) <1} = PLIXa() = e r™ @ ()] < r| AYP{A},

where A is the event that the process X, has no jumps bigger than r, i.e., A = {w € Q:
Vi € [0,1] AX,y(t,w) <r}. It is well-known that

dx 2
P{A} =exp —/ :exp{——-r_o‘}.
) { oo |:c|a+1} o

Denote by &; an additive process with the generating triplet
(O, 1{|m|<r}]a:\_(1+°‘)da: dt, —CT_(Q_I)f/(t))l.
Hence, we continue

P {160 - e eV 0l <r} e {-2 b e el <n)

Using Fact 1, we obtain that & with the generating triplet

2—« x dz
<0, <1+C- 5 f/(t)r>1{x<T}| |1+adt 0>

has distribution equivalent to P, . Take 0*(s,t) = log(1 + ¢ 252 f/(¢)Z) in Fact 1. Note
that & is correctly defined under condition (@), and & is a martingale.
Thus, we continue

1

dP;
Pllal<ri= [ GRmar0) =

el [ [ w5t i

22—« T\ -
x E exp {—/ /| | log (1 +c- f’(ﬂ;) NAz(dx7dt)} Ljeal<ry =
0 x|<r
=D xS,

where ¥(u) = (1 4+u)log(l+u) —u= Zzozz(—l)kk(k Ty as lu| < 1.
Deterministic term simplification.

B 2—a)f(s)\* 1
exp{__z/< 7) ds'2/<:(21<:—1)(2/~c—a)}Z
2 1
ZeXp{_r_a];%(%—l)(%—a)}'

10




. . . . o ’ 1 r
Stochastic term simplification. Take a probability measure P’ : Cfifl; = %, then

by Jensen’s inequality obtain

1
2 -« T\ -
S > exp {_EP,/ [, e (1+e- 252707 NA2<dx,dt>} P{l&] <r} =P{l&l <}
0 z|<r
To estimate the last probability, we use a proposition proved in [ADOS] (see Lemma 4.1
there)

Proposition 2 Let X be a (v,0)-Lévy martingale with v supported on [—e, €], then

P{||X] <3¢} > exp {— (12 E% /x<5 2?v(dx) + 2) } .

We can’t use the proposition directly, because &2 being a martingale nevertheless is time-
inhomogeneous.

Homogenization. We decompose the process & into a sum of independent processes,
one of which (; is a Lévy process with the Lévy measure

|z| dx
<1 r ) Hel<n e

and the second (s is an additive process with the Lévy measure

2—a 1 dx
<|l‘| +c- 5 f/(t)ilt) ;1{|x|<r}|x|mdt,

we can choose shifts in such a way that both of the processes are again martingales
d
§2(+) = Gi() + G2(4)-
Taking into account this decomposition, for any ¢ € (0,1) we can write

P{l|&afl <r} = PGl < (1 =0)r}P{||Gl < dr}.

Let us treat each of the probabilities separately.
Using Proposition [2, we obtain for (;

Pl < (1-d)r} > exp {24 (1%5) (- )

The sample paths of (» are of bounded variation. Thus, the following decomposition into

the sum of processes with only positive and only negative jumps is possible (o 4 Ct+ (¢,
where ¢* are generated by

2 —« 1 dz
(0, <1 +c- 5 f’(t)> - 1{ixe(o,r)}wdt, 0>1,

11




correspondingly. This decomposition yields
P {llG2]l < or} = P{|ICTI| < (6/2)r}P {lI¢™ [ < (8/2)r}.
Using Lemma [I, we continue
P {|[C*] < (8/2)r} =P {|ln*"[l < (5/2)r},

where T are centered positive (negative) subordinators generated by

2 -« 1 dz
<07 <1 te- 92 f(1)> ; 1{:|:IE€(0,7‘)} (:]:.Z')OC’ 0> ) .

Applying Proposition 2] obtain

a—1
P {||¢]| < or} > exp{_ria , 32_4a _ (g) }

For simplicity, take § = 1/2 and obtain the statement of the theorem.

2 Law of the Iterated Logarithm for stable Lévy processes

2.1 General information.

There are several recent works that deal with non-standard Law of the Iterated Logarithm
(LIL) statements for Lévy processes and random walks, in particular, in the case when the
variance of random variables is infinite, see [Ein07], [BDMOS§|, [Sav08], [CKLO00].

In this section, we collect facts related to the LIL for the stable Lévy processes. Tradi-
tionally LIL statements could be of Limsup (Strassen) or Liminf (Chung) types. Proofs of
the first type of results are based on large deviation inequalities, whereas the second type
of results usually needs small deviation estimates.

Limsup LIL:

One of the interpretations of the LIL is the rate of convergence in the CLT theorem.
Analogue of the functional CLT theorem (invariance principle) for stable processes is:

X(T) q
TlTL(T) = Xa(+),

where X is a process form the domain of attraction of X, and L(-) is a proper slowly
varying function. If X is X, itself, this relation is nothing more than the self-similarity

property
Xa (T) a

e Xa().

12



The Marzinkevich-Zygmund LLN says

Xa(T) .
W—) 0 a.s., Zf D c (1,0[)

As for the LIL, the situation is predetermined by the following dichotomy statement (cf.
Thoerem VIIL5 in [Ber96]):

Fact 2

lim sup 7|XQ(T)|
T—o00 Tl/ah(T)

/°° dt_ _ o
—th(t)a o0 o = Q.

This fact says that the stable Lévy processes doesn’t exhibit LIL behavior: there is no
such a function ¢(+) that 0 < limsup,_, . | Xo(T)|/¢(T) < .

The statemet gives the following information on the sample paths growth at infinity:
according to the integral test

=0 a.s. or =00 a.s.

according as

P {w: Jto(w) s.t. fort € (to(w),0) |Xo(t,w)| < t/*n(t)} =1 or =0.

That also means that the set {t : |X,(t)] > t/*h(t)} is a.s. bounded or unbounded
according to the integral test.

For example, we can say that almost all sample paths of the process X,(t),t € (0,00
intersect the level ¢(t) = tY/*(logt)'/® infinitely many times, whereas the level 1 (t) =
tl/o‘(log t)EH/O‘, € > 0 is overpassed just finitely many times.

In what follows, we need a limsup statement for the sup-process M(-) that is an in-
creasing sample paths process defined by

M(T) = sup | Xa(Ts)|.
s€[0,1]

Corollary 1 For any ¢ : RT = RT s.t. [ dz/p(x) = oo the following holds

lim su M(T) =00 a.s (7)
T—>oop TY/2(log T - p(loglog T))t/« .

Liminf LIL:
Despite the fact that the standard LIL doesn’t exist, the Chung-type LIL for the stable
Lévy processes holds

lim inf M(T) = K/

_ 5. 8
T—oo (T/loglogT)l/« o 0 ®

13



where K, is as in ([3)). The law was discovered in [Tay67]. This statement is about the rate
of moving of the sup-process away from zero. More precisely, almost all sample paths of
the sup-process finitely often intersect the level (1 — c)Kol/ (T /loglog T)"/* and infinitely
often (1 + C)Ké/a(T/log log T)'/®, for any 0 < ¢ < 1, i.e.,

P{w: {T: M(T,w) < (1—¢)K}Y*(T/loglog T)"*} bdd} =1,
P{w: {T: M(T,w) < (1+c¢)KYT/loglogT)"*} unbdd} = 1.

Combining (7)) and (8), we can say that for any c¢ € (0,1), any ¢ s.t. [~ dz/¢(x) = oo the
following holds: for T large enough

M(T) e ((1 — )KL (T /loglog T)V*,  T'*(log T)"*(¢p(log log T))l/a> a.s.

In this article, we study a generalization of these results to a functional LIL. What we
get is analogous to the result of Baldi and Royonette in Gaussian case [BR92].

Baldi-Royonette result for the Wiener process: By W denote the Wiener process. Con-
sider a family of scaling of W
vy~ W(T)
() = e -

V2T loglog T
where v: Rt — R™ s.t. v(0) = 0.

Definition: Let (E,7) be a topological space. An element x € E is called an a.s.
limit point of a family {{7}7~0 of random elements on F, if there exists {7} }3,, T) — 00
such that &7, (w) = = as k — oo, for almost all w € €.

The set of all a.s. limit points of {7} >0, say K, is called the a.s. limit (cluster) set of

{&r}r>0. We write {&p}rso —— K.
If we deal with C[0, 1] endowed with the uniform topology (it is known to be separable),
then {{p}rso —— K iff

Y(T),

1. hmT—)oo infE]C ||fT — fH =0 a.s., and
2. for all f € K liminfr_ [[§é7 — f|| =0 a.s.

Depending on the rate of growth of (-) the following variants of a.s. cluster sets for
the family {)} >0 exist:

(a) If v(T') = o(1), then the cluster set consists just from the zero function, which we
denote by 0

{¢)} —— {0}.
(b) If v(T') — ¢, then the a.s. cluster set is a compact. Namely, the Strassen LIL holds
{&1} —— 328,

where S = {f € H, fol f? <1}
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(c) If y(T') — oo in such a way that v(T') = o(loglog T'), then the following is true:
{&1} »—C.

(d) If v(T) — oo in such a way that there is ¢g > 0 such that ¢ loglogT < (T for large
enough T, then the cluster set is empty. Namely, for any f € C we have

liminf 6() — FO) 2 25 as.

This scaling is too small to overpower natural fluctuations of the Wiener process,
that is why the trajectories stop a.s. clustering around continuous functions.

2.2 Functional LIL for scaled stable Lévy processes.

In this section, we work in D]0,1] endowed with the uniform topology, this is known
non-separable topological space. The process X, has no time-fixed jumps, therefore the
uniform convergence is possible just to continuous functions. In this case, a.s. cluster sets

. Xa(T- e . . .
Kn={fe€D[0,1] : liminfr_, ”'Tl/ai(h('l)“) — f(-)|| = 0}, if exist, are contained in C.
Theorem 3 Let h : RT — R* such that h(0) = 0 and there ewists ¢ > 0 such that
h(T) < c(loglog T)~Y* for T large enough. Then, for any f € C the following holds

X1 o
it |ty ~ 0] 2 S e

where K, is as in (3).

This statement corresponds to the case (d) for the Wiener process. This is a degenerate
situation from the point of view of the functional LIL, fluctuations of the process overpower
the scaling, it corresponds to the em%)ty limit set.

If A(-) is such that limp_, T'fii(hT(T‘) = 0 in Fact 2, then the a.s. cluster set is not bigger
than {0}. It corresponds to the case (a) for the Wiener process (scaling is too strong).

We eliminate these two well-understood cases. Hence, our interest is focused on the set
of scaling functions h : Rt — R obeying conditions: h(0) = 0 and for any ¢ > 0, any

¢: [T dz/p(x) = oo there exists tg > 0 such that for all T € (¢, 0)

c(loglog T)™Y* < h(T) < (log T)Y* (¢ (loglog T))Y/®.

Small deviations estimates from Theorem [ give us the following statement.
Theorem 4 For any f € C, any § € (0,1) we have

Xa(T')
Tt/ (loglog T)

lim inf (log log T')°
T—00

Y —f()” = KM a.s.
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Comments:

1. From this statement it follows that if § € (0,1), then

Xa(T") ——C
T/ (log log T')0—1/c ’

2. Take 6 = 1/, to obtain the following effect:
X (T
o(T) ——C,
Tl o
Xa(T)

despite the fact that =% 4 Xa(+) for any T > 0. Under any fixed T'" we get
cadlag looking trajectories, nevertheless the gradual scaling (moving 7" to co) of the

trajectories causes their clustering (almost all of them) around continuous functions.
The same effect took place for W, see (c) case under v(T') = /loglog T

3. We already mention that the uniform topology is not separable on DJ0, 1], therefore
the a.s. cluster set could be bigger if we consider the Skorokhod topology, which is
separable on DJ[0,1]. But anyway the cluster set will contain C because the uniform
convergence implies convergence in the Skorokhod topology on D|0, 1].

Small deviations estimates from Theorem [2] give us the following statement
Theorem 5 For any f that belongs to

e = {feAO[o,u: FO) =0, £ < %-((J(a))—w—%}
we have

Xoe(T')
) H (T/loglogT)'/loglog T o

lim inf (log log T’ f()H =C' a.s.,
T—o0

where C' € [Ki/“, (C(a))?], C(a) is from Theorem @ and K, is as in ().

Comment;:
From this statement it follows that the a.s. limit set of { Ti/a (15201‘(5;2)171 /e }T>0 contains
c*.

Proof. We modify the proofs of Theorem VIIL.6 in [Ber96] and Theorem 17.1 in

[Lif95]; for the lower bound we also use ideas of [Csa80].
Lower bound in Theorems [3l, 4 and B Let § € [0, 1], where 6 = 0 corresponds to
Theorem[3] § € (0,1) to Theorem@and 6 = 1 to Theorem[5l Choose T}, = exp{k(log k)~3}.
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We start with the inequalities

X (T
lim inf (log log T')° () - — fO)| >
T—oo T/ (loglog T)° ™=
: o _1
infir, 7y, [|[Xa(T") — f() TV (loglog T)’~a
lim inf : >
k—o0 (Ty+1/ loglog Tyy1) /o
| Xa(Te) = £OIT t0g10g Ty~
lim inf T
k— 00 (Ty41/loglog Tyy1)Y/

For the last inequality we used the following technical lemma

Lemma 2 (i) For any increasing sequence {1} }r~o, any f € C there exists 0 < M < oo
such that the following is true

1/a

Xa(T) = F()TY*(loglog )"/ | = || Xa(Th) = F()T/* (log log T4)* 1/

inf
(T, They1]

171 (15 Qog log Ticer )=/ — T1/° toglog )Y/
M - (1= Tio/Tre1) *(Ti) ™ - (loglog T4)° 1/ a.s.

(ii) For T = exp{k(logk)=3} the following holds

lim T,iioll(log log Tk+1)5—1/a _ Tkl/a(log log Tk)5—1/a i
ko0 (Thy1/ loglog Tpyq)t/e )

(1 — T/ Thor1)Y2(T3,)V/* - (log log Ty, )~/

lim = 07
k=500 (Thy1/ loglog Tpyq)t/e
lim —k — 1.
k—00 Tk+1
Proof. To proof (i), choose 7 € [Tk, Ti+1] such that
| Xa(r) = £/ Qoglogm)® Vo] = inf || Xa(T) = F()T*(loglog T)* 1/
(T, Th+1]

Then we need some cumbersome computations

= sup |Xals) = f(s/T) Ty * (loglog Tp)?~ /| =

| Xa(@e) = £OIT 0g10g T
SE[O,TM
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sup | Xa(s7k) — f(s7k/Te) T * (log log Tp)? /| <

$€[0,T /7]

sup | Xq(s7) — f(S)T]i/a(loglog )0V +
$€[0,T /7]

sup | f(s7/Te) T, (loglog Ti)° "V — f(s)r/* (log log 73,)? /| <
s€[0,T /7]
X, D= f(- é log1 0—1/a é loo 1 51/
1Xa(mi) = f()me (loglog m)™ Vo + sup |f(s)] { 77 (loglog 7)

s€l0,-k

7?}

1 a —1l/a
-1 (loglong)‘;_l/a> + [sup/ ]]f(STk/Tk) — f(s)\Tkl/ (log log Tk)‘s la
s€[0, Ty /Tr

Let us show that there exists 0 < M < oo such that || f(Tx/7%) — fO)| < M - (1 —
Ti/Tis1)'/?. Note that (1 — Tj/Thy1)"/? < 1.

It is known that H is dense in C. Thus, for any k > 0 there exists fr € H such that
() = FOl < (1 = Ty /Tpr1)/?. We can write

1f T/ i) — FOI < 201k () = FOI + e (Tr /) — fe(I] <
2+ 1 fillee) - (1 = T/ Trsr) 2

For the last step we used: for any 0 < a < 1, any s € [0,1] we have |fr(as) — fr(s)| <
| f1llLs (1 — @)'/2, that is easy to prove by Schwarz’s inequality.
The rest is obvious.

To prove (ii), note

> T . { k k+1 } - { 1 }
— =X — XD — 77 (>
" T P\ (ogkP  (og(k + 1) f = PP (logh)?

and loglog Ty, = log k (1 + o(1)). It is left just to make computations.

Let us show that

- | Xa(@i) = £ 0g l0g TP~/
11m 1n

> KMe
k—00 (Thy1/ loglog Tjy 1)/ -

Take A > 0. We use the Anderson inequality, self-similatity, and estimate (3] to obtain

P {HX‘J‘(T’“') - f(')Tkl/a(log log Ty,)0 1/«

< A(T+1/loglog Tk+1)l/a} <

18



Tjir \ 1
PNl <A (T ) doglogTion) e b <

K, T}
<o { - Se T loglog T (1+o1) |

Using the particular form of {T} }x~q, we get

P {||Xa(Ti) = FOIT (oglog )~/

< A(Tia/loglog Tiyn) '/} <

exp{—lj—log(l@/(logk )(1+o(1 }

Choose A = (K, /(1 + €))%, € > 0 obtain

P {({Xa<Tk-> ~ FOT (loglog Ty)* /e

. K, . Tk+1 1/a - (logk)3 (14+¢)(140(1))
1+¢€ loglogTiiq - k '

Use the Borel-Cantelli lemma and obtain that for any f € C , any € > 0 the following holds

lim inf
k—o0 (Ty+1/ log log Tk+1)1/a

HX (Ty") f(-)Tl/a(loglong‘;‘l/“H K, \ Y
><1+€> a.s.

To conclude the proof, tend € — 0.
Addition to Theorem[3: The scheme of the proof is the same for h(T') = o((loglog T')~ /%)
as T — oo. The difference is just in the first inequality

Xo(T) e if ) [ Xa(T) = FOTYR(T))|
| A )H = hkrggéf (Th41/loglog Tk+1)1/a '

Lemma 2] could be modified correspondingly.

Upper bound for Theorem [ and Theorem Choose T, = exp{k™}, v > 1.
Consider events

Xa(Tk') 1
_ £(. A -
Tkl/a(log log T}, )01/ iy )H = (log log T}, )% } ’

Di(A) = {

where 0 < A < 00, § € (0,1]. Let us estimate

P {Di(A)} =P {HXQ«) — F()(loglog )P~/

1
(log log Tk)l/“} '
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For 6 € (0,1), we use the lower bound of Theorem [I]

P {x00) - rogtop e < a4 >
exp {—% log log T}, (1 + 0(1))} = exp {—%’ylogk (1+ 0(1))} .

Putting A, = (K,7)'/®, we obtain P {Dj(A,)} > 1/k. Thus,
S P {Dy(4,)} = . )
k=1

For § = 1, we use the lower bound of Theorem [ that holds for any || f'|| < 7% - % and
obtain

P {Dy(A)} =P {HXao) — £(-)(loglog Ty)1 =1/

1
A———— 3+ >
- (loglong)l/“}_

exp {— Cﬁ? log log Ty, (1 + 0(1))} — exp {—%’ylogk (1+ 0(1))}

Put A, = (C(a)y)'/®, and obtain (@).

We could not use the Borel-Cantelli lemma directly because the events {Dy} are de-
pendent. To overcome this difficulty we decompose the process into a sum of independent
processes:

Xa(Tip) = V() + Zi () a.s., (10)
where
Y, (S) . Xa(Tk8)7 s € [07 lec“;l]
T Xa(Tisy), se [T
and
40) = ; s 0.5
ST Xallis) - Xa(Tis), s € (B0l

It is easy to see that Zy(-), Za2(+),...2Zk(+), Zx+1(+), ... are independent processes (they are
constructed by using increments of X, at non-intersecting intervals).
Let us prove the following

5

Z()
Tkl/a(log log Ty, )01/«

- f()

1
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We use

Zk(") 1
p —fOl<a+ot,—— V>
{ T}/ (log log Ty ) o1/ O] =@+e) 7(10g10ng)5}
Xo (T (V3 ( 1
P 777 i) Y0l <(l+ed——\ >
(log log Tk o— 1/0‘ IOg IOng)6 1/a (]og]ong)

Xa(Ti) — Ol < 77 1Y)l <A
T, (log log Ty )"~ 1/ (loglog 73,)° [ | 7/ (loglog T1) ™=~
k k

1Y% ()l
P{D,(A,)} -P {T]i/a(]ogfong) e > €A }

P

>

It is left to prove that the second term could be majorized by a term of convergent series.
Take arbitrary € > 0. Consider the events

1V ()l el
\/* (log log Ty) =/

Ci(edy) = {

Now we need a large deviation result (cf. p.238, [Ber96])
P{||X.()|| >z} =Kz~ *(1 4 o(1)) as © — oo,

what is true for some 0 < K < oo. Using || Yi(:)|| = || Xa(Tk—-1-)|| a.s. and the self-similarity
we write

P (Cil(cA,)} = P { X SO EAW} _

“(loglog T},)~
Xo(Tyer- T, \« Ty
P w > eA,Y<T—k> (loglog Ty) ™/ b = e Ay K - L 1oglog Ty (1 + o(1)).
T, k—1 k

Now we use

T > log k
log log T; (1 1 .
;::1 T, RS Z < exp{yk1~1} (1+0{1)) < oo

Thus, for any € > 0, any 7 > 1 we have

Z P {Cj(eA,)} < oo.
k=1
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Using Borel-Cantelli lemma we also obtain

lim sup (log log Tk)l/o‘w =0.
k—o0 k/a

So, this and (@) prove (1) and the events there are independent. We apply the Borel-
Cantelli lemma and obtain

o Zg(-
h;?i,mf (loglog T},)° P lk( )T o1/ —fO)| £ 1+ e)A,.
o k oglog 1} )°~/«
It is left just to use the elementary relations
L Xa(T")
4 @ _ . <
lim inf (log log T)° || 7 o (log log T)7—1/= f( )H <
. Xo (T
h;?i,mf (loglog T},)° Tl/a(l 1( kT) Y - f()H <
o k oglog 1)o7«
Zi(- Yi(-
lim inf (log log T} )° T k() — O+ T Y5 C)ll <
ko0 T, (loglog Ty,)0— 1/ T, (log log Ty, )01/
Z(- Y (-
lim inf (log log T}, )° Ta k() — f()|| + lim sup (log log T3,) /@ H kl(/O%H .
k=00 T, (log log Ty, )0~/ k—00 T,

Tending v — 1 and ¢ — 0, we obtain the upper bound.

Open questions:

1. Wide field of action is to find a.s. limit sets in the case of scaling functions
(log log T)!~1/* < I(T) < (log T)"/*(¢(log log T))'/*,

where ¢ is as in (7). From the proof we see that a positive result (the a.s. limit
set is wider than {0}) requires a good lower bound of P {|| X, — Af|| < r} under
Aro@~l — oo, and a negative result (the a.s. limit set is {0}) would require a good
upper bound of the same probability.

2. It is interesting to study the functional LIL in the Skorokhod topology. We already
mention that the a.s. cluster set will contain the a.s. cluster set under the uniform
convergence. It is also possible that the set of admissible scaling functions is wider.

22



Acknowledgment

The author is grateful to the department of Financial and Actuarial Mathematics of the
Vienna Technical University, in particular, to Reinhold Kainhofer, Josef Teichmann and
Friedrich Hubalek for the discussions and the encouragement and also to Mikhail Lifshits
for showing a parallel to Baldi-Royonette results.

References

[ADOS]

[BDMOS]

[Ber96]

[BGT8Y]

[BKS86]

[BRO2]

[CKLOO]

[Cs480)

[Ein07]

[JS03]

[Lif95]

F. Aurzada and S. Dereich. Small deviations of general Lévy processes. Ann.
Probab., submitted, 2008.

J. Bertoin, R. A. Doney, and R. A. Maller. Passage of Lévy processes across
power law boundaries at small times. Ann. Probab., 36(1):160-197, 2008.

Jean Bertoin. Lévy processes, volume 121 of Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1996.

N. H. Bingham, C. M. Goldie, and J. L. Teugels. Regular variation, volume 27 of
Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, 1989.

V. V. Buldygin and A. B. Kharazishvili. Anderson’s inequality and unimodal
measures. Teor. Veroyatnost. ¢ Mat. Statist., 35:13-27, 1986.

P. Baldi and B. Roynette. Entre la normalization de Strassen et celle de Chung.
CRAS, 314, Série 1:935—- 940, 1992.

Xia Chen, James Kuelbs, and Wenbo Li. A functional LIL for symmetric stable
processes. Ann. Probab., 28(1):258-276, 2000.

E. Cséki. A relation between Chung’s and Strassen’s laws of the iterated loga-
rithm. Z. Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie verw. Gebiete, 54:287-301, 1980.

Uwe Einmahl. A generalization of Strassen’s functional LIL. J. Theoret. Probab.,
20(4):901-915, 2007.

J. Jacod and A. N. Shiryaev. Limit Theorems for Stochastic Processes. Springer,
2003.

M. A. Lifshits. Gaussian random functions, volume 322 of Mathematics and its
Applications. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 1995.

23



[LRZ95]

[LS02]

[Mog74]

[Rus07]

[Sat99]

[Sav08]

[ShmO6]

[Tay67]

[ZRKO7]

Maciej Lewandowski, Michal Ryznar, and Tomasz Zak. Anderson inequality is
strict for Gaussian and stable measures. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 123(12):3875—
3880, 1995.

M. Lifshits and E. Shmileva. Poisson measures quasi-invariant with respect to
multiplicative transformations. Theory Probab. Appl., 46(4):652— 666, 2002.

A. A. Mogulskii. Small deviations in the space of trajectories. Teor. Verojatnost.
1 Primenen., 19:755-765, 1974.

Joshua Rushton. A functional LIL for d-dimensional stable processes; invariance
for Lévy- and other weakly convergent processes, 2007.

Ken-iti Sato. Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions, volume 68
of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, 1999. Translated from the 1990 Japanese original, Revised by the
author.

M. Savov. Small time two-sided LIL behavior for Lévy processes at zero. Probab.
Theory Related Fields, submitted, 2008.

Elena Shmileva. Small ball probabilities for jump Lévy processes from the Wiener
domain of attraction. Statist. Probab. Lett., 76(17):1873-1881, 2006.

S. J. Taylor. Sample path properties of a transient stable process. J. Math.
Mech., 16:1229-1246, 1967.

A. Zoia, A. Rosso, and M. Kardar. Fractional Laplacian in bounded domains.
Phys. Rev. E (8), 76(2):021116, 11, 2007.

24



	Notations and tools.
	Shifted small ball probabilities for symmetric -stable processes
	"Small" shifts.
	"Middle" shifts.

	Law of the Iterated Logarithm for stable Lévy processes
	General information.
	Functional LIL for scaled stable Lévy processes.


